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AGENDA

REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 6, 2020 AT 6:00 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

THE CITY COMMISSION HAS ADOPTED THE FOLLOWING PROCEDURE: PERSONS WISHING TO SPEAK ABOUT TOPICS THAT ARE ON
THE AGENDA MUST FILL OUT A SPEAKER CARD IN ADVANCE AND GIVE IT TO THE RECORDING SECRETARY. THE CARDS ARE
AVAILABLE AT THE BACK OF THE MEETING ROOM. THIS PROCEDURE DOES NOT APPLY TO PERSONS WHO WANT TO SPEAK TO
THE COMMISSION UNDER “PUBLIC COMMENTS.”

RULES OF CIVILITY FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. The goal of Commission meetings is to accomplish the public’s business in an environment that encourages
a fair discussion and exchange of ideas without fear of personal attacks.

2. Anger, rudeness, ridicule, impatience and lack of respect for others is unacceptable behavior.
Demonstrations to support or oppose a speaker or idea, such as clapping, cheering, booing, hissing, or the
use of intimidating body language are not permitted.

3.  When persons refuse to abide by reasonable rules of civility and decorum, or ignore repeated requests by
the Mayor to finish their remarks within the time limit adopted by the City Commission, and/or who make
threats of physical violence shall be removed from the meeting room by law enforcement officers, either
at the Mayor’s request or by an affirmative vote of a majority of the sitting Commissioners.

“Politeness costs so little.” — ABRAHAM LINCOLN

. CALLTO ORDER

. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

1. ROLL CALL

IV.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COMMISSION MEETINGS OF JUNE 1, 2020 AND
THE REGULAR CONTINUATION MEETING OF JUNE 2, 2020 AND SPECIAL MEETING JUNE 9,
2020

V.  ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS OF THE AGENDA

VI.  CHANGES TO THE ORDER OF TOPICS ON THE AGENDA

VIl.  PRESENTATIONS

None



VI,

XI.

XII.

XIII.

XIV.

XV.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Ordinance, Public Hearing and Final Reading: to Change Sections 2-103 and 2-104 of the
General City Code Regarding Transfers of Money between Accounts in the Annual Budget
(Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)

2. Ordinance, Public Hearing and Second Reading: to Amend Section 10 of the City Code re: Solid
Waste Collection Regulations (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

3. Ordinance, First Public Hearing and Second Reading: to Establish Mixed Use District
Boundaries Along A1A Beach Boulevard (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

CONSENT

4. Resolution, to Have Canvassing and Certification of Vote-by-Mail Ballots Cast in August 2020
Primary Election Done by the Supervisor of Elections and County Canvassing Board

5. Budget Resolutions to Transfer Money from the General Fund to the Road/Bridge Fund and

to Provide Money in the Police Department Budget for the Contribution to the St. Johns
County Police Athletic League

OLD BUSINESS

6.

City Building West of Former City Hall: Consideration of Leasing Part of It (Presenter: Max
Royle, City Manager)

Vulnerability Assessment ad Adaptation Plan: Request for Approval of Amendment #32 to
Contract with Civil Engineering Consultant CMT (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

Accessing Private Property from Dead-End Streets: Review of Proposal (Presenter: Brian Law,
Building Official)

City Manager’s Response to Vice Mayor Kostka’s Demand That He Resign

NEW BUSINESS

10.

11.

12.

13.

Opening 2" Street West of 2" Avenue for Construction of Single-Family Residences: Review
of Proposal (Presenters: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director; Brian Law, Building Official)

2021 St. Johns County Legislative Action Plan: Request from County Administrator for Topics
(Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)

Florida League of Cities Annual Conference: Selection of Voting Delegate (Presenter: Max
Royle, City Manager)

Fiscal Year 2021 Budget: Scheduling Date in Later July to Review Budget, Set the Tentative
Property Tax Millage, and the Date for the First Public Hearing on the Budget (Presenter: Max
Royle, City Manager)

STAFF COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT




NOTICES TO THE PUBLIC

1. HOLIDAY. City offices and operations will be closed on Friday, July 3, 2020, for observance of the
July 4" holiday. There will be no pickup of household waste on Friday. Residents who normally
receive service on Friday will have service on Monday, July 6™. There will be no change to the
schedule of yard trash and recycling pickup service during the week of June 29" to July 3.

2. PUBLIC HEARING. The City Commission will hold a public hearing on Tuesday, July 7, 2020, at 6:00
p.m. The purpose will be to provide the public with an opportunity to comment on the proposed
non-ad valorem assessment to pay the costs of the collection and disposal of solid waste and
recyclables.

3. COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD. It will hold its monthly meeting on Tuesday,
July 21, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. in the Commission meeting room at city hall. Topics on the agenda may
include the following: a. variance to reduce the east side setback from 10 feet to 5 feet and the
front and rear setbacks from 25 feet to 20 feet for new houses at 129 5™ Street and 130 4% Street;
b. request for overlay district approval to reduce front and rear setbacks from 25 feet to 20 feet,
and the side setbacks from 10 feet to 7 % feet for new houses at 122 and 126 4 Street and 121 and
125 5™ Street; c. request for overlay district approval to reduce front and rear setbacks from 25 feet
to 20 feet and the side setbacks from 10 feet to 7 % feet for new house at 202 A Street; d. request
for approval to modify mixed use order to add deck on south side and redesign parking plan for an
existing building at #12 13" Street.

NOTE:

The agenda material containing background information for this meeting is available on a CD in pdf format
upon request at the City Manager’s office for a S5 fee. Adobe Acrobat Reader will be needed to open the
file.

NOTICES: In accordance with Florida Statute 286.0105: “If any person decides to appeal any decision made by the City
Commission with respect to any matter considered at this scheduled meeting or hearing, the person will need a record of the
proceedings, and for such purpose the person may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which
record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities act, persons needing a special accommodation to participate in this proceeding
should contact the City Manager’s Office not later than seven days prior to the proceeding at the address provided, or telephone
904-471-2122, or email sabadmin@cityofsab.org.



MINUTES
REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, JUNE 1, 2020 AT 6:00 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor England called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mayor England led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL
Mayor England asked City Clerk Raddatz for roll call.

Present: Mayor England, Vice Mayor Kostka, Commissioner George (virtually), Commissioner
Rumrell (virtually), and Commissioner Samora.

Also present were: City Manager Royle, City Attorney Douglas, Assistant City Attorney Lex Taylor,
Police Chief Hardwick, City Clerk Raddatz, Finance Director Douylliez, Building Official Law, and
Public Works Director Tredik.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COMMISSION MEETINGS ON APRIL 29, 2020
AND MAY 4, 2020

Mayor England asked if there were any changes to the minutes. Being none, Mayor England asked
for a motion.

Motion: to approve the Regular Commission minutes of April 29, 2020 and May 4, 2020. Moved
by Vice Mayor Kostka, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item V.

ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS OF THE AGENDA

Mayor England asked if there were any additions or deletions of the agenda.
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VI.

VII.

City Manager Royle advised that there was one addition regarding using the City seal.

Mayor England advised she would add the item under New Business as Item 10. She then advised
that Kevin Sweeney, member of the Code Enforcement Board, would like to give the Commission
a report regarding their last Code Enforcement meeting. She placed the item under
Presentations.

CHANGES TO THE ORDER OF TOPICS ON THE AGENDA

Mayor England asked if there were any changes to the order of topics on the agenda. Being none,
Mayor England moved on to Item VIII, Public Comments.

PRESENTATIONS

A. Code Enforcement member Kevin Sweeny, Presentation

Kevin Sweeny, 652 Sun Down Circle, St. Augustine Beach, FL, gave the report for Code
Enforcement Board meeting of May 27, 2020. He explained that there was a discussion
regarding Article Il of the City Land Development Regulations regarding keeping chickens on
property. He asked the Commission if they wanted the Board to write new codes or to make
a finding of facts or act upon a violation. Members of the Code Enforcement Board were
disappointed in the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board because they refused to act
and left the family in legal limbo. The Code Enforcement Board should be about legal
understanding and not just punishment of the residents. He explained that the Board allowed
the family to keep the emotional support animals of eight chickens; however, they are not
allowed to add to or replace the animals. He explained the other cases of the meeting.

Discussion ensued regarding that the Code Enforcement Board cannot change or rewrite
codes.

The Commission thanked Mr. Sweeny for giving the presentation.
Mayor England moved to Commissioner Comments.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the Commission:

County Commissioner Henry Dean, 224 North Forrest Dune, St. Augustine Beach, FL, gave a shout
out to the residents and leadership of the City of St. Augustine Beach, City of St. Augustine, and
St. Johns County for doing a good job in keeping the pandemic low in this area.

The Commission thanked County Commission Dean for his update.

Dr. Michel Pawlowski, 119 Kings Cory Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that there was a
flaw in the Emergency Operations Plan. He commented that the section with the Emergency
Operations Group should be led by the elected Mayor. He passed out a report on
recommendations for updating the city emergency operations plan (Exhibit 1).

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, complained that the agenda should not have

Commissioner Comments because it is condescending; thanked Police Chief Hardwick for his

outreach to protect the City during the riots; thanked the Veterans Administration in Washington

for placing flags on the veterans graves on Memorial Day; requested the Rainbow flag to fly on
2



the City’s flag pole; advised that public records requests are treated disdainfully and asked for a
fee waiver provision; and wants City Manager Royle to resign.

Sonia Kulyk, 114 13t Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that the Oceans 13 project at 13%"
Street and Beach Blvd has one-half of the property for sale and it is only one lot. She asked how
they can sell half of the plotted lot.

Mayor England asked Building Official Law to research this for Ms. Kulyk.

Allain Girouard, 225 North Forest Dune Drive, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that the
Commission passed some laws for Sea Colony in regards to impervious surfaces and said that as
a homeowner it affects him personally, so he will be appealing this decision. He asked the
Commission to reconsider the decision.

Henry De Werth, 888 Ocean Palm Way, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that he filed an appeal
to the Sea Colony decision regarding the lot coverage and impervious surface. He advised that
this decision would take 25% of his property for a drainage easement and he feels that the
decision would be a Burt Harris Act violation.

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that police officers should
use cameras to protect the police officers and the public.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and moved on to Item VII, Presentations.

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Mayor England opened Commissioner Comments.

Commissioner George attended a Tourist Development Council (TDC) meeting and advised that
the tourist development tax revenues have declined by 36.2% on top of the 12% projected
increase. The projection of revenues is now $7.5 million, which is a huge impact due to the COVID-
19 crisis for St. Johns County. She explained that TDC is not expecting revenues to normalized
until 2021.

Commissioner Rumrell had no update at this time.

Vice Mayor Kostka gave an update on the Economic Recovery Task Force. The Small Business
Emergency Assistance Grant has finished and received 66 applications and out of those 33 were
awarded. The ones that were not awarded were because they did not meet the criteria. She
explained that those were not awarded were directed to apply for the CDBG Back to Business
Grant, which was opened on May 26 and ended today. She commented that more than 186
applications were received and explained that this grant was established by St. Johns County. She
explained that this grant was ranked according to needs. It is an important step to get our
economy back and she thanked the County Commission for establishing this grant. She remarked
that Richard Goldman was instrumental in helping the committee and putting forth ideas to get
back to business.

Commissioner Samora attended the VCB meeting and commented that they received $2 million
for the County to do local advertising for those tourists that can drive to St. Augustine Beach.
Richard Goldman did a lot of work on the communications plan for the County to accommodate
all the COVID-19 concerns. He advised that he would share the monthly hotel statistics with the
Commission.



Mayor England advised that the Communications and Event Coordinator has written two articles
on the City’s program of Mask Up St. Augustine Beach. She explained that residents have been
making masks and they are available at Ace Hardware and Love You Mean It. She encouraged
residents to use a mask when they are in public.

City Manager Royle advised Melinda Conlon does a lot of outreach to stay in contact with the
other Public Information Officers at the County level. He advised that she has forwarded a lot of
information from the Health Department and County Emergency Operations Center regarding
COVID-19 efforts. She and he are highlighting for profit and nonprofit businesses in our
community. He explained that he is generating publicity by the City’s newsletter and Facebook.
There will be a tree giveaway by driving up to receive a tree instead of the Arbor Day event due
to COVID-19.

Commissioner George advised that she received an email from Vice Mayor Kostka regarding City
Manager Royle and asked if Vice Mayor Kostka would be bringing it up.

Vice Mayor Kostka read into the record (Exhibit 2) an email she sent regarding her lack of
confidence in City Manager Royle.

Mayor England asked City Attorney Douglas whether it was proper to bring this item up at now.
She explained that she did not see the email that was sent.

City Attorney Douglas agreed it was proper to read the information but need to have an analysis
about the City Manager’s contract, etc. before a vote. He explained that he has not seen the
email.

Mayor England asked what Vice Mayor Kostka would like the Commission to do at this point. She
asked if Vice Mayor Kostka would allow City Manager Royle to respond later to the Commission.

Discussion ensued regarding placing this item on the next agenda; having the City Manager and
Police Chief who has been at the Emergency Operations Center a chance to respond; the
performance evaluation reviews have been difficult because it is in a public form; and difficult
conversation to have with the City Manager in public.

Mayor England advised that this will be brought up at the next Commission meeting and allow
the City Manager to respond to all of Vice Mayor Kostka’s points. She advised that the City
Manager has discussed with her all the Governor’s Executive Orders and advised that the City
Manager has directed staff on these matters. She commented that it might have seen like a lot
of things were not done, but they were done.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented not to put personalities into the conversation. She remarked that
she thinks the City Manager was a wonderful person, but the job performance needs to be
discussed and what the Commission expects of a City Manager.

Commissioner George explained to City Attorney Douglas that the City Charter does outline the
hiring or firing of the City Manager. She explained that the City Manager does not have a contract
and serves at the pleasure of the Commission.

City Attorney Douglas advised that he would be prepared at the next meeting.

Mayor England advised that this matter would be discussed in July at a Special Commission or
Regular Commission meeting. She asked City Manager Royle if he had any comments.

City Manager Royle advised not at this time.
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XI.

Commissioner Samora and Commissioner Rumrell had no comments.

Mayor England moved forward to Item 1.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1.

Request for Renewal of Conditional Use Permit for Outside Seating at: Cone Heads Ice Cream,
570 A1A Beach Boulevard (Lots 11,17, Block 4, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, Ms. Maggie
Kostka, Applicant) (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

Mayor England introduced ltem 1.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that she was going to recuse herself from this item because this
was her business (Exhibit 3).

Mayor England then asked Building Official Law for his report.

Building Official Law reported that it is a Conditional Use Permit for outdoor seating for food
and beverage service. He advised that the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board
recommended the conditional use permit be continued for the life of ownership and voted
unanimously to approve.

Mayor England advised that it was recommended that it would be unlimited if Ms. Kostka
owns and operates the business. She asked if any conditional use permits in the past were
for an unlimited time.

Building Official Law advised that some business do run as unlimited and gave the example of
Panama Hattie’s final development order; however, it is up to the Commission what time limit
to grant.

Commissioner Samora asked if the conditional use permit had no time limit would it protect
the City regarding a change of use.

Building Official Law advised that it could be a condition that if the business changes the
conditional use permit would no longer be in effect. He also said that it could be a condition
if the name of the business changes it could invalidate the conditional use permit as well.

Commissioner George advised she is always concerned about having an unlimited timeframe
for a conditional use permit. She suggested five or seven years and said that it is usually non-
transferrable.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he was okay with longer timeframes if it is the same
ownership. He wants to put a timeframe.

Mayor England made a motion to approve the conditional use permit for 15 years subject to
being non-transferrable and would be valid for as long as Ms. Kostka owns and operates the
property.

Commissioner Samora asked for public comments.
Mayor England opened the Public Hearing and the following addressed the Commission:

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, agreed on approving the conditional use permit and loves
seeing families eating ice cream outside.



Mayor England closed the Public Hearing and asked for any further Commission discussion.
Being none, Mayor England asked for a motion.

City Attorney Douglas asked Mayor England if her motion should include what the previous
conditions were except to change the timeframe to 15 years.

Discussion ensued regarding the motion.

Motion: to approve based on the existing conditional use permit removing items number 2,
5, 6 and on item number 4 instead of five years replace it with 15 years and adding the
condition that it would be allowed as long as Ms. Kostka owns and operates the ice cream
business at that location. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Abstained

Motion passes 4:0:1.

Mayor England moved on to Item 2.

XI. CONSENT

2.

Budget Resolution 20-XX, to Amend the FY 20 General Fund Budget to Transfer $1,200 from
the Forfeiture and Seizures Account to the Police Department’s Crime Prevention/Community
Account

Mayor England introduced the Consent Agenda and asked for a motion.
George / Samora

Motion: to approve the Consent Agenda. Moved by Commissioner George, Seconded by
Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item 3.



XIl.

OLD BUSINESS
3.

Lease of City Property for Bocce Courts: Request for Two to Three-Year Term (Presenter: Mr.
Michael Castagno, Organizer, St. Auggie Bocce League)

Mayor England introduced Item 3 and asked Mr. Castagno to the podium.

City Manager Royle advised explained that Mr. Castagno would like to lease the bocce courts
for two to three years and advised that the St. Auggie Bocce League has put a lot of effort in
rehabilitating the courts. He explained that the City could have a termination clause that the
agreement could be broken within 30 or 60 days.

Mr. Castagno explained that there is a fall and spring league, but the courts will be open all
summer. He commented that the league has spent approximately $700 in improvements and
have been excellent stewards of the bocce courts and the surrounding area. He stated that
he has complied with all requests from the Commission. He advised that over 60 people have
joined and most of them are women.

Mayor England congratulated Mr. Castagno for the success of the league and then asked for
Commission discussion.

Commissioner George thanked the league for making good use of the City’s property.
Commissioner Rumrell thank you for cleaning it up and remarked that it looks amazing.
Commissioner Samora said he thinks it is wonderful.

Vice Mayor Kostka commended the league and asked why the lease is only two to three years.
City Manager advised that Mr. Castagno suggested the two to three year lease.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, asked where the sign is for their
league and asked if the public could use the court when they are not using it.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and asked for any further Commission
discussion.

Mr. Castagno advised the sign is there and the league uses it less than 20% of the time. He
advised that the public is more than welcome.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to renew the lease for a term of three-year lease with a termination clause of 60
days. Moved by Commissioner Samora, Seconded by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes

Motion passed unanimously.



Mayor England moved on to Item 4.

Non-Ad Valorem Assessment for Solid Waste: Setting Rates and Date for Public Hearing
(Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

Mayor England introduced Item 4 and asked Public Works Director Tredik for his staff report.

Public Works Director Tredik showed Exhibit 4 which shows the fee ranges and explained the
amounts for household waste, recyclables, and yard trash. He explained the advertisement
must have the initial non-ad valorem assessment rates. He commented that the full cost
would be $330 collection fee, $125 disposal, and $43 recycling as of 2019; however, for 2020
at 2.5% it would be $355. He explained that half of the fees would be $81 collection fee, $62
disposal fee, and recycling fee of $22 for a total of $165. The half rate would be $178 in the
year 2022. He asked the Commission to consider inflation. He suggested that the Commission
approve the letters going out to the impacted homeowners and to select a date to hold a
public hearing to adopt the non-ad valorem assessment role. He suggested that the meeting
be in July.

Mayor England confirmed that the initial rate would start in 2022.
Public Works Director Tredik advised yes.
Mayor England asked if all the residents will be notified of the assessment.

Public Works Director advised that it could be confusing if everyone receives the non-ad
valorem assessment if the resident will not be using the service. He explained those residents
will go to private services by October 1, 2020.

Mayor England was concerned about not sending the assessment notice out in anticipation
of changing to private service because the City thought that some residents would be moved
over to private collection and now they can’t because there would be no private service to do
it.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that there could be language in the notice that those

properties that are moving to commercial services will no longer be subject to the assessment
fee. He advised that he would get the City Attorney to help with the language.

Commissioner George suggested to set the rate higher so the Commission can bring it down
later.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he would recommend going higher but realizes that
there are challenges to doing that.

Commissioner George suggested advertising the staff’'s recommendation for the fees at the
higher rate to see what the public says.

Mayor England advised that at the previous meeting the amount for half of the cost was $185;
however, in 2022 it should be a half cost of $178.

Commissioner Rumrell and Commissioner Samora had no comments at this time.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that she objected to the process of one size fits all, not having
more public comments, and not researching outside vendors. She explained that there are
no supporting documents in the Commission books. She asked why there is a $100
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difference between our City and the County.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that the County has a different dynamic, such as a
different population base, different facility to dispose and process the materials. The County
does not collect what the City collects, such as construction debris. The County does not
have as many people on the trucks and do not do the same service as the City.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented that it should be a user fee for what a property owner uses.

Commissioner Samora thanked Vice Mayor Kostka for being engaged in the conversation even
though she is against it and giving valuable input.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, commented that he urged the
Commissioners to set the fee at $336. He explained that the City should not pull out of the
General Fund and advised that the budget is hurting because of subsidizing the disposal fees.

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, requested to table this item and asked the City
Attorney to research this issue.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and advised that the City is trying to right-
size the City’s Public Works Department and its capabilities, the essential services, and reduce
expenses. She advised that the City wants to right-size the customers to serve them efficiently
and move others to private collection where they could be served better. The intent was to
charge reasonably with the trucks, personnel, overhead, etc. She explained that the City will
continue to try to reduce the fees once this is all in place and to charge a non-ad valorem fee
that approximates the City’s costs so less money comes out of the General Fund.

Mayor England recapped what the staff’s recommendation were.

Commissioner George explained that because this will give notice to the public, she would
agree to staff’s recommendation of half the cost at $178.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed with $178 to get more of the public involved. He wants to get
closer to the user fee and close the gap.

Commissioner Samora thanked staff for their hard work and would agree to one half of the
2022 cost of $178.

Mayor England explained that she has been an advocate of redoing the trash pickup fee,
especially commercial units. She requested to go more towards a user cost and commented
that whether the Public Works Department picks up one or two cans it is still the same cost
to the City. She explained that since COVID-19, yard waste has increased because everyone
is cleaning their yards. She agreed with $178.

Vice Mayor Kostka said if the City goes forward with this and it’s budget season, why is the
City not going with the full user fee and let the residents know what it is.

Mayor England advised she was opened to go the full amount but wants to reduce the
expenses.



Commissioner George was not in favor of going at full cost. She agreed there is going to be
budget problems, but why would the City charge the residents full cost when there is not a
full need right now. This is about adjusting the cost for overall long-term budget
management. This needs to be implemented slowly because it is going to have a substantial
monetary impact on all the fixed income residents. She agreed that if one bag or ten bags
there will be still overhead costs for the City.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to set the rate of $178 broken down as $87 for collection, $67 for disposal and $24
for recycling. Moved by Commissioner George, Seconded by Mayor England.

Roll Call was as followed:

Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka No
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George No

Motion passed by vote of 3 to 2.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that a public hearing will have to be scheduled for late
July.

City Manager Royle advised that in late July is the budget meeting as well. He suggested July
13% or 20™.

Commissioner Rumrell asked if the public hearing could be done before the Regular
Commission meeting on July 6.

City Manager Royle advised no because of the virtual complications on so many people
wanting to speak on this item. IT Department needs to research how to get a lot of people
on Zoom since the City only has 12 lines.

Mayor England suggested the public hearing be on July 7, 2020.

Commission agreed to have the public hearing regarding the non-ad valorem assessment on
July 7, 2020 at 6:00 p.m.

Mayor England moved on to Item 5.
Ordinance 20-XX, First Reading, to Change Sections 2-103 and 2-104 of the General City Code

Regarding Transfers of Money between Accounts in the Annual Budget (Presenter: Max
Royle, City Manager)

Mayor England introduced Item 5 and then asked City Manager Royle for his staff report.

City Manager Royle explained that this was discussed at the Commission’s last meeting and
advised this is more of an administrative procedure.

Mayor George asked for discussion.
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XIII.

Commissioner George advised that she had no questions. She agreed with giving the City
Manager the authority of $15,000 budget transfers between accounts within the budget.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed.

Commissioner Samora advised that all the changes have been made that the Commission
requested, so he agreed.

Vice Mayor Kostka agreed with the ordinance.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section and asked City Attorney Douglas to read the title of the ordinance.

City Attorney Douglas read the title of the ordinance for first reading.
Mayor George asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve the changes to Sections 2-103 and 2-104. Moved by Mayor England,
Seconded by Commissioner George.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes

Motion passed 5 to 0

Mayor England moved on to Item 6.

NEW BUSINESS

6. Access to City Street from Private Property: Consideration of Pyrus Street Barricade Proposal

(Presenters: Christopher Cygul and Kristy Lee Wilson, 493 Pyrus Street)

Mayor England introduced Item 6 and then asked Christopher Cygul and Kristy Lee Wilson to
the podium.

Christopher Cygul, 493 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, thanked everyone for being here
physically and through Zoom. He explained that on his street there is a construction problem,
but not a dispute with the neighbors. An issue came up regarding the use of the right-of-way
on Pyrus Street, which is a dead end. He requested the Commission consider the proposal to
make a barricade on the right-of-way, which has been done on other streets facing the beach
side within the City. He explained that Pyrus Street is not a major thoroughfare and wants to
promote safety and not allow trucks, trailers, and heavy equipment to go through the
barricade. He requested only pedestrian traffic. He said there is a lack of a fence bordering
Bluebird Street. He explained that the owners removed the fence approximately in August
2019, which causes a lack of privacy for the homeowners on Bluebird Street. He advised that
the Bluebird Street owners advised that the owners on Pyrus Street do not allow the owners
of Bluebird Street privacy. The homeowners on Bluebird Street have four-wheel vehicles, a
pickup truck, and a trailer. The Pyrus Street homeowners have noticed safety concerns that
the Bluebird Street owners are doing on their property in regard to tree removal and had an
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arborist come to the property who said there were several widow-maker trees that could fall.
He explained that since the fencing has been removed, cameras have been installed facing
the Pyrus Street residents. He commented that the Pyrus Street homeowners want a peaceful
solution. He requested the Commission to have the City install barricades to protect the
people on Pyrus Street and other streets that face Island Hammock. He explained that the
tree surgeon does not advise running over the roots of a very large magnolia tree with trucks.
He advised that his goal is have a pedestrian entrance to the property and if the City cannot
install barricades, how long will it take the owner on Bluebird Street to put her fence back up
and explained that it has been down for nine months.

Mayor England asked what exactly Mr. Cygul wanted.

Mr. Cygul advised that he wants a barricade to be installed by the City with a gate for
pedestrian walkway as other streets within the City have.

Mayor England asked if the City ever installed fences previously.

City Manager Royle advised that on streets the City has installed two posts with two
crossbeams on dead end streets. He explained that if the homeowners want a gate, the
homeowners will have to provide that.

Commissioner Rumrell spoke with Building Official Law regarding installing a horse fence that
would be on the right-of-way and asked City Attorney Douglas if the City has a right to do that.

Building Official Law agreed with Commissioner Rumrell and advised by doing this it would
show that the City did not take sides between the neighbors. He suggested a gate if the
Commission wanted so people could access the public right-of-way; however, what is done
on one street must be done on all streets. He explained that each street would cost
approximately $100.

City Attorney Douglas advised that the Commission could install what they want on their right-
of-way.

Commissioner Samora asked Building Official Law about 10, 9%, 13%, 14" and 15% Streets
that have the same type of dead-end streets.

Building Official Law advised that yes, they have two horizontal rails, but he would ask for a
two by four cap to help steady the rails, especially if a gate is installed.

Mayor England recapped that what was requested is to construct fencing at all dead-end
streets in the City’s as the budget allows.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Fiona Godfrey, 240 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, read a statement into the record
(Exhibit 5).

City Attorney Douglas advised that the Commission does not have to vote tonight on the
recommendation staff made. He encouraged the Commission to strive for consistency
throughout the City.

Mayor England asked for more research and to get the information to the Commission.
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Commissioner Rumrell spoke with Commander Ashlock and Assistant City Attorney Taylor.
He advised that the City does not want to get involved in a civil dispute and explained that
the City could install a barricade on the City’s right-of-way. He also advised that if the
homeowners want in the future to get a special use permit for a pool, they could apply for it
and the City could take the barricade down and then reinstall it.

Commissioner George has seen similar disputes to remove barricades from the private right-
of-way when a neighbor did not want access. There is a section in the code that requires a
permit to put anything in a right-of-way that could block access. She explained that she is
withholding on voting on this issue because she has a perceived conflict of interest with regard
to one of the property owners involved so she recused herself on voting.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked when the fencing on Bluebird Lane would be completed.

Mr. Godfrey, 240 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, disputed the comments by Mr. Cygul.
He explained that he has been following the law by using his truck and trailer, but Pyrus
residents barricaded them for using the right-of-way by putting wood, tables, etc. in their way
and he could not get his truck and trailer out. The police have been called several times by
Pyrus residents. He wants to clean up the backyard and put up the fencing. He explained that
there is no need for a barricade and advised that he has a construction fence there in the
meantime.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked when it will be done.

Mr. Godfrey advised it would take one month for the trees and another month for the fence.
He advised about 2 % months. He has been stopped for 1 % months due to altercations.

Mayor England asked City Attorney Douglas what the City should do without getting involved
in the neighborhood dispute.

City Attorney Douglas recommended that the City does not get involved in civil disputes
between neighbors. Staff has come up with a recommendation that has been given to the
Commission for a barricade and he does not see any legal obstacle in doing that if the
Commission agrees. The Commission is not required to vote on it tonight.

Mayor England asked if it is a City’s decision on when the City or if the City should put up a
barricade. She asked if it would be a Commission decision.

City Attorney Douglas advised that he would have to research that and feels it would be more
of a staff level decision.

Mayor England suggested that staff bring back a policy to the Commission regarding this issue
at a future date.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the City does not need a policy on what to do with the City’s
rights-of-way. It is the City’s decision but wants more information on this before voting.

Carol Freudenberger, 244 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that Pyrus Street
is directly behind her and she has a fence and a pool on her property, which has a gate on
Pyrus Street. She explained that her gate has been boarded and nailed shut without her
permission and she cannot go out the back gate if she chooses to. She explained that the gate
was used for gas for the pool heater. She asked if a barricade were erected, would the gate
remain open. She advised that the street seems to be a public party place also.
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Police Chief Hardwick advised that he reached out to the experts in the City, Building Official
Law and Public Works Director Tredik. Law enforcement does not get involved in civil
disputes; however, he wanted to not let it escalate. Commander Ashlock reached out to the
neighbors and educated them on the laws that the police enforce on the street. No criminal
actions have been taken by the neighbors. The problem is that the streets are not consistent
throughout the City and this issue will be coming up again with other streets.

Mayor England asked the staff to inform the Commission on what the City does on dead-end
streets and whether vehicle access is allowed. She also requested to find out if special permits
are needed for construction. She advised that she did not have enough information to make
solid decisions on this street.

Kristy Wilson, 493 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, wanted a dead-end street for safety
reasons for their four-year-old girl. Police have been called by Mr. and Mrs. Godfrey. Mrs.
Godfrey has filmed her child. She wants them to access the front of their property like
everyone else. She also runs over the roots of trees in other neighbors’ yards.

Jennifer Pessina, 91 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, objected to cameras pointed to her
house with her small child.

Kevin Pessina, 491 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that there are
unprofessionally cut trees that pose a danger to his house; fence panel that they took down
because the improperly moved their fence; not allowing filming of children; he would be
willing to place a fence on his property to stop this; and can use the gate at the end of the
street for non-vehicular access only.

Ed Swift, 2591 Hydrangea Street, (owner of duplex 490 & 492 Pyrus Street), St. Augustine, FL,
he talked with the neighbors on Pyrus Street who seemed to be united and Bluebird neighbors
seem to have angered everyone. The trees and fencing have been down for months and the
staging area for the vehicles is on Pyrus Street. He advised that they live in a PUD in Island
Hammock and should use their street to remove trees and do construction.

Nick Ortiz, 492 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, agreed with Mr. Swift and over the last
five to six months this has been a problem and there seems to be no end in sight. The access
point being used was never accessed before after 40 years of trimming. He is in support of
the barricade.

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that city staff presented this item in a
disorganize way and requested mediation and requested to table this matter.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and advised that she would sit down with
the residents with Commander Ashlock to get a reasonable resolution. She asked staff for a
policy on dead-end streets regarding vehicle access or not. She suggested not taking any
action tonight but to come up with a City policy on dead-end streets.

Commissioner Samora agreed because he said this will not be the last time this issue comes
up. He suggested a policy with procedures and time constraints.

Mayor England advised that the two issues are vehicle access and pedestrian access and, in
the meantime, to work with the neighbors to get their construction done.
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Commissioner George advised that it is great to work with a policy; however, the universal
policy needs to be very clear because lot access is a complicated issue, especially on the ocean
side and the side of the property. She said that a consistent policy might not be obtainable.

Mayor England moved on to Item 7.

Review of Proposed Resolutions for Changes to the Personnel Manual (Presenter: Beverly
Raddatz, City Clerk)

Mayor England introduced Item 7 and then asked City Clerk Raddatz to give her report.

City Clerk Raddatz recapped the resolutions regarding personnel changes on emergency
management pay and procedures, Equal Employment Opportunities, ADA definitions, minor
educational reimbursements, and General Provisions. She suggested that the incentive pay
for education should be removed because of the current economic situation in the City.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he had no changes.

Commissioner George advised that it looks good and thanked the City Clerk for her efforts.
Vice Mayor Kostka agreed with no changes.

Commissioner Samora advised no changes.

Mayor England thanked City Clerk Raddatz for reconsidering the incentive pay. She asked if
salaried employees during the declared emergency would be entitled to overtime.

City Clerk Raddatz advised no and FEMA will reimburse the City for those employees working
during the declared emergency.

Mayor England advised that regular employees during a declared emergency will be
compensated at time and a half, but salary employees will be compensated at their regular
rate.

City Clerk Raddatz advised yes.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that the City is not following their own
policy by covering up sexual harassment during the City Manager’s term.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and asked for a motion to extend the
meeting.

Motion: to extend the meeting. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes

Motion passed unanimously.
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Mayor England made a motion.

Motion: to approve 20-03, 20-07, and 20-08 with the deletion on page 12 of Section 19.5
Incentive Pay. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes

Motion passed unanimously.
Mayor England moved on to Item 7.

Mixed Use District Along A1A Beach Boulevard: Consideration of Ordinance to Establish
Boundaries (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

Mayor England introduced Item 8 and then asked Building Official Law for his staff report.

Building Official Law explained that staff is recommending designating the entire
commercially zoned properties in accordance with the Vision Plan Mixed Use and be
subjected to the Mixed Use Overlay under the control of the Comprehensive Planning and
Zoning Board.

Commissioner Rumrell had no questions.

Commissioner George had no questions.

Vice Mayor Kostka had no questions.

Commissioner Samora had no questions.

Mayor England property zoned commercial can take advantage of P & Z permitting?
Mayor England asked for Commission discussion.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section and asked City Attorney Douglas to read the title of the ordinance.

City Attorney Douglas read the title of the ordinance.
Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve the Mixed-Use ordinance. Moved by Commissioner Samora, Seconded
by Commissioner Rumrell.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
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Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item 9.

Solid Waste Collection Regulations: Ordinance 20-XX, First Reading, to Amend Section 10 of
the City Code (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

Mayor England introduced Item 9 and then asked Public Works Director Tredik for his staff
report.

Public Works Director Tredik explained that this is changing Chapter 10 garbage and trash of
the City’s code. The reason for this is the change to Article 2 which deals with the non-ad
valorem assessment. The current code only allows for disposal so the current code would
allow for collection and recycling as well. Ponce Landing and other townhomes called and
expressed concerns about leaving City services (Exhibit 6). He explained that they did not
have room for a dumpster and the townhomes are owned by individuals and are not
condominiums. He recapped the changes to the codes.

Mayor England advised on page 3 of the ordinance the residential service premises definition
did not say it has to be a single-family home or a duplex or a triplex. The City has stated that
whether it was a residential premise on the number of units.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he is trying to accommodate Ponce Landing to give
them garbage pickup. He explained that if the townhomes or Ponce Landing chose to opt out
of City services and get private haulers, then they could do so, or the City could continue giving
them service.

Mayor England asked if there was a way to allow the City to make an exception to the rule to
accommodate Ponce Landing since there is space for a dumpster. She suggested making an
exception to the five dwelling units if needed.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he would have to research that with the City
Attorney to see if that is doable and will change the ordinance for the second reading. He
explained that there is a way to declare a hardship for more than six or more units with the
condominiums because they want to stay on with the City service after October 1% if they
have a hardship. The City Manager will deny or approve the hardship request, which are listed
in the ordinance.

Mayor England asked to include a hardship clause that exceed the five dwelling units.

Vice Mayor Kostka understand ownership of the townhomes but asked if they would be billed
at the commercial or residential rate.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that they would be included in the non-ad valorem
assessment, so it would be residential.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked what the current proposed rate for a 164-gallon commercial bin is.

Public Works Director Tredik advised it would be $268 per year.
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10.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that her concern was that the fee would be less than a residential
owner would eventually end up paying.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that commercial rates can be adjusted by the
Commission to match or exceed the residential rates.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, voted no on the speaker card.
Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and then asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve the ordinance with the previous stated changes. Moved by Commissioner
George, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item 10.

New Item — Using City Seal.

Mayor England introduced Item 10 and asked City Manager Royle to explained.

City Manager Royle advised that the St. Johns County Chamber of Commerce requested to
use the City seal for a Pledge campaign, which is for businesses that they pledge that they will
clean and disinfect for their customers at their businesses. He explained that they would
place this pledge on their windows to show support of their clean business due to the
Coronavirus. He explained that St. Johns County and the City of St. Augustine have already
approved their seals to be on the Pledge.

Mayor George opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, asked to table this item until this could be
researched further.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section.

Commissioner Samora advised that if this does not move forward with this now, the City’s
seal will not be on the print because the Chamber of Commerce needs to do thisimmediately.

Vice Mayor Kostka explained that this is for tourism to let the public know that the City
businesses are following the Executive Orders by cleaning and disinfecting. She asked for a
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legal opinion on this regarding liability.

City Attorney Douglas advised that this is more aspirational and would not cause liability. He
advised that the phrase “we took the pledge” has no definition and who is bound by it, who
has a duty from it, and who took the pledge.

Mayor England advised that the business would take the pledge and put it in their window.

Commissioner Samora said yes and advised that this was only to encourage tourists that the
City of St. Augustine Beach businesses that take the pledge are keeping the public safe.

Mayor England asked if the Commission wants to come back tomorrow to finish this item.

Assistant City Attorney Lex Taylor advised that the Commission could use Zoom if they do not
want to come back tomorrow.

The Commission agreed to continue the meeting until June 2, 2020 at 5:30 p.m.

XIV.  ADJOURNMENT

Mayor England continued the meeting to June 2, 2020 at 5:30 p.m.

Margaret England, Mayor

ATTEST:

Beverly Raddatz, City Clerk
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MINUTES

CONTINUATION OF THE
REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 2020 AT 5:30 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor England called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mayor England led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL
Mayor England asked City Clerk Raddatz for roll call.

Present: Mayor England, Vice Mayor Kostka, Commissioner George (virtually), Commissioner
Rumrell (virtually), and Commissioner Samora (virtually).

Also present were: City Manager Royle, Assistant City Attorney Lex Taylor, Police Chief Hardwick,
City Clerk Raddatz, Finance Director Douylliez, Building Official Law, and Public Works Director
Tredik (virtually).

NEW BUSINESS

9. Solid Waste Collection Regulations: Ordinance 20-XX, First Reading, to Amend Section 10 of
the City Code (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

Mayor England introduced Item 9 and asked Assistant City Attorney Taylor to read the title of
the ordinance which had been inadvertently not done at the June 1% meeting.

Assistant City Attorney Taylor read the title of the ordinance.

Motion: to approve the ordinance with the previous stated changes. Moved by Commissioner
George, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes

Motion passed unanimously.



Mayor England moved on to Item 10.

10. Discussion by St. Johns County Chamber of Commerce to Use the City Seal.
Mayor England introduced Item 10 asked Richard Goldman (virtually) to speak on this item.

Richard Goldman, Visitor and Convention Bureau President, 2540 W. Executive Center Circle,
Suite 200, Tallahassee, FL 32301 advised that the Chamber of Commerce due to the
Coronavirus has looked for ways to demonstrate to tourists that the City of St. Augustine
Beach is a safe destination to come to. One of the ways is a Pledge program like the City of
Savannah’s Safe Pledge. The business goes online and reads what the requirements are and
signs a Pledge that he will follow the basic guidelines from the CDC. The businesses will
receive posters, flyers, and window cling signs that they have taken the Pledge. St. Johns
County will monitor the online service. The Pledge makes the businesses’ guests feel safer.
He advised that wearing masks are encouraged. The Pledge is meant to be a signal to visitors
that the businesses are following the guidelines. Feedback from visitors have been positive
according to the City of Savannah.

Mayor England asked if St. Johns County and the City of St. Augustine approved using their
seals and how will the Chamber of Commerce disseminates this to the businesses in the City
of St. Augustine Beach.

Mr. Goldman advised that they have approved their seals to be used. The Chamber of
Commerce will be sending links to the website to the businesses of the program once it is up
and running. He believes that the program will be up and running by the first of next week.

Vice Mayor Kostka thanked Mr. Goldman for coming and for his input. She asked if the
webpage will be handled by the County.

Mr. Goldman advised yes. The County will have a link that incorporates the Pledge and the
businesses would agree to the guidelines and then become part of the data base of
businesses that are participating. The County will send materials once the business pledges.

Vice Mayor Kostka was concerned about encouraging the use of face coverings by employees
and customers. She explained her procedure for her business. She commented that none
of her employees have chosen to wear face masks and asked if that gives the perception that
the business is not following the pledge.

Mr. Goldman commented that the language of the Pledge is that it is encouraged. The
market will decide whether they are comfortable about doing business. There are
businesses that would be more concerned about masks than others. He advised that it is a
program that the businesses must decides works for them.

Vice Mayor Kostka agreed that businesses are different, and some would want mask
coverings more than others. Once Florida reaches Phase 2, would the Pledge continue?

Mr. Goldman advised that if people are concerned about it, it would be useful. He advised
that he would be glad to share what Phase 2 will look like to businesses according to
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Governor DeSantis. Local municipalities have more strict guidelines than the state.

Vice Mayor Kostka explained Georgia’s guidelines, which are very restrictive on businesses.
Florida’s Executive Order is not as restrictive. She explained the difference in the statistics
between Florida and Georgia. She agrees with a universal approach, but she feels that
wearing face masks for a work shift is challenging.

Mr. Goldman advised that the County was doing this and then the City of St. Augustine
wanted to be apart of the Pledge too. He mentioned that the residents also like to know
they are safe as well.

Commissioner Samora advised that this is a reminder to the visitors, employees, residents,
and businesses to be a safe distance and be careful. He agreed with the program and a nice
gesture for the County and the City of St. Augustine and it will help the tourists to feel
comfort that there is an awareness regarding Coronavirus.

Mayor England asked if Commissioner Samora if his employees wear masks when in front of
customers.

Commissioner Samora advised that we started to make employees to wear masks at first;
however, one employee got heat exhaustion and so he then did not require the masks to be
worn unless the employee or the guest require them to have a mask. He said it may not be
suitable for his business, but it might be for others.

Commissioner Rumrell thanked Mr. Goldman for his description of the Pledge. He is glad
that this is being done as a group and has the force behind everyone. He advised if the City
does not do this, then the City is hurting our businesses. He commented that he believes
this is a long-term situation that will continue until a vaccine is received. He agreed with the
Pledge.

