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CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS

Finance Department
Agenda Hemn No, Miami Spriigi I%S%ﬁfg;g
Phone: (305) 805-5014
City Council Meeting ofo, N Fax:  (305) 805-5037
/5‘“22q2u~@?/;%-w E ]
To: Honorable Mayor and Member}s of the City Council
Via: Ron Gorland, City Manager ,LUN -
From: William Alonso, Assistant Cl.@y Manager/Finance Director
Date: QOctober 10, 2012
Subject: Approval of budget transfers within departments

Section 9.04(1) of the City Charter states that “Upon request of the City Manager, the
City Council by a 3/5 vote may at any time transfer any part of the
unencumbered appropriation balance between general classifications of
expenditures within an office or department”

In accordance with the above stated section of the City charter, we are attaching six
budget transfers that require Council approval. These transfers are from August 17,
2012 thru September 30, 2012.

Transfer # Department DRescription
11-003 Public Works Replacement computers,and pavers on Westward
12-001 City Clerk New computers

12-002 Building & Code Plans for new room cabinet
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FROM:

DATE:

RECOMMENDATION:

DISCUSSION:

COST:

FUNDING:

FEDERAL
STATUTE:

CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS

Police Department

201 Westward Drive Agenda ltlem No.
Miami Springs, FL. 33166-5259

Phone: (308) 887-1444 : , .

Fax:  (305) 884-2384 City Council Mesting of:

Honorable Mayor Garcia a mbers of the City Council

Peter G5, Baan, Chief of Polite | /{ﬁ' ﬁ{

v ¥

Ronald Gorland, City Man

October 17, 2012

Recommendation that Council approve an expenditure to COW-G Computer Centers,
Inc., utilizing GSA Schedule Contract #GS-35F-0195], in the amount of § 1,403.65 for
Microsoft Windows Server software, and $1,617.44 for Microsoft Sequel Server

software, pursnant to Section §31.11(E)(5) of the City Code.

Recommendation that Council approve an expenditure to Dell Marketing; L.P.,
utilizing Florida Contract #250-WSCA-10ACS; B27160, in the amount of $1,723.76,
for Dell SonicWall hardware (firewall) and licensing software, pursuani fo Section
§31.11(E)(5) of the City Code.

Recommendation that Council approve an expenditure of $600.00, to USA Software,
Inc. for USA Software-v7 upgrade, and an expenditure of $300.00 for three years of
annual maintenance, as a sole source provider, pursuant to Section §31.11(E)6)(c) of
the City Code.

Purchase computer hardware and software needed to upgrade the Police LAN Server
Operating System, the Police CAD (computer aided dispatch), and firewall. See
attached documentation: 1) Memo from P. Baan, 2) Memo from L. Bosque, 3) Quote
CZTM232 from CDW-G, 4) Quote CZTM293 from CDW-G, 5) Quote 634527186
from Dell Marketing, 6) email from USA Software dated 4/17/12

CDW-G (Microsoft Windows Server software) $1,403.65
CDW-G (Microsoft Sequel Server software) $1,617.44
Dell Marketing, L.P. (SonicWall and licensing) $1,723.76
USA Software, Inc. (CAD one-time upgrade fee) $ 600.00
USA Software, Inc. ($100/yr annual support for 3 yrs) $ 300.00

$5,644.85
Department/ Description: LETT/Police Operating Supplies
Account Number & Amount: 650-2010-521.52-00

Civil Asset Forfeiture Reform Act, PL 106-185

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES APPROVAL: _( 7 E"’_‘/)',., W



Miami Springs
Police Department

Memorandum

To: Ronald K. Gorland, City Manager

D

Subject: Police File Server Software Upgrade

From: Peter G. Baan, Chief of Police

Date: 10/17/2012

The Police Department currently maintains an in-house file server and data network to support
its records management system, CAD (computer aided dispatch) system and mobile data
terminals. In order to maximize the efficiency of this system and ensure compatibility with the
various information systems that it interfaces with, an operation system software upgrade is
necessary. An upgraded/improved firewall is also necessary to ensure system security. The
components of the recommended upgrade to the system are:

Microsoft Windows Server Software upgrade
Microsoft SQL Server Software upgrade
USA Software RMS upgrade

Firewall upgrade

g ¢ ¢ ¢

The total cost for these items is $5,644.85, and since all of them are upgrades to the system, this
expenditure is eligible for funding from the Law Enforcement Trust Fund. Irecommend that this
item be placed on the next regular Council Meeting Agenda for approval.

Aftachments



MIAMI SPRINGS POLICE

MEMORANDUM

TO: Chief P. Baan

FROM: Linda Bosque, Communications Supervi

-

SUBJECT: Proposal: Upgrade Police LAN Server Operating System and firewall

DATE: October 16, 2012

Purpose:

The purpose of this proposal is to update the operating system of the Police Department
LAN server from Microsoft Server 2003 to 2012 and our SQL database Server from 2000
to 2012, This software upgrade is a requirement in order to meet the below listed
projects:
o USA Software must update our Records, CAD and mobile software platforms
from vé to v7. '
e The upgrade to USA Software v7 must be completed before we can participate in
the Miami-Dade County grant funded eArrest Form Project (deadline is Feb
2013). '
e We must replace our firewall to allow the mobile laptops to have access to more
- resources such as FDLE, DAVID, E-mail, E-Notify, Executime and the MDPD
eArrest/Jail system as well as our in-house server files and USA Software
components, while maintaining the security requirements mandated by FDLE.
e The Police LAN/WAN network must be prepared to implement the FDLE
mandated security policy requirement of advanced authentication prior to Oct of
2013,

Purchase Proposal:

I propose that we retain our current server. We recently doubled the hard drive space and
once the operating system and SQL licenses are upgraded and the number of licenses
increased to accommodate the new network/user configurations, we will be able to
proceed with the USA Software version upgrade and then start testing the Miami-Dade
County cArrest form software system. It is mandated by FDLE that we comply with their
network security policy and implement an advanced authentication solution by Oct 2013;
these updates and the enhanced firewall will allow us to be better prepared for these
network security changes while providing the officers a wide range of law enforcement
tools at their fingertips without having to leave their cars.



Estimation of Cost:

Product Description:

1 — Microsoft Windows Server 2012 Standard-Vendor: CDW-G $1,403.65
(GSA Schedule Contract#GS-35F01951)

2 — Microsoft SQL Server 2012 Standard-Vendor: CDW-G $1,617.44
(GSA Schedule Contract#(GS-35F0195))

3 — Dell-Sonicwall TZ215 appliance-Vendor: Dell $1,723.76

(Florida Contract Number 250-WSCA-10ACS;B27160)
e Includes 3yr comprehensive gateway security suite appliance coverage
e  Additional (15) global VPN client connections
4 — USA Software-v7 upgrade-Vendor: USA Software, Inc- $ 600.00
(Sole source vendor) This one-time fee is for the Crystal Reports engine license that
is packaged as part of the v7 upgrade, all installation and configuration services are

covered under out existing maintenance contract with USA Software.

Annual Support:

3 — Dell-Sonicwall TZ2135 security software can be renewed after the three year service
contract expires if necessary; prices are subject to change and services are ‘ala-carte’ so
we can pick and choose what kind of service coverage we want at that time ~ N/A

4 —USA Software: annual maintenance (3 years) $ 300.00

Total Minimum Cost Estimate: $5,644.85
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COWG.com | 800.594.423% OE4005PS

SALES QUOTATION

. CZTM232 ¢ 8783075 ¢ 10/12/2012

SHIP TO:

MIAMI SPRINGS

BILL TO:; Attantion Ta: LINDA BOSQUE
LINDA BOSQUE 201 WESTWARD DR

20t WESTWARD DR

MIAMI SPRINGS | FL 33166-5259
Accounts Payable Contact: LINDA BOSQUE  305.888.9711
MIAM) SPRINGS |, Fi. 33166-5259

Customer P.O. # GSA WIN SRV 2012 &
Cusiomer Phone #305.888.9711 DCALS

ELECTRONIC
DISTRIBUTION

MasterCard/Visa Govt GOVT-EXEMPT

SERGIO AGUIRRE 866.229.6699

i 2802824 MS GSAWIN SRV 5TD 2012 2PROC ] 604.45 604.45
Mfgi; P73-05876 ]
Confract: COW-G GSA Schedule
(5-36F-0195)

Electronic distribution - NG MEDIA

40 2802823 M8 GSA WIN SRY DCAL 2012 19.68 799.20
Mig#: R18.04301
Contract: COW-G GSA Scheduie
GS-35F-0195.

Electronic distribution - NG MEDIA

SUBTOTAL 1,403.65

FREIGHT 0.00
TAX _ 0.00

Please remit payment to:
CDW Government
75 Remittance Drive

COW Goverament
230 North Milwaukes Ave. Suite 1515
Varnon Hills, 1L 80061 Fax: 312.705.8291 Chicago, IL 60675-1515

This quote is subject to COW's Terms and Conditions of Sales and Service Projects at
hitpffwww.cdw.com/content/terms-conditions/product-sales.asp
For more information, contact a COW account manager.
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COWG.com | 800.594,4239 QEAODSPS

SALES QUOTATION

SHIP TO:

MIAMI SPRINGS

BILL TC: Attention To: LINDA BOSQUE
LINDA BOSQUE 201 WESTWARD DR

201 WESTWARD DR

MIAMI SPRINGS |, FL 33166-5259
Accounts Payable Contact: LINDA BOSQUE  305.888.6711
MIAMI SPRINGS | FL 33166-5259

Customer P.Q. # 8QL SERVER 5TD 2012
Customer Phone #305.888.9711 & CALS

it
SERGIO AGUIRRE 866.229.6699

ELECTRONIC
DISTRIBUTION

MasterCard/Visa Govt GOVT-EXEMPT

1 2669153 MS GSA SQL SRV 5TD 2012 614.64 614.64
Migit: 228-09804
Contract: COW-G GSA Schedule
GS-35F-01954

: Electronic distribution - NO MEDIA !

40 2669125 MS GSA S0L SRV DEV 2012 2507 & 1,002.80
Mfg#: E32-00974 :
Condract: CDW-G GSA Schedule
G8-35F-0195.

Electronic distribution - NO MEDIA

SUBTOTAL ] 1.617.44

FREIGHT : 0.00
TAX 3 0.0¢

Please remit payment to:

CDW Government
COW Government 75 Remitiance Drive
230 Norih Milwaukee Ave. Suite 1515
Vernon Hilis, I 60061 Fax: 312.705.8291 Chicago, IL 60675-1515

This guote is subject o CRDW's Terms and Conditions of Sales and Service Projects at
hitp:iiwww cdw.com/contentfterms-conditions/product-sales.asp
For more information, contact a CDW account manager.




Quote Summary Page 1 of 1

QUOTATION
Quote #: 634527186
Customer #: 059504465
Gontract #: WNOSACA
CustomerAgreement #: 250WSCA10ACS;B27160
Quote Date: 10/16/2012
Date: 10/6/2012 Customer Name: MIAMI SPRINGS POLICE DEPARTMEN

Thanks for choosing Dell! Your quote is detailed below; please review the quote for product and informational accuracy. If you
find errors or desire certain changes please contact your sales professional as soon as possible.

Sales Professional Information

SALES REP; BLAIR A FOOSE PHONE: 1800 - 4563355

Email Address: Mair_foose@dell.com Phone Ext: 80000

SOFTWARE & ACCESSORIES GROUP TOTAL: $1,723.76
Product Quantity Unit Price Total

SonicWALL Global VPN Client Windows - 5 Licenses Software

(AD244800) 1 $194.03 $194.03

SonicWALL Globat VPN Client Windows - 10 Licenses Software

{AD399006) 1 $311.35 $311.38

SonicWall TZ 218 Network Security Appliance with 3-Year Secure

Upgrade {A5860113) 1 $1,218.38 $1,218.38

*Total Purchase Price:

Product Subtotal:

Tax: $0.00

Shipping & Handiing; $0.00

State Environmental Fee: $0.00

Shipping Method: UNAUTHORIZED

(* Amount denoted it §)

Statement of Conditions

The information in this document is believed to be accurate. However, Dell assumes no responsibility for inaccuracies, erors,

or omissions, and shall not be liable for direct, indirect, special, incidentat, or consequential damages resulting frem any such

errar or amission. Dell is not responsible for pricing or other errors, and reserves the right to cancel orders arising from such

eFrors.

