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AGENDA

REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, DECEMBER 7, 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.”

1.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

RULES OF CIVILITY FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

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.

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.

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

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COMMISSION MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 9,
2020.

ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS OF THE AGENDA

CHANGES TO THE ORDER OF TOPICS ON THE AGENDA

PRESENTATIONS

A. Presentation of Plaque to Vice Mayor Maggie Kostka for Service to the City as Commissioner
2017-2020 and as Vice Mayor 2020

B. Interview of Mr. Nicolas Binder as Candidate for Junior Alternate on the Code Enforcement
Board

PUBLIC COMMENTS




XI.

XII.

XIII.

XIV.

XV.

1.

2.

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Public Hearing for Levying of Non-Ad Valorem Special Assessment: to Pay Costs to Open 2"
Street West of 2" Avenue (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

2. Ordinance 20-14, First Public Hearing and Second Reading: to Change Section 4.01.06,
Recreation Standards, of the Land Development Regulations (Presenter: Brian Law, Building
Official)

CONSENT

None

OLD BUSINESS

3. Alvin’s Island Driveway to Versaggi Drive: Request for Approval of Public Works Director’s
Decision to Allow it for Ingress and Egress (Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

4. Ordinance 20-15, First Reading, to Amend the Land Development Regulations Regarding
Occupancy Permits, Impervious Surface Coverage, Unsafe Buildings, and Number of Code
Enforcement Board Members (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

5. Ordinance 20-16, First Reading, to Amend the Land Development Regulations Regarding
Allowing Mobile Food Sales in the City (Presenter: Lex Taylor, City Attorney)

6. Use of the City Meeting Rooms: Review of Proposed Regulations and Fees (Presenter: Max
Royle, City Manager)

7. City Manager’s Annual Performance: (Presenter: Mayor Margaret England)

8. Ordinance 20-17, First Reading, to Adopt 2020 Florida Building Code (Presenter: Brian Law,
Building Official)

NEW BUSINESS

None

STAFF COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT

NOTICES TO THE PUBLIC

LIGHT UP THE BEACH ACTIVITIES. In December, there are three for the holiday season:
A. Saturday, December 5, 2020, 4:00 p.m. —7:00 p.m. Surf lllumination at the County pier park.
B. Saturday, December 12, 2020, 4:00 p.m. — 8:00 p.m. Holiday Night Market at pier park.

C. Saturday, December 19, 2020, 4:00 p.m. — 8:00 p.m. Art Walk/Shop and Dine at the Beach.
Businesses between Pope Road and A Street are participating. There will be displays of art
works on the plazas between pier park and A Street.

HOLIDAYS. There are two in December and one the first week in January. In December, December
24™ and 25%™, Christmas Eve and Christmas Day. CITY OFFICES CLOSED. Recyclables will be picked up



on Thursday, December 24™. For household waste, City crews will pick up BOTH Thursday’s and
Friday’s waste on Thursday, December 24,

3. SUSTAINABILITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (SEPAC). It will hold
its monthly meeting on Wednesday, December 9, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. in the Commission meeting
room.

4. COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD. It will hold its monthly meeting on Tuesday,
December 15, 2020, at 6:00 p.m. in the Commission meeting room at city hall. Topics on the agenda
may include a. request to vacate alley on west side of A1A Beach Boulevard between 13 and 14™
Streets; b. review of request to recommend renewal of a conditional use permit for outside seating
at Island Donut, 400 A1A Beach Boulevard; c. request for two variances in the Sea Grove subdivision:
to reduce the side setback from 10 to five feet for a new swimming pool at 455 High Tide Drive and
at 459 High Tide Drive; d. review of two ordinances to amend the Land Development Regulations:
one regarding occupancy permits, impervious surface coverage, unsafe buildings and number of
persons or the Code Enforcement Board; the second ordinance concerns new regulations for mobile
food sales in the City.

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, NOVEMBER 9, 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

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

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

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COMMISSION MINUTES OF OCTOBER 5, 2020.

Motion: to approve the minutes. Moved by Commissioner George, Seconded by Commissioner
Rumrell.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

City Manager Royle advised that there were some changes to Item 6 (Exhibit 1), which has been
given to the Commission at this meeting.

Mayor England moved to Item VI., Changes to the Order of Topics.



VI.

VII.

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.

City Manager Royle commented that Attorney James Whitehouse was at the St. Augustine’s
Commission meeting and asked if the Commission could postpone Item 1 until he arrives.

Commission agreed.

Mayor England moved to Item VII, Presentations.

PRESENTATIONS

A.

Interview of Candidate, Ms. C. Michel Cloward, for Position of Regular Member on the
Sustainability and Environmental Planning Advisory Committee

Mayor England introduced Item VII.A. and asked Ms. Cloward to come to the podium.

Ms. Cloward advised that she would like to be on the Sustainability and Environmental
Planning Advisory Committee (SEPAC) in order to get to know more people in the community
and to serve. She explained that she was new in the community.

Mayor England asked where Ms. Cloward came from.
Ms. Cloward commented that she lived in North Carolina and California previously.

Commissioner George thanked her for applying and explained that it was a great way to get
to know the community. She commented that the Commission is always available to her if
she had questions, but she should not speak to other SEPAC members unless in a public
meeting regarding items on the agenda and City Attorney Taylor would help her on the
Sunshine Law and Ethics that are her responsibility to know and follow.

Commissioner Kostka thanked her for showing interest and asked what skills she would bring
to SEPAC.

Ms. Cloward remarked that she is a team player, has marketing skills for events that SEPAC
may want to hold and has some knowledge regarding sustainability.

Commissioner Samora welcomed Ms. Cloward to the community and the State of Florida and
advised that she would make a great addition to SEPAC.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed with Commissioner Samora.

Commissioner George explained that under Commissioner Comments in the agenda she
would like to discuss staff members following the lead of the SEPAC Chair when it comes to
scheduling meetings, etc. She explained that she would like SEPAC to schedule a meeting to
discuss the budget limitations and to move forward with their tasks.

Motion: to approve Ms. C. Michael Cloward for SEPAC. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded
by Vice Mayor Kostka.

Roll call vote was as follows:

Commissioner Samora Yes
Commissioner George Yes
Commissioner Rumrell Yes



VI,

Mayor England Yes
Vice Mayor Kostka Yes

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved on to Item VIII, Public Comments.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

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

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, saluted Vice Mayor Kostka for her service; advised that
in previous years civil rights were fought in St. Augustine Beach; advised that St. Augustine Beach
Civic Association President thought he was attacking liberals by sending information about Mr.
Slavin’s election race, which brought him more votes; and asked if any permits were obtained for
renovating the police garage because if not, it would be a felony under state law.

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, explained that Pope Road needs
repairs and should not have emergency vehicles going down Pope Road. He advised that he
wanted to know why the recycling has been stopped in his complex.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that Pope Road is a St. Johns County road, and they would
be responsible for the repairs. He explained that he has talked with St. Johns County to fix it and
will continue to push for the road to be repaired. Seaside Villas does not have solid waste or
recycling pickups any more due to the non-ad valorem assessment changes.

Mayor England closed the Public Comments section and moved on to Item IX, Commissioner
Comments.

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Mayor England advised that she has been working with staff on the Light Up the Beach season for
St. Augustine Beach and asked Communications and Events Coordinator to explain the events that
will take place during the holiday season.

Communications and Events Coordinator Conlon and City Manager Royle showed a PowerPoint
presentation on the four events that will be done during the holiday season (Exhibit 2).

Discussion ensued regarding funding coming from sponsors for the four holiday events; artists
link would be on the webpage in case residents didn’t want to come to the event, but wanted to
purchase art; map of the artists’ locations on A1A Beach Boulevard; lighting being displayed during
the event; and St. Johns County, the City of St. Augustine and the St. Johns County Visitors and
Convention Bureau lending support for the events and lighting up A1A Beach Boulevard.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he was glad to be back and that everyone is safe from COVID-
19.

Commissioner George encouraged the secretary to the SEPAC to take the lead from the Chair to
call the meetings when requested and if members do not come to the meetings then it would be
cancelled and the retention standards would be addressed. The procedures should be followed
regarding public notice. She asked if the Commission would like to set a policy on this or just give
direction.

It was the consensus of the Commission to just give direction to the staff.

3



Commissioner George asked if the Commission would like to give former Police Chief Hardwick,
now Sheriff of St. Johns County, a plaque for his service with the City.

The Commission agreed to present Sheriff Hardwick with a plaque at the December 7, 2020
meeting.

Vice Mayor Kostka welcomed Daniel Carswell for his first Commission meeting as Chief of Police.
She thanked all the veterans in our community for their service to the U.S. States and the City as
Veterans Day comes closer and thanked veterans for their service and dedication.

Commissioner Samora advised that the Visitor and Convention Bureau (VCB) installed their new
officers at the last meeting. The Nights of Lights in St. Augustine starts this week. He advised that
the businesses downtown in St. Augustine were very supportive of the new St. Augustine Beach
“Light Up the Beach” program and were happy that the trolley operators were in touch with the
VCB so they can promote the City’s events. He hopes to build on it. He asked about the budget
costs for the events.

Communication and Events Coordinator Conlon advised that the sponsors of the events have paid
for everything, so there was no cost to the City so far.

Mayor England asked Commissioner Samora if he can get more businesses involved and promote
the events.

Commissioner Samora advised he would.
Mayor England asked if permit fees would be paid for a City sponsor events.
City Manager Royle advised no permit fees would have to be done for City sponsor events.

Commissioner Samora advised that the Chamber of Commerce was very interested in our events
and wanted to help as well.

Mayor England moved on to Item 2 since Attorney James Whitehouse was not in the audience
yet.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

2. Conditional Use Permit: Request to Build a Single-Family Residence in a Commercial Land Use
District at 17 13™ Street (Lots 53, 54 and part of 52, Atlantic Beach Subdivision, Michael
Stauffer and Scott Patrou, Agents for Ancient City Ventures) (Presenter: Brian Law, Building
Official)

Mayor England introduced Item 2 and asked for a staff report from Building Official Law.

Building Official Law showed Exhibit 3 of the area that the single-family residence would be
built and Exhibit 4 on what the conception of the house would look like. He stated that the
Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board unanimously approved this conditional use permit
to the Commission. He explained the reason why the owners decided to build a single-family
home in a commercial area was because of the parking requirements of a commercial
building. He advised that there was not enough space for parking in the area to have a
commercial building, but a single-family home would have enough space for parking.

Discussion ensued regarding a commercial building being renovated to be a law office on the
property; why there would be a need for a conditional use permit if it is a commercial property
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being used for a commercial business; variances are separate because variances are handled
was by the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board; the transient rental will be modified
into a commercial business; and a single-family house on parcel 2 will be built, which needs a
conditional use permit.

Commissioner George confirmed that the conditional use permit is not to allow the
commercial use of a law office on the property, but to build a single-family home on the
easterly lot.

Building Official Law advised yes.

Commissioner George asked if the single-family home provided enough parking without
considering the variances that the Commission does not handle.

Building Official Law advised that the single-family home would address the parking based on
the supplemental at the time and would fall under the building regulations. He explained that
if they can demonstrate the parking. He stated that the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning
Board did ask that part of the setback be reduced to the 25-foot for the garage area to help
with parking so the cars could get off 13*" Lane.

Commissioner George asked if the parking would be sufficient for the single-family home.

Building Official Law advised that he could not answer that question because the owners have
not submitted the plans yet. The permit would not be issued or get through the Zoning
Department without proper parking spots based on the parking requirements of the Land
Development Code.

Commissioner Samora asked if the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board asked for any
other conditions for the conditional use permit.

Building Official Law advised no, just that the variance would not be applicable to the first
level garage.

Commissioner Samora asked if the conditional use permit run with the land or the owner.

Building Official Law explained that it must run with the land because it is a building. He
explained that if the building is sold the conditional use permit would still be in effect because
the building is still there.

Commissioner Samora asked if there was a conditional use permit on the transient rental
building that is already there.

Building Official Law advised no that it predates the current Land Development Codes. He
advised if the variances were not approved by the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board,
the Commission would not have to meet because without appropriate parking the owners
could not build.

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

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, asked that the conditional use permit not be
approved so that commercial zoning would be protected.

Scott Patrou, Agent for Ancient City Ventures, LLC., 770 A1A Beach Blvd., St. Augustine Beach,
FL, explained that he wants to live and have his business in St. Augustine Beach and would be
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bringing more commercial properties to the City as the Commission has requested along A1A
Beach Boulevard. He explained that they are trying to use the commercial zoning without a
vacant lot behind the building.

Discussion ensued the differences of commercial and residential parking regulations.

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

Vice Mayor Kostka remarked that she likes the idea because it is a reallocation of the transient
rental to a different space on the property and then bringing a true commercial building back
to the City along A1A Beach Boulevard.

Commissioners George, Commissioner Rumrell, and Commissioner Samora agreed with Vice
Mayor Kostka.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve the conditional use application that is before us with the conditions that
were set forth from the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board. Moved by Commissioner
George, Seconded by Commissioner Kostka.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimously.
Mayor England moved on to Item 1.

Conditional Use Permit: Request to Build a Residence in a Commercial Land Use District at 16
5t Street (Lot 18, St. Augustine Beach Subdivision, Attorney James Whitehouse, Agent for the
Owners) (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

Mayor England introduced Item 1 and asked for a staff report from Building Official Law.

Building Official Law explained that in December 2019, the Commission approved a
conditional use permit for a single-family residence in a commercial district; however, the
property was sold before the one-year conditional use permit was due to be completed. The
new owners needed to reapply for a conditional use permit because he could not extend the
previous conditional use permit. He remarked that the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning
Board recommended approval with the same terms. He advised that the Comprehensive
Planning and Zoning Board recommended that a survey be done by a certified registered
surveyor to verify the building height once the trusses and sheathing are completed. He
explained that the owners need to build the residences with medium density regulations.

Commissioner Samora asked about the commercial mix-use building that had been approved
for the Boulevard facing lots. He advised that there has been no activity yet on that building
and wanted to know the status.



Building Official Law advised that there has been no submittals to the Building Department;
however, he has heard that Gulf Stream Design Group has discussed on the north building
that there would be a transient unit above the commercial unit. He commented that he
believed there was a two-year window for those approved properties and advised that the
lot is too small for a potential commercial development. He remarked that there are other
houses around the area that have been developed.

Commissioner Samora asked how many commercial lots are undeveloped now in that area.
Building Official Law advised there are two properties that are commercial.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that those undeveloped lots are sensitive to flooding and advised
that the other homes built up their foundations. She asked if that would be a requirement
for any residential structures built in that area.

Building Official Law advised yes, and he checks the elevations of the garage and the crown
of the road in the review process.

Mayor England asked when the conditional use permits for the commercial mixed-use
properties will expire.

Building Official Law advised that he did not have that information with him; however, he
advised that they may want to build what was not approved. He explained that the southern
property along the Boulevard wanted to change the look of the building and the Building
Department does not have the ability to change the look. He explained only the
Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board has that ability and if the southern property along
the Boulevard wanted to change the look, it would have to go back to the Comprehensive
Planning and Zoning Board for another conditional use permit. He commented that the
northern property has not given a submittal.

Mayor England asked if the two lots facing the Boulevard and the two lots behind those mix-
use buildings that are not develop are all commercial lots.

Building Official Law advised that the six undeveloped lots were broken up and each lot has
different owners. He advised that it would be difficult to build commercial zoning with six
different owners. He explained that the northern property on the Boulevard was approved
by the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board with sketches and must comply with the
medium density regulations and comply with the building height by a certified surveyor.

Attorney James Whitehouse, St. Johns Law Group, 104 Seagrove Main Street, St. Augustine
Beach, FL, advised he was here on behalf of the property owners and explained that they
would like to have the same conditional use permit that was approved previously for Mr. and
Mrs. Cochran. He commented that because of COVID-19 the new owners were not going to
be able to submit plans before December 2, 2020, so they had to go through the conditional
use permit process. The Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board recommended to the
Commission to approve the conditional use permit, which was unanimously approved by the
Commission previously for this property on December 2, 2019. He advised that the owner’s
intent is to build what was previously submitted with maybe a few modifications on the
design. He commented that several houses have been built in this area. He explained that
he also represents Ms. Hanstein who owns the property on the north corner, and she is trying
to move forward with the mixed-use development. He explained that there are some
modifications she would like and will come back to the City for approval. He asked the
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Commission for more than 12 months on these properties because of COVID-19 and because
there is no requirement that it must be a 12-month period. He asked for 18 to 24 months
instead in case it is needed due to COVID-19.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section and being there was no further comments by the Commission she
asked for a motion.

Commissioner George advised that she would make a motion; however, she was hesitant on
changing the timeline and asked the Commission if they have any objection before she makes
a motion.

Mayor England asked Building Official Law what the owners must do to meet the timeline.

Building Official Law advised that they would have to submit a legal complete application
before beginning construction.

Commissioner George advised that the owners do not have to break ground, but just get the
application in to the Building Department.

Motion: to approve conditional use permit 2020-03 with the recommendations from the
Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board including the verification by the state certified
surveyor as to verifying height for the one-year period. Moved by Commissioner George,
Seconded by Mayor England.

Attorney Whitehouse requested to speak to the Commission before the vote.
Mayor England called Attorney Whitehouse to the podium.

Attorney Whitehouse advised that the owner’s residence is in the State of Washington;
however, they are presently in Canada and cannot travel back into the United States right
now because of COVID-19. He explained that the owners want to go over things before they
submit the application. He commented that the 12-month period was not in the Code but
has been done in the past. He advised that it could be changed if the Commission agrees and
remarked that it would not cause a precedence if it is stated in the motion the extenuating
circumstances of COVID-19.

Commissioner George advised that she was sympathetic to that; however, she would not
deviate from the standards.

Building Official Law read out of the Codes that the use shall be commenced within a period
of one year upon the effective date of the final order and that the Commission could allow
the period of one-year to be longer. He also read that the properties can be transferable and
run with the land to answer Commissioner Samora’s question.

Mayor England asked if the conditional use permit could be extended with extenuating
circumstances.

Building Official Law advised there is no mechanism to extend a conditional use permit. He
explained that the Commission would have to agree on now when the owners must submit
the application for the new conditional use permit.



Vice Mayor Kostka advised that she would not have a problem extending the timeline as long
as the Commission states in the motion that the reason why there was a change was because
of the unprecedented pandemic.

Commissioner Samora advised that he does not want to see the transient units have a
marketable value to them because they have a transferable conditional use permit. He said
if the Commission wants to extend it, then he would take the transferability away.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he would agree to extend it with a staff review in 12
months and if staff deems it necessary, then it could be extended so the owners do not have
to come back to the Commission.

Mayor England advised Commissioner Rumrell that the Building Official does not have that
capability of doing an extension later. She explained that the timeline would have to be done
now in order for this to proceed.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that he would agree to 18 months because of the current
pandemic. He advised that the Commission has given a little lead way with outdoor seating
for restaurants so he believes that he would like to be consistent. He commented that taking
away the transferability may not be legal or possible.

Building Official Law advised that the City cannot take away the transferability once the
building has been permitted to be built. He suggested granting the conditional use permit to
the applicant up to 18-months, but the owners would need to provide a completed submittal,
which includes the application fees, to the Building Department. He advised that the City
Attorney would have to approve that first.

Commissioner George asked to see what the vote to the motion on the floor is first and then
find out what to do from there.

Mayor England agreed and asked for a roll call vote.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed 3 to 2.

Discussion ensued regarding whether or not to allow the Building Official to extend the
conditional use permit when there is an extenuating circumstance.

Building Official Law advised that he would not feel comfortable changing a decision from a
five-person panel to one person and he did not feel it should ever happen.

Mayor England advised that new language could be done to allow the new owners could come
back to the Commission to extend an existing conditional use permit without charging them
a fee.



Building Official Law advised that the Building Department would lose money by doing that.
He explained that there are legal advertisements, recording costs, and other necessary
expenses.

It was the consensus of the Commission to speak with the Building Official on this issue if a
change in language is needed.

Mayor England moved on to the Consent Agenda.

XI. CONSENT

3.
4.

Approval of Salary for Interim Police Chief Daniel Carswell

Budget Resolution 20-08 and 20-09, to Amend General Fund and Road/Bridge Funds to
Reconcile Negative Balances in the Fiscal Year 2020 Budget and Budget Resolution 2010, to
Amend the Fiscal Year 2021 Budget to Appropriate Money for an IT Project

Resolution 20-13, to Declare as Surplus a Police Department Highwater Vehicle, LMTV Vehicle
#121

Mayor England introduced the Consent Agenda and asked if the Commission had any
questions or would like to pull any item.

Commissioner George advised that she like to discuss Item 3 of the Consent Agenda.
Mayor England pulled Item 3 from the Consent Agenda.

Commissioner George advised that Police Chief Carswell has not met one of the requirements
of a Chief of Police due to COVID-19 classes being postponed. She explained that she was
concerned this would be a precedent because other employees might want an increase
without having all the requirements.

Commissioner Samora remarked that it should not be punitive for Interim Police Chief
Carswell because of COVID-19. He explained that this is not a normal situation because of the
pandemic.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed with Commissioner Samora and advised with the
circumstances in place he feels confident that Interim Chief Carswell would be able to pass
the class and have all the requirements.

Mayor England explained that in 2021 the Commission will be discussing the Police Chief’s
position. She advised that Police Chief Hardwick recommended Daniel Carswell to be the
Interim Police Chief and she respects his opinion.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the Commission should show consistency. She explained that
on the last item the Commission did not extend the 12 month period for a single-family home
to be built even though the owners requested more time due to COVID-19, but the
Commission is allowing this item to be passed due to COVID-19. She felt that the Commission
should be more consistent.

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

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, asked to table this item and to send a letter to the
class administrator asking this to be done quicker. He advised that this shows favoritism. He
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requested that this position be advertised according to Equal Employment Opportunity laws
before anyone is hired.

Tom Reynolds, 50 Brigantine Court, St. Augustine Beach, FL, advised that this should be tabled
and advertising done. He believed that Daniel Carswell was not qualified, and the Commission
should not take Sheriff Hardwick’s recommendations.

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

Motion: to approve the salary for Interim Chief Carswell to $90,000. Moved by Commissioner
Samora, Seconded by Mayor England.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England asked if any Commission had questions on the Consent Agenda. Being none,
Mavyor England asked for a motion on Items 4 and 5.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if there was a better system to surplus equipment faster when the
equipment is in better shape.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that she would be bringing an asset policy change to the
Commission to surplus equipment as soon as it becomes available instead of waiting for them
to be surplused annually.

Motion: to approve Budget Resolution 20-08, 20-09 and Resolution 20-13. Moved by
Commissioner George, Seconded by Commissioner Rumrell. Motion passed unanimously.

Mayor England moved to Item 6.

XIl.  OLD BUSINESS

6. Ordinance 20-14, First Reading, to Change Section 4.01.06, Recreation Standards, of the Land
Development Regulations (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

Mayor England introduced Item 6 and asked for a staff report from Building Official Law.

Building Official Law explained that this was discussed last month and there are no changes
since last month.

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

City Attorney Taylor read the title.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve Ordinance 20-14. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner
George. Motion passed unanimously.
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Mayor England moved on to Item 7.

Constructing Unbuilt Section of 2" Street West of 2" Avenue: Request to Approve
Resolution 20-21, to Declare Intent to Levy a Non-Ad Valorem Assessment to Pay Costs
(Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)

Mayor England introduced Item 7 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained that the Commission had discussed this previously and staff
recommended previously that this would be done by a regular special assessment; however,
Finance Director Douylliez is concerned about homeowners becoming delinquent in paying
for the special assessment and has suggested a non-ad valorem assessment instead. He
explained that there are two methods, and the Commission will have to decide on one or the
other. He advised that there are two owners who want to give their land to the City who are
in the audience to ensure that their lots are not developed. The Florida Land Trust is meeting
today to make the lots conservation in perpetuity, but that is not related to the non-ad
valorem assessment except that the City would have to pay the costs to construct the street
of those owners’ properties by impact fees. If the Florida Land Trust does not take the lots,
then the owners could dedicate the land to the City and the City would change the land use
to park land. If the Commission in the future wants to sell or develop park land, it would have
to be a supermajority vote of the Commission and a referendum. He requested that the
Commission decide whether to use the non-ad valorem assessment or the special assessment
method. If the non-ad valorem assessment is approved, then Resolution 20-21 would have
to be approved. If not, then the Commission can go through the special assessment and it
would come back to the Commission for approval in the future.

Mayor England advised that the Commission would have to decide tonight to select the
method of payment, non-ad valorem or special assessment.

City Manager Royle advised yes, and that this needs to move forward because it been
discussed since 1992 and people want to build the road. Attorney Whitehouse is here to
discuss his clients wishes to build the road. He commented that the non-ad valorem
assessment is a much slower process than the special assessment because it must go through
the St. Johns County Property Appraiser’s Office and the Tax Collector. He explained that it
would not go on the tax bill until fiscal year 2022. The special assessment could be done
within six months.

Discussion ensued regarding whether a special assessment could be deducted along with the
owner’s real estate taxes.

Mayor England asked why staff is recommending the non-ad valorem assessment instead of
the special assessment even though the special assessment can be deducted off the owner’s
taxes and is quicker to get the money.

City Manager Royle advised that if the property owners do not pay the assessment it could
take years until they sell their property or change ownership to pay for the assessment. He
explained that a lien would have to go on the property. He advised if the Commission uses
the non-ad valorem assessment method, then the City would be paid by the Tax Collector and
then the City would not go through the lien process and attorneys’ costs.

Commissioner George explained the third-party tax certificate process that investors
purchase when non-ad valorem assessments are not paid. She advised that the investors pay
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off the City and they take the owners property for nonpayment of taxes. The tax bill
constitutes a lien on the property and the Tax Collector sells the tax certificate to the third-
party investor and they now own the tax certificate. It takes the burden off the municipality,
which is a compelling benefit to the City.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that some of the property owners in question do not want
to have the roadway done and if they refuse to pay, then the City would have the burden to
lien the property and enforcement. She suggested the non-ad valorem because it gives a
guarantee time of payment to pay it back, which the Commission will decide. The City will
have to pay the contractor upfront and the City would have to wait on the assessment to be
paid and she would like a definite time that the money would come back to the City.

Commissioner George agreed that she would be nervous about a special assessment where
the City has the burden to collect. She agreed with Finance Director Douylliez.

Commissioner Samora explained that he has a concern with the flexibility with the multi-year
implementation. He commented that if a property is sold and then developed, there is no
way to enforce the new property owner to pay prior to construction. He would like to have
the ability to make conditions on a special assessment, whereas the non-ad valorem cannot
have conditions.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented that she was concerned over not having the money from the
property owners before the construction begins. She would like the money in hand before
the project begins.

City Manager Royle advised that we tried that approach, but some of the property owners do
not have the money or they do not want to pay it upfront. Some of the property owners do
not want the roadway, so that could stop the project again unless one of these methods is
approved by the Commission.

Mayor England commented that at previous Commission meetings the Commission decided
to move forward on this and then deliberate on how to collect the assessment.

Commissioner George advised that the City is fully authorized to collect the assessment first
and then develop the road once it has been received. She advised that the money could be
put into an earmarked interest-bearing account for this project until all the money has been
received. She commented that there was not a mechanism on the process of collection on
the last vote.

Mayor England advised that she thought the Commission agreed to use the money from the
impact fees upfront and then decide on how to collect.

City Manager Royle advised that he was not sure if the impact fees could be spent on a
roadway and then use the special assessment to pay back the impact fees account. He
explained that the special assessment in that case could be used on another road, which he
was not sure would be correct.

Commissioner Rumrell asked City Attorney Taylor if impact fees were used and then take the
money back from an assessment, could that money go back into a specific account for that
road.

City Attorney Taylor advised this project would be an approvable item that impact fees could
be spent on and did not know any legal reason why the assessment money could not be put
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back into the Impact Fee Fund. He commented that if the property owners do not pay forever
it might be a problem.

Commissioner George advised that we cannot take money out of the General Fund and then
pay back the money in the Impact Fee Fund.

City Attorney Taylor advised no. The Commission could not do that.

Commissioner George asked if the money collected from the assessment be paid back to the
Impact Fee Fund and what process would it be to do that.

City Attorney Taylor advised that it would be done by ordinance and how the ordinance
language reads.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that the City has an Impact Fee Fund, and the deposits
would go back into that account to keep a record of it.

Commissioner Rumrell asked what the costs are so the property owners know what the costs
are and then the Commission can decide if it should be a non-ad valorem or a special
assessment method.

City Manager Royle advised that the price would be the same for either process.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that the City should be transparent on what the costs are
going to be so there are no surprises to them.

City Manager Royle advised that at this meeting we need the direction of the Commission on
the method because if the method is a non-ad valorem assessment it would take some time
to complete and the due date for the resolution must be at the Property Appraiser’s Office is
by December 31, 2020 in order to collect it by January 2022.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the costs are a deciding factor and she thought that it was
included once in a previous Commission packet, but it is not included for this meeting.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he presented three different options with three
different costs depending on the direction of the roadway, but it should be reviewed since it
has been several months. He commented that he could bring the costs back to the
Commission at the next meeting. He asked for direction from the Commission on what
process to use to have it done by next year.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if a one-month delay would make a difference.

Public Works Director Tredik advised yes if the Commission decides to move forward on a
non-ad valorem assessment. He explained that the letters need to be mailed in January 2021.
He explained that there are five property owners who do not want the roadway done and an
assessment is needed to move forward. He recommended to the Commission the non-ad
valorem assessment because there is no enforcement and there is a guarantee of funds
coming back to the City in a timely way. He advised by memory the project would be $300,000
and the property owners would be assessed $16,000 to $20,000.

Mayor England advised that there was a 69 percent from the resident approval to move
forward. She asked the Commission to focus on the special assessment versus the non-ad
valorem.
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Finance Director Douylliez advised with the non-ad valorem assessment; advertising must
have four weeks of advertisement before the document could be sent to the Property
Appraiser’s Office. Once the deadlines are met, the Commission has say they want to go
through the non-ad valorem process or resend it and go another route, but staff needs to
meet the deadlines for the non-ad valorem.

Commissioner George asked if the City could recoup the interest that the City would lose.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that staff would have to develop a process on how interest
could be charged if they do not pay upfront and whether to offer the property owners a
decrease in the payment if they pay early or upfront.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if the property owners were notified and asked if they would like a
non-ad valorem or special assessment.

City Manager Royle advised no.

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

Marc Craddock, 116 2™ Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, said that if it is not urgent to get this
done, maybe it should go to the next year; he did not believe there was a vote on this issue,
just a consensus; to take into consideration the method that does not penalize the owners
who are giving lots for conservation to the City; take time for the owners and the City to
exploring the pros and cons of this issue; and wants to have a commitment that the City will
repave and widen the road; and the trees in the rights-of-way will be protected.

Regine De Toledo, 309 St. George Street, St. Augustine, FL, advised that she appreciated Mr.
Royle for talking with the North Florida Land Trust and she is also talking with the Alachua
Conservation Trust, which covers 16 counties including St. Johns County, and they were very
interested and she commented that it was not about the money, but about saving the land
for conservation. She advised that Mr. Craddock and she are meeting with the North Florida
Land Trust on Wednesday. She suggested that the utilities should be included in the costs to
the property owners.

Attorney Whitehouse, St. Johns Law Group, 104 Seagrove Main Street, St. Augustine Beach,
FL, represents nine of the lot owners along 2™ Street. He advised that there are impact fees
already so no one will be out any money. He commented that the Commission is deciding
what method to use for collection, not that the Commission is not going to do the project.

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

Commissioner Rumrell suggested to move forward with the non-ad valorem because it can
be cancelled, but if the Commission prolongs it then the project will not move forward.

Commissioner George advised the costs to the property owners who do not want the project
done is staggering; however, the majority already said that they want to move forward on
this. She commented that the impact fees are precious and that the City needs to make sure
they will get the money back quickly. She suggested non-ad valorem assessment due to the
enforcement costs that special assessment could bring on the City and defer to the staff’s
recommendations.
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Vice Mayor Kostka agreed with non-ad valorem assessment; however, suggested to wait until
most of the money is received before starting the project. She agreed with Commissioner
George that there are other projects to be done as well with the impact fees.

Commissioner Samora asked if there was a way to collect the non-ad valorem assessment
before the project is started. He advised that if some would be willing to pay upfront as a
special assessment, then he would rather do a special assessment than wait for years on a
non-ad valorem assessment. He commented that once the Commission agrees to the non-ad
valorem assessment, the City is bound by that structure. He asked if there was any flexibility
with a non-ad valorem where money can be taken upfront prior to permits being issued.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that she would look into the two prong approach with the
non-ad valorem assessment and bring it back to the Commission. She advised that she can
make adjustments with the non-ad valorem assessment within a three year period that she
can add or take off the assessment. She gave an example of if a current owner sells the
property, then she could say that the City needs all the money upfront before it is sold. She
will work with the City Attorney to make sure that everything would be legally covered.

Commissioner Samora asked to keep all options opened and that he was still not fully on
board with the non-ad valorem assessment.

Mayor England asked staff to come back to the Commission with estimates, some options,
more detail or differences of the special assessment and non-ad valorem assessments, and
comparison charts on the benefits and flexibilities for both options.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that she would and said that staff just needs to have the
Commission’s support to advertise the non-ad valorem assessment before the deadlines.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve Resolution 20-21 to level a non-ad valorem assessment. Moved by
Commissioner Rumrell, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimously.
Mayor England moved to Item 8.

Resolution 20-22: to Extend to February 1, 2021, Permission for Restaurants to Have Outside
Seating (Presenter: Lex Taylor, Deputy City Attorney)

Mayor England introduced Item 8 and asked the Commission if they had any questions. Being
none, Mayor England asked for Public Comments. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section and asked for a motion.
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Motion: to approve Resolution 20-22. Moved by Commissioner George, Seconded by
Commissioner Rumrell.

Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimously.
Mayor England moved to Item 9.

9. Electric Vehicle Charging Station at City Hall: Request to Approve Contract and Percentage
of Revenue from Sale of Electricity (Presenter: Bill Tredik, Public Works Director)

Mayor England introduced Item 9 and asked for a staff report from Public Works Director
Tredik.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that due to the elections, he held off the contractors;
however, he believed the contract will be completed within a couple of weeks. The contract
to allow the City to get reimbursed for the electric and administration costs will come to the
Commission for approval, but the installation can go forward.

Mayor England moved to Item 10.

Xl NEW BUSINESS

10. Land Development Regulations: Review of Proposed Changes Regarding Occupancy Permits,
Impervious Surface Coverage, Unsafe Buildings, and Number of Code Enforcement Board
Members (Presenter: Brian Law, Building Official)

Mayor England introduced Item 10 and asked for a staff report from Building Official Law.

Building Official Law explained that this is to clean up the Land Development Regulations. He
explained that the occupancy permits were done in 1990’s and no longer are issued so he
would be deleting that language, but the language deletion would not influence transient
rental permits and inspections. He explained the language change for the Medium Low
Density is putting them in the tables as approved previously; page 6 is regarding unsafe
buildings and adopting the current Building Codes; and a change to the Code of Ordinances
where the code said the City only has five Code Enforcement Board members instead of
seven, which is correct. He also removed the timeframe of the meetings in case it changes in
the future.

Discussion ensued regarding what the differences in lot sizes and regulations between
Medium Low and Low densities and yearlong leased rentals are not being inspected.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section and asked for any Commission comments. Being none, Mayor
England asked what the consensus of the Commission was on this item.

It was the consensus to have the City Attorney draft an ordinance and move forward with the
ordinance.
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11.

Mayor England moved to Item 11.

Mobile Food Sales: Discussion of Allowing Such in the City Because of New State Law
(Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)

Mayor England introduced Item 11 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained due to state law the City cannot prohibit food trucks and
recommends considering other cities’ regulations that were supplied in the Commission
books to allow vehicles in commercial districts, set time limits on operations, to only allow
food trucks on public property only during special events, prohibit them from operating on
the beach, set a size limit on food trucks, require food trucks to conform to the City sign
regulations, require that have state licenses, and comply with health department regulations.

Mayor England asked the Commission if they have any suggestions to give to the City Attorney
when drafting the ordinance. She suggested on pages 6 and 7 to put those items in the
drafted ordinance. She advised that they could not use the parkettes.

City Manager Royle advised that the City should have the same regulations that St. Johns
County has for consistency reasons.

Mayor England asked to think of the City as well because our City is smaller and has less public
property. She advised that she would like the businesses also to review the ordinance.

Commissioner George agreed with using St. Johns County’s ordinance and requested that the
sample ordinances from other municipalities be provided again in the next Commission book
for a checklist purpose.

Commissioner Rumrell suggested that the City Attorney look at the City of St. Augustine’s
ordinance as well.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if a franchise fee could be added. She commented that she likes the
City of Venice’s ordinance, but it talks about COVID-19 and it made it confusing. She liked the
City of Venice's language where they must be 150 feet away from a residential structure and
consider only one food truck on a parcel. She also would not like overnight parking in the
City.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that St. Johns County regulates the beaches, not the City.

City Manager Royle advised that the beaches within the City’s limits are governed by the City,
however, St. Johns County’s ordinance says that there is no vending on the beach.

City Attorney Taylor advised that he would check about vending on the beach, per
Commissioner George’s request.

Commissioner George advised that vending on the beach would upset a lot of people.

Commissioner Samora asked why the City of Venice’s ordinance is wrapped around the
Governor’s orders.

City Attorney Taylor advised that he would check into that.

Commissioner George advised that the City of Venice probably did a looser ordinance due to
COVID-19 state of emergency.
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12.

Commissioner Samora suggested to allow them in only one place in the City and consider
restrooms when the ordinance is considered.

Mayor England advised that the state regulations prohibit food trucks to one area with the
City limits. She asked City Attorney Taylor to reach whether a food truck would be allowed
on private property.

City Attorney Taylor advised he would.

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

Ed Slavin, P.O. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that previous Commissions have banned
food trucks, which he disagreed with and wished the food truck at the time would have sued
the City for not following anti-trust laws.

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

Vice Mayor Kostka asked to include that the food trucks give a copy of their state license and
health department licensing to the City if they are in the City.

It was the consensus of the Commission to have City Attorney Taylor to draft an ordinance
and bring it back to the Commission.

Mayor England moved to Item 12.

Use of City Meeting Rooms: Consideration of Regulations and Fees (Presenter: Max Royle,
City Manager)

Mayor England introduced Item 12 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained that the meeting room and Building C, have been closed
because of COVID-19. He explained that the fees the City charges have been very reasonable
and non-profits and civic groups do not have to pay any fees to the City, that have been using
the rooms every night of the week except Fridays and Saturdays. The staff has informed him
because of the continual use and costs involved that the Commission consider limiting the
number of people who use the rooms once the pandemic moderates and that the City charge
not only for outside groups but those that are based in the City like homeowners’ associations,
condominium groups, etc. He explained the suggestions in his memo for the Commission and
advised that the Commission might have other suggestions.

Mayor England suggested opening during the pandemic if the City makes the groups aware
that they have to social distance and wear face coverings. She said because of the cost of
sanitation and cleaning up, the City would charge more during the state of emergency.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed because people would like to start meeting and people can do
that safely; however, there should be a cleaning fee in addition to the other fees.

Commissioner George agreed. There should be additional policies and there should be an
additional charge for cleaning and sanitizing.