Commissioner George thanked Mr. Goldman and everyone on the VCB. She thought this
was a great program that helps with marketing and will build confidence for tourists in our
community. It will have a strong impact on all businesses, and it is imperative that our City
shows a united front with the County and the City of St. Augustine. She wants to approve it
and thinks it is a great program.

Mayor England advised that she is in full support of this. Disinfecting is very important for
visitors and residents. She then made a motion.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if Assistant City Attorney Taylor had any questions about the
liabilities of the Pledge.

Assistant City Attorney Taylor asked if any inspections were being done or is it self-policing
by each business.

Mr. Goldman said that the businesses are self-policing and no inspections will be made.

Assistant City Attorney Taylor advised since the City is not doing any policing, and the
businesses are holding themselves to a certain standard, then he does not feel it would be
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XIV.

any liability on the City.

Motion: that the Commission allows the use of the City seal and supports the Pledge.
Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner George.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Samora Yes

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item XIV.

STAFF COMMENTS

Mayor England asked Lt. Daniel Carswell for a report.

Lt. Carswell advised that Police Chief Hardwick requested that when Mayor England schedules a
meeting with the Pyrus and Bluebird neighborhood that Building Official Law and Public Works
Director Tredik attend as well. He also advised that the fireworks show for Jacksonville Beach was
rescheduled for New Year’s Eve and the City of St. Augustine’s has been cancelled. He explained
that if the City of St. Augustine has a fireworks event on New Year’s Eve that the City work with
them as a joint event.

Finance Director Douylliez explained that she is monitoring the finances of the City and has
received some revenues which have not decreased too much but are early estimates. She has
been notified that the State of Florida notified municipalities that one full month of state share
revenues would be cut. She explained that there was a $848 million deficit in the April numbers
for the state.

Mayor England advised that the City might not know the full budget cuts for FY 2021 by July when
the Commission sets the millage.

Finance Director Douylliez agreed with Mayor England’s statement. She advised that she will be
more conservative this year, especially with reserves needing to be built back up according to the
auditors. She explained that hurricane season is also here and there already been three named
storms.

Commissioner Rumrell asked if we received any money from the weir from the grant.

Finance Director Douylliez advised no. She explained that it was her understanding that the weir
would be 100% funded: 25% from FEMA and 75% from St. Johns Water Management District. She
explained it will be an 18-month project and explained that she has been researching for funding
to get the City through the project until reimbursements come to the City.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he would keep researching for more funding.

Vice Mayor Kostka thanked Finance Director Douylliez for her report and for doing so well in her
projections.



Public Works Director Tredik advised that there is a project for parallel parking on Pope Road that
the County did a conceptual plan which he sent to the Commission. He explained that there are
30 spaces east of Clipper and 17 additional parking spaces west of the YMCA, which he was
concerned about because it is near a residential area. He asked for Commission guidance in case
the County decides to build the parking spaces.

Mayor England asked to make this an agenda item if the County decides to move forward with it.
She also commended the Public Works staff for picking up so much yard waste. She asked about
the entrances and parkettes.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he did not have any updates but could investigate that
and bring it up at the next meeting.

Mayor England suggested to water the parkette where the two A1A highways.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked to place trash cans where there are benches in the parkettes and also
placing trash cans at the crosswalks where there were flags during 4™ of July and asked if they
could be placed a week before and after 4™ of July.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he would do so.

City Manager Royle told Commissioner George that we have canned water for the meetings. He
explained that on Zoom there was some problems with control over the meeting at the last night’s
meeting. He suggested that on the July 7" Special Commission meeting for the non-ad valorem
assessment that there would be no zooming from the public. He asked that the public use the
speaker cards or come to the meeting. He said if there are excess crowds, we would have the
meeting room open for the public.

Discussion ensued regarding that the City only had 12 lines for parking calls; coordinating the
muting on Zoom for the public if they get out of control or are not following the rules; not legal
to mute people when they have their two or three minutes to address the Commission; allowed
to mute a person if they are cursing after a warning; and coordinating the names for Vice Mayor
Kostka with a list of those who Zoom in.

City Manager Royle advised that the Tourist Development Council (TDC) grant applications are
open June 5™ to July 4™. He explained that staff has discussed some modifications for Beach Blast
Off or keep it as normal. He commented that he has asked the TDC Director if they will give the
grant money for the fireworks; will the County allow us to use the pier because it was just
refurbished, which the Assistant County Administrator is researching for him; Sheriff Shoar may
not provide low or no cost police officers for the event, which would cost the City a lot of overtime
pay for law enforcement; COVID-19 outcomes have not be reached, so the City doesn’t know what
that might entail; the Communications and Events Coordinator is looking for sponsorships, but
may be hard to obtain due to businesses shutting down; not sure if TDC will give the City grant
money for the advertising that is necessary for Beach Blast Off; commented that distancing due
to COVID-19 may be enforced and so does the Commission want to have only who local people
that can drive to the City; if the event is cancelled, there will be no reimbursement for the funds
spent; if the event is modified this year, local food trucks were being discussed for the event; not
having the kids zone due to COVID-19; only having one band instead of several; and not having
buses because that costs approximately $8,200. He explained that Port-o-Lets are still needed,
light towers, overtime for employees, payment to the radio station and fees for licensing. He
advised that staff is in a holding pattern because there are so many decision points not decided
upon. There will be a budget hole if the TDC does not provide the grant money and if St. Johns
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County does not allow the City to shoot the fireworks from the pier, there is no other place to
shoot off the fireworks. He explained that there is a limited budget due to COVID-19 and that
Beach Blast Off would costs the City $30,000 to $40,000. He remarked that he is not asking for
answers from the Commission at this point but will need to have other agencies’ decisions soon.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that this list (Exhibit 1) is a general concept of what the staff is
looking at right now. Staff is submitting to the TDC just like other years and see what the City
obtains and try to fund the rest of the event. Once the final decision is made by the TDC, the City
staff will move forward if it is granted. Half of the fireworks payment is needed to be given to the
contractor for the fireworks on October 1%, so cancelling the event would mean that the City
would lose $12,500. The production company would require half of their costs up front in October
as well. She explained that there are very limited refunds with those cash outlays. She explained
that Police Chief Hardwick suggested to work with the City of St. Augustine as a joint event, but
that would be a Commission decision.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the most important deadline is from TDC because it is before the
Commission next meeting. She asked if we apply and get the money but don’t want to hold the
event, do we just give the money back to the TDC.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that staff will be discussing this with the TDC on Friday to find
out any penalties if we cancel now and if there are any penalties in the future for grants. She
commented that she wants to move forward on the application; however, she was not certain
what penalties there might be for the future.

Mayor England asked staff to move forward and ask all the appropriate questions of the TDC so
there can be a determination. She said that she would work with City Manager Royle to reach
out to the City of Jacksonville and the City of St. Augustine to see what their plans are. She
explained that this would be a very difficult year to hold Beach Blast Off due to limitations on the
budget and restrictions from COVID-19.

Commissioner George asked to bring this back for an agenda item. She explained that she had
never seen the TDC give out penalties if an event did not take place, especially currently. She
suggested that staff move forward with the application to TDC, but she was not prepared to
answer whether to have the event now without having the figures of the event in advance.

Commissioner Samora thanked staff for the update, but too early to decide yet. He explained
that the deadline date would be in October and things could change with the COVID-19 situation
between now and then.

Commissioner Rumrell asked if the fireworks were cancelled would it go towards the following
year’s event. He suggested to work with the City of St. Augustine if that is an opportunity as well.
He asked to find out if the TDC grant money could be used for the following year.

Mayor England asked staff to research this further and to have a Special Commission meeting if
necessary, to inform the Commission.

Police Chief Hardwick advised that his concern is that other cities are pushing their fireworks
shows off to New Year’s Eve and if the City of St. Augustine does the event on New Year’s Eve,
there is no way law enforcement could do two events in the same county. He suggested to
piggyback on the City of St. Augustine’s event.



XV.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion: to adjourn. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Motion passed unanimously.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:49 p.m.

ATTEST:

Beverly Raddatz, City Clerk

Margaret England, Mayor



MINUTES
EMERGENCY COMMISSION MEETING
TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 2020 AT 5:30 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

CALLTO ORDER
Mayor England called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mayor England asked Vice Mayor Kostka to lead the Pledge of Allegiance.
ROLL CALL
Mayor England asked City Clerk Raddatz for roll call.

Present: Mayor England, Vice Mayor Kostka, Commissioner George (virtually), Commissioner
Rumrell (virtually) and Commissioner Samora (virtually).

Also present were: City Manager Royle, City Attorney Douglas, Assistant City Attorney Lex
Taylor, Police Commander Ashlock, and City Clerk Raddatz.

After roll call, Mayor England advised that this meeting is to consider one agenda item and
the first order of business is to vote on allowing this as an emergency meeting because this
Proclamation is time sensitive and it was not discussed at the June 1°t and 2"¢ Commission
meetings.

Motion: to approve or confirm that this meeting is an emergency in order to conduct
necessary business during the month of June and that the only topic on the agenda is
consideration of the attached proclamation before the Commission relating to Gay Pride
Month for the month of June and is time sensitive. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by
Commissioner George.

MAYOR ENGLAND Yes
VICE MAYOR KOSTKA Yes
COMMISSIONER GEORGE Yes
COMMISSIONER RUMRELL Yes
COMMISSIONER SAMORA No

Motion passes 4 to 1.



Mayor England asked if four votes or super majority were required.
City Manager Royle advised yes.

CONSIDERATION OF PROCLAMATION TO DECLARE JUNE 2020 AS GAY PRIDE MONTH

Mayor England introduced Item IV and asked Mary Cobb (virtually), Women’s March Alliance
of North Florida, to come to the podium.

Mary Cobb, 258 Wisteria Road, St. Augustine, FL, advised that last year she presented
proclamation for Gay Pride Month and wanted to put forward another proclamation for Gay
Pride Month for 2020. She explained that she has been working Equality Florida as well as
Women’s March Alliance of North Florida and is very supportive of LBGTQ. She requested the
proclamation to be approved and the Gay Pride fly to be flown at the City of St. Augustine
Beach.

Mayor England advised that the City of St. Augustine Beach is a very welcoming, diverse
community. She explained that this came to the Commission after their Regular Commission
meeting and complied with Resolution 19-10. She advised that the Commission
accommodated with an emergency meeting, which it may not be able to do again in the
future.

Mayor England asked for Commission discussion. Being none, Mayor England then opened
the Public Comments section. The following addressed the Commission:

Trish Becker, 120 Stokes Landing Road, St. Augustine, FL, advised she isa member of Women’s
March Alliance of North Florida and thanked the Commission for being so accommodating;
she wants the safety, health and wellbeing for the visitors and residents coming to the City.
She explained that kids are being made homeless because they came out to their parents and
this should not be happening. She commented seeing the flag flown over city hall can make
a big difference to those children.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and asked the Commission for any
discussion. Being none, Commissioner George made a motion.

Motion: to approve the Proclamation for Gay Pride Month for June 2020. Moved by
Commissioner George.

Commissioner Rumrell stated that he is concerned about having proclamations with different
flags flying and asked for a ruling from the City Attorney. He explained that he has a cousin
that is LGBTQIA and is in support of the proclamation; however, he did not want to set a
precedent for flying different flags at city hall. He requested to the Commission to only fly
the American flag at city hall. He commented that if the Commission agrees with some flags
and not others, could there be a lawsuit against the City.

Commissioner Samora is a big advocate of the proclamation as well as other proclamations
that are done. He asked those who want proclamations to be approved, to get it to the
Commission in a timely manner because he objects to holding an emergency meeting for a
proclamation especially when we had two meetings already last week. He agrees with



Commissioner Rumrell’s concerns, which he expressed last year as well. He does not want
the City’s flagpole to be a lightning rod of these types of issues, especially in the times that
we are in and is very uncomfortable with the Commission picking winners and losers on these
groups. The Commission does not know what other groups will request their flags to be flown
and feels that it is not the Commission’s place to pick who the winners and losers are.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented that we are living in unprecedented times and she wondered
sometimes that something that appears innoxiously as flying a flag that represents who we
are as individuals can create a different scenario with the best intentions. She explained that
she has a huge family and its members have a variety of colors, variety of religions, and a
variety of sexual orientation. Her family members have a variety of jobs and one is on welfare,
which is okay. All of those differences does not make us a family and when we talk about
flags and we have the flag of our country, and in the Pledge of Allegiance, it says “one nation...
with liberty and justice for all.” She explained that especially in these times with such a great
divide, why are we not looking for ideas to bring us more together, than separate. She
explained that she is not opposed to the proclamation at all but wants inclusiveness and
agrees with the other Commissioners’ comments not to pick winners and losers but allow the
American flag to represent all of us. She advised that she is for the proclamation and would
like the City Attorney’s opinion on Resolution 19-10.

Mayor England asked City Attorney Douglas his opinion on Resolution 19-10 regarding legal
issues.

City Attorney Douglas advised that he started with whether Commission action on this would
be illegal or cause exposure and found that it would not. He explained that they could not
find any cause not to do Resolution 19-10 and is in the preview of the Commission to decide
whether to fly a flag on the pole or not. He commented that Commissioner Rumrell asked to
bring back an ordinance that no flag should be flown other than the American flag within the
City. He explained that that would be content neutral and would not expose the City to any
type of potential liability or litigation.

Mayor England advised that if the Commission wants to bring an ordinance back, it would be
decided at another time. She then asked Commissioner George to restate the motion to as
is. She explained that if it does not carry the motion, then an alternative motion could be
done.

Commissioner George advised that the way she sees the flag is that because it is a rainbow
flag, it is inclusive of everybody, including those who are not a part of the LGBTQIA
community. She advised that that was why she was in support of it. She commented that by
Presidential Proclamation the rainbow flag was directed to be flown at most federal agencies
and mentioned several cities in Florida who flew the rainbow flag. She explained that the City
Attorney researched the legalities last year and it could be done again, but she wanted to
know that the rainbow flag is inclusive of everyone not just that community.

Motion: to approve the proclamation for June 2020 as presented. Moved by Commissioner
George, Seconded by Mayor England.



Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka No
Commissioner Rumrell No
Commissioner Samora No

Motion did not pass.

Mayor England asked for another motion.

Motion: approve the proclamation but leave out the second to the last paragraph that starts
with moreover. Moved by Commissioner George, Seconded by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion: to adjourn. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner George.

Roll Call was as followed:

Commissioner George Yes
Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes
Commissioner Samora Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:57 p.m.

Margaret England, Mayor



ATTEST:

Beverly Raddatz, City Clerk
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VIEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell

FROM: Max Royle, City Manag
DATE: June S, 2020

SUBIECT: Ordinance 20-XX, Public Hearing and Final Reading, to Change Sections 2-103 and 2-104
of the Gencral City Code Regarding Transfers of Money Between Accounts in the Annual
Budget

PLEASE NOTE: We've not assigned a number to the ordinance, Ms. Raddatz says it will be less confusing
nct to assign a number to an ordinance until you have approved it on first reading. Sometimes ordinances
aren't passed on first reading, or their passage is postponed to have changes made to them Qrdinance
numbers can then get out of sequence. The same will be done for resolutions: no number will be assigned
until you have approved them.

The County uses the post-first reading ordinance numbering system.

INTRODUCTION

The budget that's prepared during the summer before the start of a fiscal year has the Finance Director's
and the department heads’ best estimates of expenditures for upcoming fiscal year. Often, as the year
progresses, more money than expected is spent from an account in a department’s budget. For example,
there may be the unanticipated {and expensive) repair of a critical vehicle; or fuel prices may increase
causing more money than estimated to be spent from a department's fuel account. To keep department
accountsin the black, the City Commission in 1990 approved Ordinance 90-24, which provided regulations
for the transferring of money between accounts in a single department and between departments. Those
regulations have been codified in the general City Code as Sections 2-103 and 2-104.

These sections concern who has the authority to transfer money between expenditure accounts during
the fiscal year. Section 2-103 aliows the City Manager tc approve transfers of up to $1,500 between
accounts in a department's budget. The City Manager must report transfers between $501 and 51,500 to
the City Commission. A transfer over $1,500 can only be done by a resolution that's been approved by the
City Commission.

Section 2-104 requires that a transfer of any amount BETWEEN departments can only be done by a
Commission-appreved resolution. The City Manager has no authority to approve such transfers.

Sections 2-103 and 2-104 are attached.



AUDITOR'S RECOMMENDATION

At your March 2™ meeting, Mr. James Halleran of James Moore, the City's auditing firm, presented the
audit report for Fiscal Year 2019. On pages 43-44 of the report is the Auditors' Management letter. On
page 44, the auditors provided two recommendations. One is 2019-004, Budgetary Legal Level of Control.
it states:

"During our audit of the City’s budgetary compliance, we noted the budgetary legal level
of control is $1,500 for the City Manager to make intradepartmental transfers and
transfers of appropriations between departments require approval of the City
Cammission, To increase éfficiencv of staff and Commission time, we recommend the City
consider amending the City Ordinances to increase the legal level of control to allow City
Manager approval of any interdepartmental transfers of appropriation and City
Commission approval for any changes in the total budget for a fund."

In summary, what the auditors' recommendation means is this:

- That the City Manager be allowed to transfer any amount of money between accounts in any
single department and as well as between departments, so long as the total appropriation
approved by the Commission for the fund for the entire fiscal year is not exceeded.

- Transfers that exceed the total appropriation for a fund would require City Commission approval.

For example, the total appropriation approved last September by the City Commission for the General
Fund for FY 2020 is $7,273,278. Any transfers of money by the City Manager during the fiscal year could
not change that amount. If the amount needed would change that "bottom line," then the transfer could
be done only by a Commission-approved resolution. Usually such a change to a fund's total appropriation
means a transfer is required from a reserve or the unassigned fund balance and such transfers have always
been brought to the Commission for approval.

REASONS FOR THIS REQUEST

There are two:

1. To lessen the time during your meetings that you spend on matters that could be handled
administratively. This will help you focus your attention and time on matters that are
legislative/policy making in nature, such as changes to the Land Development Regulations,
approval of final development plans, ordinances and contracts, awarding bids, increasing fees,
and so on.

2. Because often there is no choice regarding the budget transfers you now approve: money must
be transferred to repair a sanitation truck or police car, or to get accounts in the black because
unforeseen circumstances have required more spending from them than expected.

You can still be kept informed of the transfers the City Manager makes by requiring a report from him. As
nated above, Section 2-103 already requires that he inform you of transfers between $501 and $1,500.
He now does this routinely as part of the financial report that’s provided to you each month. You could
require him to report to you transfers in excess of $15,000, 520,000, $25,000, or a higher amount.



At your April 29" meeting you reviewed this request and approved the City Attorney preparing an
ordinance that would atlow the City Manager to transfer up to $15,000 between accounts within a
department or hetween departments.

You reviewed the Ordinance at your June 1* meeting, when you passed it on first reading without any

changes.

ACTION REQUESTED

It is that you hold the public hearing and pass the Ordinance on its second and final reading.




ORDINANCE 20-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA, MAKING FINDINGS
OF FACT RELATING TO THE AUDITOR'S REPORT FROM FISCAL YEAR 2(19; AMENDING
THE CITY'S CODE OF ORDINANCES SECTION 2-103 TO REGULATE TRANSFER OF FUNDS
BETWEEN ACCOUNTS IN INDIVIDUAL DEPARTMENTS AND SECTION 2-1.04 TRANSFER OF
FUNDS BETWEEN DEPARTMENTS; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS OF
ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING AN
IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, in 1990 the City Commissicn approved Ordinance 90-24, which provided regulations
for the transferring of money between accounts in a single department and between departments. Those
regulations have been codified in the general City Code as Sections 2-103 and 2-104.

WHEREAS, at the March 2, 2020, meeting of the City Commission, Mr. James Halleran of James
Moore, the City's auditing firm, presented the audit report for Fiscal Year 2019. On pages 43-44 of the
report is the Auditor's Management letter where the auditor made this recommendation:

"During our audit of the City's budgetary compliance, we noted the budgetary iegal level
of control is $1,500.00 for the City Manager to make intradepartmental transfers and
transfers of appropriations between departments require approval of the City
Commission. To increase efficiency of staff and Commission time, we recommend the City
consider amending the City Ordinances to increase the legal level of control to allow City
Manager approval of any interdepartmental transfers of appropriation and City
Commission approval for any changes in the total budget for a fund.”

WHEREAS, the City Commission seeks to lessen the time during meetings spent on matters that
would be handled administratively.

WHEREAS, the City Commission will still be kept informed of the transfers the City Manager makes
by reguiring a report from him or her.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH:
SECTION 1. The foregoing recitals are incorporated as legislative findings of fact.

SECTION 2. From and after the effective date of this ordinance, Chapter 2 - ADMINISTRATION,
Article I, Section 2-103 and Section 2-104 of the Code of Qrdinances of the City is amended as follows:

Sec. 2-103. - Transfer of funds between accounts in individual departments.

(a) The city manager may approve transfers of fifteen &sumdred-—theusand dollars

made with the approval of the city commission. All transfers in excess of five hundred dollars
(5500.00) shall be reported to the city commission.

(b} A transfer in excess of fifteen bundead Uhousand dollars {$-4:588.0851%,000.00) shall be done
only by resolution approved by the city commissicn at regular or special meetings.

Ordinance 20-__
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(c} The resolution shall be prepared in accordance with the format below:
(d) Resolution shali be labeled BR (Budget Resolution).
(e) Format shall be as follows:

1. The City Commission does hereby approve the transfer of funds within the
Department as follows:

2. From Account No. the amount of S__ which will decrease the
appropriation in this account to $ . To Account Ng. , which will increase
the appropriation 1o this account to $

Sec. 2-104. - Transfer of funds between departments.

(a) funds—may-be-meved-with-city-conmission-approval-from-one {H-gepartment-to-another
department-The cily manager may approve tronsiors tram one (1) department to another
departrent of fitteen thousand dollars {515,000.08) o less. & transfer over fifteen thousand
dollars ($15,000,00) between 3 department may be made with the approval of the city

< 15500.05° shall be reported 1o the

CHY DO ssion

{b} This transfer shall be done only by resolution approved by the city commission at a regular or
special meeting.

{c) The format shall be the same as for the transfer of funds between accounts in one {1}
department.

SECTION 3. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are repealed to the extent
of such conflict.

SECTION 4. The appropriate officers and agents of the City are authorized and directed to codify,
include, and publish in electronic format the provisions of this Ordinance within the City of Saint Augustine
Beach Code, and unless a contrary ordinance is adopted within ninety (30) days following such publication,
the codification of this Ordinance shall become the final and official record of the matters herein ordained.
Section numbers may be assigned and changed whenever necessary or convenient.

SECTION 5. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of
Saint Augustine Beach, Florida, this day of , 2020,

By:

Mayor
ATTEST:

City Manager

First Reading: June 1, 2020

Second Reading:

Ordinance 20-__
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Meet]
MEMORANDUM g Date,_z6220,
TO: Max Royle, City Manager
FROM: Willlam Tredik, P.E. Public Works Director

DATE: July 6, 2020

SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-XX, Public Hearing and Second Reading, to amend, revise
and restate Chapter 10 — Garbage and Trash of the City code

DISCUSSION

Chapter 10, Article Il ~ Solid Waste Non-Ad Valorem Special Assessment of the City
Code includes language specific to the current non-ad valorem assessment, and only
provides assessment for disposal of solid waste. The new non-ad valorem assessment
will include fees for collection and recycling in addition to disposal. Section || of Chapter
10 must therefore be modified to provide for these additional services to be funded
through the non-ad valorem assessment.

In addition to the modifications related to the non-ad valorem portion of the ordinance,
several other changes to the ordinance were included at first reading on June 1, 2020.
These changes included:

» Included a definition for townhouses and clarified their classification as residential
service premises.

¢ Included garden trash in the definition of solid waste.

» Required waste cari/container areas to meet same placement criteria as
dumpsters and commercial trash areas.

» Added requirement that condominiums and apariment complex consisting of 6 or
more dwelling units secure private solid waste services.

» Added a provision for townhouse complexes to opt out of city provided services.

e Clarified that City recycling for commercial service premises was limited to those
premises that use City solid waste services

e Provided a path via petition for commercial services premises to continue City
service beyond September 30, 2020

» Added a provision allowing the city manager to exempt commercial services
premises from City collection if they conformed with Sec. 10-3 Placement

» (Clarification limiting construction debris from commercial service premises to
those which receive solid waste collection services from the City.



During the first public hearing, the City commission expressed a preference to not
specifically define townhouses, and instead craft the ordinance revisions to create specific
requirements for residential and commercial service premises of six (6) or more units.
The following changes have been made to address the Commission comments.

Specific references to, and definition of, townhouses were removed

Added language to require residential services premises of six (6) or more dwelling
units to secure private haulers unless they demonstrate hardship related to
converting to dumpster service or securing a private hauler.

Added language to specifically state that condominiums or apartment complexes
are deemed commercial services premises.

Eliminated obsolete provision allowing townhouse complexes to opt out of City
provided services.

Added language stating that commercial service premises having six (6} or more
dwelling units are not eligible for City solid waste services unless they demonstrate
hardship associated with converting to dumpster service or securing a private
hauler.

Added language setting solid waste and recycling services for dwelling units in

~ condominiums and apartments to match that provided to Tesidential service

premises

Exempted dwelling units in condominiums and apartments from the commercial
requirement to purchase waste carts from the City

Added language stating that the fee structure for dwelling units in condominium
and apartment complexes shall be set by resolution, thus providing the flexibility
to have their fee consistent with the non-ad valorem assessment to residential
services premises

ACTION REQUESTED

Hold a public meeting and approve Ordinance 20-XX on second reading.



ORDINANCE NO: 2{

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE
BEACH, FLORIDA, RELATING TO GARBAGE AND
TRASH; AMENDING THE CODE OF THE CITY OF ST,
AUGUSTINE BEACH, CHAPTER 10, GARBAGE AND
TRASH, TO AMEND, REVISE AND RESTATE THE
ENTIRE CHAPTER 10 OF THE CITY CODE; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Chapter 10 of the Codc of the City of St. Augustine Beach
be, and the same is, hereby amended, revised and restated to read:

Chapter 10 - GARBAGE AND TRASH

ARTICLE L. - IN GENERAL

Sec. 10-1, - Definitions.

The following words, terms and phrascs, when used in this chapter, shall
have the meanings ascribed to them in this section, except where the context
clearly indicates a different meaning:

Commercial service premises means a service premises used primarily for
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Commercial trash area means any area used for accumulation of trash
generated by any business, whether or not deposited inacontainer, which area
is not enclosed within a building.

Commercial wastc receptacle shall mean a wheeled waste cart purchased
from the City with a volume between sixty-four (64) and nincty-six (96) gallons



with a hinged lid and integral metal lifting bar desipned and/or intended to be
placed at the curb by the customer and capablc of being manually aligned to the
collection truck by the City collector and mechanically dumped using semi-:
automated equipment.

Construction debris means the debris, generated by construction,
remodeling, or demolition of buildings, structures and/or improvements to real

property.

Contractor means any person who shall hold a franchise or contractwith the
city for the collection of any type of solid waste within the city.

Garbage means every refuse accumulation of animal, fruit or vegetable matter
that attends thc prcparation, usc, cooking, and dealing in or storage of mcats, fish,
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subject to decay and generates noxicus or offensive gases or odors, or which, during
or after decay, may serve as breeding or feeding material for flies or other perm-
carrying insects, and any bottles, cans or other containers which, due to their ability
to retain water, may servc as breeding places for mosquitoes or other water-breeding
insects.

Garbage durmpster means and includes any factory-built, leak proof, steel or
aluminum commercial bulk container designed or intended to be mechanically
hoisted and dumped into a specially equipped truck. It shall include a roll-off
container.

Garden trash means every refuse accumulation of grass or shrubbery
cuttings, and other refuse attending the care of lawns, shrubbery, vines, trees and
tree limbs.

Hazardous waste means that waste, which, because of its quantity,
concentration, or physical, chemical, or infectious characteristics, may cause, or
significantly contribute to, an increase inmortality oranincreasc inserious irreversible
or incapacitating reversible illness or may pose a substantial present or potential
hazard to human hcalth or thc cnvironment when improperly accumulated,
transported, disposcd of, stored, treated, or otherwise managed. [t shall also include
"hazardous waste” as such term may be defined [rom time (o time within the Florida
Administrative Code in the rules pertaining to hazardous waste, or by federal law,
tule or regulation. It shall also include “biohazardous waste", meaning that waste
which may cause disease or reasonably may be suspecled of harboring pathogenic
organisms and shall include but not be limited to waste resulting from the operation
of medical and veterinary offices and clinics, 'hospitals, and other facilities



producing waste which may consist of, but are not limited to, diseased human and
animal parls, contaminated bandages, pathological specimens, hypodermic
needles, contaminated clothing and surgical gloves. [t shall also include
“bichazardous waste” as such term may be defined from time to time within the
Florida Administrative Code in the rules pertaining to biohazardous waste, or by
federa! law, rule or regulation,

Improved real properly means land within the city upon which there is a
building for which a certificate of occupancy has been issued, or upon which
there is a building which is or has previously been used or occupicd, either for
residential or commercial usage, or a combination usage, or upon which any
building is located for which application for a certificate of occupancy has been
filed with the city.

Land clearing means the removal and disposition of trees, shrubs, or any other
objects in order to make land suitable for anothcr activity or improvements, Land
clearing shall not mean maintenance removal of trees and shrubs from improved real

property.

Mixed use building: A structure containing a mix of commercial and residential
uses, one (1) floor devoted for commercial use, the other floot devoted to residential
use.

Owner means a person owning, occupying or leasing {not including transient
leaseeslessees) any premises coming under the terms of this chapter.

Recycling container means a plastic or other city approved receptacle used to
separate paper, glass, plastic, cans, bottles, or other materials for the recycling
systemn,

Recyclable material means solid waste such as paper, glass, plastic, cans,
bottles, or other materials which arc collected separately from other solid waste,

Recycling system means a city approved system of reusing, recovering or
treating recyclable material. It shall include city or county sponsored resource
recovery projects, solid waste composting projects, solid waste incinerator
systems, treatment systems, and/or other such systcms and projects as may exist
from time to time.

Residential service premises means a service premiscs used as a residence
or dwelling unit by one (1) or more human beings; but shall not include
apartment buildings, or complexes having more than five (5) dwelling



Rubbish means every accumulation of waste material of a relatively small or
light weight nature other than garbage and trash such as, but not necessarily
limited to, paper, sweepings, dust, rags, bottles, cans, or other such wastes.
Rubbish shall not include special waste, white goods, sludge, construction
dcbris, hazardous waste, and debris from land clearing.

Service premises means improved real property that: (a) generates solid
wastc, (b) has a street address to which mail is deliverable by the United States

Postal Service. and o) is alicihle to receive waste collecHon service by the city
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or its contractor according to such additional criteria, if any, as the city
commission shall adopt from time to time by ordinance or resolution of the city
commission. I a list of service premises is established and approved by
resolution of the city commission at any time, then the cily manager shall have
authority to make additions or deletions to such list according to the
requirements contained in Chapter 10 of the City Codc and any resolutions of
the city commission.

Sludge means any substance that contains any of the wastc products or other
discharges from a water treatment plant, sewage disposal system facility, septic
tank, grcase trap, portable toilets and related operations,

Solid waste means garbage, rubbish, sludge, cwarial wwacta +rggh white
goods, hazardous waste, debris from land clearing mstruction
debris, and other discarded or discharged solidorse .. . ... __, including
but not limited to any debris from any source. It shall also mean wrecked
vehicles and boats, and junk of any kind resulting from domestic, residential,
commercial, and governmenlal operations.

Special waste means that waste that requires special management, including
lead-acid batteries, tires, waste oil, dead animals, and all other solid waste
requiring special management, except the following: parbage, rubbish, trash,
white goods, hazardous waste, sludge, debris from land clearing, construction
debris, and wrecked vehicles and boats.

Transient Lodging Establishmcnts  Any unit, group of units, dwelling,



building, group of buildings within a single complex ol buildings, or any similar
place, as defined in the City Code, Appendix A — Land Development
Regulations, Article II. -Definitions, Section 2.00.00.

Trash means rugs, mattresses, [umiture, small appliances, bicycles, tools,
aulomobile parts of a commonly replaceable nature, including but not limited
to, spark plugs, brake shoes, filters, hoses, belts, shock absorbers and mufflers,
and comparablc materials, and garden trash. Trash shall inciude scraps and other
small amounts of building materials, including lumber and other wood products,
plastcr, wallboard, tile and shingles, and other similar small items wasted in the
minor maintenance of the service premises. Irash does not include special
waste.

Waste materials mcans sand, wood, stone, brick, cement, concrete, roofing
and other refuse building materials attending the construction, alteration, repair
or demolition ol buildings or other structures. Also, trees, tree limbs, tree trunks
and tree stumps.

Waste receptacle means and includes any light gauge steel, plastic, or
galvanized receptacle of a oonabsorbent material, closed at one (1) end and epcn
at the other, furnished with a closely fitted top or lid and two (2) handles and of
not more than thirly-iwo {32) gallons capacity. A waste receptacle may also
include a heavy duty, securcly tied, plastic bag, not exceeding thirty-two (32)
gallons capacity, designed [or use as a garbage, rubbish or trash receptacle. It
shall not ioclude a garbage dumpster.

Waste cart means a wheeled plastic container with a volume between sixty-
four (64) and ninety-six {96) gallons with a hinged lid and integral metal lifiing
bar, designed and/or intended tobe placed atthe curb by the customer and capable
of being manually aligned to the collection truck by the City collector and
mechanically dumped using semi-automated cquipment.

White goods means inoperative and discarded refrigerators, ranges,
washers, water heaters, aod other similar domestic and commercial appliances.



Yard, front, side and rear are defined in section 2.00.00 of Appendix A to
the St. Augustine Beach City Code.

Sec. 10-2, - Containers-Generally.

{a) It shall bc the duty of all owners of residences, businesses, professional
offices, stores, shops, restaurants, hetels, boarding houscs, apartment houses
or other establishments in the city, to supply each of such establishments
with sufficient waste receptacles or waste carts.

{b) Waste receptacles or waste carts shall be kept in a place easily accessible and
shall be subject to inspection and approval of condition by the city manager or
designee. The city manager or designee shall have the power and right to
demand replacements, i[; in his opinion, it be nccessary in the intercst of the
health and safety cf the people.

(c) All garbage, rubbish, and trash suitable for containerization shall be
deposited in waste receptacles or waste carts marked and placed as from
time to time required by the repulation of the city manager, provided that
parbage and rmubbish shall not be placed together with trash in the same waste
receptaclc or waste carts. The regulation to be adopted by the city manaper
will providc [orthe convenient identification by city garbage and trash drivers
and collectors of the ownership ol the reccptacles or carts.

Sec. 10-3. - Placement.

(a) No waste receptacle, waste cart, garbage dumpster, commercial trash area, or
uncontainerized trash, excluding garden trash, shall be kept or maintained
upon or adjacent to any public thoroughfare or public sidewalk, parkway,
front yard, side yard, or in any place within the view of persons using any
public thoroughfare or public sidewalk in the city, except that:

(1) Not earlier than 12:00 noon of the day preceding that upen which
garbage, rubbish, and containerized trash collections are customarily
madc from such premiscs, waste receptacles or waste carts containing
such garbage, rubbish or trash shall be placed within five {5) feet of the
strect or allcy for the purpose of permitting the collection of garbape,
rubbish, and frash therefrom; such waste receptacles or waste carts shall
be permtitted te remain in such places only for and during the period of
the day upon which such collection was made,

(2} No more than twenty-four (24) hours bcfore the day upon which
uncontainerized frash collections are customarily made from such



premises, trash not contained in a waste receptacle or waste cart,
excluding garden trash, shall be deposited within five {5} feet of the
street or alley upon the premiscs of the person by whom such
accumulation is made, or where such premises are located upon a used
alley, at a point easily accessible to and readily noticcable from such
alley for the collection of uncontainerized trash from the premises; such
uncontaincrized trash shall be permitted to remain in such places only for
and during the period of the day upon which such collection was made.

(3) Wastereceptacles or wastecarts placed on commercial property solely lor
the convenience of customers, and not used for deposit or slorage of
garbage, rubbish or trash generated by the business, may be located
within the view of persons using the public thoroughfares or public
sidewalks,

(4) Not earlier than 12:00 noon of the day preceding that upon which white
pgoods or special waste collections are customarily made from such
premises, such white goods or special waste shall be placed within five
(5) feet ofthe street or alley for the purpose of permitting the collection
of the same: such white goods or special waste shall be permitted to
remain in such place only for and during the period of the day upon which
such collection was made.

(5) Any container that is allowed to remain at curbside or roadside ai limes
other than those permitted by this section, and any container other than
the assigned cart, that has become damaped or deteriorated, may be
impounded by the city. The owner of any such container so impounded
shall be notified immediately in writing by the city by mail to the address
where picked up or by placing a notice thereof in a conspicuous place
on such premises, or both. The owner may redeem such impounded
containers within thirty (30} days after the same are impounded by the
city by paying the charges as set by resolution of the City Commission.
Any container not redeemed within the thirty-day period may be used by
the city in any manner as the city may determine in furtherance of the
waste control program or may be sold to thc highest bidder at a noticed
public sale for cash, which cash shall be deposited in the general fund of
the city.

(b) A garbapge dumpster, waste carl/comtainer arca or commercial trash area is Commented [BTT]: 1™ Reading 671520 onlnance J
permissibie only iftotally blocked from the view of persons using any public -—
thoroughfare or public sidewalk by a building, landscaping or fence. Such
fence shall not be less than six (6) feet or more than cight (8) feet in height,



measured from ground level. The minimum setback distance for a fence shall
be ten {10) feet in the front yard, five (5) feet in the side vard, and five (5)
feet in the rear yard. Such fence and any pate must be so constructed as to
prevent any trash or its container from being visible to persons using the
public thoroughfare or public sidewalks. The maximum space allowable
between slats or pickets of a wooden fence or pate is three-quarters (%) of an
inch. The fence may also be constructed of brick or masonry. All fencing
shall require a building permit in accordance with the standard building code
prior to construction. Other construction materials must be approved by the
planning and zoning board, Landscaping must be of sufficient height. width.
and Adancit +n tntalby block the view of the parbape dumpst
commercial trash area from the view of persons using,

L, pubhc sidewalk, or adjaccnt property and must be
ulaiu.ta]uuu by the owner of the prupuu}' The al,luluu..“lu] of the fence or
iandscaping shalil be determined by the ~ifv bmilding afficial The minimum
distance from any parbage dumpst
commercial trash area shall be fifieen
adiarant rocidential ae miolti-family

mmcreial
LLLIPACL ¥ ILUS 1AL IGLD AL suall be of Sufﬁcleﬂt SIZC tO fl.llly conlaln the
volume of solid waste generated from a commercial service premises, and
to prevent any waste from being transported to outside the enclo
win wind water nr nthar natural occurrences. Runoff from dumpsts
arcas and shall not be all dto le thc sitc

untreated.

(c) A fence coustructed to enclose a garbage dumpster or commercial trash area,
with such fence being no preater in circumference than the minimum size
necessary to enclose the garbage dumpster or commercial trash area, shall not
be subject to the height requirements of section 7.01.03C. of Appendix A to the
St. Augustine Beach Code.

(d) Garbage dumpsters or other trash containers located on property owned by the
City or 5t. Johns County and placed thcreon with consent of the city or St. Johns
County, shall be cxempt from the requirements of this scction.

(e) The owncr of the premises upon which, or adjacent to which, a violation of
this section occurs shall be responsible [or such violation. In the event of a
violation of this section, for the [irst violation in a calendar year the property
owner Shdll receive a written warning, as well as a copy of this ardinance
T T ~ bsequent violations shall resull in a one

$100.00) charge for continued trash and garbage
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service. In all cases, there shall be an additional late charge if the fee is not
paid within thirty (30) days of the notice date, or in the event an appeal is
filed and denied, within thirty (30) days of the mailing of the denial notice.
The late charge shall be ten {10) percent of the amount due, These fees and
charges shall constitute a lien on the property. The official records of the
city manager shall constitute notice of the pendency of such lien. Notice of
the existence of and reason for such a lien shall be mailed to the property
owner's last known address and the city manager shall be authorized to
record a copy thereof with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of St. Johns
County, Florida, in the event that notice of protest shall not be received
within thirty days [rom the date of mailing. In the event of natice of protest is
received within such thirty (30) days the city manager shall schedule the
protest for hearing before the city commission for determination of the
validity of such lien and furnish the owner with notice ol the time and place
of hearing. In addition to the fine provided in this section, the general
penalty and additional remedies prescribed in section 1-9 of the Si.
Augustine Beach Code shall apply to any violation of this section,

This section shall take effecl upon its passage. Any garbage dumpster or
commercial trash area which is not presently blocked from view in accordance
with the requirements of this, section shall be brought into compliance within
ninety (90) days from passage of this section.

Sec, 10-4, - Residential waste,

(a) The quantities of garbage, rubbish, trash, white goods, and recyclable matcrial

which a scrvice premises consisting of a single-lamilysingle-family residence
may place for collection by the city shall be subject to the following maximum
limits:

(1) Once a week pickup of up to four (4) thirty-two {(32) gallon waste
receptacles of garbage and rubbish with a maximom weight limit of forty
(40) pounds per receptacle, or once a week pickup of up to two (2) sixty-
four (64) gallon through ninety-six (96) gallon waste carts of garbage and
rubbish for once a week pickup.

(2) Two (2) cebic yards of oncontainerized garden trash with no ilem over
forty (40) pounds or a length greater than four (4) fcet, for each once a
week pickup. Such waste shall be neatly stackcd in an area accessible for
collection with no overhead obstructions, not placed on top of storm
drains, and/or adjacent to or on top of fire hydrants, mailboxes, electrical
transformers or communication risers (pedestals)









bit an owner from placing for collection

Edl UdEe, TUDUISIL, uusil, wille goous, and recyclable material in excess of the
maximum quantities provided under subsection (a) when the city has
previously agreed with the owner to collect such excess quantitics.

he city will not collect residential waste contained in a garbage

aumpster from any service premises.

Sec. 10-5. - Prohibited practices.

(a) It is unlawful for any persun:

(1)

@)

3)

4

(3)

(6)

(7

(8)

9

To deposit on or hury in, or cause to he deposited on or buried in, any land,

I

muihlisa cannra cteaat allaws vacant 1mt ~r llﬂncnln\:nA 1~+ a!‘nla lnke craak
PUCiic SQUATE, 5SS, audy, Yacahl O O UnNCCoupiclh 01, any 1are, Crodx,

watercourse, or ditch, within the city, any solid wasle or noxious,
malodorous, or offensive matter.

To deposit or place in, or cause to be deposited or placed in, a waste
receplacle or waste cart containing garbage or rubbish, any materials
other than garbage and rubbish;

To deposit or place in, or cause to be deposited or placed in, a waste
receptacle or waste cart containing trash, any materials other than trash;

To fail or neglect to keep, or cause to be kept, clean, sanitary, tightly
covered, free from vile and noxious odors, and in good state of repair,
all w ceptacles and waste ca

To use or supply waste receptacles or waste carts other than thosc defined
and provided for in this chapter;

To deposit any garden trash upon any adjoining lot or premises, whether
vacant or improved, occupied or unoccupied, or upon any other lot or
premises, storm drain or street, alley or park, or in any canal or
waterway, lake or pool.

To burn any solid waste within the city limits without first obtaining a
permit to do so from the City Manager.