Dell may make changes to this proposal including changes or updates to the products and services described, including

pricing, without notice or obligation,

This proposal is not intended to create a coniractual relationship. Untess oxpressly agreed otherwise in a writing signed by the

parfies, all orders by MIAMI SPRINGS POLICE DEPARTMEN for Dell products and servicas shall be subject fo Del's Terms

and Caonditions of Sale-Direct, which can be found atwww.delf.comfterms, and which incorporate Bell's U.8. Return Palicy, at

www.dell.com/returnpolicyi#lotal , Please read those lerms carefully and in their enfirety, and note in particular that Dell

Equaltogic and EquafLogic-branded products, Dell EMC and EMC-branded products, PowerVault MLS00O tape libraries, non-

Dell-branded enferprise products, enterprise soflware, and customized hardware o software products may not be refumed at

any time. Orders also shall be subject to the terms of any applicable service contract(s), which can be found at

www dell.com/servicecontragts.

All information supplied to MIAMI SPRINGS POLICE DEPARTMEN for the purpose of this proposal is to be considered

confidential information betonging to Dell.

About Delt

Dell Inc. (NASDAQ: DELL) listens to customers and delivers innovative technology and services they rust and vafue. Unigusly

enabled by its direct business model, Dell is a leading global systems and services company and No. 34 on the Fortune 500,

For mara information, visit www.dell.com.

Privacy Poligy

Dell respects your privacy. Across our business, around the world, Dell wilt collect, store, and use customer information only to
support and enhance our relationship with your organization, for example, fo process your purchase, provide service and

support, and share preduct, service, and company news and offerings with you. Deli does not sell your personal information,

For a complete statement of our Global Privacy Policy, please visit dell com/privacy.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\bosquel. MSPD\Local Settings\Temp\Quo... 10/17/2012



FW: Upcoming Software Enhancement

Subject: FW. Upcoming Software Enhancement
. From: USA Software Technical Support <support@usa-software.com>
' Date: 05/22/2012 10:31 AM

To: 'Linda Bosque' <l.Bosgue@miamispringspolice.com>

From: USA Software Technical Support [mailto:support@usa-software.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 17, 2012 9:23 AM

To: 'Linda Bosque'

Subject: Upcoming Software Enhancement

Good Morning Linda,

As we previously discussed, below is the detailed information on the upcoming software enhancement.
Please let us know if you have any questions.

In an effort to keep pace with current and soon to be released technology, USA Sofiware, inc. has
begun transitioning the standard, embedded reports within our catalog of modules to use the Crystal
Reports print engine. These reports will be fully compatible with Microsoft Windows 7. This application
development decision is in response to changes made within the Windows operating system as well as
the technology behind our software. These changes, which are outside of our control, make Crystal
Reports the best solution to provide the informational reports our customers desire, as can be seen
from the embedded Crystal Reports in the current version (Version 7) of USA Software’s product line,

- Inorder to keep your system in step with current technology and also to be prepared for future
advances, your agency will need to budget now for the purchase of the appiication drivers necessary to
conform to these changes. As you recall, your support agreement includes a provision for chargeable
upgrades in order to keep your system up to date with current technology. This is such an event. The
cost for this upgrade is a one-time charge of $600.00 plus an additional $100.00 increase to your
annual support contract.

It's important to note the software enhancements mentioned in this document only apply to Version 7 or
higher of USA Software products. If you are currently running Version 6 you should keep in mind that it
is not fully compatible with Windows 7 or higher. You should also upgrade prior to any acquisition of
new hardware or upgrading the operating system on existing hardware. This software upgrade to v7 is
free of charge if you have a valid, up to date Software Support Agreement. Also, we will be
implementing these software enhancements into our Microsoft SQL. Server development suite of
products only. We have been encouraging our customers to migrate to Microsoft SQL Server for the
past 10 years due to the many benefits it offers. [f your agency has not yet enhanced your system to
take advantage of the power and security of the Microsoft SQL Server database, now is the time.

.- Please contact your sales representative to discuss this upgrade.

Regards,
USA Software, Inc,

of 1 10/17/2012 9:10 AM
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Members of the City Council
FROM: Magali Valls, City Clerk f’]fc!@\ -
DATE: October 12, 2012 @( /
SUBJECT: PENDING BOARD APPOINTMENTS

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

A R A A R R R A R R R R R R A N A R R T R R A A I R AR A AR AT RN L AR AR AR LR AR LA N AR ERAR AR A hb i dew

The following appointments are pending:

NEW ORIGINAL LAST
APPOINTMENT CURRENT TERM APPOINTMENT  APPOINTMENT
COUNCH.MEMBER MEMBER EXPIRES DATE DATE
Board of Adjustment
Mayor Zavier M. Garcia Francisco Fernandez 04-30-2015 10-14-1991 11-28-2011
Vice Mayor Ator — Group IV Vacant - Alternate 10-31-2012 VACANT VACANT
Architectural Review Board
Councilman Best — Group 1 Bob Calvert® 10-31-2015 VACANT VACANT
Councilwoman Bain - Group 11 Joe Valencia 10-31-2015 02-27-2012 02-27-2012
Councilman Lob— Group I Fredy Albiza 10-31-2015 08-27-2612 08-27-2012
Civil Service Board
Councilwoman Bain - Group H Carrie Figueredo 06-30-2015 08-24-2009 08-24-2009
Councihnan Best - Group 1 Rob Youngs 06-30-2015 01-11-2010 01-11-2010
Code Enforcement Board
Councilman Lob— Group I J. Martinez-Regueira 09-30-2015 06-09-2003 10-12-2009
Code Review Board
Mayor Zavier M, Garcia Connie Kostyra* 04-30-2015 VACANT VACANT
Disability Advisory Board
Mayor Zavier M. Garcia Charlene Anderson* 12-31-2013 VACANT VACANT
Councilwoman Bain - Group II Peter Newman® 12-31-2013 VACANT VACANT



Memo to Council
Qctober 12, 2012

Page 2

NEW ORIGINAL LAST
APPOINTMENT CURRENT - TERM APPOINTMENT  APPOINTMENT
COUNCILMEMBER MEMBER EXPIRES DATE DATE
Ecology Board
Councilman Lob— Group 111 Dr. Mara Zapata* 04-30-2013 VACANT VACANT
Education Advisory Board
Vice Mayor Ator — Group IV Robert I. Gordon* 05-31-2013 VACANT VACANT
Golf and Country Club
Vice Mayor Ator — Group IV Mark Trowbridge* 07-31-2013 VACANT VACANT

* Bob Calvert resigned on January 31, 2012,
Connie Kostyra resigned on April 28, 2011.
Charlene Anderson resigned on June 6, 2011,
Peter Newman resigned on August i, 2009,

Dr. Mara Zapata resigned from the Ecology Board to become a member of the Education Advisory Board.

Robert J. Gordon resigned on July 20, 2012.

Mark Trowbridge resigned on August 20, 2012,

ce: City Manager
Assistant City Manager/Finance Director
City Attorney
Affected Board Members

ONBOARDS\Pending Board Appointments - 10-22-2012 CCRM.doe



OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Members of the City Council
FROM: Magah Valls, City czelmy

DATE: October 17,2012

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT TO THE EDUCATION ADVISORY BOARD

ER R TS S R o E e R R e T R L T Ak

Vice Mayor Ator (Group IV) has notified me that she has appointed Kim Werner to the Education
Advisory Board for an unexpired term ending on May 31, 2013.

The official appointment will be scheduled for the October 22, 2012 Regular Meeting.

cc: City Manager
Assistant City Manager/Finance Director
City Attorney
Affected Board Member
Education Advisory Board Members



OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Members of the City Council
(-
FROM: Magali Valls, City Clerk@r{ﬁ%//

DATE: October 17, 2012

SUBJECT: Appointment to the Golf and Country Club Advisory Board

e e e g L L R L R R L L L L LT L L S P SR

Vice Mayor Ator (Group 1V) has notified me that she has appointed Arturo Rabade to the Golf and
Country Club Advisory Board for an unexpired term ending on July 31, 2013.

The official appointment will be scheduled for the October 22, 2012 Regular Meeting,

cC: City Manager
Assistant City Manager/Finance Director
City Attorney
Affected Board Member
Golf and Country Club Advisory Board Members
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CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS

Building and Code Compliance Depan‘ment
201 Westward Drive

Miami Springs, FL 33166-5259

Phone: (305) 805-5030

Fax:  (305) 805-5036

TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Mempers of the City Council
VIA: _ Ronald Gorland, City Manager ﬁ/\j\#

FROM: Tex Ziadie, Director "?i‘;;ﬂ ;% \’“’

DATE: | September 26, 2012 |

RECOMMENDATION: Permanently allow Asphalt Shingle Roofs in Miami Springs

DISCUSSION: On January 11, 2011, the City Council voted to approve Ordinance #1002-2010
(Ordinance copy Exhlblt “A” attached), which allowed for Asphait Shmgle
roofs to be installed in Miami Springs.

e The Ordinance had a sunset provision which will expire on January 11, 2013.

There was extensive discussion of this issue at the City Council meetings of:
*December 3, 2010 (Minutes excerpt Exhibit “B” attached)
*November 22, 2010 (Minutes excerpt Exhibit “C” attached)

“*November 8, 2010 (Minutes excerpt Exhibit “D” attached).

¢ The change has benefited the City and its residents by providing a lower cost
alternative to tile roofs.

e Shingle roofs have been certified as safe and approved by the State of
Fiorida and Miami-Dade County.

e There have been at least two periods of time, one in the late 70’s and early
80's and the other this most recent time when shingle roofs were allowed to
be installed.

s Twenty Two Permits for shingle roofs have been issued since January 2011,
Based on the damage during hurricanes Wilma and Katrina, older tile roofs
are more susceptible to damage durmg storms than older shingle roofs.

e Homeowners with tile roofs tend to store extra tiles on their property. These
can also become a windborne hazard during a storm.

Based on the above, it is the recommendation of the Building and Code
Compliance Depariment that this provision in the Code to allow shingle
roofs be made permanent.



EXHIBIT “A”

ORDINANCE NO.1002-2010

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MIAMI SPRINGS AMENDING CODE OF ORDINANCE SECTION
150-010, ROOF MATERIALS, REQUIREMENTS, AND RE-
ROOFS, BY PERMITTING THE USE OF FLORIDA BUILDING
CODE AND MIAMI-DADE COUNTY N.O.A. APPROVED
ASPHALT SHINGLES FOR NEW ROOFS AND RE-ROOFS FOR
A  TWO-YEAR SUNSET PERIOD; REPEALING ALL
ORDINANCE OR PARTS OF ORDINANCE IN CONFLICT;
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Council has conducted public discussion and debate regarding
authorizing homeowners to use shingles for new roofs and re-roofs in the City; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the current economic conditions being
experienced by all citizens and the extra costs that will be incurred by homeowners who are
required to install cement or clay tile or metal new roofs or re-roofs; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council received a presentation from the City Bui_lding Official
regarding the various issues related to the use of the currently approved roofing materials and
the various types of shingles under discussion for approval; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is in the best interests of the City
and its citizens to appréve the use of Florida Building Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A.
approved asphalt shingles for new roofs and re-roofs in the City during a two-year sunset

period:

Ordinance No. 1002-2010



EXHIBIT “A”

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

MIAMI SPRINGS, FLORIDA:

Section 1: That Code of Ordinance Section 150-010, Roof Materials, Requirements

and Re-Roofs, is hereby amended as follows:

150-010. Roof Materials, Requirements and Re-Roofs.