Vice Mayor Kostka agreed with the proposal and in addition to the $100 for four hours that
there is a cleaning and sanitation charge during the COVID-19 pandemic.

19



Commissioner Samora advised that it is punitive for the non-profits who meet on a regular
basis to charge $100 fee. He asked how often they meet.

City Manager Royle advised that there is a non-profit that meets Tuesday at noon, which is
mandated by the courts. There are different chapters of non-profits that meet every night.
The homeowners’ associations meet once a quarter, once a year, or some more often.

City Clerk Raddatz advised that there should be a charge for the kitchen because there is extra
cleaning that needs to be done, including cleaning out the refrigerator.

Mayor England advised that the City’s costs need to be covered.
Commissioner Samora agreed but was thinking about the non-profits.

Commissioner George advised that if the non-profits meeting repeatedly, she does not mind
an economy of scale fee and asked what staff’s recommendations would be.

City Manager Royle advised that AA provides a valuable service to the community. He advised
that enforcement of the distancing requirements and face coverings may be a problem. He
explained that the Public Works Director and he will be mapping out the rooms to see how
many people should be in the room at once time. Some of the AA groups are large and staff
cannot enforce the CDC regulations especially is they meet at night.

Mayor England suggested opening the rooms, notice the regulations, charge the fees to cover
the City’s costs for cleaning and sanitizing and maybe charge AA a different fee and everyone
else would have to pay the reasonable rental fee. She explained that this could be during
would only be during the state of emergency with a sunset provision.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that there is a need for more staff space for the conference
room and new employees like a planner. She advised that the two IT employees are in very
tight quarters right now and are not six feet apart. She explained that as the Commission has
more workshops and meetings the Commission room is not available, and the City space is at
a premium. She explained that the City Manager’s conference table could be moved into half
of the meeting room and rent the other half of the room.

Commissioner George advised that this was the first time this was mentioned and agrees that
public meetings are more often. She suggested to research the space and see what was
needed and the costs involved.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section.

City Clerk Raddatz asked for an extension to the meeting.

Mayor England asked for a motion to extend the meeting.

Motion: to extend the meeting. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner
Samora. Motion passed unanimously.

City Manager Royle advised that he would bring this item back to the Commission.

Mayor England moved to Item XIV, Staff Comments.
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XIV.  STAFF COMMENTS

Mayor England asked City Manager Royle for comments.

City Manager Royle advised that Wednesday is Veterans Day and City offices are closed as well
as there would be no yard trash pickup.

Mayor England moved to Item XV, Adjournment.

XV.  ADJOURNMENT

Motion: to adjourn to meeting. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner George.
Roll call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimously.

Meeting was adjourned at 9:35 p.m.

Margaret England, Mayor

Attest:

Beverly Raddatz, City Clerk
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TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

Mayor England

Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell

Max Royle, City Manage /Z/
November 19, 2020
Presentations:

Presentation of Plague toc Vice Mayor Maggie Kostka for Service to the City as
Commissioner 2017-2020 and as Vice Mayor 2020

Interview of Mr. Nicholas 8inder as Candidate for lunior Alternate on the Code
Enforcement Board

iTEM A VICE MAYOR KOSTKA

Vice Mayor Kostka was elected to the City Commission in November 2016. She was sworn in as
Commissioner at the January 2, 2017, Commission meeting. in December 2019, the Commission elected
her to be the City's Vice Mayor for 2020. She has served on the Intergovernmental Committee and been
active on the County’s pandemic task force.

ITEM B. MR. BINDER

With the election of a Code Enforcement Beard member, Mr. Ernesto Torres, to the City Commissian,

there is now a vacancy of the Board for a junior alternate. The current senior alternate will move up to

assume Mr. Torres' seat and the junior alternate will take the senior alternate's seat.

Mr. Nick Binder has applied for the junior alternate's seat. His application is attached {pages 1-3) and he's

been invited to your December 7" meeting for the customary interview.
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CITYy MGR. (904) A71-2122 BLDG. & ZONING {B04) 471-8758
FAX {904} A71-4108 FAX (804) 471-4470

ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH CITY COMMISSION
BOARD AND COMMITTEE APPLICATION

FOR APPOINTMENTS TO COMMITTEES INVOLVED IN LAND USE

Date received by City ___

Thank you for your expressea interest in being considered for appointment to
committees, boards, commissions or advisory groups appointed by the City
Commission. The Commission appreciates your willingness to serve your fellow
citizens in a volunteer capacity. Please complete this application to the best of your
ability. (You may attach a resume and/or additional data. Please reference
attachments in the appropriate section(s).)

Name: NJ c A& G-, (B / NalQQ_
Address: &?3'& %\3 I’V\A% [ \ LA C‘DLLJ; S+ &ﬂ&{md E—Pud\’ FJR 33080
Phone aﬁ(‘loi\dal G ok E-Mail Address: N B/ dep Q c;cmu‘ﬁr'a Ne U

How long have you been a legal resident of the City of St. Augustine Beach. CALY

T
| am aQuII-tlme ) X_ part-time resident
@P & am not a registered voter in St. Johns County.

List all active professional licenses and certifications: l:ﬂo-ct'._">3109a( Eno f.lMUEIUNé
heawse iy New Xm&, (octiged  sTatud 7

Educational background: . S. 1w Ciwvl qu,we_mmc\
M.S.  tn Emug oo mwaind Emé‘rugﬂtl ué
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P:

Pl ] i
you are a member or in which you have been active: (attach additional sheet, if

Flease 1SL IS IuLauun anu sico un an penuss Of property in St. Augustine Beach of

which you have ownership: _ 235, 'E% W\Aa‘mel{n Cout™

hg"ij VERITYFIN

Please list any companiesf/industries doing business in St. Augustine Beach in which
you have a financial interest (i.e., proprietary, partnership, stock holdings, etc.)

Nomd’__

Please indicate by preference, all City boards, committees or councils in which you
have an interest:

1. Code Enforcement Board M
2. Comprehensive Planning & Zoning Board L
3. Other O
| am availabie for meetings

a. During the day only U

b.  Evening only L

C. Anytime Ef

List three (3) personal or professional references:

1. ‘ ’ [AAY ’\j oR LDQJ\’, I3

<
2. (KQ[QQ J I(jbf\ R.l’(ﬁﬂ_

3. T avee Siel ham

You may use this space for a brief biographical profile or to list certain skills you
possess that may be relevant to the appointment you are seeking. Please indicate
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whether you have had experience with the reading of biueprints, technical drawings or
diagrams. (Indicate below if you are attaching a resume.)
Yes AS A vy Erg 1meen T have lfV\J
(3] \)!UL 3O . -@ | Epodt, @Q/\dn.ué

‘+e¢§hg-,|(-a( }('!euw i ma_ 4

NOTE: All information provided will become a matter of public record and will be open to
the public. if you require special accommodations because of a disability to participate
in the application/selection process, you must notify the City Commission in advance.
This application will be kept on file for one (1) year, at which time you must notify the
City Commission of your intent to remain an active applicant and update your
application accordingly or it will be removed from the active file.

| hereby authorize the City of St. Augustine Beach or its representatives to verify all
information provided and | further authorize the release of any information by those in
possession of such information which may be requested by the City. | certify that all
information provided herein is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge. |
understand that a volunteer position provides for no compensation except that as may
be provided by Florida Statutes or other enabling legislation.

)Qu.o«ﬁy A\’j)wls-ﬁ Nov. 6 D050

Signature Date

Please return completed application to:

The City of St. Augustine Beach

2200 A1A South

St. Augustine Beach, FL. 32080

Phone: (904) 471-2122 Fax: (904) 471-4108

Thank you for your interest!
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumretl

FROM: Max Royle, City Ma ”ﬁh‘/. o

DATE: November 30, 2020

SUBJECT: Addition of Resolution 20-21 to Agenda item #2, Public Hearing Re: Opening 2™ Street
West of 2™ Avenue

At your November 9" meeting, you passed Resolution 20-21, which states the City's intent to levy a non-
ad valorem assessment to pay the costs to open this section of 2™ Street.

To be certain that we are fully compliant with public notice requirements, we are asking that you pass
Resolution 20-21 at your December 7" meeting. Between November 9 and December 7, the notice of the
City's intent to levy the non-ad valorem assessment had to be published four times, so that residents will
know of the intent and can attend your December 71" meeting to comment on it.

After public comment has been received, and if you are still in favor of levying the non-ad valorem
assessment, you can pass Resolution 20-21 again with the date of December 7™.



RESOLUTION 20-21

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH RE: EXPRESSING THE INTENT OF THE CITY OF ST.

ST. JOHNS COUNTY AUGUSTINE BEACH TO USE THE UNIFORM
METHOD FOR THE LEVY, COLLECTION, AND
ENFORCEMENT OF NON-AD VALOREM
ASSESSMENT PROVIDED FOR IN CHAPTER 197,
FLORIDA STATUTES, SECTION 157.3632, FOR THE
PROVISION OF BUILDING 2MP STREET WEST OF 2M°
AVENUE; PROVIDING THAT THE NON-AD VALOREM
ASSESSMENT SHALL BE INCLUDED IN THE
COMBINED NOTICE FOR AD VALOREM TAXES AND
NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS PROVIDED IN
CHAPTER 197, FLORIDA STATUTES, SECTION
197.3635; PROVIDING THAT THE NON-AD
VALOREM ASSESSMENT SHALL BE COLLECTED IN
THE SAME MANNER AS AD VALOREM TAXES;
PROVIDING THAT THIS NON-AD VALOREM
ASSESSMENT 1S NEEDED IN ORDER TO BUILD 2NP
STREET WEST OF 2N° AVENUE; PROVIDING FOR THE
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LOTS WHICH SHALL BE
SUBJECT TO THE NON-AD VALOREM LEVY;
PROVIDING THAT THE PUBLIC HEARING ON THIS
RESOLUTION WAS DULY ADVERTISED; PROVIDING
THAT THE CLERK OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE
BEACH SHALL MAIL CERTIFIED COPIES OF THIS
RESOLUTION; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

The City Commission of St. Augustine Beach, St. Johns County, Florida in regular meeting duly
assembled on Monday, December 7, 2020, resolves as follows:

WHEREAS, by the authority created in Chapter 166, Florida Statutes, Section 166.021, and within
Section 2 (b}, Article VIII, of the Constitition of the State of Florida, municipalities have the governmental,
corporate, and proprietary power to conduct municipal government, perform municipal functions, and
render municipal services and may exercise any power for municipal purposes, except as expressly
prohibited by law; and

WHEREAS, such statutory and constitiutional authorization includes the ability to levy a special
assessment for the provision of building 2"° Street west of 2™ Avenue in the City of St. Augustine Beach;
and

WHEREAS, Chapter 197, Florida Statutes, Section 197,3632, sets forth the required procedure to
be followed by a local government in order to elect the use of the uniform method of levying, collecting,
and enforcing non-ad valorem assessments; and



WHEREAS, the City Commission held a public hearing on this Resalution on December 7, 2020,
after advertising in The St. Augustine Record for four {4) consecutive weeks on October 28, 2020,
November 4, 2020, November 11, 2020, and November 18, 2020, as required by Chapter 197, Florida
Statutes, Section 197.3632(3){a}; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined it servies the health, safety, and general welfare
of the residents of the City of St. Augustine Beach to utilize the uniform method of collection for non-ad
valorem assessments for the provision of disposal of solid waste within the corporate limits: and

WHEREAS, assessment for building 2 Street west of 2" Avenue has been heretofore assessed
and collected by St. Johns County, Florida through an interlocal agreement and the City of St. Augustine
Beach intends ta take over the assessment and no longer defer this power to St, Johns County.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED 8Y THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE
BEACH, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. |ntent to Use Uniform Method. The City Commission of the City of St. Augustine
Beach intends to use the uniform method for the levy, collection, and enforcement of non-ad valorem
assessments for the provision of to build 2 Street west of 2" Avenue in the City of St. Augustine Beach,
pursuant to Chapter 197, Florida Statutes, Section 197.3632 and 197.3635.

Section 2. Need for Levy, The levy of non-ad valorem assessment for the provision of building 2™
Street west of 2™ Avenue is necessary in order to fund a comprehensive, coordinated, and efficient
construction of 2™ Street within the City of St. Augustine Beach,

Section 3. Legal Description of Area Subject to Levy. the lots bordering 2™ Street west of 2™
Avenue shall be subject to the levy and collection of the non-ad valorem assessment and is legally
described in Exhibit “A.”

Section 4, Combined Notice for Ad Valorem Taxes and Non-Ad Valorem Assessments. The non-
ad valorem assessment that shall be levied using the uniform methord provided for in Chapter 197,
Florida Statutes, Section 197.3632, shall be included in the combined notice for ad valorem taxses and
non-ad valorem assessments proved for in Chapter 197, Florida Statutes, Section 197.3635.

Section 5. Non-Ad Valorem Assessment Subject to Collection Procedures for Ad Valorem Taxes.
The non-ad valorem assessment collected pursuant to Chapter 197, Florida Statutes, Section 197.3632,
shall be subject to the collection procedures provided for in Chapter 197, Florida Statutes, for ad valorem
taxes and includes discount for early payment, prepayment by installment method, deferred payments,
penalty for delinquent payment, and issuance and sale of tax certificates and tax deeds for nonpayment.

Section 6. Public Hearing on Non-Ad Valorem Assessment Roll. The City Commission shall adopt
a non-ad valorem assessment roll of the property to be assessed within the corporate limits of the City of
St. Augustine Beach at a public hearing held between January 6, 2021, and September 7, 2021.

section 7. Copy of Resolution. The Clerk of the City of St. Augustine Beach is hereby directed to
mail a certified copy of this Resclution by United States mail to the St. Johns County Property Appralser,
the St. Johns County Tax Collector, and the State of Florida Department of Revenue by January 1, 2021.




RESOLVED AND DONE, this 7™ day of December 2020, by the City Commission of the City of St.
Augustine Beach, St. Johns County, Florida.

Margaret England, Mayor

ATTEST:

Max Royle, City Manager
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissianer Samora
Commissioner Rumrell
FROM: Max Royle, City Mana
DATE: November 25, 2020
SUBIJECT: Public Hearing for Levying of Non-Ad Valorem Special Assessment to Pay Costs to Open

2™ Street West of 2™ Avenue

BACKGROUND

At your November 9" meeting, you reviewed material provided by the staff concerning the two ways the
costs to construct 2nd street west of 2™ Avenue could be paid: by a regular special assessment of each
lot owner, or by a non-ad valorem assessment. The difference is that the City would be responsible for
sending the requests to pay to the lot owners and if a lot owner doesn't pay, filing a lien on the property.
The non-ad valorem assessment appears on each lot owners' property tax bill, is collected by the County
Tax Coliector, who then forwards the money to the City. You agreed to use the non-ad valorem
assessment and you approved Resolution 20-21, which stated the City's intent to levy the assessment.

ATTACHMENTS

Attached for your review is the following information:

a. Pages 1-4, a memo from the Public Works Director of the probable costs of the non-ad valorem
assessment.

b. Pages5-9, the minutes of that part of your November 9™ meeting when you discussed how to pay
the costs to construct 2" Street.

REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED COSTS

On page 1 of his memo, Mr. Tredik in nine bullet paints lists the project's scope. You'll note that he hasn't
included the undergrounding of utilities in the scope. He has included the widening of 2™ Street east of
2" Avenue and the construction of a sidewalk. For the eastern section, the City would pave from its own
funds the cost to repave the street and construct the sidewalk. Road impact fee money could be used to
pay the cost to widen this section of 2" Street.

For 2™ Street west of 2™ Avenue, the lot owners would pay the costs to construct the street and put in
the utilities. However, there are two owners who don't want to develop their lots. They asked the North
Florida Land Trust to accept those lots under a conservation easement, but their request was denied.
Since then, one of owners, Mr. Marc Craddock, has told the City Manager that he and the other lot owner,
Ms. Regine de Toledo, have asked a land trust in Alachua County to accept the lots. Neither Mr. Craddock



nor Ms. de Toledo has toid the Manager whether this request was accepted. If it is, then the City could
pay from road impact fees the costs to construct the street in front of Mr. Craddock and Ms. de Toledo's
lots. If the Alachua Trust doesn't accept the lots. then Ms, Craddock and Ms. de Toledo would each be
assessed the non-ad valorem assessment fee,

On page 2, Mr, Tredik has provided an analysis of the project and a charter showing four different sets of
costs.

ACTION REQUESTED

It is that you discuss Mr. Tredik's cost estimates with him. If you need further information, he can provide
it at your January meeting. You can decide whether you want to include the sidewalk and the widening of
2™ Street east of 2™ Avenue in the project's scope.

If you decide to continue with the non-ad vaicrem assessment, then two steps remain in the process:

1. For a public hearing to be held later in 2021, to which alt the lot owners who will be assessed the
fee will be invited. For that hearing, Mr. Tredik will have the amount each lot owner will be
assessad,

2. Foryou to approve an interlocal agreement with the Tax Collector.



MEMORANDUM

TO: Max Royle, City Manager
FROM: William Tredik, P.E. Public Works Director
DATE: November 24, 2020

SUBJECT: 2" Street Widening and Extension - Opinion of Probable Costs

DISCUSSION

This memorandum provides an opinion of prabable costs for the subject project. Work
included in the cost includes:

* Widening the existing paved portion of 2" Street west of A1A Beach Boulevard to
22 feet wide

» Extending the paved portion of 2™ Street westward to the terminus of the 2" Street
right-of-way

e Constructing curb and gutter an the widened and extended portions of 2™ Street

» Constructing sidewalk on the widened and extended portions of 2™ Street

e Drainage improvements for the extended roadway

» Water and sewer utilities to serve the properties on the extended roadway

e Survey, geotechnical investigation, design and permitting as well as as-builts

e Other miscellaneous work associated with the project

e 20% construction contingency

FPL has indicated that they can serve the area underground, however, they require plans
to size cable and transformers prior to quoting a price. As such, the cost for underground
electric service is not included in this opinion of probable cost.

For the purposes of this estimate, work west of the eastern right-of-way of 2" Avenue is
deemed as the "Extension” and work east of the eastern right-of-way of 2" Avenue is
deemed as the “Widening.”

The estimated cost for the “Extension” is:

e $211,714 for roadway and drainage construction west of the eastern 2™ Avenue
right-of-way

o $115,859 for construction associated with water and sewer extensions to serve
properties west of 2" Avenue.






2nd Streat " Extension”

TOTAL RDADWAY COST
$211,714.33

TOTALUTILITY COST

Unit Itarn
Iltem Description Amount  Unit Cast Cost
1 Survey and Geotach - Roadway 6% of construction+GC 58,409.53
2 Design and Permitting - Roadway/Drainage 9% of construction+GC $14,114.25  $23,523.81
2 General Conditions 108 of construction 914, 356.86
q Clearing and Grubbing 03 AC $16,726.60) 55,017.98
5 Demolition bike path 24 SY $18.46) $443.04
5 Excavation 240 Y 87.79 $1,869.650
7 New Inlet 2 EA $3,739.41 $7,478.82
8 Modify Existing Inlet 3 EA $1,000.00 $3,000.00
9 168" Pipe 2% LF $79.50 $2,067.00
10 24" Pipe W LF 482,11 $29,559.60
11 Curb and Gutter o5 LF $33.72| $31,B65.40
12 6" Stahbilized Subbase 1368 SY $8.70 $11,901.60
13 6" Limerock base 1158 SY $16.00) $18,528.00
14 1-1/2" Type 5-1 A.C. Pavement B2 TN 5125.00) $10,250.00
15 Congrete Sidewalk 6" Thick 237 SY $59.05 $14,014.53
16 Striping and Signing 5 $250.00 $250.00
17 Grading 1 L5 S750.00 5750.00
18 Sodding G50 SY %2.86 $1,573.00
19 As-Builts Roadway 1 s $4,000.00 $4,000.00  $142,568.57
20 Roadway Construction Continge ncy 20% of construgtion+GC 531,365.09
21 Survey and Gectach - Utllitlas 6% of construction+GC 45,149.28
22 Design and Permitting - Utilities 9 of construction+GC 57,723.92 §12,873. 208
23 General Conditions Utiltiies 1086 of canstruction 57,801.94
24 6" x 6" Tapping Sleeve and Valve 1 EA 52,8717 $2,871.71
25 W 6" PVYC DR 18 Water Main 170 LF $45.95 $7,811,06
26 A Fire Hydrant Assembly {inc. tee and valve) 1 EA $6,892.11 56,802.11
27 T 6" x 4" Reducer 1 EA §574.39 §574.34
28 £ 4" PVYC DR18 Water Main 215 LF 534.46 57,409.02
29 R Flushing Hydrant Assembly 1 EA $1,723.08 §1,723.08
30 Long Slde Double Sarvice 4 EA $1,723.03 $6,892.11
31 Short Side Double Service 4 EA %1,148.69 54,594.74
32 s  Core Existing Manhole 1 EA $32,446.06 $3,446.06
33 £ B"SDR 35 Gravity Sewer Pipe (6' to 8 deap) 400 LF $40.20 516,081.60
kLS W Manhole (6' deep) 1 E& $4,020,40 44,020.40
a5 B Service Laterals 16 EA $918.95 $14,702.18
Eid) R As-Builts Utilities 1 LS 51,000.00 §L,000.00 57801537
37 Utility Construction Contingency 205 of construction+GC §17,164.26
2nd Street {Beach Blvd to 2nd Avenue) "Widening"
unlt item
Itern Description Amount  Unit Cast Cost
1 Survey and Geotech - Roadway 6% of construction+GC $5,575.50
2 Design and Permitting - Roadway/ Drainage 9% of construction+GC $8,363,24  413,938.72
3 General Canditions 108 of construction 58,447.72
4 Clearing and Grubhing 01 AC $16,726.60) $1,672.66
5 Excavation B0 CY $7.79 $467.40
6 Mil| Existing Pavement {1.5" thick) F00 SY $13.00 £9,100.00
7 Curb and Gutter 780 LF $33.72 $26,301.50
8 6" Stabilized Subbase 660 SY 58.70 $5,742,00
9 6" Limerock base 295 SY $16.00 $4,736.00
i0 1-1/2" Type $P-5.5 Pavement 77 TN $125.00 $9,625,00
11 Concrete Sidewalk 4" Thick 133 SY $43.22 $5,748.26
12 Concrete 6" Thick 84 SY $58.05 54,960,320
13 Concrete 6" Thick {(driveways adjustments) 132 SY $508.05 $11,337.60
14 Striping and Signing 1 18 $250.00 $250.00
15 Grading 115 5250.00 $250.00
16 Sodding 275 Sy $2.8 $786.50
17 As-Builts Roadway 1 1Ls $3,500.00 83,500.00  §84,477.22
18 Roadway Construction Contingency 2086 of construction+GC 51,689.54

4115,858.77

TOTAL ROADWAY COST
$108,553.23






FROM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING, NOVEMBER 9, 2020

Constructing Unbuilt Section of 2™ Street West of 2™ Avenue: Request to Approve
Resolution 20-21, to Declare Intent to Levy a Non-Ad Valorem Assessment to Pay Costs
(Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager)}

Mayor £ngland introduced Item 7 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained that the Cormmission had discussed this previously and staff
recommended previously that this would be done by a regular special assessment; however,
Finance Director Douylliez is concerned about homeowners becoming delinquent in paying
for the special assessment and has suggested a naon-ad valorem assessment instead. He
explained that there are two methods, and the Commission will have to decide on one or the
other. He advised that there are two owners who want to give their land to the City who are
in the audience to ensure that their lots are not developed. The Florida Land Trust is meeting
today to make the lots conservation in perpetuity, but that is not related to the non-ad
valorem assessment except that the City would have to pay the costs to construct the street
of those owners’ properties by impact fees. If the Florida Land Trust does not take the |ots,
then the owners could dedicate the land to the City and the City would change the land use
to park land. If the Commission in the future wants to sell or develop park land, it would have
to be a supermajority vote of the Commission and a referendum. He requested that the
Commission decide whether to use the non-ad valorem assessment or the special assessment
method. If the non-ad valorem assessment is approved, then Resolution 20-21 would have
to be approved. if not, then the Commission can go through the special assessment and it
would come back to the Commission for approval in the future.

Mayor England advised that the Commission would have to decide tonight to select the
method of payment, non-ad valorem or special assessment.

City Manager Royle advised yes, and that this needs tc move forward because it been
discussed since 1992 and people want to build the road. Attorney Whitehouse is here to
discuss his clients wishes to build the road. He commented that the non-ad valorem
assessment is @ much slower process than the special assessment because it must go through
the St. Johns County Property Appraiser’s Office and the Tax Collector. He explained that it
would not go on the tax bill until fiscal year 2022, The special assessment could be done
within six maonths.

Discussion ensued regarding whether a special assessment could be deducted along with the
owner’s real estate taxes.

Mayor England asked why staff is recommending the non-ad valorem assessment instead of
the special assessment even though the special assessment can be deducted off the owner’s
taxes and is quicker to get the money.

City Manager Royle advised that if the property owners do not pay the assessment it could
take years until they sell their property or change ownership to pay for the assessment. He
explained that a lien would have to go on the preperty. He advised if the Commission uses
the non-ad valorem assessment method, then the City would be paid by the Tax Collector and
then the City would not go through the lien process and attarneys’ costs.

Commissioner George explained the third-party tax certificate process that investors
purchase when non-ad valorem assessments are not paid. She advised that the investors pay
off the City and they take the owners property for nonpayment of taxes. The tax bill

-5-



constitutes a lien on the property and the Tax Collector sells the tax certificate to the third-
party investor and they now own the tax certificate. It takes the burden off the municipality,
which is a compeliing benefit to the City,

Finance Director Douylliez advised that some of the property owners in question do not want
to have the rcadway done and if they refuse to pay, then the City would have the burden to
lien the property and enforcement. She suggested the non-ad valorem because it gives a
guarantee time of payment to pay it back, which the Commission will decide. The City will
have to pay the contractor upfront and the City would have to wait on the assessment to be
paid and she would like a definite time that the money would come back to the City.

Commissioner George agreed that she would be nervous about a special assessment where
the City has the burden to collect. She agreed with Finance Director Douylliez.

Commissioner Samora explained that he has a concern with the flexibility with the multi-year
implementation. He commented that if a property is sold and then developed, there is no
way to enforce the new property owner to pay prior to construction. He would like to have
the ability to make conditions on a special assessment, whereas the non-ad valorem cannot
have conditions.

Vice Mayor Kostka commented that she was concerned over not having the money from the
property owners before the construction begins. She would like the money in hand before
the project begins.

City Manager Royle advised that we tried that approach, but some of the property owners do
not have the money ar they do not want to pay it upfront. Some of the property owners do
not want the roadway, so that could stop the project again unless one of these methods is
approved by the Commission.

Mayor England commented that at previous Commission meetings the Commission decided
to move forward on this and then deliberate on how to collect the assessment.

Commissioner George advised that the City is fully autherized to collect the assessment first
and then develop the road once it has been received. She advised that the money could be
put into an earmarked interest-bearing account for this project until all the money has been
received. She commented that there was not a mechanism on the process of collection on
the last vote.

Mayor England advised that she thought the Commission agreed to use the money from the
impact fees upfront and then decide on how to collect.

City Manager Royle advised that he was not sure if the impact fees could be spent on a
roadway and then use the special assessment to pay back the impact fees account. He
explained that the special assessment in that case could be used on another road, which he
was not sure would be correct.

Commissioner Rumrell asked City Attorney Taylor if impact fees were used and then take the
money back from an assessment, could that meney go back into a specific account for that
road.

City Attorney Taylor advised this project would be an approvable item that impact fees could
be spent on and did not know any legal reason why the assessment money could not be put



backinto the Impact Fee Fund. He commented that if the property owners do not pay forever
it might be a problem.

Commissicner George advised that we cannot take money out of the General Fund and then
pay back the money in the Impact Fee Fund.

City Attorney Taylor advised no. The Commission could not do that.

Commissioner George asked if the money collected from the assessment be paid back to the
impact Fee Fund and what process would it be to do that.

City Attorney Taylor advised that it would be done by ordinance and how the ordinance
language reads.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that the City has an Impact Fee Fund, and the deposits
would go back into that account to keep a record of it.

Commissioner Rumrell asked what the costs are so the property owners know what the costs
are and then the Commission can decide if it should be a non-ad valorem or a special
assessment method.

City Manager Royle advised that the price would be the same for either process.

Commissioner Rumrell advised that the City should be transparent on what the costs are
going to be so there are no surprises to them.

City Manager Royle advised that at this meeting we need the direction of the Commission on
the method because if the method is a non-ad valorem assessment it would take some time
to complete and the due date for the resolution must be at the Property Appraiser’s Office is
by December 31, 2020 in order to collect it by January 2022.

Vice Mayor Kostka advised that the costs are a deciding factor and she thought that it was
included once in a previous Commission packet, but it is not included for this meeting.

Public Works Director Tredik advised that he presented three different options with three
different costs depending on the direction of the roadway, but it should be reviewed since it
has been several months. He commented that he could bring the costs back to the
Commission at the next meeting. He asked for direction from the Commission on what
process to use to have it done by next year.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if a cne-month delay would make g difference.

Public Works Director Tredik advised yes if the Commission decides to move forward on a
non-ad valorem assessment. He explained that the letters need to be mailed in January 2021.
He explained that there are five property owners who do not want the roadway done and an
assessment is needed to move forward. He recommended to the Commission the non-ad
valorem assessment because there is no enforcement and there is a guarantee of funds
coming back to the City in a timely way. He advised by memory the project would be $300,000
and the property owners would be assessed $16,000 to $20,000.

Mayor England advised that there was a 69 percent from the resident approval to move
forward. She asked the Commission to focus on the special assessment versus the non-ad
valorem.



Finance Director Douylliez advised with the non-ad valorem assessment; advertising must
have four weeks of advertisement before the document could be sent to the Property
Appraiser’s Office. Once the deadlines are met, the Commission has say they want to go
through the non-ad valorem process or resend it and go another route, but staff needs to
meet the deadlines for the non-ad valorem.

Commissioner George asked if the City could recoup the interest that the City would lose.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that staff would have to develop a process on how interest
could be charged if they do not pay upfront and whether to offer the property owners a
decrease in the payment if they pay early or upfront.

Vice Mayor Kostka asked if the property owners were notified and asked if they would like a
non-ad valorem or special assessment.

City Manager Royle advised no.

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

Marc Craddock, 116 2™ Street, St. Augustine Beach, FL, said that if it is not urgent to get this
done, maybe it should go to the next year; he did not believe there was a vote on this issue,
just a consensus; to take into consideration the method that does not penalize the owners
who are giving lots for conservation to the City; take time for the owners and the City to
exploring the pros and cons of this issue; and wants to have a commitment that the City will
repave and widen the road; and the trees in the rights-of-way will be protected.

Regine De Toledo, 309 St. George Street, St. Augustine, FL, advised that she appreciated Mr.
Royle for talking with the North Florida Land Trust and she is also talking with the Alachua
Conservation Trust, which covers 16 counties including St. Johns County, and they were very
interested and she commented that it was not about the money, but about saving the land
for canservation. She advised that Mr. Craddock and she are meeting with the North Florida
Land Trust on Wednesday. She suggested that the utilities should be included in the costs to
the property owners.

Attorney Whitehouse, St. Johns Law Group, 104 Seagrove Main Street, St. Augustine Beach,
FL, represents nine of the lot owners along 2™ Street. He advised that there are impact fees
already so no one will be out any money. He commented that the Commission is deciding
what method to use for collection, not that the Commission is not going to do the project.

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

Commissioner Rumrell suggested to move forward with the non-ad valorem because it can
be cancelled, but if the Commission prolongs it then the project will not move forward.

Commissioner George advised the costs to the property owners who do not want the project
done is staggering; however, the majority already said that they want to move forward on
this. She commented that the impact fees are precious and that the City needs to make sure
they will get the money back quickly. She suggested non-ad valorem assessment due to the
enforcement costs that special assessment could bring on the City and defer to the staff’s
recommendations.



Vice Mayor Kostka agreed with non-ad valorem assessment; however, suggested to wait until
most of the money is received before starting the project. She agreed with Commissioner
George that there are other projects to be done as well with the impact fees.

Commissioner Samaora asked if there was a way to collect the non-ad valorem assessment
before the project is started. He advised that if some would be willing to pay upfront as a
special assessment, then he would rather do a special assessment than wait for years on a
non-ad valorem assessment. He commented that once the Commission agrees to the non-ad
valorem assessment, the City is bound by that structure. He asked if there was any flexibility
with a non-ad valorem where money can be taken upfront prior to permits being issued.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that she would look into the two prong approach with the
non-ad valorem assessment and bring it back to the Commission. She advised that she can
make adjustments with the non-ad valorem assessment within a three year period that she
can add or take off the assessment. She gave an example of if a current owner sells the
property, then she could say that the City needs all the money upfront before it is sold. She
will work with the City Attorney to make sure that everything would be legally covered.

Commissioner Samora asked to keep all options opened and that he was still not fuily on
board with the non-ad valorem assessment.

Mayor England asked staff to come back to the Commission with estimates, some options,
more detail or differences of the special assessment and non-ad valorem assessments, and
comparison charts on the benefits and flexibilities for both options.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that she would and said that staff just needs to have the
Commission’s support to advertise the non-ad valorem assessment before the deadlines.

Mayor England asked for a motion.

Motion: to approve Resolution 20-21 to level a non-ad valorem assessment. Moved by
Commissioner Rumrell, Seconded by Commissioner Samora.

Roli call vote was as follows:

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

Motion passed unanimaously.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora

Commissioner Rumrell *
FROM: Max Royle, City Managﬁ/
DATE: November 18, 2020

SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-14, first Public Hearing and Second Reading: to Change Section 4.01.06,
Recreation Standards, of the Land Development Regulations

Mr. Law presented these proposed changes to you at your October 5% meeting. The changes are part of
his goal to bring the Land Development Regulations into conformity with the policies in the
Comprehensive Plan that you adopted in January 2020.

You agreed with the changes. The City Attorney then prepared an ordinance to adopt the changes for your
November 9™ meeting, when you approved the ordinance on first reading.

The Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board reviewed the ordinance at its November 17* meeting and
by a 7-0 vote recommended that you adopt it. The Board’s motion and vote is stated in the attached
memo (page 5) from the Board’s Executive Assistant, Ms. Bonnie Miller.

The ordinance has now been scheduled for its first public hearing and second reading at your December
7' meeting.


https://Manag~.ll

#% City of St. Augustine Beach Building and Zoning Departmen

TO: Max Royle
FROM: Brian Law

SUBJECT: Section 4.01.06 Recreation Standards for Facilities

DATE: 9-15-2020

Max

As a result of the new Comprehensive Plan being adopted in January of 2020 there has been
some modifications to the City of St. Augustine Beach Land Development Regulations that must
take place for conformity of the code. The levels of service for recreation need to be modified
for conformity with the Comprehensive Plan. | am including the markup so the Commission and
the Planning and Zoning Board can easily identify the changes, | am also including the final copy
with a water mark indicating “Draft” for ease of understanding. Below is a copy of R.1.11 of the

adopted Comprehensive Pian.

R.1.1.11 The City of 5t. Augustine Beach adopts the following level of service standards for

recreation:’

Park Sites Standard
City/County Parks 1 acre per 5,000 population
Facilities Standard
Courts 1 per 3,500 population
Baseball/Softball Field 1 per 8,000 population

Brian W Law CBO, 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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ORDINANCE NO, 20-.14

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA, MAKING FINDINGS
OF FACT; AMENDING THE CITY’S LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS SECTION 4.01.06
RECREATION; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT;
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; AND PROVIDING AN IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVE DATE.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, a new Comprehensive Plan was adopted in January of 2020.

WHEREAS, the City Commission is responsible for keeping its land development regulations in
compliance with the Comprehensive Plan.

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, Land Development Regulations

of Saint Augustine Beach section R.4.01.06 is amended as follows:

Sec. 4.01.06. - Recreation.

Bevelepment-activities-shall potbe-approved-dunless-there issufficien Pévai%abl&eapaeity to-sustain
the-following levels-ef service for the recreational fasilities-as-established-in the-recreatiop-and
apen space-elementof-the-St-Augustine Beash-Comprebensive-Plan:

RECREATION-STANDARDS FORFACILITHES

“EXPAND

{Aecres)
Neighborhood 1per5:000-population 5.0
2 S s Al

|
Tennis-court +per-3:500-population

I
Basketball-court +-per3:000-population

J
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|
Padleball-coust 1per-2:500-population

|
Volleybalt-court +per-2;500-population

Development activities shall not be approved unless there is sufficient availabie capacity to sustain

the following levels of service for the recreational facilities as established in the recreation and open

space element of the St. Augustine Beach Comprehensive Plan:

RECREATION STANDARDS FOR FACILITIES

Park Sites

Standard

City/County Parks

1 acre per 5,000 population

Facilities

Standard

Courts

1 per 3,500 population

Baseball/Softball Field

1 per 8.000 population

(Ord. No. 91-7, § 2: Ord. No. 20-

q&lv

-20 )

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 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.

Ordinance No. __
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MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

EXAMINED AND APPROVED by me this___ day of , 2020.
MAYOR

Published in the on the day of

2020. Posted on www.staugbch.com on the day of ,2020.

Ordinance No.
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MEMO

To: Max Royle, City Manager

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

Date: Wednesday, November 17, 2020

Please be advised at its regular monthly meeting held Tuesday, November 17, 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, November 9, 2020, this proposed ordinance amends Section 4.01.06, Recreation, of the
City’s Land Development Regulations, to amend the levels of service for recreation for conformity
to the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

The motion to recommend the City Commission approve passage of Ordinance No. 20-
on final reading was made by Mr. King, seconded by Ms. Odom, and passed 7-0 by the Board by
unanimous voice-vote.



TO:

FROM:

DATE:

Agendaltem# 3

Meeting Datg_12-7-20
MEMORANDUM

Max Royle, City Manager
William Tredik, P.E. Public Works Director

November 23, 2020

SUBJECT: Alvin’s Island Driveway Connection on Versaggi Drive

BACKGROUND

On March 2, 2015, the City Commission voted to deny driveway connections from
Versaggi Drive to 3848 A1A South (Alvin’s Island) and 3900 A1A South (property south
of Versaggi Drive). Edmunds Family Partnership, LLP {Owner), the owner of both
properties, appealed the decision to the Circuit Court, and the Court remanded the issue

back to

the City Commission. On March 1, 2018, the City Commission denied the request

on remand.

The Owner fited suit against the City regarding the city’s sign ordinance and the denial of
the driveways. In February 2017 mediation between the City and the Owner resulted in
a settlement agreement which was approved unanimously by the City Commission on

April 3,

a)

b)

2017. The settlement agreement specifically states:

The City has agreed fo allow Plaintiffs to construct a curb cut on the south side
of Versaggi Drive on the east side of State Road A-1-A on the real property
owned by the Plaintiff (the "South Side Curb Cut"). The South Side Curb Cut
shall be constructed in accordance with Plaintiffs' most recent application for a
curb cut at this location, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit A, and shall be
designed to only allow traffic to enter from the west into the real property owned
by Plaintiff on the south side of Versaggi Drive. Additionally, Plaintiffs shall erect
and maintain signage indicating that no exit is permitted out of the South Side
Curb Cut.