To deposit any hazardous waste as defined by this chapter and/ot the
Florida Statutes, or special wastes such as tires, lead-acid batteries,
wastc oil, paint, etc. in any wasic receptacle, waste cart or bulk refuse
container.

To dispose of any solid waste nol generated within the city limits.

-12 -



(b} It is unlawful for any person to permit a violation of subsection (a) to be done.
Sec. 10-6. - Authority.

The city commission shall have authority to enter into onc (1) or more
franchises or confracts with any person or persons for the exclusive or
nonexclusive collection, transportation, and disposal of solid waste generated
by any premiscs within the city, and upon such terms and conditions as the ¢ity
commission may determine to be in the public interest.

Sec. 10-7. - Investigation-Hearings.

The city commission shall have the power to investipate the quality of
service of contractors, and their compliance with any franchise or contract, or
with city, county, state and federal laws, rules, regulations and ordinances, and
may hold hearings, and enter such orders pertaiming to same as shall be in the
public interest.

Sec. 10-8. - Revocation of coniracts.

(a) Any franchise or ¢ontract issued under this chaptcr may be revoked by the
¢ity commission if the contractor;

(1) Refuses to comply with any lawful order of the city commission entercd
after a public hearing that pertains to the franchise or coniract, or this
chapter or any resolution of the city commission passed pursuant
thereto.

(2) Charges or collects any rate, fee or charge not provided for in the
franchise or contract or in excess of an amount authorized by the city
cOmmission.

(3) Violates or fails to compiy with any provision of the City Code or any
resolutions passed pursuant thercto, relating to the collection,
transportation, or disposal of' solid waste, or violates the provisions of
the franchise or contract, or any county, state, or federal law, rulc,
regulation or ordinance relating to the collection and disposal of selid
waste.

{4) Fails to submit any report or informatiun required under the franchise
or contract.

(3) Abandons, fails or refuses to perform theservices required under the

-13-
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(c)

franchise or contract.

If the city commission or city manager, deems a contractor to be in violation
of its franchise or contract, or in violation of this Chapter 10 or a resolution
passed thereunder, the city manager shall notify the contractor by certified
mail of thc reasons why the contractor is considered to be in violation and
shall provide ten (10) days or such other reasonable time for the contractor
to comply with the terms of the franchise or contract. Failure by the
contractor to comply in the specified time will result in a hearing before the
city commission. The contractor shall be given at least ten (10) days prior
notice of the hearing. The city commission, at or subsequent to said hearing,
may, at its option and for good cause, adopt a resolution terminating the
franchise or contract or requiring the contractor within a time certain to perform
the tasks necessary to comply with the terms of the franchise or contract,
The city commission shall specify the grounds considered by the city
commission for its action.

Notwithstanding the above, if by reason of force majeure, acts of God, or
other such catastrophic unavoidable circumstance, a contractor is unable
to comply with its obligations under its franchise or contract, such failure
shall not be grounds for revocation of the franchise or contract provided
that the cause for such noncompliance is capable of being fixed,
remedied and corrected within a reasonable time and provided further
that the contractor timely commences and proceeds with all actions
reasonably necessary to comply with its obligations.

Sec. 10-9. - Appeals.

Appeals from final orders and decisions rendered by the city commission

after hearings as provided in or pursuant to this chapter, shall be by timely
certiorari to the circuit court in accordance with applicable Florida Rules of
Appellate Precedure.

Sec. 10-10, - Prohibition on garbage collection business.

It shall be unlawful for any person, not holding a valid franchise, contract,

or other authority issued by the city commission, to engage in the business of,
or to receive pay or consideration for, the collection of garbage and rubbish
generated by residential or commercial service premises within the city.

Sec. 10-11. - Penalty.

-14 -



Any person violating any of the provisions of this Chaptcr 10 shall be

subject to the general penalty provided under section -9 of the St. Augustine
Beach City Code, in addition to being subject to any penalties provided for under
the terms of this Chapter 10. Additionally, and not in lieu of the general pcnalty,
the provisions of sections 10-3, 10-5, and 10-14 of this chaptermay be enforced
by the building and zoning department hefore the municipal code enforcement
board which is specifically authorized to hear violations of such sections.

Sec. 10-12, - Recycling containers and recyclable material.

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

{e)

Upon the placement of a rccycling container holding recyclable material
upon the city right-of-way, or at any other location from which collection is
customarily made by the city, the recyclable material shall become the
property of the city.

The assignment of a recycling container 10 a person shall permit such person
to use the recycling container only for the holding of recyclable material,
and for no other purpose. Upon such assignment, the city shall remain the
owner of the recycling container, and the person receiving the recycling
container shall be responsible to use the same only in the recycling program,
and to return the recycling container to the city upon request. A recycling
container shall not be removed by a person from the property to which it has
been assigned.

It is unlawful for any person:

(1) To remove material of any kind from any recycling container which is
placed upon the city's right-of-way, or at any other location from which the
city customarily collects recyclable material, unless such person is an
authorized employee or agent of the city doing so as part of the recycling
program; or

(2) Tointentionally misuse. damage, or destroy a recycling container; or

(3) To obtain or use, or endeavor to obtain or to use, a recycling container
with intent to, either temporarily or permanently:

a. Deprive the city thereof; or

b. Appropriate a recycling container to his own use or (o the use of any
person not enlitled thereto.

Nothing in this section shall limit the right of any person to donate, sell, or
otherwise dispose of the recyclable material generated by such person.

The city's building and zoning department shall have the authority to enforce
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wlentified, andidentified and will be picked up during normal solid waste
collection schedules without the assessment of additional fees, provided the
carts are placed appropriately per Sec. 10-3. — Placement, are in proper
working order, and are not overfilled so that the lids do not completely close.
Cart purchase prices will be adjusted annually by the City Manager, based

upon actual material and labor costs.

For the disposal of garbage, rubbish, and trash contained in sixty-four (64)
through nincty-six 96) gallon waste carts as designated pursuant to
subsection (2) hereof, excluding garden trash, each commercial service
premises shall pay a monthly charge for cach authorized waste cart
purchased from the city, Monthly charges for wasle carls will be
established by resolution.

(3¥YUnauthorized receptacles. Solid waste in unauthorized cans, carts, bags or

nthar nnnfo;r\nﬂ: \\("] bn inocaad and ncnncsnr{ additinnal H;F‘Pllh fama ac
vl wuineaalivio Wi v VRERYYE Biu Gostodvls allouiiar phehoapt R0 ao

established by resolution. The volume of any solid wasted collected from
unauthorized receptacles will be measured and logged. If a commercial
scrvice premises utilizes unauthorized receptacles more than six (6) times in
a twelve (12} month period, the commercial service premise will be required
to purchase additional waste carts of sufficient volume so as to avoid future
solid waste overages. An authorized receplacle which is overstufled so that
the lid does not completely close, or not placed per Sec. 10-3. — Placement,
will be deemed an unauthorized receptacle, and will be lopged and assessed
an additional pickup fee.

(4) Uncontainerized solid waste. Uncontainerized solid waste will be charged

()

additional pickup fees, depending upon the guantity, volume and type of
material collected. A fee schedule for uncontainerized solid waste will be
sel by resolution.

Change in commercial solid waste volume. If a business undergoes changes
resulting in the reduction of solid waste generation, they may request an
adjustment of the mandated number / volume of solid wastc carts. The
business must submit, in writing, to the City Manager’s office, a request for
a reyaluation of solid waste fee. Upon receipt, the Public Works Department
will conduct a random audit of the business’s solid waste volume, to
determine if a fee reduction is warranted. The random audit will be conducted
within a six (6) month period to account for seasonal variation. 1f it is
determnined that a fee reduction is warranted, the business must return the
appropriate number of waste carts to the city, and the monthly cart fee will
be adjusted accordingly. A business may request a reduction of the mandated
number / volume of solid waste carts # maximum of once per 12-month time
pericd.
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(6) The owner of a commercial service premiscs may elect, as provided in
subsection (i) hereof, on a form designated by the city manager to cxempt
the commercial service astablichment fram enllention by the city mrovided

(c) The quantity of garbage and rubbish which a commercial services premises

may place for collection is limited to that which will fit within the business’s
purchased authorized commercial receptacles. The quantity of trash, white
goods and recyclable material which a commercial service premises may
place for collertinn har the city ic cuhiact g the same maximum limits
provided for esidence under subsection 10-

4(a).

(d) This section docs not prehibit an owner from placing for collection garbage,

(e)

H

(e)

(h)

rubbish, trash, white goods, and recyclable material in excess ol the
maximum quantities provided under subscction (c) when the city has
previously agreed with the owner to collect such excess quantities.
Quantities in excess of the maximum quantitics will be assessed an
additional pickup fee as set by resolution.

The city will not collect commercial waste contained in a garbage dumpster
from any service premises.

The service charges provided in subsection (b} shall be due and by the end of
thc calendar moenth in which the invoice [or such services is rendered and
shall be regarded as delinquent thereafter.

A commercial service premises may be exempted from payment of the
service charges upon written notice delivered to the office of the city
manager, stating that the owner elects not to receive any waste collection
and disposal service from the city, provided the owner furnishes evidence of
a contract for dumpster service. It shall be a violation of this Code
punishable as provided in section 10-11 hereof to collect dumpster garbage
and trash between the hours of 7:00 p.m. ol any day and 7:00 a.m. of the
ensuing day.

The city manager is hereby authorized, from time to time, to determine the
cost to the city for the utilization of landfills and to promulgaie waste
disposal scrvice charges for each equivalent container to bc charged
pursuant to subsection (b) hercof in accordance with such costs. Such
charges shall become effective as of the beginning of the next ensuing fiscal
quarter after a copy thereof has been [urnished to the city commission, unless
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the city commission shall, by ordinance, provide some other fee or charge
or direct that no charge be made.

Commercial garden irash collection shall be provided to each commercial
service premises once per week and be subject to the same rules governing lhe
collection of uncontainerized and containerized residential garden trash
wasle. The amount charged by Lhe city for such collection shall be set by

y(Dcubi | sof il on deb: f
venciaicu v the business occunant with a vatid huildine ne....... .. ... 2

CUHCUIG] Dy LilE Ciby dild e CONnirdelor siidli Ul Iespuiisibic iuh disposdl
regardiess of whether the waste is residential or commercial.)

(k) Collection of garbage and refuse for commercial service premises may be

M

permitted in excess of one (1) day per week on a subscription basis.
Commercial service premises shall pay an additional fee for each additional
collection day plus the standard disposal costs as required with basic
11  on services. Commercial service ¢ 1ises may have up to one (1)
additional collection days per week, provided an application for such service
is made to the city and the city manager or his designee determines the public
works department has capacity to o T T ’
nr vafuea will be collected on
w Cil‘y holidays. Fees 1ur s auuiuunal vuncuuun scivives suan
time to time by resolution of the city commission.

[n lieu of receiving garbage collcction service from the city, commercial
scryice busincsses may contract with a private hauler for garbage and refuse
collection services provided the hauler is duly franchised and authorized to
collect garbage within the city

Sec. 10-14, - Enforcement of payment of service charges.

{a) The owner of each service premises shall be liable to the city for the amount of

service charges provided by sections 10-4 and 10-13. The it chell hill +the
owner of the service premises, unless the service premises ind
the owner guarantees in writing payment of the service charges oy e wnan. IF
the tenant shall fail to pay any service charges billed to him, the tenant and the
owner shall be jointly and severally liable to the city for payment of the service
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charges.

(b) In the event an owner or tenant of any service premises fails to pay the

amount due the city under section 10-4 or 10-13, by the end of the month in
which the invoice for commercial waste service is rendered, there shall be
added thcreto a late charpe of the greater of ten (10) percent of such invoice
or five dollars {$5.00). If such invoice, shall not be paid within thirty (30)
days thereafter the amount of such service charges including late fees shall
double and if not paid within sixty (60) days the city may enforce the
collection of the service charge by imposing a lien on the real property
involved by filing a civil action against the owner and/or the tenant for the
amount due the city, including the city's attomey's fees in bringing the
action, or by ceasing further waste collection service, or by all of said
remedies, including enforcement before the local code enforcement board
with each day of non-payment constituting a separate violation.

(c) If the service charge for a scrvice premises is not paid within ninety (90)

days after the due date, the city may forthwith impose a lien upon the ‘service
premises. The city manager is authorized to file a notice of lien in the official
records maintained by the Office of the Clerk of the Court of St. Johns
County, Florida. Said notice shall identify the owner of the service premises,
describe the property upon which the lien is claimed, and the amount of the
lien. The amount of the lien shall be equal to the sum of the service charges
past due, costs incident to recording the lien, and the City's attorney fees.

(d) Any lien described in this section may be enforced and collected as provided

(e)

by the laws of Florida, orl‘loridu or may be enforced in equity in the manner
provided by the laws of Florida for the enforcement of mortgage liens. The
owner shall be responsible for all atlorney's fees and costs incurred by the
city in any action to enforce the lien. Such attorney fees and costs shall be
added to the amount of the lien,

Ifany person pays the service charges after the filing ofa notice of lien in the
official records, the person shall also pay the to city the fees charged by the
office of the clerk of the court for recording the notice of lien and a
satisfaction of the lien.

See, 10-15, - Owner to be responsible for compliance with Code.

Every owner remains liable for violations of responsibilities imposed upon an

owner by this article even though an obligation is also imposed on the occupant
of the premises and even though the owner has by agreement imposed on the
occupant the duty of maintaining the premises or furnishing required refusc
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containers and collection,

Secs. 10-16--10-99. - Reserved.

ARTICLE 1L - SOLID WASTE NON-AD VALOREM SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT

Sec. 10-100. - Need [or special assessment.

(55 S U R L bpc\rlﬂl A33EIJICNL, LIS LIy L1ay TAPAUA s A3 ILALIL dlill Ll

application of the revenues for such purpose.
Sec. 10-101. - Properties subject to the special assessment.

Within the City of St. Aupustine Beach, the levy and collection of the annual
special assessment shall apply to all properties within the incorporated area of the
City of St. Augustinc Beach as legally described in Section 1-2 of Article [ of lhe
Charter of the City of 8t. Augustinc Becach and in official documents in the
possession of the City Clerk as amended from time to time.

Sec. 10-102. - Annual certification.

{a) By June [, 1992, the office of the city manager shall certify to the county
property appraiser and county administrator a list of all properties within the
city subject to the spccial assessment at any time aller the adoption of this
section and prior to the date ofcertification.

(b)Y Annually by June 1 of each vear thereafter, the office of thecity manager
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shall certify to the county property appraiser and county administrator a list
ofall properties within the city subject to the special assessment at any time
subsequent o the last annual certification and prior to the date of the then
current certification.
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(c) The office of the city manager shall not include in the lisf under subsections

{a) or (b) above any propcrties subject to the special assessment based on
any list prepared by the county property appraiser or the county in accordance
with applicable county ordinances or state law,

Sec. 10-183. - Interlocal agreement.

The city commission is authorized to erter-inteenter an interlocal agrecment

with St. Johns County in connection herewith,

Sec. 10-104. - Franchise required for businesses conducting private
collection and disposal of ecommercial, eonstruction and demolition debris.

{a) ii shall bu unlawful for any person or other legal coiity noi holding a valid and

(b

e

appropriate lranchise issued by the city and which allows such person or entily
to engage in the business of, or to receive compensation or consideration for,
the performance of the following: collecting, hauling or transporting
commercial, construction and demolition dcbris by containcrized motor
vchicles, roll-uffs, compactor containers or dumpsters from any properly
within the city. These provisions shall not apply 1o (1) the collection, hauling
or transporling ol land clearing debris; hazardous, radiological and
biohazardous waste; wrecked, scrapped, ruined or dismantled motor vehicles,
boats or motor vehicle parts; or garden trash or {2) when the collecting, hauling
or transporting of commereial, construction and demolition debris is clearly
suhordinate and incidental to the services for which compcnsation is paid.

The city manager, or his or her designee, may cater into a [ranchise agreement
with qualilied applicants for the non-exclusive righi to collect and transport
commercial, construction and demolition debris from any property within the
city limits when the city manager, or his or her designee, has received
satisfactory evidence of the following and when the applicant covenants as
follows;

(1) The application is made in good faith

(2) The applicant has the means and resources to carry out the collection and
transportation service required by the franchise.

(3) The applicant demonstrates the ahility to maintain insurance in the form
and amount prescribed by the city, including liability coverape, and to
indemnify the city.

(4) The applicant has complied, or demonstrates its capacity and willingness
to comply, with all applicablec federal, statc and local laws and ordinances,
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(%)

(6)

rules and rcgulations, including required permitting.

The applicant demonstrates the ability to provide a bond in the amount of
five thousand dollars ($5,000.00) or other surety for the applicant's faithful
payment under this ordinance and the franchise,

The applicant shall maintain an office located in St. Johns County,

(c) The city manager shall prescribe forms for franchise applications, and said
forms may require (i) certified copies of all corporate, partnership or other
documents rellecting the applicant's owners, shareholders, partners, officers or
agents; (ii) bonds; (iii) insurance; (iv} a proposed schedule of rates, fees and
charges and (v) any other relevant information deemed necessary to fully
advisc the city commission of the applicant’s qualifications and ability to
perform under a franchise agreement. The city manager shall not require
submittal of proprietary information il such information is exempt or
confidential as defincd by the Florida Public Records Act, F.8, Ch, 119.

(D

)

Initial application for non-exclusive franchisc for the collection,
transportation and disposal of construction and demolition debris shall be
submitted on a form provided by the city.

Any non-exclusive franchise granted shall be for a three {3) ycar peried
beginning November 1 and ending Oclober 31st of the third year.

Thereaftcr, rcnewal applications shall be submitted between July 1 and
August | of the third ycar, unless otherwise provided by resolution of the
city commission,

Failure to submit applications as provided above shall result in a forfeiture
of an applicant's ability to obtain a non-exclusive franchise.

(d) The following franchise fees shall be paid to the city for non-cxclusive
franchises:

(1)

(2)

The franchisee or authorized collector shall pay franchise fees to the city
for the privilege of using the public rights-of-way and other thoroughfares
of the city for the collection and transportation of construction and
demolition debris which originatcs within the city limits.

The franchise fee schedule is as follows:

a. The franchisee's fee for commercial, construction and demolition debris
shall be equal to ten (10} percent of the franchisee's gross revenue
collected for collection, transporlation, processing and/or disposal of
cominercial, construction and demolition debris,
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(3}

4

b. tlaulers shall pay three hundred dollars ($300.00) fee for the term of the
franchise and for each subsequent renewal.

Franchise fees shall be paid to the cily on a time schedule as determined in
the franchisc agrcement, or if not provided in the franchise apreement, as
detcrmined in writing by the city manager or his or her designec.

The franchise fee amount or percentage may be amended by resolution of
the city commission foilowing public hearing.

(e) Regulations applicable to franchise holders. Non-exclusive [ranchisees
collecting, transporting and/or disposing of commercial, construction and
demolition debris shall comply with the following requirements:

(1

(2)

(3)

(4

(5)

(6

(7

When collecting, transporiing and/or disposiiig of comnicreial,
coustruction and demolition debris, cach of the franchisee’s empioyees
shall wear a company shirt or uniform which shall have the franchisee's
name or logo on a conspicuous place.

All trucks used by the franchisee for the collection of commercial,
construction and demolition debris shall be marked with the name and
telephone number of the franchisce in plainly visible letters. Each container
placed on a commercial site shall be labeled with the name ofthe franchisee
on the sidc.

All franchiscc containers for hauling shall be totally enclosed or securely
covered when transporting within the city.

All vehicles used by the franchisee for transporting shall be maintained in
good, clean and safe operating condition. Each {ranchisee shall have all
vehicles used as part of the franchise agreement inspected at least once a
vear by a properly licensed professional mechanic and shall provide a
written inspection report to the city public works depariment solid wastc
division.

The franchisee shall provide the city with a current list of vehicles used
under the franchise agreement and shall further provide the wvehicle
identification number and current license plate number of each vehicle.

The franchisee immediately shall clean and properly dispose of any waste
materials or products dropped or spilled by the franchisee. Upon
completion of the clean-up, the franchisee shall timely report to the city
solid waste division in writing the location, type of drop or spill and the
corrective procedure conducted.

Al commercial, consiruction and demolition debris collected by thc
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(8)

(9

franchisee or collector shall be processed or disposed of at a properly
permitted or licensed facility.

For the purpose of verifying the amount of any franchise fee payable to the
city pursuant to this ordinance, or for the purposc of verifying the items,
reporls and information provided by the franchiscc pursuant to this
ordinance, the city shall have acccss at all reasonable hours to the
[ranchisee's places of business and ils statistical, customer service and other
records rclating to the accumulation, collection, transportation and disposal
of commercial, construction and demolition debtis from properties within
the city during the preceding year and such other information as the city
may rcquire in support of same.

All reports, audits and payments shall be timely made by each franchisee
and failurc therein shall be a default in the franchisc agreement. Any late
payments of franchise fees due under the franchise shall bear interest at the
maximum rate allowed by law.

[l the city manager deems a franchisee to be in violation of its franchise
agreement, or in violation of this ordinance or resolutions, rules or regulations
promulgated hereunder, the city manager shall notify thc franchisee by
certified mail of the rcasons why the franchisee is considercd to be in violation
and shall provide ten (10) days for the franchisee to review the violation and
to comply with the terms of the franchisc agreement. Failure by the franchisee
1o comply in the specified time may result in tcrmination of the franchise.

Section 2. Any Scction or Sections of the Code of the City of St.

Augustine Beach not specifically modified hercin shall survive in full

torce and effect and remain unchanged unless a conflict arises in which

case this Ordinance shall control.

Section 3. Other than Section | hereol] this Ordinance shall not

be codified, but a copy ofthis Ordinance shall be maintained in the offices

of the City Manager and the Director of Public Works.

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect ten days following
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passagc.

PASSED by the City Commission of the City of St. Augustinc Beach,

Florida, upon Second Reading this 3rd day of March, 2020,
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CITY COMMISSION OFTHE CITY OF
ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH

ATTEST-ATTEST; By:

City Manager Margaret England, Mayor
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Agonda Item3__ 3

Mesting Date_’ 620
MEMORANDUM
T0: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrel|
FROM: Max Royle, City Manag
DATE: June 17, 2020
SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-xx, First Public Hearing and Second Reading: To Establish Mixed Use District

Boundaries Along A1A Beach Boulevard

BACKGRGUND

The “A1A Beach Boulevard Corridor Vision Plan”, which was prepared in 2006, recommended that the
following be designated Boulevard Mixed-Use: the commercial area 150 feet east of the Boulevard from
16" to F Street; the area west of the Boulevard between 2™ Avenue and the Boulevard from 11™ to F
Street; and the 300-foot wide commercial strip west of the Boulevard between 16™ and 11" Streets, The
Vision Plan on page 29 stated:

"Eliminating the interface of medium density residential and commercial-zoned districts along
the west boundary of the corridor helps to minimize the likelihood of incompatibilities and
encroachments by making 2™ Avenue the clear-cut transition between the two districts. It is
recommended that standards for buffering between uses, for access and for traffic circulation
within and around sites all be revisited to ensure that any weaknesses in these regulations
are resolved. Moreover, the standards should prohibit the location of any stand-alone
ccmmercial use, or commercial uses that are part of a mixed-use development less than 200
feet from the right-of-way line of 2nd Avenue, to further minimize the possibility of conflicts.”

Since 2006, the Commissian has adopted several ardinances to regulate mixed-use developments. These
ordinances have been consolidated in Section 3.02.02.01 of the Land Development Regulations. That
Section is attached as pages 1-5. .

However, despite the adoption of those detailed mixed-use regulations, the areas covered by them were
never delineated or designated on the future land use map. It was assumed that the areas were those
traditionally designated as commercial on the map: 150 east of the Boulevards centerline and 300 feet
west of the centerline between 16™ and F Street.

At your June 1% meeting, Mr. Law explained “that staff is recommending designating the entire
commercially-zoned properties [along the Boulevard] in accordance with the Vision Plan Mixed Use and
be subjected to the Mixed Use Overlay under the control of the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning
Board” {from the minutes of your June 1** meeting).

At that meeting you passed the Ordinance on first reading.
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The Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board reviewed the Qrdinance at its June 16" meeting and by a
unanimous vote recommended that you approve it. The Board’s recommendation is stated in the attached
memo (page 8) from Ms. Bennie Miller, the Building Department’s Executive Assistant.

ACTION REQUESTED

It is that you hold the first public hearing and pass the Ordinance on second reading. tt will then be
scheduled for a final public hearing and reading at your August 3" meeting.



Sec, 3.02.02.01. Mixed use districts.

A, Purpose. The purpose of a mixed use district
is:

To accommodate a mixture of retail,
service, residential, and other uses.

Encourage development that exhibits
the physical design characteristics
of pedestrian oriented, store front
shopping streets; and

Promote the health and well being
of residents by encouraging physi-
cal activity, alternative trausporta-
tion and greater social interaction.

To site siructures so their siting is
compatible with the future vision of
the city as well as city codes.

Ensure that the massing of the
structure/structures are compatible
with surrounding buildings.

Ensure that the proposed projects
do not exceed the size and scale of
other buildings in the vicinity and
that a proportionate scale is
maintained between height and
width of structures.

Ensure that roof forms, detailing,
textlures, colors, and the rhythm of a

L |
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structure, wall space and doors and
windows are compalible with city
codes and the future vision for the
city.

B. Definitions.

Commercial use: A structure used only for a
commercial operation that is allowed by the land
development regulations.

Floor area ratio: The ratio of the building
gross floor area to the square footage of each lot
a structure is located on.

Gross floor area: The sum of all horizontal
floor areas for a structure measured from the
outside faces of the exterior walls. Not included
are second or third level balconies and porches
and attic space. Where parking is provided
under a structure, the footprint of the parking
will be considered as the gross floor arca.

Horizoatal fvertical articulation: Architeclural
features that break the flat surface of a building
wall., Minimum distance between any horizontal
or vertical fealure is ten (10) feet in any direc-
tion.

Horizontal and vertical articulation to the build-
ing facade is required for structures fronting
Al1A Beach Boulevard. The vertical articulatic

features shall be within the allowed setbae_ -

7


https://3.02.02.01

§ 3.02.02.01

areas dependent on the proposed use of the
structure, the horizontal features ten (10) feet
above finished grade will be allowed to encroach
into the setback area no more than twelve (12)
inches.

Mixed use building: A structure containing a
mix of commercial and residential uses, one (1)
floor devoted for cominercial use, the other floor
devoted to residential use.

Residential use: A structure used solely for a
single-family residence.

C. Table of allowed uses.

P - Permitted C - Conditional Use N - Not Allowed

Household Living

Business live/work above the
ground floor

Business live/work on ground floor
Dwellings above ground floor
Detached house

Multifamily residential
Townhouse

Group Living

Agsisted living

Group home

Nursing home

Public and Civic

School

Parks and recreation

Postal service

Religious assembly

Lodge or private club

Day care

Commercial

Retail/office

Restaurant—S8it down/take-out
Fast food drive-thru

Vehicle service facilities
Hotel/motel

Parking for commercial uses
Manufacturing/industrial
Other

Wireless-towers, freestanding
Architectural tower co-locate design
on structure P

QYo aao"wuHr

MZYYT

w2y 2 2

This use table should be refined to reflect local
‘_.-haracteristics and planning objectives. The range

Supp. No. 4

2332

5T AUGUSTINE BEACH CODE

of uses should be as broad as possible fitting the
character of the city and the locations. There
may be instances where a drive-thru facility is
needed due to the type of business such as a
bank or pharmacies. Also, buildings with
residential units, commercial uses, will be seclf-
policing because possible owner associations may
ensure that commercial uses within buildings
will he comparable with upper story residential
uses.

D. Mixed use size limits. The minimum lot
arca for mixed use is eight thousand five hundred
(8,500) square feet unless approved by variance
after application to the City of St. Augustine
Beach Planning and Zoning Board. The minimum
floor area for a mixed use structure is eight
hundred (800) square feet or tweniy-five (25)
percent of the lot area (whichever is greater) for
lots with street frontage of fifty (50) feet width or
more. For fifty (50) feet or less, street frontage,
the minimum floor area is twenty (20) percent of
the lot area.

The gross first floor area for any Commercial
establishment shall not exceed fifteen thousand
{15,000) square feet.

For separate commercial or residential use,
the minimum first floor area shall be one thousand
{1,000) square feet.

E. Structure height for twenty-five-foot setbacks.
Structure or building height shall be measured
in accordance with Section 6.01.03.B.4. Thirty-
five (35) fect to the roof ridge is the allowable
height and an allowance for architectural detail
to the forty-foot height is allowed. The forty-fool
height shall not exceed forty (40) percent of the
building perimcter on any side. This additional
height allowance is allowed when being utilized
for screening roof top mounted equipment.

F. Setbacks and height restrictions for mixed
use., Setbacks for mixed use are variable
dependent on the type of commercial use sought
in the application and the projected structure
height.

Retail Shops: Allowable setbacks are from zero
(0} to twenty-five (25) feet or more. The
minimum setback for a two-story structure
with a second level porch/balcony, is five (5)

S



APPENDIX A—LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

feet, the porch not cxceeding five (5) feet in
depth. Maximmum height allowed to the roof
ridge is twenty-seven (27) feet within the
setback area from zero {(0) to fiftecn (15) feet.
Between. fifteen (15) feet to twenty-five (25)
feet or more, the allowable height is thirty-five
{35) feet to the roof ridge. Structure or build-
ing height shall be measured in accordance
with Section 6.01.03. B4, T

Business Use: Same allowance as retail use,

Restaurant Use: Minimum sctback allowed is ten
(10) feet if outside scating is propused. A
sccond level deck will be allowed a zero (0) foot
setback for the front setback and a five-foot
side setback. Restaurants having A1A Beach
Boulevard and side street frontage, shall have
an option for placing decks for outside seating
setback requirements. Fronting the Boulevard,
a three-foot landscaped sethack will he required.
Side street setbacks for a wood deck shall be
five (5) feet. Landscaping will be optional
dependent upon existing site conditions.
Decorative structural posts may be used for
support elements for existing construction or
porches may he cantilevered or supported by
diagonal bracing.

Hotel ! Motel Use: Minimum Allowed setback is
Lwenly-five (25) feel for those building facades
exceeding twenty-seven (27) feet. The portion
of a hotel/motel having a single story section,
mainly a porte cochere, fronting a street will
be allowed a five-fuot tront setback for that
scetion providing the roof ridge doces nol exceed
eighteen (1B} feet. Structurc or building height
shall be measured in accordance with Section
6.01.03.B4. T

Residential Use: All stand-alone residential uses
are subject to approval by planning and zoning
board for the City of St. Augustline Beach.

Gr. Construction materials, exterior eolors. The
roof and exterior finishes are those materials
reflected in the catalog of recommended
architectural and site {eatures.

Exterior finishes for any structure fronting
ATA Beach Boulevard shall be approved by the
City of St. Aupgustine Beach in accordance with
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approved color palettes maintained in the build-
ing department. These color finishes established
by community appearance standards as
cstablished by ordinance.

H. Mechenical and utility equipment location
and screening. Single or dual mechanical equip-
ment {(ac compressors} shall be located in the
side or rear setback arca. Multiple units, three
{3) or more, shall be placed on rooftops and
screened by architectural details to the roof line.
Ground located cquipment shall be screened by
walls constructed from the same materials as the
main structure exterior finish, then accented by
landscaping.

Utility services shall be placed underground
tor all new construction and for anv structure

subject fo remodel work, All struectures locate

within the mixed use zoning classification shall
be required to hook up to water and sewer from
St. Johns County Utility Services,

I. Catalog of recommended architectural an
site features.

Recommended Architectural Design:

Key West Style, Florida Vernacular, Cracker
Design, Spanish Mediterranean Design Stepped
Parapet Storcfront, Classical Gable House,
Classical Double Gallery House.

Recommended Architectural Features:

Accents to all structures by vertical and
horizontal articulation.

Exterior finish materials shall be limited to
masonry finishes, rock, brick, wood siding,
concrete composite siding materials.

Roofing materials are limited to architeetural
grade shingles, metal roofing, and conercte
composite roofing products.

Shutters, dormers, in seale with the structure's
design, porches with gingerbread effects, patios
with decorative fencing or guardrails, open
softits, cupolas.
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Recommended Site Features:

Xeriscape landscaping for decorative gardens
in place of grasscs, use of stone or mulch for
ground cover, Brick pavers for drives, sidewalks,
parking areas.

J. Parking requirements, All parking for retail,
business, restaurant uses and garage openings
for residential nse shall-be placed in the rear or
at the side. Parking located at the side of a
structure shall be required to have landscape
buffers, five (5) feet in width between the edge of
the parking area and the right-of-way of the
adjacent street. All plant materials used shall be
three-gallon minimum container size. Landscape
plans shall also be subject to approval by the St.
Augustine Beach Beautification Commitice.
Access to the parking shall be from the numbered
or lettered streets perpendicular to AIA Beach
Boulevard. Hotel/motel parking can be placed in
the front of the structure.

Curb cuts from AI1A Beach Boulevard shall be
allowed where a platted alleyway whether the
lleyway is open or not opened.

Shared parking and shared access to parking
is encouraged.

K. Signage. All signage, ground and wall
signs shall be subject to approval from the
planning and zoning board within the mixed use
districts. Ground signs shall have ground light-
ing illumination or back lit illumination, wall
signs will be allowed to be hack lit with the
proposed intensity of the illumination being
subject to approval hy the planning and zoning
board. No exposed neon shall be allowed, The
use of metal supports is discouraged with wood
or masonry products being encouraged.

The maximmum size for a ground sign shall be
determined by the frontage on the AIA Beach
Boulevard. For those lots with fifty-foot frontage
or less, the maximum sign face shall be thirty-
two (32) square feet; fifty—foot to one hundred
fifty-foot frontage shall be allowed forty-eight
(48) square fect; greater than one hundred fifty-
foot frontage shall be allowed seventy (70) square
" at sign face. This allowance does not include
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the sipn supports, which size and material shall
be subject to planning and zoning board approv-
als,

The allowable heights are also dependent
upon the frontage. Fifty (50) feet or less are
allowed seven-foot height; fifty-foot to one hundred
fifty-foot frontage are allowed eight-foot height;
greater than onc hundred fifty-foot frontage arc
allowed nine-foot height. This measurement taken
from the existing finished grade to the top edge
of the sign.

A geven-year amortization period is provided
for those signs located along A1A Beach Boulevard
that will be deemed as nonconforming by the
requirements of this ordinance. All such signs
shall either be brought into conformity or removed
seven (7) years following the adoption of this
section. All nonconforming signs as a result of
ordinances passed prior to the passage of this
section shall be brought into conformity or
removed as provided in the respective ordinances
rendering such signs as nonconforming or seven
(7) years from the date of this ordinance,
whichever is the carlier.

L. Compliance requirements. The
comprchensive planning and zoning board shall
review and either approve or deny any proposed
development within the mixed use zoning. Upon
a showing of economic hardship demonstrating a
substantial reduction in value of the property
subject to the application for review based on a
reasonable investment-backed expcectation the
comprehensive planning and zoning board may
grant a variance with or without conditions from
the strict provisions of this section. Review by
the city commission of a determination by the
comprehensive planning and zoning board shall
be in the samc manner as other appeals from the
comprehensive planning and zoning board.

M. Unless specifically allowed by the mixed
use district land development regulations or
incorporated into the written development order
approval received from the comprechensive plan-
ning and zoning board or the city commission on
appeal, all mixed use development shall comply
with the other applicable land development regula-
tions, including those regulations not specified
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by the mixed use district and, in particular, those
regulations that apply to the underlying zoning.
{Ord. No. 18-07, § 1(Exh. 1), 5-7-1B)



ORDINANCE NO. 20-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH RELATING TO AND
AMENDING SECTION 3.02.02.01.A OF APPENDIX A, LAND DEVELOPMENT
REGULATIONS OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH CODE, BY DESIGNATING AS MIXED
USE DISTRICTS ALL COMMERCIALLY-ZONED LAND USE DISTRICTS WITHIN
THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH FROM THE
SOUTH SIDE OF F STREET TO THE NORTHERLY CITY LIMITS NORTH OF POPE
ROAD, TO ACCOMMODATE A MIXTURE OF RETAIL, SERVICE, RESIDENTIAL,
AND OTHER USES; CONTAINING FINDNINGS, AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST.
AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings: The City Commission of the City of St. Augustinc Beach having
received the recommendations of the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board of the City and
received the comments and testimony of residents and property owners of the City finds that the
economic health, safety and general welfare of the City require that the areas of the City designated
in the title hereof should be designated as mixed use districts, to accommodate a mixture of retail,
service, residential, and other uses.

Section 2. Section 3.02.02.01, Appendix A, Land Development Regulations of St.
Augustine Beach Codc, shall be hereby amended by dcsignating the following described areas to
accommodate a mixture of retail, service, residential, and other uses under the category of “mixed
use districts” as defined in Section 3.02.02.01:

SEC.02.02.01. — Mixed use districts.

All commercially_zoned lands within the corporate limits of the City of St
Augustine Beach fram the south side of F Street to the northerly City limits north
of Pope Road shall be designated mixed use districts.

A. Purpose. The purpose of a mixed use district is: ...

Section 3. This Ordinance shall take elTect as provided by law.

Passed on this day of . 2020, by the City Commission, City
of St. Augustine Beach, Florida.

Attest: By:
City Manager Max Royle Mayor Margaret England
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Passed First Reading:
Passed Public Hearing and Second Reading:
Passed Public Hearing and Final Reading:

Sec. 3.02.02.01. - Mixed use districts.

All commercially-zoned lands within the corporate limits of the City of 5t. Augustine Beach from the south
side of F Street to the northerly City limits north of Pope Road shall be designated mixed use districts.

A. Purpose. The purpose of a mixed use district is:
1. To accommodate a mixture of retail, service, residential, and other uses.

2. Encourage development that exhibits the physical design characteristics of pedestrian
oriented, store front shopping streets; and

3. Promote the health and well-being of residents by encouraging physical activity, alternative

transpertation and greater social interaction.

4, To site structures so their siting is compatible with the future vision of the city as well as city
codes.

5. Ensure that the massing of the structure/structures are compatible with surrounding
buildings.
6. Ensure that the proposed projects do not exceed the size and scale of other buildings in the

vicinity and that a proportionate scale is maintained between height and width of structures.

7. Ensure that root torms, detailing, textures, colors, and the rhythm of a structure, wall space
and doors and windows are compatible with city codes and the future vision for the city.
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MEMO

To: Max Royle, City Manager

From; Bonnie Miller, Executive Assistant
Subject: Ordinance No. 20-

Date: Wednesday, June 17, 2020

Please be advised at its regular monthly meeting held Tuesday, June 16, 2020, the City of
St. Augustine Beach Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously to
recommend the City Commission approve passage of Ordinance No. 20-__ on final reading.

Passed on first reading by the City Commission at its regular monthly meeting held
Monday, June 1, 2020, this proposed ordinance amends Section 3.02.02.01.A of the City of St.
Augustine Beach Land Development Regulations to establish boundary designations for the mixed
use district as all commercially zoned lands within the corporate limits of the City of St. Augustine
Beach from the south side of F Street to the northerly City limits north of Pope Road.

The motion to recommend the City Commission approve passage of Ordinance No. 20-

was made by Ms. Odom, seconded by Mr. King, and passed 7-0 by the Board by unanimous voice-
vote. '

—.8_'
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Meeting Date__7~6-20

RESOLUTION 20-

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH RE: HAVING CANVASSING AND
ST. JOHNS COUNTY CERTIFICATION OF VOTE-BY-MAIL BALLOTS
FLORIDA CAST IN THE AUGUST 2020 PRIMARY

ELECTION DONE BY SUPERVISOR OF
ELECTIONS AND COUNTY CANVASSING
BOARD

The City Commission of St. Augustine Beach, St. Johns County, Florida, in regular
meeting duly assembled on Monday, July 6, 2020, resolves as follows:

WHEREAS, the primary election for 2020 is scheduled for August 18, 2020; and

WHEREAS, Section 2-2 of the City Charter requires the City Commission to
designate who is to canvass and certify the vote-by-mail ballots for each election.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Commission of the City of St.
Augustine Beach, St. Johns County, Florida, designates the St. Johns County Supervisor of
Elections and the County Canvassing Board to canvass and certify the vote-by-mail ballots cast in
the August, 2020, primary election.

RESOLVED AND DONE, this 6% day of July, 2020, by the City Commission of the City
of St. Augustine Beach, St. Johns County, Florida.

Mayor Margaret England

ATTEST:

City Manager Max Royle
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Meeting Date___7-6-2C

MEMORANDUM

TO: MAX ROYLE, CITY MANAGER

FROM: PATTY DOUYLLIEZ, FINANCE DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: BUDGET RESOLUTION 20-__

DATE: 6/8/2020

As noted in the FY19 Audit report, the Road and Bridge Fund ended with a
negative reserve balance in the amount of $539,894. This Budget Resolution
corrects the Road and Bridge Fund budget allowing the receipt of funds from
General Fund to correct this negative status.

Please let me know if more information is needed.



BUDGET RESOLUTION 20-

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH RE: TO AMEND THE FY2020
ST. JOHNS COUNTY ROAD & BRIDGE FUND BUDGET

The City Commission does hereby approve the transfer and appropriation from within the Fiscal Year
2019-2020 General Fund Budget as follows:

INCREASE: Account 101-381-000 {Intra Fund Transfer — Road & Bridge Fund) in the amount of
$539,894 which will increase the appropriation in this account to $1,332,029.

INCREASE: Account 101-4100-541-9130 (Fund Balance — Stabilization: Road & Bridge Fund) in the
amount of $539,894 which will increase the appropriation in this account to $539,894.

RESOLVED AND DONE, this 6th day of July 2020 by the City Commission of the City of St Augustine
Beach, St. Johns County, Florida.

Mayor — Commissioner
ATTEST:

City Manager






BUDGET RESOLUTION 20-

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH RE: TO AMEND THE FY2020
ST. JOHNS COUNTY GENERAL FUND BUDGET

The City Commission does hereby approve the transfer and appropriation from within the Fiscal Year
2019-2020 General Fund Budget as follows:

INCREASE: Account 001-381-800 (Transfer from Forfeiture & Seizures) in the amount of $1 ,500 which
will increase the appropriation in this account to $2,700.

INCREASE: Account 001-2100-521-5240 (Law Enforcement-Crime PreventionfCommunity) in the
amount of $1,500 which will increase the appropriation in this account to $9,700.

RESOLVED AND DONE, this 6th day of July 2020 by the City Commission of the City of St Augustine
Beach, St. Johns County, Florida.

Mayor — Commissioner
ATTEST:

City Manager
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Historic St. Johns County Police Athletic League

1

“More than a Game'

June 8, 2020

Attention: Chief R. Hardwick
St. Augustine Beach Police Department
2300 ATA S, St. Augustine FL 32080

Subject: Request for Financiat Contribution

Dear Sir,

The St. Johns County Sheriff's Police Athletic League (PAL) is in the early stages of
establishing a boxing program for the community. The current training facility is located
at the WE Harris Center in Hastings, and due to the age of the building, the facility
requires improvements,

To continue to bring these essential programs to the youth of St. Johns County, PAL is
requesting funds to assist with the necessary upgrades and equipment that is needed.
The recent pandemic suspended all PAL activities and therefore halted needed revenue
that is used to support the youth programs.

To move forward with the PAL boxing program, we are requesting an amount of
$2,000.00 to assist with painting, gym flooring and signs. Thank you far your
consideration with this matter.