{A)

(B)

(C) In addition to the other approved materials for new roofs contained in
subsections (A) and (B) above, Florida Building Code and Miami-Dade County
N.Q.A. approved asphalt shingles may be used for the installation of new roofs
for a two-year period comimencing on the date of the passage of this Ordinance.
If no further City Council action is approved prior to the expiration of the
aforesaid two-year period, the provisions of this subsection shall automatically
“sunset’ and become null and void at the end of the two-year period.

D ...

HE) ..

{FG)Re-roofs.  Any roof cover that has outlived its bond shall be replaced. The

replacement roof shall be constructed of the same roofing materiais as was
utilized on the roof being replaced. However, nothing contained herein shall
prevent the replacement roof from being constructed of cement tile or claytile. In
addition, metal roofs can be utilized as replacement or re-roofs so long as the
conditions set forth above for new construction metal roof usage are met.
Further, in_accordance with the provisions of Subsection (C) above. Florida

Building Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A. approved asphalt shingies may be
used for re-roofs during the two-vear “sunset” period provided therein.

Ordinance No. 1002-2010
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Section 2: That all Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby

repealed insofar as they are in conflict.

Section 3: That the provisions of this Ordinance shalil be effective immediately upon

adoption by the City Council.

(THIS SPACE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)

Ordinance No. 1002-2010
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Miami Springs,

Florida this 11" day of January, 2011,

The motion to adopt the foregoing ordinance was offered on

second reading by Councilman Best, seconded by Councilman

Lob, and on roll calf the following vote ensued:

Vice Mayor Ator “aye”
Councilman Best "aye”
Councilman Espino “no”

Councilman Lob "aye”
Mayor Bain “aye”

ATTEST:

Billy Bain
Mayor

Magali Valis, CMC

City Clerk

First reading:
Second first reading:
Second reading:

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LLEGAL SUFFICIENCY

ot

Jan K. Seiden, Esquire
City Attorney

11/22/2010
12/13/2010
01/11/2011

Words -stricken-through- shall be deleted. Underscored words constitute the amendment
proposed. Words remaining are now in effect and remain unchanged.

Ordinance No. 1002-2010



EXHIBIT “B”

9D2) First Reading — Ordinance No. 1008-2011 - Amending Code of Ordinance Section 150-
010, Roof Materials, Requirements, and Re-Roofs, By permitting the Use of Florida Building
Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A. Approved Asphalt Shingles for New Roofs and Re-
Roofs for a Two-Year Sunset Period: Providing a Reverter Provision in the Event the Use of
Asphalt Shingles is Allowed to Sunset; Repealing All Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in
Conflict; Effoctive Date

The ordinance was discussed as part of Agenda Item 9D1,
(The motion on 9D2 was taken before 9D1)

Vice Mayor Ator moved to approve Ordinance 1008-2011. Councilman Espino seconded the
motion which failed 2-3 on roll call vote, with Mayor Bain, Councilman Best and Councilman
Lob casting the dissenting votes.

9K)  Second First Reading — Ordinance No, 1005-2010-- An Ordinance of the City Council
of the City of Miami Springs Amending Code of Ordinance Section 34-19, Employee
Compensation and Bencfits, by Adding Provisions Governing the Granting, Accumulation and
Use of Compensation (“Comp”) Time by Eligible and Entitled Employees; Repealing all
Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in Conflict; Eifective Date (Tabled: 11/22/2010)

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title,

Attorney Seiden stated that this is the second first reading of the proposed ordinance that was
brought back because Vice Mayor Ator had questioned whether any provisions were included that
violated the Fair Labor Standards Act.

City Attorney Seiden confirmed with labor counsel that there is no problem with any of the
provisions, in fact they mircor most systems as they operate and the most important provision is
contained in the first section that permits employees to be part of the decision making process, This
would codify the current policy and what has been done in the past.

City Attorney Seiden clarified for Vice Mayor Ator that the employee could also choose to receive
overtime pay.

Councilman Lob moved to approve Ordinance 1005-2010. Couneilman Best seconded the
motion.

Vice Mayor Ator commented that she asked for an opinion from the labor counsel. Since she had
some coneerns, she pulled the statute and sent it to the City Attorney and he forwarded it to the labor
attorney. The response back was simply that the provisions were sufficient, but she was still
concerned so she spent one hour researching and found case law to support the ordinance.

Minutes - City Council Regular Meeting, 12 Monday, December 13, 20 )



EXHIBIT “B”

Councilman Espino explained that the problem is that once a roof goes from tile to shingles during
the sunset provision, it could be shingle forever without the yeverter provision. ‘The goal was to
create an accommodation during these tinancially difficult times. The second ordinance is tailored
because it allows the conversion from tile to shingles but when it is time to re-roof it automatically
reveris back to the way the original ordinance was written. Fe would support the second ordinance
as a precautionary measure.

Vice Mayor Ator said that the second ordinance is an effort to make everyone happy and come to a
consensus. It was mentioned that new homes may be built during the sunset period and instead of
constructing a tile roof as normally required they would be allowed a shingle roof that would
continue to be allowed forever. She does not like this provision, and many residents are upset
because they fecl that the community is based upon having tile roofs. She would support the
ordinance with the reverter provision.

Councilman Best pointed out that when a new Council is elected they could re-legislate based upon
their opmions. As of now, the opportunity for someone to fix their roof should be afforded to them
during these difficult economic times. e is not certain that a reverter provision is necessary and he
would like to adopt the first ordinance, even though he is not that satisfied with the sunset provision,
but he will support it in order for if to pass.

Councilman Lob did not see the need for a reverter clause. He spoke with people in the housing
industry and was told that there would not be much difference in the sale price of the home. He
would support the first ordinance as proposed,

(Agenda Item 9D2 was voted on af this time)

Mayor Bain commented that he voted against approving the second ordinance to kill it right now so
that Council could vote on the first ordinance. He understands that Council receives calls from their
constituents that are either for or against an issue. There are currently existing homes with shingle
roofs that are allowed to re-roof with the same material. The first ordinance will allow shingle roofs
for the next two years and this might only affect twonty-five roofs at the mosi. As far as new
construction, there are not that many vacant lots to build on.

Mayor Bain asked for a motion on Ordinance No. 1002-2010,

Councilman Best moved to approve the ordinance. Councilman Lob seconded the motion
which was carried 3-2 on roll call vote, with Vice Mayor Ator and Councilman Espino casting
the dissenting votes.

Minutes — City Council Regular Meecting 11 Monday, December 13, 2010



EXHIBIT “B”

9))  Firsi Reading - Ordinances Amending Section 150-010:

9D1) Second First Reading ~ Ordinance No. 1002-2010 — Amending Code of Ordinance
Section 150-010, Roof Maierials, Requirements, and Re-Roofs, by Permitting the Use of
Florida Building Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A. Approved Asphalt Shingles for New
Roofs and Re-Roofs for a Two-Year Sunsct Period; Repealing all Ordinances or Parts of
Ordinances in Conflict; Effective Date (Tabled: 11/22/2010)

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title.

Attorney Seiden stated that based upon comments that were made he created a second version of the
exact same ordinance that provides a reverter provision in the event the use of asphalt shingles is
allowed to sunset after the two-year period. He explained that Council could extend the sunset
provision or they could make it permanent, if not, it would go back to the original ordinance
requiring tile roofs,

The reverter provision in the alternative ordinance would apply to new shingle roofs or re-roofs that
were constructed during that sunset period. The reverter states that the roofs must go back to tile the
next time the house needs a roof, so long as no action had been taken on the sunset provision and so
long as the original roof was constructed in a manner which would permit the installation of a
cement or clay tile roof. He read the provision as follows:

“dAny cement or clay tile voofs replaced with approved asphali shingles during the
aforesaid two year sunset period shall be required to use only cement or clay tile,
when its next re-roofing becomes necessary, if the additional material usage
provisions of subsection (C) and (G) above are permitted o sunset without the
enaciment of a further extension provision or the securing of permanent approval for
the use of asphall shingles. Additionally, any new construction installing asphalt
shingle roofs during this “sunset” period shall likewise be required to use only
cement or clay tiles, when re-roofing becomes necessary, should the sunsel
provisions of subsection (C) and (GG) above not be further extended or be granted
permanent approval, so long as the roof of any such structure has been originally
consiructed in a manner which will permit the installation of a cement or clay lile
roof.”

City Attorney Seiden checked with the Building Department and was told that unless & roof'is built
only to maintain shingles it can generally maintain any roof material. The two ordinances basically
provide the sunset provision; the only difference is the reverter provision.

Mayor Bain stated that he would support the first ordinance with the two year sunset provision

because any roof replaced during that time would not need to be replaced for another ten or fifteen
years.
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EXHIBIT “C”

Attorney Seiden said that gutters and downspouts now require a permit under the new Code
according to the Building Code of 2007 and the installation of cabinets is revised. He added a
provision that exempts roof repairs of less than three squares or $300.00 from a permit, unless it
involves structural repairs or a “hot mop™. He reiterated that the amendment does not create law; it
simply gives notification to people in the City who want to do home repairs.

Vice Mayor Ator moved to approve the ordinance on first reading. Councilman Best seconded
the motion.

Mayor Bain commented that there should be an update of the $300.00 amount.
City Attorney Seiden informed the Mayor that the amount could be more but not less.

Mayor Bain stated that the City’s Building Code should follow the Florida Building Code and City
Attorney Seiden explained that it would be a huge undertaking.

Vice Mayor Ator said that Council would first have to understand the differences between the City’s
Code and the Florida Building Code.

The motion carried 4-1 on roll call vote, with Mayor Bain casting the dissenting vote,

10H) First Reading ~ Ordinance No. 1004-2010 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the
City of Miami Springs Amending Code of Ordinance Section 34-15, Holidays and
Compensatory Leave, by Revising, Clarifying and Expanding the Provisions Related to
“Floating Holidays”; Repealing all Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in Conflict; Effective
Date

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title.

Attorney Seiden stated that the proposed ordinance was recommended by Staff because there is a
need to clarify internal policies regarding when floating holidays are accrued, vested and used. The
provisions contained herein are co-existent with the provisions that are included in the Police
Benevolent Association (P.B.A.) contract.

City Attorney Seiden explained that employees hired in January, February and March get three
floating holidays that cannot be used until they work three months; employees hired in April, May
and June get two floating holidays after the completion of three months and employees hired from
July through September receive one floating holiday after three months. The last provision is that the
floating holidays must be used during the calendar year in which they are accrued and credited or
they will be lost.

Vice Mayor Ator moved to approve the ordinance on first reading, Councilman Lob seconded
the motion which carried 5-0 on roll call vote.
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EXHIBIT “C”

Mayor Bain explained that the situation would apply for two years and there would be a limited
amount of roof replacements; he would not agree to another stipulation.

Councilman Best understood the concerns. He does not feel that tile roofs would become extinct as
a result of the two-year sunset provision.

Vice Mayor Ator also received calls from concerned citizens about the shingle roofs. She would
support a reverter provision, but is not sure how it can be enforced.

City Attorney Seiden was not certain that once tile is removed and replaced with shingles if
something is done in the process to make it more difficult to re-install tile. He suggested gefting an
opinion from the Building Official.

Mayor Bain said that the Building Official had mentioned that some roofs cannot structurally support
barrel tile.

Vice Mayor Ator explained that it has to do with the load weight of the roof, which would not
pertain to houses that were originally built with barrel tile. The citizens’ concern is that although
people might be having financial problems now, if a house is built with barrel tile, it should have
barrel tile in the future.

‘Councilman Best and Councilman Lob said that the proposed ordinance was fine with them.

Councilman Espino moved to table the ordinance. Vice Mayor Ator seconded the motion
which carried 3-2 on roll call vote, with Mayor Bain and Councilman Best casting the
dissenting votes.