Two and one-half years after the Effective Date, but not sooner, Plaintiffs may
submit an application for a curb cut request an the north side of Versaggi Drive
on the east side of State Road A-1-A on the real property owned by the Plaintiff
(the "North Side Curb Cut"), which shall be considered on its own merit. The
North Side Curb Cut shall be constructed in accordance with Plaintiffs’ most
recent application for a curb cut at this location and shalf be designed to only
allow traffic to enter from the west info the real property owned by Plaintiff on the
north side of Versaggi Drive. The Cily retains the right to review Plaintiffs' North
Side Curb Cut application to ensure it complies with the City's then existing code
requirements, and the Plaintiffs reserve the right to modify the most recent






Though the left-in concept meets the intent of the settlement agreement, it poses safety
concerns due to its unusual configuration, including:

The sweeping left-in encourages vehicles coming from S.R A1A to enter the Alvin's
Island parking lot at higher velocities than would a typical 80° ingress/egress
driveway. These higher entry velocities pose safety concerns for westbound traffic
on Versaggi Drive as well as pedestrians on the sidewalk.

A sweeping left-in which crosses traffic, when done, is typically accompanied by a
dedicated left turn lane which allows queued turning vehicles to stack and await
an opening. There is no room for such a dedicated lane in this location. Turning
drivers are thus encouraged to quickly enter the Alvin's parking lot, increasing the
risk of conflict as discussed in the previous bullet.

Though the driveway is intended to be a left-in only, its configuration is identical to
a right-out only. As such, the likelihood of driver confusion and frustration is
increased, resulting in both unintentional use of the driveway for egress, and
intentional egress for convenience sake. The potential for vehicle/vehicle as well
as vehicle/pedestrian conflict is increased when the geometric design is
inconsistent with the desired traffic pattern.

Due to these safety concerns, the Public Works Director met with the owner's engineer
onsite to investigate safer driveway configurations. After investigation and discussion, it
was agreed than a standard driveway ingress/egress driveway configuration provided a
safer aiternative. The engineer agreed to modify the plan as such and resubmit. The
engineer submitted a revised plan in June 2020, and the Public Works Director required
further improvements to improve pedestrian safety. The following plan was submitted in
September 2020, addressing the Public works Director's comments.









Neighborhood Meeting

In order to fully engage the property owners and discuss the pros and cons of the
driveway options, the City hosted a neighborhood meeting at City Hall on November 5,
2020. Letters were mailed to all property owners which use Versaggi Drive for ingress
and egress, including:

¢ Versaggi Drive

+ Linda Mar Drive

¢ QOceanside Circle
¢ QOceanside Drive

e Carole Court

o Manatee Court

¢ Santa Maria Lane
¢ Versaggi Place.

Prior to the November 5t meeting , the City received one (1) email request for a copy of

the settiement agreement and one {1) email in opposition to a driveway. The objecting
email contained the following suggestions:

* No southbound A1A U-turn allowed at Versaggi Drive
» Addition of signs to increase pedestrian and bicycle safety
s Concern that allowing ingress and egress on Versaggi Dr. increases danger

The neighborhood meeting was held as scheduled at 6:00 PM on November 5, 2020.
Only three owners of the approximately 100 property owners who were mailed letters
attended. Two property owners were from Versaggi Drive (including the property owner
directly abutting Alvin’s Island) and one property owner was from Linda Mar Drive. Also
in attendance was the Owner of the Alvin’s Island property and the Public Works Director.
The property owner abutting Alvin’s was initially opposed to any driveway connection due
to the increased potential for noise and traffic in the vicinity of their home. The owner
stated that their house was recently purchased and they were not aware of past issue
when they purchased. The other Versaggi Drive owner had concerns about vehicles
turning into Versaggi Drive from northbound A1A to access Alvin's Island, only to find no
driveway, then turning around in front of their home. The Linda Mar owner was not
opposed to the driveway connection.

In the meeting, the history of the issue was discussed, including the settlement agreement
which gives the Owner the right to construct a left-turn ingress from Versaggi Drive. A
comparison of the pros and cons of an ingress only, versus a more typical ingress/egress
driveway was discussed. After discussion, it was agreed that an ingress/egress driveway
would be acceptable if the following conditions were addressed:



» Left turn egress would not be permitted onto Versaggi drive.

* The Owner would construct a privacy fence on the east side of the Alvin's
Island retention area to provide a visual buffer, and to attenuate noise from
the Alvin's Island parking lot.

e The Owner would relocate the Alvin’s island dumpster area away from
Versaggi Drive.

The Owner verbalily agreed to these terms.

Subsequent to the neighborhood meeting, the City received one additional email stating
an inability to attend the meeting and noting their objection to the driveway connection.
In addition to stating objection to the driveway, this property owner raised several
concerns, including:

e Worry about increased traffic congestion in the Versaggi neighborhood,
particularly at the intersection of Versaggi and S.R. A1A. '

* Lack of maintenance of existing signs at Alvin’s Island, including damaged or
difficult to read do not enter signs, stop sign, etc.

SUMMARY

Per the terms of the 2017 settlement agreement, the Owner has a legal right to construct
a driveway connection on Versaggi Drive with westbound left-turn ingress. Though the
Owner has no right to expect more than this ingress connection, the City is not precluded
from approving egress onto Versaggi Drive to provide for increased public safety. A
driveway connection which includes a right-only egress onto Versaggi Drive provides
increased public safety over a left-in only driveway. Allowing a right-only egress onto
Versaggi Drive also provides increased public safety on S.R. A1A by providing more room
for drivers desiring to go south on S.R. A1A to navigate to the northbound left turn lane
to initiate a U-turn at the intersection of S.R. A1A and A1A Beach Boulevard. Public
Works therefore recommends that the Aivin's Istand driveway connection to Versaggi
Drive be allowed to include both eastbound left-in ingress from Versaggi Drive and right-
out only egress to Versaggi Drive.

ACTION REQUESTED

Authorize the Alvin’s [sland driveway connection to include a right-out only egress to
Versaggi Drive in addition the westbound left-in connection that is provided for in the
settlement agreement.



TO:

FROM:
DATE:

SUBIJECT:

MEMORANDUM
Mavyor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Coemmissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell .7~

/

Max Royte, City Manaf

November 30, 2020

Apenflaftem #__4 o
Meeting Datd_ 1227220,

ACD'L INFCRMATION

Ordinance 20-15, First Reading, to Amend the Land Development Regulations Regarding

Cccupancy Permits, Impervious Surface Coverage, Unsafe Buildings, and Number of Code

Enforcement Board Members

Because of the Thanksgiving Day holidays, the information for your December 7™ regular meeting had to

he assembled and put in the books sooner than usual. By that time, we hadn’t received the ordinance

from the City Attorney. However, the ordinance has since been provided. it is attached for YOur review

and possible first reading.



ORDINANCE NO. 20-15

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAINT AUGUSTINE BEACH,
FLORIDA, MAKING FINDINGS OF FACT; AMENDING THE CITY’S
LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS SECTIONS 6.07.10, 6.01.02,
6.07.07, 11.03.02, 11.03.04; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS
OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION;
AND PROVIDING AN IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVE DATE.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the City Commission is responsible for keeping its land development regulations
up to date. :

WHEREAS, Occupancy Permits are antiquated and should be removed for the Code.

WHEREAS, the table of allowable impervious surfacc ratios as listed in section 6.01.02 of the
City Land Development Regulations does not include the zoning districts of medium low density
or the mixed use district.

WHEREAS, corrections to the number of Code Enforcement Board Members needed to be
changed to brought into compliance with Florida Statute 162.05.

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, Land Development
Regulations of Saint Augustine Beach section R.6.07.10 is amended as follows:

Sec. 6.07.10 —Occupancy-permits—Reserved.

Ordinance No.
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the-work-is-to-be-completed—and-furnishes-copies-of all-applicable-permits-reguired-to-enable the
ownerlo-make-the-necessary-carrections.

=—The-owneror-his-agentreguesisthe-Gity Manager-or designes-in-writing-for-atemporary-waiver
of compliance-with-prescribed-housing-and residential-properly-maintenance-standards-

3—Fhe-city City Manager-or-designee-finds-that the-delay-in-the-correction-of the-viclations-and-the
plans-for-such-correction-are-reasonable-and-the-work-can-be-undertaken-and-completed-while
the-premises-are-oceupied-
sHbe-lameoorsncooupaney-soimib o resingpestionshalbhermade.
K—The-provisions-of-this-section-shall-not-effect-any right- or-cbligation-mposed-by-law-or-by-agreement
between-any-owner-and-oceupant-but-no-agreement-shallrelieve-any-person-of-a-duty-er-obligation
imposed-by-this-section:
L— Thissestionshalbnotapplv-io-metels-and-hatels.

M-——An occupancy-permitshall-net berequired-forascupancy of any-dwelling unit-by a tenantin possession
of sueh-dwelling-unit-on-the-effective date of-this-sestion-Any-dwelling-unit vacant-or vacated-after the
effective-date-of-this-section-shall-not be-ossupied-pursuant-to-an-oral-orwrtten-rental agreement-ar

lzase untl ap oscupaney-permitbhas-beerissuad by-the-city Gty Marager or-aesignee.
N—The-owner-of-an-adversely-affected-person-may-appeal-any-final-decision-of thecity City-Manageror
designee-under-this-section-by-filing-a-notice-of appeal with-the building-and zoning-deparmentwithin
thirty-{30)-days-of-the-decision—The-comprehensive planning-and zening-board-shall-hearthe-appeal-
The-notice-of-appeal shall be-accompanied-by-a fee-as-provided-in-section-13.00.00-of-this-Code-

(Ord. No. 18-08 , § 1(Exh. 1), 7-2-18; Ord. No. 20- . § 1. - -20 )

SECTION 3. From and after the effective date of this ordinance, Land Development
Regulations of Saint Augustine Beach section R.6.01.02 is amended as follows:

Sec. 6.01.02. - Impervious surface coverage.
A, Generally. Impervious surface on a development site shall not exceed the ratios provided in the table

in paragraph D. of this section.

B. Ratio calcuiation. The impervious surface ratio is calculated by dividing the total impervious surface
area by the gross site area.

C. Alternative paving malerials. If porous paving materials are used, then the area covered with porous
paving materials shall not be counted as impervious surface for high density residential and
commercial only. Low and Medium density residential shall be allowed a 15% increase in impervious
surface ratio if the materials used have a 10% or greater permeability.

D. Table of impervious surface ratios.

Maximum
Land Use District Impervious
Surface Ratio !

Low density residential 0.40*

Medium density residential 0.50

Ordinance No.
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Medium Low density residential ' 0.50

:High density residential ‘0.70

:Commercial ‘0.70

1The maximum impervious surface ratio is given for each district, regardless of the type of use proposed
and allowable pursuant to Article Ill.

“In Low Density Residential land use district a 465 square feet allowance shall be provided for the
construction and installation of a pool and pool decking only.

(Ord. No. 18-08 , § 1(Exh. 1), 7-2-18; Ord. No. 20-02, § 6(Exh. 1), 3-2-20; Ord. No. 20- . § 1,
o~ SIS

SECTION 4, From and after the effective date of this ordinance, Land Development
Regulations of Saint Augustine Beach sectton R.6.07.07 is amended as follows:

Sec. 6.07.07. - Unsafe buildings.

A. There is adopted by reference the 28047 currently adopted Florida Building Code, with the exception
of section 113 pertaining to the composition and procedures of the board of adjustments and appeals.

B. The comprehensive planning and zoning board shall serve as the board of adjustments and appeals
in accordance with the provisions of the 2047 currently adopted Florida Building Code.

(Ord. No. 18-08 . § 1(Exh. 1), 7-2-18; Ord. No. 20- . §1. - -20)

SECTION 5. From and after the effective date of this ordinance, Land Development
Regulations of Saint Augustine Beach section R.11.03.02 is amended as follows:

Sec. 11.03.02. - Membership.

A.  The municipal code enforcement board shall consist of five{8} seven (7) members and two (2}
alternates appointed by the city commission.

B. Any person of voting age residing in the City of 5t. Augustine Beach shail be eligible for membership.

C. Members of the board shall serve a term of three (3) years. Terms of office shall end on April 1 three
(3) years following appointment to a full term. Existing members of the board shall serve until April 1
three (3} years following their respective appointments. Future vacancies created by death,
resignation, or disgualification to serve of a member shall be filled for the unexpired term. Any member
may be reappointed {o successive terms at the discretion of the city commission.

D. If any member fails to attend two (2} of three (3) successive meetings without cause and without prior
approval of the chairman, the board shall declare that member's seat vacated and such vacancy shall
be filed as for any other vacancy.

E. Any member may be removed from office for cause by the city commission. Vacancies occurring due
to death, resignation or other inability to serve resulting from change of residence or otherwise, shall

Ordinance No.
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be filled within thirty (30) days after the vacancy occurs by the city commission for the remainder of
the term, in accordance with the City Code and F.S. § 162.01.

F. The city commission shall review the applications of volunteers for appeointment to the code
enforcement board. All applicants to fill a vacancy shall be informed that a financial disclosure
statement must be filed with the county supervisor of elections. if an applicant should have an objection
to this procedure, he should reconsider the appointment.

G. Eachindividual board member shall file financial disclosure statements with the office of the supervisor
of elections no later than July 1 of each year or thirty {30) days after their appointment in accordance
with Florida Statutes.

(Ord. No. 91-7, § 2; Ord. No. 92-7, § 11; Ord. No. 93-7, § 2; Ord. No. 04-06, § 1, 6-7-04; Ord.
No. 06-29,§ 1, 1-2-07, Ord. No. 20- . § 1. - -20)

SECTION 6. From and after the etfective date of this ordinance, Land Development
Regulations of Saint Augustine Beach section R.11.03.04 is amended as follows:

Sec. 11.03.04. - Meetings.

A The regular meetings of the board shall be the fourth Wednesday of each month-at-3:00-p-m—in-the
Gity Hall of the Gity-of St-Augustine-Beach Florida-unjess otherwise ordered by the board.

B. Special meetings, committee meetings or workshops may be called by the chairman of the board.

C. Emergency hearings may be called by the code inspector or chairman.

D. All actions before the board shall be initiated by a code inspector filing a statement of viclation and
request for hearing with the secretary of the board. No member of the board shall initiate actions before
the board.

E. If any member fails to attend two (2} of three (3) consecutive meetings without cause and without prior
approval of the chairman, the chairman shall notify the city commission in writing and request that the
replacement process take place. A copy of this notification shall also be forwarded to the absent
member.

F. A quorum of the board shall consist of four (4) members. An affirmative vote of a majority of those
members present and voting shall be necessary to pass any motion or adopt any order, except that at
least four (4) members of the board must vote in order for the action to be official.

G. Voting requirements.

1.  No member of the board present at any meeting at which an official decision, ruling or other ofticial
act is to be taken or adopted may abstain from voting in regard to any such decision, ruling or
act; and a vote shall be recorded or counted for each such member present except when there
may be a possible conflict of interest as outlined in F.S. § 286.012({8).

2. No board member shall vote in his official capacity upon any measure which inures to his special
private gain. Such member shall, prior to the vote being taken, publicly state to the board the
nature of his interest in the matter from which he is abstaining from voting and within fifteen (15)
days after the vote occurs, disclose the nature of his interest as a public record in 2 memorandum
filed with the person responsibie for recording the minutes of the meeting, who shall incorporate
the memorandum in the minutes (F.S. § 112.3143).

3. Voting may be by voice vote and shall be recorded by individual "aye" or "nay" for each board
member present.

4. Voting on applicants to fill a vacancy shall be by ofticial written ballot stating the names and
addresses of those candidates to be voted upon. The highest number of votes cast shall
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constitute a majority. All ballots must be signed by board member casting the vote and kept on
file as a matter of public record.

(Ord. No.91-7, § 2; Ord. No.20- . §1. - -20)

SECTION 7. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are repealed to
the extent of such conflict.

SECTION 8. 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 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 9. 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.
MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

EXAMINED AND APPROVED by me this __ day of , 2020.
MAYOR

Published in the on the day of

, 2020. Posted on www.staugbch.com on the day of ,
2020.
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Agenda temE 4 .

femer
Meeting Date_12-7-20
MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor England

Vice Mayor Kostka

Commissioner George

Commissioner Samora

Commissioner Rumrell

A

FROM: Max Royle, City Manager.d éi/
DATE: November 25, 2020
SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-15, First Reading, to Amend the Land Development Regulations Regarding

Occupancy Permits, Impervious 5urface Coverage, Unsafe Buildings, and Number of Code
Enforcement Board Members

INTRODUCTION

Mr. Law presented these proposed amendments to you at your November 9™ meeting. You agreed with
them and by consensus asked the City Attorney to draft an ordinance.

Attached as pages 1-9 is information from Mr. Law about each suggested amendment,

ACTION REGUESTED

The ordinance from the City Attorney isn't been prepared in time for it to be included with this memo. If
it comes before your meeting, we will email it to you and provide a copy to each of you at the meeting.
You can then decide whether to pass the ordinance an first reading.









6 ) ity of St. Auqustine Beach Buildin nd Zoning Department

TO: Max Royle
FROM: Brian Law
SUBIJECT: Section 6.07.07 Unsafe Buildings

DATE: 10-12-2020

Section 6.07.07 of the Cities Land Development Regulations references the 2017 Florida
Building Code, as this code is changed every three years it is prudenf to modify the code to
the phrase “the currently adopted Florida Building Code”. The Building and Zoning
Department recommends the following code change:

Sec. 6.07.07. - Unsafe buildings.

A.  There is adopted by reference the =lorida Building Code, with the exception
of section 113 pertaining to the colipuaiuum anu piuusuusa of the board of adjustments and appeals.

B. The comprehensive planning and zonin~ hnard ehall canm ~e thg hoard of adjustments and appeals
in accordance with the provisions of th lorida Building Code.

(Ord. No § 1(Exh. 1), 7-2-18)












e —

aizm vwTe

TO: Max Royle
FROM: Brian Law
SUBJECT: Section 11.03 of the City Land Development Regulations

DATE: 10-12-2020

1)The current section 11.03.02 of the Cities Land Development Regulations states the following:

“The municipal code enforcement board shall consist of five (5) members and two (2) alternates
appointed by the city commission.”

This is in direct conflict with Florida Statute 162.05 for a population greater than 5000 persons.
The statute is provided for your convenience below:

162.05 Local government code enforcement boards; organization.—

(1) The local governing body may appoint one or more code enforcement boards and legal counsel
for the enforcement boards. The local governing body of a county or a municipality that has a
population of less than 5,000 persons may appoint five-member or seven-member code enforcement
boards. The local governing body of a county or a municipality that has a population equal to or greater
than 5,000 persons must appoint seven-member code enforcement boards. The local governing body
may appoint up to two alternate members for each code enfercement board to serve on the board in

the absence of board members.

As the current Code Enforcement Board currently has 7 members with 2 alternates no action is

needed other than to amend the code.

2) The current section 11.03.04 states that “The regular meetings of the board shall be the fourth
Wednesday of each month at 3:00 p.m. in the City Hall of the City of St. Augustine Beach,
Florida.” Currently the meetings start at 2:00 p.m. on the fourth Wednesday of the month. As
current operations are not in accordance with the code it is recommended to change the code to
the following “The regular meetings of the board shall be held on the fourth Wednesday of each
month, unless otherwise ordered by the board.”

Proposed code modifications are on page 2.


https://11.03.04
https://11.03.02

Sec. 11.03.02. - Membership.

A

B.

The municipal code enforcement board shall consist of iembers and two (2}
alternates appointed by the city commission.

Any person of voting age residing in the City of St. Augustine Beach shall be eligible for membership.

Members of the board shall serve a term of three {3) years. Terms of office shall end on April 1 three
(3) years following appointment to a full term. Existing members of the board shall serve until April 1
three (3) years following their respective appointments. Future vacancies created by death,
resignation, or disqualification to serve of a member shall be filled for the unexpired term. Any member
may be reappointed to successive terms at the discretion of the city commission.

If any member fails to attend two (2) of three {3) successive meetings without cause and without prior
approval of the chairman, the board shall declare that member's seat vacated and such vacancy shall
be filed as for any other vacancy.

Any member may be removed from office for cause by the city commission. Vacancies occurring due
to death, resignation or other inability to serve resulting from change of residence or otherwise, shall
be filled within thirty (30) days after the vacancy occurs by the city commission for the remainder of
the term, in accordance with the City Code and F.S. § 162.01.

The city commission shalt review the applications of volunteers for appointment to the code
enforcement board. All applicants to fill a vacancy shall be infarmed that a financial disclosure

statement must be filed with the county supervisor of elections. Ifan appllcant should have an objection
tn thic prnr‘nrhlrn hn shhlll.l'" r.nﬂnnl:u'ler the annnlnfmenf

(SRR IE]

Each individual board member shall file financial disclosure statements with the office of the supervisor
of elections no later than July 1 of each year or thirty (30) days after their appointment in accardance
with Florida Statutes.

(Ord. No.9 ,§2;0rd. No.9 ,§11;0rd No. 9 ,§2;0rd. No.0O: 16,8 1,1 14; Ord.
No. 06-29, § 1, 1-2-07)

Sec. 11.03.04. - Meetings.

A

special meeungs, comminee meeungs or worksnops may De callea Dy tne cnairman of tne boara.
Emergency hearings may be calied by the code inspector or chairman.

Al! actions before the board shall be initiated by a code inspector filing a statement of violation and
request for hearing with the secretary of the board. No member of the board shall initiate actions before
the board.

If any memober fails to attend two (2) of three (3) consecutive meetings without cause and witheout prior
approval of the chairman, the chairman shall notity the city commission in writing and request that the
reptacement process take place. A copy of this natification shall also be forwarded to the absent
member.

A quorum of the board shall consist of four (4) members. An affirmative vote of a majority of those
members present and voting shall be necessary to pass any motion or adopt any order, except that at
least four (4) members of the board must vote in order for the actian to be official.

Voting requirements.

1. No member of the board present at any meeting at which an official decision, ruling or other official
act is to be taken or adopted may abstain from voting in regard to any such decision, ruling or
act; and a vote shall be recorded or counted for each such member present except when there
may be a possible conflict of interest as outlined in F.S. § 286.012(8).

-8-
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2. No board member shall vote in his official capacity upon any measure which inures to his special
private gain. Such member shall, prier to the vote being taken, publicly state to the board the
nature of his interest in the matter from which he is abstaining from voting and within fifteen {15)
days after the vote occurs, disclose the nature of his interest as a public record in a memorandum
filed with the person responsible for recording the minutes of the meeting, who shall incorporate
the memorandum in the minutes {F.S. § 112.3143).

3. Voting may be by voice vote and shall be recorded by individual "aye" or "nay" for each board
member present.

4. Voting on applicants to fill a vacancy shall be by official written ballot stating the names and
addresses of those candidates to be voted upon. The highest number of votes cast shall
constitute a majority. All ballots must be signed by board member casting the vote and kept on
file as a matter of public record.

(Ord. No. 91-7, § 2)
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ADD'L INFORMATTCHN
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mavyor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora

Commissioner Rumrell .
FROM: Max Royle, City Manﬁ'ﬁ«%/
DATE: November 3@, 2020

SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-16, First Reading, to Amend the Land Development Regulations Regarding
Allowing Mobile Food Sales in the City

While we did receive the ordinance from the City Attorney in time for it to be included in your agenda
books, we decided that the ordinance needs some revising. Therefore, it will be on the agenda for your
January 4" meeting.
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Meeting Datd 1222220,
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell .
FROM: Max Royle, City Ma nag%ﬂ%-
DATE: November 25, 2020
SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-16, First Reading, to Amend the Land Develobment Regulations Regarding

Allowing Mobile Food Sales in the City

INTRODUCTION

Section 3.02.03 of the Land Development Code lists a number of prohibited uses in the City. Subsection
A.6 states that the following is prohibited: "The operation of a business from any temporary guarters,
such as but net limited to: tents, pushcarts, sheds, carports, motor vehicles and trailers.”

In its 2020 session, the Florida Legislature passed a 103-page bill. One small section of that bill amends
Section 509.102, Flcrida Statutes, by creating a new section that concerns mobile food dispensing
vehicles. Section 509.102 {2) states that "a municipality, county, or other local government entity may not
prohibit mobile food dispensing vehicles from operating within the entirety of the entity's jurisdiction.”

This means that a city or county cannot prohibit throughout their boundaries mobile focod dispensing
vehicles from conducting business. However, a city or county may regulate where mobile food dispensing
vehicles can do business within their limits, such as allowing them only in commercial land uvse districts.

ATTACHMENTS

Attached for your review is the following:
a. Page 1, Section 3.02.03.4 from the Land Development Code.
h. Pages 2-3, Section 509.102, Florida Statutes, that was approved by the Legislature.

c. Page 4-5, a list of regulations governing the operation of mobile food dispensing vehicles in the
City of Venice, Florida.

d. Pages6-7, a list of regulations proposed for the City of Cocoa Beach, Florida.
e, Pages 8-11, a newspaper article about regulations proposed for Tarpon Springs, Florida.

f. Pages 12-13, the minutes of that part of your November 9™ meeting when you discussed whether
mobhile food sales shouid be allowed in the City.



ACTION REQUESTED

At your November meeting, you asked the City Attorney to prepare an ordinance. However, by the date
of this memo, we have not received it from him. If it arrives before your meeting, we will forward it to
you by email and will have a copy of it for each of you at the meeting.
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A, In addition to the uses prohibited under section 3.02.02 and Table 3.02.02, and other provisions of this
Code, the following uses are prohibited:
1. Keeping, breeding, or raising of bees, insects, reptiles, pigs, horses, cattle, goats, hags, or poultry.
2. The sale, offer for sale, rental, storage or display of any merchandise, outside of an enclosed
building on the premises of any business except as provided herein.

a. Asusedherein the term "outdoor” shall mean any area which is outside of the heated or
cooled area of 2 building and visible from a public strect. Provided, however, that the
outdoor display or sale of merchandise shall be permitted:

(1) In conjunction with and pursuant to any outdoor sale or display of merchandise

autharized in conjunction with a special event pursuant to section 3.02.05 hereof:

(2) When the display is limited to merchandise identical to that actually in stock and
available for purchase on the premises where the dispiay is raintained, the display is
lirnited in size to an area no greater than five (5) feet high, three (3} feet wide, and
three (3) feet In length and is not located within six (6) feet of any other such display.
No such display may be located within any public right-of-way, mandatory building
setback under this chapter or so as to interfere with any fire exit required under any
building code of the city. Any display rack, shelves or other device used in canjunction
with the display of merchandise shall be made of waod which shall have either a
natural finish or shall be paioted only io calors which have been approved by the
comprehensive piartning and zoning board as a part of the supplemental criteria for
cormnmunity appearance standards or shall be made of brass, copper, bronze, nickel,
tin or iron; provided, however, that painted, polished, anodized or chromed metals
shall be prohibited.

3. The sale, offer for sale, ar rebuilding of secondhand merchandise on any business premises,
including secondhand household and commercial goods, such as but not limited to:
refrigerators, stoves, sinks, plumbing fixtures, carperts, tents, air conditioners, windows, vehicle
parts, and the like.

4. The manufacture, assembly or preparation of any merchandise, food or beverages outside of an
enclosed building on any business premises,

5. The sale, offer for sale, or rental of any merchandise, food or beverages fram a matorized or

nonmotorized vehicle or trailer of any type on any business premises.

7. 1 eunage stunes, pruviaoa, Buwever, hdl pdtkage SIOres naving an area of less than eight
thousand (8,000) square feet and located within a shopping center having greater than fifteen
thousand {15,000) square feet under roof and package stores aperated in conjunction with a
restaurant having a 4-COP license as of the effective date of this section shall be an authorized

use within commercially zoned arcas.

-1-
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F L ORI D A H o U $§ E o F REPRESENTATI VE S

EWNROLLED
CSHB 1193, Engrossed 3 2020 Legislature

2276 final order.

2277 Section 74. Section 48%2.115, Florida Statutes, is amended
2278 to read:

22°19 492.115 Roster of licensed professional geologists.—A
2280| roster showing the names and places of business or residence of

2281 all licensed professional geologists and all properly qualified

2282 firms, corporations, or partnerships practicing heldinrg
eertrates—of avtherisaldeonr+Fo—practides professional geology
2284 in the state shall be preparcd annually by the department. &
2285 copy of this roster must be made available to shatdl-—be

2286| ebtadmable—y each licensed professicnal geologist and each

2287 firm, corporation, or partnership qualified by a prolessional

22881 g

2289 t

2230

2291 £

2292 209.102 Mobile food dispensing vehicles; precmption.--
22893 {1} As used in this section, the term "mobile food

2294 dispensing vchicle” means any vehicle that is a public food

2295] service establishmenlt and that is self-propelled or otherwise

2286 movable from place to place and includes self-contained

2297 ulilikties, including, but not limited to, gas, water,

2288 electricity, or liquid waste disposal.

2299 (2) Regulation of mobile food dispensing wvehicles

2300 involving llicenses, registrations, permits, and fees is

Page 92 of 103

hb1193-05-er
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EXECUTIVE ORDER NOQ, 2020-05
CovID-19
MOBILE FOOD DISPENSING VEHICLE

WHEREAS, on March 9, 2020, Governor Ron DeSantis issued Executive Order No. 20-52, decla ring
a state of emergency in the State of Florida for COVID-19;

WHEREAS, on March 16, 2020, the City Manager of the City of Venice issued Executive Order No.
2020-01, as extended by Extension Nos. 1 and 2, that declared a Local State of Emergency due to
COVID-18 which constitutes a potential life threatening situation for the citizens and visitors to
the City for an undefined period of time;

WHEREAS, on March 16, 2020, the White House issued a new nationwide guideline calling all
people to avoid gatherings of more than 10 people;

WHEREAS, on April 1, 2020, Governor Ron DeSantis issued Executive Order No. 20-91 which
directed all persons in Florida to limit their movements and personal interactions outside of their
home to only those necessary to obtain or provide essential services or conduct essential
activities, but encouraged businesses to provide delivery, carry-out or curbside service;

WIEREAS, Section 252.38, Floiida Statuies, authorizes the City of Venice to take whatever
prudent action is necessary to ensure the health, safety and welfare of the community during a
declared emergency;

WHEREAS, the Code of Ordinances of the City of Venice does not provide for the operation of
mobile food dispensing vehicles;

WHEREAS, mobile food dispensing vehicles licensed by the State of Florida may facilitate the safe
provision of essential services to the residents of the City of Venice during the COVID-19
emergency.

NOW, THEREFORE, |, Edward Lavallee, City Manager of the City of Venice, in accordance with the
provisions of the State of Florida Office of the Governor Executive Order No. 20-52, Chapter
252.38, Florida Statutes, and Executive Order No. 2020-01, as extended, hereby arder the
following:

1. Any and all provisions of the City’s Code of Ordinances that could be construed as
prohibiting the operation of a mobile food dispensing vehicle are hereby waived, For
purposes of this Executive Order, a “mobile food dispensing vehicle” shall mean any
vehicle that is a public food service establishment that is self-propelled or otherwise
movable from place to place and includes self-contained utilities, including, but not
limited to, gas, water, electricity, or liquid waste disposal, and is licensed by the State of
Florida. The following requirements and restrictions shall apply to the operation of a
maobile food dispensing vehicle within the City of Venice:



(a}

{bj

(e}

No mobile food dispensing vehicle shall operate on publicly owned property or
public rights-of-way/sidewalks unless allowed by the public entity that controls
the property.

Mabile food dispensing vehicles shall be permitted to operate on privately owned

property with the owner’s consent providing the following are met:

{i) a valid licensef/permit from the Florida Department of Business and
Professional Regulation or the Florida Department of Agriculture and
Consumaer Services, as applicable, is possessed;

{ii} the focation of the mobile foad dispensing vehicle shalt not impede,
endanger, or interfere with padestrian or vehicular traffic;

{iii} the mobile food dispensing vehicle shali only operate between the hours
of 6:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m.;

(iv}  tha mobiie food dispensing vehicle shall be set back from residential
structures by at least 150 feet; and not be located within 500 feet of any
actively operating restaurants;

(v} there may be no more than two {2} mobile food dispensing vehicles on any
parcel,

Overnight parking of 2 mokile foed dispensing vehicle shall be allowed on private

property. Overnight parking of a mobile fond dispensing vehicle may be allowed

on City owned property ar rights-of-way only with advance approval of the City.
ihe mobiie food dispensing vehicle operator and the property owner shall be
responsibie for the proper disposal of waste and trash. No grease, waste, trash or
other debris shall be deposited on or released onto public property, which
includes streets, sidewalks or other public places nor into the gutter or storm
drainage system.

A mobile food dispensing vehicle shall be vo larger than 10 by 27 feet, with each

separate mobile campaorent no more than two axies.

2. This Executive Order shall expire upon the expiration of Goverrnor DeSantis’ Executive
Order No. 20-52, including any extension thereof, unless terminated earlier by further
Executive Order of the City.

DONE AND ORDERED this 9th day of April, 2020, at Venice, Florida.

ATTES’W

oS
///%ﬁ%

Ecward F. Lavalle&,’City Manager
City of Venice, Florida

City Clerk

[t \ gt



Dariana Fitzgerald

From: faccinfo@googlegroups.com on behalf of Loredana Kalaghchy
<lkalaghchy@cityofcocoabeach.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 3:45 PM

To: faccinfo@googlegroups.com

Subject: [FACC Discussion Forum] RE: Mobile Vendor

Hi

October 1, the Commission will be considering the adoption of the following:

A. Mobile food dispensing vehicles.

1.

10.
11.
12.

13.

14.

The operation of a vehicle which dispenses food for the public shall not be permitted to cperate within
the public right of way or any city owned property, except when associated with a city approved special
event.

Operations are prohibited on properties with single family or multifamily structures, except in
connection with a private event.

Within the Towncenter 2oning district, mobile food dispensing vehicles are only permitted on the site of
a food establishment with a physical location. On all other sites within the Towncenter zoning district,
approval of a special exception is reguired.

The tvne of food offered for sale by a mohile food dispensing vehicle shall not be identical to an existing
restaurant within three hundred {300) feet.

On properties of where operations are permitted, mobile food dispensing vehicles shall be located
feast ten (10) feet from any property line, and no vehicle shall be permitted to interfere with sigh.
visibility at intersections, as detailed in Section 3-07 of these regulations.

Except as may be provided as part of a special event, the following shall apply:
a. When a site is less than one half (1/2] acre in area there shall be a maximum of two {2) mobile food
dispensing vehicles onsite at any one time.

b. When a site is greater than one half (1/2) acre in area, there shall be a maximum of four (4) mobile
food dispensing vehicles onsite at any cne time,

The location of a mobile food dispensing vehicle within a parking area shall not be permitted to reduce
the available parking for the site beyond the minimum required for standard site operations.

Setup and operations are subject to inspection by the Chief Building Official (CBO)} and/or Fire Marshal.

Appropriate trash and recycling containers shall be provided and all sidewalks, parking areas, and
pedestrian spaces shall be kept clear of refuse or obstruction.

Any outdoor lighting shall be in compliance with the requirements of LDC Chapter I Article VI.

Qutdoor signs shall meet the requirements of LDC Chapter V.

All outdoor areas, including seating and sidewalk areas, shall maintain the ADA reguired minimum five
{5} foot unobstructed pathway at all times.

Any outdoor noise, music, or entertainment shall be in compliance with the requirements of City Code
of Ordinances Section 15-23.

All mobile food dispensing vehicles shall be licensed to operate within the State of Florida and must u
to date with all the requirements of the Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulations

-6 -
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Noting she had an agreement in place with a business owner at the docks, Manglis' email
said she “does not want to work on US Highway 19. That is not fair,” and she said the
trucks should be able to operate at the Sponge Docks and downtown with support, in the
form of a lease or written agreement, from the businesses in the area.

The Tarpon Springs Merchants Association supported Manglis’ position in an email that
stated, in part, “We have spoken to many of our merchants (and) we are hearing that the
majority of our food, drink and retail store owners are in favor of a food and beverage truck
or cart on their own property,” adding they hoped the board would “look at this as an
opportunity to give the business owners a venue to create something new and exciting for

their establishments that will help them stay open.”

Several local business owners also weighed in support of allowing food trucks all over
town.

"While some merchants feel the food trucks or added businesses take away trom their
own business, | strongly disagree,” Ginger Alemaghides, owner of the Bohemian Gypsea
gift shop at 740 N. Pinellas Ave., wrote, adding, “Food trucks done correctly in our
downtown and Sponge Docks can only enhance the charm of Tarpon Springs. The more
food and shopping we have in the area the more people will be attracted to the area, and

everyone will win.”

Affordable, Dependable. Hon-Medical In-Home Care
Seniors... Stay Safe at Home!

» Shopping / Errands

» Companionship H#fw e

* Meal Prep cipers

* Daily “Check-in" calls Making Life Easier
« { ight Housekeeping

* Medication Reminders  SCIST 09
e Laundry

Call: 727-942-2539 ® 6
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Elijah Durham, owner of the SOL Burger food truck, argued that businesses such as his
deserve to be treated as equal to brick and mortar establishments. “It is almost equally as
expensive to open a food trailer or a food truck as it is to open a restaurant,” he said. “It is

certainly not a cheap endeavor.”

Durham, who recently formed a partnership with the new Brighter Days Brewing Co., said,
‘we believe as locals in this community that we can start a food truck and still continue to

have that charm that has brought us here and has wanted us to stay here.”

Despite the pleas, Mayor Chris Alahouzos said he would not support allowing food trucks
at the docks and downtown, and he said he was also against allowing the units as
accessories for breweries, distilleries and other food and beverage establishments.

“I'm not convinced (it's) the right thing to have in Tarpon Springs,” Alahouzos said. “But
do support (allowing them in the designated areas) and I'm flexible in regards to how late

they stay open.”

After much discussion the commission ultimately voted in favor of the ordinance, allowing
mobile food trucks to operate in the designated areas between 7 a.m. and 10 p.m. with
tilleries and other food and drink

The second and final reading of the item is scheduled for Tuesday, Sept. 22.

“In the city of Tarpon Springs, we've worked very hard to improve the CRA district and the
Sponge Docks through fagade and other grants as well as many beautification projects, to
make these areas attractive to visitors and businesses to our community,” Alahouzos said
by phone a few days later. “Now you can have someone put a trailer in back of their
business and become a restaurant in a matter of days, and | don’t think that was fair. | like
food trucks, when they’re in the right place and at our special events and festivals, which
will continue. But to have them in back (of places) right in the middle of town competing
with other restaurants? | don't agree with that and | don't support it.”
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FROM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSTON MEETING, NOVEMBER 9, 2020

11. Mobile Food Sales; Discussion of Allowing Such in the City Because of New State Law
{Presenter: Max Royle, City Manager}

Mayor England introduced Item 11 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained due to state law the City cannot prohibit food trucks and
recommends considering other cities’ regulations that were supplied in the Commission
books to allow vehicles in commercial districts, set time limits on operations, to only allow
food trucks on public property only during special events, prohibit them from operating on
the beach, set a size limit on food trucks, require food trucks to conform to the City sign
regulations, require that have state licenses, and comply with health department regulations.

Mayor England asked the Commission if they have any suggestions to give to the City Attorney
when drafting the ordinance. She suggested on pages 6 and 7 to put those items in the
drafted ordinance. She advised that they could not use the parkettes.

City Manager Royle advised that the City should have the same regulations that St. Johns
County has for consistency reasons.