Regards,

NIl sy
Sgt. Sheldon Yor
PAL Executive Director
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QRGANIZATION CODE

1: Corporation

DEDUCTIEILITY CODE

1: Contributians are deductible
AFFILIATION COOE

3: Independant
SUBSECTTOMN/CLASSIFICATION CODES
Educational Organizetion

ACTIVITY CODES

Other sports or athletic activities

HTEF COMPADON ZODE

0: Youth Development
ITEE CODE

N/A

FOUMDATION CODE

15: Organization which receives a substantial part of its
support from a governmental unit ar the general public

170(b){(1HAN V)
EXEMPT GRGAMIZETION STATUS CODE
1: Unconditional Exemption

B> AdChoices (__lemple lsrael ¥ ((501Ca churgh ) (Ghurch Eook Up )
FINANCIALS
Ta¥ PERTOD RULING DAYE
09/2018 05/1993
ACCOLIMTING PERLED ASSET CODE
09 2: 510,000 to $24,99¢
TMCOME CONE AS3ET AMOUNT
4: $100,000 fo $499,999 $24,114.00
INCOME AROLNT . FILIMG REQUTREMENT CODE
$215,166,00 330 {g!l other) or 990EZ return
FORM 490 REVENUE AMIUNT PFFILING PEQUIREMENT CODE
$192,235.00 No 990-FF return

[t AdChoices  (Church Look Up )  {“Charity Church ) (__Churhe Times, )
Disclaimer: While we are confident of the accuracy of the information on this page, we encourage you verify the
information directly with IRS. The IRS has a tell-free number for this at 1-877-829-5500 or visit www.irs.gov.

African-American foundation leaders call for
action an racism

UU.S. Bank comimits millions in support of racial
equity initiatives

Reuben Foundation awards $101 million to
Oxford University
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— Hurt Your Monprofit

{ See Lalest News »
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501c3Lookup
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Yorktown Heights, NY 10598 &1 positivs
(888) 600-2882
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell

FROM: Max Royle, City Manager.
DATE; July 6, 2020
SUBIECT: Face Covering Ordinance

The City Attorney prepared it today and we sent it to you by email. A paper copy is attached. You can add
the ordinance to the agenda as the first item under Old Business.

Also, attached is Resclution 20-13 that Lex wrote after your Thursday night meeting. You may want to
review its language to be certain it's what you approved last Thursday.,



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH,
FLORIDA, MAKING FINDINGS OF FACT; ADDING TO THE CITY’S
CODE OF ORDINANCES SECTION 13-6 TO REQUIRE THE USE OF
FACE COVERINGS; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND
PROVIDING AN IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVE DATE.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, President Donald J. Trump issued a Proclamation
Declaring a National Emergency concerning Coronavirus Disease 2019 (“COVID-19"); and

WHEREAS, the United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (“CDC”) has
expressly found that: “COVID-19 spreads mainly from person to person through respiratory
droplets produced when an infected person coughs, sneezes, or talks. These droplets can land in
the mouths or noscs of people who are nearby or possibly be inhaled into the lungs. Studies and
evidence on infection control report that these droplets usually travel around 6 feet (about iwo
arms lengths) the CDC therefore specifically recommends that as businesses and communities
rcopen, and people resume their daily activities, people should wear face coverings 1o slow the
spread of COVID-19, particularly “in public settings where other social distancing measures are
difficult to maintain™; and

WHEREAS, on March 1, 2020, Governor Ron DeSantis issued Exccutive Order Number
20-51 declaring a Public Health Emergency in the State of Florida due to the spread of COVID-
19 and subsequently, Governor Ron DeSantis issued multiple additional executive orders
extending the Public Health Emergency and coordinating a multi-phase plan for protecting the
public from COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, based on recent information and data from the Florida Department of
Health, the number of confirmed cascs of COVID-19 in St. Johns County and the City of St.
Augustine Beach has incrcascd significantly, which increase may result in additional deaths; and

WHEREAS, on March 17, 2020 the St. Johns County Board of County Commissioncrs
issued Emergency Proclamation Numbcr 2020-1 declaring a local state of emergency in response
to a county-widc threcat from COVID-19, which Proclamation has been cxtended numerous
times, and entered into an agreement for the “Pledge St. Johns County” which promotes
following the CDC guidelines; and

WHEREAS, on June 26, 2020, the City of Saint Augustine passed resolution 2020-22
which provides for mandatory indoor use of face coverings; and

Ordinance No.
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WHEREAS, the City Commission for the City of St. Augustine Beach recognizes that
face coverings arc only a component of reducing the spread of COVID-19 and other infectious
diseases, other components include {requent hand washing, proper social distancing, and any
other components the CDC has implemented for the reducing the spread of COVID-19 and other
infectious diseascs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission for the City of St. Augustine Beach finds that it is in
the best interest of public health, safety, and general welfare that the following be adopted
consistent with the requirements of Scction 166.021(4), Florida Statutes.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. The foregoing recitals are incorporated as legislative findings of fact.

SECTION 2. From and after the effective date of this ordinance, Chapter 13 —
MISCELLANEQUS PROVISIONS, Article I, Section 13-6 of the Code of Ordinances of the

it e addnd ae fallAavos
woiiy a H

L3 LLRLRALAL G LLFRERS ¥V,

Sec. 13-6. — Requirement to Wear Facial Coverings during a declared epidemic
emergency.,

a) Definitions:

i. Epidemic Emercency shall mean a state of emergency declared at the
Federal, State of Florida, or County of Saint Johns level in response to an

amount of disease in the community above what is normally expected in

that population,

il. Face Covering shall mean a uniform picce of material that securely covers
a person’s nose and mouth which remains affixed in place without the use
of one’s hands. Types of coverings include a face mask, homemade mask,
or other covering, such as a scarf, bandana, handkerchief, or othcr similar
cloth covering or shields {(which may be made of plastic, polymer, or other
similar materials).

i, Social Distancing shall mean keeping space between vourself and other
people by staying at least six (6) feet (about 2 arms’ length) from other

pcople.

iv. Companion shall mean a person by whom vou are accompanicd.

Ordinance No.
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b} Whenever an epideiic emcrgency is declared at either the Federal, State, or
County level lor the City of Saint Augustine Beach. the City Commission may
adopl by resolution requirements to wear facial coverings. The resolution may
make rcasonablc repulation as to when and where {acial coverings shall be
WOTIn.

c) Nothing herein shall require or allow a person to wear a face covering to conceal

the identity of the wearer in violation of Chapier 876. Florida Stalules.

d} Enforcement. Pursuant to Sec. 252.46. Florida Statutes, this Resolution shall
have the full force and cffcet of law, and pursuant to Chapter 1, Section 1-9 of
the Code of the City of Saint Augusting Beach. a violation of this Resolution
shall be a non-criminal civil infraction, cnforceable under Chapter 1. Seclion 1-
9, of the City Code. which carries a penalty of up to a $500.00 fine. The City
Commission may sct by resolution a scale of the penalties which may include

Warnings.

{Ord. No. 20~ .8 )

SECTION 3. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are repealed to
the extent of such conflict.

SECTION 4. The appropriate officers and agents of the City are authorized and directed
to codify, include and publish in electronic format the provisions of this Ordinance within the
City of Saint Augustine Beach Code, and unless a contrary ordinance is adopted within ninety
(90) days following such publication, the ¢odification of this Ordinance shall become the final
and olficial record of the matters herein ordained. Section numbers may be assigned and
changed whenever necessary or convenient.

SECTION 3. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage.
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City

Commission of the City of Saint Augustinc Beach, Florida this day of
2020.

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK MAYOR

Ordinance No.
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EXAMINED AND APPROVED by me this ___ day of , 2020.

MAYOR

Published in the on the day of
, 2020. Posted on www.stangbch.com on the day of ,

2020.
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RESOLUTION NQO. 2020-13

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA PROVIDING FOR
STRONGLY RECOMMENDED INDOOR USE OF FACE
COVERINGS IN RESPONSE TO CONTINUED SPREAD OF
CORONAVIRUS DISEASE 2019.

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2020, President Donald J. Trump issued a Proclamation
Declaring a National Emergency concerning Coronavirus Disease 2019 (“COVID-19"); and

WHEREAS, the United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (“CDC”)
has expressty found that; “COVID-19 spreads mainly from person to person through
respiratory droplets produced when an infected person coughs, sneezes, or talks. These
droplets can land in the mouths or noscs of pcoplc who are nearby or possibly be inhaled
into the lungs. Studies and evidence on infection control report that these droplets usually
travel around 6 feet (about two arms lengths) the CDC therefore specifically recommends that as
businesses and communities reopen, and people resume their daily activities, people should wear
face coverings to slow the spread of COVID-19, particularly “in puhlic settings where other
social distancing measures are difficult to maintain™; and

WHEREAS, on March 1, 2020, Governor Ron DecSantis issucd Exccutive Order Number
20-51 declaring a Public Health Emergency in the Statc of Florida due to the spread of COVID-
19 and subscquently, Governor Ron DeSantis issucd multiple additional executive orders
extending the Public Health Emergency and coordinating a multi-phase plan for protecting the
public from COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, based on recent information and data from the Florida Department of
Health, the number of confirmed cases of COVID-19 in St. Johns County and the City of St.
Augustine Beach has increascd significantly, which increase may result in additional deaths; and

WHEREAS, on March 17, 2020 the St. Johns County Board ol County Commissioners
issued Emergency Proclamation Number 2020-1 declaring a local state of emergency in
response to a county-wide threat [rom COVID-19, which Proclamation has been extended
numerous times, and cntered into an agreement for the “Pledge St. Johns County” which
promotes following the CDC guidclines; and

WHEREAS, on June 26, 2020, the City of Saint Augustinc passcd resolution 2020-22
which provides for mandatory indoor use of face coverings; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Sec. 252.38, I'lorida Statutes, power is vested in both
municipalities and counties and the City of Saint Augustine Beach is required to coordinate with
Saint Johns County to enact emergency orders; and

RES 2020-XX
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WHEREAS, the City Commission for the City of St. Augustine Beach recognizes that
face coverings are only a component of reducing the spread of COVID-19, other components
include frequent hand washing, proper social distancing, and any other components the CDC has
implemented for the reducing the spread of COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission for the City of S8t. Augustine Beach finds that it is in
the best interest of public hcalth, safcty, and general welfare that the following be adopted
consistent with the requirements of Scction 166.021(4), Florida Statutes.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Definitions.

Face Covering shall mean a uniform piece of material that securely covers a person’s
nose and mouth which remains affixed in place without the use of onc’s hands. Types

of coverings include a facc mask, homemade mask, or other covering, such as a scarf,
bandana, handkerchief, or other similar cloth covering or shields (which may be made of
plastic, polymer, or other similar materials).

Social Distancing shall mean keeping space between yourself and other people by
staying at least six (6) feet (about 2 arms’ length) from other people.

Companion shall mean a person by whom you are accompanied.
Section 2. Face Coverings Strongly Recommended.

a. Every person working, living, visiting, or doing business in the City of St. Augustine
Beach should wear a face covering in any indoor location, other than their home or
residence, when not maintaining social distancing from another person(s), excluding
family members or companions.

b. Nothing herein should require or allow a person to wear a face covering to conceal the
identity of the wearer in violation of Chapter 876, [lorida Statutes.

c. All businesses are encouraged to prohibit entry of any person who is not wearing
a face covering with the exception of thosc bclow listed persons.

d. If a permit is issued for an outdoor event hy the City of Saint Augustine Beach greater
than or equal to fifty (50} persons, that permit shall require wearing the face coverings as
condition of issuance of the permit and those that attend are required to conform to this
resolution.

RES 2020-XX
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Scction 3. Exceptions.

Nothing herein shall require the wearing of face coverings by the following peoplc:
a. Persons under the age of five ycars; and

b. Persons observing social distancing in accordance with CDC guidelines; and

¢. Persons for whom a face covering would cause impairment due to an existing
health condition; and

d. Persons working in a business or profession who do not bavc interactions with
other persons; and

¢. Pcrsons working in a business or profession who maintain social distancing from
anothcr person; and

[. Persons working in a business or profession where use of a face covering would
prevent them from performing the duties of the business or profession, especially if the
wearing of a face covering may present a health bazard such as excessive heat; and

g. Persons exercising, while maintatning social distancing; and

h. Persons eating or drinking; and

i. Public safety, fire and other life safety and health care personnel, as their personal
protective equipment requirements will be governed by their respective agencies;
and

j. The requirement shall not apply when a person who 1s hearing impaired needs to
see the mouth of someone wearing a face covering to communicate; and

k. The requirement does not apply to any outdoor activity allowed under City, County, or

State order, but face coverings should be readily available when coming within six {6) feet of
an individual not part of a person’s immediate family or cohabitating living unit.

Section 4. Effective Date; Expiration Date.

a. Thts Resolution shall become cffective on July 3, 2020, at 12:01 AM.

RES 2020-XX
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b. This Resolution shall remain in effect in the City of St. Augustine Beach for so long
as a state of emergency is in effect or unless otherwise modified or repealed.

ADOPTED in Emergency Session of the City Commission of the City of Saint

Augustine Beach, Florida this day of , 2020,
ATTEST

Max Royle Margaret England
City Manager Mayor-Commissioner
(SEAL)

RES 2020-XX
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Apenda ltemye

Meeting Dats__7-6-20
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner 5amora
Commissioner Run
FROM: Max Royle, City M:
DATE: June 26, 2020
SUBIJECT: City Building West of Former City Hall: Consideration of Leasing Part of It

INTRODUCTION

The huilding is the former police garage. For years, the Civic Association leased it from the City for storage
and an office. The current lease expires on August 3, 2020. At your May 4, 2020, meeting, you approved
a motion to let the iease with the Civic Association expire.

ATTACHMENTS

Attached for your information is the following:

a. Pages 1-4, the minutes of that part of your May 4" meeting when you discussed the Civic
Association's request that the lease be renewed.

b. Pages 5-9, the lease with the Civic Association that expires this coming August 3.

USE OF THE BUILDING

The interior space of the former police garage is approximately 800 square feet. The Police Department
and the County Fire and Marine Rescue want to use half of it for their needs. This would be 400 square
feet on the east side of the building.

The land use district where the building is located is Institutional. The permitted uses in an Institutional
land use district are city offices, farmers’ markets, school, churches, museums, recreational facilities,
medical clinics, hospitals, public utilities, and parking lots. Office use is not listed as a permitted use.
Whether storage facilities are a permitted or not a permitted use is not shown in the Table of Uses in the
Land Development Regulations for an institutional Land Use District.

Despite that lack of clarity about storage as a permitted use, it is reasonable to conclude that since half of
the building will be used for storage by the Police Department and the County, the remaining half could
be used for storage by another organizatian.

The Civic Association has told the City Manager that it is interested in using the remaining space for
storage. The Asscciation would make some of that space available to the Bocce League for its storage
needs. The Association would put in a door so that the space would be accessible.



ACTION REQUESTED

It is that the Commission decide whether the City should have a new lease with the Civic Association for
it to use the remaining 400 square feet of the former police garage for storage and, if so, the rent that
should be charged.

Angther possibility is for the City to advertise for proposals from non-profit, civic, charitable organizations
that need storage space. The rent for it couid be based on what the private market in the area charges for
storage space or what the Commission decides should be charged.

However, consideration should be given to the fact that there may not be any non-profit organizations
other than the Civic Association interested in the space, which is small and will be inaccessible unless the
organization is willing to put in a door.



4.

MINUTES OF MAY 4, 2020, CILY COMMLSSICN MEEITNG

Former Police Department Garage at Former City Hall; Request by Civic Association to
Renew Lease (Presenter: Mr. Bill Jones, Civic Association President}

Mayor England introduced Item 1 and then asked City Manager Royle for a staff report.
Mr. Merrill Roland asked for a copy of what was being handed out, Exhibit 2.
Mayor England advised staff to give a copy to the public.

City Manager Royle advised that the Police Department moved to the new police station in
1999, then the Civic Association asked for a year to year lease for the garage after the palice
moved. He said that the Civic Association wanted to use it for the farmers market and other
events. in 2006 the lease changed from a garage to office use. Every five-years the lease has
been renewed at a cost of $1 per year. The lease expires In August 2020. He advised that on
February 19, 2020, Mr. Jones, President of the Civic Association, asked to renew the lease via
email and then gave a formal request with what the building would be used for.

After an interruption from the public regarding Exhibit 3 not being given to the virtual
Commissioners, Mayor England asked the Commission to not look at Exhibit 3 until Mr. Jones
speaks.

[

Mr. Bill Jones, President of Civic Association, advised that Exhibit 3 is a script of what he is
saying to ‘the Cornmission, but appreciated Mr. Roland’s concern for transparency of the
meeting. He explained that the Civic Association rented the garage and painted a beach mural
on the outside of the building to enhance Pier Park. He commented that the Civic Association
has allowed other non-profits in the community use the facility as well. He explained that the
Civic. Association does not have the farmers market anymore due te 5t. Johns County bidding
itout. He commented that the Civic Association operates the Music by the Sea concerts, City’s
Christmas Tree event, gives free Wifi for Pier Park, and always promotes the City. He
commented that the Potice Department has a need for housing their four-wheel vehicles in
the garage and explained that the Civic Association would be willing to change the layout of
the garage to fit the Police Department needs and could do so immediately. He commented
that St. Johns County expressed an interest in the garage as well for rescue vehicles to be on
the beach and suggested that St. Johns County could use the Mosquito Cantrol property,
which is less than a mile away. The Civic Association recommended forming a think tank
consisting of citizens and interested parties to develop the whole property and to find
funding. He requested to renew the lease for five-years at a 51 per year with an escape clause
if a need arises from the City.

Mayor England noted that the emails have been received from the members of the Civic
Assgciation to the Cammission. She then asked if the Commission had any questions at this
time. Being none, Mayor England asked Commander Ashlock to give his prasentation.

Commander Ashlock advised that the City’s Police Department and St. Johns County would
like to use the garage for rescue vehicles, to shelter the vehicles from the elements, and to
save time coming from the Police Department to the beach. He explained two different
options and showed a presentation, (Exhibit 4).

Mavor England asked Commander Ashlock if the Police Department wants to take over the
garage or if the Police Department wants to share the space with the Civic Association.



Commander Ashlock advised that the Police Department would need more space than the
Civic Association has suggested. He commented that the Police Department would like the
entire building because the space is not conducive to put multi vehicles in the space suggested
by the Civic Association.

Police Chief Hardwick advised that he does not want air conditioning or office space and is
looking for a place to store at least two ATV's in the summertime. He explained that St. Johns
County rescue vehicles are bigger because they carry patients. He commented that all the
local agencies around us do not have storage either and explained that the Police
Department’s ATV's were in the elements under the parking garage at Embassy Suites for two
to three years. He explained that he has three ATV's that need protection, which are stored
at Embassy Suites and the Police Department. One of the ATV's was unserviceable and is now
at Public Works.

Discussion ensued regarding storing the vehicles closer to the beach and service calls at night
are handled by police officers.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, wanted the garage to be a police
substation and not just for storage. He asked the Commission not to renew the lease.

Merrill Roland, 6281 Old Dixie Drive, St. Augustine, FL, advised that the Civic Association has
a sponsor that owns a storage facility; the Civic Association did not get a permit or inspections
for their construction in 2006; Civic Association has been subletting and is against the
contract; Civic Association came in last place in the bidding process for the farmers market;
the Civic Association does not provide WiFi; and is not a good security risk to take.

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that the insurance rates will not be the
same with the Police Department and the Civic Association sharing the same building; and
Police Department needs to be on the beach because of the COVID-19. He requested that
the Police Department take over the building.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and asked for any further Commission
discussion.

Vice Mayor Kostka explained that at the time the lease was made, there was no need for the
garage. She advised that the City needs to take care of their resources and it takes time for
the Police Department to go to calis on the beach because they have no storage at the beach,
which could make a difference to someone’s life. She agrees with sharing the space with St.
Johns County and believes that the Police Department does have a need and should take the
garage over. She explained that City should rent facilities at fair market value and advised
that her storage unit 10 x 25 feet is $125 a month.

Commissioner Samora advised that the garage is sought after and agreed with Vice Mayor
Kostka that times have changed and there is a need for the Police Department. He
commented that we need to take care of the City’s needs first, St. Johns County needs second
and if something can he worked out with the Civic Association that would be fine. He advised
that it could be for the Police Department only if they need it, but if they want to share with
St. lohns County it’s fine.



Commissioner George commended the Civic Association for their community involvement
and their teamwork on problem solving this issue. She agreed with the other Commissioners
and advised that public safety is the City's number one priority, especially now and
preservation of City assets are important as well. She pointed out that the City’s Land Use
Regulations do not allow storage facilities or office spaces and because the Civic Association
does not have the farmers market, it might be illegal to allow them to lease the property. She
agreed with public safety first but thanked the Civic Association for all they do in the
community.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed with all the Commissioners regarding public safety. He thought
that it was great that St. Johns County could utilize the space as welt and would like to build
bridges with them. He commented that if the City and 5t. Johns County does not need all the
space, then a discussion could be done with the Civic Association.

Mayer England explained that the City needs should come first; however, the Civic Association
has worked and has been a benefit to the City for years and so if the City takes back the
garage, the City should help them out month to month if they are going to share space. She
wanted to give more time to the Civic Association to find another location.

Vice Mayor Kostka disagreed with Mayor England. She advised that the City is not able to put
stipulations on what the Police Department should use the space for. She explained that the
lease does not expire until August 2020 and for 15 years they have had the building for free.
She commented that the Commission must put the City's needs first. She suggested giving
the building to the Police Department and letting the lease expire.

Commissioner Samora said that the City's needs come first, County second and the Civic
Association third. He commented that there are three months for the them to work it out,
which is enough time. He said if the Civic Association needs mare time, the Commission could
discuss it then.

Commissioner George advised that the Police Department and Civic Association have time to
work out the details. She commented that safety must come first and the concerts and other
events that the Civic Association put on are not essential. She agreed with the lease being
terminated.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed with Commissioners Samora and George, which is a good
compromise for everyone. He asked if the Police Department takes the lease over, do they
have sole discretion of who they allow to use the building.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the Police Department does not need a lease but wanted that
confirmed by the City Attorney.

Assistant City Attornéy Douglas advised that it would not be a lease to the Police Department
because it was an asset of the City.

Police Chief Hardwick asked the Commission to allow the Police Department and St. Johns
County lay out the footprint of the building and see if there is any space left over. He
explained that he does not want to sublease the building.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to allow the lease between the Civic Association and the City of $t. Augustine Beach



ta expire at the end of the term and turn the use and control of the building over ta the Police
Department to prioritize shared use with County Fire and Rescue, Marine Rescue, the Public
Works Department, and Beach Services. Moved by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Commissioner George advised that she would second the motion if Vice Mayor Kostka would
amend the motion to allow the lease to expire. She asked for clarification if the use must be
determined.

City Attorney Douglas advised that the motion does not have to include the use.
Vice Mayor Kostka agreed and amended her motion.

Motion: to allow the lease to expire between the Civic Association and the City of St
Augustine Beach. Moved by Vice Mayor Kostka, Seconded by Commissioner George.

Roll call as follows:

Mayor England YES
Vice Mayor Kostka YES
Commissioner George YES
Commissioner Rumrell YES
Commissioner Samora YES

Motion passed unanimously,



LEASE

THIS LEASE agreement made and entered into thisﬂ‘lda)- of éssqus"' . 2015, by and
betsveen the City of St. Augustine Beach, a Florida municipal corporation (the "City"). and
the Augustine Beach Civic Association. Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, (the
"Tenant™). whose address is 2200 AlA Beach Blvd, St. Augustine Florida, 32080.

WITNESSEI'H:

That for and in consideration of the mutual covenants herein after contamed. the
parties mutuatly agree as follows:

l.  Recitals. The following recitals are true and constitute a material inducement
to the City to enter info this Lease Agreement: The City is the owner in fee simple
absolute of certain property iocated adjacent to the County Pier Parking Lot, said
property heing formerly used by the City as the Police Garage (the "Garage”). The City
is agreeable to leasing the Garage to the Ienant to enable it fo provide storage space
for the operation of Tenant's Farmers' Market and for other civic activities, The City
does not have an immediate need for the Garage. The City finds that such activities
serve a public purpose for the betterment of the citizens of the City.

2. Consideration. The Tenant agrees that during the term of this [case that it will
continue to provide civic related activities and services of the nature currently provided to
the citizens of the City and will pay the City the sum of $1,00 a vear and provide
insurance as hereinafter provided. Additionally the Tenant shall maintain all glass and
non-structural elements of the building and its mechanical and electrical systems in a good
and workmanlike manner. It will paint the exterior and interior of the building. The Cits
will maintain structural elements of the building including the roof. Any alterations to the
buriding will require the advance approval of the City Commission

3. Term of Lease. The term of the lease shall be for tive (5) vears uniess sooner
terminated by the City Commission as herem provided. | he City Commission in the ey ent
that the fands leased to the Tenant shall ke required for another public use, in 1ts sole
discretion, upon ninety (90} day notice elect to terminate this Lease, The Lease shall also be
terminated without notice in the event ot the filing of a petition for bankruptcy by the Tenant
or the Tenant's filing of an assignment for the benefit of creditors. 1t is understood that upon
application the Association shall have the right to renew this lease for one additional term of
five {5) years upon the same terms and conditions, Lipon termination of this |.ease. w hether
by expiration of the terrn hereof or early termination as above provided. the Tenant shall in a
goud and workmanlike manner, remove any of its improvements from the land. In the event
that the Tenant shall fail or refuse to remove such improvements. the City may cause such
improvements to be removed and may recover from the Tenant the cost of such demolition.

4. Insurance. For »0 long as this Lease shall remam in full force and effect. the
Tenant shall maintain a general hability policy, naming the City as an additional insured.
such policy to be in form, content. and amount satisfactory to the City. Certificates of such
insurance shall be filed with the City Manager at such intervals. as the City Manager shall
prescribe.
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5. Assignment and Subletting of Lease. This lease is non-assignable. 1he demised
premises shall be not be used for any commercial purposes or for any purpose primarily
for the benefit of private individuals Tenant's unique composition s the sole reason for
City procuring this Agreement. Tenant shall not sublei the property.

6. Recording of this Instrument. This instrumcnt shall be not be recorded.
Recordation of this lease by the Tenant or by anvone acting on its behalf shall act as an
automatic termination of this lease.

7.  Tenant Improvements. Tenant shall not make any improvements, alterations,
or modifications to the property without the approval of City.

8. Binding Effect. The burdens of this Agreement shali be binding upon. and the
benefits of this Agreement shall inure to only the parties to this Agreement.  |his.
Agreemeni is made for ihe sole benefii and protection of ihe parties no oiher persons shali
have any nght of action hereunder.

9.  Applicable Law; Jurisdiction of Venue. This Agreement. and the rights and
obligations of the parties hereto as they may appear herein. shall be governed by,
construed under, and entorced in accordance with the laws of the State of Florida. Venue
for any litigation pertaining to the suhject matter hereof shall be exclusively in state court
in St. Johns City, Florida. The partics waive tnal by jury. If any provision of this
Agreement, or the application thercof to any person or circumstances, shall to any extent
be held invalid or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction. then the remainder
of this Agreement shall be valid and enfurceable to the fullest cxtent permitted by law,
The fact that this Agreement does not detail all laws. rules, regutations, permits,
conditions, terms and restrictions that must be satisfied to complete the development
contemplated by this Agreement shall not relieve any party, or iy successors in interest of
the obligation to comply with the law governing such permit requirements. conditions.
terms. and restrictions.

1%, Joint Preparation. Preparation of this Agreement has been a joint etfort of the
partics and the resulting document shall not, solely as a matter of judicial construction. be
cunstrued more scvercly against one of the parties than the other.

11. Exhibits.  All exhibits attached herete contain additional terms of this
Agreement and are incorporated heretn by reference.

12. Captions or Paragraph Headings. Captions and paragraph headings
contained (n this Agreement are for conventence and reference only. and in no way define,
describe, extend or limit the scope of intent of this Agreement. nor the intent of any
provisian hereof. "

13. Counterparts, This Agreement may be executed in scveral counterparts, each
constituting a duplicate original, but all such counterparts constituting one and the same
Agreement.

14. Effective Date. This Agreement shall become effective as of the date signed by
all parties.


https://exclusi\.cl

15. Amendment. This Apreement may only be amended by written instrument
signed by the parties.

16. Limitation on City’s Damages. Cuy’s liability under this Apreement shall be
solely and exclusively limited to the amount to be paid to City by Tenant and Tenant shall
have no other remedy at law or in cquity for any breach of contract or other action related
to the matiers herein.

17. Notice to Third Parties. Tcnant shall notify each of its contractors,
subcontractors, supplicrs, vendors. invitees. guests and others that Tenant acts on its own
account and not for the City and that the City assumes no responsibility for the pay ment or
protection thereof

18. Waste and Damage. Tenant agrees to ncither permit or commif waste or
damage to the Citv's Property. facilities. equipment. furnishings, structures and space that
are the subject of this Agreement and further agrees to cemply with all applicable federat,
state, county and city Jaws and rules and regulations, including payment ot all applicable
taxes and compliance with all laws and regulaticny pertaining to its operations.  Upon
termination of this Agreement by lapse of time or otherwise. Tenant agrees that its right to
use the facilities. structures and spacc which are the subject of this Agreement shall be
terminated and that Tenant shall leave same n at Jeast as good 4 condition as received.
reasonable wear and tear eacepted.

19. Hazards and Chemicals. Tenant represents and warrants that no Hazardous
Materials wilt be generated. stored, disposed of or are present on or within any part of the
City’s Property. Tenant shall indemnify, defend, protect and hold City harmiess from and
against any and all claims, costs, fines, judgments, hability, actions, causes of action, licns
and expenscs: ncluding, without [imitation. penalties and reasonable attorney’s fees.
incurred or suffered by or asserted against City, arising out of or in any way relating to
any one or more of the fallowing which are not caused by Tenant: (a) the presence of any
Hazardous Materials in, on, or under the Citv's Property. (b) any past, present or
threatened release of Hazardous Materials in. on, under or from the City's Property; and
{c) any activity by Tenant in connection with any actual. proposed or threatened use.
treatment. storage, eaistence. disposition or other release. production. manutacturing,
management, sbatement, removal. handling. transfer or other means in connection with
the City's Property.

20. Maintenance, Utilities and Trash Collection. The Tenant shall be responsible
for the maintenance and cleaning of the City's Property. The Tenaot shall be responsible
for water, sewcr, electric and any other utilities. Tenant shail be responsible tor regular
cleaning of the City’'s Property and shall maintain the City’s Property in a clean and safe

condition,

21. No Discrimination. 7T¢nant shall operate in a fair and reasonable manner and
shalil not discriminate against any person on the basis of race, color, religion, sex. familial
status. national origin. handicap, sexual ofientation, gender identity or expression . or any
other reason prohibited by law.
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22. Other Regulations. Tenant is also required to fully comply with all federal,
state, and focal laws pertaining to their use of the Garage.

23, Indemmity. Tenant agrees to indemnify and save City harmless trom any
liability, clatm or demand by any thwed parts resulting from or arising out of the Tenant’s
actions under this Agreement or s use or occupancy ot the City’s Property that 1s the
subject of this Agreement. The indemnity provisions of this section shall survive the
termination of this Agreement

24. Severability. [f any provision of this Agreement or the apphcation of this
Agreement fo any cntity or circumstances becomes invalid or uncntorceable to any extent,
then the remainder of this Agreement or the application of such provisions to such other
entity or circumstance will not be affected by such invalidity or unenforgeability and will
be enforced to the greatcst extent permitted by law.

25. Waiver. No consent or waiver, expressed or implied, by any Party 1o or of any
breach or default by the other Party in the performance by such other Party of the
obligations under this Agreement will be deemed or construed to be a consent or waiver to
or of any other breach or default in the performance by such other Party of the same or any
other obligations of such other Party under this Agreement. Failure on the part of a Party
to complain of any act or {ailure to act of the other Party or to declare such other Party in
default, irrespective of how long such failure continues, will not constitute a waiver by
such Party of'its rights under this Agreement

26. Notices. All notices, demands, requests and othee communications required or
permitted under this Agreement (a “Notce™) must be in writing and will be deemed to
have been duly given (a) upon the date of the Notice if delivered personalty, or (b) by
tacsimile or electronic mail provided that a duplicate copy is promptly mailed by U5
Mail, certified. return receipt requested. or (c) upon the date following the date of the
Notice 1f delivered by overnight courier which provides a receipt. such ay Federal Express.
In each casc the Notice must have adequate postage prepaid. addressed to the appropriatc
Party and marked to a particular individual's attention as provided m this Section. The
Notice will be effective upon being so deposited. but the time period in which a response
to any Notice must be given or any action taken with respect to the Notice will commence
to run from the datc of receipt of the Notice by the addressee as evidenced by the return
receipt. Rejection or other refusal by the addressee to accept or the inability of the United
States Postal Service or air courier service to deliver because of a changed address of
which no Notice was given will be deemed to be the receipt of the Notice sent as of the
Business Day following deposit I either Party to this Agreement changes their address.
that Party must notity the other Party of such change by Notice delivercd 1n accordance
with this Section. Any person acquiring any interest in the Property will he eniitled 1o
receive copies of Notices upon giving Notice to the other Party of its name and address
and the nature of its interest. The initial addresses ot the Parties will be as set forth below:

27, For the City’  City Manager

City of St. Augustine Beach
2200 Al A South
St Augustine Beach, Florida 32080
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For Tenant:

T ﬂu'?-.s".‘"/fv‘z: A B2

IN WITNESS WHEREOFE, the Parties have hereunto caused these presents to be executed,
this the day and vear first above writlen.

. AU GU'QTINE BEACH

ATTES BY:

Secretary President (/" 0 ‘!ﬁh’

CITY OF ST. AU USTINE BEACH

7 ; ,
ATTEST A //L BY: 74 cee &

City Manager Mayor-Commissioner

o>
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MEMORANDUM Mecting Date, 7-6-20
TO: Max Royle, City Manager
FROM: William Tredik, P.E. Public Works Director

DATE: July 6, 2020

SUBJECT: Amendment #32 to Contract with CMT (formerly Stone Engineering)
Engineering Services - City of St Augustine Beach Vulnerability
Assessment and Adaptation Plan

DISCUSSION

In 2019, the City applied to the Florida Resilient Coastlines Program (FRCP) for financial
assistance to conduct a Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptation Plan (the Plan). The
purpose of the Plan is to identify and analyze the City's vulnerability to flooding due to
storm surge and sea level rise and develop an adaptation plan to guide the City in future
decision making. On March 3, 2020 the FRCP notified the City of the anticipated award
of $72,500 for the subject project in the State of Florida 2020-2021 fiscal year, beginning
July 1, 2020. The grant does not require a City match.

The Plan will include the following three major work elements:

1. Update the City GIS system with Drainage and Topographic Mapping to determine
areas vulnerable to sea level rise and storm surge.

2. Update the City Master stormwater model to include new data within the
stormwater master plan area. An informational public workshop partnering with
the Northeast Florida Regional Council will be conducted at the completion of the
modeling update.

3. Synthesize the results from the first two phases with the results of the analysis of
the sea level rise scenarios evaluated based on implementation feasibility, public
acceptance, effective sustainability, and cost.

The Plan will be used in development of future capital improvement programs and will be
reviewed and presented to the City Commission for approval at a public meeting.
Following this second public meeting, policy strategies may be developed to reduce flood
risk from sea level rise and storm surge. These strategies may include policy objectives,
land use policies, land acquisition, regulatory strategies, and incentive-based programs



The City’s continuing contract engineering consultant, CMT, is uniquely qualified to
develop the Plan due to their detailed knowledge of the City’'s Master Drainage Plan and
their past development and possession of a citywide stormwater model. The existing
stormwater model will be updated — rather than being developed from scratch — thus
saving significant time and expense. Per the terms of the grant agreement, the Plan must
be complete by April 30, 2021. The time savings associated with utilizing and updating
the existing CMT citywide stormwater model is essential to the completion of the Pan
within the required timeframe and available funding.

ACTION REQUESTED

Approve Amendment #32, Engineering Services, City of St Augustine Beach
Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptation Plan.



AMENDMENT NO. 32
City of St. Augustine Vulnerability Assessment

THIS AMENDMENT is made as of , 2020, by and between
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH (City) and, Crawford, Murphy & Tilly (CMT) (formerly STONE
ENGINEERING GROUP). This Amendment to the City / CMT Agreement for Professional Engineering
Services is in connection with the City's efforts to complete the assessment evaluation of the above
referenced project.

SECTION 1: PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

St. Augustine Beach has received a grant from the Florida Department of Environmental Protection
(FDEP) Florida Resilient Coastlines Program (FRCP) to conduct a Coastal Vulnerability Assessment and
Adaptation Pian (the Plan). The grant contract is scheduled to be in effect on July 1,2020.The Plan will
include analysis of City vulnerabilities to sea level rise, extreme tides, and storm surge, and propose
adaptation measures to mitigate the effects. Strategies implemented will support resiliency planning
efforts and guide future capital improvement plan development. Plan development will include a level of
coordination with the Northeast Florida Regional Council (NEFRC) and a level of engagement with the
citizenry in considering the need to invest in a sustainable future mitigation against sea level rise. The
findings in the Plan will be used to evaluate and prioritize future capital improvements and resiliency
measures. The Plan will consist of the following three primary tasks:

1. Updating City GIS system with Drainage and Topographic Mapping to determine areas
vulnerable to sea level rise and storm surge, including:
= Analyze the City’'s coastal dune system to find vulnerabilities to storm surge
» Update and analyze public and private drainage conveyances to determine
vulnerability to backflow from the Matanzas River and Salt Run
» Mapping of all low-lying lands which may provide overland conveyance of storm surge
into the City of St. Augustine Beach

2. Updating the City Master stormwater model to include new data within the stormwater master
plan area, including:

= Running the updated model for high tide conditions during two sea level rise scenarios
with current 25-year and 100-year rainfall events.

* Develop GIS maps showing inundation asscciated with various model runs. This
process will yield a comprehensive set of maps and an interactive GIS data base to
allow for the results to be displayed dynamically at public workshops and public
hearings and using the NEFRC’s Regional Resilience Exposure Tool. will be utilized to
further public engagement by summarizing the results through a PowerPoint
presentation and other appropriate graphic methods.

Synthesize the results from the first two phases with the results of the analysis of the sea level rise
scenarios evaluated based on implementation feasibility, public acceptance, effective sustainability,
and cost. The final prioritized implementation plan to be used in development of future capital
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improvement programs and will be reviewed and acted upon by the City Commission and presented
at a public meeting. Following this second public meeting, policy strategies may be developed to
reduce flood risk from sea level rise and storm surge. These strategies may include policy objectives,
land use policies, land acquisition, regulatory strategies, and incentive-based programs.

SECTION 2: SCOPE OF SERVICES:
CMT will be provide services and deliverables to the City as described in the following three tasks:

Task 1 — Existing Information, Field Evaluation and Update Existing GIS layers

Existing Information Use- Determine, using available County Lidar data, County property data,
existing City Stormwater master plan, recent design improvement projects and field reconnaissance
to identify areas within the City of St. Augustine Beach matching the available above geographic data,
vulnerable to sea level rise, extreme tides and storm surge.

Data Input Into GIS- CMT will gather, compile, and assist the City in the input of available existing/
most recent survey, lidar, and other topographical information to be used in populating/updating GIS
layers in the City's GIS database. CMT field reconnaissance will attempt to confirm conflicting
available data to further identify and represent within the GIS system a pathway in which storm surge
and coastal flooding could inundate the City.

Presentation and Report Based Graphics- Using this supplemental data incorporated into the City
GIS system, CMT will create a graphic representation of the identified areas within the City vulnerable
to flooding due to their elevation and connection to receiving waters. These maps intended to be of
sufficient resolution to identify specific parcels subject to flooding.

Deliverables - CMT will submit to the City the following digital deliverables on or before the
Task/Deliverable Due Date listed in the Project Timeline:

» Mapping showing the City’'s coastal dune system, highlighting areas vulnerable to penetration or
over-wash from storm surge.

s Mapping showing identified public/private drainage connections to receiving waters, including
internal low-lying areas subject to coastal flooding through backflow of drainage conveyances

+ Copy of any survey, field investigation data and other raw data collected or used during Task 1

Task 2 — Update with New input Data/ Rerun the Stormwater Model for Sea Level Rise Impacts

Update the Master ICPR Model - CMT will incorporate within the existing boundaries of the City
Stormwater Master Plan ICPR stormwater model, any new differing information gathered in Task 1.
The updated model will be run for two pre-established St. Johns County EMS sea level rise scenarios
and in conjunction with established current 25 year-24-hour storm events and a 100 year-24-hour
storm events. The inundation data associated with the various model runs will be compared and
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coordinated within the relevant GIS data. This process will yield the capabilities for a comprehensive
set of maps and an interactive GIS data base.

Public Workshop-An informational public workshop will be conducted at the completion of the
modeling update to present maps and graphics and to summarize the results through a PowerPoint
presentation

Deliverables - CMT will submit to the City the following deliverables on or before the
Task/Deliverable Due Date listed in the Project Timeline:

+ Summary report describing the methods and results of updating the stormwater model

s All model input files as well as link-node diagram(s).

o Existing Conditions model results associated with the two rainfall events and two predicted sea
level rise scenarios.

s A version of the maps developed from the GIS system in Task 1 refined with modified flood
inundation results from the ICPR model runs.

¢ Public workshop and associated presentations and exhibits.

Task 3 — Incorporate Results & Finalize the Coastal Vulnerability Assessment Plan.

Comprehensive Report - The results of the Tasks 1 and 2 will be incorporated into a comprehensive
report identifying the City’s vulnerabilities to extreme tides from sea level rise and storm surge. The
final report shall include exhibits of areas vulnerable to coastal flooding for the various selected storm
events. The final report shall also make recommendations as to how the vulnerable areas may be
made more resilient and protected in the future. The Plan will identify key strategies and options
which could be implemented in future capital improvements programs.

Public Meeting/ City Commission Presentation-A final public meeting will be conducted at the
completion of the plan, presenting the results through a PowerPoint presentation. The meeting to be
coordinated with the City Commission's normally scheduled meeting to act on the report.

Deliverables - CMT will submit to the City the following deliverables on or before the
Task/Deliverable Due Date listed in the Project Timeline:

s Report on the updated stormwater model with strategies included to determine effectiveness of
proposed solutions.

o Final Coastal Vulnerability Assessment Plan with exhibits.

s Attend second public meeting/City Commission meeting and prepare associated presentations
and exhibits,
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SECTION 3: PROFESSIONAL FEES
Tasks 1 through 3 will be paid as fixed fee tasks not to exceed the following:

Task 1 $ 17,500
Task 2 $ 35,000
Task 3 $ 20,000
Total Fee: $ 72,500

SECTION 4: SCHEDULE

The schedule is predicated on a contract date and NTP of no later than July 1,2020. The deliverables of
this agreement are established based upon NTP of the same date. Deliverables for Tasks 1 through 3 will
be provided on or before the following dates:

Task 1 September 30, 2020
Task 2 December 31, 2020
Task 3 March 31, 2021

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the parties have made and executed this Amendment, the day month and year
first above written.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA

By: =
Margaret England, Mayor
ATTEST:
By:
Max Royle, City Manager
CMT
By:

It's Florida Manager: Gary L. Sneddon
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Apanda [t # 8._._.._..