City Attorney Seiden stated that the Administration would check with the Building Official for his
opinion on the installation of tile on a roof that was previously a shingle roof.

10G)  First Reading ~ Ordinance No. 1003-2010 —~ An Ordinance of the City Council of the
City of Miami Springs Amending Code of Ordinance Section 151-04, Application for Building
Permits, by Updating and Clarifying the Provisions Thereof in Accordance with the Provisions
of the 2007 Florida Building Code; Repealing All Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in
Conflict; Effective Date

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title.
Attorney Seiden stated that this is the first reading of the ordinance; it is not a codification of new
law, it is provision that gives information to the citizenry who are planning to perform work on their

houses and the information is included in a hand-out that is given out by the Building Department
showing examples of work that requires a permit.
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EXHIBIT “C”

10E} First Reading — Ordinance No. 1001-2010 -- An Ordinance of the City Council of the
City of Miami Springs Amending Code of Ordinance Section 54-06, Tree Removal Standards,
by Limiting the Exemptions Provided by that Section to Mango and Avocado Trees; Repealing
all Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in Conflict; Effective Date

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title,

Attorney Seiden stated that the amendment was discussed at the last meeting. On page two, a
revision was made in regard to mango and avocado trees. :

Vice Mayor Ator moved to approve the ordinance on first reading. Councilman Lob seconded
the motion which carried 5-0 on roll call vote.

10F) First Reading - Ordinance No. 1002-2010 - Amending Code of Ordinance Section 150-
010, Roof Materials, Requirements, and Re-Roofs, by Permitting the Use of Florida Building
Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A. Approved Asphalt Shingles for New Roofs and Re-
Roofs for a Two-Year Sunset Period; Repealing all Ordinances or Parts of Ordinances in
Conflict; Effective Date

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the ordinance by title.
Attorney Seiden stated that new Subsection (C) states:

“In addition to other approved materials for new roofs contained in subsections (A) and (B) above,
Florida Building Code and Miami-Dade County N.O.A. approved asphalt shingles may be used for
the installation of new roofs for a two-year period commencing on the date of the passage of this
Ordinance. If no further City Council action is approved prior to the expiration of the aforesaid
two-year period, the provisions of this subsection shall automatically “sunset” and become null and
void at the end of the two-year period.”

The following language was added to subsection (G) — Re-roofs:

“Further, in accordance with the provisions of Subsection (C) above, Florida Building Code and
Miami-Dade County N.O.A. approved asphalt shingles may be used for re-roofs during the two-year
“sunset” period provided therein.”

Councilman Espino received calls from concerned residents about the proposed ordinance. They
understand that a sunset provision was included to avoid long-term change to the community, but the
concern is that people who replace their roof during the two-year period will be allowed a perpetual
right to use shingles. He said that one recommendation was to include a reverter provision for future
roof replacements. Tile costs more because it is a better material that looks better.
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EXHIBIT “D”

City Managér Borgmann asked if the motion also applied 10 new construction or re-roofing only.
Councilman Best said that he would like to include new construction as well.

Councilman Lob seconded the motion.

Vice Mayor Ator suggested amending the motion to include a two-year sunset period.
Councilman Best withdrew his motion and Councilman Lob withdrew the second.

Councilman Best moved to allow the residents of the City the use of approved asphalt shingles
in addition to the existing tile roofs, with a two-year sunset provision. Vice Mayor Ator
seconded the motion.

Mayor Bain said that he would support the motion even though he did not have Council support for
an ordinance to maintain the Community Center a few months ago.

Councilman Best said that he made the motion for a reason, and if it does not work out he will refine
it and go with the wishes of his colleagues in order to get something done.

The motion carried 5-0 on roll call vote.
Mayor Bain called Jor a 5- minute recess at 9:09 p.m.

Agenda Item 10A was discussed after Agenda Item 9D
10.  New Business: : '

10A) Resolution No. 2010-3496 - A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Miami
Springs Requesting the Indefinite Deferral of the County’s Consideration of the City’s Pending
Annexation Application; Authorizing a Process to Request the Future Withdrawal of the
Requested Indefinite Deferral; Effective Date

City Attorney Jan K. Seiden read the resolution by title.

Attorney Seiden stated that the four cities (Doral, Medley, Virginia Gardens and Miami Springs) are
asking that their annexation applications currently be deferred. There was a meeting this afternoon
with the other cities, there are many ongoing recall items and they will select a new Chairperson for
the County Commission. There are rumors about various Commissioners seeking the Office of the
County Mayor and that the County Mayor may not fulfill his full term. There are two new County
Commissioners and a number of members are under recall efforts.

Councilman Lob moved to adopt Resolution 2010-3496. Councilman Espino seconded the
motion which was carried 5-0 on roll call vote.
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EXHIBIT “D”

City Attorney Seiden explained that there is another Code section that allows re-roofing with the
same material as currently exists on the home. '

Mayor Bain would like to give the residents the opportunity to repair their roofs and many cannot
afford tile. The fact is that new roofs will make the City look better and there are more reasons that
people want to live in the City besides the appearance of the roofs.

Councilman Best thanked Building Official Reed for taking time to answer the questions relative to
the issue. He said that there are many roofing problems in the City, both with asphalt shingles and
barrel tile. Miami Springs is a community of people versus structure and some are on fixed incomes
and others have lived here a long time. He would tend to agree with the Mayor because roofs are in
bad shape and amending the ordinance would allow people to make repairs.

Vice Mayor Ator would be willing to support a two-year sunset provision and revisit the issue after
that time. This would allow the option to switch to shingles.

Councilman Espino said that he would support the two-year sunset provision. This helps
legislatively because it will be revisited after two years. The condition of the roofs is an enforcement
issue.

City Attorney Seiden explained that he needed a detailed definition for the type of shingle.

Mayor Bain stated that the allowed shingles would conform to the Florida Building Code.

Building Official Reed clarified that all roofing materials must conform to the Florida Building Code
with an approved system and application.

City Attorney Seiden stated that there are various grades of shingles. He asked if there were any type
of shingles that would not be approved.

Building Official Reed explained that new roofing materials are being introduced everyday. He said
that there are no roofing materials sold that he would not approve due to the fact that they have to
have a Notice of Acceptance (NOA) and they must have a system of application with the
manufacturer, The langvage should allow “asphalt” shingle.

Vice Mayor Ator asked to be clear about the 3-tab versus the architectural shingles.

Building Official Reed said that asphalt would include all types of shingles, regardless of what it
looks like.

Councilman Best moved to allow for the residents of the City the use of approved asphalt
shingles in addition to the existing tile roofs and the ability to make the choice.
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Vice Mayor Ator is concerned about allowing the use of shingles and controlling the type of shingle
that is installed,

Mayor Bain commented that he visited Sarasota, Florida and saw many shingle roofs on new homes.

Building Official Reed stated that the problem is getting people to keep their roofs clean, which is
not easy.

Mayor Bain said that when he last spoke with Mr. Reed he said that he would be agreeable to
changing the City’s roofing requirements to conform to the Florida Building Code. He asked him if
he had changed his mind.

Building Official Reed explained that he had not changed his mind; he is presenting the advantages
and disadvantages and it will be up to the Code Compliance Department to make residents maintain
their roofs because they really look bad, regardless of whether they are tile or shingle.

To answer Councilman Best’s question, Mr. Reed said that he had not seen a deterioration of the
roofs from jet fuel.

Councilman Best felt that jet fuel would affect a white tile roof more than a shingle roof in terms of
cleanliness.

' Building Official Reed stated that the City does not enforce the Code on dirty roofs as they do in
other cities. There is a process to make it work, but it takes time.

Councilman Espino asked if the Building Official’s recommendation was to allow architectural
shingles rather than 3-tab shingles.

Building Official Reed said that he is recommending architectural shingles because they stay in
better condition longer and they do not look as bad when they begin to turn dark.

Mayor Bain contacted an insurance company in regard to the insurance rates and was told that it
costs more for a tile roof because they are more expensive to replace. He added that cement roof
tiles are more dangerous during a hurricane if they come lose.

Building Official Reed explained that cement roof tiles used to be dangerous, but this has been
corrected and it will take another fifteen years to catch up with the new ridge cap system. '

Vice Mayor Ator understands and agrees that the architectural shingles are more attractive; ber
concern is controlling the different types of shingles. She would prefer to keep the Code the way it is
requiring tile roofs.

Councilman Espino asked if Council would be inclined to approve shingle roofs with a sunset
provision in light of the difficult economic situation.
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Building Official Reed displayed photographs on the overhead screen showing two identical
constructed apartment buildings with different roofs; one had 3-tab shingles. The shingles are no
longer coated 1o keep away the mold and it begins to turn black after five years. The architectural
shingle has a lift between the dimensional that is not as much of an eyesore when it begins to mold.
The 3-tab shingles have not improved over the years, while the architectural has improved due to the
fact that they are heavier weight material.

To answer Councilman Espino’s question, Mr. Reed clarified that shingles do not pressure clean
because it drives off all the granules and subjects the tarpaper to direct sunlight. The granules were
designed to protect the shingles from the sunlight that makes the roof brittle, old and subject the roof
to wind and rain. Tile has UV protection and it lasts longer than the actual roof and its membrane.

In response to Mayor Bain, Mr. Reed said that shingle manufacturers do not stand behind any kind of
paint, but there are some and unfortunately people wait too Iong and the mildew is buried very deep.
He agreed that there are certain paints offered by the shingle manufacturers.

Building Official Reed displayed a sample of the architectural shingle. He said that the overlapping
feature of one shingle over another gives the architectural dimension.

Councilman Best asked what would be the difference in cost between the 3-tab and the architectural
shingle.

| Building Official Reed explained that there is a significant difference in the cost of the two types of
shingles. A standard 3-tab is $160.00 per square (10’ x 10°), while the architectural is approximately
$225.00 per square. The architectural shingle lasts twice as long as the 3-tab.

Additional photographs were displayed showing repaired and painted 3-tab roofs and another
architectural shingle roof that was installed on a very low slope.

Mayor Bain said that he asked the City M'anager to also provide photographs of the different types of
tile roofs for comparison.

Building Official Reed stated that the tile roofs can be pressure cleaned to bring back the color and
there is a sealer that can be applied; they can also be repainted. He confirmed that walking on
cement tile can cause breakage by a heavier person.

Mayor Bain commented that that he has scen loose tiles on roofs for the last five years since
Hurricane Wilma. '

Councilman Lob researched on-line and found anti-mildew treatments and preventative products for
shingle roofs; there are anti-growth mildew sprays available and there is a mildew resistant shingle
made out of copper granules.
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Councilman Best felt that the Architectural Review Board could work together with Calvin,
Giordano & Associates to move the process forward without having to form another board or
committee.

Mayor Bain agreed that Calvin, Giordano & Associates could work with the Architectural Review
Board and hold public meetings to get additional input from the residents and business owners.

Councilman Best felt the intention is to hold public meetings to bring people together.
Ms. Tappen agreed that public meetings are included in the work order.
Mayor Bain asked to vote on the line items in Work Order No. 2 individually.

Councilman Espino moved to approve the implementation of wayfinding and signage program
work order. Vice Mayor Ator seconded the motion, which carried 5-0 on roll call vote.

Councilman Espino moved to approve the work order for the color palette. Vice Mayor Ator
seconded the motion, which carried 5-0 on roll call vote.

Vice Mayor Ator moved to approve the building facade program and the street and pedestrian
scale lighting. Councilman Lob seconded the motion, which carried 5-0 on roll call vote.

City Attorney Seiden clarified that there were flat fees for each category, not to exceed the amounts.
Calvin, Giordano & Associates used their hourly rates to compute the categories.

Agenda Item 9F was discussed after Agenda Item 9B
9F) Discussion Regarding Shingle Roofs

City Manager Borgmann stated that Council received a memorandum from the Building Official who
would make a presentation on shingle roofs.