Maﬁoﬁ' Eh'giahd asked to think of the City as well because our City is smaller and has less public
property. Sheadvised that she would like the businesses also to review the ordinance.
Commissioner George agreed with using St. Johns County’s ordinance and requésted that the
sample-ordinances from other municipalities be provided again in the next Comm:ssmn book
fora checkllst purpose. o

Comm|55|oner Rumrell suggested that the Clty Attorney Iook at the Clty of St Augustme s
ordlnance as well

Vlce Mayor Kostka asked ifa fra nchise fee could be added. She commented that she likes the
Clty of Venice’s ordinance, but it talks about COVID-19 and it made it confusing. She liked the
Clty of Venlce s language where they must be 150 feet away from a residential structure and
censider only one food truck on a parcel. She also would not like overnight parking in the
City. :

Co:r'i'l_mi's,sioher Rumrell advised that St. Johns Cou nty regulates the beaches, not the City.

City Manager Royle advised that the beaches within the City’s limits are governed by the City,
however St Johns County s ordinance says that there is no vendlng on the beach

Clty Attorney Taylor advised that he would check about vendmg an the beach, per
Commlssmner George s request.

Comm|55|oner George adwsed that vendmg on the beach would upset a Iot of people

Commissioner Samora asked why the City of Venice’s ordinance is wrapped around the
Governor's orders.

City Attorney Taylor advised that he would check into that.

Commissioner George advised that the City of Venice probably did a looser ordinance due to
COVID-19 state of emergency.

-12-



Commissioner Samora suggested to allow them in anly one place in the City and consider
restrooms when the ordinance is considered.

Mayor England advised that the state regulations prohibit food trucks to one area with the
City limits. She asked City Attorney Taylor to reach whether a food truck would be allowed
on. prwate property -

City Attorney Taylor advised he would.

Mayor England opened the Public Comments section. The following addressed the
CommlSSlon

Ed Slavin, P.0. Box 3084, St. Augustine, FL, advised that previous Commissions have banned
food trucks, which he disagreed with and wished the food truck at the time would have sued
the City for not following anti-trust laws.

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

Vice Mayor Kostka asked to include that the food trucks give a copy of their state license and
health department licensing to the City if they are in the City.

It was the:consensus of the' Commission to have City Attorney Taylor to draft an ordlnance
and bnng it back to the ‘Commission. -

Pt .
e .
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell )
.
FROM: Max Royle, City Managegg }Z/ -
DATE: November 17, 2020
SUBJECT: Use of City Meeting Facilities: Reviewing Proposed Regulations and Fees

INTRODUCTION

The City has three meeting facilities or rooms:

a. the Commission meeting room, which is used only faor meetings of the City Commission and other
governmental agencies, such as the City's Planning Board, Code Enforcement Board, SEPAC, and
the St, Augustine Port, Waterway and Beach Commission;

b. the smaller meeting room in city hall; and

¢. Building C, which is located an the west side of the city hall parking lot and was once used as a
U.S. Postal Service branch,

The smaller meeting room and Building C are used by various non-governmental groups, such as
hemeowners' assaciations, various chapters of Alcoholics Anonymous, and local hobby or recreational
groups, such as a sewing club, a camera club, and a native plant association. Attached as page 1 is the
calendar for February 2020 which shows the groups scheduled to use the smaller meeting room and
Building C. Because of the pandemic, February was the last full month that groups were allowed to use
these two facilities.

Recently, the City administration has begun receiving requests to re-open the facilities. However, before
this is done, we suggest that you consider whether new regulations are needed and whether the City
should start charging all groups for the use of the facilities because of the costs the use incurs, such as
staff time to register the reservation, electricity for lighting and air conditioning, and trash removal and
clean up by a custodian.

CURRENT POLICIES AND FEES

The use of the City's two meeting rooms is governed by the following policies in the City Commission's
Policies and Procedures Manual and were adopted by resolution. They are attached as pages 2-7. The
basic policies are:

a. Any person or arganization applying to use a City meeting facility must sign a hold harmless
agreement,



b. The use of the meeting rooms without charge is limited to non-profit charitable, civic or other
types of non-profit organizations based in St. Augustine Beach, and/or which provide services or
benefits to society. Other groups and individuals may use the meeting rooms, subject to a fee
schedule set by the City Manager. Those fees, listed on page 5, are:

- §75 for use up to four hours

- 5150 for use over four hours

- 5100 if the kitchen next to the meeting room in city hall is used
In 2019, the City received about 51,300 from the rental of the facilities.

At your November 9, 2020, meeting you reviewed proposed changes to the room use regulations from
the City Manager. The minutes of your discussion are attached as pages 11-12.

From your discussion, the Public Works Director has prepared an estimate of the cost te sanitize each
room. That estimate is attached as pages 13-14. You will note that he provided the costs to sanitize the
facilities both during regular working hours and outside those hours. However, we recommend below the
policy that no meeting facilities be used after normal working hours and on weekends and holidays

The Director also prepared an estimate of the number of persons that can be in each meeting facility and
meet the current social distancing requirement of six feet. The estimates are:

- Building C: nine persons

- City Hall meeting room: 24

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CHANGES TO POLICIES

Some have been taken from the County's regulations {pages 8-9 attached) concerning its Library meeting
facilities.

1. That the number of persons in each meeting facility is limited to the number that can be socially
distant according to the current guidelines recommended or mandated by federal, state, or local
agencies. At the time of the adoption of this change the distance is six feet between persons and the

- following are the limits in each facility:

- Building C: no more than nine persons
- City Hall: no more than 24 persons

2. That persons using the City's meeting facilities must wear face masks or coverings in accordance with
whichever guidelines, federal, state, or local, are the strictest.

3. That use of the meeting facilities is allowed only between 8:00 am. and 2:00 p.m. on regular
workdays, and nc use is allowed after 2:00 p.m. because of the need to sanitize the facilities, and no
use is allowed when City Hall is closed (including weekends and holidays) when City personnel are not
available for sanitizing.

4. That the facilities can be used only during the following “blocks” to allow time for City personnel to
sanitize the facilities between meetings:



- B:0Dam, to 10:00 a.m,
- 11:30a.m. to 2:00 pm

5. That persons or groups using the facilities must sign an agreement to abide by the masking, distancing,
and person-limit restrictions. The first failure to follow the restrictions will result in a warning. The
second will require the City to deny the use of the facilities to the vialator(s).

6. That individuals or organizations must notify the City 48 hours in advance if a reservation is going to
be cancelled. Failure to notify the City may result in denial of future use of the facility.

7. That the City reserves the right to limit the number of reservations by any individual or aorganization,
so that others can have an opportunity to use the meeting facilities.

8. That the City is not responsible for loss or damage to any exhibits, equipment, supplies, or other
materials brought to the meeting facilities.

9. That the City is not responsible for setting up chairs, tables, etc. for individuals or groups using the
facilities.

10. That all individuals and groups will pay the following fees for use of the facilities during the hours of
8:00a.m. to 2:00 p.m.;

a. Building C: $30 per meeting
b. City Hall meeting room; $50 per meeting

We have rounded up the amounts suggested by the Public Works Director.

ACTION REQUESTED

It is that you discuss the proposed policies and decide whether to adopt or change them.

PLEASE NOTE: 1. We've suggested that all groups be charged a fee to sanitize the room they use. This
includes neighborhood and condo associations that are based in the city.

2. The proposed fee does not include the costs to heat or cool the facilities, and for electricity for the
lights. We suggest not charging for such at this time. The facilities even when unoccupied are heated or
cooled to a certain degree, and as the meeting facilities are small, the lighting costs shouldn’'t be
significant.
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APPLICATION FOR USE OF CITY FACILITIES

Exempt Organizations
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City of St. Augustine Beach, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

Group Name;

(Name of organization, agency, etc.)

Address:

Phone: Email:
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Name of Responsible Party:
{This individual will be responsible [or payment of all charges and for return of the key,)

Address:

Home Phone: Business Phone:

Email:

sk o o ko sk Rk R ko Rk ek ok b kb ok ol kb ek bk

Event Name:

Time: From: am./pm. To am./p.m.

Date{s} or, If Recurring, Day of the Week or Month

Number of attendees expacted:

Space Requested: Meeting Room (Occupancy of 60 w/tables or 99 w/o tables)
Building C (Occupancy of 22 w/tables or 48 w/o tables)

* Please note the occupancy limits established by the Fire Marshal for each meeting room. These
limits will vary according to whether tables and other obstructions are used in the rooms. Groups
that may exceed these limits should seek other accoammodations.



Rules for Use of City Meeting Rooms

Any person or organization applying to use a City facility must sign a hold harmless agreement. Scheduling
arrangements must be made at the City Managei’s office in advance. The key will be available in the City
Manager’s office on the day prior to the scheduled event. When an event is scheduled for a Monday, the
key may be picked up an the preceding Friday.

The fellowing conditions apply to use of the meeting rooms:

1. NOSMOKING is permitted in any City building,

2. The meeting rooms and facilities will be clean and in order prior to use and must be returned
to the same condition immediately after the meeting. Please note the fallowing:

- Check to be sure all lights, including those in the restrooms are turned off.

- Return all chairs, tables, etc. to original positions.

- Place any trash or debris in the trash cans provided in the meeting rooms and kitchen. Take any
other materials brought to the meeting with you when you leave.

- Check for any spills on carpeting and clean up immediately. There is no janitor on duty after
office hours, and stains left overnight will damage the carpet. Cleaning supplies will be left in the
kitchen area.

- The main corridor entrance doors at the north and south ends of the building and the outer door
to the meeting room {south side) must be unlocked while the building is occupied. CHECK TO
BE SURE ALL THESE DOORS ARE LOCKED BEFORE LEAVING

- If more than one group is meeting on the same evening, the last group to leave the building is
responsible for securing the building and turning off the lights.

3. Return keys promptly. They must be returned to the City Manager's office before 12:00 noon on
the next business day following use of the meeting room or left in the key deposit box in the
kitchen area immediately after the event.

Failure to comply with the above conditions may result in the use of City facility being denied.

We hope you will be will help us keep the rooms in good condition sa that you and other groups can continue
to enjoy them,

Agreement;

As the user or authorized representative of the user of the facilities described above, | agree to observe
all rules regarding their use as outlined on this form. | understand that | will be financially responsibie
for any damage to the facility and/or the equipment therein.

The key will be returned before 12:00 noon on the next business day following use of the facilities
(or placed in the key deposit box before that time). Failure to return the key as agreed will result in a
$25.00 replacement charge, which wilt be payable immediately.

I'understand that a signed Hold Harmless Agreement will be signed by me or the authorized agent or
representative of my organization prior to use of the facilities.

Signature: Date:




HOLD HARMLESS AGREEMENT

The undersigned agrees to protect, defend, reimburse, indemnify and hold harmless the City of St.
Augustine Beach, Florida, its agents, employees, and officers and each of them, free, and harmiess
at all times from and against any and all claims, liability, expense, loss, cost, fine, and damages
{including reasonable attorney’s fees} and causes of action of every kind and character to the fullest
extent allowed by law by reason of any damage to property or the environment, including any
contamination of City property, or bodily injury {including death} incurred or sustained by any party
hereto, any agent or employee of any party hereto, or any other person whomsoever, arising out of
or incident to any acts, omissions or operations related to the use authorized by this Special Event
Permit, and the undersigned expressly recognizes the broad nature of this indemnification and hold

harmless clause, and voluntarily makes this covenant.

{Name of Event)

sponsored or arranged for by

{Appticant)
which will occur on
(Date/Dates)
Dated this day of ,20
Signed:
Print Name:




APPLICATION FOR USE OF CITY FACILITIES

City of St. Augustine Beach, 2200 A1A South, St. Augustine Beach, FL 32080

Group Name:

{Name ol organization, sgeney, ete.)

Address:

Phone: Email;
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Name of Responsible Party:

(This individual will be responsibie for payment ofall charges and for retum of the key.)

Address:

Home Phone: Business Phone:

Email:

o okofoR ook ok otk sk ok ot R R AR R ko ok ok sk ok Rk ko e

Event Name:

Time: From: am./pm. To a.m./p.m.

Date(s):

Number of attendees expected:

Space Requested:
Up to 4 hours Over 4 hours Kitchen

575.00 $150.00 $100.00
Meeting Room

{Occupancy of 60 w/tables or 99 w/o tables)

Building C
{Occupancy of 22 w/tables or 48 w/o tables)

Total Charge:

* Please note the accupancy limits established by the Fire Marshal for each meeting room. These
fimits will vary according to whether tables and other obstructions are used in the rooms. Groups
that may exceed these limits should seek other accommodations.



Rules for Use of City Meeting Rooms

Any person or organization applying to use a City facility must sign a hold harmless agreement. Scheduling
arrangements must be made at the City Manager’s office in advance. The key will be available in the City
Manager’s office on the day prior to the scheduled event. When an event is scheduled for a Monday, the
key may be picked up on the preceding Friday.

The following conditions apply to use of the meeting rooms:

1. NOSMOKING is permitted in any City building.

2. The meeting rooms and facilities will be clean and in order prior to use and must be returned
to the same condition immediately after the meeting. Please note the following:

- Checkto be sure all lights, including those in the restrooms are turned off.

- Return all chairs, tables, etc. to originzl positions.

- Place any trash or debris in the trash cans provided in the meeting rooms and kitchen. Take any
other materials brought to the meeting with you when you leave.

- Check for any spills on carpeting and clean up immediately. There is no janitor on duty after
office hours, and stains left overnight will damage the carpet. Cleaning supplies wiil be leftin the
kitchen area.

- The main corridor entrance doors at the north and south ends of the building and the outer door
ta the meeting room (south side} must be unlocked while the building is accupied. CHECK TO
BE SURE ALL THESE DOORS ARE LOCKED BEFORE LEAVING

- If more than ane group is meeting on the same evening, the last group to leave the building is
responsible for securing the building and turning off the lights,

3. Return keys pramptly. They must be returned to the City Manager’s office before 12:00 noon on
the next business day follewing use of the meeting room or left in the key deposit box in the
kitchen area immediately after the event.

Failure to caomply with the above conditions may result in the use of City facility being denied.

We hope you will be wilt help us keep the rooms in good condition so that youand other groups can continue
to enjoy them,

Agreement:

As the user or authorized representative of the user of the facilities described above, | agree to observe
alt rules regarding their use as outlined on this form. | understand that | will be financially responsible
for any damage to the facility and/er the equipment therein.

The key will be returned before 12:00 noon on the next business day following use of the facilities
{or placed in the key deposit box before that time). Failure to return the key as agreed will result in a
$25.00 replacement charge, which will be payable immediately.

| understand that a signed Hold Harmless Agreement will be signed by me or the autherized agent or
representative of my organization prior to use of the facilities.

Signature; Date:







St. lohns County Public Library System
www.slcpls.org

Policy Title: Meeting Room

St. Johns Caunty Public Library provides use of meeting rooms to the general pubtlic. Library facilities are open to
programs spansored or cosponsorad by the Library or other organizations engaged in educational, cultural,
recreational, charitable or government interest activities which complement or promote the Library’s mission and
goais. Library/County-Sponsored programs receive first priority for use of the meeting rooms.

All meetings and programs are open to the public,. Meeting rooms are not to be used for personal or private profit,
advertising or solicitation of business. No admission fee may be charged nor sales made. However, a fee for
resource materials, books ar payment for a program speaker may be collected upon the approval of the Library
Director. Library-related fund raising activities are allowed.

Granting permission for use of the meeting rooms does not imply Library endorsement of the aims, policies or
activities of any group.

The Meeting Room Palicy and Meeting Room Procedures will be interpreted and enfareed by the Library Director.

MEETING ROCOM REGULATIONS:

1 All groups requesting to use meeting rooms must complete and sign the Application for
Use of Meeting Rooms, indemnification and Hold Harmless Agreement, and meet all insurance
requirements as necessary befare @ meeting rocom can be reserved. The person signing the application
assumes complete financial responsibility for any abuse of Library Premises or equipment while they are
being used by the group.

2. Meetings will generally be scheduled for no more than once per month and no more than one year in
advance.
3. The Library reserves the right to cancel a reservation in order 1o use a meeting room for library or County

purposes, Forty-eight hours advance notice will be given if cancellation becomes necessary.

4, Organizations must notify the Library at least forty-eight hours in advance if a reservation is going to be
canceled. Failure to notify the Library of cancellation may result in denial of future use of the meeting
rooms.

5. The Library reserves the right to limit the number of reservations by any organization so that all groups may

have a fair opportunity to use the meeting rooms.

6. Maximum attendance for programs or meetings in the Library’s meeting rooms varies by branch and is
determined by the County Fire Marshal,

Effective Date; 8/8/95
Revision Approved by the LAB: 12/9/15
Revision Approved by the BCC: 1/19/16 Page 1


www.sjcpls.org

7. Meetings are to be held during regular library hours and must adjourn in sufficient time to vacate the
premises by the scheduled closing time.

a, The Library is not responsible for loss or damage to exhibits, equipment, supplies or other materials
brought to the Library by the meeting group.

9. The Library is not responsible for setting up furniture and equipment for groups using the meeting roams.
No equipment, materiats or records may be stored in the meeting rooms or in the Library.

10. No smoking is permitted inside of the Library including meeting areas. Alcoholic beverages may only be
served upon meeting insurance requirements and by special approval by the County Administrator or other
designated authority.

11. Refreshments are not allowed without permission and special arrangement, Groups are responsible for
their own supplies.

e s e e T =~ )

Effective Date: 8/8/95
Revision Appraved by the tAB; 12/9/15
Revision Approved by the BCC: 1/19/16 Page 2
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City Meeting Space? Charge far Use? Allow After Hours? Equipment toan?
Crystal River Chambers No
Some groups use our Commission Chambers, and NQ. This was a practice once, with disastrous
Palatka we have a very rice, roomy conference room that No results. I they wani it outside of business hours  Depends upon the group. There is already a
seats around 20 - 25 people with wifi, projectar they have ta pay for a staff person to “babysit”  screen in each room.
screen, and phanes that we allow groups to use. unless someone volunteers to do it for free,
Community Center: 5150
: resident/5250 non-resident + $300
Pierson Community Center & Meeting Room i i Yas
¥ € deposit; Meeting Room: 5100; 550
cleaning fee
We aliow HOAs use of the Council Chambers and
conference room at City Hall. No other groups or No. we do not allow the use of any of our
Port Orange residents. We have allowed the Chamber of No charge Yes, as our janitorial staffis here. egquipment. We have a public WIFI service they
Commerce access to the Council Chambers can use but none of our equipment.
during election time for debates.
Commission Chambers and other meeting rooms . ) .
Stuart . . . g No Yes, cleaning staff closes the building after thern  Chambers has projector and audio equipment
are available far use at Public Safety Building
If events are outside of normal City Hall hours,
i they must pay an additional surcharge to cover  There is AV equipment in our City Hall conference
Chambers and two other conference rooms in ) . ) ; . . - A
Tallahassee City Hall nominal fee the costs af keeping the City Hall security guards  spaces, which outside parties may use during
I - .
v Ha for the additional hours. In some circumstances, a their use of those spaces. They are not portable.
security deposit is required to ensure no damage
occurs and the premises are left clean.
Yes — onty for after hours —$10 per
Venice Yes time. No charge if during business Yes. They are confined to an area No. We don’t let them use our equipment.
hours.
Free of charge during normal business
. . hours although we charge a fee after
Zephyrhills Council Chambpers g B

hours to cover the cost of overtime for
a City Employee to be present.
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FRQM MINUTES OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING, NOVEMBER 9, 2020

Use of City Meeting Rooms: Consideration of Regulations and Fees (Presenter: Max Royle,
City Manager)

Mayor England introduced Item 12 and asked for a staff report from City Manager Royle.

City Manager Royle explained that the meeting room and Building C, have been closed
because of COVID-19. He explained that the fees the City charges have been very reasonable
and non-profits and civic groups do not have to pay any fees to the City, that have been using
the rooms every night of the week except Fridays and Saturdays. The staff has informed him
because of the continual use and costs involved that the Commission consider limiting the
number of people who use the rooms once the pandemic moderates and that the City charge
not only for outside groups but those that are based in the City like homeowners’ associations,
condominium groups, et¢c. He explained the suggestions in his memo for the Commission and
advised that the Commission might have other suggestions.

Mayor England suggested opening during the pandemic if the City makes the groups aware
that they have to social distance and wear face coverings. She said because of the cost of
sanitation and cleaning up, the City would charge more during the state of emergency.

Commissioner Rumrell agreed because people would like to start meeting and people can do
that safely, however there should bea cieanlngfee in addition to the other fees,

Comm|55|oner George agreed There should be add|t|0nal p0|lCIeS and there shouid be an
addltlonal charge for cIeanlng and sanitizing. - :

Vlce Mayor I(ostka agreed Wlth the proposal and in- addltton to the 5100 for four hours that
there is a cleaning and sanitation charge during the COVID-19 pandemic, -

Comm|55|oner Samora advised that it is punitive for the non-profits who meet on a regular
ba5|s to charge $100 fee. He asked how often they meet.

C!ty Manager Royle advised that there is a non-profit that meets Tuesday at noon, which is
mandated by the courts. There are different chapters of non-profits that meet every night.
The homeowners’ associations meet once a quarter, once a year, or some more often.

City Clerk Raddatz advised that there should be a charge for the kitchen because there is extra
cleaning that nee‘ds to be done, including cleaning cut the refrigerator.

Mayor England advised that the.City’s costs need to be covered.
Commlssmner Samora agreed but was thlnklng about the non- proflts

Corﬁmiss,ioh_er George advised that if t_he non-profits meeting repeatedly, she does not mind
an economy of scale fee and asked what staff’s recommendations would be.

Clty Manager Royle advised that AA provides a valuable service to the community. He advised
that enforcement of the distancing requirements and face coverings may be a problem. He
explained that the Public Works Director and he will be mapping out the rooms to see how
many people should be in the room at once time. Some of the AA groups are [arge and staff
cannot enforce the CDC regulations especially is they meet at night.
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Mayor England suggested opening the rooms, notice the regulations, charge the fees to cover
the City’s costs for cleaning and sanitizing and maybe cha rge AA a different fee and everyone
else would have to pay the reasonable rental fee. She explained that this could be during
would only be during the state of emergency with a sunset provision.

Finance Director Douylliez advised that there is a need for more staff space for the conference
room and new employees like a planner. She advised that the two IT employees are in very
tight quarters right now and are not six feet apart. She explained that as the Commission has
more workshops and meetings the Commission room is not available, and the City space is at
a premium. She explained that the City Manager’s conference table could be moved into half
of the meeting room and rent the other half of the room.

Commissioner George advised that this was the first time this was mentioned and agrees that
public meetings are more often. She suggested to research the space and see what was
needed and the costs involved.

Mavyor England opened the Public Comments section. Being none, Mayor England closed the
Public Comments section.

City Clerk Raddatz asked for an extension to the meeting.
Mavdf England asked for a motion to extend the meeting.

Motion: to extend the meeting. Moved by Mayor England, Seconded by Commissioner
Samora. Motion passed unanimously.

City Manager Royle advised that he would bring this item back to the Commission.

Mayor England moved to Item X!V, Staff Comments.

212 -



Max Royle

From: Bill Tredik

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 5:27 PM

To: Max Royle

Cc: Ken Gatchell; Tom Large; Wayne Tichy; April Hasking
Subject: RE: Cost to Sanitize Meeting Rooms and Restrooms
Manx:

| would recommend the following fees be charged to provide cleaning and sanitization for the meeting rooms:

Building C {including restroom}: Staff Time: 1 hour @ $22 per hour
Supplies: 55.00
Cleaning Fee: $27/meeting

City Hall Meeting Room (inc. restrooms): Staff Time 1.5 hours @ 22 per hour
Supplies $15
Cleaning Fee: $48/meeting

Supplies include: Toilet Paper, paper towels, soap hand sanitizer, cleaning supplies, etc.
Staff time also includes mobilization to and from the meeting room from the Public Works Facility.

The above fees assume that the sanitization work does not require the use of overtime. Meetings which occur outside
of normal working hours which do not provide an opportunity far sanitization during normal working hours would incur
additional costs due to the 2-hour minimum call-in for overtime. In such cases, the fee would be:

Building € 2 hours at $33 per hour + $5 supplies = $71
City Hall Meeting Room 2 hours at $33 per hour + $15 supplies = $81

In order to keep things on a regular cleaning schedule and maximize efficiency, | recommend we set up time blocks for
meetings. A potential example —which would leave 1.5 hours for sanitization between meetings — would be:

Days Meeting Time Block
M-F B:00 AM - 10:00 AM (2-hour “morning” block)
(Sanitization 10:00 AM — 11:30 AM)
11:30 AM — 2:00 PM {2.5-hour “lunchtime” block)
(Sanitization 2:00 PM — 3:30 PM)
4:00 PM — 8:00 PM (4-hour “evening” block)
(Sanitization on following morning)

Sat/Sun 9:00 AM — 11:30 AM {2.5-hour “morning” block)
{Sanitization 11:30 AM — 1.00 PM))
1:00 PM — 5:00 PM {4-hour “afternoon” block)
(Sonitization on following morning)

Note:

e  There must be adequate time for cleaning during normal working hours prior to the last meeting of any given
day.

-13 -



s The Sat/Sun times are designed to avoid the need for a full 8-hour weekend worker shift.
¢ The last meeting block of any given day can be longer as the cleaning will occur the following morning.

Sanitization charges for meetings within the above time blocks could be done at the $27 for Building C and $48 for the
City Hall meeting room. Meetings conducted outside of the established meeting blocks would require staff overtime
and incur a cleaning sanitization fee of $74 for Building C and $83 for the City Hall meeting room.

Note that the above recommended fees are just for cleaning and sanitization, and do not include fees for water, electric,
or administration.

Bill

s to and from the Gy are public records. Your emails, including

From: Max Royle <mroyle@cityofsab.org>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 2:48 PM

To: Bill Tredik <btredik@cityofsab.org>

Subject: Cost to Sanitize Meeting Rooms and Restrooms

How much would it cost to sanitize Building C and how much to sanitize the meeting room in city hall and the city hall
restrooms? Need this info ta determine a rate to charge groups for using the rooms.
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Meeting Date__12-7-20

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mavor England
Vice Mavyor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumrell

FROM: Max Royle, City Managyfiw
DATE: November 25, 2020

SUBJECT; Evaluation

INTRODUCTION

At your lanuary 14, 2020, continuation meeting, you directed that you be reminded in October 2020 to
begin the 2020 reviews of the Police Chief and City Manager’s work performance. That reminder was
provided. Also, there was a follow up request to you about each of you scheduling a meeting with me for
my evaluation. | suggested that there was no need to do one for Chief Hardwick because, now that he has
been elected Sheriff of St. Iochns County, he no longer is empioyed by the City.

As no individual meetings for my evaluation have been scheduled and as the agenda material for your
December 7™ meeting must be prepared early because of the Thanksgiving Day holiday, Mayor England
suggested that | do a self-evaluation for you. You can used it as a guide at your December 7™ meeting for
your collective evaluation of my wark performance.

For it, | have based my self-evaluation on five criteria:

Communication

Budgeting

Follow-Through on Commission Directives
Management of Staff

Adherence to Ethical Standards

Nk wNe

Below | provide information about each criterion and what | have done during 2020 to meet the
requirements of each.

1. COMMUNICATION

Besides ethical lapses, such as misuse of a city’s credit card or romantic involvement with a subordinate
employee, a city manager’s failure to communicate is one of the main causes for dissatisfaction with a
manager’s performance. | have accordingly made it a top priority in both the past year as well as the many
years | have warked for the City. This is shown by the following:

- The monthly report on the activities of the various departments and on major projects, so that
the Commission is informed about them. The report is in the agenda book for each Commission
meeting and available online for the public to read.



- The pending report on various matters, issues, projects, etc., that | prepare and update monthly
that is also in each Commissioner’s agenda baok and available anline far the public.

- The City Hall Update repart and article that | write far City’s manthly e-newsletter.

- The preparation of reports and memos for Commission meetings, so that the Commission can
make decisions, move the City forward and accomplish the public’s business. The reports and
memos are also available for the public to read.

- The distribution of the agenda books to the Commission and the posting of the information in
them for the public a week before every regular meeting.

- The coordination with department heads of the reports they prepare for Commission meetings
for decisions by the Commission.

- The submission each manth to the Commission of the Finance Director’s report and my memo of
explanation about the City’s current budget.

- Answering emails and telephone calls from Commissioners, the public, other governmental
agencies the same workday they are received.

- Forwarding complaints and concerns from residents about problems, issues, etc. to the
appropriate department head for action and informing the residents what | have done.

- To see me in person, the proverbial “open door” is my policy, so that Commissioners, members
of the public, and City employees can see me immediately without having to schedule an
appointment.

- Attendance by Zoom or conference call meetings with other governmental officials. Otherwise,
in-person meetings would be held as was done before the pandemic with Hunter Conrad, John
Regan, and elected and appointed officials at the Northeast Florida League of Cities’ manthly
meetings.

- Having a department head meeting each month to discuss problems and issues of possible mutual
concern.

- Supported in 2020 keeping the Communications and Events Coordinator’s position because the
employee is crucial for communication with the public and to provide transparency about the
City’s activities.

- Communicating and coordinating by daily, informal, one-on-one meetings with the City Clerk,
Finance Director, and Building Official, to discuss what they are doing; meeting on an as-needed
basis with the IT staff; and meeting several times a week in person or by telephone with the Public
Works Director about projects and other matters.

REQUESTED COMMISSION ACTION: As a group discuss the quantity and quality of my communications in
2020 and if improvements are needed that you collectively decide what those improvements should be.



2. BUDGETING

How the City's money is handled and accounted for is critical for the City’s operations. | have read an
occasional “horror story” of managers in other cities who have not kept their elected board informed of
the City's financial condition; or not taken steps to improve their city’s financial condition by proposing
additional revenue sources, if needed, or reducing expenditures, or both; or, worst of all, being so
inattentive to their city’s financial condition that a sudden gap in revenue appears, or a major expense
that should have been seen foreseen suddenly appears, putting the city in a state of financial emergency.
Fortunately, | have hired a very able and conscientious Finance Director who brings to my immediate
attention any problems or concerns she has about the City's budget and who is pro-active about dealing
with those problems or concerns befare they become unmanageable and an emergency.

| review carefully the monthly financial report prepared by the Finance Director and provide it to the
Commission. Each workday the Finance Director and | discuss some aspect of the current budget, such as
budget resolutions that may be needed, or a deadline for submission of a grant. The conversations are
mare intense and detailed during the time the Director prepares the budget for the upcoming fiscal year.

To meet the City’s ongoing need for revenue, | proposed in 2020 a new non-ad valorem assessment for
the collection of household waste, special waste, and recyclables. The Commission agreed with this
proposal.

Also, in 2020, | proposed with the Public Works Director a stormwater utility fee to be dedicated to only
improvements to the City's drainage facilities. You asked that this topic be brought back to you in the
spring of 2021.

During the 31 years that I've worked for the City, it has never had a financial emergency due to either
overspending or under estimating of revenues, and has not been subject to a criminal investigation
because an employee stole money from the City or misused its other resources.

REQUESTED COMMISSION ACTION: It is that you discuss my handling of the City’s budget, and if
improvements are needed that you collectively provide directives you think | need to follow in 2021 to
accomplish those improvements.

3. DIRECTIVES

Another way city managers sabotage themselves is by ignoring requests from their elected board that the
managers attend to this or that problem or assignment. During each Commission meeting, | take notes
about actions you want me or other staff members to take. The City Clerk does the same and provides a
list to me the morning after your meeting. Seme of the actions requested by your directives become part
of the monthly pending report, Others are forwarded to the appropriate departrment head for action. This
is a procedure that is consistently followed to ensure that there is follow up on matters about which you
are concerned. The setting of directives is an important tool that gives me direction as to what you
individually and collectively think needs attention.

REQUESTED COMMISSION ACTION: To decide whether | have met this standard during 2020. If not, then
that you collectively approve directives for me to meet this standard in 2021.



4, MANAGEMENT OF STAFF

Critical to the success of any organization with employees is how they are managed. Poor management
of staff is shown when a manager does the following to employees: takes credit for ideas proposed by
them and/or decisions they have made; is verbally abusive and criticizes employees publicly or by email;
creates a hostile work environment by throwing temper tantrums and/or making unreasonable demands;
is critical and finds fault; doesn’t propose constructive solutions to problems that employees may have;
plays the “gotcha” style of management, which focuses on surprising employees with criticism for
something not being done, or for what the manager deems is being done incorrectly.

The most teiling sign of mismanagement of employees is turnover: Empioyees leave to escape a manager
who either creates a toxic, not a positive, work environment, or does not follow the best practices of
employee management, or because of ego or other reasons treats employees poorly.

A best practice of personnel management is following the concept of servant leadership. in summary, the
servant-as-leader website describes the concept as: “A servant-leader focuses primarily on the growth
and well-being of people and the communities to which they belong. While traditional leadership
generally involves the accumulation and exercise of power by one at the ‘top of the pyramid,’ servant
leadership is different, The servant-leader shares power, puts the needs of others first and helps people
develop and perform as highly as possible.”

Thus, in servant leadership, the focus is on “We” and not on “I.” The “We" are the employees, including
the manager, who work for the organization and the customers, or in the public sector, the citizens, whom
the organization serves. Under servant leadership, the job of the manager isn’t to look good or win an
award, but to make the employees look good and win the awards. Also, it's to facilitate and make easter
the employees’ work. Servant leadership is a concept I've followed sincé | was first appointed a city
manager in 1977 in another city because it is constructive, emphasizes the pasitive, and I've seen many
times that it brings out the best in employees.

My emphasis of the positive and servant leadership is shown by:

- My encouragement of employees to better themselves by seeking more training or higher
education.

- Consistently crediting employees for their ideas and actions that have resulted in improvements
to the organization and the services it provides.

- Setting consistent standards of service to the citizens and the Commissian and help the employees
meet those standards.

- Supporting new technology, new ways of doing things suggested by the employees that aren’t
“nice-to-have bells and whistles” but are suited for a small city, will genuinely improve the
organization and are within the City’s financial means to acquire and maintain.

- Setting of goals cooperatively with the employees rather than imposing goals on them.
- Not taking sides in disputes between employees.

- Using punishment as the last resort to resolve an issue with an employee.



- Not micromanaging a department head and how he/she carries out his/her responsibilities.

- Adhering to the chain of command and not undermining a department head by encouraging or
accepting complaints by subordinate employees who try to circumvent the chain of command.

There are five employees who repart directly to me: City Clerk, Finance Director, Public Works Director,
IT Manager, and Building Official. For my evaluation, | suggest the key questions concerning my
management of them are:

1. Have any resigned during the past year?

2. lsthe Commission aware of any actions by me during the past year involving those five employees
that have resulted in complaints about how ! have treated any of them ar how they have managed
their respective departments?

3. Fromyour interactions with those five, do you believe that their morale is high? if not, is the cause
any actions or decisions that | have made?

REQUESTED COMMISSION ACTION: That you discuss my management during 2020 of the five employees
who report directly to me, whether you are aware of any areas where | need to improve my management
of them, and, if you deem that improvements are needed, that you collectively agree on what those
improvements are.

5. ADHERENCE TO ETHICAL STANDARDS

As | noted above, city managers get into ethica! trouble for such actions as misusing city credit cards or
being romantically involved with a subordinate employee. There are also in the public record instances of
other common ethical lapses, such as managers accepting gifts above a certain value, using city employees
to work an the manager’s home, doing favors for certain citizens ar even for one of the elected officials
of the city that employs the manager. In broad terms, actions that may raise questions about a manager’s
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ethical conduct are always those that concern the manager, and not “We,” the employees, the citizens
and the elected board that represents them. However, an action that is not an ethical lapse by a manager
is accepting cookies or a cake, or something else of minimal value from someone with whom the City has
a business relationship or may have one in the future, or frorn employees who may buy a cake to celebrate
the manager’s birthday in the office. If a cake is enough of an enticement to cause a manager to commit

an ethical lapse, then he or she has a sweet tooth as well as a lack of judgment/ethics problem.
In 2020, | have;

1. Not accepted any gifts of any value or even of no value from persans with whom the City does
business or may in the future do business with.

2. Doneany actions, made any decisions, that could be construed as doing a favor for someone with
or even without the expectation of getting something in return from them for my personal benefit
or the benefit of a friend, family member or an associate.

3. Done any actions, made any decisions, that gave anyone, such as a member of the public, a City
Commissioner, aor an employee an advantage or right that’s not available to anyone else.



4, Attended virtually the four-hour ethics/open records training provided yearly by the Florida
League of Cities.

Also important in terms of ethics is a city manager not assuming policy making authority that he/she
doesn’t have. The manager is to respect the legislative and policy making role of the elected board and to
carry out the policies approved by it, and has only the degree of authority and decision making allowed
by a city’s charter, state law, and/or the policies of the elected board that employs the manager. | believe
that a manager isn't behaving ethically if he/she acts as a policy maker independent of the elected board
that represents the citizens and their interests.

Ethics in the public sector is a complex topic and | could go on for paragraphs about it here. But before we
get too far into the weeds, let’s focus on my performance evaluation. | suggest that there are several
questions for you to consider:

1. Have youin 2020 observed me behaving unethically, or have you been tald by reliable sources of
specific instances when | have behaved unethically?

2. Havelin 2020 made decisions that you consider are unethical?

3. Do you believe that in 2020 | have assumed the City Commission’s policy making authority, and,
if so, what are the policies | have assumed without your authorization?

4. Are you aware of any conflicts of interest that | have had and whether those conflicts have caused
me in behave in ways and/or make decisions that are not in the City's best interests?

REQUESTED COMMISSION ACTION: It is that you discuss whether you believe | have failed to perform my
work ethically as a public official, and, if so, the specific instances of unethical behavior and what directives
you collectively want me to follow in 2021 to improve my adherence to ethical standards.

CONCLUSION

If you find helpful the five criteria for evaluating my work performance this past year, | suggest you allow
them to be used for your 2021 evaluation of my performance.

For evaluating the Police Chief in 2021 you could ask Chief Carswell to get police chief evaluations from
other cities and from them customize one for our City, or you could ask him to do a self-evaluation similar
in format to the one | have provided here.

SUGGESTION

It is that you consider the following:

- Whether waiting an entire year to discuss actions that the Police Chief and City Manager should
do to improve their performance is productive.

- Whether it would be more praductive to do away with the cne-year-formal evatuation of the
Police Chief and the City Manager and for individual Commissioners to meet one-on-one with
these employees at various times during the year when the Commissioners have concerns or see
potential problems, to discuss the Chief and Manager’s respective work performance. Whether
such meetings are needed would be up to each Commissioner to decide.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor England
Vice Mayor Kostka
Commissioner George
Commissioner Samora
Commissioner Rumreil
FROM: Max Royle, City Ma?jge
DATE: November 25, 2020
SUBJECT: Ordinance 20-17. First Reading to Adopt 2020 Florida Building Code

Attached is a memo from Mr, Law and Chapter 1 of the Building Officials Association of Florida's 2020
Building Code. You will note from the memo that in 2018 the City Commission adopt the 2017 Florida
Building Code. Mr. Law will explain his request in more detail at your meeting.