Weeting Date_/—6720

MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissicner George
Commissioner Samara
Commissioner Rumrel
FROM: Max Royle, City Manag
DATE: June 25, 2020
SUBIJECT: Accessing Private Property from Dead-End Streets: Review of Proposal

Pyrus Street, east of State Road AlA, is a short street that dead ends at the western boundary of a home
at 240 Bluebird Lane in the Island Hammock subdivision. At your June 1% meeting, some Pyrus Street
residents complained to you about the 240 Bluebird Lane residents using the end of Pyrus for access to
their property. The outcome of the discussion was that Mayar England would meet with the residents and
Commander Ashlock of the Police Department to work an a solution. The Mayor asked the City staff fora
City policy on accessing private property from dead-end streets. The minutes of the discussion are
attached as pages 1-4.

Attached as page 5 is a brief memo from the Building Official, in which he proposes that Section 6.02.03
(page 6 attached) of the Land Development Code he amended to provide for a fee and a permit approved
by the Public Works Director to access private property from a public right-of-way.

ACTION REQUESTED

It's that you discuss Mr. Law’s propaosal with him. If you agree with it, then the City Attorney can draft an
ordinance for first reading at your August 3" meeting.



FROM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSION MMETING, JUNE 1, 2020

NEW BUSINESS

4. Access to City Street from Private Property: Consideration of Pyrus Street Barricade Proposal
{Presenters: Christopher Cygul and Kristy Lee Wilson, 493 Pyrus Street)

Mayor England introduced Item 6 and then asked Christopher Cygul and Kristy Lee Wilson to
the podium.

Christopher Cygul, 493 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, thanked everyone for being here
physically and through Zoom. He explained that on his street there is a construction problem,
but not a dispute with the neighbors. Anissue came up regarding the use of the right-of-way
on Pyrus Street, which is a dead end. He requested the Commission consider the proposal to
make 2 barricade on the right-of-way, which has been done on other streets facing the beach
side within the City. He explained that Pyrus Street is not a major thoroughfare and wants to
promote safety and not allow trucks, trailers, and heavy equipment to go through the
barricade. He requested only pedestrian traffic. He said there is a lack of a fence bordering
Bluebird Street. He explained that the owners removed the fence approximately in August
20189, which causes a lack of privacy for the homeowners on Bluebird Street. He advised that
the Bluebird Street owners advised that the owners on Pyrus Street do not allow the owners
of Biuebird Street privacy. The homeowners on Bluebird Street have four-wheel vehicles, a
pickup truck, and a trailer. The Pyrus Street homeowners have noticed safety concerns that
the Bluebird Street owners are doing on their property in regard to tree removal and had an
arborist come to the property who said there were several widow-maker trees that could fall.
He explained that since the fencing has been removed, cameras have been installed facing
the Pyrus Street residents. He commented that the Pyrus Street homeowners want a peacefu!
solution. He requested the Commission to have the City install barricades to protect the
people on Pyrus Street and other streets that face Island Hammock. He explained that the
tree surgeon does not advise running over the roots of a very la rge magnolia tree with trucks.
He advised that his goal is have a pedestrian entrance to the property and if the City cannot
install barricades, how long will it take the owner on Bluebird Street to put her fence back up
and explained that it has been down for nine months.

Mayor England asked what exactly Mr. Cygul wanted.

Mr. Cygul advised that he wants a barricade to be installed by the City with a gate for
pedestrian walkway as other streets within the City have.

Mayor England asked if the City ever installed fences previously.

City Manager Royle advised that on streets the City has installed two posts with two
crossbeams on dead end streets. He explained that if the homeowners want a gate, the
homeowners will have to provide that.

Commissioner Rumrell spoke with Building Official Law regarding installing a horse fence that
would be on the right-of-way and asked City Attorney Douglas if the City has a right to do that.

Building Official Law agreed with Commissioner Rumrell and advised by doing this it would
show that the City did not take sides between the neighbors. He suggested a gate if the
Commission wanted so people could access the public right-of-way; however, what is done



on one street must be done on all streets. He explained that each street would cost
approximately $100.

City Attorney Douglas advised that the Commission couid install what they want on their right-
of-way.

Commissioner Samora asked Building Official Law about 10, 9t 13™ 14™ and 15" Streets
that have the same type of dead-end streets.

Building Official Law advised that yes, they have two hotizontal rails, but he would ask for a
two by four cap to help steady the rails, especially if a gate is installed.

Mayor England recapped that what was requested is to construct fencing at all dead-end
streets in the City’s as the budget allows.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
Commission:

Fiona Godfrey, 240 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, read a statement into the record
{Exhibit 5).

City Attorney Douglas advised that the Commission does not have to vote tonight on the
recommendation staff made. He encouraged the Commission to strive for consistency
throughout the City.

Mayor England asked for more research and to get the information to the Commission.

Commissioner Rumrell spoke with Commander Ashlock and Assistant City Attorney Taylor.
He advised that the City does not want to get involved in a civil dispute and explained that
the City could install a barricade on the City’s right-of-way. He also advised that if the
homeowners want in the future to get a special use permit for a pool, they could apply for it
and the City could take the barricade down and then reinstall it.

Commissioner George has seen similar disputes to remove barricades from the private right-
of-way when a neighbor did not want access. There is a section in the code that requires a
permit to put anything in a right-of-way that could block access. She explained that she is
withholding on voting on this issue because she has a perceived conflict of interest with regard
to one of the property owners involved so she recused herself on voting.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked when the fencing on Bluebird Lane would be completed.

Mr. Godfrey, 240 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, disputed the comments by Mr. Cygul.
He explained that he has been following the law by using his truck and trailer, but Pyrus
residents barricaded them for using the right-of-way by putting wood, tables, etc. in their way
and he could not get his truck and trailer out. The police have been called several times by
Pyrus residents. He wants to clean up the backyard and put up the fencing. He explained that
there is no need for a barricade and advised that he has a construction fence there in the
meantime.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked when it will be done.

Mr. Godfrey advised it would take one month for the trees and another month for the fence.
He advised about 2 % months. He has been stopped for 1 % months due to altercations.



Mayor England asked City Attorney Douglas what the City should do without getting involved
in the neighborhood dispute.

City Attorney Douglas recommended that the City does not get involved in civil disputes
between neighbors. Staff has come up with a recommendation that has been given to the
Commission for a barricade and he does not see any legal obstacle in doing that if the
Commission agrees. The Commissicn is not required to vote on it tonight.

Mayor England asked if it is a City's decision on when the City or if the City should put up a
barricade. She asked if it would be a Commission decision.

City Attorney Douglas advised that he would have to research that and feels it would be more
of a staff level decision.

Mayor England suggested that staff bring back a policy to the Commission regarding this issue
at a future date.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the City does not need a policy on what to do with the City’s
rights-of-way. It is the City’s decision but wants more information on this before voting.

Carol Freudenberger, 244 Bluebird Lane, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that Pyrus Street
is directly behind her and she has a fence and a pool on her property, which has a gate on
Pyrus Street. She explained that her gate has been hoarded and nailed shut without her
permissioh and she cannot go cut'the back gate if she chooses to. She explained that the gate
was used for gas for the pool heater. She asked if a barricade were erected, would the gate
remain open. She advised that the street seems to be a public party place also.

Police Chief Hardwick advised that he reached out to the experts in the City, Building Official
Law and Public Works Director Tredik. Law enforcement does not get involved in civil
disputes; however, he wanted to not let it escalate. Commander Ashlock reached out to the
neighbors and educated them on the laws that the police enforce on the street. No criminal
actions have been taken by the neighbors. The problem is that the streets are not consistent
throughout the City and this issue will be coming up again with other streets.

Mayor England asked the staff to inform the Commission on what the City does on dead-end
streets and whether vehicle access is allowed. She also requested to find out if special permits
are needed for construction. She advised that she did not have enough information to make
solid decisions on this street.

Kristy Wilson, 493 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, wanted a dead-end street for safety
reasons for their four-year-old girl. Police have been called by Mr. and Mrs. Godfrey. Mrs.
Godfrey has filmed her child. She wants them to access the front of their property like
everyone else. She also runs over the roots of trees in other neighbors’ yards.

Jennifer Pessina, 91 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, objected to cameras pointed to her
house with her small child.

Kevin Pessina, 491 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that there are
unprofessionally cut trees that pose a danger to his house; fence panel that they took down
because the improperly moved their fence; not allowing filming of children; he would be
willing to place a fence on his property to stop this; and can use the gate at the end of the
street for non-vehicular access only.



Ed Swift, 2591 Hydrangea Street, {owner of dupiex 490 & 492 Pyrus Street), St. Augustine, FL,
he talked with the neighbors on Pyrus Street who seemed to be united and Bluebird neighbors
seem to have angered everycne. The trees and fencing have been down for months and the
staging area for the vehicles is on Pyrus Street. He advised that they live in a PUD in Island
Hammock and should use their street to remove trees and do construction.

Nick Ortiz, 492 Pyrus Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, agreed with Mr. Swift and over the last
five to six months this has been a problem and there seems to be no end in sight. The access
point being used was never accessed before after 40 years of trimming. He is in support of
the barricade.

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that city staff presented this item in a
disorganize way and requested mediation and requested to table this matter.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and advised that she would sit down with
the residents with Commander Ashlock to get a reasonable resolution. She asked staff for a
policy on dead-end streets regarding vehicle access or not. She suggested not taking any
action tonight but to come up with a City policy on dead-end streets.

Commissioner Samora agreed because he said this will not be the last time this issue comes
up: He suggested a policy with procedures and time constraints.

M'é\for- England advised that the two issues are vehicle access and pedestrian access and, in
the meantime, to work with the neighbors to get their construction done.

Commissioner George advised that it is great to work with a policy; however, the universal
policy needs to be very clear because lot access is a complicated issue, especially on the ocean
side and the side of the property. She said that a consistent policy might not be obtainable.



iz City of St. Augustine Beach Building and Zoning Department
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TO: Max Royle
FROM: Brian Law
SUBJECT: Right of ways access and permitting

DATE:  6-19-2020

Max

As a result of the ongoing neighboring disputes between residents at Pyrus street and Bluebird
Ln, I am proposing a code change to section 6.02.03 Rights-of-way of the City of St. Augustine
Beach Land Development Regulations as directed by the City Commission. This proposed
modification should provide another mechanism for the City to regulate its Rights-of-way. This
permitting process will be approved by the Public Works Director and the fee shall be placed in
the appropriate account as determined by the Finance Director. The current software, MCSJ,
used by City Staff will have no problem handling this new transaction.

Brian W Law CBQ, CFM, MCP
City of St. Augustine Beach
Director of Building and Zoning
2200 Al1A South

St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080
{904) 471-8758
blaw@cityofsab.org
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Sec. 6.02.03. - Rights-of-way.

A

Right-of-way widths. Right-of-way requirements for rcad construction shall be as specified in Table
6.02.02A of this Code. The right-of-way shall be measured from lot line to lot line.

Protection and use of rights-of-way.

1.

3.

No encroachment shall be permitted into existing rights-of-way, except for temporary use
authorized by the St. Augustine Beach City Commission.

Use of the right-of-way for public or private utilities, including, but not limited to, sanitary sewer,
potable water, teiephone wires, cable television wires, gas lines, or electricity transmission, shall
be allowed subject to the placement specifications in any applicable St. Augustine Beach
regulations. :

Sidewalks and bikeways shall be placed within the right-of-way.

Vacation of rights-of-ways. Applications to vacate a right-of-way shall be approved by ordinance
upon a finding that all of the following requirements are met:

1.

The requested vacation is consistent with the Transportation Circulation Element of the St
Augustine Beach Comprehensive Plan.

The right-of-way does not provide the sole access to any property. Remaining access shall not
be by easement.

T D T T oo T o Uity
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The proposed vacation is not detrimental to the public interest, and provides a positive benefit to
St. Augustine Beach.

The proposed vacation was not acquired or dedicated for state, county or federal highway
purposes.

The proposed vacation was not acquired or dedicated for utility purposes;

The proposed vacation does not provide access to the ocean and/or beach, or other
recreational resource;

The proposed vacation does not provide access to public drainage facilities.

No portion of a street or alley lying between two {2) intersecting streets shall be vacated unless
the entire portion of the street or alley between such intersecting streets is vacated.

Residential driveways in the city rights-of-way shal! be limited to a maximum of eighteen (18) feet in
width with a maximum five (5) by five (5) foot apron flair on either side. The city shall not be
responsible for the repair and maintenance of residential driveways in city rights-of-way.



APPENDIX A—LANTY DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS § 6.02.04

Sec. 6.02.03. Rights-of-way.

A. Right-of-way widths. Right-of-way require-
ments for road construction shall be as specified
in Table 6.02.02A of this Code. The right-of-way
shall be measured from lot line to lot line.

B. Protection and use of rights-of-way.

1.

No encroachment shall be permitted into
existing rights-of-way, except for
temporary use authorized by the St.
Augustine Beach City Commission,

Use of the right-of-way for public or
private utilities, including, but not limited
to, sanitary sewer, potable water,
telephone wires, cable television wires,
gas lines, or electricity transmission, shall
be allowed subject to the placement
specifications in any applicable St. Augus-
tine Beach repulations.

Sidewalks and bikeways shall be placed
within the right-of-way.

C. Vacation of rights-of-ways. Applications to
vacate a right-of-way shall be approved by
ordinance upon a finding that all of the following
reguirements are met:

1.

The requested vacation is consistent with
the Transportation Circulation Element
of the 8t. Augustine Beach Comprehensive
Plan.

The right-of-way does oot provide the
sole mccess to any property. Remaining
access shall not be by easement.

The vacation would not jeopardize the
current or futurc location of any utility.

The proposed vacation is not detrimental
to the public intercst, and provides a
positive benefit to St. Augustine Beuch.

The proposed vacation was not acquired
or dedicated for state, county or federal
highway purposes.

The proposed vacation was not acquired
or dedicated for ulilily purposes;

The proposed vacation does not provide
access to the ocean and/or beach, or other
recreational reaource;

Supp. No. &

8. The proposed vacation does not provide
access to public drainage facilities.

9. No portion of a street or alley lying
between two (2) intersecting streets shall
be vacated unless thé entire portion of
the street or alley between such intersect-
ing streets is vacated.

D. Residential driveways in the city rights-ot-
way shall be limited to a maximum of eighteen
{18) feet in width with a maximum five (5) by five
{5) foot apron flair on either side. The city shall
not be responsible for the repair and maintenance
of residential driveways in cily rights-of-way.
(Ord. No. 18-08, § 1(Exh. 1), 7-2-18; Ord. No.
18-18,§ 1, 1-7-19)
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Meeting Date_7-6-20

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell

e ., .av

FROM: Max Royle, City Manager/ v

DATE: June 25, 2020

SUBJECT: City Manager’s Response to Vice Mayor Kostka's Demand That He Resign
INTRODUCTION

Fifty minutes before your regular meeting on June 1, 2020, Vice Mayor Kostka emailed to each of you and
to me her demand that | resign immediately. {A copy of that email is attached as pages 1-3. Also, attached
as pages 4-5 are the minutes of that part of your June 1* meeting when the email was discussed.) { had
no advanced warning of the email and | am certain none of you did.

In it, she provided a number of reasons for her demand. Broadly, the reasons seem to be centered an
three topics:

1. My failure to communicate with you and the public from when the effects of the pandemic first
appeared in the state and the County.

2. My failure to attend COVID-19 briefings at the County’s Emergency Operations Center

3. My failure to provide plans in response to the Governor’s Executive Orders

Below is my response to each of these topics. | have added a fourth, which concerns certain comments
the Vice Mayor made in her email about expectations.

1. Communication

Vice Mayor Kostka wrote in the first full paragraph on page 2 of her resignation demand: “There is an
increased concern about the lack of effective communication with the Commission, other
intergovernmental agencies, and the public, especially during the recent COVID pandemic our city and the
entire nation experienced.”

Response: Because effective communication is so essential, | am going to put my communications with
the Commission, residents and other governmental agencies in the much larger context of the nearly 31
years that | have been employed by the City rather than just the two months that the Vice Mayor has
focused on. You can then judge from the record whether a lack of effective communication in the past
and the present has occurred or occurred often enough to form a pattern that has been detrimental to
the City. You can also decide whether any action or lack of action by me prevented the Commission and
the public from receiving information from the Governor, Emergency Operations Center, County Health
Department, and so on as the pandemic affected the state and our County during those two months.



Here is the context by which to evaluate the Vice Mayor's allegation about my lack of effective

communication.

d.

City newsletter. During the early 1990s, the Commission allowed me to start a quarterly City
newsletter. | took the photos for it, wrote all the copy for it, and often with the then-Deputy City
Clerk, Sharon Widdifield, prepared several thousand individual copies for mailing. The Record
printed the newsletter, which featured City government events, developments, City employees,
and other topics related to City matters that might be of interest to City residents. It was sent to
every residential address in the City other than large condominium complexes and was published
for 17 years. No resident or Commissioner ever complained that my communication in the
newsletter was lacking.

Monthly articles. Around 2009, a local monthly newspaper was purchased by Ms. Merriam Weeks.
Because she asked me to provide written material for it, the City discontinued the quarterly
newsletter. Each maonth for 11 years | wrote a main article and a City Hall Update report about
the decisions the Commission had made at its meeting. The newspaper was later purchased by
Mr. Cliff Logsdon and later by Mr. Michael Pounds. Because of his need for advertising space, Mr.
p
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newsletter under Hala Laquidara, the former Events Coaordinatar, my Update Repert and article
were included in it. That has continued to the present.

Agenda Items and Reports. Since luly 24, 1989, when | started with the City, | have prepared
thousands of pages of written material for agenda items and for reports to the Commission as
well as the original Beautification Advisory Committee. | have attended from that date to the
present every Commission regular, special and workshop meeting to communicate orally with the
Commission. From all that written material and what [ orally presented at the meetings, the
Commission has made or changed policies, approved ordinances, reseciutions, and conditionai use
permits, and an the basis of the material | wrote made other decisions. From July 24, 1989, to
June 1, 2020, no Commissioner has ever stated on the public record or to me personally that there
was a lack of effective communication from me. Could some reports have been improved?
Absolutely. Did | sometimes make mistakes? Most certainly. Did the Commission sometimes want
more information about a particular topic? Definitely, because | can’t read five different minds
and know in advance the questions individual Commissioners will ask and what additional
information a Commissioner may want.

Also, | have provided the foliowing information for many years: a) the report about City activities
at the end of the agenda books for each Commission regular meeting; b) the Pending Report in
the agenda books; c) the explanatory memo that | write to accompany the report on the City’s
budget that the Commission receives each month; and d} the budget message | have prepared for
the Commission’s first meeting on the budget for nearly three decades.

It needs to be noted here that all of the information in the agenda books has been available online
for years, so the residents can easily review it and tell me if there has been a lack of effective
communication.



Communications with the media. From 1977 when | first held a city management position to the
present, | have been responsive to the media. If a reporter calls me and | can answer the call
immediately, | talk to him or her. If a phone message is left, | return the call. This has been a
consistent pattern for over 40 years in public management as | believe my role with the media is
to help reporters get information about City matters to the public. It should be noted that | have
not been on TV much because | believe the Mayor should be the “face” for the City.

Communications with residents. In addition to the articles | have written over many years to
provide information to the residents, | have had other forms of communication with residents,
which | have made as hassle-free as possible. Telephone calls, emails, regular letters are
answered. Sometimes a resident wants to talk in person at the office. If | am not in a meeting, |
see the resident. No appointment is needed. During my frequent walks and bicycle rides around
the City, | say hello to people and am very approachable. Some people stop to talk, sometimes
with questions about City matters. Also, | have on occasion been the guest speaker about City
matters at Rotary Club and Civic Association meetings.

Communications with other governmental agencies. Since 1992, | have been secretary/treasurer
of the Northeast Florida League of Cities and have regularly talked with elected and appointed
officials of other area cities at the organization’s monthly meetings about matters of mutual
concern. During the 1990s, when the City was intensely involved in getting the beach restored, |
communicated regularly with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, St. Johns County elected officials
and staff, and on occasion with Tillie Fowler, the U.S. House Representative for St. lohns County.
With Mayor Pacetti, | attended numerous meetings in Jacksonville at the Corps’ regional office. |
have spoken on our City’s behatf to the Tourist Development Council, the St. Augustine Port,
Waterway, and Beach Commission, and in Tallahassee to the Florida Communities Trust, when
we were seeking grant funds for Hammock Dunes Park. | have accompanied previous Mayors or
Commissioners to meetings with the persons who are the State Senator and State Representative
for our district. | have attending meetings with County Administrators going back to Dan Castle in
the early 1990s and then his successors: Nicholas Meisner, Ben Adams, Michael Wanchick, and,
earlier this year, Hunter Conrad; and F've communicated City needs, problems and projects with
such County staff persons as past and current Public Works Directors, Parks and Recreation
Directors, Utility Department Directors, the head of the County Land Planning Division and
subordinate staff, the County Attorney, and those employees responsible for beach services and
the habitat conservation plan. When there are matters of mutual concern, | have communicated
with and met past St. Augustine City Managers, such as Joe Pomar and Bill Harris, and the present
one, John Regan, and certain staff persons of that city.

Communications during emergencies. In the second paragraph on page 2 of her resignation
demand, Vice Mayor Kostka states: "It is also imperative the City Manager provide regular, up to
date information and reports to the Commission and the public in a timely matter that addresses
the seriousness of any issues surrounding an emergency, especially during this COVID-19
pandemic.” It is puzzling to find any reality underlying this criticism. | looked back in my email
records and find that Chief Hardwick forwarded the first report about the pandemic from the



Emergency Operations Center on March 2, 2020. For the following six weeks, there are numerous,
and | mean, literaily dozens of reports and communiques from the EQC, the Florida Department
of Health, the Florida League of Cities, the Florida Municipal Insurance Trust, the Chamber of
Commerce, the Visitors and Convention Bureau, and other sources to the Commission and the
public. Some Chief Hardwick forwarded to the Commission; some were sent by me to our
Communications Coordinator for posting for the public on our webpage and social media site.
This information was provided regularly and timely. Was all of it provided by me? No. As noted
early, the EOC reports were forwarded by Chief Hardwick, who also provided reports to the
Commission concerning hotel occupancy and actions taken by his department to notify businesses
of the details of certain Executive Orders. (I will have more to say later about Chief Hardwick’s
and my respective roles concerning the pandemic.) Besides what | forwarded to the
Communications Coordinator, information was forwarded to the Commission by other City
employees, such as the City Clerk and the Deputy City Clerk. Therefore, | do not see any basis for
Vice Mavyor Kostka’s criticism that up to date information and reports weren’t submitted in a
timely way to the Commission and the public. Was | to duplicate and send as information from
myself the same information sent by Chief Hardwick, other City employees and all the other
organizations and agencies? Of course not. Fhat wouid be redundant and therefore unnecessary.
Redundancy is also a topic | will have mute Lo say aboul later.

Concerning communications during past emergencies, such as tropical storms and hurricanes:
Before we had a Communications Coordinator, | forwarded information from the Emergency
Operations Center and other sources to the Commission. When we hired the Coordinator, she
forwarded the information that | sent to her by email to tell the public about conditions in the
City, especially after an evacuation. This information was posted on the website and social media,
as residents were very concerned about the conditions in the City. During every tropical storm
and hurricane since | was hired, | have been at city hall to work with City staff and to answer
telephone calls and provide information to anxious residents who have evacuated or remained in
the City. During and after the storms | have inspected the City with either the Public Works
Director or the Building Official to check for flooding and damage for damage assessment reports.

IN SUMMARY: The above record on communication from me shows:

- No pattern that there’s been a lack of communication from me over the many years that | have
worked for the City.

- No demonstrated, verifiable instances during the COVID-19 pandemic to date that any action or
lack of action by myself resulted in information from authorities, such as the Governor’s Office,
the Emergency Operations Center, the Florida and County Health Department, Florida League of
Cities, etc., not being provided in a timely manner to the Commission and through the
Communications Coordinator and other City employees, such as the Paolice Chief, City Clerk,
Deputy City Clerk and myself to the public. In fact, Vice Mayor Kostka herself from time to time
sent information to me for posting. | appreciate her doing this. | forwarded that information to
the Communications Coordinator for posting and often followed up with the Coordinator to make
certain it was posted.



2. Emergency Operations Center

Vice Mayor Kostka wrote in the second paragraph on page 2 of her resignation demand: “Additionally,
effective leadership is expected to provide decisive action as well as be able to participate in all/any joint
policy making meetings with the other intergovernmental entities, especially the EOC policy committee.”

Response: Let’s begin with a pandemic from the past: the 2009 HIN1, or swine flu, pandemic. With the
Police Chief at that time, Richard Hedges, | attended a meeting at the County Health Department to
develop plans for a vaccination program. Yes, | learned about H1N1, but could | contribute to the
discussion? No, because | had no expertise in medical matters and no knowledge about how to prepare a
vaccination plan. | thought the plan was best developed and disseminated by health experts, i.e., persons
with the technical knowledge and experience. The City would follow that plan and certainly not develop
its own, which could have subjected the City to considerable liability if it were not based on the required
expertise. Thus, the memory of how little | contributed at the 2009 H1IN1 meeting was one of the reasons
I thought there was no reasen for me to attend the meetings at the Emergency Operations Center in early
2020 but to defer to persons who have the needed expertise and experience.

There are two other reasons: First, my presence would have been redundant. The City has a highly
competent Police Chief, one of the best I've met, and | know something about the qualifications of police
chiefs because in another Florida city where | previously worked, | hired four chiefs. In my judgment, Chief
Hardwick would ably represent the City at the EQC briefings, because he knows the City as well as | do
and because some of the topics were likely to be ones concerning public safety, which the Chief also knows
a great deal about. While | might have contributed to discussion of, for example, the closing of the beach,
it is questionable whether my contributions would have been as significant as Chief Hardwick’s because
his officers regutarly patrol the beach and know what's possible concerning the enforcement of
regulations on it. Why have the City’s two senior administrators at the EQC briefings when one, Chief
Hardwick, was sufficient? Redundancy of effort is not a best practice, especially because a city as small as
ours needs to use its personnel resources efficiently,

Which brings us to the secand reason for my not attending: the limited administrative personnel on the
non-law enforcement side of the City’s government. Since | was hired in 1989, one of my major and
consistent goals has been to keep the bureaucracy lean so that the City could use its financial resources
to provide services that directly benefit the residents, such as law enforcement, solid waste collection,
building permitting, code enforcement, and streets/drainage facilities maintenance, i.e., for pay and
equipment for the employees who work “in the field” directly serving the residents. This goal has meant
that the City’s administrative suppaort staff is few in number and those few wear many hats, such as the
City Clerk who is also manages human resources and risk management, and the Finance Director who is
also the City’s budget director and internal auditor.

The lean staff also means that | must use my time efficiently because if | do not, then the workload of the
staff in my office is increased. This was especially true during the first month of the pandemic in the
County, when maost of my staff worked from home and were fearful of being out in public. | could not in
good conscience have any of them attend the EOC briefings in my absence when | had to be at city hall to
do my work. Fortunately, Chief Hardwick has an assistant, Commander Ashlock, who could attend the EQC



briefings if the Chief had to be away, thus providing continuity for the discussion of the County’s efforts
to cope with the pandemic.

| should note here that Vice Mayor Kostka has mentioned she attended the EQC policy meetings. She is
to be commended for doing so.

IN SUMMARY: My attending briefings at the Emergency Operations Center would have been redundant
because Chief Hardwick and his staff could ably represent the City and because the Chief could in my
judgment make contributions to the discussion concerning the issues related to the County’s and St.
Augustine Beach’s response to the pandemic, and that whatever he decided on the City's behalf | would
fully support and help implement because of my trust and confidence in his abilities.

t should note here that the Building Department responded to Chief Hardwick’s request for help with the
monitoring of vacation rentals. The providing of such help fulfilled another one of my enduring goals,
which is to flatten the bureaucracy so the City’s non-law enforcement departments can quickly work with
each other and the Police Department without the delay of having to get prior approval from me to do
s0.

3. Plans

In her demand for my resignation, Vice Mayor Kostka referred to plans and faulted me for not preparing
them. In particular, in the second full paragraph on page 2, she wrote: “Furthermore, when Executive
Orders are created and passed down from the Governor's office, it is expected that a plan be created and
implemented so that the order can be locally executed immediately as stated in every Executive Order,
with an effective local plan communication to the Commission and the public.”

1 am not certain who, exactly, is expecting “that a plan be created and implemented.” That matter of
“expecting” is one | discuss below.

A review of the Executive Orders issued in connection with the pandemic shows that there were only two
that applied to directly to counties outside of south Florida and none that applied to cities.

a. Executive Order 20-123 asked for counties to submit a vacation rental re-opening safety plan,
which St. Johns County has done, and for amusement parks to submit re-opening plans.

b. Executive Order 20-139 allows casinos and betting facilities to re-open after the submission of a
written request from the County Administrator or her/her equivalent to the Florida Department
of Business and Professional Regulation.

If the Vice Mayor meant that the City should both prepare plans and enforce them, a review of the
Executive Orders from the very beginning shows only one that required enforcement by local
governments. That was Executive Order 20-86, noted below. Here are some examples of Executive Orders
and who is to enforce them:

- Executive Order 20-52 declares a state of Emergency and names the Florida Division of Emergency
Management as the coordinating agency, and among other provisions allows governmental
agencies to close buildings.



- Executive Order 20-68 closes bars, pubs, nightclubs; restaurants limited to 50% capacity of its
current building occupancy and 10 persons per six feet. Enforced by the Department of Business
and Professional Regulation.

- Executive Order 20-71, suspends alcohol sales on premises, allows to-go alcoho! in sealed
containers, suspends inside dining with take-out only, closes gyms. Enforced by the Department
of Business and Professional Regulation

- Executive Order 20-80 requires visitors from the New York area arriving by air to quarantine for
14 days. Enforced by the Florida Department of Health.

- Executive Order 20-82 requires visitors from the New York area to quarantine for 14 days.
Enforced by the Florida Department of Health.

- Executive Order 20-86 requires visitors from New York and Louisiana to quarantine for 14 days;
establishes checkpoints at entrances to Florida. Enforced by the Florida Departments of Health
and Transportation and by local law enforcement officers.

The above list is just a sample. [ do need to point out that under Executive Order 20-52, | closed the public
meeting rooms and my office, and agreed with the Buitding Official’s request to keep his department open
on a limited basis. Also, | agreed with the Public Works Director to close Splash Park. No plan was needed
for those simple steps, just as no plan was needed to remove nearly all the chairs from the Commission
meeting room and to follow social distancing guidelines by positioning six feet apart a few chairs in the
room and the public meeting room. Nor was a plan needed to arrange for Commissioners and others to
attend meetings via Zoom.

Possibly, the Vice Mayor meant that the City should have its own plan for whatever Executive Orders could
be interpreted as applying to it, such as a plan to enforce the state’s mandate to close bars and vacation
rentals, to allow restaurants to provide enly take-out meals, and so forth. But should the City’s plan be
different from what the Governor promulgated? If so, by what authority did the City have to create such
a plan and how were its requirements to be enforced by the City's limited staff?

Or, Vice Mayor Kostka may have meant that the City should have its own pandemic plan, though why and
how such a plan would be different from, or superior to, whatever plan was prepared by the state or
County is unclear. If the City had its own plan, which City department would be respansible for
implementing it? And with its own plan, wouldn’t the City incur liability if the plan were not correctly
followed and persons became infected by the virus?

Perhaps most illustrative of the difference in how the Vice Mayor and | viewed the preparation of plans is
when in early May she asked me to send her the City’s COVID-19 Infrastructure Response Plan. | checked
the guidelines for such a plan and learned that the Cybersecurity and infrastructure Security Agency listed
16 critical infrastructure sectors: Chemical, Commercial Facilities, Communications, Critical
Manufacturing, Dams, Defense Industrial Base, Emergency Services, Energy, Financial Services, Food and
Agriculture, Government Facilities, Healthcare and Public Health, Information Technology, Nuclear
Reactors, Materials and Waste, Transportation Systems, and Water and Wastewater Systems. The
purpose of the plan was to prevent or slow the spread of the virus in the workplace.



| wrote to the Vice Mayor that our City did not have most if not all of the 16 critical infrastructure sectors.
it has no chemical facilities, nuclear reactors, dams, transpartation systems, critical manufacturing, water
and wastewater systems, etc. She responded that it would not take long to make a plan for what the City
did have: government facilities, and water/wastewater/dams. However, the City’s facilities consist of a
few buildings and it has no water and wastewater systems, and no dams.

| did not prepare an infrastructure response plan for the City's few buildings because a plan wasn’t
needed. Steps were taken by the department heads on the non-law enforcement side of the City
government to prevent the spread of the virus in the warkplace by limiting public access to city hall,
closing my office, keeping closed the glass panels in the Building Department, having some employees
work from home and others a flexible schedule, and sending home employees who felt sick with a fever.
I'm sure Chief Hardwick took similar steps for his department.

IN SUMMARY: | did not prepare plans for the Executive Orders because a) the plans were not required by
the Executive Orders or needed; the City has such a small work force that simple directives were best
because they were simple to prepare and make known to the employees; and b} the City could follow the
ptans promulgated by the state and the County. It would be redundant for the City to have its own plan

when the state’s or County’s would supersede it, Alsg, above all else | wanted to avoid any messaging that
could confuse the public. | thought it better to follow a chain of plans: state to County EOC and Health
Department, and then for our City to follow what was mandated by the Executive Orders and the County.
At your June 2™ continuation meeting during the discussion about the Pledge for businesses to follow,
Vice Mayor Kostka seemed to agree with this method, for she said that a consistent, unified approach in
regard to the Pledge campaign was best. Substitute COVID-19 campaign for Pledge campaign, and the

Vice Mayor and | would be in agreement.
4. Certain Comments
In four places in her resignation demand, Vice Mayor Kostka uses the word “expected”:

“Additionally, effective leadership is expected to provide decisive action as well as be able to
participate in allfany joint policy making meetings with the other intergovernmental entities,
especially the EOC policy committee.”

- “Furthermore, when Executive Orders are created and passed down from the Governor’s office,
it is expected that a plan be created and implemented so that the order can be locally executed
immediately as stated in every Executive order, with an effective local plan communicated to the
Commission and the public.”

- "It was expected by the City Commission and the public that the City Manager would address the
issues and concerns as well as disseminate information in a timely matter.”

- "It is expected by the Commission as well as the public that the City Manager would understand
the urgency needed in responding to any crisis, especially the recent COVID-19 crisis.”

Key question: Expected by whom? Is it just the Vice Mayor or the entire Commission? You will note that
twice the Vice Mayor uses the words “expected by the City Commission.” However, neither Mayor
England nor any of the other three Commissioners has told me they were expecting me to do any of the
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particular tasks the Vice Mayor mentions, such as attending meetings at the EOC, creating a plan,
addressing issues (in connection with the pandemic), understanding the urgency in responding to a crisis,
etc.

There are two possible conclusions to be drawn from what Vice Mayor Kostka wrote concerning
expectations: First, that she is the only member of the Commission who was expecting | do certain actions
and she assumed for herself the role of directing me on behalf of the entire Commission; or, second, that
she was in communication with other Commissioners and thus knew their expectations before she wrote
the email, though such communication would have been a violation of the Sunshine Law. As | refuse to
believe that any Commissioner has violated the Sunshine Law, | can only conclude that the Vice Mayor’s
expectations were solely hers and that for some reason she put in her email, which is a public record,
language that could lead the public to assume her comments were written with the Commission’s
knowledge and concurrence. As she cannot speak for the entire Commission without the Commission’s
prior approval, she should have written: “I expect or expected that the City Manager would or should
do....” Such wording would provide full transparency so that there would be no possibility of the public
thinking the Commission had knowledge of and agreed in advance with Vice Mayor Kostka’s conclusions
and demand that | resign immediately at the Commission’s fune 1% meeting.

WILL | RESIGN?

No. Vice Mayor Kostka has provided na compelling reasons for me to resign. What she has provided is her
judgment of what | did or did not do concerning my communication skills and other matters related to
the pandemic. She certainly is entitled to her opinions. | disagree with them.

Much more important than a mere difference of opinions is for the Commission to consider is this: Should
the City’s senior most non-law enforcement administrator abruptly resign at a time when the City is facing
several significant challenges: the 2020 Atlantic hurricane season, which weather experts have forecast
to be busier than narmal; the need to prepare the budget for the next fiscal year when the City may face
a significant decline in revenues; a possible resurgence of the pandemic in the fall and the effect an City
operations and persennel that will have; and, finally, when the Commission in a few months must make
a crucial decision: deciding the process to select the person who will be the City’s next Chief of Police
when Chief Hardwick leaves the position.

Equally as important, a captain doesn’t abandon his or her ship; a city manager who cares deeply about
the city that employs him or her, its residents and the people, elected and staff, with whom he or she
works, doesn’t desert the city during a time of significant challenges. For me to resign now would be a
repudiation of 43 years of practicing servant leadership in city management and would be an act against
my most fundamental and strongest beliefs,

WHERE TO GO FROM HERE?

Vice Mayor Kostka has her opinions about what constitutes effective communication and leadership. |
have mine. She and | have jousted long encugh over those differences. It is time for the Cemmission to
move both of us along to work as a team and help the City meet the challenges it is facing. | have and will



always welcome suggestions from the Vice Mayor as well as from the Mayor and other Commissioners as
to how | can improve my work performance.

You have decided that your performance evaluation of me is to be done later this year. | suggest that that
is the time for the Vice Mayor to bring up her concerns about my communication skills and leadership so
that the entire Commission can collectively discuss those concerns as well as any that they may have. All
five members of the Commission can then agree on positive, constructive guidance to help me better
serve this beautiful City that we all care for.

in the meantime, if the pandemic resurges and if the Commission decides that | should attend the EOC
briefings and | can safely do so, | will.



Max Royle

From: Comm Kostka

Sent: Monday, June 1, 2020 5:10 PM
To: Max Royle

Subject: Lack of Confidence

Mr. Royle,

This letter is to serve as my official notification to you, the St. Augustine Beach Commission
and the citizens of St. Augustine Beach that I, Vice Mayor Maggie Kostka, have no confidence
in your ability to serve St. Augustine Beach as City Manager for the reasons set forth below:

Our City of St. Augustine Beach is a Commission-Manager form of government. Pursuant to
the Charter of St. Augustine Beach which states in “Sec. 1-4. — Elective officers: (f) All powers
of the city shall be vested in the city commission except as otherwise provided by law and this
Charter. The city commission shall be responsible for the reasonable exercise of those powers
and shall be required to provide for the performance of all duties and obligations imposed on
the city by law.”

Additionally, “Sec. 1-8. - City manager: The city manager shall be the chief executive officer of
the city, responsible to the city commission for the management of all city affairs placed in
the manager's charge by or under the charter. The city manager shall: (5) See that all laws,
provisions of this Charter, and acts of the city commission, subject to enforcement by the city
manager or by officers subject to the manager's direction and supervision, are faithfully
executed; (8) Make reports as the city Commission may require concerning operations, (9)
Keep the city Commission fully advised as to the financial condition and future needs of the
city, (12) Make recommendations to the city commission concerning the affairs of the city
and facilitate the work of the city commission in developing policy; (13) Provide staff support
services for the mayor and commissioners; {14) Assist the commission to develop long term
goals for the city and strategies to implement these goals; (15) Encourage and provide staff
support for regional and intergovernmental cooperation; (16) Promote partnerships among
the commission, staff, and citizens in developing public policy and building a sense of
community; and (17) Perform such other duties as are specified in this Charter or may be
required by the city commission.”

The Preamble to our City Charter clearly states “We The people of the City of St. Augustine
Beach, Florida, under the constitution and laws of the United States of America and the State of
Florida, in order to provide the benefits of local government responsive to the will and values of
our citizens, do hereby adopt this Charter to define the powers and structure of our government,
By this action, we secure the benefits of home rule and affirm the values of representative
democracy, professional management, strong political leadership, citizen participation,
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Respectfully,

Maggie Kostka
Vice Mayor
City of St. Augustine Beach

it is with great reluctance that | present the letter above, however, the seriousness of this past crisis combined with the
important current and future critical issues facing our city and county, warrants this action.



VIIIL

FHOM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSTION MEETUNG, JUNE 1, 2020

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Mayor England opened Commissioner Comments,

Commissioner George attended a Tourist Development Council (TDC} meeting and advised that
the tourist development tax revenues have declined by 36.2% on top of the 12% projected
increase. The projection of revenues is now $7.5 million, which is a huge impact due to the COVID-
19 crisis for St. Johns County. She explained that TDC is not expecting revenues to normalized
until 2021.

Commissioner Rumrell had no update at this time.

Vice Mayor Kostka gave an update on the Economic Recovery Task Force. The Small Business
Emergency Assistance Grant has finished and received 66 applications and out of those 33 were
awarded. The ones that were not awarded were because they did not meet the criteria. She
explained that those were not awarded were directed to apply for the CDBG Back to Business
Grant, which was opened on May 26™ and ended today. She commented that more than 186
applications were received and explained that this grant was established by 5t. Johns County. She
explained that this grant was ranked according to needs. It is an important step to get our
economy back and she thanked the County Commission for establishing this grant. She remarked
that Richard Goldman was instrumental in helping the committee and putting forth ideas to get
back to business.

Commissioner Samora attended the VCB meeting and commented that they received $2 million
for the County to do local advertising for those tourists that can drive to St. Augustine Beach.
Richard Goldman did a lot of work on the communications plan for the County to accommodate
all the COVID-19 concerns. He advised that he would share the monthly hotel statistics with the
Commission.

Mayor England advised that the Communications and Event Coordinator has written two articles
on the City’s program of Mask Up St. Augustine Beach. She explained that residents have been
making masks and they are availabie at Ace Hardware and Love You Mean It. She encouraged
residents to use a mask when they are in public.

City Manager Royle advised Melinda Conlon does a lot of outreach to stay in contact with the
other Public Information Officers at the County level. He advised that she has forwarded a lot of
information from the Health Department and County Emergency Operations Center regarding
COVID-19 efforts. She and he are highlighting for profit and nonprofit businesses in our
community. He explained that he is generating publicity by the City’s newsletter and Facebook.
There will be a tree giveaway by driving up to receive a tree instead of the Arbor Day event due
to COVID-19.

Commissioner George advised that she received an email from Vice Mayor Kostka regarding City
Manager Royle and asked if Vice Mayor Kostka would be bringing it up.

Vice Mayor Kostka read into the record {Exhibit 2) an email she sent regarding her lack of
confidence in City Manager Royle.

Mavyor England asked City Attorney Douglas whether it was proper to bring this item up at now.
She explained that she did not see the email that was sent.



City Attorney Douglas agreed it was proper to read the information but need to have an analysis
about the City Manager’s contract, etc. before a vote. He explained that he has not seen the
email.

Mayor England asked what Vice Mayor Kostka would like the Commission to do at this point. She
asked if Vice Mayor Kostka would allow City Manager Royle to respond later to the Commission.

Discussion ensued regarding placing this item on the next agenda; having the City Manager and
Police Chief who has been at the Emergency Operations Center a chance to respond; the
performance evaluation reviews have been difficult because it is in a public form; and difficult
conversation to have with the City Manager in public,

Mayor England advised that this will be brought up at the next Commission meeting and allow
the City Manager to respond to all of Vice Mayor Kostka’s points. She advised that the City
Manager has discussed with her all the Governor’s Executive Orders and advised that the City
Manager has directed staff on these matters. She commented that it might have seen like a lot
of things were not done, but they were done.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented not to put personalities into the conversation. She remarked that
she thinks the City Manager was a wonderful person, but the job performance needs to be
discussed and what the Commission expects of a City Manager.