Building Official Edwin “Skip” Reed explained that he toured the City in order to determine how the
shingle roofs vary from the tile, how the process s for aging, durability and hé performed a cost
analysis. He listed the good features and the bad features of shingle tiles that may help with the
decision making.

Building Official Reed explained that a 3-tab shingle was used in the early 1980’s before the
architectural shingle was introduced. The 3-tab is commonly seen along North and South Esplanade,
more than in the “Bird” section that has stayed with cement tile. Some older dwellings were
originally engineered for tile, while others were not. Unfortunately, the framework for older homes
was not geared around a heavy dead load and had very light roof joists.
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TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Members of the City Council
VIA: Ronald Gorland, City Manadery

FROM: Tex Ziadie, Director ﬂ/

DATE: Cctober 17, 2012 J

RECOMMENDATION: Addendum to Roof memo of September 26, 2012
Recommendation to remove section 150-010 (H) of Code

DISCUSSION: In conversations with the Roofing Pians Examiner and Building Inspector, he
mentioned that section 150-010 (H) of the current Code (printed below) is out of
date and should be removed from the Code for the following reasons:

The pitch specifications are incorrect.
With a pitch of 2" per foot or greater, tile or shingle roofs would be allowed.
Requiring gravel roofs is not in the best interest of the City.
Many new types of flat or low slope roof coverings are now available on the
market and approved by the Building Code, such as:

*Built Up Roofing Systems

*Granulated Cap sheets

*Granulated Modified

*Fiberglass

*Thermoplastic Polyolefin
e A number of these new types of roof coating are superior to gravel roofs.
Most of them already have or require a white coating as a final step in
installation.

® & & o

Based on the above, it is the recommendation of the Building and Code
Compliance Department that this section of the Code, 150-010 (H), be
stricken from the Code of Ordinances.

Sec. 150-010. - Roof materials, requirements and re-roofs.
(H) Gravel roof coverings shall be required for all roofs with a slope of
one-half to two and one-half to 12,
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MEMORANDUM

To: Honorably Mayor andembers of the City Council

Via: Ronald K. Gorland, (/Y o

From: James H. Holland \AICP - \fj}&{ o
Planning and Zoning Director.” e

Date: October 18, 2012

Subject: Mechanical Equipment in Side Yards

Four variance requests to permit mechanical equipment in side yards have been
considered by the Board of Adjustment in the last three months. Of these, one
variance was granted (after the fact) and the others were not approved. One
case was successfully appealed by the Board of Appeals, and two additional
appeals are pending.

~ The City Clerk has provided minutes of previous requests and the minutes of the
Code Review Board meeting of March 23, 2006, when this issue was discussed
and a Code Amendment was recommended.



Sec. 150-034. Installation of central air conditioning and heating units, pool pumps
and equipment and sprinkler pumps and equipment,

(A) Location property—New construction. Central air conditioning and heating units, pool
pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps and equipment to be installed in conjunction with
the construction of new residential structures may only be located in the rear yard area of the

homesites.

(B) Location property-—Existing homesite. The aforesaid provision shall not be applicable to
central air conditioning and heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps
and equipment that are being replaced for already existing residential structures, which may
be installed in the same location as the equipment being replaced. -

(C) Location on property—Exception. Notwithstanding the foregoing, new residential
structures which have a side yard that abuis a street, shall be permitted to install central air
conditioning and heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps and
eguipment in the side yard area abutting the street. However, all such equipment must be
properly obscured and screened from view from the street and may not be located closer than
ten feet from the side yard property line. Additionally, this provision shall be applicable to
appropriate ingtances of reverse frontage homesites.

(D) Installation standards and requirements. All central air conditioning and heating units,
pool pumps and equipment and sprinkier pumps and equipment shall only be installed in
accordance with the rules, regulations and requirements of the City of Miami Springs,
Miami-Dade County, and the Florida Building Code of the State of Florida.

(E) Installation supervision and control. The installation of central air conditioning and
heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps and equipment on residential
homesites within the City shall be supervised and controlled by the City Building Department.
(Ord. 940-06, passed 8-28-06; amend. Ord. 953-07, passed 2-26-07)

Supp. No. 15 CD150:72



Excerpts: Board of Adjustment — November 7, 2005

E) Case #73-V-05
David Cordero
811 Eastward Drive
Zoning: R-1C, Single-Family Residential
Lot Size: 50° x 142°

Applicant is requesting a variance from Code Section 150-002 Definitions (79) Yard,
Side and Section 150-043 R-1C district (E) Side yard requivements 1o install a free-
standing A/C unit in the north side yard of his property.

City Planner Ventura read the applicant’s statement: “Requesting variance to place A/C
condensing unit in side setback of property. Clearance afier unit is installed should be
3.85 feet to property line. A/C unit is in existence in the same area on the neighbor’s side
setback. A/C manufacturer’s letter attached.”

City Planner Ventura stated that Section 150-002 (79) stipulates that “No portion of a
central air conditioning or heating unit shall be located in any minimum side yard
setback.” Section 150-043 (E) (1) requires a minimum side yard width of ten percent of
the average lot width for a one-story residence (15 foot minimum for a side yard adjacent
to a street). The residence is an undersize (50 feet) corner lot and is also a case of reverse
frontage, i.e., the narrowest side of lot faces De Soto Drive. Therefore the front entrance,
which faces Eastward Drive, is the south side yard and the proposed site of the A/C unit
is the north side yard.

City Planner Ventura said that the side of the lot facing De Soto Drive has a 29.7 feet
setback (where 30 feet is required by code). The rear yard meets the minimum setback
per code of 25 feet. The south side yard is 15.04 feet (meeting the code requirement for
corner lot) and the north side yard is 6.5 feet (meeting the code requirement).

City Planner Ventura continued to say that the neighboring lot to the north is 391 De Soto
Drive. There is a mechanical permit in the file for the above mentioned property, dated
06/26/02, for the change-out of a 3-ton A/C unit. 391 De Soto Drive is also an undersize
lot, at 50 feet in width, with a south side yard setback of 7.26 feet and a north side yard
setback of 7.53 feet. However, there is no record in the 391 De Soto Drive file that a
variance for the original A/C unit installation or the 2002 replacement was ever applied
for.

City Planner Ventura stated that as for 811 Eastward Drive, the fact that it is an undersize
lot at 50 feet not only brings it within the threshold of review by the Board of
Adjustment, but also makes the placement of an A/C unit problematic- both side yards
and the rear yard just meet code requirements and placing the unit in either side yard
would result in an encroachment. As for alternatives, Staff feels that placement of the
A/C unit in either south side yard or the rear yard would only make the unit more visible



from Eastward Drive. The north side yard then becomes the desirable location. Staff
therefore recommends approval of this variance request.

The applicant stated that he had a letter from the A/C manufacturer stating that the unit
could only be placed six inches away from the wall.

In response to Attorney Seiden’s question, the applicant replied that he has never had
central A/C before and that the proposed A/C unit was new.

Board member Perez-Vichot stated that the distance from the edge of the unit to the
property line would be 4.4 feet instead of 3.85 feet. There would only be an eight inch
encroachment.

Attorney Seiden stated that many variance cases take into consideration the factors that
would be in the best interest of the community.

City Planner Ventura stated that Staff sent out 49 courtesy notices and none were
returned either in support or against the requested variance.

The applicant stated that his neighbor has his A/C unit on the same side that the applicant
is proposing to install his new A/C unit.

" Mr. Tallman moved to approve the variance and Board member Thrash seconded
the motion.

Attorney Seiden stated that the variance was to allow the A/C unit to be placed in the side
setback because of the reverse frontage situation and to allow an eight inch encroachment
in the side yard setback.

Vice Chairman Fernandez stated that the property was very unique because it was a case
of reverse frontage with a narrow lot. The only other viable alternative would be to place
the wvnit on the street side of De Soto Drive which would be more visible and more
detrimental. The neighbor adjacent to the proposed location of the new unit has no
objection.

Mr. Tallman withdrew his motion.
Mr. Tallman moved to approve the variance to allow the A/C unit on the side yard
and an encroachment of eight inches in the side yard. Board member Thrash

seconded the motion. The motion earried unanimously on voice vote.

Attorney Seiden reminded the applicant of the ten-day appeal period.



Excerpts: Board of Adjustment — March 6, 2006

B) Case # 11-V-06
Lynne and David Brooks
520 Falcon Avenue
Zoning: R-1B, Single-Family Residential
Lot Size: 75’ x 135’

Applicants are requesting a variance from Code Section 150-042, R-1B district (F) Side
yard requirements (1) to place a generator in the required side yard setback of their

property.

City Planner Ventura read the applicant’s statement: “Due fo the lof size, the locations of
structures and improvements, the applicant is unable to meet setback requirements.
Generator would have to be located in the middle of the limited green space in the east
back yard remote from existing natural gas service but adjacent to neighbor’s
residence.”

City Planner Ventura stated that Code Section 150-042 (E) (1) states that “The width of
the required side yards for one-story buildings shall each be ten percent of the average
width of the lot, but in no case shall each be ten percent of the average width of the lot,
but in no case shall each side yvard be less than five feet in width.”

City Planner Ventura said that all existing setbacks are within code requirements. The
applicants are proposing the placement of a generator on the west side of a CBS
workshop in the rear yard of their property. The applicant has indicated that the generator
is approximately 30” wide x 66” long x 44.5” high. If installed as indicated the distance
from the outside edge of the generator to the west property line would be 9.6 feet minus
30 inches or 115 inches minus 30 inches to equal 85 inches, then divided by 12 inches per
foot would equal 7 feet in the side yard. Therefore, the requested variance is for 6 inches
since the required side yard would be 7.5 feet or 7.6 feet. Staff proposes the following
hierarchy of recommendations:

1. That the variance is denied and that the applicant moves the proposed generator to
an alternate location that would maintain the existing side yard setback from the
west side of the CBS structure.

2. That the variance request for 6 inches is granted.

3. That the variance be denied as this case (and future identical cases involving
emergency generator placement) might be better addressed by a referral to the \/
Code Review Board to consider a revision to Section 150-002, Definitions, (C)

(79) Yard, side.



In response to City Attorney Seiden’s question, City Planner Ventura replied that the
code requires that air conditioning units are placed in the rear yard rather than in the side
yard.

The applicant stated that the generator could not be located behind the CBS structure
because there are three pool pumps and a pool heater. If placed in front of the CBS
structure, the generator would be very close to the living area, as well as the neighbor’s
living space. There are existing improvements of a landscape area with a cement border
that goes around the yard that is not indicated in the drawing.

Chairman Perez-Vichot stated that his concern was the noise the generator would
produce.

The applicant agreed with Chairman Perez-Vichot and added that the best location to
place the generator would be the proposed area since it was remote from the neighbor’s

property,

In response to Vice Chairman Fernandez’s question, City Planner Ventura replied that
there is no specific reference as to portable generators in the Code sections pertaining to
definitions or setback requirements.

In response to Vice Chairman Fernandez’s question, the applicant replied that he would
be willing to provide screening,

City Attorney Seiden stated that the code’s intent to place A/C units in the rear yard has
been consistent. In accordance with the City Planner’s recommendation, Attorney Seiden
said that there might be many similar cases pertaining to generators in the future. The
Code Review Board or City Council may have to make a determination as to the location
of generators in the side yard.

City Attorney Seiden stated that there would not be a need for a variance if the generator
would be placed between the living structure and the CBS structure. This case could be
used as the first in a number of future cases to make a determination on the location of
generators. The City Council would have to rule on any changes to the code. The City
Council will review tonight’s minutes and would decide if Council wished to make a
decision or to refer the case to the Code Review Board.

City Attorney Seiden stated that in the case that the issue was referred to the Code -

Review Board, the case would last approximately a month in Code Review and an
additional month to reach a determination from the City Council. Any decision would be
reached before the hurricane season begins.