Though Mr. Law requested it, no ordinance from the City Attorney is attached. If we receive it before your
meeting, we'll send it to you by email and will provide a copy at your meeting. You can then decide
whether to pass it on first reading.
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SCOPE AND ADMINISTRATION

BOAF Model Administrative Code — 7' Edition {2020)

The Building Officials Association of Florida is proud to present this model document for use by its members as a
tool to facilitate the uniform and consistent application of local amendments to the administrative provisions of
the Florida Building Code. Every effort has been made to present the amendments in mandatory language format.
The language that is shaded represents those text revisions approved by the BOAF Board of Directors.

Copyright Notice

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. The BOAF Model Administrative Code contains substantial material owned and
copyrighted by International Code Council. The ICC has granted a non-exclusive license to the Florida Department
of Business and Professicnal Regulation to make the Florida Building Code available. This material is made
availabie through the BOAF web site in order that members may have a tool for the integration of administrative
provisions from the Florida Building Code and the 2018 International Building Code.

Reproduction and use of those portions of the code containing ICC copyrighted material is limited by agreement
with the State of Florida. Reproduction and distribution of ICC copyrighted material by private individuals,
including, without limitation, electronic, aptical, mechanical or.any other means whatsoever, is cxprossly
prahibited without the express written consent of ICC.

TRADEMARKS. "ICC" and the "ICC" logo are trademarks of the International Code Council, Incorporated.
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building, structure, ar real property for

which the permit is sought in accordance

with the prohibition in paragraph (a).

Inspecting any portion of a building,

structure, or real property far which the

owner or other person having control of
the building, structure, or real property has
voluntarily consented to the inspection of
that portion of the building, structure, or
real property in accordance with the

prohibition in paragraph {a).

4. Inspecting any portion of a building,
structure, or real property pursuant to an
inspection warrant issued in accordance
with ss. 933.20-933.30, Florida Statutes.

(3)

SCOPE AND ADMINISTRATION

by a local enforcement agency. However, a
permit is not required to Install, maintain,
inspect, replace, or service a wireless alarm
system, including any ancitlary components or
equipment attached to the system.

A low-voltage electric fence must meet all of

the following requirements to be permitted as

a low-voltage alarm system project and no

further permit shall be required for the low-

voltage alarm system project other than as
provided in this section:

{a) The electric charge produced by the fence
upon contact must not exceed energizer
characteristics set forth in paragraph
22.108 and depicted in Figure 102 of
International Electrotechnical Commission

105.17 Streamlined low-voltage alarm system Standard No. 60335-2-76, Current Edition.
installation permitting. (b) A nonelectric fence or wall must
(1) As used in this section, the term: completely enclose the low-valtage

(a) “Contractor” means a person who is
gualified to engage in the business of
electrical or alarm system contracting
pursuant to a certificate or registration
issued by the department under Part Il of
Chapter 489, Florida Statutes.

(b) “Low-voltage alarm system project”
means a project related to the
installation, maintenance, inspection,
replacement, or service of a new or
existing alarm system, as defined in s.
485.505, Floride Statutes, that is
hardwired and operating at low voltage,
as defined in the National ElectricalCade

electric fence. The low- voltage electric
fence may be up to 2 feet higher than the
perimeter nanelectric fence or wall.

(c) The low-voltage electric fence must be
identified using warning signs attached to
the fence at intervals of not more than 60
feet.

(d) The low-voltage electric fence shall nat be
installed in an area zoned exclusively for
single- family or multi-family residential
use.

(e) The low-voltage electric fence shall not
enclose the portions of a property which
are used for residential purposes.

Standard 70, Current Edition, or a new or (4) This sectian does not apply to the installation
existing low-voltage electric fence, and or replacement of a fire alarm if a plan review
ancillary components or equipment is required.

attached to such a system, or fence, (5) Alocal enforcement agency shall make

including, but not limited to, home-
automation equipment, thermostats,
closed-circuit television systems, access
controls, battery recharging devices, and
videc cameras.

(¢) “Low-voltage electric fence” means an
alarm system, as defined in s. 489.505,
that consists of a fence structure and an
energizer powered by a commercial
storage battery not exceeding 12 volts
which produces an electric charge upon
contact with the fence structure.

(d)} “Wireless alarm system” means a burglar
alarm system of smoke detector that is
not hardwired.

(2) Notwithstanding any provision of this code,

this section applies to all low-voltage alarm
system projects far which a permit is required

uniform basic permit tabels available for

purchase by a contractor to be used for the

installation or replacement of a newor existing

alarm systern at a cost as indicated in s.

553.793, Florida Statutes. The local

enforcement agency may not require the

payment of any additional fees, charges, or
expenses associated with the installation or
replacement of a new or existing alarm.

(a) Alocal enforcement agency may not
require a contractor, as a condition of
purchasing a label, ta submit information
other than identification information of
the licensee and proof of registration or
certification as a contractar.

(b) Alabel is valid for 1 year after the date of
purchase and may only be used within the
jurisdiction of the local enforcement
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required by the Florida Building Code.

110.8.3 The fee owner of a threshold building shall
select and pay all costs of employing a special
inspector, but the special inspector shall be
responsible to the enforcement agency. The
inspector shall be a person certified, licensed or
registered under Chapter 471, Florida Statutes, as
an engineer or under Chapter 481, Florida Statutes,
as an architect.

110.8.4 Each enforcement agency shall require that,
on every threshoid building:

110.8.4.1 The special inspector, upon completion of
the building and prior to the issuance of a certificate
of occupancy, file a signed and sealed statement
with the enforcement agency in substantially the
following form: “To the best of my knowledge and
belief, the above described construction of all
structural load- bearing components complies with
the permitted documents, and the shoringand
reshoring conforms to the shoring and reshoring
plans submitted to the enforcement agency.”

110.8.4.2 Any proposal to install an alternate
structural product or system to which building
codes apply be submitted to the enforcement
agency for review for compliance with the codes
and made part of the enforcement agency’s
recorded set of permit documents.

110.8.4.3 All shoring and reshoring procedures,
plans and details be submitted to the enfoercement
agency for recordkeeping. Each shoring and
reshoring instaliation shall be supervised, inspected
and certified to be in compliance with the shoring
documents by the contractor.

110.8.4.4 All plans for the building which are
required to be signed and sealed by the architect or
engineer of record contain a statement that, to the
best of the architect’s or engineer’s knowledge, the
ptans and specifications comply with the applicable
minimum building codes and the applicable fire-
safety standards as deter- mined by the local
authority in accordance with this section and
Chapter 633, Florida Statutes.

110.8.5 No enforcing agency may issue a building
permit for construction of any threshald building
except to a licensed general contractor, as defined
in Section 489.105(3)(a), Florida Statutes, or to a
licensed building contractor, as defined in Section
489,105(3){b}, Florida Statutes, within the scope of

SCOPE AND ADMINISTRATION

her or his license. The named contracter to whom
the building permit is issued shall have the
responsibility for supervision, direction,
management and control of the construction
activities en the project for which the building
permit was issued.

110.8.6 The building department may allow a
special inspector te conduct the minimum structural
inspection of threshold buildings required by this
code, Section 553.73, Florida Stotutes, without
duplicative inspection by the building department.
The building official is responsible for ensuring that
any person conducting inspections is qualified as a
building inspector under Part XIl of Chapter 468,
Flarida Stotutes, or certified as a special inspector
under Chapter 471 or 481, Florida Statutes.
inspections of thresheold buildings required by
Section 553.79{5), Flarida Stotutes, are in addition
to the minimum inspections required by this code.
S5ECTION 111
CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY

[A] 111.1 Use and occupancy. A building or
structure shall not be used or occupied, and a
change in the existing use or occupancy
classification of a building or structure or portion
thereof shall not be made, until the building officiat
has issued a certificate of occupancy therefor as
provided herein. Issuance of a certificate of
occupancy shall not be construed as an approval of
a violation of the provisions of this cede or of ather
ordinances of the jurisdiction.

Exception: Certificates of occupancy are not

required for work exempt from permits in

accordance with Section 105.2.

[A] 111.2 Certificate issued. After the building
officiat inspects the building or structure and does
not find viclations of the provisions of this code or
other laws that are enforced by the department of
building safety, the building afficial shall issue a
certificate of occupancy that contains the following:
1. The building permitnumber.

2. The address of thestructure.

3. The name and address of the owner or the
owner’s authorized agent.

4. Adescription of that portion of the structure for
which the certificate is issued.

3. Astatement that the described portion of the
structure has been inspected for compliance
with the requirements of this code for the
occupancy and divisien of occupancy and the
use for which the proposed eccupancy is
classified.
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BOARD AND DEPARTMENTAL REPORT FOR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
DECEMBER 7, 2020

CODE ENFORCEMENT/BUILDING/ZONING
Please see pages 1-16.

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
The minutes of the Board's November 17, 2020 are attached as pages 17-34.
SUSTAINABILITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY PLANNING COMMITTEE
The Committee tried to meet on November 19'" but did not have a quorum.
POLICE DEPARTMENT
Please see page 35.
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Please see pages 36-40.
FINANCE/ADMINISTRATION
Please see pages 41-42.
CITY MANAGER
1. Complaints
A. Drainage Concerns

A resident was concerned about the drain at the east of 1% Street being blocked. Her complaint was
forwarded to the Public Works Director.

Another complaint about standing water on Oceanside Drive, a street in the Overby-Gargan subdivision,
north of Versaggi Drive, was also forwarded to the 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
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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 out of 16 lots have agreed to pay the
costs, the owners of two fots have said no, and the remaining three owners haven't responded. A possible
solution may be for the City to construct the road and 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. The Commission discussed this option at its September 14th
meeting as well as the request of two property owners that their lots have a dedicated conservation
easement on them administered by the North Florida Land Trust. Though the Commission did not aporove
a motion, the general consensus was for the City to proceed with plans for opening this section of 2™
Street, with the lot owners paying two-thirds of the cost and the City paying the remaining third. On
October 21%, the City Manager met with representatives of the North Florida Land Trust about the
conservation easement for the three lots. The representatives brought the proposal to their Board of
Directors in November. !t declined to provide the easement for the lots. At its November 9™ meeting, the
City Commission passed a resolution stating the City's intent to levy a non-ad valorem assessment as the
means to get money from the lot owners to pay their share of the costs to open the street, At its December
7% meeting, the Commission will review cost estimates and other information concerning the project,

2] Sidewalk on A Street

A resident has suggested that a sidewalk is needed on A Sireet petween tnhe 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 Cammission has decided for the time being 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 Director 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. Possibly, road impact fees may be used for improving the right-of-way of certain streets
for visitor parking, At a workshop in the spring aof 2021, the Commissian will again discuss whether to
have paid parking.

C. Parks
1} Ocean Hammock Park

This Park is located on the east side of A1A Beach Boulevard between the Bermuda Run and Sea Colony
subdivisions. It was ariginally 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
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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 far 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 Warks Director is applied
to the state for a Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program grant to pay half the costs of the
restrooms. The City has received the grant. Construction of the restrooms will begin in early 2021. The
City also requested money from the County’s $15.5 million surplus. However, the County Commission at
its November 5, 2020 meeting decided to use the surplus money for County capital projects that have
been delayed from previous fiscal years. For other improvements to the park, the City has applied for
funding from a state grant and from a Federal grant from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration. The Public Works Director’s master plan for improvements to the Park was reviewed by
the Commission at its October 5, 2020, regular meeting.

2) Hammaock 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 51,250,000, 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 unlikely, 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. Changes to Land Development Regulations

The Building Department staff is now developing amendments to the Regulations to implement the
policies in the revised Comprehensive Plan. The first of these, to adopt the levels of services for recreation
facilities (parks, tennis courts, etc.) in the City. The Commission reviewed the proposal at its Octaber 5™
meeting and asked the City Attorney to prepare an ordinance. It was passed on first reading at the
Commission’s November 9" meeting. The ordinance has been scheduled for its first public hearing on
December 7™,

At its November 9™ meeting, the City Commission discussed changing the City’s prohibition on food trucks
because of a new state law that prohibits cities from banning food trucks everywhere within their limits.
Food trucks can now be permitted in certain area or zones of the City. The change would require an
amendment to the Land Development Regulations. The Commission asked the City Attorney to prepare
an ordinance for the December 71" meeting.

Also, at its November 9" meeting, the Commission reviewed four changes proposed by the Building
Official:

a. Occupancy permits
b. Impervious surface coverage



c. Unsafe buildings
d. Number of Code Enforcement Board members

The City Attorney will prepare an ordinance for review at the Commission’s December 7% meeting.
3. Finance and Budget
A. Fiscal Year 2020 Budget

September 30, 2020, marked the end of Fiscal Year 2020. The Finance Director will provide a year-end
repart in November, after final revenue and expenditure adjustments have been made to the budget. The
audit wilt be done in the spring of 2021.

B. Fiscal Year 2021 Budget

FY 21 began on October 1, 2020. It will end of September 30, 2021. The monthly financial report shows
that for the General Fund, the City received 569,898 in revenue and spent $537,069. Revenue was

considerably less because the City doesn’t begin receiving income from its main source, property taxes,
until Novembar,

€. Vendor Checks
Please see list on pages 43-62.
D. Alternative Revenue Soutces

The City Commission has asked the administration to suggest potential sources of money. At its October
S'" meeting, the Commission discussed a preliminary proposal from the Public Works Director to levy a
stormwater fee. The Commission decided not to levy the fee but to review the proposal again at a
workshop in the spring of 2021. At the October 5" meeting, a Commissioner suggested considering paid
parking again. The topic could be discussed at a workshop meeting next spring.

4. Miscellaneous
A, Permits for Upcoming Events

In November, the City Manager approved the permit for the Hispanic Student Association Beach Clean Up
on November 15, 2020.

B. Strategic Plan

The Commission decided at its lanuary 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
to provide their suggestions for the nlan. The responses were reviewed by the Commission at its August
5" meeting. The Commission decided to have a mission statement developed. Suggestions for the
statement were provided to the Commission 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
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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, 2020, 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.



November 24, 2020 CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH
08:21 AM Custom violation Report hy violation Id

Page No: 1

Range: First to Last

violation Date Range: 10/01/20 to 11/24/20 Use Type Range: First to Last Open: Y
ordinance Id Range: First to Last user Code Range: First to Last Completed: ¥
void: ¥
Pending: Y
Customer Range: First to Last In¢ Violations With waived Fines: Yes
violation Id: v2000128 Prop Loc: 202 A ST
viol Date: 10/09/20 Status: Completed Status pate: 10/09/20
Comp Name: Chris Pennington - 203 A St Comp Phone: Comp Email:

ordinance Id  Description

Description: chris Pennington called the building department on the morning of 10-9-2020. He stated
that the contractors working on a new SFR at 202 A St were working and operating heavy
machinery in the city parkette

Code enforcement drove by the property in the afterncon. No one was in the city parkette
at the time, and there were only two workers working at 202 A St. The worksite appeared
to be in order and free of debris and heavy machinery.

violation Id: v2000129 Prop Loc: 522 A ST
viol Date: 10/12/20 Status: Completed Status Date: 10/09/20
Comp Name: Anonymous Comp Phone: ' Comp Email:

Ordinance Id  Description

Description: An anonymous complaint was made on 10-9-2020 over a voicemail regarding the work site at
522 A St.

The complaint was regarding the logs that were present on site and stated that they were
dangerous.

The trees on the property were being removed with the approval of an arborist's Tletter.

Code enforcement visited the job site at 522 A St. The Togs and branches were stacked in
a hayl away trailer. The site appeared to be in order and not a danger to the public.

The complaintant also stated that the sidewalk was broken in front of the site. The
general contractor on the job is aware that the sidewalk must be repaired pricr to
issuance of a C.0,

violation Id: v2000130 Prop Loc: 18 OCEAN WOODS DR W
viol pate: 10/12/20 Status: Completed Status Date: 10/12/20
Comp Name: ancnymous Comp Phone: : Comp Email:

Ordinance Id  Description

Description: 10-8-2020 an anonymous complaint was dropped off at the Building Dept. See attached.

Code Enforcement went by the house on 10-12-2020 and could see the boat on the side of the
house, but not any debris,

The hoat is very small (canoe sized or less). And it is propped up against the house,
behind the face of the house, no where near the right of way.
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As of now, the hoat on the side of the house does not appear to he debris or junk.

violation Id: V2000131 Prop Loc: 21 OCEAN TRACE RD
viol Date: 10/15/20 Status: Completed Status Date: 11/10/20
Comp Name: Janice Lauroesch - 7 Sabor De Sal Comp Phone: (585)410-0725 Comp Email:

Ordinance Id  Dascription

Description: Janice Lauroesch emailed on 10-14-2020 (see attached) regarding an alleged transient
rental at 21 Ocean Trace. This complaint included an Airbnb listing :
https://wew.airbnb, com/rooms/243700487check_in=2020-10-11&check_out=2020- 10-18&source_impression_id=p3_1598694263_jck2Fe
which clearly shows that the home is available to rent with a 5 night minimum.

The same complaint was made earlier this year and the code case was closed out on
7-30-2020 (v2000116).

Created Modified Note

11/10/20  11/10/20 10-23-2020 Derrick Kelley the property manager for 21 Ocean Trace emailed, see attached.

' Apparently the 1isting was old. The owners changed the 1isting to only reflect 30 day +
rentals, See attached snippet.

This case is closed as of 11-10-2020

10/19/20  10/19/20 Certified letter sent 10-19-2020

violation Id: v2000132 Prop Loc: 1029 ALA BEACH BLVD UNIT 10-A
viol Date: 10/23/20 Status: Open Comp Name: Building Department
Comp Phone: Comp Email:

Ordinance Id  Description

Description: The building official went to the property on 10-22-2020 for a scheduled electric
inspection and noticed that framing work was being performed inside. No one was on the
premise at the time, so the building official called the property management company
Regency. They were unaware of any work being done on unit 10-A,

On the morning of 10-23-2020 Code Enforcement spoke with the electrician oonmie Pearce
over the phone {(Electric Pro LLC, permit P2001649). He stated that he told the framers
that they probably needed a permit, but they were under the impression that they did not
need one.

Code enforcement posted a stop work order on 10-23-2020 at 9 am. See attached photos.

Created  Modified Note

10/26/20  10/26/20 Mr. whetstone with Regency Property Management came into the office on 10-26-2020 to get the
information of the electrical contractor, Donnie Pearce. Mr. whetstone is attempting to obtain
more information about who was/is working in unit 10-A.

violation Id: v2000133 Prop Loc: 461 AlA BEACH BLVD
viol Date: 10/26/20 Status: Completed Status Date: 11/04/20
Comp Name: Building official Comp Phone: Comp Email:

prdinance Id  Description
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Description: The building official noticed on 10/26/2020 in the am that the stucco had heen removed
from the huilding at 461 Al Beach Blvd.

on October 19th, 2020 A to Z Custom Homes had applied for a permit for wall/stucco repair.
However, the application never made 1ts way to plan review, because Charles Mchone is a
residential contractor (see attached picture of Ticenses) and a roofing contractor and is
unable to work on commercial buildings (besides roofs).

Currently there are no active permits on this property as of 10-26-2020.

Stop work order posted 10-26-2020 at 10:30 am. See attached photo.

Created Modified Note
11710720 11/10/20 Permit Issued 11-4-2020. This case 1s closed.

violation Id: v2000134 Prop Loc: 112 28D ST
viol Date: 11/04/20 Status: Open Comp Name: BRIAN LAW
Comp Phone: Comp Email:

Ordinarice Td _ Description

FBC 105.1 PERMITS 105.1 Required.

Description: UNPERMITTED SIDING REPLACEMENT ON 1ST AND 2ND FLOOR, WEST SIDE OF THE BUILDING

Created Modified Note

11/09/20  11/09/20 Posted a stop work order on November 4th, 2020. The owner then called the building department
and is aware that he needs to obtain a permit. The owner is Mike Tolley 770-875-4553
mike@tolTeycm. con

11/04/20  11/04/20  BUILDING OFFICIAL OBSERVED UNPERMITTED WORK. SIDING ON BOTH FLOORS, WEST SIDE OF THE RESIDENCE

violation Id: v2000135 Prop Loc: 590 Ala BEACH BLVD
viol pate: 11/10/20 Status: Completed Status pate: 11/09/20
Comp Name: Obi's Filling Station Comp Phone: Comp Email:

Ordinance Id  Description

Description: On Nov 9, 2020, the Building Official noticed that Ohi's had 5-6 temporary signs on their
property. Previously, the Building official had spoken to the staff at obi's about this
matter.

On MNov 9th, Briam Law spoke to the staff once more about this jssue. They made
corrections while he was on the property.

This case is closed as of Nov, 9, 2020.

violation Id: v2000136 Prop Loc: 23 SUNFISH DR
viol Date: 11/17/20 Status: Open Comp Name: ANONYMOUS PHONE CALL
Comp Phone: Comp Email:

grdinance Id  Description

C 18-3%7 Sec, 19-37. - prohibiting the parking of tractor trailers, other Targe trucks
and recreational vehicles on or within the right-of-way of city streets and

-3.
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within residentially zoned areas.

Description: The week of November 2nd, Code Enforcement received an anonymous voicemail regarding an RV
parked at 23 sunfish Dr. The caller beTieved that someone was living in the Rv.

on 1171772020 Code Enforcement visited the home and spoke with the owner. She stated that
no one lives in the RV and they do not keep it plugged in and that they are working on
extending their fence so that they can park the vehicle behind the face of the house and
that it is taking some time to level out the dirt.

This case 1s being monitored as of 11/17/2020.

violation Id: v2000137 Prop Loc: 119 15TH ST
viol Date: 11/17/20 Status: Open Comp Name: Bri Scarborough
Comp Phone: (904)334-7339 Comp Email: 74scarborough@gmail.com

Ordinance Id  Description

Description: A phone call came into the office from Bri Scarborough on 10-9-2020 regarding her neighbar
at 119 15th St. She stated that the neighbor collects junk items such as ACs,
refrigerators and other items and Teaves them in the yard. She also stated that the
neighbor, dumps the freon in his yard as well,

Created Modified Note

11/17/20  11/17/20 Code Enforcement visited the property on 11-17-2020. There was a junked washer and dryer
present as well as other miscellaneous items. Code Enforcement attempted to knock on the front
door, however the pathway to the door was obstructed with a bicycle, lawn mower and other
items.

Certified Mail 7018-1130-0002-0083-3410 and regular USPS Mail sent 11-17-2020.

violation Id: v2000138 Prop Loc: 490 RIDGEWAY RD
viol pate: 11/19/20 Status: Open Comp Name: Howard Bernstein - 508 Ridgeway
comp Phone: (901)482-1412 Comp Email:

ordinance Id  Descripticn

FRC 105.1 PERMITS 105.1 Required.

Description: 11-9-2020, An anonymous complaint was made about a pergola erected without a building
permit,
The next few days, Howard Bernstein called and identified himself as the "anonymous
complaintant”. He then told me that I had permission to access his back yard anytime I
needed to in order to view the violation. At this time, I advised Mr, Bernstein that his
complaint was no longer anonymous since he had identified himself, his address, and his
phone number.
On 11-17-2020, Code Enforcement visited the property, and was able to view the pergola
from the road (see attached picture) and rang the doorbell. No one was home at the time,
but T later received a phone call from the homeowner. She said that we was unaware that
she needed a permit for pergola that she purchased from a store. She stated she would fill
out the application and send it in this week or early next week.
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violation Id: v2000139 Prop Loc: 107 A 1ITH ST
viol pate: 11/23/20 Sstatus: Open Comp Name: Dennis Shepherd Electric

comp Phone: (904)808-1333 Comp Email:

grdinance Id  Description

FBC 105.1 PERMITS 105.1 Required.

Description: Dennis Shepherd Electric was issued a permit for this address on 11/23/2020 to replace a
main breaker, install a 50 amp car charger, and refeed AC HPS. P2001867

pennis Shepherd called the office on 11/23/2020 at 10 am. He said that over the weekend
{after he had paid for his permit online) the owner of 107 1lth St texted him to say that
his services were no longer needed and that someone else had completed the work.

There are no other electrical permits pulled for this property at this time.

Created Modified Note

11723720 11/23/20 Code Enforcement spoke to wayne Smith of Smith Electrical, he stated that his office employee
was on vacation and that he had thought she had pulled a permit for the job pr1or to 1eav1ng
Mr Smith stated that he will apply for a permit today or tomorrow. =

11723720 11/23/20 Undine George called back around 4pm on 11/23/2020.
Ms George stated that she called smith Electrical for a gquote to do the electrical work. Over
the weekend her tenant called to say that the power was out. when Ms. George arrived at the
property smith Electrical was performing the electrical work. Ms. George stated that she was
unaware that smith €lectrical was working without a permit.

11/23/20  11/23/20 Code Enforcement and the Building official visited the property on 11/23/2020 at 2:30. The
owner was not there at the time. We spoke with an employee and Tet her know that the work that
was completed was unpermitted and for the owner to give us a call,
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# OF PERMITS ISSUED

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT

FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22
ocT 158 174 147
NOV 140 127

DEC 129 129

JAN 167 134

FEB 139 122

MAR 129 126

APR 195 98

MAY 155 114

JUN 120 126

JuL 132 139

AUG 143| 163

SEP 122 131

TOTAL 1729 1583 147

= # OF INSPECTIONS PERFORMED
FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22

oCT 424 298 268
NOV 255 341

DEC 262 272

JAN 426 383

FEB 334 348

MAR 377 294

APR 306 246

MAY 308 289

JUN 288 288

JUL 312 259

AUG 275 225

SEP 250 281

TOTAL 3817 3524 268
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CITY OF 5T. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT

ELECTRICAL PERMIT FEE REPORT

_ FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22
ocT 51,860.32 $1,765.00| $1,718.00
NOV $1,872.66 51,475.00
DEC $1,622.32 $1,495.00
JAN $2,151.66 $1,380.00
FER $1,425.32 $1,375.00
MAR $1,203.33 $1,843.00
APR $743.00 $600.00
MAY $1,805.00| $1,215.00
JUN $1,065.00 $955.00
JUL $690.00] $1,443.00
AUG 51,460.00 $1,910.00
SEP $1,310.00 $895.00
TOTAL $17,208.61 $16,351.00| $1,718.00

- PLUMBING PERMIT FEE REPORT

' FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22
ocT $3,016.37 $2,786.00| $1,844.00
NOV $3,867.41 $2,221.00
DEC $2,783.10|  $1,865.00
JAN $3,031.40| $3,256.00
FEB $2,440.44 $1,395.00
MAR $2,037.24 $1,125.00
APR $3,015.00] $1,430.00
MAY $2,110.00]  $1,459.00
JUN $1,550.00] $1,432.00
JUL $1,525.00 $1,218.00
AUG $1,550.00|  $1,356.00
SEP $1,706.00 $2,270.00
TOTAL $28,671.96 $21,817.00{ $1,844.00
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT

# OF INSPECTIONS PERFORMED BY PRIVATE PROVIDER
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# OF PLAN REVIEW ACTIVITIES PERFORMED BY BLDG. DEPT.

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT

FY 15 FY 20 FY 21 Fy 22
ocT ) 72 73
NOV ) 67
DEC o 37
JAN 0 62
FEB 0 63
MAR 0 57
APR 0 45
MAY 45 57
JUN 40 72
JUL 89 62
AUG 42 a7
SEP 39 51
TOTAL 255 696 73
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BUILDING PERMIT FEE REPORT

FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22
ocT $51,655.01 $34,277.62 $24,139.90
NOV $20,192.42 $21,844.58
DEC $16,104.22 $14,818.54
JAN $40,915.31 $37,993.58
FEB $28,526.70 $38,761.13
MAR $22,978.53 $15,666.80
APR $42,292.91 $19,092.61
MAY $20,391.12 $10,194.02
JUN $26,445.26 $34,939.40
JuL $41,120.86 $23,555.36
AUG $32,714.82 $41,455.38
SEP $49,543.66 $17,169.56
TOTAL $392,880.82 $309,768.58 $24,139.90

= MECHANICAL PERMIT FEE REPORT

‘ FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22
ocT 54,819.09 $3,593.67 $2,574.62
NOV $2,541.44 $2,160.00
DEC $2,633.64 $2,409.62
JAN $3,338.69 $2,768.47
FEB $2,601.00 $2,044.08
MAR $2,515.33 $2,237.73
APR $3,801.26 $1,716.00
MAY $2,736.33 $1,809.00
JUN $3,844.54 $3,417.00
JuL $3,286.00 $2,917.93
AUG $2,663.49 $3,430.11
SEP 51,579.42 $1,621.00
TOTAL $36,360.23 $30,124.61 $2,574.62
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CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH BUILDING DEPARTMENT

FY 20 INSPECTION RESULTS

PASS PASS REINSPECT FAIL FAIL REINSPECT
OCT 210 34 49 3
NOV 238 46 44 12
DEC 165 41 58 7
JAN 230 56 65 15
FEB 204 B0 58 17
MAR 204 31 43 10
APR 169 28 28 7
MAY 169 46 52 12
JUN 174 38 42 9
JUL 177 29 28 12
AUG 162 25 32 2
SEP 183 36 51 7
TOTAL 2285 470 550 113
RESULTS DO NOT INCLUDE CANCELLED/PERFORMED INSPECTIONS

o

o

| FY 21 INSPECTION RESULTS

PASS PASS REINSPECT FAIL FAIL REINSPECT

oCT 170 35 40 5
NOV
DEC
JAN
FEB
MAR
APR
MAY
JUN
JUL
AUG
SEP
TOTAL 170 35 40 5

RESULTS DO NOT INCLUDE CANCELLED/PERFORMED INSPECTIONS
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vI.

MINUTES ‘
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2020 6:00 P.M.
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, 2200 A1A SOUTH, ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA 32080

CALLTO 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, Qennis
King, Hester Longstreet, Steve Mitherz, Chris Pranis, Senior Alternate Victor Sarris, Junior Alternate fohn Tisdall.

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: None,

STAFF PRESENT: Building Official Brian Law, City Attorney Lex Taylor, Executive Assistant Bonnie Miller, Police
Officer Brian Wright, Public Works Director Biil Tredik, Recording Secretary Lacey Pierotti.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 15, 2020

Motion: to approve the minutes of the September 15, 2020 meeting. Moved by Ms. Odom, seconded by Mr.
Pranis, passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT

There was no public comment pertaining to any item or issue not on the agenda.

OLD BUSINESS

Mixed Use File No. MU 2020-02, for reconsideration, per direction from the City Commission, of the Board’s July
21, 2020 approval of post-permit modifications for parking space reconfiguration and a ground fioor wood deck
addition to Oceans Thirteen, a mixed use development in a commercia! land use district at 12 13 Street, Richard
Thomas Marsh, Agent for Sunsation Real Estate LLC, Applicant

Mr. Taylor said before he begins, he spoke to Ms, Longstreet, who is going to recuse herself on this issue, so the
Board’s senior alternate, Mr. Sarris, will need to substitute and be on task to vote. Back in 2017, the Oceans
Thirteen mixed use development came before arnd was approved by the Board, and earlier this year at the Board’s
July 21, 2020 meeting, the owners and contractor asked for a modification to their mixed use permit, which the
Board also approved, However, there was an appeal of the post-permit modifications made to the City
Commission, and the Commission asked that it be sent back to the Board to make some findings of fact as to
whether or not the Board had looked at the parking and approved it. The Commission tasked him into looking to
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see if a variance was needed for the parking along with the modifications to the mixed use permit. He definitely
wants to put on record, and he put this in the memo he wrote, that he knows the Board spent a significant amount
of time reviewing the parking and putting its due diligence in, and that should have been part of the record and
not have been a question for the Commission. To rectify that, they are going to put some specific facts on record
tonight, and his memo states the proposed facts he thinks need to be put down as part of the record. This is an
issue because in 2017 this Board approved this property for mixed use zoning and development and in doing so,
vested the owners of Oceans Thirteen with some very significant rights. They’ve already done an enormous
amount of construction, as about 75 percent or more of the building has been completed to date. This creates a
situation where there are actual damages done if the City does something to change the owners’ vested rights,
and there is significant case law that talks about that. He did some research, and it appears the previous City
Attorney, Jim Wilson, said this was a grandfathered and vested use of the parking structures that were existing on
the site, and he thinks they can even go a little farther and put in the finding of facts that one of the significant
reasons for the parking reconfiguration is to comply with the State of Florida’s handicap parking requirements and
the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), both of which have significant handicap requirements. As to
the question of whether a variance is necessary for the parking reconfiguration, in this situation, although a
variance may have been required in 2017, it's not required now, as when the mixed use development was
approved in 2017, the owners became vested in their rights and the approved use became grandfathered. If at
some point this were to get legally challenged, a court could award the owners a variance, but he doesn’t think a
variance is required, and neither did ivir. Wiison. By his review of the Florida Statutes and City Code, approvai has
alroady beoen given forthe mixed use permit and the post-permiy modificatinns, However, he suggests the Board -~
put down some findings of facts by stating the additional 19 feet of parking is required by various other ieveis of
government so they don’t really have a lot of choice in it. Also, the additional 19 feet of parking has been approved
and is what he calls “de minimis.” which is a legal term meaning small and just not legally significant. That’s not
necessarily going to be a precedent-setting thing for all situations, as this is its own unique circumstance because
there was already parking there, the owners already had a mixed use permit, and with all the other things coming
down at the same time, such as having to comply with ADA and the Florida Statutes, the Board doesn’t have a lot
of wiggle room. Certainly, it is a negotiation and anything that gets accepted and is fair can be done. For the
record, he also wants to confirm whatever the Board approved at its July 21, 2020 meeting for the post-permit
modifications, and if the Board wants to make any changes to what was approved, theoretically, they could do so.

Mr. Mitherz asked Mr. Law to explain Section 6.03.05.A.1 of the City’s Land Development Regulations {LDRs),
which pertains to design standards for off-street parking and loading areas, and Section 6.03.05.C.6, which he
believes has direct applicable bearing on this usage. He also asked how much new concrete was put on the
southern side of the Oceans Thirteen site for the additional parking. There was one existing parking space which
was supposedly, but never officially, a handicap parking space that was grandfathered, but he saw this whole area
has covered in concrete, so he asked how much of this concrete is new and how much was existing.

Mr. Law said he definitely thinks this is a question for Mr. Marsh, the contractor for the project, as he does not
have the specific dimensions, but in 2017, that space was slotted and approved for handicap parking. Mr. Marsh
can answer the question as to how much concrete was poured at that point in addition to the existing concrete.
Section 6.03.05.A._1 states, “Except as provided herein, all required off-street parking spaces and the use they are
intended to serve shall be located on the same parcel.” This section is very clear for new construction, but keep
in mind the Planning and Zoning Board in 2017 approved off-site parking in the City’s right-of-way for this mixed
use development. Section 6.03.05.C.6 states, “Aisles and driveways shall not be used for parking vehicles, except
that the driveway of a single-family or two-family residence shall be counted as a parking space for the dwelling
unit, or as a number of parking spaces as determined by the City Manager or designee based on the size and
accessibility of the driveway.” When conditional use permits for single-family construction in commercial zoning
are applied for, the number of bedrooms come up in calculating required parking spaces. Parking spaces are
counted in the garage and driveways, and this section of the LDRs is what allows this. .
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Tom Marsh, 22 Soto Street, St. Augustine, Florida, 32086, said he is the contractor for Oceans Thirteen. Originaily,
there was an existing space on the southwest carner of the Oceans Thirteen property site, and part of the past-
permit modifications was the request to expand that space to allow four parking spaces, with a width of 9 feet
each, for a total of 36 feet width in its entirety, and a depth of 20 feet for each space. This added no more than
19 feet to the original 17-foot-wide handicap space, which is no longer on this corner of the property.

Mr. Taylor asked Public Works Director Bill Tredik to state for the record what he told the City Commission when
the Commission heard the appeai application as to what he did to approve the parking on this site,

Mr. Tredik said the original parking pian that he saw had some very technical problems, so he worked with the
contractor and owners to try to correct that. There were problems with the original parking lot behind the building
that would not make it function well, so this was discussed and a change was made to reconfigure the parking so
vehicles pull straight into the spaces on the north side off the 14* Lane alley. One of the problems, however, was
that they were still trying to get spaces with those changes, so they looked at moving the handicap space over to
the north side parking lot and putting other spaces on the southwest corner of the property site. He went out
and looked at the sight lines, and there are no visibiiity problems with the proposal to do this, as the spaces are
just far enough back that a driver stopped at the stop sign won't have a problem looking to the north to see
oncoming traffic. Bottom line is, the parking reconfiguration is a better design that it was prior, but nonetheless,
it does involve the additional spaces on the southwest side backing out onto 13™ Street.

-Ms._0Odom said at the Board's July meeting, or maybe it was.at the Commission meeting for the appeat application,
something was said along the lines saying commercial property may use some of the right-of-way.

Mr. Tredik said typically, a business will design parking on its own property, but that being said, all around the City
there are businesses that have part of their parking on numerous locations that are public rights-of-way and/or
City plazas. It's one of the problems of having small lots in a City that was platted long before anyone had any
sort of planning so they’re kind of stuck in those areas of trying to find something that works and balances what
new development has to do when you have an open parcel and everything’s easy versus what’'s done for existing
businesses to allow them to be usable properties. He thinks a lot of what they see around the City is because of
that attempt to balance those two things, because without clearing everything and starting over, there is no way
to get the parking for some of these places to be as if they were brand new commercial developments. Line-of-
sight is something that has to be considered, because they cannot allow sight obstruction of oncoming traffic from
a stop sign at an intersection. This is not the case for the stop sign on the corner of 13t Street and A1A Beach
Boulevard. He did have some concerns on the north side of the Oceans Thirteen property, with the original deck
that was partially constructed there, but that is ail being modified so he thinks they are good there now.

James Whitehouse, St. Johns Law Group, 104 Seagrove Main Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he
represents and is here on behalf of the property owners and applicant. As this Board and many members of the
public have already seen this application a number of times, he's not going to go back through all the different
attributes of the property and the project, especially the great project it's evolved into now. He’s had an
opportunity to talk to Mr. Taylor about this at length, and they’ve gone through all the issues, so he’s not going to
rehash all the things he said and stated in his memo, but obviously he and his clients agree with those statements,
especially the legal statements. Mr. Taylor talked about recognizing a "de minimis” change in the parking and
seeing that it was grandfathered and vested as Mr. Wilson, the previous City Attorney, told this Board before, and
he’ll tell the Board the same thing, as when you have vested and grandfathered rights, you have to respect them,
because that becomes a big legal issue for the community as well as for the City government going forward. In
this particular case, when you talk about the de minimis modification you have to mix that in with the fact that it
was grandfathered. In other words, when you have a grandfathered right, if you expand that grandfathered right,
which in this case pertains to the parking on the site, the de minimis change is that you just increased it a little bit,
you didn't make parking where there wasn’t any parking. As heard from Mr. Tredik’s testimony, as well as from
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Mr. Law, the post-permit parking modifications were requested primarily because of the fact that there were
issues with ADA compliance, so that’s why that ptan changed, and in fact, the new plan is even better, as they just
heard from Mr. Tredik, for accessibility and safety. He would just join in with a lot of the legal statements that
have already been presented and is here to answer any questions the Board or members of the public may have.

Mr. Kincaid asked for public comment.