Commissioner George explained to City Attorney Douglas that the City Charter does outline the
hiring or firing of the City Manager. She explained that the City Manager does not have a contract
and serves at the pleasure of the Commission.

City Attorney Douglas advised that he would be prepared at the next meeting.

Mayor England advised that this matter would be discussed in July at a Special Commission or
Regular Commission meeting. She asked City Manager Royle if he had any comments.

City Manager Royle advised not at this time.

Commissioner Samora and Commissioner Rumrell had no comments.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Run
FROM: Max Royle, City M
DATE: June 24,2020
SUBIJECT: Opening 2™ Street West of 2™ Avenue for Construction of Single-Family Residences:

Review of Proposal

INTRODUCTION

The opening of this section of 2™ Street is a topic that goes back nearly 20 years. Some of the owners of
the undeveloped lots adjacent to it have requested that it be opened. However, City policy for decades
was and still is that the owners of the lots along unopened streets who want the streets opened must pay
the project's costs. This policy has been followed for the construction of such streets as 3, 4", and 5%,
west of 2™ Avenue, and 10" Street between 2™ Avenue and the Boulevard. Most recently, in 2016, the
owners of the lots along the section of 8" Street between the Boulevard and 2™ Avenue were assessed
the costs to open the section. The City's policy is based on the premise that the opening of unbuilt streets
directly benefits the owners of the adjacent lots because the street increases the value of their lots by
making them buildable.

CURRENT PROPQOSAL

Attached as pages 1-4 is an excellent report from Mr. Tredik, in which he provides background about the
opening of 2™ Street west of 2" Avenue, as well as the current proposal from an owner of two lots west
of 2 Avenue, Mr. Eric Kenney, to build at his expense 2" Street to the western boundary of the lots. Any
owners of the lots west of Mr. Kenny's who want to develop their lots would have to pay the costs to
continue 2™ Street to their lots.

THE QUESTION

It is whether the section of 2™ Street west of 2" Avenue should be connected to the already built section
of 2™ Street, which is east of 2™ Avenue.

In 2014, the City Commission discussed this question and decided that because the residents of 2™ Street
east of 2™ Avenue did not want the section west of 2" Avenue directly connected to their street, then
access to 2™ Street west of 2™ Avenue would be by building a section of 2" Avenue from 1% Street to 2™
Street, The minutes of two Commission meetings, luly 7 and August 8, 2014, when connecting the streets
was discussed, are attached as pages 5-8.



There are two options: To connect 2" Street west of 2™ Avenue to the already existing section of 2™
Street east of 2" Avenue, or to leave the two sections unconnected and to provide access to 2™ Street
west of 2" Avenue by means of opening 2™ Avenue between 1 and 2™ Streets.

Mr. Kenney would pay the costs of the first option: to connect the two sections of 2™ Street. For the
second option, the City would have to pay the costs, estimated at $75,000, to build 2" Avenue between
1% and 2™ Streets.

PLEASE NOTE: We have informed the residents on 2" Street east of 2™ Avenue of the options and invited
them to your July 6/ meeting, or to send comments to the City in advance of the meeting.

ACTION REQUESTED

As only Commissioner George was on the Commission in 2014, we are asking whether you want to uphold
the decision made at the August 4, 2014, meeting to open 2™ Avenue to provide access to 2™ Street, and
for the City to pay the costs to do so, or whether you will approve Mr. Kenney joining the two sections of
2" Street and paying the costs to do so.
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access from 1%t Street via 2" Avenue; St. Johns County Utility issues will be resolved by the
lot owners, with assistance from City staff; and the funding of the construction will be
determined later by the City Commission.” Subsequent to the August 4, 2014 City
Commission meeting, St. Johns County Utilities provided an estimate of utility costs, bringing
the total estimated cost for the consensus alignment to $341,000.

A public meeting with property owners was held on Wednesday, November 12, 2014. Four
(4) of the eight (8) property owners were present, with another unofficially represented. The
2nd Street survey, the conceptual designs and the preliminary conceptual cost estimates
were presented and discussed. Potential means of financing and constructing the
underground utilities, and eventually the improved road, were discussed, including the
potential for the City to fund 2" Avenue portion of the roadway and the property owners
funding the 2" Street portion of the roadway. No commitments were made, and no resolution
was reached. The City sent out letters requesting support of the project from the property
owners, realizing that they would be responsible for a significant portion of the cost,
unfortunately there was not property owner consensus and the project did not move forward.

The issue resurfaced in 2019, when the City was contacted by a property owner requesting
reconsideration. Letters were again mailed out and 11 of the 16 properties (68.75%) were in
favor of opening the road, knowing they would be required to pay a significant portion of the
overall expense, which would have increased significantly from the 2014 estimate. No further
action has been taken at this time since the project is not in the current fiscal year budget.
Additionally, without full participation of the property owners, the city would need to front
design and construction costs and develop and approve an assessment mechanism for
funding of the property owners’ portion of the construction.

DISCUSSION

In recent weeks, Mr. Eric Kenny — an interested party who desires to purchase the
easternmost lots on the north side of the unopened 2™ Street right of way — has approached
the City to discuss constructing roadway in a portion of the unopened 2™ Street right-of-way
to serve 2 lots he would like to purchase. Mr. Kenny has offered to fund the design and
construction of the extension of 2" Street, meeting City standards, to the western property
line of the lots he intends to purchase, as well as pay for design and construction of any utility
extension necessary to serve these two lots. This would also include the paving of the dirt
portion (approximately S0 feet) of 2"¢ Street just east of 2" Avenue. Mr. Kenny understands
that any design and construction must allow eventual tie in by the remaining properties to the
west.

Mr. Kenny requests that he be permitted to construct the extension of 2" Street directly
westward approximately 250 feet to serve the properties he intends to purchase. Though it
is typical for a developer to construct roadway within platted rights-of-way for the purpose of
providing access, a previous City Commission indicated a preference for a different
alignment. Staff is therefore is bringing this item back to the Commission for discussion and
reconsideration. '



As mentioned earlier, discussions in 2014 included the possibility that the City pay the portion
of the cost associated with constructing 2" Avenue from 15t Street to 2" Street. Based upon
current dollars, the probable cost for this portion of the work would be at least $75,000, and
would make necessary the removal or relocation of approximately 240 linear feet of existing
8’ wide concrete bike path. Extending 2™ Street directly westward to serve the 2 lots that Mr.
Kenny desires to purchase would substantially reduce the total length of roadway
constructed, eliminate the need to remove or relocate the bike path, eliminate City costs, and
allow the development of 4 residential lots (Mr. Kenny’s plus 2 on the south side of the street).

ACTION REQUESTED

Reconsider the preferred alignment for the construction of the unopened portion of 2™
Street.



FroM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSTION MEETING, JULY 7, 2014

OLD BUSINESS

4 Unopened Section of 2™ Street West of 2" Avenue; Continuation of Discussion to Open

Public Works Director Joe Howell explained there were 16 platted lots on the street and ong of
the owners had asked the City to open the street on that block. Commissioner Helhoski disclosed
that his sister lived in the subject area, but he had no interest in the property. Chief Hardwick was
concerned with fire and rescue access in light of a narrow tuming radius. He would prefer
opening both intersections for easier access. '

Regine DeToledo, 309 St. George Street, St. Augustine; Jeanie Fitzpatrick, 102 Anastasia Lodge
Drive; Eric Kenney, 8 Versaggi Drive; and Paul Crage were owners of lots on the subject area.
Ms. DeToledo and Ms. Fitzpatrick opposed opening the street. Mr. Kenney and Mr. Crage
wanted to know who would pay the cost »f the street before making a decision.

Jay Floyd, 111A 2™ Street, said the costs should be paid by the owners of the 16 lofs.

Curt Lawrence 112B 2% Street, said the lack of through traffic was an attractive feature and
wanted it to stay quiet. Laura & Chris Barkett, 114 2" Street, agreed.

Commissioner Pawlowski said there did not appear to be a consensus of the lot owners. She felt
the road should go straight through as platted. She did not favor opening 2™ Avenue to provide
access. She asked that the property owners reach an agreement on a proposal for the street.

City Manager Royle said that in the past, opening a street was paid by the property owners. Vice
Mayor O’Brien said the people on 2" Street purchased those lots based on the road not being
open and the City should not open it. He favored access from 2™ Avenue to the lots.

Commijssioner Snodgrass said he did not have enough information. He asked that representatives
from all involved departments or agencies meet to discuss the street. He favored having the City

City Commission 07/07/14
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bear the cost of the project. Mayor Samuels agreed. The Commission agreed to schedule
discussion at their August meeting,

Vacation of alley at 116 2™ Street.

Mr. Kenney, 8 Versaggi Drive, asked that the alley behind 116 2" Street be vacated. The
opposite side of the alley adjoins a City-owned parkette.

Mr. Burnett said when an alley is vacated, it was split evenly between the abutting properties. A
survey and the plat would show how it would be addressed in this situation.

The Commission agreed to continue this request to allow a review of the plat.



FROM MINUTES OF AUGUST 4, <2014, CLTY COMMISSION MESTTNG

OLD BUSINESS

5. Unopened Section of 2™ Street West of 2™ Avenue: Continuation of Discussion to Open

City Manager Royle explained that the City Commission should address two questions: do they
want to open the street, and from which direction would the street be accessed, 2™ Avenue or 1™
Street. The owners must decide how to pay for water and sewer lines before the City will open
the street. The County would have to approve setting up the funding and the City can help the
owners with arranging meetings with them. Mr. Crage was disappointed in the delay again since
this was brought up in 2005. Mayor Samuels recommended the City be an advocaie with the
County process.

Henry Ros, 102 Anastasia Lodge Drive, wanted clarification about the financing of the road. He
opposed the many fees to property owners for opening the street.

Jeannie Fitzpatrick, 102 Anastasia Lodge Drive, brought a copy of documents showing the
history from 1993 regarding opening the street. This was approved many years ago and it was
still not opened.

Chris Barkett, 114 2% Street, said he wanted to open access to his property. He wanted the City
to pay the cost using interest from the Marriott project’s impact fees. He asked it the City could
open the road using crushed shell on 2" Street and 2™ Avenue. He said he was never informed
his street might not stay a dead end.

Commissioner Helhoski suggested the City could clear land, and discuss improvement options
while assisting the lot owners in working with the County on permitting.

Commissioner Pawlowski recommended the street be accessed from 2™ Avenue, or whichever
route the lot owners prefer. She wanted the owners 10 absorb the cost.

Vice Mayor O'Brien sugpested the City mow and clear the platted road so the lot owners can
have access. If possible, put down a temporary base. He favored access from 1% Street via 2™
Avenue.

Commissioner Snodgrass wanted a chronology of the history of the road and a list of the options
on costs. He felt the City should help with County permit applications for this project. He
City Commission 08/04/14
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supporied access from the north/south. Commissioner Helhoski agreed and supported the
precedent of splitting the costs by thinds, If the City clears the property there may be additional
costs later, or we may save by doing it now instead of when costs increase later.

It was the consensus of the City Commission to approve opening 2™ Street with access from 1¥
Street via 2" Avenue; St Johns County Utility issues will be resolved by the lot owners, with
assistance from City staff, and the funding of the construction will be determined later by the
City Commission.

Jeannie Fitzpatrick suggested building a park at the end of the street.
Mr. Bumett noted the Commission did not have a consensus to open a temporary road. Mayor
Samuels said the City would clear it by mowing the overgrowth, but not install a base at this

lime.

Jay Floyd 11 2™ Street, asked if the issue would come up again, and was told the access route
would not.
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Meeting Datg__7-6-20
MEMORANDUM

TO: Mavyor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samaora
Commissioner Rumrell

FROM: Max Royle, City Mana%?/ _

DATE: June 19, 2020
SUBJECT: 2021 St. Johns County Legislative Action Plan: Request from County Administrator for
Topics

Attached (page 1) is Mr. Hunter Conrad's request for your suggestions for the County's 2021 Legislative
Action Plan. He aiso asked that all suggestions be submitted to his office by Friday, July 24, 2020.

Attached also {page 2} are the minutes from that part of your August 5, 2019, meeting when you discussed
priorities for the County's 2020 Legislative Action Plan.

Page 3 is the letter that we sent in early August of 2019 to the County, listing the priorities that you had
approved.

ACTION REQUESTED

We ask that you discuss Mr. Conrad's request and decide what issues or priorities, if any, you want the
County to include in its 2021 Legislative Action Plan.



5t. Johns County Board of County Commissioners

Office of the County Administrator
Hunter S. Conrad, County Administrator

June 9, 2020

Max Royle, City Manager

City of St. Augustine Beach
2200 SR A1A South

St. Augustine Beach, FL, 32080

Dear M. Royle:

This letter is to solicit input from the City of St. Augustine Beach as we prepate
tecommended items to include in the 2021 St. Johns County Legislative Acton Plan. The
document is a focused hist of St. Johns County issues for which we request financial or
legislative assistance and other support from our state and/or federal legislative delegation
members.

Topics of consideration could include regulatory issues, requests for financial assistance,
legal trequirements, or any other potential legislative action that would impact your
organization or St. Johns County. I invite you to submit any items you feel should be
included in the upcoming Legislative Action Plan. When submitting an item, please include
the specific acdon(s) being requested from members of our delegation.

Please submit all items in wtiting to this officc no later than Friday, July 24, 2020, If no
tesponse 1s recetved, we will presume you have no issues to include in the 2021 Lepgisladive
Acton Plan.

Sincerely,

Heudy SConrpd

Huntet S. Conrad

County Administrator
HC/sb
i
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FROM_MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSTON'S AUGUST 5, 2019, MEETING

8. 2020 Legislative Priorities: Request from County and Northeast Florida Regional Council
{Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)

Mayor George introduced Item 16 and asked City Manager Royle for a staff report.

City Manager Royle advised that County Administrator Wanchick sent tetter to him which
asked to have the Commission to provide the 2020 legislative priorities action plan to him by
August 7', He said that he gave the Commission the Northeast Florida Regional Council
legislation priorities for 2019 for guidance purposes and suggested to continue state funding
for beach restaration project, to respect Home Rule for cities and counties, and allow the
cities and counties to regulate short-term rentals instead of the State of Florida. He asked if
the Commission wants to include others.

Mayor George agreed with all three suggestions and requested to add sustainability and sea
level rise. .

Vice Mayor England requested funding for conservation funding, like Fish Island.
City Manager Royle advised funding for the Florida Forever Program.

Commissioner Samora requested encouraging non-vehicular transportation such as the River
to Sea Loop and to encourage Florida Tourism by Visit Florida and expanded use for TDC funds.

Mayor George advised that expanded use for TDC funds has already been addressed by
legislation by giving it to St. Johns County. She advised that this seems like a long list.

Commissioner Rumrell suggested mental health.

It was the consensus of the Commission to give County Administrator Wanchick all the items
listed.



City of St. Qugustine Wearl

2200 A1A South
St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080
www.staugbch.com
CITY MGR. (904} 471-2122 BLDG & ZONING (904) 471-8758

FAX (904) 471-4108 FAX (904) 471-4470

August 6, 2019

Mr. Michael Wanchick
County Adminjstrator

500 San Sebastian View

St. Augustine, Florida 32084

Subject: Legislative Action Plan
Dear Mr. Wanchick:

In response to your July 9" letter requesting the City's list of items for the County’s 2020 Legislative Action
Plan, the St. Augustine Beach City Commission approved the following list at its August 5™ meeting:

- Continue State funding for beach restaration projects
- Respect Home Rule for cities and counties
- Allow cities and counties to regulate short-term/vacation rentals

- Provide funding to cities and counties to make themselves sustainable and for planning to cope

with sea level rise

- Provide more funding for the Florida Farever program to help cities and counties purchase
environmentally sensitive land to protect it from development

- Encourage through funding and state leadership non-vehicular transportation, such as the River-
to-Sea Loop

Support Visit Florida so that the state remains competitive with other tourist destinations in the
country

- Provide funding for mentat health facilities to help distressed people and possibly prevent acts of
mass violence

Sincerely,

ﬂ% /w’]/‘*

Max Royle, City Manage

cc: Representative Cyndi Stevenson
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Meeting Date_Z7-6-20 _
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mavyor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell
FROM; Max Royle, City Mana
DATE: June 11, 2020
SUBJECT: Florida League of Cities' Annual Conference: Section of Voting Delegate

Attached is the notice from the League about its scaled down 2020 conference and its request that cities
designate a voting delegate for the business meeting that will be held on Friday, August 14", at 2:00 p.m.

Please note that the conference itself can be attended in person or remotely, as can the business meeting.
The League says the conference hotel will be in Orlando, though a particular hotel hasn't yet been
designated.

In the past, the Mayor has usually been the City’s voting delegate to the conference.



TO: Key Official
FROM: Michael Sittig, Executive Director
DATE: June 9, 2020

SUBJECT:  94th Annual FLC Conference — Required Business Meetings
VOTING DELEGATE INFORMATION

The Florida League of Cities’ will hold a scaled down Annual Conference that will consist of the
required business meetings on August 14, 2020, At this time, the meetings will be conducted in-
person with remote access for those who do not wish to travel. The location will be in Orlando.
The hotel will be announced soon.

The FLC Business Meeting is scheduled on Friday August 14, 2020 at 2:00 p.m. This meeting
will likely be an in-person meeting with remote access. All voting will be conducted
electronically. Due to the rapidly changing environment, a final decision will be made in early
July.

It is important that each municipality designate one official to be the voting delegate for the FLC
Business Meeting. Election of League leadership and adoption of resolutions are undertaken
during the business meeting.

In accordance with the League’s by-laws, each municipality’s vote is determined by population,
and the League will use the Estimates of Population from the University of Florida for 2019.

The chosen delegate will receive an email with further electronic voting instructions closer to
conference.

If you have any questions on voting delegates, plcase email Eryn Russell at
erussell@flcities.com. Voting delegate forms (or any changes to the voting delegate) must be
received by the League no later than August 7, 2020,

Atlachments: Form Designating Voting Delegate


mailto:erussell@flcities.com

94 FI.C Annual Conference — Business Meetings
Florida League of Citics, Inc.
August 14, 2020

It is important that each member municipality designate one of their officials to cast their votes at
the Annual Business Session, League By-Laws require that each municipality select one person
to serve as the municipalities voting delegate. Municipalities do not need to adopt a resolution
to designate a voting delegate.

Please fill out this form and return it to the League office so that your voting delegate may be
properly identified. The chosen delegate will receive an email with further electronic voting
instructions closer to conference. For this reason, it is important that we have the correct email
on file for the voting delegate. If the delegate changes, please notify us no later than August 7,
2020.

Designation of Voting Delegate

Name of Voting Delegate:

Title:

Municipality of:

Email of Delegate:

AUTHORIZED BY:

Name

Title

Return this form to:

Eryn Russell

Florida League of Cities, Inc.
Fax: (850) 222-3806

Email: erussell@ficities.com
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Meeting Datd_7-6-20

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England

Vice Mayor Kostka

Commissioner George

Commissioner Samora

Commissioner Rumrell Ty

o

FROM: Max Royle, City ManggecdF
DATE: June 22, 2020
SUBIJECT: Fiscal Year 2021 Budget: Scheduling Date in Late July to Set the Froperty Tax Millage and

the Date for the First Public Hearing on the Budget

Because of the state-mandated Truth-in-Millage (TRIM) law, Florida cities and counties must submit their
proposed property tax millage for the next fiscal year by the first week in August. The new fiscal year
begins on October 1% of each year.

Usually, you schedule a special meeting on the last Monday in July. At that meeting you do the first public
review of the budget and you decide the City's proposed General Fund property tax millage and the
millage to pay the debt on the purchase of the final four acres of the former Maratea subdivision, now
Ocean Hammock Park. You also decide at that meeting the date for the first public hearing on the budget
in September.

That meeting is usually held on the second Monday in September because the first Monday is the Labor
Day holiday. The Property Appraiser puts the proposed millages and date of the budget's first public
hearing on the notice that in August is sent to every owner of private real estate in the City.

This year the last Monday in July will be July 27*". The second Monday in September will be September
14t

ACTION REQUESTED

It is that you decide the date to hold the special meeting in late July to set the two property tax miilages
and to schedule the first public hearing on the budget in September.



BOARD AND DEPARTMENTAL REPORT FOR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
JULY 6, 2020

CODE ENFORCEMENT/BUILDING/ZONING
The report is attached as pages 1-5.
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
The minutes of the Board’'s May 19, 2020 are attached as pages 6-15,
SUSTAINABILITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY PLANNING COMMITTEE
The Committee did not meet in June.
POLICE DEPARTMENT
Please see page 16.
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Please see pages 17-21.
FINANCE/ADMINISTRATION
Please see page 22.
CITY MANAGER
1. Complaints

A. AlA Beach Boulevard Pedestrian Crossing at Ocean Hammock Park

A resident asks if the crosswalk could be made safer. We replied that possibly signs could be put north
and south of the crosswalk, to alert drivers to it. The Public Works Director and City Manager will discuss

that possibility and others.

B. Flooding West Side of Ocean Walk Subdivision

A resident of this subdivision, which is east of Mickler Boulevard, complained about recent flooding on
the subdivision’s west side. He claims the piping of the Mickler ditch is responsible. The Public Works
Director has contacted the City's civil engineer who designed the project for the calculations on which the
size of the pipe was based. In the meantime, the City is pumping down its retention pond in advance of

the more common rain events that are occurring.

C. Flooding of Address in the Sea Caks Subdivision



The Sea Oaks Homeowners’ Association notified the City that runcff from a new house in the adjacent
Ocean Ridge subdivision was flooding 46 Ocean Pines Drive. The Public Works Director has explained to
the Association that the City in early June received in two days nearly eight inches of rain. He also
described that the clearing of the 11* Street and Mickler ditches will help water flow faster out of the
adjacent subdivisions.

D. Trimming Grass Along Sidewalk

Aresident complained that the grass along the Mickler Boulevard sidewalk was growing over the sidewalk.
He asked that the grass be trimmed. His request was forwarded to the Public Works Director.

2. Major Projects
A. Road/Sidewalk Improvements
1} Opening 2nd Street West of 2" Avenue

There has been no action by the owners of the lots on 2™ Street west of 2" Avenue to open that street.
The owners would have to sign an agreement and pay in advance the costs to construct the utilities and
the road, just as the owners of the lots adjacent to 8" Street between the Boulevard and 2" Avenue did.
The Public Works Director has sent a letter to the owners of the |lots along this section of 2" Street, asking
them if they would support the opening of 2" Street and providing the utilities, knowing that they would
be assessed the costs for the project. Thus far, the owners of 11 cut of 16 lots have agreed to pay the
costs, the owners of two lots have said no, and the remaining three owners haven’t responded. A possible
solution may be for the City to construct the road, pay for it with road impact fees, and the charge the
property owners a special assessment in accordance with the long-standing policy that adjacent property
owners must pay the cost of a new road that will benefit their properties.

2} Sidewalk con A Street

A resident has suggested that a sidewalk is needed on A Street between the beach and the Boulevard
because of the traffic and number of pedestrians and bicyclists along that section of A Street. However,
because of the pandemic, the search for funding for this project will be suspended at this time.

B. Beach Matters
1} Off-Beach Parking

As the City Commission has decided not to have paid parking in the City, the focus concerning off-beach
parking has shifted to improving the City's existing rights-of-way and plazas to improve the rights-of-way
and areas where people can park. At its March 2, 2020, meeting, the Commission reviewed a report
prepared by the Public Works Director of City-owned streets and plazas where parking improvements
could be made. The Public Works Directer and the City Manager asked the Tourist Development Council
at its March 16™ meeting for funding to improve three parking areas. However, as one TDC member said,
revenue from the bed tax will likely decline significantly because of the coronavirus pandemic and the City
is not likely to receive at this time any bed tax funds for the improvements.

C. Parks



1) Ocean Hammaock Park

This Park is located on the east side of A1A Beach Boulevard between the Bermuda Run and Sea Colony
subdivisions. It was originally part of an 18-acre vacant tract. Two acres were given to the City by the
original owners for conservation purposes and for where the boardwalk to the beach is now located. The
City purchased 11.5 acres in 2009 for $5,380,000 and received a Florida Communities Trust grant to
reimburse it for part of the purchase price. The remaining 4.5 acres were left in private ownership. In
2015, The Trust for Public Land purchased the 4.5 acres for the appraised value of $4.5 million. The City
gave the Trust a down payment of $1,000,000. Thanks to a grant application prepared by the City’s Chief
Financial Officer, Ms. Melissa Burns, and to the presentation by then-Mayor Rich O'Brien at a Florida
Communities Trust board meeting in February 2017, the City was awarded $1.5 million from the state to
help it pay for the remaining debt to The Trust for Public Land. The City received the check for $1.5 million
in October 2018. For the remaining amount owed to The Trust for Public Land, the Commission at public
hearings in September 2018 raised the voter-approved property tax debt millage to half a mill. What
remains to be done are improvements to the Park, such as restrooms. The Public Works Director is
applying to the state for a Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program grant to pay half the costs
of the restrooms. The deadline for the grant is October 31, 2019. The City will know in early summer of
2020 whether it has received the grant. In addition, the City requested money from the County’s $15.5
million surplus. However, the County Commission at its November 5" meeting decided to use the surplus
money for County capital projects that have been delayed from previous fiscal years. For the
improvements, the City has applied for funding from a state grant and from a Federal grant from the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. The City was told in March that the latter grant
application had been approved for submission.

2) Hammock Dunes Park

This 6.1-acre park is on the west side of A1A Beach Boulevard between the shopping plaza and the
Whispering Oaks subdivision. The County purchased the property in 2005 for $2.5 million. By written
agreement, the City reimbursed the County half the purchase price, or $1,250,000, plus interest. At its
July 26 2016, meeting, the County Commission approved the transfer of the property’s title to the City,
with the condition that if the City ever decided to sell the property, it would revert back to the County.
Such a sale is very uniikely, as the City Charter requires that the Commission by a vote of four members
approve the sale, and then the voters in a referendum must approve it. At this time, the City does not
have the money to develop any trails or other amenities in the Park.

D. Review of Land Development Regulations

The next change is to the Regulations was an ordinance for dune protection, which was passed on first
reading at the Commission’s February 3™ meeting and had its first public hearing at the March 2" meeting,
when it was passed on second reading. Its second public hearing and final reading were held at the
Commission’s April 29" meeting, which the April 6™ meeting that had to be postponed because of the
pandemic.

Another change was to allow emotional support animals. it was reviewed by the Commission at its March
2" meeting. At its May 4" regular meeting the Commission reviewed the Building Official’s proposals to
allow such animals by conditional use permit. However, as the Commission didn’t approve the proposal,
the current restrictions will remain in place.

C



Another change is to delineate the boundaries of the mixed-use district along A1A Beach Boulevard. At its
June 1* meeting, the Commission passed on first reading the erdinance to delineate the boundaries. The

ordinance will have its first public hearing at the Commission’s July 6'" meeting.

The Bullding Department staff is now development amendments to the Regulations to impiement the

policies in the Comprehensive Plan, which was accepted by the state two months ago.

3. Construction in the City

As of Wednesday June 24, 2020, there were 32 permits active for single-family residences in the City.

SUBDIVISION

Anastasia Dunes

Atlantic Beach

Chautauqua Beach

Coquina Gables

Kings Quarry

Ocean Oaks

Ocean Walk

Overby & Gargan

Sandpiper West

ADDRESS

409 Ocean Forest Drive
1012 Isiand Way
1004 Island Way

12 13" Street
6 6'" Street
15 6™ Street
4 12t Street

206 7™ Street

& F Street
613 Mariposa Street

613 Old Beach Road

504 A Street

47 Lee Drive

27 Oceanside Circle

103 Sandpiper Boulevard

DATE PERMIT ISSUED

07/18/2019
09/16/2019
02/04/2020

09/05/2015
01/30/2019
12/24/201%
04/25/2015

07/03/2015

11/14/2018
12/20/2019

01/16/2019

11/26/2019

2/19/2020

11/21/2015

02/04/2015

Active permit #P1915009
Active permit #P1515157
Active parmit #P2000359

Active permit #P1515242
Active permit #14397

Active permit #P2000023
Active permit #P1914615

Active permit #P1914954

Active permit #14270
Active permit #P2000051

Active permit #14368

Active permit #P2000099

Active permit #P2000574

Active permit #P2000096

Active permit #14404



SUBDIVISION ADDRESS DATE PERMIT ISSUED

Sea Colony 612 Qcean Palm Way 09/10/2018  Active permit #P1915252
332 South Forest Dune Drive  01/17/2019 Active permit #14373
892 Qcean Palm Way 02/07/2019 Active permit #14417

Sea Grove 1304 Smiling Fish Lane 02/24/2020  Active permit #P2000360

Spanish Oaks 104 Spanish Oaks Lane 04/02/2020  Active permit #P2000692

The Ridge 542 Ridgeway Road 04/25/2019 Active permit #P1914613
23 High Dune Drive 06/21/2019 Active permit #P1914906
43 High Dune Drive 07/17/2019 Active permit #P1915008
462 Ridgeway Road 07/18/2019  Active permit #P1915020
305 Ridgeway Road 07/31/2019  Active permit #P1915043
420 Ridgeway Road 09/13/2019 Active permit #P1915279
564 Ridgeway Road 11/13/2019  Active permit #P2000113
196 Ridgeway Road 01/03/2020  Active permit #P2000430
113 Ridgeway Road 01/27/2020  Active permit #P2000220
352 Ridgeway Road 02/06/2020  Active permit #P2000586
340 Ridgeway Road 02/24/2020 Active permit #P2000684
77 High Dune Drive 02/27/2020  Active permit #P2000615
378 Ridgeway road 05/21/2020  Active permit #P2000955

Underlined address is a result of inspections naot being performed in a 180-day period contrary to
Chapter 1 of the Florida Building Code, in this event further review and actions are to take place as
per the Florida Building Code.

COMMERCIAL CONSTRUCTION

a. Concerning the vacate property between 5" and 6™ Streets on the east side of AlA Beach
Boulevard: At its October 16, 2018, meeting, the Planning Board approved a variance to reduce
the minimum lot size required for a mixed used development from 8,500 square feet to 6,195
square feet. A two-story building will be constructed on one lot. It will have commercial use on
the ground floor and residential use on the second floor. The address will be 600 AlA Beach
Boulevard.



b. The Planning Board approved a similar commercial/residential building at its January 15, 2019,
meeting. The building’s address will be 610 A1A Beach Boulevard.

€. Atits March 20, 2018, meeting, the Planning Board held a concept review hearing on a proposal
4,960-foot commercial building on the east side of State Road AlA, between the Verizon and
Savage Swimwear stores. The Planning Board reviewed the proposed final development plan at
its November 20" meeting and recommended that the Commission approve the plan. The
Commission approved the plan at its December 3, 2018, meeting. Preliminary plans have been
submitted though building permit hasn't yet been issued.

4, Finance and Budget

A. Fiscal Year 2020 Budget
May 31, 2020, marked the end of the eighth month of the fiscal year. As of that date, for the General
Fund, the City had received $4,904,978 and spent $4,271,565, for a surplus of $633,413. That surplus will
diminish during the remaining four months of the Fiscal Year. In terms of percentages, 63.2% of the
projected General Fund revenues had been received by the end of May while 55% of the projected
expenditures had been spent. Property taxes continue to be the City’s chief revenue source. As of the
end of May, $3,110,403 had been received. The estimate of the total revenue to be received for the
General Fund for the entire fiscal year is $7,760,779. The current fiscal year will end on September 30,
2020.
ON A RELATED MATTER: It concerns the effect of the coronavirus pandemic on revenue, such as sales
taxes, that the City receives from the State. Because money from sources will decline, the City is going to
have to curtail spending and not undertake any new projects. The City staff is reviewing what expenditures
can be reduced or deleted for Fiscal Year 2021.

B. Fiscal Year 2021 Budget

The Commission at its July 6'" meeting will be asked to schedule a special meeting on Monday, July 27,
to review the proposed budget and set the tentative millage for FY 21.

C. Vendor Checks
Please see pages 23-40.
5. Miscellaneous
A. Permits for Upcoming Events
In lune, the City Manager didn’t approve any permits.
B. Strategic Plan
The Commission decided at its January 7, 2019, meeting that it and the City staff would update the plan.
The Commission agreed with the City Manager’s suggestions for goals at its June 10" meeting and asked

that the Planning Board and the Sustainability and Environmental Planning Advisory Committee be asked

F



to provide their suggestions for the plan. The responses were reviewed by the Commission at its August
5" meeting. The Commission decided te have a mission statement developed. Suggestions for the
statement were provided to the Commissicn for consideration at its September meeting. By consensus,
the Commission asked the City Manager to develop a Mission Statement and provide it at a future
meeting. This has been done along with a Vision Statement, a Values Statement and a list of tasks. The
City Commission reviewed the proposed plan at its January 14" continuation meeting, provided
comments and asked that the plan be submitted for another review at the City Commission’s April 6
meeting. However, because of the need to shorten the Commission meetings because of the pandemic,
review of the strategic plan will be postponed for the time being.



FROM:;

City of St. Augustine Beach Building and Zoning Department

Max Royle

Brian Law

SUBIECT: Building and Zoning Department Monthly Report

DATE:

6-17-2020

Trees:

1)

2}

Removal of oak tree per I5A certified letter and mitigation fee at 40 Ocean Pines Drive,
5-29-2002

Removal of oak tree hazardous to City street and private residence at 1 Willow Drive,
6-9-2020

Planning and Zoning Board: Regular Monthly Meeting Held 6-16-2020

1)

2)

3)

4)

Planning and Zoning Board approved a variance application for a rear yard setback
reduction from 25 feet to 19 feet for proposed new construction of a 224-square-foot
addition to an existing single-family residence in a medium-low density residential land
use district at 412 F Street

Planning and Zoning Board approved a variance application for a side yard setback
reduction from 10 feet to 7 feet for proposed new construction of a 96-square-foot
bathroom addition to an existing single-family residence at 115 15'" Street

Planning and Zoning Board recommended the City Commission pass on final reading an
ordinance passed by the Commission on first reading to establish boundary
designations for the mixed use district along A1A Beach Boulevard as all commercial
land use districts on the east and west side of A1A Beach Boulevard from the south side
of F Street to the northerly City limits north of Pope Road

Planning and Zoning Board rescheduled the Board’s August 18, 2020 regular monthly
meeting to Tuesday, August 25, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. at City Hall, due to use of the City
Hall meeting room on August 18, 2020 as a voting site for the primary election

Code Enforcement: Regular Monthly Meeting Held 5-27-2020

1)

Code Enforcement Board addressed notice to appear issued to the property owner of
313 A Street for violation of Section 3.02.03, Prohibited Uses, of the City’s Land
Development Regulations, which prohibit the keeping of chickens, as the property
owner has eight chickens {hens) on said property. The Board made a motion to allow
the property owner to keep the chickens as assistance animals on the condition that no
more chickens are acquired.

2200 Al1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080 Phcine # (904) 471-8758 www.staugbch.com/building
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2) Code Enforcement Board addressed citations issued to the property owner of 720 A1A
Beach Boulevard for failure to obtain permits for deck and stairway repairs, for which
the assessed fines are still accruing, and made a motion to file a lien for the $22,500 fine
imposed by the Board for roof repairs donc without a reroof permit, which has since
been obtained and inspected with fines pending

Building:

1) Redevelopment of new donut shop on the site of the former Carriage Realty building at
400 A1A Beach Boulevard is in the finishing stages of construction.

2) Corral Dental Facility at 2100 A1A South is currently in the sheet rock phase, however,
interior work has been suspended by the contractor. Exterior site work continues.

3) The concrete slab has been placed at Jack’s Barbeque located at 681 A1lA Beach
Boulevard as per the mixed use development order issued for the new micro-brewery.

4) Plan review has commenced on the lateral addition of the Savage Swimwear building
at 3930 A1A South.

5} Plan review for the Embassy Suites has commenced with the plans at The St. Johns
County Fire Department for review.

Certificates issued in FY 20: 33 Certificates of Occupancy and 713 Certificates of Completion

2200 Al1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080 Phozne #(904) 471-8758 www.staughch.com/huilding
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT
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Application id Parcel id_ Property Lotation Owmner Mame Bullding Cade Activity Type Date Status

827 1748700030 4001 A1A S LP & FOX HOLDINGS LLC ETAL ZONING Z-COND USE 10/17/2019 APPROVED
227 1748700030 4001 A1A S LP & FOX HOLDINGS LLC ETAL 2ONING Z-COND USE 11/2/2015 APPROVED
853 1698900180 16 5TH ST COCHRAME JAMES, KIMBERLY ZONING Z-COND USE 11/5/2019 APPROVED
952 1674700000 451 ALA BEACH BLVD SOMEWHMERE ON ATA PARTNERS LLC ZONING Z-COND USE 11/19/2019 APPROVED
962 1674700000 451 AlA BEACH BLVD SOMEWHERE ON AlA PARTNERS LLC ZONING Z-COND USE 12/2/2019 APPROVED
1034 1630000000 300 AlA BEACH 8LVD KEY BEACH NORTH LLC ZONING Z-CONCEPT REV 11/18/2019 APPROVED
1033 1630000000 300 A1A BEACH BLYD KEY BEACH NORTH LLC ZONING 2-FINAL DEV 12/17/2019 AFPROVED
1024 1630000000 300 A1A BEACH BLYD KEY BEACH NORTH LLC ZONING Z-FINAL DEV 1/6/2020 APPROVED
1054 1723300120 513 MARIPOSA 5T MACKAY, MATTHEW J., OLIVIA BYLES ZONING 2-TREE REMOVAL 12/17/2018 APPROVED
1081 1709100000 AlA BEACH BLVD LOTS 1-B BLK 43 TRINCA LEONARD,RENEE ZONING Z-COND USE 11/19/201% DENIED

1081 1709100000 &1A BEACH BLYD LOTS 1-B BLK 43 TRINCA LEONARD, RENEE ZONING Z-COND USE 12/2/2019 DENIED

1085 1713800000 313 A8T WILDASIN, JENNIFER GRACE ZONING Z-WARIANCE 111943019 DENIED

1085 1713200000 313AST WILDASIN, JENNIFER GRACE ZONING Z-APPEAL 2/4§2020 APPROVED
1341 1724910470 1004 ISLAND WAY MAGUIRE LINDSEY & DELLA SALA, DONAL ZONING 2-TREE REMCVAL 12/17/201% APPROVED
1384 1629611480 1181 OVERDALE RD LEVY RODNEY B, KELLY ZOMING Z-VARIANCE 1/21/2020 APPROVED
1400 1680200000 129 14TH ST WIHBEY G WAYNE,JEANINE SAPIA ZONING Z-VARIANCE 1/21/2020 APPROVED
1489 1741912010 184 SEA COLONY PEWY ROBISON MATTHEW | KERRI N ZONING Z-VARIANCE 2/18/2020 APPROVED
1553 1625611940 1349 SMILING FISHLN . STEIN DAYID J,LYNDSEY H ZONING Z-VARIANCE 10/15/2019 APPROVED
1554 1629611950 1353 SMILING FISH LN PINIARSKI WILLIAM 1 IENNIFER A ZONING Z-¥ARIANCE 1D/15/2013 APPROVED
1556 1631430216 47 LEE DR LARSON KYLE, TAMMY ZONING Z-FLEX SETBACKS 11/19/2019 APPROVED
1556 1631430216 47 LEEDR LARSON KYLE, TAMMY ZONING Z-TREE REMOVAL 11/19/2019 APPROVED
1617 1641610390 340 RIDGEWAY RD RUNK PROPERTIES INC ZONING Z-TREE REMOVAL 2/1B/2020 AFPROVED
1696 1692400000 621 ALA BEACH BLVD M5B HOTELS ) LLC ZONING Z-MIXED USE 2/24/2020 APPROYED
1698 1629630070 134 SEA GROVE MAIN ST L& L PIRTON INC ZONING Z-COND USE 2/25/2020 APPROVED
1698 1629630070 134 SEA GROVE MAIN ST L & L PIRTON INC ZONING Z-COND USE 4/29/2020 APPROVED
1699 1631390110 104 SPANISH CAKS LN DILLINGER TERESA CRR, TERRY LEE ZONING Z-TREE REMOVAL /2412020 APPROVED
1701 1741910001 100 SEA COLONY PKWY SEA COLONY NEIGHBORHOQQD ASSOC ZONING Z-FINAL DEV 2f25/2020 APPROVED
1701 1741910001 100 SEA COLONY PKWY SEA COLONY NEHSHBORHOQOD ASSOC ZONING Z-FINAL DEV 4/29/2020 APPROVED
1899 1631440127 52 OCEAN WOODS DR E TOONDER NOEL,LOIS € ZONING Z-VARIANCE 5/13/2020 APPROVED
1935 1686400000 570 A1A BEACH BLYD GENESIS PROPERTY & MANAGEMENT GROUP ZONING Z-COND USE 5/19/2020 APPROVED
1935 1686400000 570 &1A BEACH BLVD GENESIS PROPERTY & MANAGEMENT GROUP ZONING 2-COND USE 6/1/2020 APPROVED

Application |d Range: First to Last
Activity Date Range: 10/D1/19 to 06/09/20 Activity Type Range: Z-APPEAL

tnspector |d Range: First

Included Activity Types: Both

to Last

Range of Building Codes: ZONING to ZONING

Sent Letter. ¥

to 2-VARIANCE



Vi.

MINUTES
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING
TUESDAY, MAY 19, 2020 6:00 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A SOUTH, ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA 32080

CALL TO ORDER

Chairperson Kevin Kincaid called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairperson Kevin Kincaid, Vice-Chairperson Berta Odom, Larry Einheuser, Dennis
King, Steve Mitherz, Chris Pranis, Senior Alternate Victor Sarris, Junior Alternate John Tisdall.

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: Hester Longstreet.

STAFF PRESENT: Building Official Brian Law, City Attorney Lex Taylor, Executive Assistant Bonnie Miller, Recording
Secretary Lacey Pierotti.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PLANNING AND 2ONING BOARD MEETING OF MARCH 24, 2020

Motion: to approve the minutes of the March 24, 2020 meeting. Moved by Ms. Odom, seconded by Mr. Mitherz,
passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT

There was no public comment pertaining to anything not on the agenda.

NEW BUSINESS

A. Conditional Use File No. CU 2020-02, for renewal of a current conditional use permit to allow food and/or
beverage service and consumption outside of an enclosed building on the premises of Cone Heads Ice Cream,
in a commercial land use district on Lots 11 and 17, Block 4, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, at 570 A1A Beach
Boulevard, Genesis Property & Management Group LLC, Margaret Kostka, Applicant

Ms. Miller said this conditional use application is for renewal of a current conditional use permit for Cone Heads
Ice Cream at 570 A1A Beach Boulevard, owned by Maggie Kostka since 2011. Ms. Kostka applied for her first
conditional use permit for outside seating in 2012, and this was granted for three years. in 2015 she applied for
renewal, which was granted for five years, so she’s now here to renew this current conditional use permit, which
expires June 1, 2020. The Building and Zoning Department has had absolutely no complaints or issues with the
outside seating at Cone Heads Ice Cream since the original cenditional use permit was granted in 2012, Staff
recommends the renewal be granted for as long as Ms. Kostka owns and operates the business, but that it be
granted as non-transferable to a new owner, as it is not known what a new owner would do with the business.



Maggie Kostka, 570 A1A Beach Boulevard, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, applicant, said as the inside seating
at Cone Heads is limited to four to six chairs if you can squeeze them in, the outside seating is important because
it provides space for her customers to sit and enjoy what they purchase at her ice cream shop.