The applicant stated that the noise would be greater if the generator was placed between
the CBS structure and the main living unit rather than in the side yard. The generator
could be placed behind the CBS structure but then a rear yard encroachment would be
created.

e



City Attorney Seiden stated that the generator could be placed in between both structures
and landscaping could be added to muffle the noise.

The applicant agreed to place the generator in between the CBS structure and the living
unit.

City Attorney Seiden stated that there would not be a need for a variance. The issue
would be referred to Council in the next Council meeting.

The Board simultaneously agreed to refer the issue to the City Council.



CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS, FLORIDA

The Code Review Board met in Regular Session at 7:00 p.m., on Thursday, March 23, 2006 in
the Council Chambers at City Hall.

1) Call to Ordex/Roll Cali
The meeting was called to order at: 7:16 p.m.
The following were present: Chairman Connie L. Kostyra

Jana Armstrong
Dan Dorrego
Daniel Espino
William G. Meyers
Board Member Kostyra *
Board Member Armstrong **

% Arrived at 7:16 p.m.
*% Arrived at 7:28 p.m.

Also present: Code Compliance Officer Joe Cardini
Code Compliance Officer Tex Ziadie
Board Secretary Anna Gonzalez
City Planner Richard Ventura
2) Approval of Minutes
Minutes of the September 23, 2004 were approved as written.
Board member Dorrego moved to approve the minutes. Board member Espino seconded
the motion which was carried unanimously on roll call (voice) vote.

3) Selection of Vice Chairman

The Chairman asked for nominations to select a Vice Chairman.

Code Review Board — Minutes 1 Thursday, March 23, 2006



Board Chairman Kostyra passed the gavel to Board member Dorrego and moved to
nominate member Dorrego as Vice Chairman. Board member Myers seconded the motion
which was carried unanimously on (voice) vote. Chairman Kostyra took back the gavel
and resumed the meeting.

4) New Business: Discussion Regarding Installation of Generators in Residential Areas /

The Board read the information that had been provided by the Building Department
regarding installation of generators. The information included recommended guidelines for
permiiting requirements from each of the inspectors involved (Building, Electrical, Plumbing,
and Mechanical). It also included copies of memos and other documents from the City of
Golden beach which recently enacted legislation regarding the installation of electrical
generalors.,

Chairman Kostyra clarified that the request from the City Council was that they consider
whether to amend section 150-002 (C) (79) in order to allow permanent installation of electrical
generators in side yards.

Vice Chairman Dorrego stated that their number one concern had to be safety. The
Board asked City Planner Richard Ventura to state his opinion of the matter,

Mister Ventura gave the Board a brief synopsis of a request by Mister Bill Wolar to
install a generator in his die yard, which prompted this to come to the Board of Adjustment. H
was determined that a standard set of rules needed to be adopted. Mister Ventura said that his
recommendation as Staff was that the Code be amended to allow the installation of permanent
generators due to the fact of their being for the purpose of emergency use only and they would
~ not be running all the time.

The Board continued in discussion and asked questions of Code Compliance Officer
Ziadie, regarding any prior requests to install generators and his opinion of the requested change.

Mister Ziadie stated that the Building Department had several inquiries recently into the
installation of permanent generators. He said that he feels that this will probably increase in the
future. Mister Ziadie stated that he does not speak for the building Department as to his opinion.
The Board asked him to share his opinion anyway. Mister Ziadie said that he would not be in
favor of allowing generators in side setbacks as they would be too intrusive, even if it was only
for a brief or emergency period.

The Board continued in discussion about the various aspects of the current Code and the
meaning of “structures,” “fixtures,” “appliances,” etc.
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Chairman Kostyra passed the gavel to Vice Chairman Dorrego and moved to
recommend to the City Council to amend section 150-002 (C) (79) so that the third to last
senfence will read: “No portion of any Central Air Conditioning or heating unit or
electrical generator shall be located in any minimum side setback area.”

Member Espino seconded the motion which was carried unanimously on (voice)
vote.

Member Armsirong made a motion that the Board recommend to the City Council that the
last sentence of section 150-002 (C) (79) be amended to read “No other structures,
improvements, fixtures or appliances than those specifically permitted above shall be
constructed or erected in any minimum side yard setback.”

Vice Chairman Dorrego seconded the motion which was carried unanimously on
(voice) vote.

Member Espino made a motion that the Board recommend to the Board of Adjustment
that when considering variances to this section of the Code, if the Board determines that
there is a hardship significant enough to grant a variance, then they consider as a part of
their variance putting in a requirement that the permanent elecirical generator be required
to have a venting system that would carry the exhaust fumes to a point at least above the
roof line of the house. Vice Chairman Dorrego seconded the motion which was carried
unanimously on (voice) vote,

5) Other Business - NONE

6) Adjournment
There was no further business to be discussed and the meeting was adjourned at 8:17 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

Anna Gonzalez
Clerk of the Board

Approved as corrected during meeting of: September 27, 2007 (typographical error on page 3, third paragraph)

Words -stricken—threugh- have been deleted. Underscored words represent changes. All other words remain
unchanged.
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“The comments, discussions, recommendations and proposed actions of City Citizen Advisory
Boards do not constitute the policy, position, or prospective action of the City, which may only
be established and authorized by an appropriate vole or other action of the City Council”.
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Excerpts: Board of Adjustment — Qctober 2, 2006

3. NEW BUSINESS

Case # 58-V-06

1071 Swan Avenue

Hector Cortez

Zoning: R-1C, Single-Family Residential
Lot Size: 75’ x 127

Applicant is requesting a variance from Code Section 150-043, R-1C District (E) Side
yard requirements (1) to install air conditioning units, one in each side yard of his
property that will encroach in the minimum side yard sétbacks,

City Planner Ventura said that no portion of a central air conditioning unit or heating unit
shall be located in any minimum side yard setback, according to the Code. He explained
that 1071 Swan Avenue is a legal size lot, except for the front yard that has a minimum
encroachment. The proposal is to install two air conditioning units, one in each side yard
of the property.

City Planner Ventura stated that the unit proposed for the west side yard that faces
Hammond Drive would be allowed by the ordinance that was recently adopted; however,
the ordinance indicates that it is only allowed for new construction.

City Attorney Seiden said that it would be allowed on the side because the addition is
new construction. In a new home, the unit would have to be placed in the back, so this is
still a variance and there is an exception for the side yard abutting the street. He said that
although the City Planner referred to Code Section 150-002 (79), the language in this
section no longer applies and the current section 150-034 applies in all respects. For
existing home sites the air conditioning units may be replaced in the already existing
locations. New residential structures with a side yard that abuts a street shall be
permitted to install units in the side yard abutting the street,

City Attorney Seiden stated that the variance is needed because the ordinance does not
provide for the second air conditioning unit on the other that is not abutting the street.

City Planner Richard Ventura stated in effect, Mr. Cortez would be seeking a variance in
the east side yard. He said that 7-1/2 feet is required for the side yard setback and the
unit is S-feet. According to Mr. Cortez, the proposed unit would be concealed by a thick
bush, which is not sufficient to set aside the restrictions of the particular Code section. In
addition, Mr. Cortez’s stated that he would be adding a terrace and swimming pool in the
back yard in the future, which currently do not exist; therefore, Staff recommends denial
of the variance request.



Mr. Cortez stated that he has a master plan that includes the terrace in the rear, which is
part of the permit process and the swimming pool is planned for the future. He is
requesting the location on the side because it abuts his neighbor’s garage, which is not a
living area and he obtained a letter of approval from the neighbor. Mr. Cortez said that if
the unit were to be placed on the west side, there is a flat roof and the ductwork would
visible to the street.

Vice Chairman Fernandez suggested that the ductwork could be hidden inside the
structure.

Board member Fajardo said that the neighbor who gave approval has a garage and if the
house is sold in the future, the garage could be converted into a living space and the air
handler unit would be heard cutting on and off.

Vice Chairman Fernandez said that noise is an issue and the Code is not for the benefit of

one person, it is for the benefit of the entire community.
City Attorney Seiden explained that the Code was recently amended to allow the one

unit.

Vice Chairman Fernandez asked in the audience wished to speak on the item and there
was no additional discussion.

Board Member Fajardo moved to deny the variance to allow the air conditioning
unit on the east side yard. Board member Berounsky seconded the motion.

To answer Board member Berounsky’s question, Mr. Cortez further stated his reasons for
the variance request to place the unit in the east side yard.

The motion was unanimously carried on roll call vote.

City Attorney Jan Seiden then informed the applicant of the 10-day appeal period.



Applicants are requesting a variance from Code Section 150-002, Definitions, (C) (79) Yard, side
to install pool equipment in the required side yard setback of their property.

City Planner Ventura read the applicants’ statement: “By allowing us to situate our pool pump
alongside our home with the existing AC units and sprinkler pump, we would be able to have
more room for our children to safely play in the yard. In addition, placing the pump on the side
of the home would keep it out of view, thus making this the best aesthetically pleasing option. ”

City Planner Ventura stated that Code Section 150-002 (C) (79) states “No other structures than
those specifically permitted above shall be constructed or erected in any minimum side yard
setback.” Although (79) Yard, side makes certain exceptions for eaves and overhangs, portable
AC wnits, and window awnings and shutters; there is no specific provision addressing the
placement of pool equipment in the minimum side yard, which would be 15 feet since this is the
side yard facing Payne Drive,

City Planner Ventura said that Code Section 150-034, Installation of central air conditioning and
heating units (C) Location on property-Exception, allows the placement of central AC and
heating units in the side vard facing the streets of those homes located on corner lots. But it does
not mention pool equipment in this exception. 100 Iroquois is a narrow lot, 60 ft. in width, and
has an existing side yard encroachment in the north side yard, that side yard measuring 3.45 feet
per the survey. There already is an existing pump and well (measuring 3° x 3°) in the side yard
facing Payne Drive, as indicated in the survey. Staff has scaled the edge of that pump, as well as
being only (approx.) 12 feet from the property line facing Payne Drive. Staff therefore
recommends the placement of the pool equipment alongside the south wall of the home at 100
Iroquois St., i.e., that side yard facing Payne Drive.

Board member Fajardo moved fo approve the variance and Board member Fernandex
seconded the motion which carried unanimously on veice call vote.

Attorney Seiden reminded the applicant of the ten-day appeal period.

Board member Fajardo then made a recommendation to Council to consider revising the
applicable ordinance to read that pool pumps be included along with air conditioning units
regarding their placement in the side yard of a corner lot that is adjacent to the street.

Board member Perez-Vichot also recommended that a requirement for proper screening for the
preceding equipment be included in the revised ordinance,

City Aftorney Seiden clarified that the proposal for the new ordinance would include air
conditioning equipment, heating equipment, pool pumps and sprinkler system pumps and that all
of the preceding equipment would be screened.

Board member Perez-Vichot recommended that a minimum 10-ft. distance separation from the
property line to the edge of the equipment for a corner lot situation be included in the revised
ordinance.
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There are also three new a/c units proposed to be installed in the east side yard. From the edge
of the proposed a/c units in the east side yard to the east side property line measures 6 feet, 9
inches, or 6.75 feet, where at least 6.55 feet is required by code. A recently passed ordinance
Section 150-034, concerning placement of a/c and other appliance type units in the side yard of
properties stipulates that for new construction, such a/c units would not be allowed in the side
yard. They would have to be placed in the rear yard. Staff therefore recommends approval of
this building plan variance request for 410 Pinecrest Drive, with the condition that those new a/c

units be placed in the rear yard.

Chairman Perez-Vichot noted that. the rear setback is 25 feet, not 30 feet. The drawings say the
proposed setback would be 30 feet, but the addition of the new a/c units would decrease that
amount. They would still have room without encroaching in the rear yard setback.

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked for any comments from the Board or the audience.
City Planner Ventura said that no replies had been received in response to the courtesy notices.