Hester Longstreet, 11 13" Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said since she was asked to recuse herself
from the Board for this matter, she is now speaking for herself and as a resident of 13™ Street. Obviously, this
project is almost finished, and the building will be there for a very long time, so she hopes the owners are able to
get it occupied and wishes them well. However, there should have been a variance for the parking on the right-
of-way, and that is what she is asking for. She’s not sure she understands what's been said about the southwest
corner of the Oceans Thirteen being a great place for four parking spaces, when there are people walking down
13" Street on a daily basis with surfboards, children, and dogs, and there are chitdren who live, play, and ride their
bikes on this street. She is always very cautious when she backs out of her driveway as there is always someone
walking down the street going to or coming from the beach. Unfortunately, the parking plan for Oceans Thirteen
puts so many parking spaces on this residential street, this is a concern. Nevertheless, the only thing she is saying
is there should be a variance and money paid to the City for that variance, which should be voted on by the Board.

Comm s
3

onia Kiilyk, 114 13™ Street, 5t. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said she and Mr. Richman were the two citizens

iid L
whn appealed the approval-af the Oceans Thirteen post-permit-modifications, se they are kind of in the middle of
aii this hoopia. it appears to them ihe buiiding is buiit, the parking is where it is, and the attorneys are all lined up
to say it is probably a done deal. The second part of their appeal had to do with the porch that was unpermitted,
so she is going to revisit that. This was briefly touched upon during the City Commission meeting for the appeal,
and according to what Mr. Law said, it was built without a permit and a stop-work order was put on it, as it was
in direct violation of Chapter One of the Florida Building Code. It seems the contractor or the owners should have
been fined for building something without a permit. Mr. Law ailuded to the fact that this had happened, but he
did not elaborate, so she is asking if, in fact, a fine or fee was levied. According to the City's fee schedule, which
she received a copy of from Mr. Law's office, the penalty for working without a permit is $100.00 and double the
permit fee. Based on some calculations she got from the Oceans Thirteen permitting paperwork, it appears that
would be about $6,438.00, so she was just curious to know if, in fact, that was the fee that was levied, and the
penalty for building without a permit. Also, she and Mr. Richman would like to know what the height of the
Oceans Thirteen building is. She has asked Mr. Law this question in the past, and he provided her a copy of a
document from Land Tech, which is simply their assessment off the plan. They would like to have the buiiding
height measured from the street level. Probably, it's within the 35-foot height limit and is in compliance, but just
so they don’t keep on bringing this up and bothering everybody with this, she and Mr. Richman are happy to pay
for whatever it costs to measure the height of the building, but they need authorization from the City to do this.

Mr. Kincaid said this Board does not have the ability to levy penalties, as this is not a punitive Board. This Board
addresses different requests for variances, conditional use permits, and other things in the City’s LDRs pertaining
to land development and zoning. The City has a Code Enforcement Board, which does levy fines and penalties, but
that is not part of the Planning and Zoning Board’s purview. He believes the Board was told previously by Mr. Law
there was a double permit fee and penalty levied to the Oceans Thirteen contractor far working without a permit.

Mr. Law said yes, that is correct, and in accordance with the City’'s fee schedule, Ms. Kulyk’s numbers are
completely wrong. She has a misinterpretation of the City's fee schedule, as it is not double the value of wark, it
is double the value of the permit, excluding plan review, State of Florida surcharges, and permit issuance fees.
Mr. Marsh did pay a fine in accordance with the City’s fee schedule. As far as the continuous question regarding
building height, surveyors were on site and the architects themselves went out and verified that the roof pitch
was lowered. The building height is not in question nor does this Board have the authority to grant permission to
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a resident to trespass on private property to check the building height.

Ms. Kulyk said she knows that, as they were told they could not do that unless they had permission from someone
of authority in the City, which is why she is asking.

Mr. Kincaid said the Planning and Zoning Board cannot grant that permission. Merely speaking for himself, he has
confidence in the City’s permitting and inspection capabilities to maintain the height of the building within the
regulations. As a matter of fact, that is how the violations for building without a permit were found, as the
unpermitted deck was noticed to be outside the scope of work of the Oceans Thirteen building permit.

Allan Richman, 103 13t Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he understands the Public Works Director
made a statement that there was not a visibility issue. He does not know at what time he looked at that, but he
is absolutely right, if there are no cars parked anywhere near the Oceans Thirteen site, you can see just fine. As
soon as you put a high-profile truck within the first couple of parking spaces, the stop sign disappears. Those spots
are at least four feet shorter than the original ones grandfathered because the Ocean Thirteen building footprint
is so far out, and they are also narrower than they should be, as they are not up to standard size. He drove past
there a couple of times and when a camper or a delivery truck is there, that stop sign is gone. As he understands,
the City owns the right-of-way these spots are on, so when an accident happens because that stop sign is not
visible, get your wallet out. There are some unintended consequences to what they are about to do here.

Julianne Baksh, 119 14 Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said she actually thinks the Oceans Thirteen
projéct is great. She walks down 13t Street several times a day to take her dogs to the beach and it is a beautiful
addition. She supports it and is excited for it to come in and to see what it is going to bring to the area.

Mr. Kincaid said as there is no further public comment, he would like to state that this is coming back to the Board,
which heard, discussed and debated at length the post-permit modification application at its regular monthly
meeting held on fuly 21, 2020. Many of the issues brought up by members of the public were looked at, discussed,
and hashed out by the Board which came up with a plan to modify the post-permit modification application. The
modification order approved by the Board was then appealed to the City Commission, which was supposed to
look at the process the Board went through to approve the modifications and decide whether ar not this process
was valid. If the Commission determined it was valid, the appeal should be have denied, and if it was determined
the process was invalid, the Commission needed to make a decision to uphold the appeal or send the application
back to the Board to look at again. He does not believe there was any decision or any discussion that the Board's
process at the time was invalid. He went to the Commission meeting for the appeal and spoke to let the
Commission know what the Board’s process was and what their thoughts and deliberations were on a number of
the different items, not pro or against, but what they came up with at the end. There were absolutely no questions
asked of him from the Commissioners when they had the opportunity to ask questions. He doesn’t know why, as
he can’t speak for what they were thinking at the time, yet they later kicked the decision back to this Board, so
he’d first like the Board to discuss whether anyone has a problem with the process undertaken by the Board, or
whether the Board’s decision was based on an invalid process, or if anyone would like to look at this process again.
He doesn't believe any of the evidence the Board reviewed at its July 21, 2020 meeting has changed, but if anyone
wants to make a motion to revisit the Board’s decision based on a change in feeling or a change in known or
unknown evidence, they can next discuss that. If nobody wants to do this and no one has anything they want to
rehash, Mr. Taylor has provided copies of a recommended motion to settle jche appeal issue and move forward.

Mr. Mitherz said Section 6.02.03.B.1 of the LDRs states, “No encroachment shall be permitted into existing rights-
of-way, except for temporary use authorized by the St. Augustine Beach City Commission.”

Mr. Taylor said this goes back to what has been said all along, that this property had grandfathered right-of-way
parking for the duplex well before the Oceans Thirteen project was approved in 2017. There was also a good
portion of the parking originally on the southwest side of the property that was the-handicap parking spot that
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was exnanded 19 feet, 50 it's currently 36 fest, and this was also grandfathered parking prior to the Oceans
Thirteen approval. There is a question in his mind that if they were looking at this originally in 2017, he thinks
they might come to some very different conclusions about whether or not a variance is required, but because no
variance was required in 2017, the owner amassed vested rights that have to be assumed to be grandfathered at
this point. His reading of the law is that there is a commeon law thought that the property has been using parking
on the right-of-way for many, many years since its inception, thus rendering the parking as grandfathered. This
was what former City Attorney Jim Wilson said in 2017, and there is even more reason to say this now because
there is a substantial vested right in the property and the owners have some actual damages if the grandfathered
uses are taken away. If this were a new mixed use application, it would be a very different question and the
section of the LDRs referred to by Mr. Mitherz would absclutely be the right section to be locking at. In this case,
however, the use has already been grandfathered, and that is the problem.

Mr. Pranis asked the status of the deck situation, and if it is now in compliance.

Mr. Law said the deck is in compliance with the post-permit medifications granted by this Board. The contractor
was assessed a double permit fee and penalty in accordance with the City’s fee schedule. The deck is what started
the whole post-permit modification application, as the deck exceeded what was originally approved due to the
existing topography. However, as accessibility is the most important thing in his opinion at this point, the awners
and contractor applied for the post-permit modifications that were considered and approved by the Board.

Mr..Kincaid said whon this was discussed by the Board at.its July 21, 2020 meeting,- it was almost ontirely -

considered in the context of ADA compliance, as the original design with the ramp going down the south side of
the parking area wasn’t going to work, so all the modifications were to improve accessibility, which he believes
the Board found to be a value to the City and its residents. The deck was moved out a little to have enough room
for wheelchairs to move around the posts supporting the second level. The night this was discussed, the additions
and changes the Board made were in the spirit of assisting the builder in creating a betier building for the citizens
and visitors of St. Augustine Beach. As to the appeal the Commissian heard, while he completely understands the
parking and building without a permit issues, and the request for punishment, he believes the outcome the Board
has come up with for post-permit meodifications are in the best interests of everyone involved.

Mr. Taylor said he’ll read aloud the pre-drafted motion, which is to approve the mixed use post-permit
modifications as previously approved July 21, 2020, with the following additional findings: 1) Staff reviewed the
post-permit medifications and had no issue with the parking situation. Mr. Tredik stated he reviewed the
additiona! 20 feet of parking and found no issues, particularty for line-of-sight and the clear visibility triangle
required per Section 6.02.04.H of the LDRs. Additionally, there has been substantial testimony by staff that there
are a plethora of non-conforming commercial properties using parking located on public rights-of-way; 2) Oceans
Thirteen has vested rights to use the right-of-way parking. The parking issues are moot with the approval of the
2017 mixed use permit for QOceans Thirteen, as this property has existing non-conforming parking which was in
existence prior to the original 2017 mixed use permit and as such is grandfathered to be able to use the parking
which is in the right-of-way; 3) The Planning and Zoning Beard characterizes the 2020 modification of an additional
20 feet being added to the slab to comply with Florida Statutes and the ADA as parking modifications to promote
substantial public interest, which include aesthetics, safety, logical construction practices, and compliance with
several laws to accommodate and protect those with disabilities; 4} The Planning and Zoning Board finds the
madification of the additional 20 feet of parking to be “de minimis,” especially when the totality of the situation
is incorporated, and does not require a variance on top of the modifications to the mixed-use permit.

Mr. Kincaid moved to make that motion adding number 5 to the findings, that all conditions in the post-permit
modifications ordered by this Board on July 21, 2020 are still in effect and shall be adhered to.

Motion: to approve the mixed use post-permit modifications for Oceans Thirteen as stated and read aloud by Mr.
Taylor with the addition of finding number 5 as stated by Mr. Kincaid. Maoved by Mr. Kincaid, seconded by Ms.
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Odom, passed 6-1 by the Board by roll-call vote, with Ms. Odom, Mr. Kincaid, Mr. Pra nis, Mr. King, Mr. Einheuser,
and Mr. Sarris assenting, and Mr. Mitherz dissenting.

NEW BUSINESS

Request for approval of a temporary chain-link construction fence not to exceed eight feet in height atong A1A
Beach Boulevard at the northwest corner of Embassy Suites for Embassy Suites Phase 11, in a commercial land use
district at 300 A1A Beach Boulevard, Floridian Builders Inc., Agent for Key Beach North LLC, Applicant

Mr. Law said if this Board recalls, about two years ago, there was a change to the fence regulations in the LDRs to
require this Board to evaluate temporary construction fences along A1A Beach Boulevard anticipated to remain
in place for a duration of more than six months. As Embassy Suites is now preparing for construction for Phase Il
of the hotel and has been given permission from the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) to continue
with permitting as of the end of last week, the Board is asked to review the proposed temporary construction
fence for aesthetic value or provide suggestions for aesthetic value if the fence is not approved.

Mr. Mitherz asked where the fence is proposed along A1A Beach Boulevard.

Mr. Law said the Phase Il addition is on the north side of the Embassy Suites property site, so the fence will go
along the north property line up to the Boulevard. Staff recommendation is for the temporary construction fence

to not exceed eight feet in height.
Ms. Odom asked that the recard reflect that Mr. Pranis recused himself from this agenda item.

Mr. Law said the LDRs specify if a temporary construction fence exceeds six manths from the date it was approved
by the Planning and Zoning Board, the developers have to appear back before the Board to request an extension.

Mr. Kincaid asked how long the Embassy Suites Phase Il temporary construction fence is expected to be in place.

Jason Kern, 300 A1A Beach Boulevard, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he’s the general manager of
Embassy Suites in St. Augustine Beach. They are hoping to have Phase |l finished by September 2021. The fence
would be in place until near completion, when the landscaping and outside modifications are done.

Mr. Kincaid suggested approval of the temporary construction fence be granted for a year, as it almost seems
punitive to make the developer come back in six months to ask for an extended approval to keep the fence up
when they know construction will be going on for about a year and the fence will have to stay up until it's done.

Mr. Law suggested a motion to allow the temporary construction fence proposed for Embassy Suites Phase Il be
allowed for a period not to exceed one year under the conditions that it be maintained in good aesthetic order

and in the interest of public safety.

Motion: to approve the temporary construction fence proposed for Embassy Suites Phase il for a periad not 1o
exceed one year with the conditions that the fence be maintained in good aesthetic order and in the interest of
public safety. Moved by Ms. Odom, seconded by Mr. Mitherz, passed 7-0 by the Board by unanimous voice-vote.

Conditional Use File No. CU 2020-03, for a conditional use permit for proposed new construction of a single-family
residence in a commercial land use district on Lot 18, St. Augustine Beach Subdivision, at 16 5™ Street, James G.
Whitehouse, St. Johns Law Group, Agent for Michael Collier Sr. and Wai Yee Young, Applicants

Ms. Miller said this conditional use application pertains to the property at 16 5t Street, which is zoned commercial.
The current owners and applicants wish to build a single-family home on this lot, which requires, per Section
3.02.02 of the LDRs, a conditional use permit granted by the City Commission, with the Board’s recommendation
to the Commission to approve or deny the application. This ot was previously granted a conditional use permit
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by the Commission last year, on December 2, 2019, and the conditional use was granted as transferable but with
an expiration date of one year. Since then, the ownership of the property has changed, and since City Code and
the LDRs do not have any specifications for allowing extensions of the expiration date as stated on originally
approved orders, the new owners, who live in the Washington State and bought the property on February 28,
2020, shortly before the COVID-19 pandemic occurred, are now applying for a new conditional use permit with
the conditions as approved in the original conditional use order. 5taff's recommendation is that the new single-
family home be built with minimum 25-foot front and rear setbacks, minimum 10-foot side setbacks, maximum
35 percent lot coverage, and maximum 50 percent impervious surface ratio {ISR) coverage, with an additional 15
percent allowed for 10 percent or greater permeable pavers. Mr. Whitehouse is the agent for the new owners
and is here to answer any additional questions the Board or members of the public may have.

Mr. Kincaid said it is his understanding there is no change from the original conditional use permit.

Mr. Miller said correct. The original conditional use permit expires December 2, 2020, and the new owners are
applying for a new conditional use permit, which, if approved by the City Commission at its meeting next month
on November 9, 2020, would expire ane year from this date, unless the applicants ask for more time.

James Whitehouse, 5t. Johns Law Group, 104 Seagrove Main Street, 5t. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he
represents the new owners of 16 5" Street, who are asking for a new conditional use permit. As Ms. Miller
expiained, they have to appiy for a new conditionai use permit pursuani to the way City Code is written, and they
are not asking for any changes from- the erginally approved conditional use order - The reasen for this
reapplication is really a matter of the fact that the new owners ran into a lot of issues with the COVID-19 pandemic
and travelling, number one, and number two, dealing with some contractors.

Mr. Mitherz said the intormation copied to the Board tor this application included 3 design of a house. He asked
if this house design was done far the previous owners, or the current cwners.

Mr. Whitehouse said this house design was done for the previous owners, but his clients are asking for the same
conditional use permit, as they plan on building the same house.

Mr. Kincaid asked for public comment. There was none.

Ms. Odom said she can see with the current conditions going on with the pandemic that there was no way of
knowing, when the new owners bought this property in late February, that they wouldn’t be able to compiete the
project by the time the conditional use order expired, so she thinks what they are asking for is a fair request.

Mr. Whitehouse said obviously, if the new owners change anything pertaining to the exterior or layout of the
footprint, they’ll have to come back to this Board for a recommendation to the Commission for amended approval.

Mr. Kincaid asked if the applicants would have to come back to the Board if anything that is changed still fits in
with all the building codes and requirements of the City.

Mr. Law said no, and he’d like to discuss with the Board and City Attorney whether applicants really need to spend
the money to design a building prior to approval if they’re conforming to every provision in the Code. This is
something that is going to steer the City for years to come, and he doesn’t think it really works to require applicants
to submit a proposed house design they have to stick with as long as they're conforming to the building codes and
regulations and whatever conditions are attached to the approval of their application. So, the question as to
whether they put in a round or a square window or change the guard rails, in his opinion, really isn’t relevant. In
the case of conditional use permits, what the Board is recommending to the Commission is to allow a single-family
residence to be built in a commercial fand use district in conformance with medium density regutations per the
LDRs. As Ms. Miller illustrated earlier, staff has no mechanism to extend the expiration date of a conditional use
permit once it has been granted for a ¢certain time period, because the Building and Zoning Department doesn’t
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issue zoning permits. Staff may review them for conformance with official submittals, but the Planning and Zoning
Board recommends to the Commission whether or not conditional use permits shoutd be approved or denied, so
any changes would fall right back under post-permit modifications. If for some unknown reason an applicant
couldn’t comply with the approval given or he or she wants a variance to any prior approval, obviously, that would
have to come back before the Board and City Commission. He believes the intent of the Code pertaining to
conditional use permits is to aliow residential construction in commercial zoning, and it should be left at that.

Mr. Mitherz asked if it is the intention of the applicants that they live in the proposed new home.

Mr. Whitehouse said the applicants are not here, but he believes that is their intention. Their request is for a
conditional use permit to build a single-family residence in a commercial land use district. However, he asked that
the Board consider recommending to the Commission Mr. Law’s suggestion that the applicants not be held to a
particular house design but only to conformance with the building codes and zoning regulations of the City.

Ms. Longstreet said aesthetically, the proposed design is not a very pleasing-looking house, but aside from that,
she still has a problem with putting a single-family residence in a commercial zone when everything they've been
looking atand talking about pertaining to the City’s Vision Plan focuses on trying to bring commercial development
into the City, not necessarily large commercial possibilities, like Wal-Mart, but more mom-and-pop devefopments
like the new donut shop on A1A Beach Boulevard or a bike shop and other things like that instead of allowing
moare and more single-family dwellings in commercial zoning districts.

Motion: t0 recommend the City Commission’ app'rc'r'\'re Conditional Use File No. CU 2020-03 to allow new
construction of a single-family residence in a commercial land use district at 16 5™ Street, subject to the following
conditions: 1) The new single-family residence shall be buiit in accordance with the City’s LDRs for medium density
residential land use districts, 2) No variances for reduced setbacks or maximum 50 percent ISR coverage shall be
granted; 3) The Building Department shall require verification of the height of the new single-family residence by
a licensed surveyor after the trusses are installed and the roof is on because the approximate height of the
structure as shown in the house design submitted with the application is at 34 feet, 10 inches. Moved by Ms.
Odom, seconded by Mr. Pranis, passed 6-1 by roll-call vote, with Mr. King, Mr. Mitherz, Mr. Pranis, Mr. Kincaid,
Ms. Odom, and Mr. Einheuser assenting, and Ms. Longstreet dissenting.

Conditional Use File No. CU 2020-04, for a conditional use permit for proposed new construction of a single-family
residence in a commercial land use district on Lots 53 and 54, Atlantic Beach Subdivision, at 17 13™ Street, Michael
Stauffer and Scott Patrou, Agents for Ancient City Ventures LLC, Applicant

Ms. Miller said the next three agenda items invalve one property parcel, addressed as 17 13'" Street, for which a
conditional use and two variance applications have been submitted. The Board will have to vote on each
application separately, and before they start with the conditional use application requesting to build a single-
family residence in a commercial land use district, the first variance application, Land Use Variance File No. VAR
2020-10, which requests setback reductions for the proposed new single-family residence, includes in the
application information copied to the Board an incorrect site plan. The application requests a reduced front yard
setback from 25 feet to 20 feet, but the site plan copied to the Board shows the front setback at 25 feet, which is
incorrect. The applicants were asked to correct the frant setback shown on the site plan, which Mr. Stauffer, the
architect for this project did, but unfortunately, she forgot to copy the corrected site plan when the meeting
packets were put together last week, so the Board members received a copy of the original site plan and not the
corrected one, which is displayed on the averhead projector screens showing the requested 20-foot front yard
setback. The property parcel at 17 13" Street includes three lots, Lots 52, 53, and 54, all zoned commercial, with
a single-family residence currently rented as a transient lodging facility, on the southwest corner of 13® Street
and A1A Beach Boutevard. The applicant, Mr. Scott Patrou, of Ginn and Patrou, a local law firm currently located
at 770 A1A Beach Boulevard, would like to purchase the property at 17 13™ Street to move his law firm into the
existing transient rental facility, which would have to be upgraded per the 2017 Florida Building Code (FBC) to
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meet the building codes for commercial structures. This is not part of what is befare the Board tanight, as this
will be handled in-house by the Building Department, but because Mr, Patrou wants to convert the current
residential structure to commercial, parking has to be provided and the City’s parking requirements for
commercial uses have to be met. One parking space is required for every 250 square feet of gross floor area of
professional office space, so based on the gross floor area of the existing two-story building, which is 2,843 square
feet, 11 parking spaces and one handicap space are required. The site plan for the parking shows nine regular
parking spaces and a handicap space running along the north property line directly adjacent to 13™ Street, and
while all these parking spaces are on the 17 13t Street property, the parking along 13" Street backs directly onto
13" Street, which requires a variance because it is not in compliance with Section 6.03.05.C.5 of the LDRs, which
states, “Each off-street parking space shali open directly onto an aisle or driveway that, except for single-family
and two-family residences, is not a public street.” The variance for the proposed new single-family residence in a
commercial land use district per conditional use is for a front yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet and
a rear yard setback reduction from 5 feet to 3.5 feet for the existing inground swimming pool, which Mr. Patrou
would like to keep as part of the new single-family residence. This new home is proposed to front 13™ Lane, not
13" Street, so the existing swimming pool would then be in the backyard of the new home.

Mr. Mitherz asked where the front entrance to the existing transient rental which wili be converted to a
commercial building for the faw firm will be located.

Mr. Law said the main entrance to the law firm is proposed to be on the western side of the building adjacent to
Al1A Beach Boulevard. If at somé point the riew cwnér wants to change the address of the existing structure from
17 13" Street to an A1A Beach Boulevard address, he will need to contact 911 addressing at St. Johns County.
Mr. Kincaid said without objection, he’d like to go through the entire plan, as the conditional use and variance
applications all tie in together, and then the Board can vote separately on the different applications at the end,
rather than debate and get the same information over and over for each application.

Scott Patrou, 770 AlA Beach Boulevard, 5t. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, applicant, said he was under the
impression that due to the vicinity of 17 13" Street to Ms. Longstreet’s property at 11 131" Street, she would be
recusing herself as she did earlier for the Oceans Thirteen project at 12 13" Street.

Mr. Kincaid said Ms. Langstreet recused herself form the Oceans Thirteen agenda item because she testified
before the City Commission on that matter. He does not think the proximity of where she lives, in his opinion,
reguires her to recuse herself from the applications for 17 13'" Street.

Mr. Taylor said Ms. Longstreet is definitely not required to recuse herself for the 17 13" Street applications, but
she could recuse herself is she wanted to.

Ms. Longstreet said she is not recusing herself. She asked if the proposed new home will be three-stories and up
to 35 feet high, if it will be built on one-and-half or two lots, and if it will front 13'" Lane, not 13" Street. This
would be setting a precedent that has not been done in the City, as with the exception of oceanfront homes, there
are hasically no other houses built to front alleys or lanes.

Mr. Patrou said the new home is proposed to be three stories built on approximately one-and-a-half lots, and it
will front 13" Lane. He thinks there is a precedent established that homes are serviced by the alleys or lanes,
regardless of their laocation on the lanes. In fact, there are homes, and not just oceanfront homes, on the [anes,
so he does not think asking to put this new home on 13™ Lane is a big variation.

Ms. Longstreet so the back of the home will be to 13" Street, which is basically a residential street, on which the
applicant wants to put nine parking spaces and a handicap space for the conversion of the transient rental to
commercial use. These parking spaces will be located along a street that right now has a “No Parking” sign posted
to prohibit vehicles from parking on the City right-of-way.
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Mr. Patrou said the site plan for these parking spaces along 13" Street demonstrate the parking is not on the City
right-of-way, but on the subject property at 17 13" Street. The “No Parking” signs speak to prohibiting parking in
the right-of-way, but this parking will be on the 17 13" Street property, not on the right-of-way. Four parking
spaces are already along 13" Street, so the nine spaces and one handicap space would be an increase of six spaces.

Ms. Longstreet said putting the front of the house on the lane is not aesthetically pleasing for 13t Street, and
along with this, the applicant is asking to put six more parking spaces in an area already saturated with commercial
parking spaces. She asked the applicant if he really needs this many parking spaces.

Mr. Patrou said he does not actually need this many parking spaces for his law firm, and was fighting to have as
few spaces as possible, but what he’s battling against are the parking requirements per City Code, which require
this many spaces As to the new home facing 13" Lane, again, this is because City Code does not allow pools in
front yards, so by fronting the home to 13" Lane, which already has other houses fronting it so the lane already
services these properties, they'll be able to keep the existing pool as part of the property on which the new home
will be built. The approach here is to get the conditional use permit to build the new home, parlaying off what
was said earlier, with the understanding that any conditional use approval has to comply with the LDRs, so
whether or not the elevations, roof pitch or style, etc. is changed, any deviations will have to be in compliance
with any conditions attached to the approval as well as the LDRs and other applicable codes.

Mr. Kincaid asked Mr. Patrou if he pfans on using all of the proposed commercial building entirely for his law firm,
or if he plans on subdividing some of it and leasing out some space to another pusiness. :

Mpr. Patrou said his intention right now is to just use it for his law firm.

Mr. Kincaid asked what the requirements are for a buffer between non-conforming uses. Specifically, would there
be buffer requirements between the commercial use and the proposed residential use, if the conditional use to
allow new construction of a single-family residence is approved?

Mr. Law said no, it is his opinion no buffer is required, because the applicant is electing to build a single-family
home in commercial zoning. This is different from building a new commercial facility next to an existing residential
subdivision, as is the case with Corral Dental being built right next to the existing residential subdivision behind it.
In this case, the zoning of the lot for which the conditional use permit is requested to build a single-family home
does not change, so the two properties will still be commercial next to commercial.

Mr. Patrou said the conditional use permit would allow residential use within commercial zoning.

Mr. Kincaid said he walked the area and looked around, and 13" Lane, to him, looks like a goat path that doesn’t
support any sort of real traffic. It looks like an emergency access zone for something, He asked if there are any
planned improvements to this fane, and if the variance request for a front yard setback reduction for the proposed
new home from 25 feet to 20 feet is measured from the centerline of that lane.

Mr. Patrou said no, the requested 20-foot front setback is measured from the property line to the front building
wall of the proposed new home.

Mr. Mitherz said 13" Lane is very narrow. He drove down it and was ha rd-put to turn around to go the other way
and get back out of it.

Mr. Patrou said the proposed design of this house includes a two-car garage, so with the driveway, there would
be room for backing out and turning around in the lane.

Mr. King said he has concerns about the effect of reducing the front setback to 20 feet will have on parking in the
driveway, and having enough room to back out and maneuver, because 13" Lane is tlny If this ever becomes a
transient rental, it won’t have enough parking. He asked what the parking requirements are for transient rentals.
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Mr. Law said transient rentals are built as single-family residences, so they follow the standard parking regulations.
Residential structures with one, two, or three bedrooms are required to have two parking spaces, and those with
four, five, or six bedrooms are required to have one parking space per bedroom. The proposed house design has
four bedrooms, requiring four parking spaces. It has two parking spaces in the garage, and two in the driveway.

Mr. Patrou said again, it's his understanding that if the conditional use permit is granted to allow construction of
the proposed new single-family home, anything buiit there will have to follow the medium density regulations set
forth in the LDRs, Regarding the variance request for the parking for the commercial building to back directly out
onto 13™ Street, he took a few photographs, which he displayed on the overhead screens, of other business in
close proximity that have parking backing directly onto sidewalks and street rights-of-way. Parking for Anastasia
Law at 107 11%" Street backs out directly onto the sidewalk and 11%" Street, and so does the parking for Café 11,
next door to Anastasia Law. Parking for the newly-built donut shop at 400 A1A Beach Boulevard also backs straight
out onto the right-of-way of 16" Street, the parking for the office building on the southwest carner of F Street and
A1A Beach Boulevard backs straight out onto the right-of-way of F Street, parking for Coneheads Ice Cream on the
corner of 7™ Street and A1A Beach Boulevard backs straight out onto the right-of-way of 7 Street, parking for
Endless Summer Realty on the northwest corner of A1A Beach Boulevard and 11'" Street backs straight out onto
11' Street, and across the street from 17 13" Street, parking for Sunset Grille backs straight out onto 15" Street.
Parking for FA Café across from Embassy Suites backs straight out ontoc A1A Beach Boulevard. By the nature of
their business, most of these businesses have a significantly higher customer turnover than his law firm will have.

Ernést Créws, 16 12™ Streéet, Unit C, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he lives in Oceans Six Condofminiuims,
and represents the Oceans Six Condo Association. Two other members emailed their concerns to the Board
members, who hopefully received these emails, otherwise, he can read them aloud for the record. Oceans 5ix
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Street, and a small back driveway is on 13" Lane.
Mr. Kincaid said he did not get these emails.

Mr. Crews said he’ll start with Mr. Beech, the owner of 16 12'" Street Unit B, who wrote, “Dear Planning and
Zoning Board Members, this email is to express opposition to Land Use Variance VAR 2020-10 for variance of
reduction of the minimum front setback of 25 feet to 20 feet for proposed new construction of a single-family
residence and reduction of the minimum rear yard setback of 5 feet to 3.5 feet. First, the available plan drawing
shows a 25-foot setback from the property line, not 20 feet, and it appears to be a 3,000-square-foot residence,
i.e., 1,012 square feet per floor times three, can be built without the variance. Therefore, it is unclear if an even
larger house will be built if the variance is granted. Ciarification of what is being requested and the intent needs
to be made before this variance is granted. Secondly, the proposed structure will be built on a portion of a
subdivided parcel of land where the pool and deck take up approximately 25 percent of the subdivided parcel.
This requested 5-foot variance is almost 10 percent of the subdivided parcel lot depth. This is not a small
adjustment to get the building footprint to work within available space, which indicates the proposed building is
too large for the available space and will appear even larger when moved closer to the street. For these reasons,
a 5-foot variance is requested not to be granted. Also, are there any safety concerns with only a 3.5-foot setback
from the property line to the pool? Finally, isit normal for residences to front into lanes which are only one vehicle
wide? Thank-you for your comments and considerations, John and Teresa Beech.” The other email is from Tim
Foster, who lives at 14 12! Street, Unit C, who writes, “Dear Planning Commission, | am sending an email to
express my concerns regarding the proposed variance for a building to be constructed on the lot behind our
properties, which is known as the Oceans Six Association. ! am not an engineer or planning expert, however,
granting a variance to this property behind us makes no sense as it would only benefit those seeking the variance.
We access the backs of our properties via a small alley, which is barely passable now. | do not believe these alleys
were intended for primary access into properties as it seems every other property has access from the street. It
seems we have enough probiems with people parking obliquely to get to the beach, and | can only see a
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development such as this making the problems worse for everyone.” The things he wanted to bring up concern
the 8-foot width of the lane, which is always congested already. Given all the nightmares they've had on 12
Street with the wedding houses and the parties, he’s concerned about where all the cars are going to go. The
front setback reduction to 20 feet ties into this, because this will be less space to move around to get out of the
driveway, which as shown on the proposed site plan is directly opposite the driveway of the Oceans Six residents.
He thinks this is just going to cause more congestion and people driving on their lawns to get in and out. Finally,
in calculating the parking space, he asked if this has this been done based on the footprint of the proposed new
home, or the actual square footage of both the proposed new home and existing transient rental structure.

Mr. Law said the parking for the conversion of the transient rental building to commercial use is based on the
gross floor area, which is essentially square footage of usable space, and the parking for the new home is
calculated separately, and is based on the number of bedrooms only. He did not do the calculations for the
parking, these were performed by a state-licensed architect, Mr. Mike Stauffer, hired by Mr. Patrou. Porchesare
not included as gross floor area, which is the actual space utilized by people.

Mr. Crews said the parking plan for the commercial building shows nine spaces and one handicap space on the
north side of the property along 13" Street. He asked if the parking also includes the two spaces that are in the
current garage on the south side of the existing structure.

Mr. Kincaid said yes, that is where the extra two spaces, for a total of 12 parking spaces, come from.

Michael Longstréét, 11 13" Streeét, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he has issues with a number of things,
one of which is that the new home is proposed to front 13™ Lane. All of the lanes have an existing house at the
end of them that can only be accessed through the lane, which is the only reason residents living along the lanes
cannot vacate the lanes. His house has been there for 66 years, and the property at 17 13" Street has been there
almost as long, which is why their sethack off 13" Lane is only 9 feet and his setback is only 13 feet off the lane,
as these structures were built before the current codes and required setbacks were in place. When they first tried
to put in a deck or a few things on their house, they had to get variances because their house was nonconfarming,
even though it was not their fault the house was built before the current codes existed. His issue is that they are
trying to put in a new house fronting the lane when the other houses that use the lane are mainly oceanfront and
built before the current codes existed. So, this is setting a precedent that does not really work well in his mind.
The other issue is the size of the lot proposed to be re-platted as Parce! 2 for the new home and swimming pool.
The LDRs specify a minimum lot size, but the fact that the City has platted lots that are smaller than that means
that if you have an existing lot smaller than the minimum lot size, and here, they’re trying to make a lot that is
smaller than the minimum lot size, and it is a very unusual-shaped lot because they’re trying to make the pooland
the parking for the commercial use of the current structure all fit in. Also, the applicant wants to turn the existing
transient rental at 17 13" Street into a commercial building, mea ning more parking space is required and to get
this, they have to apply for a variance to the code that says parking cannot back straight out onto the street, The
parking that is proposed really puts the back of the cars right on the edge of the street, while most of the examples
the applicant showed had an extra 4-10 feet of space to maneuver a little bit while they’re backing out, so vehicles
are not right in the road initially as they’re backing out. The parking for the commercial use at 17 13t Street will
back straight onto a residential street that has people coming from the west side of the Boulevard to access the
beach. They have plenty of room to add more parking that would not back directly onto the street on the south
side of the existing pool, where they are asking to build 2 new home. Another issue is when the Oceans Thirteen
development on the northeast corner of 13" Street and the Boulevard was built, it had to have commercial
drainage, so if the applicant is turning a residential property into a commercial use and adding all this parking, he
thinks there would be a requirement to install more drainage. By building a new home on the portion of the
property the applicant wants to cut out and replat, all the water run-off is going to go straight into the street, and
there is nowhere to do any onsite drainage for the commercial use. Residential properties, especially those in
existence before the codes, get away with it, but since the applicant is changing the use of the residential transient
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rantal building to commercial, and the property is zoned commercial, it should have to conform to any commercial
codes concerning drainage or anything else. If the additional parking for the commercial use is put on the south
side of the pool, there would also be room for drainage improvements, so he has an issue with requesting to build
a three-story, 3864-square-foot house on a 4668-square-foot lot, and they're asking for the front yard setback
reduction to get that extra square footage in the house. They do not haye to make the house that big, a smaller
house that fits could be put on the lot without asking for a variance, but they are just trying to push every limit.
His biggest issue is putting that many parking spaces on a residential street. Some of this parking is existing, as
this property has been a quasi-commercial use as a transient rentat, but the four existing parking spots have been
there since before the current codes were in place. Adding the extra parking spaces and overlooking City Code
prohibiting parking from backing directly onto a street is unacceptable and needs to be reviewed really closely.

Sonia Kulyk, 114 13™ Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said after everything they’ve been through with
the parking on 13™ Street, it just seems not prudent to grant a variance to add more parking pulling onto that
already congested street. This is all she wanted to add, and it seems like this has already been pretty well covered.

Mr. Pranis asked if the square footage for the existing building proposed for commercial use requires 11 parking
spaces and one handicap space, as is proposed for the parking plan.

Mr. Law said parking calculations are done by taking the square footage determined as the floor space, or usable
space, divided by 250, which if he recalls, comes out to 11.37 parking spaces, and the proposed parking plan shows
11 regular spaces and one handicap space, which is definitely required, with no exceptions:
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Mr. Pranis said the applicant said he does not need all this parking, s0 he was wondering if there is a way to
alleviate the parking spaces directly off 13* Street adjacent to the pool.

Mr. Law said the Board definitely has the authority to reduce the amount of parking based on some sort of data.
His department, however, has no options but to follow the code the way it is written. But this Board can decree
that the applicant apply for another variance for a reduction in the number of parking spaces.

Mr. Kincaid said he thinks there are a number of places where commercial occupancies have been granted less
than the required amount of parking. Once these properties change hands, however, it can become an issue later.

Mr. Law said as is the case here, they have an existing house that was built almost 50 years ago in a commercial
zoning district. The Building Department will review the proposed change of occcupancy of this structure from
residential to commercial under the existing 2017 FBC, but pertaining to parking requirements, this comes from
the LDRs, which were adopted in 1991. Anything built before then would just be what it is, so unless Mr. Patrou
wants to apply for a variance for a reduction in parking, he’s basically stuck with having to adhere to the current
parking regulations, even if he doesn’t need this much parking for his faw firm and its customers.

Mr. Patrou said he’d be hesitant to apply for another variance now because of the timeiine he is operating under
to purchase this property. They're in the due diligence peried now, and basically have through tonight to figure
out if this is going to work or not. He would be open to potentially doing some semblance of a study to determine
how much parking is truly needed for the law office, but to have to go through another variance application would
not be cost-effective and virtually not possible considering the time limit they’re operating under. To circle back
to some of the public comments made, he believes it was Mr. Longstreet who spoke to the creation of a non-
conforming lot size of 4668-square feet for the proposed new single-family residence, but this is incorrect, as the
proposed lot size for the new single-family residence is actually just over 5300 square feet, per the survey he has
at his office, which regrettably, he did not bring with him tonight. He thinks what happened was that the
paperwork for the variance was prepared prior to the official survey of the re-platted ot for the new home being
completed. Regarding size, it is not a nonconforming lot, as it is over 5000 square feet.

Mr. King asked if Mr. Patrou would entertain the idea of maintaining a 25-foot front setback in the driveway, and
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only asking for the front setback reduction to 20 feet for the residence. With the narrow alleyway or lane, he
would have trouble allowing a 20-foot setback for the driveway. With 25 feet, there is a little mare room for
vehicles to maneuver when backing out onto the lane, and the house could easily be bumped out to 20 feet,

Mr. Patrou said yes, certainly, he is not opposed to that, as long as the measurement for the length of the garage
is not compromised to where vehicles cannot get in the garage. It may actually make sense to have a deeper
garage so vehicles can actually get out of the road.