Mr. Mitherz gcked if the drive-thru window is still being used at Cone Heads, and if so, what the status is on the
conditional use permit granted to allow the drive-thru.

Ms. Kostka said the drive-thru window is still being used at Cone Heads per a separate conditional use permit.
Ms. Miller said the conditional use permit for the drive-thru was renewed in 2017 for 10 years and expires in 2027.
Mr. Mitherz asked how many parking spaces are onsite, including parking for the residence above Cone Heads.

Ms. Kostka said Cone Heads has 22 available parking spaces. She lives in the upstairs residence and has two
additional parking spaces reserved and designated as tenant parking only for her use.

Mr. Kincaid said he lives down the street from Cone Heads, which is a very welcoming place that always seems to
have happy people hanging out front. During the past few months when they’ve all been living under different
circumstances due to COVID-19, he noticed the tables for the outside seating were turned over. They are now in
use and separated. He thanked Ms. Kostka for the efforts to comply with social distancing guidelines.

Motion: to recommend the City Commission approve the renewal of the current conditional use permit for food
andfor beverage service and consumption outside of an enclosed building at Cone Heads ice Cream, 570 A1A
Beach Bouievard, subject to the condition that it be granted as non-transferable to the current property owner
and applicant for as long as she owns the property and operates the business. Moved by Ms. Odom, seconded

by Mr. Mitherz, passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

B. Land Use Variance File No. VAR 2020-04, for reduction of the minimum rear yard setback requirement of 25
{twenty-five) feet, per Section 6.01.03 of the City’s Land Development Regulations {LDRs), to 10 {ten) feet, for
propased new construction of a 459-square-foot in-law suite addition to an existing single-family residence in
a low density residential land use district on Lot 27, Block A. Ocean Woods Subdivision Unit 2, at 52 Ocean
Woods Drive East, John 5. Antonio, Agent for Noel and Lois C. Toonder, Applicants

Ms. Miller said this application is a variance request for a rear yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 10 feet for
a 459-square-foot mother-in-law suite addition to an existing single-family residence at 52 Ocean Woods Drive
East. The owners of this property, Mr. and Mrs. Toonder, are asking to build the addition for Ms. Toonder’s
mother, who has lived with them for the past several years and is dealing with several medical issues. Staff
received just this afternoon four letters of support from neighboring property owners, hard copies of which have
been provided to the Board members. The survey on the overhead screens shows the proposed mother-in-law
suite located 10 feet off the rear property line, and two of the letters of support were signed by the owners of the
two lots, Lots 28 and 29, Block A, at 577 and 575 16" Street, respectively, directly behind the applicants’ lot.
[Recording Secretary’s Note: Ms. Mifler was interrupted at this point by the appiicant’s agent, John Antonio, who
submitted a new survey and site plan for the proposed addition showing the requested rear yard setback to 12.5
feet, instead of 10 feet.] With this new survey and site plan, Ms. Miller said the requested rear yard setback
reduction is now from 25 feet to 12.5 feet, so this is good news. The property owners living at 575 and 577 16™
Street, who will be most affected by the requested variance for the rear yard setback reduction, submitted letters
of support for the variance for a rear yard setback reduction to 10 feet, which is a bigger setback reduction than
what is now being requested. The owners of 575 16™ Street have some concerns about drainage, which Mr.
Antonio and Mr. Toonder can address. She displayed a location map on the overhead screens showing where
the adjacent property owners who submitted letters of support live in relation to the applicant’s property.

Mr. Mitherz asked if the City currently has any mother-in-law suites built on low density residential properties.



Ms. Miller said yes. Last year, the Board approved a variance for a mother-in-law suite on Poinsettia Street. The
applicants built their house under the former minimum rear yard setback requirement of 20 feet and applied for
a variance to build the in-taw suite with a 20-foot rear yard setback to be in line with rest of the house. As was
the case with this in-law suite addition, Mr. Toonder was asked to sign the letter of agreement stating the in-law
suite shall not be rented as a separate unit, and as the property is zoned low density residential, short-term or
transient vacation rentals of 30 days or less are prohibited. Low density residential only allows one residential
unit per lot, so the in-law suite can’t be rented as a separate unit for short-term or long-term use but can only be
used for family members or guests staying with the family. If it is found that the in-law suite is being rented as a
separate unit, the issue will be turned over to code enforcement and the property owners will be cited with a
violation notice. The document signed by Mr. Toonder says the in-faw suite shall not be rented as a separate unit
at any time from now into infinity, so this applies to not only the current property owners, but any future owners.

Mr. Kincaid asked if, even without the letter signed by Mr. Toonder, the City will keep people from renting it
through the current regulations for low density residential.

Ms. Miller said correct, if the City found out it was rented as a separate unit or this was reported by neighbors,
code enforcement would contact the owners and initiate any code enforcement action necessary to shut down
and further prohibit the in-law suite from being rented as a separate unit.

Mr. Mitherz asked if the in-law suite could be rented for six months or more as a separate unit.

Ms. Miller said no. It couldn’t be used as a separate rental unit at all because the property is zoned low density
residential and can only have one single-family unit per lot. The question was asked by a neighbor as to what
would happen if the applicants wanted to subdivide their lot into two lots, with the existing house on one lot and
the in-law suite on another, but the lot isn’t big enough to subdivide it into two separate lots and a 459-square-
foot unit doesn’t camply with the minimum floor area for a single-family residence in low density residential.

Mr. Law said keep in mind, there will only be one electric service to the property, as a separate meter to the in-
taw suite won't be allowed at the same address. Also, the floor plans submitted with the application don’t include
a kitchen or a cooking appliance such as a stove. This doesn’t mean it couldn’t have a microwave or a hotplate.
The letter signed by the applicants was something he brought with him from St. Johns County, as the County
allows what they call accessory family units, which are essentially the same principle as mother-in-law suites. The
applicant will be asked to have this letter recorded with the variance order, if the variance is granted, at the St.
Johns County Clerk of Courts Office, so it will be transferred in the event of a sale, and the new owners won’t be
able to say they didn’t know the unit could never be rented separately. Once it’s recorded it should be part of the
closing documents in the event of a sale of the property so it can be reviewed by any prospective or future owners.

Mr. Sarris asked if granting this variance will expase the City to other similar requests for variances to build
mother-in-law suites in not just this neighborhood but in all the other neighborhoads in the City.

Mr. Law said with every variance, there is the risk of setting a precedent, which is why it's imperative for the Board
to consider each variance application individually as to the conditions for applying for any variance to the LDRs,
Without a variance, the applicants would have to build to the current setback requirements, as this City does not
offer reduced setbacks for accessory structures, with the exception of small sheds, or anything of that magnitude.

Mr. Sarris said this seems like a very good and worthy cause, but if other applicants come before the Board in the
future with similar requests for setback reductions for in-law suites because they know other people have been
granted variances for the same, will the Board be able to turn down future applicants if they don’t meet the same
criteria? He asked if this is kind of like a moving target that will be hard to defend the next time it comes up.

Mr. Law said he’d say this is possible, but he’d like to defer these questions to the City Attorney.



Mr. Taylor said the Board has a lot of discretion in issuing variances, which is why the Board is supposed to look
at each application on an individual, case-by-case basis. If the Board has twenty variances for setback reductions
to 12.5 feet for in-law suites such as this one and approves them all but then turns down the twenty-first one, this
would open up a little exposure, but the Board still has to individually look at each one because every case, even
it they look similar from the outside, is going to be different. For example, this particular variance request includes
letters of support from four neighboring property owners, while another application may have letters of support
from property owners who are not so close. Inissuing a variance, each approval is a tailored decision, even though
there’s always a danger that the more that are approved, the more of a precedent is built up, and this could cause
a good challenge if one is turned down. As long as the Board is being fair and looking at each situation
independently, however, the Board’s decisions are going to be upheld and it is going to be very hard doable terms.

Mr. Kincaid said he has a number of questions, but he’d like to listen to the applicant’s presentation and then have
Board discussion afterward, because he thinks this will involve staff and the City Attorney weighing in again.

John Antonio, Ancient City Construction, 2614 Joe Ashton Road, St. Augustine, Florida, 32092, agent for applicant,
said he’s the contractor for this project, and has been hired by the applicants because Mrs. Toonder's mother,
Nancy Hill, has some health issues and is having a hard time living the rest of her life in an eight-foot by-ten-foot

comfort and quality of living, whereas every request to build an in-law suite might not involve these medical issues.
Regarding the neighbor’s concerns about water running downhill to his property, the in-law suite building will be
built with two gables, 5o the water will shed to the right and left and not to the rear, and not affect this neighboi’s

property. Also, the property is at a good elevation, so with water shedding ta the right and left on either side, it
won't affect either of the adjacent neighbors abutting the back of the Toonders’ property.

Noel Toonder, 52 Ocean Woods Drive East, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, applicant, said he and his wife
have lived in their house for about 17 years, and his mother-in-law, Nancy Hill, has lived with them intermittently
over the years. In the past few past years, she’s had total shoulder replacement surgery and has limited range of
motion. Their family is small, as his wife is his mother-in-law’s only living child, and their daughter is his mother-
in-law’s only grandchild, so they’re trying to keep her close but also in an environment where she has freedom to
do what she wants. They’ve looked at other options, such as assisted living, but due to financial constraints and
other things, it's just not feasibie. The neighbors who wouid be most impacted by the in-iaw suite are tiryan and
Chandra Heifner, who live behind them at 575 16™ Street. He's had extensive conversations with them regarding
the three issues they have, the first and foremast of which has to do with the impact of water run-off. which Mr.
Antonio addressed. He’ll be putting gutters on the house post-construction to ensure the water run-off from the
gutters flows to the south and is drained to the lawn area in front of his home, and not to the rear, or north side.
His lot is elevated, and the water run-off will actually plane off onto his own lot like a bowl. Anather issue has to
do with renting the in-law suite through Airbnd and that sort of thing, but they have no intention of doing anything
like that. He’s worked from home for the last 20 years, 50 in the event his mother-in-law passes, he'lt use the in-
law suite for his personal office space. Also, now that their daughter is home due to COVID-19, any extra space in
the house has kind of been absorbed by her, so with the configuration of their lot, the proposed addition is the
best they can do with what they have available to work with. They’'ve looked at adding different structures or
levels to the house, but it just got to a cost structure that wasn’t sustainable. The last of the Heifners’ concerns
was the proximity of the in-law suite window facing their bedroom window. He's communicated to them he’s
willing ta move that window to either the narth side or anywhere else where it’s not facing their bedroom window.

Mr. King asked why the in-law suite is proposed to be built as a detached structure.

Mr. Toonder said they're working around a couple of factors, including having an artesian well on the east side of
the house. He looked at the cost, which would be pretty substantial, of filling in this weil and moving it, but the
other issue is that a detached addition will save them a littte maoney as it relates to connectivity and other things.



Mr. Pranis said the description of the hardship in the application doesn’t really address the ongoing medical issuss
which are very important in this decision, so he's not sure the hardship fs correct in the way it is stated,

Mr. Kincaid said he has similar concerns, Looking at the aciual reguiations for granting 3 variance, there arg a
rnumber of references as o whether the requested variance is specific to the property, which i this rase, it ig, bt
it is alsu precedent-setting. If the condition i common to tumergus sites, requeasts or similar variances might
come in, so the Board neads to make 3 reguired finding based on the cumulative effect of granting the wariance
1o all who may apply. This gives him g Hide bit of pause becguse the hardship 3¢ stated in this gase is not crested
by the physical characteristics of the property or the house, or an inability to reasonably use that property to the
applicant’s benefit. He certainly understands the hardship and supports the sentiment behind it, he's just having
a difficult time with i because the considerations for granting a varlance specifically tatk about seifucreated
hardship, and this hardship is specific te the applicant’s family and circumsianceas, it is not specific to the praperty
or the use of the land. There probably needs 1o be moare discussion about how the hardship is evaluated. One of
the things he was guestioning before the meeting was the effect of the vartance on neighboring properties, and
it’s obvious the applicant has the support of the neighboring property owriers, Another consideration for granting
a variance says i this has been granted in the past, the Board could use that in faver of granting the variance. He
asked if staff could tell them mare about the similarities hetween this application and the variance Ms. Miller
mentioned was granted by the Board last year giso for a mother-in-1aw suite addition in iow density residential.

Mr. Law said he'll answer this, as he was the plan reviewsr for this addition, and is very familfar with it. The
applicants asked for a variance for a rear yard seiback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet, because the entire street,
including their house, had been built to the former 203-foot rear setbacks. The Board granted a variance to allow
construction of the addifion with the old sethacks at 20 feet, as the applicants didn‘t have enpugh room o buiid
it with a 25-foot rear vard sethack. This was g rather large lof, but it wasn't quite big enough 1o subidivide into
1w separate lots 1o build a new single-family residence for the mother-in-law, so they built an attached addition
for which a variance was granted to silow it to be built 3t the former 20-foot rear setback. So, the circumstsnges
for this variance, even though it was granted to allow @ mother-ir-law suite 1o be built, were completely different.

Ms. Odom asked if this has been the only variance granted to afiow 3 nother-in-law suite that anyone can recall,
r: which staff respondad with an affirmative nod. Her experience with variances is that the Board s always
concerned ahout setting a precodent with every variance granted, and they're always trying to justify a hardship.
This may not sound right, but she's seen the Board grant variances for less of & hardship than is shown here, and
whethar or not they've created the hardship, the in-faw suite is for the applicant’s family, While she undergiands
the Board's concerns about the hardship and setting z precedent, she thinks there has to be some compassion.

Mr. Kincaid said his concern is that by allowing this, anybody could now apply for 2 varianee to build sn additiona!
Butiding on a lot, and the hardship doesn’t really matier, because whilg it is 3 personal hardship, it is nota hardship
¢reated by topopraphy or by the fot size or by any restrictions on the lot. This is a bardship specific to this family
on this property, $0 he's having a hard time fitking that in the hardship definition without setting 2 precedent.

Mr, Pranis said in the past the Board has recominended the application be resubmitted without additienal fees to
enter in an amended demonstration of the hardship, 50 2 precedent isn’t set for what the current applicant 3
asking for. He asked if this is something they waat to consider ky this application.

Mr. Kincaid said the Board has afso granted variances in the past for setback reductions to allow property owners
1o better utilize properties for current and future Owners.

My, Law said the biggest variance recently granted by the Board was & rear yard setback reduction 1o five feat for
a detached two-car garage. This property backed up 16 a stormwater {ract and there ware no adjacent residences
behind #. Aiso, the focation of the garage was moved 1o the rear of the ki to save twa rether large cak irees.
This detached garage was for 2 new single-family residence off Old Beach Road, across from Ron Parker Park.
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Mr. Antonio said there are no other complaints or opposition from the neighbors, and the in-law suite will be built
as a deed-restricted addition binding to any future owners. Mr. Toonder’'s mother-in-law, Ms. Hill, has been living
a pretty tough life in a bedroom that’s pretty small, and she really has no other place to go. His idea is, for future
considerations, this would be a compassionate thing, for example, if someone just wanted to build an in-law suite
wilhoul medical issues involved, this would be evaluated differently. Otherwise, just anybody could do it. Also,
like most corner lots, the Toonders’ lot isn’t a regular-sized lot but is pie-shaped with a different configuration.

Mr. Kincaid said he understands and appreciates that, and also understands and appreciates the neighborhood
support as well as the future use restrictions on the property, which he did drive by and look at. The proposed
addition will be hidden in the back and won't be an eyesore, so he doesn’t have a problem with any of that, but
his concern is the precedent-setting they’ll be doing by opening the door for other people to apply for variances
to build additional structures on their properties with setbacks that don’t meet the minimum requirements per
the City’s LDRs. The Board isn’t asking the applicant to prove any medical issues, just as they wouldn’t ask anybody
to prove any medical difficulties. If somebody wanted to come in and say there are medical issues involved, the
Board would take this at face value. The issue is whether that creates a hardship under the variance structure
that gives the Board the ability and fiexibility to evaluate properly without setting a precedent and without
weakening the LDRs. Itis not really about the medical at a}l. He asked for the City Attorney’s advice on this.

Mr. Taylor said the Board doesn’t have to worry about setting a precedent because, for example, say at one time,
the Board allowed 12.5-foot setbacks and now every time someone else asks for 12.5-foot setbacks, the Board
thinks they have to approve the same thing. Each lot location and each location of a structura or whataver the
applicant is asking for is subject to its own separate evaiuation. if the policy of the City Commission is that they
don’t want any variances approved for mother-in-law suites, this can be the Board’s decision. But each variance
application is by itself an independent evaluation of the situation, and he agrees that the medica! is not really
supposed to be the fundamental for what is decided. It could be a factor, but it should not be the fundamental
factor, which should be the property, the structures, etc. The Board should make decisions based on what makes
sense and what's coherent so when the logic is applied to something else, it makes sense in that case as well. If
the Board decides that as a community, it’s important to be able to take care of family members, and mother-in-
law suites are something that should be allowed with a variance if it makes sense, once you step past that, you're
just evaluating whether these particular setbacks work, and whether the Board needs to ask the applicant to do
something different, for example, there might be a neighbor who has concerns about drainage or something else.
Each variance application is separate, and if the Board has allowed mother-in-law structures in the past, that's
where they're at, so the questions then are really whether the requested variance meets the conditions listed on
the variance application and whether there are any neighbors’ concerns that need to be addressed.

Mr. Kincaid asked what the Board would be doing to the City’s variance process by allowing a compassionate
consideration into the hardship process.

Mr. Taylor said without giving offense, he doesn’t think that’s exactly the test. If there’s a community desire to
keep families intact, regardless of whether there’s a medical condition involved, that's usually the legislative
reasoning behind having family out-building structures and allowing these kinds of things. Once the Board has
taken the step of deciding they’re going to allow these kinds of structures, it's not really all that important what
the compassionate reasons for it are, as you then get to a set of circumstances pertaining to whether the variance
is reasonable with the use of the property and whether it makes sense to grant it for the proposed use.

Mr. Kincaid said the variance process, however, requires a hardship, so at what point does the hardship become
that the property owner bought too small of a house, and now needs a bigger one? If that is what they’re opening
this up to, anyone who moves to the City and buys a two-bedroom house can expect to be able to build onto it or
add an out-building. He thinks the compassionate part almost has to be added if this variance is approved, as this
separates it out from everyone else who applies for a variance because they bought too small of a house.
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Mr. Taylor said not that he’s trying to guide anything, because the Board can decide what it wants to decide, but
the logic when you think about out-building structures is mare looking at the square footage on the lot itself.

Mr. Law said residential properties are limited to 35 percent maximum lot coverage and low density residential is
limited to 40 percent maximum impervious surface ratio (ISR} coverage, so the applicant won’t be able to get a
permit for the in-law suite if the lot coverage and ISR coverage exceeds this, unless he applies for another variance.

Mr. Taylor said this individual lot does have an irregular shape, so that might be a good reason to grant a variance,
if the proposed new building does not go over the allowable lot coverage and ISR coverage percentages. If a
variance is granted to allow the applicant to build the in-law suite, the analysis should really be focused on what’s
the best positioning of the out-building and if the variance requested is really the minimum needed to build it.

Ms. Odom said the additional square footage would increase the value of the property, in the case of a resale.

Mr. Kincaid said he agrees with all of that, and that’s all fine, but everybody could make the argument that they
could make their property worth more if they did this to it, and at some point, the LDRs become worthless if they
don’t follow them and don’t have a reason, which is what he’s looking for here, ta g0 outside and around them.

Mr. Toonder said they’ve done probably three or four different drawings to fit within the configuration of their
lot lines, and he wasn’t thinking about this until it was brought up, but if he brought the in-iaw suite in five or ten
feet from the rear, or north, property line, he'd need a variance to encroach into the setback on the east side, and
if he tried to put it on the back of his house, where his porch is, he’d also need a variance. He's in a position where
he really can’t do anything else, and while he understands the point made that people should buy a bigger house,
he bought a house 17 years ago, he and his wife had one child, and now their sentiment is to take care of anather
of their family members. They’d prefer not to have to move from the area to make this accommaodation, and
they’re just trying to do everything they can. Asto the hardship part of it, he’d say they’re facing a bit of a hardship
trying to work in the square footage of the proposed addition, as a result of the extreme pie-shape of their lot.

Mr. Kincaid said in driving by and looking at it, he thinks Mr. Toonder has done a good job putting it where it is.
His problem is not with the applicant or where the in-law suite is located, as right now, he thinks the Board is
looking for a way to help him. The Board’s problem is that they have to sit here next month and the next month
after that and listen to the next applicants applying to build a similar addition based on what they’ve approved.

Mr. Law said 1o answer the questions about square footage for lot coverage and ISR, per the information provided
by St. Johns County Property Appraiser’s Office, the Iot size is approximately 10,890 square feet. If the screen
porch has a hard roof, to which the applicant nodded assent that it does, the total square footage for existing lot
coverage is at 25.675 percent, so they’re allowed an additional 1,015 square feet, and the propased in-law suite
is less than that. In theory, what’s proposed would comply and be less than the allowable maximum lot coverage
of 35 percent. He recommended they go through the fimitations on granting variances item by item, so the Board
can discuss each one individually, and that way, they'll stick to the conditions required to grant the variance. He
put Section 10.02.03.B, “Required considerations for the granting of a variance,” of the LDRs up on the averhead
screens, starting with Section 10.02.03.8.1, “The nature of the hardship, whether it is as a result of an ina hility to
make reasonable economic use of the property consistent with the provisions of these land development
regulations, circumstances in common with other property owners, or personal to the applicant, it being the intent
of this provision that an inability to make reasonable economic use of the property acts in favor of the granting of
the variance and personal hardship and hardship in common with others act against the granting of the variance.”

Mr. Kincaid said he’d go out on a limb to venture that the conditions of this paragraph are not met, because the
economic use of the property is not inhibited by not granting the variance.

Ms. Odom said she sees what Mr. Kincaid is saying, that the economic use of the property is not inhibited by not
granting the variance, but on the other hand, if the variance is granted, it will give it increased economic value.
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Mr. Kincaid said yes, granting the variance would increase the economic value of the property, but there’s no
inability to make reasonable economic use of the property if the variance is not granted.

Mr. Mitherz said he would agree.

Mr. Law displayed Section 10.02.03.B.2, which states, “The precedential effect of the variance, it being the intent
of this provision that the prior granting of similar variances to persons similarly situated shall act in favor of the
granting of the variance and the prior denial of similar variances shall act against to the granting of the variance.”

Mr. Kincaid said the Board has discussed that they think it is precedential, and that the other variance that was
granted for a mother-in-law suite and discussed by the Board is not reaily similar.

Mr. King said they would actually have to look further back to see what the Board has approved in past years to
really get a good comparison.

Mr. Law displayed Section 10.02.03.B.3, which states, “Whether the granting of the variance will create a
precedent. The creation of a precedent shall act against the granting of the variance.”

Mr. Kincaid said they've already discussed this. He asked for any additional comments. There were none.

Mr. Law displayed Section 10.02.03.B.4, “Whether the hardship is self-created; that is, whether the applicant ac-
quired the property following the adoption of the regulation from which the variance is sought or the hardship is
as a result of construction or other activities undertaken by the applicant following the adoption of such regula-

tion. Acquisition uf the property following the adoption of the regulation shall act against the granting of the
variance. Acquisition preceding the adoption of the regulation shali act in favor of the granting of the acquisition.”

Mr. Kincaid said the applicant has owned his property for 17 years, and he thinks the setbacks have kind of moved
back and forth over the years.

Mr. Law said yes, front and rear yard setbacks have gone from 25 feet to 20 feet then back to 25 feet each, but he
doubts they've ever been 12 feet in this City. He next displayed Section 10.02.03.B.5, which states, “Whether the
variance requested is the minimum variance that will permit the reasonable economic use of the property.”

ivir. Kincaid said he thinks the requested variance cieariy meets this.

Mr. Ltaw displayed Section 10.02.03.B.6, “The effect of the variance on neighboring properties. The absence of an
effect on neighboring properties will act in favor of the granting of the application. An adverse impact upon
neighboring properties or the immediate neighborhood will act against the granting of the application.”

Mr. Kincaid said this has been taken care of with neighbors supporting it. They’ve received no dissenting letters
or opposing apinions on this, and the applicant addressed the concerns of the one neighbor about water run-off.

Mr. Law displayed the last paragraph, Section 10.02.03.B.7, which states, “Increases in congestion on surrounding
streets, increases in the danger of fire or flooding will act against the granting of the application.”

Mr. Kincaid said he doubts any of that is going to happen.

Mr. Taylor said he’s a little concerned they may be analyzing the first consideration wrong, so he'd like to go back
to Section 10.02.03.B.1, referring to the nature of the hardship. The reason he brought up the square footage
usage was because if the lot were a different shape, the applicant would be allowed to build the addition
regardless of the purpose, which in this case, is for his mother-in-law. That’s not the problem, the problem is
economically, he could build out bigger but for the shape of the lot. The applicant also stated there is an artesian
well and other things causing issues with placing the in-law suite elsewhere. The Board has to make a decision
based on consideration of all of these factors, but he thinks they may be analyzing this part a little too strictly.
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Mr. Kincaid said reinterpreting that, the hardship is the applicant could build the in-law suite legally and in
conformance with the LDRs without any problem if the lot were big enough and it could be built within the 25-
foot rear yard setback line, but because the lot is shaped the way it is, and because of the position of the artesian
well and different factors on this lot atone, the applicant is unable to build the addition without a variance.

Mr. Law said you could look at it that way, based on where the proposed location of the in-law suite is. The
applicant also briefly touched on the cost aspect, saying it’s much more cost-effective to build a detached building,
but another option is to go into a full renovation of the house, and attach the proposed in-law suite to the rear of
the house. However, the applicant would stilt need a variance, as there's only 26 feet from the wall of the house
to the rear property line. They're just limited as to space, and honestly, if he were still a contractor, the way the
applicant is proposing to build the addition in the location shown in the variance application is the route he’d take.

Mr. Kincaid said so this is the minimal variance that is being requested, which is another of the conditions to be
considered for the granting of a variance.

Mr. Law said yes, he would say so.

Ms. Odom said in looking at the map showing the location of the neighboring property owners who wrote letters
of support, it looks like most of the adjacent property owners could build what the applicant wants to do without
a variance, due to the size of the lots in this neighborhood. However, the applicant is applying for this variance
for the most part because of the pie-shaped dimensions of his lot, which isn’t big enough to do what he wants to
do without the requested variance. She thinks the applicant has positioned the addition in the best place possible.

Mr. Kincaid said if the applicant were to move the addition forward, it would encroach into the side setback.

Mr. Toonder said yes, they've pulled it in as close as they could so as not to encroach into the side setback on the
east side, so they’re only dealing with one setback reduction for the variance. Even if he filled in the artesian well
to move the addition so it meets the 25-foot rear yard setback, it would encroach into the east side setback.

Mr. Law suggested they go through some conditions before a motion is made, and recommended the motion
include verbiage stating it is based upon the configuration of the lot, support in favor of the variance from adjacent
neighbors, demonstration by the applicant of the minimum variance necessary to construct whatever the square
footage of the mother-in-law suite is, and as such, the variance is granted under the conditions that the mother-
in-law suite shall not be rented and shall not violate any of the City’s Land Development Regulations. The Board
can also discuss whether they want to prohibit a stove or an oven in the in-law suite.

Mr. Kincaid asked if there is sentiment from the Board to prohibit cooking appliances or a stove in the addition.
Ms. Odom said in the City of St. Augustine, you can’t have a stove in a mother-in-faw suite.

Mr. Law said during the time he worked for St. Johns County, this wasn’t allowed in the County either, except, he
believes, in the special zoning district of Ponte Vedra.

Mr. Kincaid asked if this would be prohibited during the City’s inspections of the in-iaw suite.

Mr. Law said he has no legal authority under the building code or zoning code to prohibit this, it would have to be
listed as a condition of the motion to grant the variance.

Mr. King said he thinks this should be added as a condition of granting the variance. The Board agreed, by general
consensus.

Motion: to approve Land Use Variance File No. VAR 2020-04 for a rear yard setback reduction from 25 feet to
12.5 feet for proposed construction of 459-square-foot in-law addition based on the hardship of the configuration
of the lot; support in favor of the variance from adjacent neighbors; demonstration by the applicant of the
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VII.

VIit.

IX.

minimum variance necessary to canstruct said addition; and subject to the conditions that said addition shall not
be rented as a separate unit, shall not violate any of the City’s Land Development Regulations, and a stove and/or
oven shall be prohibited in the 459-square-foot mother-in-law suite addition. Moved by Mr. Kincaid, seconded
by Mr. Einheuser, passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

OLD BUSINESS

There was no old business.

BOARD COMMENT

Ms. Odom said she knows the paperwork was submitted today or maybe tomorrow to reopen vacation rentals,
and she heard it may be three or four weeks before it's approved. She asked what the City’s stance is on people
violating the still-in-effect ban on vacation rentals.

Mr. Law said the City is enforcing this through code enforcement. Staff has probably investigated at least five or
six complaints and he believes some people have left as a result. Code enforcement is complaint-driven, so if staff
receives a complaint or it’s just obvious, the City’s Code Enforcement Officer is sent out to make contact with the
lenants, and if nobody answers the door, the praperty owner or property management company is contacted.

Ms. Odom said you hate to tattle on people, but if one person is doing what they're supposed to and another is
reaping a profit because they’re not, it's hard not to say something.

Mr. Law said that’s exactly what’s happening, as most of the complaints they’ve gotten are from people who are
doing what they’re supposed to and seeing a transient vacation rental going on two doors down from them.

Mr. Kincaid asked what’s being built behind Jack’s Bar-8-Que.

Mr. Law said this is a microbrewery addition to Jack’s Bar-B-Que, which was approved as a mixed use application
by this Board last year with a variance to reduce the front setback from 10 feet to 5 feet. The concrete for the

microbrewery was just poured this marning,

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at &:57 p.m.

Kevin Kincaid, Chairperson

Lacey Pierotti, Recording Secretary

(THIS MEETING HAS BEEN RECORDED IN ITS ENTIREFY. THE RECORDING WILL BE KEPT ON FILE FOR THE REQUIRED ACTENTION PERIOD. COMPLETE
AUDIO/VIDEO CAN BE OBTAINED BY CONTACTING THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE AT 904-471-2122))
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COMMISSION REPORT
June 2020
TO: MAYOR/COMMISSIONERS
FROM: ROBERT A. HARDWICK, CHIEF OF POLICE
DEPARTMENT STATISTICS —May 14- June 21

CALLS FOR SERVICE 1435
OFFENSE REPORTS 104
CITATIONS ISSUED 140

LOCAL ORDINANCE CITATIONS 65
pur 2

TRAFFIC WARNINGS 494
TRESSPASS WARNINGS 50
ANIMAL COMPLAINTS 11
ARRESTS 31

Violation of Injunction Protection

bul

Trespassing

Disorderly Intoxication

Possession of Marijuana over 20 grams
Possession of Methamphetamine
Possession of Cocaine

Liquor Possession- Under 21

Indecent Exposure

Driving while License 5uspended/Revoked
Driving while License 5uspended- Habitual Offender
Operate Vehicle W/O License

Battery

Damage Property-Criminal Mischief
Grand Theft of Motor Vehicle

Resisting Officer- Obstruct W/O Violence

L ]
oW NRENUREBEBNRRMNWGmN e

ANIMAL CONTROL:
e 5t. Johns County Animal Control handled__11  complaints in St. Augustine Beach
area.

MONTHLY ACTIVITIES:
Most activities canceled/limited due to COVID-19
» Blood Mobile
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MEMORANDUM

Date: June 25, 2020
To: Max Royle, City Manager
From: Bill Tredik, P.E., Public Works Director

Subject: Monthly Report — June 2020

Hurricane Preparedness

Public Works is undertaking seasonal preparations for the 2020 hurricane season,
including:

Checking small tools and equipment to ensure operation

Keeping fuel tanks full

Testing emergency generators

Stockpiling beach quality sand to ensure adequate quantity for closing of beach

ramps

Ensuring availability of lease equipment for pre and post hurricane activities

» [dentifying trees or other potential objects in public spaces which may require
trimming or removal due to vulnerability to high winds and risk to the public

¢ Coordinating with St. Johns County regarding emergency operations

» Updating emergency contact lists

Funding Opportunities

Public Works has received notice of anticipated award for the following grant applications:

o City of St. Augustine Beach Vulnerability Assessment
Florida Resilient Coastlines Program - Resilience Planning Grant
Grant amount - $72,500; no match required
Status — Awaiting State budget approval at time of this report

» Ocean Hammock Park Phase 3 Design

Coastal Partnership Initiative Grant — NOAA funded
Grant amount $25,000; $25,000 match required
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — May 2020

Status — Awaiting State budget approval at time of this report

» Mizell Pond Weir and Stormwater Pump Station
Districtwide Cost Share — St. Johns River Water Management District
Grant amount $632,000; FEMA HMGP money counts as match
Status — Awaiting SURWMD budget approval at time of this report

Additionally, the following grant has been included in the budget passed by the Florida
Legislature and is awaiting action by the Governor.

¢ Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2 Construction
Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program (FRDAP)
Grant amount - $106,500; $35,500 match required
Status — Awaiting budget approval at time of this report

Maintenance Activities

Rights-of-way and Parkettes — Public Works continues to provide essential maintenance
services on rights-of-way and parkettes. Restrooms on 10t St. and A St. are open all day
and are regularly cleaned and disinfected to help reduce spread of COVID-18. Mowing and
litter collection efforts for rights-or-way and parkettes have been increased in frequency
during the growing season.

Splash Park — Splash Park and the adjacent children’s play area remain closed until
further notice to reduce the potential for transmission of the COVID-19 virus.

Mickler Boulevard Landscaping — Construction of these improvements was originally
planned for Spring 2020 but is currently on hold due to potential financial impacts of the
COVID-19 virus.

Buildings — Enhanced sanitization operations continue at City buildings and public
restrooms to minimize the risk of spread of COVID-19. Essential maintenance activities at
city buildings continue.

Fleet — The Public Works Department continues to do minor fleet maintenance on our
larger trucks, heavy equipment and regular work trucks, to reduce outside repair costs.

Capital Improvements

Mizell Pond Outfall Improvements (HMGP Project No. 4283-88-R) [FINAL PLAN
APPROVAL] - The project includes repairing and improving the damaged weir, replacing
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — May 2020

stormwater pumps and improving the downstream conveyance. The City has received
required permits and submitted the final design (Phase 1 of the HMGP) to the Florida
Division of Emergency Management (FDEM) and is awaiting final approval and
authorization from FDEM to proceed to Phase 2 (construction). Staff anticipates FEMA
reimbursement of 75% of the total construction cost. The remaining 25% of the
construction cost will be funded by a grant from the St. Johns River Water Management
District (SJRWMD) FY2021 districtwide cost-share program. The SIRWMD funding is
contingent upon district final budget approval in September 2020. The City intends to bid
the project in Summer 2020 and commence construction in the Fall 2020.

34 Lane Drainage improvements [CONSTRUCTION — ON HOLD] — The 3™ Lane Ditch
Drainage Improvements was intended to pipe approximately 450 feet of existing ditch west
of the 2™ Avenue right-of-way and east of Sea Oaks Subdivision. This project addresses
localized stormwater flooding and eliminate potential for damage to adjacent properties,
while reducing long-term drainage maintenance requirements. Due to the Covid-19
pandemic, the Contractor suspended company operations prior to City execution of the
contract. Staff issued a letter to the Contractor informing them that the project was being
placed on-hold and would need to be rescoped to reduce cost. The contractor was
instructed to not incur any costs on the project until a path forward was approved by both
parties. As of June 24, 2020, the contractor has not responded to the letter and the City will
send a letter formally notifying the contractor of the cancellation of the bid. As an interim
measure Public Works installed 120 linear feet of new pipe to mitigate the worst of the ditch
bank erosion. This installation will allow the remainder of the project to be completed at a
later date for a reduced cost when funding is available.

Ocean Hammock Park [DESIGN] —-Public Works is beginning formal design of the site
improvements in the vicinity of the proposed restroom. Construction is anticipated to
commence in 2020, pending funding availability.

11t" Street Pipe Repair and resurfacing [DESIGN]- 11th Street is experiencing
subsidence in several locations due to leaks in existing pipe joints. Public Works procured
geotechnical investigation on the roadway to ascertain the severity of the problem and
determine the appropriate solution. The geotechnical investigation did not reveal any voids
which pose and imminent danger to vehicular traffic. Public works has installed temporary
patches to level and improve the safety and drivability of the roadway, however, these
patches will continue to subside and are a temporary remedy until the project is
constructed.

The City Engineer’s engineering consultant has reviewed the stormwater model and
determined that, due to the installation of the large diameter pipe along 10" Street roughly
10 years ago, the pipe under 11" Street is no longer needed. The project is thus being
rescoped to remove the failing pipe under 11" Street (rather than slip-lining) and make
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Public Works Dcpartment
Monthly Report — May 2020

minor modifications to reroute the drainage. This change will reduce the project cost
significantly and will be budgeted in FY21.

Mickler Boulevard Paving [ON-HOLD] — Geotechnical investigation indicates that due to
the severe cracking of the soil cement base, a traditional mill foverlay is not sufficient to
prevent reflective cracking in the new pavement. The soil cement roadway base will either
require replacement or rejuvenation. Rejuvenation techniques would include crushing and
recompacting, in place, the existing soil cement base prior to overlay. Without base
rejuvenation (or replacement), cracks will reflect through a new overlay very quickly,
leading to an undesirable roadway surface.

The project was budgeted construction in FY 2020, however, its commencement is being
re-evaluated due to the potential financial impacts of the COVID-18 virus. The roadway,
though heavily cracked, is structurally sound and its condition is not expected to change
significantly over the next year. Due to the severely of the existing cracking, a delay 1s not
likely to change the methodology of repair, nor increase the anticipated cost. This project
may need to be re-budgeted in FY2021 if work cannot be initiated in FY2020.

Tides End Drive Paving [PROJECT DEVELOPMENT] — The Public Works Department
procured geotechnical investigation on Tides End Drive to investigate the cause of recent
pavement failure on the roadway. The evaluation determined that the pavement failure
was due to insufficient asphaltic concrete thickness in several areas. In order to properly
repair the roadway, the pavement and a portion of the roadway base must be milled and
resurfaced to a sufficient thickness to bring the pavement into conformance with City
standards. Project development of this resurfacing project is underway and the project will
be scheduled for construction in FY 2021, pending budget approval.

Streets / Rights of Way / Drainage

11t Street Ditch Cleaning — The 11t Street Ditch is vital to the City’s drainage and
receives runoff from a large watershed spanning from north of 16" Street south to
Hammock Dunes Park. Public Works and St. Johns County have completed the cleaning
of the ditch, substantially improving its ability to convey storm flows to the Mizell Pond. The
cleaning of this ditch is one of the short-term solutions identified after recent extreme
rainfalls in early June. The City thanks St. Johns County for its prompt action on this item.

Mickler Boulevard Ditch Cleaning (16" Street to 11" Street) - Public Works is currently
cleaning the Mickler Boulevard Ditch between 16" Street and 11t Street to provide
improved flow to the 11™ Street Ditch. This ditch cleaning will provide improved drainage of
areas north of 16" Street, including the Lee Drive area. The cleaning of this ditch is one of
the short-term solutions identified after the recent extreme rainfalls in early June.
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Public Works Depariment
Monthly Report — May 2020

Mickler Boulevard Ditch Cleaning (11" Street to A Street) - Public Works will
commence cleaning of the Mickler Boulevard Ditch between 11% Street and A Street upon
completion of the 16 Street to 11t Street segment. The cleaning of this portion of the
ditch will provide improved flow from areas south of 11t Street. The cleaning of this ditch is
one of the short-term solutions identified after the recent extreme rainfalls in early June.

Ocean Walk Drainage Study — Public Works will be working with the City engineering
consultant to evaluate the drainage within the Ocean Walk subdivision. The roadway in
Ocean Walk (Lee Drive) is extremely low in places and has insufficient drainage
infrastructure. Public Works will develop stormwater improvement options for the
subdivision which can be incorporated into the City Capital Iimprovement Program. The
development of drainage improvements in Ocean Walk is one of the long-term solutions
identified after the recent extreme rainfalls in early June.

Lighting — Public Works is moving forward with the new streetlights along S.R. A1A and
A1A Beach Boulevard. The city-wide conversion to LED streetlights and will be considered
at a future City commission meeting. This item has been temporarily delayed due to the
COVID-19 pandemic.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: MAX ROYLE, CITY MANAGER

FROM: PATTY DOUYLLIEZ, FINANCE DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: MONTHLY REPORT

DATE: 6/25/2020

Finance

May financials have been reviewed and our expenditures Citywide are 49.3% with approximately 66.67%
of the year complete. Revenue is currently the largest concern for FY 20. As of the date of this memo,
we are still awaiting State revenue checks for the month of April. The revenue shortfall for the State of
Florida in April was $848 Million. At this point we have received no indication how this will impact our
share, apart from the loss of one full month of State Revenue Share which is approximately $15,847.

Communications and Events

Arbor Day is moving forward with a tree give away and information packet to be distributed at the pier
Farmers Market in late July or early August. Melinda will be hosting a booth, along with our Public
Works Department and some volunteers, to distribute the trees and speak with residents who visit.

Beach Blast Off is also underway. Melinda has submitted the TDC Grant application for our event and

we expect to hear from them sometime in August. She is also contacting vendors, sponsors, and
entertainment to begin putting together the schedule of events.

Technoloqy
The IT Staff has no updates currently.
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June §, 2020
03:22 PM

CITY OF ST.