Board member Fernandez moved to approve the variance for the andersize lot, with the
condition the new a/c units be relocated to the rear yard. The applicant has abided by all
the side and rear yard requirements for a two story structure. Board member Berounsky
seconded the motion which carried unanimously on voice vote.

City Attorney Seiden reminded the applicant of the ten-day appeal period.
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2) Case #2'7-V-07
Roger and Maria del Carmen Rodriguez
374 Hunting Lodge Drive
Zoning: R-1A, Single-family residential
Lot size: 150 ft. x 280 ft.

Applicants are requesting a variance from Code Section 150-033 Permanent Electrical
Generators (A) Location on Property and (B) Installation Standards and Regquirements: To
locate an electrical generator in the required side yard setback of their property.

City Planner Ventura read the applicants statement: “The reason that I am requesting the
varignee is for a standby LP generator which meets the 2007 EPA and noise requirements. The
architect's original drawing put the generator 13 feet from my property line but right in front of
a window. I am requesting that the board allow me to move it only five feet from my property
line to at least offset the view. If I move the generator to the other side of the property—east side
within the allowed set backs—the amperage will drop, which will cause the generator to run at a
higher percentage of power, causing more noise and inconvenience to that neighbor. This would
put the generator less than 40 feet from their home and even closer to the ones across the street
than if I were granted the variance. I have spoken to all the neighbors and they all agree with me
on the placement of the generator. The neighbor who is on the west side and would have a
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4) Case #71-V-07
Norman Anderson
887 Heron Avenue
Zoning: R-1B, Single-Family Residential District
Lot size: 194 ft. x 55 ft. x 169 ft. x 94 ft.

Applicant is requesting the following variances:

1.  From Code Section 150-042 R-1B district (E) Side yard requirements and (F) Rear yard
required. 'To construct a new decorative wall in the rear yard of his property which will
encroach in the minimum rear and side yard setbacks,

2. From Code Section 150-042 R-1B district (E) Side yard requirements and (F) rear yard
required: To construct a new wood deck in the rear and side yard of his property which
will encroach in the minimum rear and side yard setbacks.

3. From Code Section 150-034 fnstallation of central air conditioning and heating units, pool
- pumps, elc., (A): To install a/c and pool equipment in the side yard of his lot.

City Planner Ventura read the Applicant’s statement:

“Irregular-shaped lot requires the granting of a variance for new construction in the back or side
yards. Also, most of this work is to make the house warm and hospitable for Charlene Anderson,
who has had maltiple sclerosis for over 17 years. She appreciates the ramps and the ability to sit

out back on the decks.”

Thank you,
Norman S. Anderson

City Planner Ventura stated that the average lot width is 123 feet (194 ft. + 52 ft. + 2). Per
Section 150-042 (E), the required side yard setback is 10 percent of the lot width; therefore the
required west side yard setback for 887 Heron would be 12.3 feet. Per Code Section 150-042
(F), the minimum rear yard setback is 25 feet.

City Planner Ventura explained that the current proposal for 887 Heron is for the construction of
a new wood deck in the rear and side yards, the construction of a decorative wall (with a
waterfall feature) running along the existing pool in the rear and side yards, and the installation
of two a/c units in the side yard. If constructed as proposed, the wood deck would meet the east
side property line and would be only 8 feet from the rear property line; the new wall along the
pool would be 7 feet from the northwest side property line and approximately 12.5 feet from the
rear property line; the pool equipment would be 6 feet from the northwest side property line and
the a. c. units would be 7.5 feet from the northwest side property line. The code requires that the
pool equipment and the a/c units be located behind the furthest back wall of the home. Staff
recommends approval of variance requests #1 and #2 for the following reasons:
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City Planner Ventura said that Mr. Anderson’s hardship has been that his home at 887 Heron is
sitnated on the lot such that the northwest property line limits the amount of property
development that Mx., Anderson can do in his expansive west side yard—the northwest side
property line can be thought of as “bearing down™ on the west side yard of 887 Heron. The issue
with the proposed decorative wall is a result of this configuration of the property—the existing
pool is already only 6.5 feet from the northwest side property line and 10 feet, 8 inches from the
rear property line. Although the proposed wood deck is to be built up to the east property line, it
will be 1 foot, 9 inches above grade. The Building Department has regarded any new
construction above 1 foot, 6 inches as-an actual structure. Therefore, a variance for 3 inches in
height is being requested. The property owner, Mr. Norman Anderson, has already agreed to
remove a proposed railing along the wood deck.

With regard to variance request #3:

The pool equipment and the a. ¢. units are presently proposed to be situated 6 feet and 7.5 feet
respectively from the northwest side property line. However, because of the proximity of the
neighboring residence, 1351 Lenape Drive, to that side property line (as depicted in one of the
case photos), Staff is of the opinion that it would be preferable to relocate the proposed pool
equipment and a. c. units alongside the- far west wall of 887 Heron, along with sufficient
screening, as allowed in Section 150-034 (C) for a comer lot. If the neighbor at 1351 Lenape
Drive has no objections to Mr. Anderson’s proposal to locate the equipment in the northwest side
of the property, that might be a mitigating factor and be open to discussion,

Chairman Perez-Vichot said that his concern was the elevation of the grade adjacent to the pool
is 5 feet, 8 inches. The existing house is 9.04 feet, about three feet higher than grade. It seems
like there are two levels of deck; the one adjacent to the house to about three feet above grade
and then it goes up another 21 inches to the pool deck. He questioned if the pool deck was

higher.

Mr. Norman Anderson replied that there had always been a deck back there. When they started
remodeling the house they found some cracks in the plaster, the deck was removed so they could
re-plaster the whole back wall. The deck is at its current height because specially made doors
were installed from the master bedroom addition so that Charlene can go out onto the deck in her
wheelchair on her own without using a ramp.

Chairman Perez-Vichot said that it looked like the pool elevation on the plans was another 21
inches higher than the deck. It was not clearly indicated on the plans.

Mr. Anderson approached the dais and conferred with Chairman Perez-Vichot about the plans. It
was determined that the pool is lower than the deck.

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked if the back side of the wall, which the neighbor would see, would
be stucco and painted.
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have been 7.6 feet, within code requirements. The new front yard setback would have remained
at 31 feet.

City Planner Ventura continued to explain that, at 75° by 93.9°, 401 Payne Drive is not an
undersize lot. The rear yard setback is at present not in compliance with the code and the
proposal would have increased the encroachment. Consequently, this Board, at its October 1,
2007 meeting, voted unanimously to deny the requested variance. However, during that same
meeting it was suggested to the Applicant, Mr. Garcia, that he revise his plans and proceed to the
Building Department (if there were no resulting encroachment) or return to the Board if 2
variance still needed to be sought.

The present proposal for 401 Payne is for the elimination of much of the front entrance porch
and the addition and/or interior renovation to the home of a master bedroom, bath and closet on
the west side, a kitchen at the northwest corer and a laundry room at the northeast corner.

If constructed as presented under this current proposal, there would be a squaring off of the
house and only the west side yard setback would be decreased—down to 7.6 feet, still within
code requirements. The east side yard setback would remain at 14.3 feet and the existing rear
yard setback, though at 22.2 feet, would remain unchanged. Staff therefore recommends
approval of this present proposal for 401 Payne Drive.

. Chairman Perez-Vichot noted that this was essentially a squaring-off of the existing house, and a
big improvement over the previously submitted plans. There is no further encroachment in the
rear yard sctback, but there might be an issue regarding the proposed air conditioning unit.

Mr. Luis Garcia of 401 Payne Drive stated that the air conditioning unit had been brought to his
attention, and he wanted to ask the Board what they would recommend in terms of placement.
He had a wood fence on the Hammond side of the property, and wondered if he could place the
unit on that side of the yard.

It was determined that placing the air conditioning unit on that side of the house would be
permitted under the Code, a long as it was properly screened and at least 10 feet from the
property line. City Attorney Seiden read the applicable section of Code 150-034,

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked Mr. Garcia to make sure the unit is shown on the site plan and is
approved before the work is done. He noted that parking is the other issue; it is not shown on the
site plan. Three parking spaces need to be provided off street.

Mr. Garcia replied that the parking would not change. Right now there is an existing driveway,
and he will make sure that is included on the final site plan.

In response to Chairman Perez-Vichot question, City Planner Ventura replied that there were no
responses to the courtesy notices that had been sent out.

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked for any comments from the audience or the Board.
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Beard member Fernandez moved to approve the requested variance. The house is being
squared off with an existing condition, and there is no further encroachment into the side
or rear yards, The Applicani has shown a willingness to comply with the Code in regards
to the air conditioning unit in the side yard. Board member Mikluscak seconded the
motion, which passed unanimously on voice vote.

City Attorney Seiden reminded the applicant of the ten-day appeal period.
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3) Case#03-V-08
Lissette De Cristofaro and Melanie Garcia
265 Palmetto Drive
Zoning: R-1B, Single-Family Residential
Lot size: 50’ x 142°

Applicants are requesting a variance from Code Section 150-034 Installation of central air
conditioning and heating units, etc., (A) Location property-~New construction: To maintain a
new a. ¢. unit in the side yard of their property.

City Planner Ventura read the Applicants’ statement:

“Residential addition completed on this property on 9/18/07, permit number 06-904. All plans
included building, plumbing, HVAC and electrical modifications to existing structure and were
approved by all respective departments of Building and Zoning.

It has come to our attention that there was a miscommunication or oversight as to the physical
location of the a. c. unit during the approval stage.

However, subsequent to it being approved, all work was dore to specifications; installed,
inspected and approved by city inspectors. The project is now complete. We are now being
asked to relocate the a. c. unit to another part of the property. This we find to be an expensive
and unfair request, as we had the work performed to meet the requirements that Building and
Zoning stipulated.”

City Planner Ventura stated that Section 150-034 (A) requires that all new a. ¢. units associated
with new residential construction be located in the rear arca of the lot.

City Planner Ventura explained that 265 Palmetio Drive presently has two a. ¢. units located in
the south side yard, one toward the front yard, situated behind landscaping; and the other toward
the rear yard, situated behind a 6-foot high wood fence as depicted in the second case photo and
proposed site plan. 1t is this second a. ¢. unit that is the subject of this variance request.
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The Applicants, Lissette De Cristofaro and Melanie Garcia, received variance approval at the
September 7, 2005 Board of Adjustment to construct a two-story addition to the rear of their
home at 265 Palmetto Drive. Although the case survey at that time indicated an existing a. c.
unit in the south side yard, the proposed site plan (included with this case) did not indicate any a.
c. units on the lot. Nor is there any mention of a proposed a. ¢. unit or units in the minutes {also
included) for this case from September 2005.

There is a building permit package (permit no. 06-904) for this proposed construction, dated June
23, 2006, in the file for 265 Palmetio Drive. The permit routing sheet for this permit package has
the zoning approval signature of the City Planner, dated May 10, 2006. However, the first sheet
(“PROPOSED SITE PLAN"} of the plans set for this proposed construction indicates two a. c.
units in the south side yard for 265 Palmetto, but neither that plan sheet nor any of the other
sheets in the plans have zoning approval. In addition, there is a mechanical permit (also
numbered 06-904 and dated June 23, 2006) in this package, for unspecified a. ¢. work.

Lastly, there is also a building permit, dated Sept. 28, 2005, in the Building Department file for
this property with the description “A/C CHANGE OUT 2.5 TON.”

It is Staff’s position that although the overall work of the two-story addition to the rear of the
home at 265 Palmetto Drive received zoning approval on the permit routing sheet, there is a set
of plans depicting two a. c. units in the south side yard of the property that were processed by the
Building Department that did not receive zoning approval but a permit was issued.

Because the timeline during which all of this transpired pre-dates the adoption of the ordinances
codifying Section 150-034 (Aug. 28, 2006 and Feb. 26, 2007, respectively), Staff is of the
opinion that the exact variance being sought is to maintain an existing a. ¢. unit which
encroaches into the side yard setback (3 feet vs. 5 feet required by code).