Mr. Law said the house is 27.5 feet long, so if the garage was cut back five feet, the total length of the outside of
the garage building would be 22.5 feet long. A standard garage is traditionally 22 feet long. Obviously, a Ford
Excursion is not going to fit, and six inches, or a foot for the building walls front and rear, will leave 21.5 feet for
the inside length of the garage. This would provide five more feet in the driveway, which would then be 25 feet
back off 13" Lane, which would give vehicles more room to maneuver. So, the variance could be for a front yard
setback reduction to 20 feet for the house only, and the front of the garage is to maintain a 25-foot front setback.
That will also allow a little architectural styling if the Board sees fit to grant the variance along these lines.

Mr. Kincaid asked for any other questions or comments from the Board. There were none. He'd like to address
the applications one at a time for a motion and vote, starting with the conditional use permit, because if thisisn’t
approved, the variances are irrelevant. He asked for any questions or comments pertaining to the conditional use
permit to allow new construction of a single-family residence in a commercial land use district. He thinks it would
be diFficult, if not-impossible, for a commercial use to be built on this lot; so if the conditional use is not approved
to allow the new single-family residence, it kind of takes away the ability to use this property at all. He doesn’t
know what kind of commercial use could be built because this lot is kind of back in a corner and off of a path.

Motion: to recommend the City Commission approve Conditional Use File No. CU 2020-04, to allow proposed
new construction of a single-family residence in a commercial land use district on Lots 53 and 54, Atlantic Beach
Subdivision, currently addressed as 17 13™ Street {the address for the proposed new residence shall be assigned
a new address on 13" Lane at time of building permit application), subject to the conditions that the new home
shall be built in accordance with current Land Development Regulations for medium density residential land use
districts. Moved by Mr. Kincaid, seconded by Mr. King, passed 7-0 by the Board by unanimous voice-vote.

Mr. Kincaid said the Board will now move on the variances requested for this property. He asked Ms. Miller to
briefly go over and recap each variance request individually

Land Use Variance File No. VAR 2020-10, for a variance for reduction of the minimum front yard setback
requirement of 25 (twenty-five) feet, to 20 {twenty) feet, for proposed new construction of a single-family
residence and reduction of the minimum rear yard setback requirement of 5 {five) feet to 3.5 {three-and-one-half)
feet for an existing pool and pool deck in a commercial land use district on Lots 53 and 54, Atlantic Beach
Subdivision, at 17 13" Street, Michael Stauffer and Scott Patrou, Agents for Ancient City Ventures LLC, Applicant

Ms. Miller said this variance is for a front yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet for the single-family home
to be constructed per the granting of a conditional use permit to allow this in commercial zoning. The Board
discussed with the applicant that the requested front yard setback reduction to 20 feet will be for the new home
only, as the garage will maintain a 25-foot front setback. This variance application also includes the request for
the rear yard setback reduction from 5 feet to 3.5 feet for the existing pool on site.

Mr. Kincaid said he has an issue with the hardship here. In order for this Board to grant a variance or to properly
evaluate a variance, a hardship needs to be looked at, and he’s having a hard time with the applicant saying
because there’s already a pool there, it’s a hardship. That presents a difficulty to him when the Board looks at
future variances that will come before them, because he doesn’t believe a pre-existing, self-inflicted condition is
a hardship, or that you can create your own hardship like that or that the Board should reward somebody for
creating their own hardship, so to speak. However, he does think there is a hardship created in the size and layout
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of the property and its potential uses, as there are not a lot of potential uses without granting some sort of
variance to allow for a building. He does not know that he is sympathetic to the requested five-foot variance
reduction in the front to build a 3800-square-foot house, as this is a fairly big house.

Mr. Patrou said keep in mind, they do not have a fuli set of plans yet for this house, this is just what was prepared
and proposed as to what size house this (ot would permit. This basically just demonstrates the maximum and
does not have any direct correlation to any present intention as to what will actually or necessarily be built there
other than it is representative of a single-family home pursuant to the medium density residential regulations.

Mr. Kincaid said the Board has to look, to some extent, at the intention as well. He absolutely agrees with Mr.
King about the impact of a shortened driveway on the alley and the ability to make that turn to access and exit
the new house without driving over people’s lawns, and he also has concerns about the size of that alley or lane
supporting additional traffic. He understands there are houses at the end of the alley for which the lane is their
only access, so he doesn’t think it’s fair to deny the applicant access to the property from the lane. But he thinks
the suggestion Mr. King made regarding the front yard setback reduction for the house only is reasonable. He
does not have an issue with the reduced rear yard setback io 3.5 feet for the pool, because it affects nobody, and
backs up to the parking adjacent to 13" Street. If a 25-foot front yard setback is maintained for the garage and
the reduced 20-foot front yard setback is granted for the house only, he does not have an issue with that either.

Mis. Longsireet said she still has a problem with this because it seems weird to have a house fronting on the lane.

]

Ms, Odaom d io approve the variance for the house.
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Ms. Odom asked about allowing a house to front the lane,
Ms. Longstreet said other houses use the lane as their primary access, but do not front the lane.

Mr. Tayior said he thinks the Board would be in danger of causing issues with not allowing this, because there are
already properties using the lane as their primary access, so the Board can’t designate it as not-navigable or unable
to be used as access. He also cannot point to any portion of City Code that says the house cannot face the lane.

Mr. Law said with the proposed parking for the commercial use, which is required per City Code, the front of the
house has to access 13" Lane. City Code does not regulate what the front or back of the house has to look like,
so it all depends on architectural styling. Regarding addressing the house on 13" Lane, he’s unaware of anything
that prohibits that, and as it’s already been pointed out, up and down every lane, there are at least two to four
oceanfront homes that are addressed to the lanes. Keep in mind this a very creative instance where the lots have
to be created and re-platted to accommodate the City’s parking regulations for the proposed commercial use of
the existing residential building. The applicant will still be bound by the maximum 35 percent lot coverage for the
proposed new home per conditional use, maximum 50 percent ISR coverage, with an extra 15 percent allowed for
permeable pavers, and he is already at a disadvantage because of the pool, which is included in ISR coverage. So
all of this will have to be taken into consideration when the house is designed and submitted for a formal zoning
review, which is why staff continuously reiterates that the proposed new single-family residence shall be
constructed in accordance with medium density residential guidelines per the LDRs. One thing he’d like the Board
to ponder, however, is if the variance is granted for a front yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet for the
non-garage areas of the new residence only, what will happen if the applicant wants to build a bump-out on the
second floor, above the garage? Would the 25-foot front yard setback maintained for the garage be continued all
the way up to whatever height is proposed up to 35 feet, or not? The basis of the variance is to maintain a 25-
foot front yard setback for the garage to allow more maneuvering room for vehicles accessing the lane, but the
Board may want to allow a cantilevered floor system above the garage to have a 20-foot front setbhack.
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Mr. Patrou said it would be his hope that the 25-foot front setback would be maintained for the garage only, so
the residence will be allowed to have more of a norma! shape as it continues up in height.

Mr. Law said if a motion is made to allow a front yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet for non-garage
areas only, anything built above the garage would be allowed to be built with a 20-foot front setback.

Motion: to approve Variance File No. VAR 2020-10 for a rear yard setback reduction from 5 feet to 3.5 feet for
the existing inground swimming pool and a front yard setback reduction from 25 feet to 20 feet for the non-garage
areas of the proposed new single-family residence only on Lots 53 and 54, Atlantic Beach Subdivision, currently
addressed as 17 13™ Street (the address for the proposed new single-family residence shall be assigned a new
address on 13" Lane at time of building permit application). Moved by Mr. Kincaid, seconded by Mr. Einheuser,
passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote,

Land Use Variance File No. VAR 2020-11, for a variance to allow parking for a commercial office building in a
commercial land use district on Lots 52 and 53, Atlantic Beach Subdivision, at 17 13™ Street, Michae! Stauffer and

Scott Patrou, Agents for Ancient City Ventures LLC, Applicant

Mr. Kincaid said this last variance is to allow the required parking for the commercial use to back directly onto 13t
Street instead of through an alleyway, driveway, or other access point.

Mr. Patrou said he would just like to point back to the photos he displayed to demonstrate how consistent that is
with: other businesses in the City, particularly with existing-structures.

Mr. Einheuser asked if the applicant were granted a reduction of the number of parking spaces required per City
Code, could the parking plan be redaone with paraliel parking?

Mr. Law said parallel parking will not support this facility just because of the length of parallel parking spaces,
which he believes is 22 feet. Aside from this, everyone knows how much fun parallel parking is. If Mr. Patrou opts
to apply to reduce the required number of parking spaces later on, and provides data to the Board demonstrating
how much parking is actually needed for the commercial use of the structure for his law firm, the Board could
consider this, but it would definitely require another variance application at some point. Keep in mind a conversion
from a single-family residence built in 1975 to a commercial structure that has to meet today’s commercial
building codes is going to get creative and take some doing, but Mr. Patrou and Mr. Stauffer are aware of this.

Mr. Kincaid said this falls in line with the City trying to encourage commercial development along the Boulevard.
He is comforted by the fact that the applicant is not planning on using the number of parking spaces required per
City Code, but he does not think this will have no impact on the City. Any time a new commercial establishment
goes in, it has an impact on the City regarding traffic, safety, and all sorts of other issues. Personally, he thinks
this project will be a benefit to the City, as they’re trading a transient rental for a commercial office building, and
the applicant is leaving a current commercial office building that can’t become a transient rentat facility but wiil
become an office for somebody else or some other business. He also thinks that to deny this variance for the
parking along 13" Street would basically kill the who project, as he sees that each application is dependent upon
each other, like a house of cards. As he lives on 11" Street, he is aware of the number of businesses that have
parking that actually backs out onto public streets and rights-of-way, including the Boulevard. In order to
encourage what they are looking for in the City, he is going to support this. ' -

Ms. Longstreet said she is still not happy with it.

Motion: to approve Land Use Variance File No. VAR 2020-11 to allow the required parking for the proposed
commercial use of the existing structure in a commercial land use district on Lots 52 and 53, Atiantic Beach
Subdivision, at 17 13" Street, to back onto and directly access the right-of-way of 13 Street. Moved by Ms.
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VIIL.

Odom, seconded by Mr. Pranis, nassed 6-1 by roll-call vote, with Mr. Kincaid, Ms. Odom, Mr. Einheuser, Mr. King,
Mr. Mitherz, and Mr. Pranis assenting, and Ms. Longstreet dissenting.

BOARD COMMENT

Ms. tangstreet said the Board is losing Mr. Mitherz, as this is his last meeting, and his is gaing ta be missed.

Mr. Mitherz said there is a good group here, everyone does their homework, so the Board is in good hands and
they will be all right without him.

Mr. Kincaid said they all owe Mr. Mitherz a debt for his leadership, mentorship, experience, and everything he's
presented and done for this Board over the years. He himself has learned a tremendous amount listening to Mr.
Mitherz, so on behalf of himself, this Board, and hopefully the City as well, he thanked Mr. Mitherz for his many
years of service as a Board member.

Mr. Mitherz thanked everyone and said he appreciates this very much,

Ms. Miller asked Mr. Kincaid if he would present to Mr. Mitherz a plague from the City in honor of his actual total
of 12 years of service on the Board, from December 2008 to November 2020. Mr. Mitherz's term does not formally

. expire untit 12:01 p,m. on November 17, 2020, but tonight's meeting will be the |ast meeting he will attend as a

Board memiber.

Mr. Kincaid presented Mr. Mitherz with the plague from the City, followed by a photograph taken by staff and
appiause from the Board members and the pubiic audience.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 8:36 p.m.

Kevin Kincaid, Chairperson

Lacey Pierotti, Recording Secretary

{THIS MEETING HAS BEEN RECORDED (N ITS ENTIRETY. THE RECORDING WILL BE KEPT OM FILE FOR THE REQUIRED RETENTION PERIGD. COMPLETE
ALIDIO/VIDEQ CAN BE OBTAINED BY CONTACTING THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE AT 904-471-2122.)
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COMMISSION REPORT

November 2020
TO: MAYOR/COMMISSIONERS
FROM; DANIEL P. CARSWELL, CHIEF OF POLICE

DEPARTMENT STATISTICS —October 26 - November 22

CALLS FOR SERVICE 672

OFFENSE REPORTS 54

CITATIONS ISSUED 57

LOCAL ORDINANCE CITATIONS 7

bDul 1

TRAFFIC WARNINGS 165

TRESSPASS WARNINGS 11

ANIMAL COMPLAINTS 5

ARRESTS 11
. Drug Possess- Control Substance W/O Prescription

Drug Posess- Possession of Methamphetamine

DUI

Drug Equip-Possess

Resisting Officer- Obstruct W/O violence

Flee/Elude Police at high speed

Moving Traffic Violation

Larceny- Petit Theft

Disorderly Conduct

S W TR E L Ty Xy X

ANIMAL CONTROL:
e St. Johns County Animal Control handled__ 5 complaints in St. Augustine Beach
area.

MONTHLY ACTIVITIES:
Activities canceled/limited due to COVID-19
e November 19" 7-9am: Coffee with a Cop at Starbucks/Publix location
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Date:
To:

From:

Subject:

MEMORANDUM

November 24, 2020

Max Royle, City Manager

Bill Tredik, P.E., Public Works Director

November 2020 - Public Works Monthly Report |

Funding Opportunities

Public Works is managing the following five (5) active grants:

City of St. Augustine Beach Vulnerability Assessment

Florida Resilient Coastlines Program - Resilience Planning Grant
Grant amount - $72,500; no match required

Status — Revenue agreement has been executed. Work is underway.

Mizell Pond Weir and Stormwater Pump Station

Districtwide Cost Share — St. Johns River Water Management District

Grant amount $632,000; FEMA HMGP money as match

Status — Revenue agreement has been executed. Bidding will commence upon
FEMA final approval.

Mizell Pond Weir and Stormwater Pump Station

HMGP grant — FEMA/FDEM

Grant amount $2.58 Million; SURWMD Districtwide Cost Share as match
Status — Awaiting Final FEMA Approval for Construction.

Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2A - Construction
Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program
Grant amount - $106,500; $35,500 match required
Status — The Grant Agreement has been executed.

Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2B - Design & Permitting
Coastal Partnership Initiative Grant — NOAA funded

Grant amount $25,000; $25,000 match required

Status — The Grant Agreement has been executed.
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — November 2020

Public Works has also applied for the following grants for Ocean Hammock Park:

» Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2B — Construction 2B(1)
Coastal Partnership Initiative Grant — NOAA funded
Grant amount $60,000; $60,000 match required
Status — Grant Applied for on 9/24/2020. Decision expected in May 2021

e Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2B - Construction 2B(2)
Florida Recreation Development Assistance Program
Grant amount - $200,000; $200,000 match required
Status - Grant Application Due 10/15/20. Decision expected in May 2021
Public Works will continue to explore grant opportunities for capital projects.

Maintenance Activities

Rights-of-way and Parkettes — Public Works continues to provide essential maintenance
services on rights-of-way and parkettes. Restrooms on 101 St. and A St. are open all day
and are regularly cleaned and disinfected to help reduce spread of COVID-19. Mowing
needs for rights-or-way and parkettes are decreasing as winter approaches. For the fall
and winter season, Public Works will focus on other functions such as beautification of
rights-of-way and parkettes and annual building and facility maintenance.

Splash Park — Splash Park and the adjacent children’s play area remains closed until
further notice to reduce the potential for transmission of the COVID-19 virus.

Mickler Boulevard Landscaping — Construction of landscaping improvements between
the sidewalk and the edge of pavement will be installed upon completion of resurfacing of
this section of roadway in the second quarter of FY21.

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.

CARES Funding — Public Works has received an additional sanitization fogging machine
and sanitization supplies through CARES funding. A new mini-split has also been installed
in the upstairs office at Public Works. Additional equipment anticipated to be received
through CARES funding in the next month includes, HYAC UV sanitization devices and
portable Air purifiers with UV sanitization.
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — November 2020

Lakeside Park Dock Repair [DESIGN] — Repair of Lakeside Park dock is anticipated to be
bid in early 2021. The dock will be closed for approximately two months during repair
activities.

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
stormwater pumps and improving the downstream conveyance. Phase 1 (design and
permitting) is complete and the city has received reimbursement from the Florida Division
of Emergency Management (FDEM). FDEM has submitted Phase 2 (construction) to
FEMA for final project approval. FEMA approval includes Tribal consultation and review by
the State Historic Preservation Officer. Comments from Tribal consultation are due in early
December. Bidding for construction will commence upon Phase 2 approval by FEMA.
FEMA will reimburse of 75% of the total construction cost, with the remaining 25% to be
funded by the St. Johns River Water Management District (SIRVWMD) FY2021 districtwide
cost-share program. Construction in anticipated to commence in early 2021.

Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2A [FINAL DESIGN] —Public Works is completing design of
Phase 2A improvements to Ocean Hammock Park. Phase 2A improvements include
handicap accessibie restrooms (including a sanitary lift station and force main), electrical
and lighting improvements, an outside shower, water/bottle fountain, an additional handicap
parking space in the parking lot, two (2) picnic areas near the parking lot, an informational
kiosk, a nature trail with interpretative signage, and handicap access to the existing beach
walkway. Construction is funded by park impact fees and a $106,500 grant from the Florida
Recreation Development Assistance Program (FRDAP). Construction is scheduled to
commence in early 2021 upon completion of design and permitting.

Ocean Hammock Park Phase 2B [DESIGN] — Public Works is beginning design and
permitting of Phase 2B of Ocean Hammock Park. Phase 2b includes additional parking and
improvements to the interior of the park including, a picnic pavilion, cbservation deck,
education center, additional trails with interpretative signage, bike and kayak storage, and
handicap accessible connection to phase 2A and to the existing beach walkway. Design
and permitting is funded by a park impact fees and a $25,000 grant from the Coastal
Partnership Initiative. Design will be completed in FY2021.

Vulnerability Assessment [UNDERWAY] — Work is underway on the vulnerability
assessment. The vulnerability assessment is to be conducted in three (3) phases, with the
1! phase being completed by year's end. Work will include data collection and analysis to
identify vulnerabilities to storm surge and extreme tides, updating the City's GIS drainage
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — November 2020

database, updating the City stormwater model, public outreach and involvement,
development of adaptation plan, including conceptual plans for projects which increase
resiliency. The final plan will be presented to the City Commission for approval and use in
developing future capital improvement plans.

11th Street Pipe Repair [DESIGN] — 11th Street is experiencing subsidence in several
locations due to leaks in existing pipe joints. Public works has installed temporary patches
to level and improve the safety and drivability of the roadway and is initiating design of
improvements which will be constructed in FY21. Design of improvements is underway.

Roadway Resurfacing [FINAL DESIGN] — Roadway resurfacing projects for FY21 are
under design and will begin construction in the 2™ quarter of the fiscal year. Planned roads
for resurfacing in FY21 include Mickler Boulevard, Oceanside Circle, Atlantic Alley, and
Tides End Drive. Paving on Tides End Drive and Mickler Boulevard is anticipated in early
2021, followed by Atlantic Alley. Pavement of Oceanside Circle will be last, due to the
need to improve drainage concurrently with paving.

Streets / Rights of Way / Drainage

Mickler Boulevard Ditch Cleaning 11" Street to A Street [UNDERWAY] - Public Works
has completed removal of vegetation from the Mickler Boulevard Ditch between 11t Street
and A Street. Removal of accreted muck will take place in FY2021

Ocean Walk Drainage Interim Improvements [UNDERWAY] — Public Works has
advertised for bids for a trailer-mounted stormwater pump fo allow stormwater in the Lee
Drive area to be pumped into the Mickler Boulevard drainage system. The bid opening for
the stormwater pump is scheduled for November 30, 2020. Publiic Works will install the
remainder of the interim improvements upon receipt of the backflow prevention device from
the supplier.

Ocean Walk Drainage Study [RFQ}] — Public works has advertised a request for
qualifications (RFQ) to conduct a drainage study of the Ocean Walk watershed. Responses
to the RFQ are in early December, 2020. The consultants will be ranked based upon their
qualifications, and staff will bring the ranking to the commission for approval and
authorization to begin negotiations with the highest ranked firm.

Oceanside Circle Drainage [DESIGN] — Survey and geotechnical investigation is
underway on Oceanside Circle to determine options for improving drainage in the area.
Design and permitting will follow with construction planned for mid-2021. Paving of
Oceanside Circle will be done after installation of drainage improvements.
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Public Works Department
Monthly Report — November 2020

Street Lighting

o Seven (7) new streetlights have been installed at unlit intersections along S.R. A1A.
Public Works is coordinating with FPL to install one (1) additional streetlight at the
Sevilla Street intersection.

e FPL is proceeding with ten (10). new streetlights at poorly lit locations along A1A
Beach Boulevard.

o Staff has coordinated with FPL regarding appropriate LED lamp types for various
locations throughout the City and is developing a phased plan for conversion to LED
fixtures. Staff will presenting the phased conversion plan to the Commission in
2021.

Holiday Lighting — Public Works has installed holiday lighting and decorations for the
current holiday season. Public Works is also preparing decoration concepts for the FY22
holiday season, when FPL will no longer allow fixtures to draw power from their poles.

Electric Vehicle Charging Station — The city is awaiting a contract from NovaCharge,

LLC for the installation and operation of the electric vehicle charging station. The contract
is anticipated to come to the City commission for approval in January, 2021.
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MEMORANDUM

TO: MAX ROYLE, CITY MANAGER

FROM: PATTY DOUYLLIEZ, FINANCE DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: MONTHLY REPORT

DATE: 11/24/2020

Finance

The first month of the new year financials have been finalized and with 8.33% of the year completed, our
expenses are at 7.3%. We will continue to monitor the monthly financials to ensure we are meeting our budget.

Communications and Events

Melinda has been working diligently to make sure our Light Up the Beachd events are successful. Our
first event is happening Saturday, November 28" with the art walk. Attached is a copy of the event schedule
for the holiday season.

Technology
The IT Staff has no updates currently
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4:0U P.M. — 3:00 P.M. — Pope Koad to A Street - Come take a stroll down AlA Beach Boulevard and visit our local artists
in various locations including our parkettes as well as outside our local businesses. In association with the Art Studio of
St. Augustine Beach, this event will feature artists and artisans with many diverse items from paintings, photography,
prints, pottery, scuilpture, jewelry and stained glass. Offerings include many holiday themed pieces as well as affordable
gift items. All handmade, all local. Many local businesses are offering something special during the event, from hosting
artists, special sales, and even entertainment, there is something for everyone.

4:UU P.M, = 70U P.MV1. = 3t. Augustine Beach Pier Park - Put on by the St. Augustine Beach Civic Association, this annual
event is a family favorite. Featuring the lighting of the St. Augustine Beach Christmas tree, the event will also have Santa
Claus and a balloon twister for children of all ages to enjoy! Several vendors will have arts & crafts including holiday
themed gifts. For information contact 904-347-8007.

4:0U F.MW. — 3:3U P.WV. — 3T. AUgUsTIne seacn Pier Park - Bring the whole family to the first annual Holiday Market at the
Pier. Stroll through the market where you will find local vendors with offerings for everyone on your holiday gift list. The
market will offer gift wrapping for your one-of-a-kind purchases. Capture the family fun in our Grinchy-themed photo
booth, discover delicious treats to take home, all while enjoying the vibrant light displays at Pier Park. The event is put
on in association with the Wednesday Pier Farmers Market.

4:UU F. M. — 5:UU F.V1. — FOPE KDaa T0 A dreet - Lome take a stroll down A1A Beach Boulevard and visit our local artists
in various locations including our parkettes as well as outside our local businesses. In association with the Art studio of
St. Augustine Beach, this event will feature artists and Artisans with many diverse items to offer from paintings,
photography, prints, pottery, sculpture, jewelry and stained glass. Offering many holiday themed pieces as well as
affordable gift items. All handmade, all local. Many local businesses are offering something special during the event,
from hosting artists, special sales, and even entertainment, there is something for everyone.

Contact Melinda Conlon, Communications & Events Coordinator for more information
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November 18, 2020
04:47 PM

CITY OF 5T, AUGUSTINE BEACH
check Register By Check Date

Page No: 1

Range of Checking

Report Type: A11 Checks

Accts: First to Last

Range of Check Dates: 10/01/20 to 10/31/20
Report Format: Detail

Check Type: Computer: Y

Manual: Y Dir Deposit: ¥

Check # Check Date vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO #  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract  Ref Seq Acct
001TDOPERATING
43751 10/09/20  ADVANQL0 ADVANCED DISPOSAL SERVICES 10/31/20 1560
20-02264 1 RECYCLE CONTRACT FEES SEP-20 11,215.48 001-3400-534-3400 Expenditure 51 1
GARBAGE
43752 10/09/20  ADVAPOL0 ADVANCE AUTO PARTS 10/31/20 1560
20-02251 1 VEWICLE #112 WIPER BLADES (01-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 43 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00030 1 VEHICLE CLEANING SUPPLIES 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43753 10/09/20  AFLACO0S AFLAC 10/31/20 1560
20-02265 1 PREMIUMS SEP-20 465.24  001-229-2100 G/L 2 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
43754 10/09/20  AMERICI0 AMERICAN CROSSROADS APPAREL (O 10/31/20 1560
20-02244 1 BLDG UNIFORMS 206.00 001-2400-524-5210 Expenditure 3 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
43755 10/09/20  ASCAP010 ASCAP 10/31/20 1560
21-00005 1 MUSIC LICENSE 367.76 001-7200-572-4832 Expenditure 5 1
PARKS AND REC
43756 10/09/20  BETTY010 BETTY GRIFFIN CENTER 10/31/20 1560
20-02237 1 EVENT BOND REFUND-CS#3489 300,00 001-220-0000 G/L 29 1
Deposits for Events
43757 10/09/20  BOZARO10 BOZARD FORD COMPANY 10/31/20 1560
21-00011 1 VEHICLE #103 REPAIR 587.53 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 62 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43758 10/09/20 --COLONO10 COLONIAL SUPPLEMENTAL INSURANC 10/31/20 1560
21-00021 1 SUPPLEMENTAL INS PREM OCT-20 572,28 001-229-2100 G/L 771
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
43759 10/09/20  CRAFTOIO CRAFT'S TROPHIES & AWARDS INC 10/31/20 1560
20-02250 1 PLAQUES 001-2100-521-5290 . Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00022 1 NAMEPLATE AND PLAQUE 001-1100-511-4930 Expenditure 1
LEGISLATIVE
100.00
43760 10/09/20  CSAB-030 CSAB - POLICE EDUCATION FUND 10/31/20 1560
20-02243 1 PE FROM FINES 127.68 001-351-500 Revenue B 1
court Fines
43761 10/09/20 DEBOROLO DEBORAH K CHRISTOPHER 10/31/20 1560
20-02245 1 SEP-20 PAYROLL 72 HOURS 2,160.00 001-2100-521-3400 Expenditure 37 01

LAW ENFORCEMENT
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November 18, 2020
04:47 pM

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH
Check Register By Check Dpate

Page No: 2

Check # Check Date vendor

Reconciled/Void Ref Num

PROT INSPECTIONS

-44 -

PO#  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type  Contract  Ref Seq Acct
. 001TDOPERATING Continued
43762 10/08/20 DGGTADLQ DGG UNIFORMS & WORK APPAREL 10/31/20 1560
20-02239 1 PD UNIFORM POLOS 162.00 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 311
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02248 1 UNIFORM INSIGNIA 326.00 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 0 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
488.00
43763 10/09/20 pIvIS030 DIVISION OF MOTORIST SERVICES 10731720 1560
21-00004 1 REPLACEMENT CONFIDENTIAL TAG 31,95 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 4 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43764 10/09/20  EDCOADQS EDCO AWARDS & SPECTALTIES 10/31/20 1560
20-02246 1 AWARD 110.62 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure ¥ 01
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43765 10/09/20  EVIDEQI0 EVIDENT INC 10/31/20 1560
20-02247 1 GLOVES 40.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 39 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43766 10/09/20  FIRST(70 FIRST BANKCARD 10/09/20 voID 0
43767 10/09/20  FIRSTO70 FIRST BANKCARD 10/09/20 voID 0
43768 10/09/20  FIRSTO70 FIRST BANKCARD 10/31/20 1560
20-02198 1 VET DENTIST k9 KILO 2,226.66 001-2100-521-4640 Expenditure 1 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02216 1 AMAZON-BLDG PAPER ROLLS 50.99 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 2 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02217 1 AMAZON-PD PENS 10.00 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure I 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT _
20-02218 1 AMAZON-PD OFFICE SUPPLIES 19.95  001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 4 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02219 1 AMAZON-PD OFFICE SUPPLIES 7.36 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02220 1 AMAZON-PD VEH#114 FLOOR MATS 110.98 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 6 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02221 1 AMAZON-PD LEGAL PAPER 12.99 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 71
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02222 1 AMAZON-PD FLAG AWARDS 179.90  001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 8 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02223 1 AMAZON-PD LAPTCP CABLE 40.63 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 9 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02224 1 AMAZON-PD FLAG CASE 179.90 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 10 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02225 1 READYREFRESH-BLDG WATER 55.96 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 1 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02226 1 TCC BLDG PERMIT TECH 219.00 (001-2400-524-5430 Expenditure 2 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02227 1 TRI-STATE CONSULT-BLDG PERMIT 111,95 001-2400-524-5430 Expenditure 13 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02228 1 ICC-BLDG ENERGY INSPECTOR 219.00 001-2400-524-5430 Expenditure 14 1
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November 18, 2020

04:47 pm

CITY OF 5T.

AUGUSTINE BEACH

Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 3

Check # Check Date vendor

Reconciled/void Ref Num

PO #  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account . Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
001TDOPERATING Continued
43768 FIRST BANKCARD Continued
20-02229 1 FACE-BLDG RECERT 50.00 001-2400-524-5420 Expenditure 15 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02230 1 FGFOA DUES-P DOUYLLIEZ 50.00 001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure % 1
FINANCE
20-02231 1 ZoOM-COVID VIRTUAL MEETG S¥C 16.58 001-1100-511-5290 Expenditure 17 1
LEGISLATIVE
20-02232 1 ETSY-PD AWARD ITEM 33.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 18 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02233 1 SIC TAX-BLDG VEH#26 TAG 120.4% 001-2400-524-6410 Expenditure 9 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02259 1 CHEWY-PD K-9 KILO FOOD 55.09 (01-2100-521-4640 Expenditure 47 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02261 1 EMBASSY SUITES-ACCREDITATION 297.00 001-2100-521-5440 Expenditure 49 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
4,067.43
43769 10/00/20  FLAGLO30 FLAGLER CARE CENTER 10/31/20 1560
20-02240 1 DRUG SCREENS/PHYSICAL 669.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 321
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43770 10/08/20  FLORI170 FLORIDA JANITOR & PAPER SUPPLY 10/31/20 1560
21-00026 1 COVID JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 195.00 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 86 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00026 2 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 565.11 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 87 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
760.11
43771 10/09/20  FLORT180 FLORIDA LEAGUE OF CITIES, INC. 10/31/20 1560
21-00033 1 MEMBERSHIP FyZl 924,00 001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure 95 1
FINANCE
43772 10/09/20  FLORI1S0 FLORIDA MUNICIPAL INSUR TRUST 10/31/20 1560
21-00023 1 INSURANCE PREMIUM OCT-20 56,104,57 001-155-0000 G/L 51
Prepaid Items
43773 10/09/20  FLORI230 FLORIDA POLICE CHIEFS ASSOCIAT 10/31/20 1560
21-00006 1 FPCA MEMB DUES 10/1/20-9/30/21 210.00 001-2100-521-5420 Expenditure 5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43774 10/09/20  FLORI250 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 10/31/20 1560
20-02234 1 ELECTRICITY 114.77 001-1900-519-4310 Expenditure 0 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL :
20-02234 2 ELECTRICITY 128.01 001-3400-534-4310 Expenditure a1 1
GARBAGE
20-02234 3 ELECTRICITY 198.66 (001-131-1000 G/L 2 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-02235 1 ELECTRICITY 25.61 001-7200-572-4310 Expenditure 23 1
PARKS AND REC
20-02235 2 ELECTRICITY 23.44 (01-7200-572-4310 Expenditure 4 1

PARKS AND REC
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(0LTDOPERATING Continued
43774 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY Continued
20-02235 3 ELECTRICITY 652,92 001-1900-519-4310 Expenditure 25 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02235 4 ELECTRICITY 435,29 001-2400-524-4310 Expenditure 26 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02235 5 ELECTRICITY 799.19 001-2100-521-4310 Expenditure 271
LAW ENFORCEMENT
2,377.89
43775 10/09/20  FLORT440 FLORIDA NOTARY SERVICE 10/31/20 1560
21-00007 1 NOTARY RENEWAL - D FITZGERALD 94.95 001-1300-513-5420 - Expenditure 57 1
FINANCE
43776 10/09/20  FOPLODOS FOP LODGE 113 1560
21-00019 1 MEMBERSHIP DUES - BRYAN WRIGHT 8.34 001-229-1000 G/L 71 1
Miscellaneous Deductions
43777 10/09/20  GALLSOL0 GALLS LLC 10/31/20 1560
20-02249 1 UNIFORM-HARRELL 143.95  001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure i1 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43778 10/09/20  GRIFFDOS GRIFFIN SERVICE 10/31/20 1560
20-02238 1 PD LADIES BATHROOM 404,30 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 30 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43779 10/09/20  HAGANOZ0 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 10/31/20 1560
21-00014 1 HOZE NOZZLE 4.59 001-2100-521-4510 Expenditure b5 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00027 1 PWD TRASH CaAN 14.99 001-1900-519-5290 Expenditure 88 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00027 2 SPLASH PARK SUPPLIES 41.72  001-7200-572-5290 Expenditure 89 1
PARKS AND REC
61.30
43780 10/09/20  INNOVOLS INNOVATIVE CREDIT SOLUTIONS 10/31/20 1560
21-00031 1 CREDIT CHECK MEMBERSHIP 75.00 001-2100-521-5420 Expenditure 93 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43781 10/09/20  INSTIQI0 INSTITUTE OF POLICE TECHNOLOGY - 10/31/20 1560
21-00012 1 INTERNAL AFFAIR TRAIN-HARRELL 895,00 001-2100-521-5430 Expenditure 63 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43782 10/09/20  KATHIOOS KATHI M HARRELL 10/31/20 1560
21-00013 1 REIMBURSE-COMPUTER HARD DRIVE 54,93 001-2100-521-5280 Expenditure 64 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43783 10/09/20  LEADSO0S5 LEADSONLINE 10/31/20 1560
21-00003 1 LEADS ONLINE 10/15/20-10/14/21 2,128.00 001-2100-521-4930 Expenditure 5 1

LAW ENFORCEMENT
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001TDOPERATING Continued
43784 10/09/20  NATIO090 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION _ 10/31/20 1560
21-00020 1 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 1,914.52  001-235-0000 G/L 1
Deferred Compensation
43785 10/09/20  NORTHOZ0 NORTHEAST FLA LEAGUE OF CITIES 10/31/20 1560
21-00010 1 MEMBER DUES 10/1/20-9/30/21 100.00 001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure 61 1
FINANCE
43786 10/09/20  PINNAQOS PINNACLE PUBLIC FINANCE, INC 10/31/20 1560
21-00008 1 VEHICLE LEASE 26,577.06 001-1700-517-7100 Expenditure 58 1
21-00008 2 VEHICLE LEASE 1,699.63 001-1700-517-7200 Expenditure 59 1
28,276.69
43787 10/09/20 PIPPROL0 PIP PRINTING 10/31/20 1560
20-02253 1 BUSINESS CARDS-CARSWELL/JENSEN 201,00 001-2100-521-4700 Expenditure 45 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43788 10/09/20  PRIDEQ30 PRIDE ENTERPRISES 10/31/20 1560
21-00032 1 TARGETBACKS FOR TRAINING 216.52 001-2100-521-5430 Expenditure 9 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43789 10/09/20  PRSRAOQS PRS RACE TIMING LLC 10/31/20 1560
20-02254 1 RETURN EVENT DEPOSIT 300.00 001-220-0000 G/L 6 1
Deposits for Events
43790 10/09/20  SAFET020 SAFETY PRODUCTS, INC. 10/31/20 1560
21-00025 1 GLOVES 410,40 001-3400-534-5290 Expenditure 8 1
GARBAGE
43791 10/09/20  SIRCHOOS SIRCHIE FINGERPRINT LABS 10/31/20 1560
20-02241 1 TEST KIT 154.50 001-2100-521-5230 Expeniture 33 01
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43792 10/09/20  SMITHO1Q SMITH BROS. PEST CONTROL 10/31/20 1560
21-00015 1 PEST CONTROL OCT-20 25.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 66 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00015 2 PEST CONTROL 0CT-20 52.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure & 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00015 3 PEST CONTROL OCT-20 30.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 8 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00015 4 PEST CONTROL OCT-20 52.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 6 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00015 5 PEST CONTROL OCT-20 25.00 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure w1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
184,00
43793 10/09/20  STAUG225 ST AUGUSTINE TIRE & TOWING 10/31/20 1560
20-02252 1 VEHICLE #103 Tow 45,00 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 4 1

LAW ENFORCEMENT
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O0LTDOPERATING Continued
43794 10/09/20  STIOHOL0 ST JOHNS COUNTY CHAMBER OF COM 10/31/20 1560
21-00009 1 BUSINESS BUILDER MEMBERSHIP 700,00 001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure 60 1
FINANCE
43795 10/09/20  SUNLIOL0 SUN LIFE FINANCIAL 10/31/20 1560
21-00024 1 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 4,56 001-1200-512-2300 Expenditure 7% 1
EXECUTIVE
21-00024 2 LIFE TNSURANCE PREM NOV-20 63.91 001-1300-513-2300 Expenditure o1
FINANCE
21-00024 3 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 14,15 001-1500-515-2300 Expenditure 1
COMP PLANNING
21-00024 4 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 40.35 001-1900-519-2300 Expenditure %1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00024 5 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 219.12 001-2100-521-2300 Expenditure 80 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00024 6 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 40,63 001-2400-524-2300 Expenditure 81 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
21-00024 7 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 45,01 001-3400-534-2300 Expenditure 22 1
GARBAGE
21-00024 8 LIFE INSURANCE PREM NOV-20 69.84 001-131-1000 6/L 83 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
21-00024 9 LIFE INSURANCE PREM Nov-20 407,61 001-229-2100 6/L 84 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
805,18
43796 10/09/20  TARABOOS TARA BARNETT 10/31/20 1560
21-00029 1 AWARDS FOR ANNUAL BANQUET 525.00 001-2100-521-5240 Expenditure 91 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43797 10/09/20  THEBADDS THE BANCORP BANK 10/31/20 1560
20-02260 1 VEHICLE LEASES #128 & #114 §14.49 001-2100-521-4431 Expenditure 8 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43798 10/09/20  TICHY(L0 WAYNE TICHY 10/31/20 1560
21-00028 1 REIMBURSE CDL LICENSE RENEWAL 95.25 001-3400-534-5200 Expenditure 9 1
GARBAGE
43799 10/09/20  TOMNEC10 TOM NEHL TRUCK COMPANY 10/31/20 1560
20-02236 1 VEHICLE #75 BRAKE LIGHT SWITCH 106.45 001-3400-534-4630 Expenditure 28 1
GARBAGE
43800 10/09/20 VERIZ010 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/31/20 1560
20-02262 1 PD CELL PHONES 869,65 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 0 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43801 10/09/20  WATERD1S WATERLOGIC 10/31/20 1560
20-02242 1 WATER SYSTEM SERVICE 49,99 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure ¥ o1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43802 10/23/20  ADVAPO10 ADVANCE AUTO PARTS 10/31/20 1564
21-00049 1 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 80 1