AUGUSTINE BEACH

Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 1

Range of Checking Accts: First
Report Type: Al1 Checks

to Last

Report Format: Detail

Range of Check Dates; 05/01/20 to 05/31/20
Check Type: Computer: Y Manual: Y Dir Deposit: ¥

Check # Check Date vendor

rReconciTed/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract  Ref Seq Acct
Q0LTDOPERATING
43274 05/08/20  ADVANOLD ADVANCED DISPOSAL SERVICES 05/31/20 1529
20-01426 1 RECYCLE FEES APR-20 11,082.28 001-3400-534-3400 Expenditure %6 1
GARBAGE
43275 05/08/20  ADVAPDL0 ADVANCED AUTO PARTS 1529
20-01407 1 CLEANING SUPPLIES 20,01 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 25 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43276 05/08/20  AFLACOOS AFLAC 05/31/20 1529
20-01405 1 PREMIUMS 338,96 001-229-2100 6/L 23 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
43277 05/08/20 BCZAROLO BOZARD FORD COMPANY 05/31/20 1529
20-01406 1 VEHICLE #103 REPAIRS 149,98 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01464 1 VEHICLE #134 REPAIRS 568.59 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure g 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01465 1 VEMICLE #123 REPAIR 839.43 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 90 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
1,558.00
43278 05/08/20  CEDSTO0S CED-ST AUGUSTINE 05/31/20 1529
20-01438 1 CITY HALL PARKING LOT LIGHTS 249.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 67 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43279 05/08/20  CRAFTOL0 CRAFT'S TROPHIES & AWARDS INC 1529
20-01443 1 AwaRD 98.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure o1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43280 05/08/20  CSAB-030 CSAB - POLICE EDUCATION FUND 05/31/20 1529
20-01428 1 PE FROM FINES 137.80 001-351-500 Revenue 581
court Fines
43281 05/08/20  DOUGLOOS DOUGLAS LAW FIRM 05/31/20 1529
20-01403 1 LEGAL APR-20 6,000.00 001-1300-513-3100 Expenditure B 1
FINANCE
43282 05/08/20  DRTOWOL0 DR TOWNSEND & ASSOCIATES P.A. 05/31/20 1529
20-01442 1 NEW HIRE EVAL-MCNETT 225.00 001-2100-521-4930 Expenditure 7701
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43283 05/08/20 ELITEQOS ELITE SUPPLY & INSTALL'S LLC 05/31/20 1529
20-01345 1 VEHICLE #108 K9 EQUIPMENT 1,240.00 (01-2100-521-4640 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01466 1 VEHICLE #111 EQUIP INSTALL 475.00 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 91 1

1,715.00

LAW ENFORCEMENT
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June §, 2020
03:22 PM

CITY OF ST, AUGUSTINE BEACH
Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 2

Check # Check pate vendor

Reconciled/void rRef Num

PO#  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
(001TDOPLRATING Continued
43284 05/08/20  EVIDECL0 EVIDENT INC 05/31/20 1529
20-01463 1 EVIDENCE BOXES 80.31 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 88 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43285 05/08/20  FEDEROOS FEDERAL EASTERN INTERNATIONAL 05/31/20 1529
20-01398 1 vesT 2,724,28 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 13 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43280 05/08/20  FIRSTO70 FIRST BANKCARD 05/08/20 voID ]
43287 05/08/20  FIRSTO70 FIRST BANKCARD 05/08/20 voID 0
43288 05/08/20 TIRSTO70 F'IRST BANKCARD 05/08/20 voID 0
43289 05/08/20  FIRSTO70 FIRST BANKCARD 05/31/20 1529
20-01315 1 FRT COUNTER RENOV SUPPLIES 66.67 001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure 1 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01317 1 AMAZON-PD KITCHEN SUPPLIES 18.08 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01318 1 aMAZON-PD KITCHEN SUPPLIES 23.94 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure i1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01319 1 AXON-PD TASER 151.75 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 4 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01320 1 CHEWY-PD K9 KTLO FOOD 55.09 001-2100-521-4640 Expenditure 501
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01321 1 Z00M-FILM MEETINGS 14.99  001-1100-511-5290 Expenditure 6 1
LEGISLATIVE
20-01326 1 AMAZON-BLDG OFFICE RENOVATION 745,28 001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure 10 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01339 1 OTIS-PD COVID-19 HAND SANIT 215.40 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 1 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01414 1 ICC-BLDG TRAINING 79.00 001-2400-524-5430 Expenditure 37 01
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01415 1 SAFE SHIP-PD POSTAGE 25.08 001-2100-521-4200 Expenditure 38 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01416 1 ULINE-PD FIRE EXT MOUNTS 60.02 001-2100-521-4630 Expeirditure 39 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01417 1 AMAZON-PD LAPTOP CHARGER 60.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 0 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01418 1 AMAZON-BLDG PAPER 62.76 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 41 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01419 1 AMAZON-PD MICROPHONE SET 37.99  001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01420 1 AMAZON-PD RESCUE ROPE 73.08 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 43 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01421 1 OTC BRANDS-PD NNO SUPPLIES 225.35 001-2100-521-5240 Expenditure 4 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01422 1 HALLOWEEN WS-PD SANTA SUIT 266.60 001-2100-521-5240 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01451 1 PRIME MEMBERSHIP 12.99 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure % 1

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
s
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June 8, 2020
03:22 PM

CITY OF 5T,

AUGUSTINE BEACH

Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 3

Check # Check pate vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
0OLTDOPERATING Continued
43289 FIRST BANKCARD Continued
20-01452 1 AMAZON-PD MICROPHONE ATTCHMNTS 39.95 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 7 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01453 1 AMAZON-BLDG SCANNER 795.95 001-2400-524-5230 Expenditure %1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01454 1 EXPEDTA-PD REFUND 1,395.96- 001-2100-521-4000 Expenditure 91
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01455 1 ESTY,COM-PD BANQUET GIFTS 211.26  001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure g0 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01456 1 CVS-PD SUPPLIES 16.12  001-2100-521-5240 Expenditure 81 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
1,861.39
43290 05/08/20  FLAGLO30 FLAGLER CARE CENTER 05/31/20 1529
20-01409 1 DRUG SCREENS 220.00 001-2100-521-5250 Expenditure 271
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43291 05/08/20  FLORI17( FLORIDA JANITOR & PAPER SUPPLY 05/31/20 1529
20-01436 1 IANITORIAL SUPPLIES 107.96 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 65 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01437 1 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 119.34 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 6 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
227.30
43292 05/08/20  FLORT25( FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 05/31/20 1529
20-01411 1 ELECTRICITY 691.99 001-2100-521-4310 Expenditure n o1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01411 2 ELECTRICITY 449.73  001-1900-519-4310 Expenditure 301
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01411 3 ELECTRICITY 299,83 001-2400-524-4310 Expenditure 3 &
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01411 4 ELECTRICITY 33.27 001-7200-572-4310 Expenditure 01
PARKS AND REC
20-01411 & ELECTRICITY 16.02 001-7200-572-4310 Expenditure 31
PARKS AND RFC
20-01440 1 ELECTRICITY 83.72 001-1900-519-4310 Expenditure B 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01440 7 ELECTRICITY 93,38 001-3400-534-4310 Expenditure 01
GARBAGE
20-01440 3 ELECTRICITY 144,93 001-131-1000 G/L 11
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
1,812.87
43293 05/08/20  FOPLO0OS FOP LODGE 113 1529
20-01431 1 FOP MEMBERSHIP DUES 16.68 001-229-1000 G/L 60 1
Miscellaneous Degductions
43294 05/08/20 GALLS010 GALLS LLC 05/31/20 1529
20-01459 1 UNIFORMS-WRIGHT 13.68 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 84 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01460 1 UNIFORMS-MCNETT 249,80 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 85 1

_ e ENFORCENENT
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Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO #  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type  Contract Ref Seq Acct
QOLTDOPLRATING Continued
43294 GALLS LLC Continued
20-01461 1 UNIFORM PANTS-WRIGHT 105.73 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 86 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
369.21
43205 (5/08/20  HAGANO20 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 05/31/20 1529
20-01432 1 CITY HALL PODIUM SPLASH GUARD 10.99 001-1900-518-5290 Expenditure 61 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01433 1 TEST KITS 9.99 (01-7200-572-5290 Expenditure 62 1
PARKS AND REC
20-01434 1 10th STREET REPAIR SUPPLIES 5.32 001-1900-518-4610 Expenditure 3 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
26.30
43296 05/08/20  HOMEDOL( HOME DEPOT 05/31/20 1529
20-01435 1 BARRIER FOR COMMISSION CHAMBRS 36.76 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 64 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43297 0S/08/20  INNOVOLS INNOVATIVE CREDIT SOLUTIONS 05/31/20 1529
20-01470 1 CREDIT CHECKS 34,00 001-2100-521-4930 Expenditure 98 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43298 05/08/20 KELLY0DS KELLY ELECTRIC 05/31/20 1529
20-01401 1 REFUND - OVERPAYMENT 59.00 001-202-4000 6/L 6 1
Accounts Payable - Other
43299 05/08/20  LVHIEDID L,Y, HIERS INC. 05/31/20 1529
20-01399 1 249 GAL DIESEL BULK FUEL 334.00 001-141-0000 G/L 14 1
Inventories - Fuel
20-01399 2 521 GAL REG 87 OCTANE FUEL 671.41 001-141-0000 G/L 5 1
Inventories - Fuel
20-01467 1 700 GAL REG GAS 87 OCTANE 1,000.93 001-141-0000 G/L 92 1
Inventories - Fuel
20-01467 2 415 GAL DIESEL FUEL 608.20 001-141-0000 G/L 93 1
Inventories - Fuel
2,014.54
43300 05/08/20 MARINOLS MARINE RESCUE PRODUCTS, INC 05/31/20 1529
20-01410 1 RACK FOR 105 Can 32.00 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 8 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01410 2 RACK FOR 105 CaN 96.00 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 29 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01410 3 SHIPPING & HANDLING 23.70 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 01
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01441 1 BP VEHICLE EQUIPMENT 321,35 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 71
" LAW ENFORCEMENT
473.05
43301 05/08/20  MIKESOOS MIKE'S COLLISION CENTER 05/31/20 1529
20-01427 1 VEHICLE #130 REPATRS 233.86  001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 57 1

LAW ENFORCEMENT

_26-
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(001TDOPERATING Continued
43302 05/08/20  MORETO10 MORE THAN INK 05/31/20 1528
20-01413 1 ENVELOPES 149.00 001-1300-513-5100 Expenditure 36 1
FINANCE
43303 05/08/20  NATIO0Z0 NATIONAL ASSOC OF TOWN WATCH 05/31/20 1529
20-01462 1 NNO BANNERS 193.80 001-2100-521-4700 Expenditure 87 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43304 05/08/20  NATIO030 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION 05/31/20 1529
20-01430 1 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 1,714,52 (001-235-0000 /L 5 1
Deferred Compensation
43305 05/08/20  NATIOL00 NATIONAL BUSINESS FURNITURE 05/31/20 1529
20-01324 1 66 L DESK AMERICAN ESPRESSO 969.00 001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure |
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01324 2 KEYROARD TRAY 69.00 001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure § 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01324 3 SHIPPING & HANDLING 176.90 001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure g 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
1,214.90
43306 05/08/20  CHLINOOS OHLIN SALES INC/OSI BATTERIES (5/31/20 1529
20-01408 1 BATTERIES 70.69 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 26 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43307 05/08/20  PACKSQ0S PACK'S PLUMBING INC 05/31/20 1529
20-01457 1 PD LOCKER ROOM PLUMBING REPAIR 301,00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 82 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43308 05/08/20 PINCOOS PINCH & PENNY 05/31/20 1529
20-01438 1 CITY HALL SIDEWALK CLEANING 48,73 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure B 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43309 05/08/20  POWERQ20 POWERDETAILS LLC 05/31/20 1529
20-01424 1 PpowerDetails SUBSCRIPTION 1,836.40 001-2100-521-5420 Expenditure 6 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43310 05/08/20  SIRCHOOS SIRCHIE FINGERPRINT LABS 05/31/20 1529
20-01444 1 TEST KITS : 49.36 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 7501
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43311 05/08/20  SUNLIOL0 SUN LIFE FINANCIAL (5/31/20 1529
20-01425 1 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 4.56 001-1200-512-2300 Expenditure 7 1
EXECUTIVE
20-01425 2 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 63.91 001-1300-513-2300 Expenditure 44 1
FINANCE
20-01425 3 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 14,15 001-1500-515-2300 Expenditure 9 1
COMP PLANNING
20-01425 4 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 45,10 001-1900-519-2300 Expenditure 50 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01425 5 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 209.99 001-2100-521-2300 Expenditure 5 1

NT
ZL;W! ENFORCEME
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Q0LTDOPLRATING Continued
43311 SUN LIFE FINANCIAL Continued
20-01425 6 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 40.63 001-2400-524-2300 Expenditure 2 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01425 7 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 50.31 001-3400-534-2300 Expenditure 53 1
GARBAGE
20-01425 & LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 78.06 001-131-1000 G/L 54 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-01425 9 LIFE INS PREM JUN-20 400.15  001-229-2100 6/L 55 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
906.86
43312 05/08/20  THEBAQOS THE BANCORP BANK 05/31/20 1529
20-01468 1 VEHICLE LEASE #128 389,49 001-2100-521-4431 Expenditure 94 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01468 2 VEHICLE LEASE #114 425,00 001-2100-521-4431 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01468 3 VEHICLE LEASE #114 125.00 001-2100-521-1431 Expenditure 9% 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
1,239.49
43313 05/08/20  usPsQOL0 US POSTAL SERVICE (HASLER) 05/31/20 1524
20-01469 1 POSTAGE 1,500.00 001-155-0000 G/L 97 1
Prepaid Items
43314 05/08/20  veERTZ010 VERIZON WIRELESS 05/31/20 1529
20-01458 1 PD CELL PHONES 835.27 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 83 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43315 05/08/20  WILS001S WILSON HEATING & AIR 05/31/20 1528
20-01402 1 REFUND - OVERPAYMENT 53.00 001-202-4000 G/L 7 1
Accounts Payable - Other
43316 05/08/20  WRIGHOL0) WRIGHT NATIONAL FLOOD 05/31/20 1529
20-01404 1 FLOOD INSURANCE BUILDING C §56.75 001-1900-519-4520 Expenditure 19 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01404 2 FLOOD INSURANCE BUILDING C 1,670.25 001-155-0000 6/L 20 1
Prepaid Items
20-01404 3 FLOOD INSURANCE CITY HALL 643.50 001-1900-519-4520 Expenditure 1 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01404 4 FLOOD INSURANCE CITY HALL 1,930.50 001-155-0000 G/L 221
prepaid Items
4,801.00
43317 05/22/20  AlaALOOS AlA ALTERATIONS LLC 1531
20-0154% 1 UNIFORM ALTERATION-MCNETT 24,00 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 09 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43318 05/22/20  ADORAQQS ADORAMA 1531
20-01076 1 LARGE FORMAT SCANNER-BLDG DEPT 16,301.25 001-2400-524-6430 Expenditure I &

PROT INSPECTIONS

-28 -
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001TDOPERATING
43319 05/22/20  AMERIL4S AMERI-FAX
20-01550 1 THERMAL PAPER

43320 05/22/20  ASFPMOOS ASFPM
20-01496 1 CFM RENEWAL - B LAW

43321 05/22/20  ATTLVOLD ATAT
20-01490 1 INTERNET

20-01490 2 INTERNET

43322 05/22/20  BOZARDL( BOZARD FORD COMPANY
20-01528 1 VEHICLE #129 MAINTENANCE

20-01529 1 VEHICLE #133 MAINTENANCE

continued

230,00

§0.00

50.10
50.10
100.20

83.68
83.90
167.58

43323 05/22/20  CANOND10 CANON FINANCIAL SERVICES

20-01523 1 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01523 2 (OPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01523 3 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01523 4 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01523 5 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01523 6 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01524 1 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01524 2 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01524 3 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01524 4 COPIER LEASE & USAGE
20-01524 5 COPIER LEASE & USAGE

20-01524  § COPIER LEASE & USAGE

43324 05/22/20  COWGOO10 CDW GOVERNMENT INC.

20-01542 1 LIVE STREAMER CAM

47.84
53.36
82.80
157
1.75
2.73
125.00
89.20
125.00
53.95
125.00
40.24
S 8

§1.07

001-2100-521-5100
LAW ENFORCEMENT

001-2400-524-5420
PROT INSPECTIONS

001~1300-513-4100
FINANCE

001-2400-524-4100
PROT INSPECTIONS

001-2100-521-4630
LAW ENFORCEMENT
001-2100-521-4630
LAW ENFORCEMENT

001-1900-519-4430

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL

001-3400-534-4430
GARBAGE
(001-131-1000

Due From Road & Bridge Fund

001-1900-519-5100

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL

001-3400-534-5100
GARBAGE
001-131-1000

Due From Road & Bridge Fund

001-2400-524-4430
PROT INSPECTIONS
001-2400-524-4700
PROT INSPECTIONS
001-2100-521-4430
LAW ENFORCEMENT
001-2100-521-4700
LAW ENFORCEMENT
001-1300-513-4430
FINANCE
001-1300-513-4700
FINANCE

001-2100-521-5230

z%gﬂ ENFORCEMENT

05/31/20 1531

Expenditure 110 1
1531

Expenditure 4 1
05/31/20 1531

Expenditure 3 1

Expenditure 9 1
05/31/20 1531

Expenditure 8 1

Expenditure 79 1
05/31/20 1531

Expenditure 6l 1

Expenditure 62 1

G/L 63 1

Expenditure 64 1

Expenditure 65 1

G/L 66 1

Expenditure 67 1

Expenditure 68 1

Expenditure 89 1

Expenditure 70 1

Expenditure Mmool

Expenditure 1
05/31/20 C 153

Expenditure 102 1
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O0LTDOPERATING Continued
43325 05/22/20  COLONOLQ COLONIAL SUPPLEMENTAL INSURANC 05/31/20 1531
20-01494 1 SUPPLEMENTAL INSURANCE 572,28 001-229-2100 G/L 2 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
43326 05/22/20  COMCADLS COMCAST 05/31/20 1531
20-01534 1 CABLE TV-NEWS 65.40 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 84 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43327 05/22/20  COMMIOLD COMMISSION FOR FLORIDA LAW 1531
20-01525 1 ACCREDITATION UNIFORM PINS 62.50 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 7301
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43328 05/22/20  CRAFTOL0 CRAFT'S TROPHIES & AWARDS INC 1531
20-01535 1 SUPPLIES 50.00 001-2100-521-4700 Expenditure 8 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01535 2 SUPPLIES 7.00 001-2100-521-4700 Expenditure B 1
{LAW ENFORCEMENT
57.00
43329 05/22/20 EVIDEOLD EVIDENT INC 1531
20-01533 1 CRIME SCENE TAPE 76,00 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 83 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43330 05/22/20  FLORIL70 FLORIDA JANITOR & PAPER SUPPLY 05/31/20 1531
20-01513 1 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 176.68 001-1900-518-5290 Expenditure 17 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01513 2 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 186.47 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 48 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01514 1 JANITQRIAL SUPPLIES 103.66 001-1900-519-5280 Expenditure 9 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
466.81
43331 05/22/20  FOPLOOOS FOP LODGE 113 1531
20-01545 1 MEMBERSHIP DUES 16.68 001-229-1000 G/L 05 1
Miscellaneous Deductions
43332 05/22/20  FRANKO20 FRANKIE HAMMONDS 1531
20-01547 1 REIMBURSE COLLEGE TUITION 689.00 001-2100-521-5430 Expenditure 107 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43333 05/22/20  GOODY020 GOODYEAR COMMERCIAL TIRE 05/31/20 1531
20-01506 1 SANITATION TIRES 4,533.69 001-3400-534-4630 Expenditure 43 1
GARBAGE
20-01506 2 SANITATION TIRES 210.00- 001-3400-534-4630 Expenditure 4 1
GARBAGE
4,323.69
43334 05/22/20  HAGANO20 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 1531
20-01516 1 10TH STREET SUPPLIES 37.56 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 0 1

QOTHER GOVERNMENTAL

-30 -



June §, 2020
03:22 PM

CITY OF ST,

AUGUSTINE BEACH

Check Register By Check Date

Page No: §

Check # check pate vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type  Contract  Ref Seq Acct
001 TDOPERATING Continued
43335 05/22/20  HEATHOLO HEATH ELECTRIC 1531
20-01473 1 POWER FOR MONITOR 202.24  001-2400-524-6200 Expenditure 6 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
43336 05/22/20  1IMCOO10 IIMC 1531
20-01488 1 (MC CERT - D FLTZGERALD 125.00 001-1300-513-5430 Expenditure 71
FINANCE
43337 05/22/20  INDIAOLO INDIANHEAD BIOMASS SERVICES 05/31/20 1531
20-01492 1 SW DISPOSAL FEES APR-20 4,085.52  001-3400-534-4940 Expenditure n 1
GARBAGE
43338 05/22/20  JACKIOO0S JACKIE PARRISH 05/31/20 1531
20-01543 1 REIMBURSE COLLEGE TUITION 690.00 001-2100-521-5430 Expenditure 0 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43339 05/22/20  JENNI00S JENNIFER THOMPSON 05/31/20 1531
20-01495 1 REIMBURSE TUITION-] THOMPSON 690,00 001-2400-524-5430 Expenditure 13 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
43340 05/22/20  JOHNHOOS JOHN H. RUTHERFORD OFFICE 1531
20-01500 1 RETIREMENT FLAG - T SMITH 44,55 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 30 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43341 05/22/20  KELLYDOS KELLY ELECTRIC 05/31/20 1531
20-01527 1 REFUND-OVERPAYMENT 59.00 001-202-4000 G/L 7ol
Accounts Payable - Other
43342 05/22/20  LVHIEC10 L.v. HIERS INC. 05/31/20 1531
20-01538 1 750 GAL REG 87 OCTANE 1,133.04 001-141-0000 6/L 83 1
Inventories - Fuel
43343 (5/22/20  MIKESOQS MIKE'S COLLISION CENTER 05/31/20 1531
20-01530 1 VEHICLE #111 UNDERCOATING 350.00 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 80 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01531 1 VEHICLE #1156 UNDERCOATING 750.00  001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 81 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01532 1 VEHICLE #129 SEAT REPAIR 233.86  001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure B2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
1,333.86
43344 05/22/20  NATTO090 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION 05/31/20 1531
20-01544 1 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 1,714.52  001-235-0000 G/L 04 1
Deferred Compensation
43345 05/22/20  NEXTROOS NEXTRAN 05/31/20 1531
20-01519 1 VEHICLE SUPPLIES 87.00 001-3400-534-4630 Expenditure 52 1
GARBAGE
43346 05/22/20  NORTHOSO NORTH AMERICAN RESCUE LLC 05/31/20 1531
20-01548 = 1 MEDICAL SUPPLIES 13.84  001-2100-521-5250 Expenditure 108 1

L AW ENFORCEMENT
3
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(00DLTDOPERATING Continued
43347 05/22/20  OHLINOOS OHLIN SALES INC/OSI BATTERIES 05/31/20 1531
20-01536 1 BATTERIES 34,38 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 87 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43348 05/22/20  PUBLI020 PUBLIX 05/31/20 1831
20-01511 1 PwD SUPPLIES 24,59 001-1900-519-5100 Expenditure 45 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43349 05/22/20  QUILLO1Q QUILL LLC 1531
20-01521 1 CovID 19 SUPPLIES 6.62 001-1900-519-5100 Expenditure 5301
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01521 2 CoVID 19 SUPPLIES 7.39 001-3400-534-5100 Expenditure 541
GARBAGE
20-01521 3 CovID 19 SUPPLIES 11.47 001-131-1000 G/L 5 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-01521 4 OFFICE SUPPLIES 19.91 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01521 5 OFFICE SUPPLIES 26.13 001-1300-513-5100 Expenditure 57 1
FINANCE
20-01521 6 OFFICE SUPPLIES 25.68 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 58 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01521 7 OFFICE SUPPLIES 143.99  (01-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 9 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01522 1 OFFICE SUPPLIES 9.54 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 60 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
250.73
43350 05/22/20  SAFETOL0 SAFETY KLEEN CORP. 05/31/20 1531
20-01512 1 PARTS WASHER SERVICE 158.00 001-3400-534-5290 Expenditure 6 1
GARBAGE
43351 05/22/20  SMITHO10 SMITH BROS. PEST CONTROL 1531
20-01498 1 PEST CONTROL 25.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 25 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01498 2 PEST CONTROL 30.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 6 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01498 3 PEST CONTROL 52.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 211
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01498 4 PEST CONTROL 52.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 28 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01498 5 PEST CONTROL 25.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 29 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
184.00
43352 05/22/20  STADVD10 STAPLES 05/31/20 1531
20-01526 1 OFFICE SUPPLIES 253.22 001-1300-513-5100 Expenditure 41
FINANCE
20-01526 2 OFFICE SUPPLIES 101.33 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 51

PROT INSPECTIONS

1y
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001 TDOPERATING continued
43352 STAPLES Continved
20-01526 3 OFFICE SUPPLIES 28,51 001-1500-515-5100 Expenditure 7% 1
COMP PLANNING
383.06
43353 05/22/20  STAUGIL0 ST AUGUSTINE RECORD 05/31/20 1531
20-01283 1 (CANCEL PUBLIC HEARINGS 170.53 001-1300-513-4810 Expenditure 2 4
FINANCE
20-01397 1 LEGAL AD 152.58 001-1300-513-4810 Expenditure 3 1
FINANCE
20-01400 1 LFGAL AD 71.80 001-1300-513-4810 Expenditure 4 1
FINANCE
20-01472 1 PZB MEETING - LEGAL AD 116.68 001-1500-515-4810 Expenditure 5 sk
COMP PLANNING
511.59
43354 05/22/20  STIOMLL0 ST. JOHNS COUNTY SOLID WASTE 1531
20-01491 1 DISPOSAL FEES APR-20 13,580.32 001-3400-534-4940 Expenditure 0 1
GARBAGE
43355 05/22/20  STIOH140 ST. JOMNS COUNTY UTILITY DEPAR 05/31/20 1531
20-01497 1 WATER SERVICE APR-20 105.91 001-2100-521-4320 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01497 2 WATER SERVICE APR-20 346,55 001-1900-519-4320 Expenditure 6 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01497 3 WATER SERVICE APR-20 231,04 001-2400-524-4320 Expenditure 7 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01497 4 WATER SERVICE APR-20 71.04  001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 8 1
PARKS AND REC
20-01497 5 WATER SERVICE APR-20 61.35 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 9 1
PARKS AND REC
20-01497 6 WATER SERVICE APR-20 194.19 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 0 1
PARKS AND REC
20-01497 7 WATER SERVICE APR-20 138.68 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 211
PARKS AND REC
20-01497 8 WATER SERVICE APR-20 59.01 001-1900-519-4320 Expenditure 2 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01497 9 WATER SERVICE APR-20 65.82 001-3400-534-4320 Expenditure 3 1
GARBAGE
20-01497 10 WATER SERVICE APR-20 102.16 001-131-1000 G/L 41
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
1,375.75
43356 05/22/20  STIOHM24S ST JOHNS SALES & SERVICE 1531
20-01540 1 SCAG REPAIR 574.98 001-1900-519-4620 Expenditure 00 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43357 05/22/20  STI0H260 ST JOHNS FOOD SERVICE, INC 05/31/20 1531
20-01541 1 HURRICANE SUPPLIES 321,30 001-3400-534-5290 Expenditure m 1
GARBAGE
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Check # Check pate vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract  Ref Seq Acct
001TDOPERATING continued
43358 05/22/20  TOMLAOL0 TOM LARGE 05/31/20 1531
20-01518 1 REIMBURSE LICENSE FEE 88.25 001-3400-534-5290 Expenditure 51 1
GARBAGE
43359 05/22/20  ULINEDOS ULINE 05/31/20 1531
20-01502 1 BRACKET MOUNTS 23.28 (001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure i1 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43360 05/22/20  UNITEO20 UNTTED HEALTHCARE INSURANCE (O 05/31/20 1531
20-01505 1 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 7,668.78 001-229-2000 G/L 33 1
Health Insurance-Employee Portion
20-01505 2 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 3,109.20 001-229-2100 G/L 34 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
20-01505 3 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 706.25 001-1200-512-2300 Expenditure 5 1
EXECUTIVE
20-01505 4 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 6,456.23 001-1300-513-2300 Expenditure 3 1
FINANCE
20-01505 5 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 1,060.50 001-1500-515-2300 Expenditure 3701
COMP PLANNING
20-01505 6 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 5,065.13 001-1900-519-2300 Expenditure 301
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01505 7 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 20,166.86 001-2100-521-2300 Expenditure ¥ 01
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01505 8 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 2,448.33  001-2400-524-2300 Expenditure 0 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01505 9 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 5,649.57 001-3400-534-2300 Expenditure 1 1
GARBAGE
20-01505 10 INSURANCE PREMIUM JUN-20 8,766.57 001-131-1000 G/L 42 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
61,097.42
43361 05722720 USBANOOS US BANK VOYAGER FLEET SYS 05/31/20 1531
20-01503 1 FUEL 4/8 - 5/8/20 1,395.15 001-2100-521-5220 Expenditure 21
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43362 05/22/20  USPSO010 US POSTAL SERVICE (HASLER) 05/31/20 1531
20-01546 1 POSTAGE-NON AD VALOREM MAILING 1,000.00 001-155-0000 G/L 06 1
Prepaid Items
43363 05/22/20 VERTZO10 VERIZON WIRELESS 05/31/20 1531
20-01537 1 CELL PHONES 130.20  001-2400-524-4100 Expenditure 88 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01537 2 CELL PHONES 47.31 001-1300-513-4100 Expenditure g8 1
FINANCE
20-01537 3 CELL PHONES 108.21 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 90 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01537 4 CELL PHONES 243,03 001-3400-534-4100 Expenditure 91 1
GARBAGE
20-01537 5 CELL PHONES 243.03 001-131-1000 6/L 92 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
771.78

..o
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Check # Check Date vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract  Ref Seq Acct
001 TDOPERATING Continued
43364 05/22/20  WINDSQOS WINDSTREAM 1531
20-01539 1 PHONE/INTERNET 677.55 001-1300-513-4100 Expenditure 94 1
FINANCE
20-01539 2 PHONE/INTERNET 1,411.57 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 95 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-01539 3 PHONE/INTERNET 310.54 001-2400-524-4100 Expenditure % 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-01539 4 PHONE/INTERNET 84.69 001-1900-519-4100 Expenditure 97 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-01539 5 PHONE/INTERNET 141.16 001-3400-534-4100 Expenditure 98 1
GARBAGE
20-01539 6 PHONE/INTERNET 197.62 001-131-1000 6/L 99 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
2,823.13
checking Account Totals Paid void Amount Paid Amount Void
Checks: 88 3 165,975.36 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 33 3 165,975.36 0.00
(002 TMPACTFEES
1580 05/29/20  STI0HO20 ST JOHNS COUNTY FINANCE DEPT 1532
20-01563 1 IMPACT FEES-MaY 2020 109,391.15 001-208-0000 G/L 1. 4
Due to Other Governments
Checking Account Totals Paid void Amount, Paid Amount Void
checks: 1 0 109,391,15 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 1 0 109,391.15 0.00
101TDBANKRDBRG
20673 05/08/20  ADVARQLD ADVANCED AUTO PARTS 1528
20-01448 1 REPLACEMENT BLADES 24.10 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 19 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20674 05/08/20  ALANIOIS ALAN JAY FLEET SALES 05/31/20 1528
20-00075 1 2020 chevy Silverado 2500 34,812.00 101-4100-541-6410 Expenditure 1 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20675 05/08/20  EvANSO10 EVANS AUTOMOTIVE 05/31/20 1528
20-01450 1 VEH #63 REPAIR 42,90 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure A1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20676 05/08/20  FLORI2SO FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 05/08/20 voID 0
20677 05/08/20  FLORIZ2SO FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 05/31/20 1528
20-01412 1 ELECTRICITY 13.16 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 2 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 2 ELECTRICITY 11.46 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure I 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
-ELECTRICITY 194,39 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 4 1

20-01412 3

BFEJA_DS & BRIDGES
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Check # Check Date Vendor

Reconciled/void Ref num

PO # Ttem Description amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
101TDBANKRDBRG Continued
20677 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY Continued
20-01412 4 ELECTRICITY 10.81 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 5 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 5 ELECTRICITY 11.46 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 6 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 6 ELECTRICITY 13.84  101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 71
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 7 ELECTRICITY 14.22 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 8§ 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 8 ELECTRICITY 38.75 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 9 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 9 ELECTRICITY 11.94 161-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 0 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 10 ELECTRICITY 4,319.71 101-4100-541-5320 Expenditure 1 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01412 11 ELECTRICITY 93,42 101-4100-541-5320 Expenditure 2 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01446 1 ELECTRICITY 326.82 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 14 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01446 2 ELECTRICITY 11.63  101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 51
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01446 3 ELECTRICITY 27.87 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure o 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01446 4 ELECTRICITY 23.70  101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 17 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
5,123.18
20678 05/08/20  MELVIQL0 MELVIN'S REPAIR SHOP 05/31/20 1528
20-01443 1 VEH #71 WATER PUMP REPAIR 24,78 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 0 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20679 05/08/20  MUNICO20 MUNICIPAL SUPPLY & SIGN CO. 05/31/20 1528
20-01447 1 STREET SIGNS 824,30 101-4100-541-5310 Expenditure 1§ 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20680 05/08/20  THELAD20 THE LAKE DOCTORS 05/31/20 1528
20-01445 1 WATER MANAGEMENT SERVICE 595.00 101-4100-541-3400 Expenditure 13 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20681 05/22/20  cMT0000S CMT 05/31/20 1530
20-00956 1 1lth STREET DRAINAGE 2,200.00 101-4100-541-3140 Expenditure 1 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20682 05/22/20  HAGANDZ0 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 1530
20-01515 1 3RD LANE DRAINAGE SUPPLIES 27,96 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 4 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20683 05/22/20  HOMED(10 WOME DEPOT 05/31/20 1530
20-01510- 1 3RD LANE DRAINAGE SUPPLIES 30.16  101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 3ol

ROADS & BRIDGES

-36 -
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Check # Check pate vendor

Recenciled/Void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
10LTDBANKRDBRG Continued
20684 05/22/20  MUNICO20 MUNICIPAL SUPPLY & SIGN (O. . 05/31/20 1530
20-01517 1 STREET SIGNS 525.00 101-4100-541-5310 Expenditure § 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20685 05/22/20  TAYLCO20 TAYLOR RENTAL 05/31/20 1530
20-01471 1 3rd LANE DRAINAGE-SKID STEER 1,054.00 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 2 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20-01520 1 3RD LANE DRAINAGE 354,00 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 8 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
1,408.00
Checking Account Totals Paid Void Amount Paid Amount Void
Checks: 12 1 45,637.38 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 12 1 45,637.38 0.00
Report Totals Paid Void Amount Paid Amount void
Checks: 101 4 321,003.89 0,00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total; 10 4 321,003.89 0.00

B T
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Totals by Year-Fund

Fund Description Fund Expend Total  Revenue Total G/L Total Total
GENERAL FUND 0-001 130,636.09 137.80 144,592.62 275,366.51
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 0-101 45,637.38 0.00 0.00 45,637.38

Total of A1l Funds: 176,273.47 137.80 144,592 .62 321,003.89
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Totals by Fund

Fund Description Fund Expend Total  Revenue Total G/L Total Total
GENERAL FUND 001 130,636.00 137.80 144,592.62 275,366.51
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 101 45,637.38 0.00 0.00 45,637.38

Total of A1l Funds: 176,273.%7 137.80 144,592.62 321,003.89
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03:22 PM Breakdown of Expenditure Account Current/Prior Received/Prior Open

Fund Description Fund Current Prior Revd Prior Open Paid Prior Fund Total

GENERAL FUND 0-001  130,636.09 0.00 0.00 (.00 130,636.09

ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 0-101  45,637.38 0.00 0.00 (.00 45,637.38
Total of A1l Funds: 176,273.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 176,273.47

.,
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PENDING ACTIVITIES AND PROJECTS
Revised June 25, 2020

PLEASE NOTE: Some parts of this report have been shortened by the removal of outdated information.

1.

6.

PERFORMANCE REVIEW OF POLICE CHIEF AND THE CITY MANAGER. The reviews were discussed by
the Commission at its January 14, 2020, continuation meeting. The Commission directed that that it
be reminded in October 2020 to begin the reviews for the calendar year, with the reviews to be
discussed at the Commission’s December 7, 2020, meeting.

LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS. At its June 1 meeting, the Commission reviewed an ordinance
from the Building Official to delineate the boundaries of the mixed-use district along the Boulevard
and passed it on first reading. The ordinance will have its first public hearing and second reading at
the Commission’s July 6™ meeting.

The Building Department staff is now preparing revisions to the Regulations to implement the new
policies in the Comprehensive Plan that was approved by the state in February.

UPDATING STRATEGIC PLAN. As its January 7, 2019, meeting, the City Commission decided to do the
update itself with the City staff. At later meetings in 2019, the Planning Board and the Sustainability
and Environmental Planning Advisory Committee provided suggestions for the plan. The Commission
agreed with the City Manager’s suggestions for items in the plan and asked him to include in it parking
infrastructure. The City Manager has prepared a Mission Statement, a Vision Statement, a Values
Statement and a list of goals and the tasks each. The Commission reviewed the plan and provided
comments at its January 14, 2020, continuation meeting. The City Manager will revise the plan it back
to the Commission at a future meeting.

PARKING PLAN. The City Commission has changed the focus of the parking plan from paid parking to
improvements for parking on City-owned plazas and streets. The staff will draft a five-year plan and
the Police Department is to determine the most effective parking regulations for the streets west of
A1A Beach Boulevard. The parking plan will be provided to the Commission at a future meeting.

JOINT MEETINGS:

a. With the County Commission. No date has yet been proposed by either Commission for a joint
meeting.

b. On February 10, 2020, the City Commission and Planning Board held a joint meeting. The topics
discussed included communications, training for Board members, hiring a planner and providing
more information to the Board. It was agreed to have a joint meeting every six months. At its
March 2" meeting, the Commission asked that the Code Enforcement Board and the
Sustainability and Environmental Planning Advisory Committee be asked for dates for a workshop
meeting with the Commission. At its August 3™ meeting, the Commission will be asked when it
wants to schedule a joint meeting with the Planning Board and SEPAC.

UPDATING PERSONNEL MANUAL. At the City Commission’s February 3, 2020, meeting, the City Clerk
proposed two amendments to the Manual: to designate Christmas Eve and Good Friday as holidays



for the City employees; and policies for to provide compensation to the employees during
emergencies. The Commission approved the additional holidays but asked the City Clerk to provide
revised policies for compensation for the employees during declared emergencies. At its June 1%
meeting, the City Commission approved revisions to provisions in the Manual concerning equal
employment opportunity, educational assistance program, Americans with Disabilities Act
coordinators, records, interpretations, and conflicts of interest.

NEW REVENUE SOURCES: NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENT FOR COLLECTION OF HOUSEHOLD WASTE,
RECYCLING AND YARD TRASH. For several years, the City has levied a yearly assessment of $74 per
residence that is on the property tax bill residents receive each November. The $74 pays the costs to
disposal of household wastes, etc. The proposed additional assessment will pay the costs to collect
the wastes. The Commission at its June 17™ meeting discussed the proposal and asked for more
information. At its August 5" meeting, the City Commission postponed the topic to the September 9t
meeting. By majority vote it authorized the City Manager to do the next step in the process, which is
to contact the Tax Collector for the date or dates when the public hearing must be held on a resolution
to adopt the assessment. At its October 7" meeting, the Commission approved continuing the steps
to implement the non-ad valorem assessment in 2020 and agreed to continue the discussion to its
November 4™ meeting of changes to the commercial solid waste service fees. The Commission had
length discussion at that meeting as well as the continuation meeting on November 6" without any
decisions being reached. At its December 3™ continuation meeting, the Commission by a 3-2 vote
approved a resolution to inform the Tax Collector of the City’s intent to levy the non-ad valorem
assessment for the collection of solid waste later in 2020. The signed resolution was sent to the Tax
Collector, the Property Appraiser, and the Florida Department of Revenue.

At its May 4™ meeting, the Commission set the ranges for various categories of solid waste for the
non-ad valorem assessment for residential property in the City and scheduled a public hearing on the
ranges for Monday, June 15™. However, because the Tax Collectors said specific fees as well as ranges
have to be advertised, the Commission at its June 1°* meeting agreed to have the public hearing on
Tuesday, July 7™, with the following proposed fees: $87 for the collection of solid waste, $67 for
disposal, and $24 for recycling. The July 7" meeting will begin at 6 p.m. and can be attended virtually
or in person. Virtual attendance is recommended because of limited seating in the meeting room due
to the physical distancing guidelines.

STREETLIGHTS ALONG STATE ROAD A1A. The City’s Public Works Director, Bill Tredik, has taken the
lead on this project. He is working with Florida and Light and the Florida Department of Transportation
to have lights put at seven locations between the city hall and Madrid Street, opposite the entrance
to the Marsh Creek subdivision. DOT has approved the lights. At its January 13 continuation meeting,
the Commission approved the agreement with FPL to have 19 new lights erected. The City Manager
has approved the agreement.

STREETLIGHT FOR ENTRANCE TO BEACH ACCESS WALKWAY. A resident has requested that a light be
put at the entrance on A1A Beach Boulevard. On January 29%, City personnel met with representatives
from Florida Power and Light. The company will change the lighting as part of the conversion of the
Boulevard streetlighting to LED lights.



10.

11.

12.

13.

LED STREETLIGHTS. FPL representatives presented a proposal to the Commission at its June 10, 2019,
meeting to change the lights throughout the City to LED lights. The Commission decided it needed
more information from FPL. Chief Hardwick has worked with FPL on a complete review of the lighting
along the Boulevard. As its January 13, 2020 ,continuation meeting, the Commission approved the
agreement for lighting changes subject to the following conditions: 1) to verify that the City must pay
for the additional lights along the Boulevard; 2) that the City Attorney review the interlocal agreement
with the County and the state; 3) that the Public Works Director and Police Chief review FPL’s
recommendations and be judicious about the number of lights along the Boulevard and hold off on
changing any lights that might be converted to LEDs soon. The agreement with FPL for the conversion
will be on the agenda for a future Commission meeting.

GRANTS. The Public Works Director has prepared and or will prepare applications for grants from the
following agencies:

a. Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program, $106,500, for restrooms at Ocean
Hammock Park. City match would be $35,500. Total project cost: $142,000. The City is waiting for
the Governor to approve the budget.

b. Coastal Partnership Initiative: $25,000, to fund planning for other improvements to Ocean
Hammock Park: picnic pavilion, observation platform, playscape for children, more trails. City
match would be $25,000. Total project cost: $50,000. Though it is federal money, the grant is
provided through the state. The City is waiting for the Governor to approve.

c. Florida Resilient Coastlines Programs: to do a Vulnerability Assessment and Adaptability Plan.
Total amount requested $72,000. No match required. This will involve updating the City’s
stormwater model, identifying vulnerabilities, and recommending options for inclusion in a future
Public Works Capital Improvements Plan. The Governor will need to approve the funding.

d. St. Johns River Water Management District Cost Share Program: Grant applied for in February to
provide funds for the new weir at the City’s Mizell Road retention pond. The amount requested
is $600,000. In April, the City was notified that its project was in line for funding. However,
whether the money will be provided depends on the District appropriating it in the District’s Fiscal
Year 2021 budget. Approval may approve the funding for this program in September 2020.

REQUEST TO ST. AUGUSTINE PORT, WATERWAY AND BEACH COMMISSION FOR FUNDING FOR
PROJECTS. The Public Works Director presented a list of projects to the Commission at its November
19'" meeting. The Commission said one, the 5" Street dune walkover, might be eligible with the City
paying part of the costs. The Director will present a funding request to the Port Commission at one of
its future meetings for walkovers at 4" and 5™ Streets.

REQUEST FOR FUNDING FROM TOURIST DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR BEACH-RELATED PROJECTS.
The Public Works Director prepared a proposal to the TDC for funding for improvements to the rights-
of-way of certain City-owned streets for beach visitor parking. He and the City Manager presented it
to the TDC at its March 16™ meeting for money to provide parking at 16™ Street and the Boulevard
and 4% Street and the Boulevard. TDC members said that it was unlikely the City would receive money
because of the decline in revenue from the bed tax due to the coronavirus pandemic.
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15.

NON-CONFORMING BUSINESS SIGNS. The City’s sign code has a height limit of 12 feet for business
signs. A number of businesses have signs that exceed that height. According to the code, these signs
must be made conforming by August 2023. The Building Official and his staff will notify the businesses
of this requirement and will work with them to bring these signs into conformity.

CHARGING STATION FOR ELECTRIC VEHICLES. The Public Works Director is working with the staff of
the North Florida Regional Transportation Organization to have a charging station for the public at

city hall.
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	XII. OLD BUSINESS
	3. Lease of City Property for Bocce Courts:  Request for Two to Three-Year Term (Presenter: Mr. Michael Castagno, Organizer, St. Auggie Bocce League)

	XIII. NEW BUSINESS
	XIV. ADJOURNMENT

	06.02.20
	I. CALL TO ORDER
	II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
	III. ROLL CALL
	XIV. STAFF COMMENTS
	XV. ADJOURNMENT

	06.09.20
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