BRAKE LIGHT VEH#112 0.60

LAW ENFORCEMENT
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(01TDOPERATING Continued
43802 ADVANCE AUTO PARTS Continued
21-00087 1 CAR WASH 5.97 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 132 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
6.57
43803 10/23/20  ALLWEQOS ALL WEATHER CONTRACTORS 10/31/20 1564
21-00045 1 REFUND-CANCEL PERMIT 94,74 001-202-4000 6/L 7% 1
Accounts Payable - Other
43804 10/23/20  ARCHIOOS ARCHIVESOCTAL 10/31/20 1564
21-00075 1 ARCHIVE STANDARD 399 4,788.00 001-1100-511-5280 Expenditure 03 1
LEGISLATIVE
43805 10/23/20  ATLANQ4Q ATLANTIC DODGE-CHRYSLER-JEEP 10/31/20 1564
21-00085 1 VEHICLE #116 MAINTENANCE 76.04 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 130 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43806 10/23/20 BOZARD10 BOZARD FORD COMPANY 10/31/20 1564
20-02274 1 VEHICLE #66 MAINTENANCE 58.81 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 15 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00047 1 VEHICLE #105 MATNTENANCE 235.08 001-2100-521-4630 Expenditure 81
LAW ENFORCEMENT
293.89
43807 10/23/20  BUILD015 BUILDERS STAINLESS.COM 1564
21-00051 1 SPLASH PARK MAINT SUPPLIES 7.60 001-7200-572-5290 Expenditure 133 1
PARKS AND REC
21-00051 2 10TH ST RESTRM MAINT SUPPLIES 12.33  001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 83 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
19.93
43808 10/23/20  CANONOLO CANON FINANCTAL SERVICES 10/31/20 1564
20-02283 1 CANON LEASE & USAGE 125.00 001-2400-524-4430 Expenditure o1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02283 2 CANON LEASE & USAGE 67.51 001-2400-524-4700 Expenditure 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02283 3 CANON LEASE & USAGE 125.00 001-2100-521-4430 Expenditure I 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02283 4 CANON LEASE & USAGE 92.17  001-2100-521-4700 Expenditure 37 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
_20-02283 5 CANON LEASE & USAGE 125.00 001-1300-513-4430- Expenditure 8 1
FINANCE
20-02283 6 CANON LEASE & USAGE 95.92 001-1300-513-4700 Expenditure 39 1
FINANCE
20-02283 7 CANON LEASE & USAGE 47.84 001-1900-519-4430 Expenditure 0 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02283 8 CANON LEASE & USAGE 53.36  001-3400-534-4430 Expenditure 41 1
GARBAGE
20-02283 9 CANON LEASE & USAGE 82.80 001-131-1000 G/L 2 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-02283 10 CANON LEASE & USAGE 3.61 001-1900-519-5100 Expenditure 3 1

QTHER GOVERNMENTAL
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001 TDOPERATING Continued
43808 CANON FINANCIAL SERVICES Continued
20-02283 11 CANON LEASE & USAGE 4,03 001-3400-534-5100 Expenditure 4 1
GARBAGE
20-02283 13 CANON LEASE & USAGE 6.27 001-131-1000 G/L 45 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
828.51
43809 10/23/20  CHARLOOS CHARLES ROTH 1564
21-00042 1 REFUND-COMM TRASH CAN EXCHANGE 40.62 001-369-900 Revenue 0 1
Other Miscellaneous Revenues
43810 10/23/20  CLERK020 CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT 10/31/20 1564
20-02277 1 FILING FEES SEP-20 40,00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 13 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00046 1 CITATION SABPO1226-FINLEY 53.00 001-354-300 Revenue 701
Ordinance violation Fines
98.00 :
43811 10/23/20  CLINEQL0 BRUCE CLINE 1564
21-00083 1 REIMB-K9 SEMINAR LUNCHES #x$10 40.00 001-2100-521-4000 Expentiture 128 1
LAY ENFORCEMENT
43812 10/23/20  COMCACLS COMCAST 10/31/20 1564
21-00048 1 CABLE TV NEWS QCT-20 65.40 001-2100-521-4330 Expenditure 135 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43813 10/23/20  CONTIO10 CONTINENTAL AUTO/TRUCK SERVICE 10/31/20 1564
20-02286 1 VEHICLE #76 REPAIR 431.45  001-3400-534-4630 Expenditure 1
GARBAGE
43814 10/23/20  CRAFTOL0 CRAFT'S TROPHIES & AWARDS INC 10/31/20 1564
21-00065 1 NAME PLATE-CARSWELL 12.00 001-1100-511-4990 Expenditure 9%5 1
LEGISLATIVE
21-00077 1 BANQUET AWARDS 105.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 112 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
207.00
43815 10/23/20  DOUGLOOS DOUGLAS LAW FIRM 10/31/20 1564
21-00082 1 LEGAL OCT-20 6,000.00 001-1300-513-3100 - Expenditure 127 1
FINANCE
43816 10/23/20  FEDERQOS FEDERAL EASTERN INTERNATIONAL ' 10/31/20 1564
20-02281 1 VEST - MCNETT 1,362.14 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 33 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43817 10/23/20  FLGISDOS FLGISA 1564
21-00066 1 RENEW ANNUAL MEMBERSHIP 200.00  001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure % 1
FINANCE
43818 10/23/20 FLORIO20 FLORIDA ASSOC OF CITY CLERKS 10/31/20 1564
21-00068 1 FACC MEMBERSHIP - RADDATZ ' 75.00 001-1300-513-5420 Expenditure 134 1

FINANCE

-50-


https://1,362.14
https://6,000.00

November 18, 2020

04:47 P

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH
Check Register By check Date

Page No: 9

Check # Check Date vendor

Reconciled/void Ref wum

Miscellaneous Deductions

-51-

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract Ref Seg Acct
* O0LTDOPERATING continued
43819 10/23/20  FLORIL70 FLORIDA JANITOR & PAPER SUPPLY 10/31/20 1564
21-00053 1 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 35.60 001-1900-519-5290 EXpenditure 8 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43820 10/23/20  FLORI190 FLORIDA MUNICIPAL INSUR TRUST 1564
21-00078 1 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 6,929.56 001-229-2000 G/L 113 1
Health Insurance-Employee Portion
21-00078 2 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 2,860.63 001-229-2100 TG 14 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
21-00078 3 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 650.57 001-1200-512-2300 Expenditure 5 1
EXECUTIVE
21-00078 4 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 5,439,87 001-1300-513-2300 Expenditure 16 1
FINANCE
21-00078 5 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 991.96 001-1500-515-2300 Expenditure 17 1
COMP PLANNING
21-00078 & 1INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 3,728.13 001-1900-519-2300 Expenditure 18 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00078 7 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOv-20 2,906.29 (001-2400-524-2300 Expenditure 19 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
21-00078 8 1INSURANCE PREMIUM Nov-20 4,575.43 001-3400-534-2300 Expenditure 20 1
GARBAGE
21-00078 9 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOV-20 2,202.98 001-7200-572-2300 Expenditure 1 1
PARKS AND REC
21-00078 10 INSURANCE PREMIUM NOv-20 6,439.48 001-131-1000 G/L 122 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
21-00078 11 1INSURANCE PREMIUM NOv-20 19,428.59 001-2100-521-2300 Expenditure 23 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
56,153.49
43821 10/23/20  FLORI330 FLORIDA SHORE & BEACH ~ 1564
21-00038 1 MEMBERSHIP DUES 500.00 001-1100-511-5420 Expenditure 57 1
LEGISLATIVE
43822 10/23/20  FLORI39S FLORIDA U C FUND 10/31/20 1564
20-02278 1 REEMPLOYMENT TAX 96.74 001-1900-519-2500 Expenditure 19 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02278 2 REEMPLOYMENT TAX 107.91 001-3400-534-2500 Expenditure 20 1
GARBAGE
20-02278 3 REEMPLOYMENT TAX 167.46 001-131-1000 G/L a1 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
372.11
43823 10/23/20  FLOWEOLD FLOWERS BY SHIRLEY INC 10/31/20 1564
21-00036 1 FUNERAL DISH GARDEN-RADDATZ 84,95 001-1300-513-5290 Expenditure 5% 1
FINANCE
43824 10/23/20  FOPLODOS FOP LODGE 113 . 1564
21-00069 1 MEMBERSHIP DUES - BRYAN WRIGHT 8.34 001-229-1000 G/L 9% 1
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(001TDOPERATING Continued
43825 10/23/20  GALLSO10 GALLS LLC 10/31/20 1564
20-02275 1 UNIFORM ITEMS-JENSEN 26.54  001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure o 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02276 1 UNIFORM ITEMS-JENSEN 127.41 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 17 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
153.95
43826 10/23/20  GTDISOOS GT DISTRIBUTORS 10/31/20 1564
21-00039 1 UNIFORM BELT - HARRELL 68.75 001-2100-521-5210 Expenditure 8 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43827 10/23/20  HAGANO20 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 10/31/20 1564
21-00079 1 I0TH STREET RESTROOM SUPPLIES 56.07 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 124 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43828 10/23/20  HOMEDOL0 HOME DEPOT 10/31/20 1564
21-00054 1 STRIPING SUPPLIES-PD PARK LOT 57.41 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 86 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00081 1 10TH ST RESTROOM SUPPLIES 28.97 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 26 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
86.38
43829 10/23/20  INDIADI0 INDIANHEAD EXPLORATION, LLC 10/31/20 1564
20-02280 1 Sw DISPOSAL FEES SEP-20 1,985.80 001-3400-534-4940 Expenditure R 1
GARBAGE
43830 10/23/20  LEGALO0S LEGALSHIELD 10/31/20 1564
21-00071 1 PREPAID LEGAL 15.95 001-229-2100 G/L 100 1
Insurance-Other Employee Paid
43831 10/23/20  LVHIEQLQ L.V. HIERS INC. 10/31/20 1564
21-00043 1 596 GAL DIESEL FUEL 1,068.63 001-141-0000 G/L 11
Inventories - Fuel
21-00043 2 402 GAL UNLEADED 87 OCTANE 750.45 (001-141-0000 G/L 1
Inventories - Fuel
21-00076 1 355 GAL DIESEL FUEL 671.97 001-141-0000 G/L 1 1
Inventories - Fuel
21-00076 2 293 GAL REGULAR 87 OCTANE 555.24  001-141-0000 G/L 11 1
___ TInventories - Fuel
3,046.29
43832 10/23/20  MARIOO10 MARIOTTI'S 1564
20-02284 1 UNIFORM DRYCLEAN SVC SEP-20 140.67 001-2100-521-5210 " Expenditure 6 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43333 10/23/20  MICHA04() MICHAEL STAUFFER, ARCHITECT LL 1564
20-02056 1 OCEAN HAMMOCK PARK RESTROOMS 675.00 001-7200-572-6320 Expenditure 1 1
PARKS AND REC
43834 10/23/20  MICRO010 MICROSOFT 10/31/20 1564
20-02215 1 EQP2 MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 1,344.00 001-1103-511-5290 Expenditure 2 1

LEGISLATIVE
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001TDOPERATING Continued
43834 MICROSOFT Continued
20-02215 2 EOP2 MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 96.00 001-1300-513-5290 Expenditure 31
FINANCE
20-02215 3 EOPZ MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 96.00 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 4 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02215 4 EOP2 MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 96.00 001-3400-534-5290 Expenditure 5 1
GARBAGE
20-02215 5 EOP2 MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 96.00 001-131-1000 G/L 6 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-02215 6 EQP2 MICROSOFT OFFICE LICENSE 96.00 001-2400-524-5290 . Expenditure 71
PROT INSPECTIONS
1,824.00
43835 10/23/20  NATIO090 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION 10/31/20 1564
21-00070 1 DEFERRED (OMPENSATICN 1,914.52 001-235-0000 G/L 99 1
Deferred Compensation
43836 10/23/20  NEXTROQS NEXTRAN 10/31/20 1564
21-00052 1 FUEL ADDITIVE 87.00 001-3400-534-5220 Expenditure 84 1
GARBAGE
43837 10/23/20  OHLINOOS OHLIN SALES INC/0SI BATTERIES 10/31/20 1564
21-00086 1 BATTERIES 62.42 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 131 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43838 10/23/20  PATCHOOS PATCH PLAQUES & MORE 10/31/20 1564
21-00050 1 DESK PLATE - ADERHOLD 65.45 001-2100-521-52%0 Expenditure 81 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43839 10/23/20  PUBLIO20 PUBLIX 10/31/20 1564
21-00037 1 R GRAY-30 YEAR ANNIV 112.03 001-1100-511-4990 Expenditure 5 1
LEGISLATIVE
43840 10/23/20  QuUADIOOS QUADIENT LEASING USA INC 10/31/20 1564
21-00044 1 MAIL MACINE LEASE 11/5-2/4/21 99,21 001-1300-513-4430 Expenditure 7301
FINANCE
21-00044 2 MAIL MACINE LEASE 11/5-2/4/21 27.06 001-2100-521-4430 Expenditure 7401
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00044 3 MAIL MACINE LEASE 11/5-2/4/21 ._ 54.12  001-2400-524-4430 Expenditure 7501
PROT INSPECTIONS
180.39
43841 10/23/20  QUILLO10 QUILL LLC 10/31/20 1564
21-00040 1 OFFICE SUPPLIES 37.6%  001-1300-513-5100 " Expenditure 59 1
FINANCE
21-00040 2 OFFICE SUPPLIES 147.18  001-2400-524-5230 Expenditure 60 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
21-00040 3 OFFICE SUPPLIES §0.38 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 1 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00040 4 OFFICE SUPPLIES 6.51 001-1900-519-5100 Expenditure B 1

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
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Q0LTDOPERATING Continued
43841 QUILL LLC Continued
21-00040 5 OFFICE SUPPLIES 7.99 001-3400-534-5100 Expenditure 63 1
GARBAGE
21-00040 6 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3.84 001-7200-572-5290 Expenditure 6 1
PARKS AND REC
21-00040 7 OFFICE SUPPLIES 11.26 001-131-1000 G/L 6 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
21-00041 1 OFFICE SUPPLIES 27.14  001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 66 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00041 2 OFFICE SUPPLIES 24.96 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 7 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00041 3 OFFICE SUPPLIES 12.74 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 68 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00041 4 OFFICE SUPPLIES 12.74  001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 69 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
372.483
43842 10/23/20  SHERWOL0 SHERWIN WILLIAMS 1564
21-00080 1 10TH ST RESTROOM SUPPLIES 156.45 001-1900-519-4610 Expenditure 25 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
43843 10/23/20  STADVOLQ STAPLES 10/31/20 1564
21-00064 1 OFFICE SUPPLIES 508.32 001-1300-513-5100 . Expenditure 87 1
FINANCE
21-00064 2 OFFICE SUPPLIES 118.86 001-2400-524-5100 Expenditure 8 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
21-00064 3 OFFICE SUPPLIES 200,23 001-2100-521-5100 Expenditure 8% 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00064 4 OFFICE SUPPLIES 34,20 001-2100-521-5230 Expenditure 9 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00064 5 OFFICE SUPPLIES 19.53  001-1900-519-5100 Expenditure 91 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00064 6 OFFICE SUPPLIES 23.97 001-3400-534-5100 Expenditure g2 1
GARBAGE
21-00064 7 OFFICE SUPPLIES 11,54 001-7200-572-5290 Expenditure % 1
PARKS AND REC
21-00064 9 OFFICE SUPPLIES 33.72 001-131-1000 G/L 94 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
950.37
43844 10/23/20  STAUGLIO ST AUGUSTINE RECORD 10/31/20 1564
20-02269 1 LEGAL ADVERTISING 94.24  001-2400-524-4810 Expenditure 0 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02270 1 LEGAL ADVERTISING 80.78 001-1300-513-4810 Expenditure n 1
FINANCE
20-02271 1 LEGAL ADVERTIZING 592.35 001-1300-513-4810 ~ Expenditure L 1
FINANCE
20-02272 1 LEGAL ADVERTISING 578.89 001-1300-513-4810 Expenditure 13 1
FINANCE
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O01TDOPERATING Continued
43844 ST AUGUSTINE RECORD Continued
20-02273 1 LEGAL ADVERTISING 219,89 001-1500-515-4810 Expenditure 14 1
COMP PLANNING
1,566.15
43845 10/23/20  STIOHL10 ST, JOHNS COUNTY SOLID WASTE 1564
20-02268 1 DISPOSAL FEES SEP-20 13,530.34  001-3400-534-4940 Expenditure § 1
GARBAGE
43846 10/23/20  STIOH140 ST. JOHNS COUNTY UTILITY DEPAR 10/31/20 1564
20-02279 1 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 112.80 001-2100-521-4320 Expenditure 2 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02279 2 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 59.80 001-1900-519-4320 Expenditure 23 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02279 3 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 06.81 001-3400-534-4320 Expenditure 4 1
GARBAGE
20-02279 4 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 103.68 001-131-1000 G/L 51
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
20-02279 5 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 568.41 001-1900-519-4320 Expenditure % 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02279 & WATER SERVICE SEP-20 378.95 001-2400-524-4320 Expenditure 71
PROT INSPECTIONS
20-02279 7 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 132.18 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 28 1
PARKS AND REC
20-02279 8 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 499.85 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 28 1
PARKS AND REC
20-02279 9 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 464,25 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure 0001
PARKS AND REC
20-02279 10 WATER SERVICE SEP-20 164.71 001-7200-572-4320 Expenditure i1 1
PARKS AND REC
2,551.54
43847 10/23/20  TARABOOS TARA BARNETT 10/31/20 1564
21-00034 1 AWARDS FOR ANNUAL BANQUET 525.00 (001-2100-521-5240 Expenditure 4001
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43848 10/23/20  USBANDDS US BANK VOYAGER FLEET SYSTEMS 10/31/20 1564
20-02267 1 FUEL 9/8 - 10/8/20 3,776.24  001-2100-521-5220 Expenditure g 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43849 10/23/20  USPS0010 US POSTAL SERVICE (HASLER) 10/31/20 1564
21-00067 1 POSTAGE 500.00 001-155-0000 G/L 97 1
Prepaid Items
43850 10/23/20  VERIZOI0 VERTZON WIRELESS 10/31/20 1564
20-02285 1 CELL PHONES SEP-20 0.92 001-1300-513-4100 Expenditure 7 1
FINANCE
20-02285 2 CELL PHONES SEP-20 440.42  001-1900-519-4100 Expenditure 8 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
20-02285 3 CELL PHONES SEP-20 126.49  001-2400-524-4100 Expenditure H 1

PROT INSPECTIONS

-55-


https://3,776.24
https://2,551.54
https://1,566.15

November 18, 2020
04:47 PM

CITY OF ST, AUGUSTINE BEACH
Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 14

Check # Check Date Vendor

rReconciled/void Ref Num

PO#  Item Description Amount Paid Charge Account Account Type Contract  Ref Seq Acct
QOLTDOPERATING Continued
43850 VERIZON WIRELESS Continued
20-02285 4 CELL PHONES SEP-2( 237.55 001-3400-534-4100 Expenditure 5 1
GARBAGE _
20-02285 5 CELL PHONES SEP-20 §8.92 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 51 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
20-02285 6 CELL PHONES SEP-20 237.56  001-131-1000 6/L 52 1
Due From Road & Bridge Fund
1,101.86
43851 10/23/20  WATERD15 WATERLOGIC 10/31/20 1564
21-00084 1 WATER COOLER SERVICE 139,91 001-2100-521-5290 Expenditure 129 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
43852 10/23/20  WINDSOOS WINDSTREAM 10/31/20 1564
21-00072 1 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 629.36 001-1300-513-4100 Expenditure 101 1
FINANCE
21-00072 2 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 28.61 001-1500-515-4100 Expenditure 102 1
COMP PLANNING
21-00072 3 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 1,430.36 001-2100-521-4100 Expenditure 103 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT
21-00072 4 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 286.07 001-2400-524-4100 Expenditure 104 1
PROT INSPECTIONS
21-00072 5 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 114.43 001-1900-519-4100 Expenditure 105 1
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
21-00072 6 PHONE/INTERNET 0CT-20 143.04  001-3400-534-4100 Expenditure 106 1
GARBAGE '
21-00072 7 PHONE/INTERNET 0CT-20 57.21 001-7200-572-4100 Expenditure 07 1
PARKS AND REC
21-00072 8 PHONE/INTERNET OCT-20 171.64 001-131-1000 G/L 08 1
_ Due From Road & Bridge Fund
2,860.72
checking Account Totals Paid void Amgunt Paid Amount void
Checks: 100 2 231,964.61 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 (.00 0.00
Total: 100 2 231,964, 61 0.00
(002IMPACTFEES
1586 10/30/20  STIOHO20 ST JOHNS COUNTY FINANCE DEPT 1565
21-00123 1 IMPACT FEES OCT 2020 312,547.58 001-208-0000 G/L 1 1
Due to Other Governments
thecking account Totals Ppaid void Ampunt Paid Amount Voig
Checks: 1 0 32,547.58 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 1 0 32,547.58 0.00
1OLTDBANKRDBRG
20767 10/09/20  AwACOD10 AWA CONTRACTING CO. INC. 10/31/20 1559
20-02263 1 MIZELL POND REPAIR SERVICES 350.00 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 22 1

ROADS & BRIDGES

-Gs-


https://32,547.58
https://32,547.58
https://32,547.58
https://231,964.61
https://231,964.61
https://2,860.72
https://1,430.36
https://1,101.86

November 18, 2020

04:47 PM

CITY OF ST,

AUGUSTINE BEACH

Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 15

Check # Check Date vendor

Raconciled/void Ref Num

PO # Item Description Amount Paid Charge account Account Type Contract Ref Seq Acct
101TDRANKRDBRG Continued

20768 10/09/20  CMTO000S CMT 10/31/20 1559

20-02214 1 SIRWMD FUNDING APPLICATION 2,987.50 101-4100-541-6383 Expenditure 4 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20769 10/09/20  FLORI2S0 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 10/09/20 voID 0

20770 10/09/20  FLORI250 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 10/31/20 1559

20-02257 1 ELECTRICITY 16.89 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 701
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02257 2 ELECTRICITY 36.95 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure g 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02257 3 ELECTRICITY 815.65 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 9 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02257 4 ELECTRICITY 103.13 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 10 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 1 ELECTRICITY 94.07 101-4100-541-5320 ~ Expenditure 1 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 2 ELECTRICITY 4,324.63  101-4100-541-5320 Expenditure 2 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 3 ELECTRICITY 13.35 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 13 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 4 ELECTRICITY 11.55 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 4 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 5 ELECTRICITY 282.96 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 15 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 & ELECTRICITY 10.89  101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 16 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 7 ELECTRICITY 11,55 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 7 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 8 ELECTRICITY 11.84 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 8 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 9 ELECTRICITY 27.81 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 9 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 10 ELECTRICITY 14,12 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure 0 1
ROADS & BRIDGES

20-02258 11 ELECTRICITY 17.65 101-4100-541-4310 Expenditure a1
_ RDADS & BRIDGES

5,793.04

20771 10/09/20  FORTEQQS FORTERRA PIPE & PRECAST LLC 10/31/20 1559

20-02031 1 STORM DRAIN TYPE C BOX 1,100.00 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 11
ROADS & BRIDGES

20772 10/09/20  FUTCHO1S FUTCH'S POWER DEPOT 10/31/20 1559

21-00017 1 SCAG REPAIR 76.99 101-4100-541-4620 Expenditure 41
RCADS & BRIDGES

20773 10/09/20  HAGANOZ20D HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 10/31/20 1559

20-02256 1 REPAIR TO STORM DRAIN 7.18 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 6 1

ROADS & BRIDGES
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101TDBANKRDBRG Continued
20774 10/09/20  HOMEDO1) HOME DEPOT 10/31/20 1559
21-00018 1 DRAINAGE SUPPLIES-SABOR DELSOL 87.85 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 5 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20775 10/09/20  PALFI00S PALFINGER USA LLC 10/31/20 1559
20-02255 1 REPAIR TO BUCKET LIFT-VEH#61 187.95 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 501
ROADS & BRIDGES
20776 10/09/20  SRMO0OOS SRM MATERIALS 10/31/20 1559
20-02213 1 MIZELL POND EMERGENCY REPAIRS 544,59 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure 2 1
RCADS & BRIDGES
20-02213 2 MIZELL POND EMERGENCY REPAIRS 550.26 101-4100-541-6380 Expenditure I o1
ROADS & BRIDGES
1,004.85
20777 10/09/20  THELAC20 THE LAKE DOCTORS 10/31/20 1559
21-00016 1 WATER MANAGEMENT SvC OCT-20 595.00 101-4100-541-3400 Expenditure 23 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20778 10/23/20  ADVAPOLO ADVANCE AUTO PARTS 10/31/20 1563
21-00055 1 VEH#66 REPAIR PARTS 26.67 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 1 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20779 10/23/20  AMERTO0 AMERICAN PUBLIC WORKS ASSOC 10/31/20 1563
21-00062 1 APWA MEMBERSHIP - GATCHELL 218.00 101-4100-541-5420 Expenditure 19 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20780 10/23/20  EVANS010 EVANS AUTOMOTIVE 10/31/20 1563
21-00056 1 VEH#69 REPAIRS §9.00 101-4100-541-4630 . Expenditure 2 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20781 10/23/20  FLSTO020 FLORIDA STORMWATER ASSOCIATION 1563
21-00063 1 FSA MEMBERSHIP-TREDICK 500.00 101-4100-541-5420 Expenditure § 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20782 10/23/20  FUTCHO10 FUTCH'S TRACTOR DEPOT 10/31/20 1563
21-00057 1 REPAIR TO MOWER DECK 162.38 101-4100-541-4620 Expenditure I o1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20783 10/23/20  HAGANOZ0 HAGAN ACE MANAGEMENT CORP 10/31/20 1563
21-00059 1 DIP NET VEH#63 DRAINAGE 26.99 101-4100-541-5290 Expenditure 51
ROADS & BRIDGES
_21-00092 1 PAINT SUPPLIES 9,99 101-4100-541-5290 Expenditure 20 1
' RCADS & BRIDGES
21-00093 1 WASP/HORNET KILLER 55.08 101-4100-541-5290 Expenditure 7 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
92.06
20784 10/23/20  HOMEDO10 HOME DEPOT 10/31/20 1563
21-00094 1 HOLIDAY LIGHTS 6.96 101-4100-541-6361 Expenditure B 1
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101TDBANKRDBRG continued
20785 10/23/20  1ACKWOL0 JACK HANANIA CHEVROLET 1563
21-00061 1 VEH#66 AIRBAG SYS REPAIR 841.68 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 71
ROADS & BRIDGES
20786 10/23/20  LVHIEOLO L.v. HIERS INC. 10/31/20 1563
21-00076 3 115 GAL MARINE GAS 89 OCTANE 224,63 101-4100-541-5220 Expenditure g 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20787 10/23/20  MUNICO20 MUNICIPAL SUPPLY & SIGN CO. 10/31/20 1563
21-00058 1 DEAD END STREET SIGNS 151.30 101-4100-541-5310 Expenditure i 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
20788 10/23/20  SANFOQOS SANFORD AND SON AUTO PARTS INC 10/31/20 1563
21-00060 1 VEH #66 REPAIR PARTS 252.57 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure b 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
21-00089 1 VEHICLE #67 PARTS 58,76 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure 3 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
21-00090 1 CORE DEPQSIT CREDIT 9.30- 101-4100-541-4630 Expenditure “ 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
302.03
20789 10/23/20  STIOH245 ST JOHNS SALES & SERVICE 10/31/20 1563
21-00088 1 SCAG MOWER REPAIRS 37.55 101-4100-541-4620 Expenditure 0n 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
21-00088 2 SCAG MOWER REPAIRS 95.59 101-4100-541-4620 Expenditure 11 1
ROADS & BRIDGES
21-00088 3 SCAG MOWER REPAIRS 98.16 101-4100-541-4620 Expenditure 2 1
__ ROADS & BRIDGES
231.30
20790 10/23/20  TAYLOO20 TAYLOR RENTAL 10/31/20 1563
21-00091 1 REPAIR SUPPLIES-SANTA CLAUS 19.98 101-4100-541-6361 Expenditure 51
ROADS & BRIDGES
Checking Account Totals Paid void Amount Paid Amount void
Checks: 23 1 15,146.35 0.00
Direct Deposit: 0 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 23 1 15,146,735 0.00
Report Totals Paid void Amount Paid Amount Void
Checks: 124 3 279,658.54 0.00
Direct Deposit: i 0 0.00 0.00
Total: 124 3 279,658.54 0.00

-5g._


https://279,658.54
https://15,146.35

november 18, 2020
04:47 pM

CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH
Check Register By Check Date

Page No: 18

Totals by Year-Fund

-60 -

Fund Description Fund Expend Total  Revenue Total 6/L Total Total
GENERAL FUND 0-001 47,730.43 127.68 1,957.67 49,815.78

' ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 0-101 11,520.52 0.00 0.00 11,520.52
Year Total: 59,250.95 127.68 1,857.67 61,336.30

GENERAL FUND 1-001 100,946.92 98.62 113,050.87 214 696,41
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 1-101 3,6025.83 0.00 0.00 3,625.83
Year Total: 104,572.75 98.62 113,650.87 218,322.24

Total of ATl Funds: — 1385370 226,30 115,608.54  279,658.54
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Totals by Fund

Fund Description Fund Expend Total  Revenue Total G/L Total Total
GENERAL FUND 001 148,677.35 226.30 115,608.54 264,512.19
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 101 15,146.35 0.00 0.00 15,146.35

Total of A1l Funds: 163,823.7 226,30 115,608.54 279,658.54

-61-
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0d4:47 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 47,730.43 0.00 0.00 0.00 47,730.43
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 0-101 11,520.52 0.00 0,00 0.00 11,520.52
Year Total: 59,250.95 (.00 0.00 0.00 59,250.95
- GENERAL FUND 1-001  100,946.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 100, 946.92
ROAD & BRIDGE FUND 1-101 3,625.83 0.00 0.00 0.00 3,625.83
Year Total: 104,572.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 104,572.75
Total of A11 Funds: 163,823.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 163,823.70
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PENDING ACTIVITIES AND PROJECTS
Revised November 24, 2020

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 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. Information for review of the City Manager was
provided to the Commission in October. As Chief Hardwick has been elected Sheriff of St. Johns
County, there is no need for the Commission to do his review as he will be leaving his position as Police
Chief.

LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS. The Building Department staff prepared revisions to the
Regulations to implement the new policies in the Comprehensive Plan that was approved by the state
in February. The first phase of the revisions was submitted to the Commission at its October 5%
meeting. They concern levels of service for recreational facilities in the City. The Commission passed
the ordinance adopting the changes on first reading at its November 9™ meeting. The ordinance is
scheduled for its first public hearing and second reading at the Commission’s December 7™ meeting.

Another revision to the Regulations is needed to allow mobile food dispensing vehicles, or food trucks,
in the City. At this time, mobile food vending is prohibited anywhere in the City except in connection
with a special event permit issued by the City. A new state law mandates that cities and counties
cannot completely ban food trucks. The Commission discussed proposed regulations to allow food
trucks in the City at its November 9, 2020 meeting. The City Attorney will prepare an ordinance for
the Commission’s December 7" meeting.

At the Commission’s November 9" meeting, the Building Official proposed four more changes:
a. toremove obsolete language concerning occupancy limits

b. toinclude medium low-density residential land use districts as subject to the same impervious
surface ratio that applies to medium density residential land use districts

c. to adopt by reference the currently adopted Florida Building Code concerning unsafe
buildings

d. to show that the number of regular members of the Code Enforcement Board is seven.
The City Attorney will prepare an ordinance for the Commission’s December 7" meeting.

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. At its
October 5™ meeting, a Commissioner proposed that paid parking be discussed again. This may happen
at a workshop meeting next spring.

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. Because of the social distancing requirement caused by the
pandemic, the Commission will be asked in early 2021 when it wants to schedule a joint meeting
with the Planning Board and SEPAC.

UPDATING PERSONNEL MANUAL. Past updates or changes have included: to designate Christmas Eve
and Good Friday as holidays for the City employees; to provide compensation to the employees during
emergencies; revisions to provisions in the Manual concerning equal employment opportunity,
educational assistance program, Americans with Disabilities Act coordinators, records, interpretations
and conflicts of interest. Ms. Beverly Raddatz, the City Clerk, will propose more updates to the Manual
at Commission meetings in 2021.

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 new lights erected. The City Manager has
approved the agreement and a contract has been submitted to FPL. Seven streetlights were put up in
November 2020.

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.

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
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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 was signed. FPL
now must do the design and install the lights. The Public Works Director has verified the locations of
the lights proposed to be changed. The FPL is moving forward with the design of 10 of the 12 lights
and the contract for these lights have been signed. These lights will be put up in December or January.
The remaining two lights will be re-evaluated as to whether there is a need to change them to provide
better illumination of the Boulevard.

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 Governor
approved the appropriation and now the Florida Department of Environmental Protection has
sent the contract, which the City Manager has signed. The restrooms are being designed by a local
architect.

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, which has approved it. The City has hired a consultant to design and
permit the project starting October 1%. The Public Works Director is preparing a contract with
Gulfstream Design, LLC. Contract will be signed in early December. Project is to be completed by
November 2021, which is when the contract will expire.

The Public Works Director has applied for another Partnership grant for $60,000 for additional
improvements to Ocean Hammock Park. The application was submitted on September 25, 2020.
The City will not know until May 2021 whether it has received the grant.

c. Florida Resilient Coastlines Program 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 approved the funding, the civil engineer has
been hired and work on the project has started.

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. District approved the funding for this program in September 2020. The contract
has been executed. Once FEMA has given its approval, the City will advertise for bids. Construction
will begin in early 2021.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

e. Florida Recreation Development Assistance Group. The Public Works Director has prepared and
submitted grant for more improvements to Ocean Hammock Park. The state will inform the City
in May 2021 whether the City’s application has been recommended for funding. Funding will
depend on the Legislature appropriating the money and the Governor approving the funding

REQUEST TO ST. AUGUSTINE PORT, WATERWAY AND BEACH COMMISSION FOR FUNDING FOR
PROJECTS. In the spring of 2021, City staff will ask the Port Commission to provide money in its Fiscal
Year 2022 budget for beach access walkovers.

REQUEST FOR FUNDING FROM TOURIST DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR BEACH-RELATED PROJECTS.
Requests for funding are on hold because of the significant decline in revenue from the bed tax due
to the pandemic.

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.

The non-conforming sign for Antonio’s Pizza/Rita’s Ice was recently struck by a delivery truck. The
replacement sign will be lower to meet the 12-foot height limit.

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. The Public Works Director met with the company that builds the stations to determine the
location for the station, which will be two charging stations next to Building C on the west side of the
south city hall parking lot. The City is waiting for a contract from the company that will install the
charging station. Installation will be done after the contract is accepted by the City Commission.

FLOODING COMPLAINTS. Citizens have expressed concerns about the following areas:

a. Ocean Walk Subdivision. The subdivision is located on the east side of Mickler Boulevard between
Pope Road and 16% Street. Earlier in 2020, the ditch that borders the subdivision’s west side was
piped. Ocean Walk residents have complained that the piping of the ditch has caused flooding
along the subdivision’s west side. The Public Works Director has had the Mickler and 11t Street
ditches clear of debris, so as to improve the flow of water, and will propose that the subdivision
be surveyed and the City’s civil engineering consultant. CMT, to review the project. At the
Commission’s September 14" meeting, the City’s civil engineering consultant, Mr. Gary Sneddon
of CMT, described project and its technical basis for piping the Mickler Boulevard ditch. At its
October 5" meeting, the City Commission didn’t’ approve an amendment to the contract with
CMT for an investigation and flood control improvements for the Ocean Walk subdivision and
asked the Public Works Director to prepare a Request for Qualifications, so that the Commission
can consider an engineering firm to review the Ocean Walk drainage issues. The deadline for
responses to the RFQ was November 23, 2020. The Public Works Director prepared an addendum,
which was advertised before Thanksgiving. The deadline for the RFQ is December 8.
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b. Oceanside Drive. This street is located in the Overby-Gargan unrecorded subdivision, which is
north of Versaggi Drive. The Public Works Department is having a survey on the area done, to
determine the appropriate drainage solutions. The solutions will be done in connection with the
redesign of the street.

c. St. Augustine Beach and Tennis Complex and Private Pond between Ocean Trace Road and the
Sabor de Sal Subdivision. The private retention pond for the Beach and Tennis condo complex is
too small and floods during periods of heavy rainfall. The flooding threatens the condo units that
border the pond. The Sabor de Sal subdivision had a pond that is owned by the adjacent property
owners. It also floods and threatens private property. The area needs a master plan that will
involve the City, private property owners and the Florida Department of Transportation. The
Public Works Director plans a town hall meeting the affected parties, to discuss a possible
private/public partnership. A preliminary step will be the hiring of a consulting engineer to do an
assessment and develop project alternatives.

d. Aresident of 6™ Street east of the Boulevard has complained about flooding on adjacent streets.
The Public Works Director is investigating the causes.

STORMWATER UTILITY FEE. For a funding source to pay for improvements to the City’s drainage
system, the Public Works Director proposed a stormwater utility fee at the City Commission’s October
5% meeting. The Commission decided not to levy the fee at this time. However, it likely will be
discussed at a workshop or special meeting in April or May 2021.

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION AND RECYCLING. The City Commission in early 2021 will hold a workshop
meeting to discuss whether the City should outsource its collection of household waste and
recyclables to a private company.

REFURBISHING AND HIGHLIGHTING CITY’S CIVIL RIGHTS MONUMENT. The monument is located on
the south side of pier park and adjacent to the bocce courts. It commemorates the attempt by black
citizens to integrate the “whites only beach” in front of the former city hall in the summer of 1964.
The monument was erected by July 2002 and paid for by the Northrup Grumman Corporation. At its
September 22, 2020, meeting, the City Commission asked the City Manager to work on a vision for
the monument, to take pictures of it for the City’s website and social media, to have a picture of it put
in the city hall corridor, and to seek funding to repair the monument, which has a metal base that’s
been corroded.

SEEKING NEW POLICE CHIEF. With the election of Chief Rob Hardwick to the position of County Sheriff,
the Commission at its October 5, 2020, meeting, appointed Commander Dan Carswell of the Police
Department to be Interim Police Chief for six months. In April, the Commission will consider whether
to make permanent the appointment of Interim Chief Carswell or to begin the process of advertising
for candidates in Florida.

BEACH RESTORATION. St. Johns County is the local sponsor of beach restoration in the City, as money
from the bed tax is used to pay the County’s share of the cost for each restoration project. According
to the County’s Coastal Manager, the next renourishment of the City’s beach is scheduled to be done
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in 2023. In the meantime, the County is discussing whether a renourishment project may need to be
done sooner because of severe erosion of the beach in the vicinity of the County fishing pier.

QUARTERLY REPORTS ON PROGRESS OF PROJECTS. At its September 22" budget meeting, the City
Commission asked the City Manager to provide at the end of each quarter in the Fiscal year a report
on the progress of projects and expenditures for them. The first quarter’s report is due in January
2021.
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