As can be seen from the second and third case photos, the a. ¢. unit in question is concealed
behind a six-foot wood fence and there is a large amount of distance between the a. ¢. unit and
the neighboring homes (the two homes are separated from the south side yard of 265 Palmeito
Dr. by their rear yards and not just their side yards). And one of the homes to the south of 265
Palmetto, 509 Pinecrest Drive, presently has a six-foot white picket fence around its back yard.
Staff therefore recommends approval of this variance request to maintain the existing a. ¢. unit in
the south side yard of 265 Palmetto Drive.

There was no correspondence received in response to the courtesy notices that were mailed out.
Chairman Perez-Vichot pointed out that there is an alley along the side yard of the property,
which limits the amount of noise for the neighbor. He continued to say that it was unfortunate

that this slipped through the Building Department, but steps have been taken since to remedy the
situation,

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked for any comments from the Board or the audience.
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3. NEW BUSINESS

i Case # 12-V-08
Mauricio Almagro
1040 N. Royal Poinciana Bivd.
Zoning: R-1B, Single-Family Residential
Lot size: 75 fi.x 110 fi.

Applicant is requesting a variance from Code Section 150-034 Installation of central air -
conditioning and heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps and equipment /
(D): To install new pool equipment in the required rear yard setback of his property.

City Planner Ventura read the Applicant’s statement: “Physical therapy (medical reasons).”

City Planner Ventura said that Section 150-034 (D) Installation standards and requirements states
that “All central air conditioning and heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler
pumps and equipment shall only be installed in accordance with the rules, regulations and e
requirements of the City of Miami Springs, Miami-Dade County, and the Florida Building Code
of the State of Florida.” Before this in Section 150-034 (A) states that “Central air conditioning
and heating units, pool pumps and equipment and sprinkler pumps and equipment to be installed
in conjunction with the construction of new residential structures may only be located in the rear
yard arca of the home sites.”

City Planner Ventura explained that 1040 N. Royal Poinciana Boulevard is a legal-size lot and
with the exception of the rear yard setback at approximately 22 feet, all existing setbacks are
within code requirements. This proposal involves construction of a new swimming pool and spa
in the rear yard of the property. If the pool equipment is placed in the back yard per Section 150-
034 (A) it will encroach into the already non-conforming rear yard setback, leaving only 19 feet, -
4 inches from the back edge of the pool equipment to the rear property line. He continued to say
that since the Applicant, Mr. Almagro, is going to be put in a hardship situation by complying
with Section 150-034 (A), Staff recommends approval of this variance request for 1040 N. Royal
- Poinciana Blvd.

Chairman Perez-Vichot asked Mr. Almagro if he had considered other locations for the pool
equipment.

Mr. Almagro, of 1040 North Royal Poinciana Blvd. replied that every alternative had been
looked at, and this was the one that the City and Nationwide Pool and Spa had agreed upon as
the most reasonable.

Chairman Perez-Vichot pointed out that there was an existing air conditioning unit on one side of
the house and asked if the equipment could be located there. The side setback was almost the
same distance as the rear yard setback.,
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Discussion ensued as to whether the motions for the variances could be separated or made all at
the same time.

In response to a question by Board member Mikluscak, City Attorney Seiden said that there was
no alley on the north side of the site between the buffer area and the residential area. There was
no east-west alley.

Vice Chairman Fernandez asked how many employees the hotel would empioy.

Mr. Price said that he believed it would be about 40 people. There would be 20-25 employees on
the prime shift.

Board member Fajardo said she would entertain a recommendation.

Board member Berounsky moved to approve the requested variances in order: #1 for the
Declaration of Restrictive Covenants in Lieu of Unity of Title to be exeented and approved;
#2 for the height restriction, as the layout looks like it is four stories and it is within the
height restriction of 55 feet; #3 for 133 parking spaces instead of 157 due to the proximity
of the airport and that fact that most of the clients do not arrive by car; #4 the buffer must
be a six foot high wall on the property line with a seven foot landscape buffer, and a 10 foot
buffer at the loading area. Trees will be planted every 30 feet in accordance to Code, All
approvals are subject to the recording of the actual Declaration and the easement
documents called for in that Declaration. Board member Espino seconded the motion,
which carried unanimously on voice vote,

City Attorney Sciden reminded the applicant of the ten-day appeal period.

Vice Chairman Fernandez wanted to point out for the record that the seven foot buffer is required
only for the length of nine parking spaces.

Board member Fajardo reiterated that all the documents and plans are going to be signed and
sealed when submitted for the formal site plan review.
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Case # 18-V-08

Gloryann Ordonez

655 Westward Drive :
Zoning: R-1C, Single-Family Residentia
Lotsize: 60 ft. x 114 ft.

Applicant is requesting a variance from Code Section 150-034 Installation of central air /
conditioning and heating units, pool pumps and equipment, etc., (A):To install new pool
equipment in the side yard of her property.
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TO:

VIA:

FROM:

DATE:

CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS
Finance Department

201 Westward Drive Agenda tem No,
Miami Springs, FL 33166-5259
Phone: (305) 805-5014 Gity Council Meeting of:

Fax:  (305) 805-5018

Jl-2a_20/2 .

Honorable Mayor Garcia and Mgmbers of the City Council
Ronald Gorland, City Manage G’JJ
William Alonso, Assistant City\Manager/ Finance Director /

October 17, 2012

RECOMMENDATION:

DISCUSSION:

COST:

FUNDING:

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES APPROVAL: </'75»’>

Recommendation that Council waive the competitive bid process and approve an expenditure of
$3,000.00, to Southeast Design for changes to the design plans for the Westward Drive Median
Rikepath/Walkway, pursuant to Section §31.11 (E)(6)(g) of the City Code.

On April 23%, Council approved an expenditure to Sontheast Design for architectural and design services
for the Westward Drive Median Project. The plans were completed about three weeks ago and submitted
to CITT.

A few days ago Mr, Tom Nasgh, Public Works Director, was notified by the CITT (see Attachment A)
that the project did not meet their requirements since the majority of the blocks involved had sidewalks
with access to the bus benches located in the areas.

Ms. Carol Foster has advised that there may is an MPO Transportation Enhancement RFP available at
this time that would, if awarded, cover the entire project, including landscape modifications, lighting and
signage. This proposal must be submitted by November 30™ with significant detail, cross section
drawings, timelines, engineering and electrical plans, etc. However, since this is federal-through state
funding, the path will need to be widened one foot to meet the FDOT and AASHTO recommendations of
10 feet for as much of its length as possible. Mr. Perez-Vichot has indicated that this is possible, and that
the electrical drawings have been partially completed. MPO funding is on a five-year timeline, which
means that, if awarded, the funding will be available at some point during the next five years.
Historically, “shovel ready” projects receive priority in the dispersal of funds. Additionally, there is no
required City match, but up to 15 points are awarded if there is substantial local commitment. This may
take the form of fees paid for plans, Mr. Nash’s professional hourly cost for supervision and the
removal/mitigation for trees and other plantings, and any other Public Works involvement as well as
actual dollars. '

The funding for this expenditure will have to come from the Designated Fund Balance because the
project does not meet CITT requirements.

$ 3,000.00

Department/ Description: Designated ¥und Balance
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From: Toledo, Nestor (CITT) [mailto;:NTOLEDO@miamidade.gov]:
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 10:40 AM Attachment A

To: Tom Nash
“bject: RE: Miami Springs

Tom:
As per our conversation, after reviewing the City’s project, please be advised that it is not an eligible PTP project.

Again, thank you.

From: Tom Nash [mailto; nasht@miamisprings-fl.gov]
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 10:38 AM

To: Toledo, Nestor (CITT)

Subject: Miami Springs

Nestor,

Any news on our walk way plans??

Tom Nash

Public Works Director / Certified Arborist
City of Miami Springs

345 N. Royal Poinciana Bivd.

Miami Springs, FL. 33166

305-805-5170 Ext 4224

205-805-6195 Fax



FROM:

DATE:

CITY OF MIANI SPRINGS
Finance Department
. 201 Westward Drive
" Miami Springs, Fl. 33166-5289
Phone: (305) 805-5014
Fax:  (305) 805-5018

Honorable Mayor Garcia and Me: s of the City Council
Ronald Gorland, City Manager |
Wilkiam Alonso, CPA, CGFOQ, Finan Director\}i\y

April 18, 2012

RECOMMENDATION: Recommendation that Council approve an expenditure to Southeast Design

DISCUSSION:

COST:

FUNDING:

Services, the lowest responsible bidder, in the amount of $ 9,800 for architectural
and design services for the Wesiward median project, pursuani te Section
§31.11(C) (2) of the City Code,

During the Council meeting of April 9, 2012, Council directed thc} Administration fo get quotes
for the architectural/design work for the Westward median project which consists of & lighted
bikepath/walking track beginning at the median across and slightly west of the hbrary and
ending on Hammond Drive.

We solicited quotes from six architectural firms and actually received four written quotes
(attachments A thru D) for the architectural/design plans. All firms were provided the same
memo providing a listing of the requirements and the project description so that they could
develop their quotes, Based on the quotes received, the Administration is recommending
Southeast Design Services as the lowest of the four bidders (attachment A).

Once the plans are ready, the administration will provide them to Council and to the C.LT.T.
for final approval of the project before we issue the construction RFP.

$9,800

CIT. Y. Funds

~ PROFESSIONAL SERVICES/PROCUREMENT APPROVAL: é 22



SOUTHEAST DESIGN ASSOCIATES, INCG.

ARCHITECTURE Florida License AA 000 2237
Phorne: (305) 871-1648

PO BOX 660498 * Miami Springs, Florida 33266-0498 Fax: (305) 871-1734

April 4, 2012

Revised April 12, 2012

Ciliy of Miami Springs

Tammy Romero

Willlam Alonso

201 Westward

Miami Springs, F1 33166

RE:

Wostward Drive Median Bike Path -- ADA Complaint
From the Library, 401 Westward Drive to Hammond Drive

 Miami Springs

Dear Ms. Romero and Mr. Alonso:

Southeast Design Associates, Inc, is pleased to submit a revised Architect/Engineer praposal for the above mentioned
project. We have included a Surveying and Civil allowance

1. Scope of Work

1.

Booow

o

Concrete Bike Path — Covered to accommodate existing Trees

Path shall be pitched for proper drainage and pravent ponding water on Path
Elevations by Surveyor of Crown of Read at several locations

Electrical connections for Light Fixtures from FPL Service

Low Profite Bollard Lights — Fixtures type and location to be selected by the City
ADA compliance including detectable warnings on Walking Surfaces, Ramps, efc.

Xeriscape Landscaping — Landscaping is limited to restoration and selective replacement - frrigation not

included
Stripping
Sighage



Southeast Daslgn Assoclates, Ino.
Page 2

Aprli 4, 2012

Revised April 12, 2012

i

Architectural / Engineering Fees

PrbgramminlSchematic Drawings
1.1 Architectural Survey and Documentation of Westward Median Site
1.2 Meet with City / Review Applicable Codes and Conditions

Design Development / Construction Documents
2.1 Site Plan
2.2 Floor Plans for Path
2.3 Cross Sections
2.4 Electrical Plans

. Permitting

3.1 Respond to Plan Review
3.2 Revise Drawings

Bidding / Construction Administration (2 month duration)
4.1 Pre-Construction Meeting
4.2 Weekly Coordination Meetings
4.3 Payment Certification
4.4 Project Close Out

Non Reimbursable Expenses

Engineering Allowance
5.1 Electricat - $800.00
5.2 Structuraf - $300.00
5.3 Surveyor (Elevations) -$600.00
5.4 Civil - $800.00

Toftal

Note: Topographical Survey NOT Included other than selected Elevations

$5,100.00

$1,800.00

§ 400.00
$2.500.00
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Agenda item No.

City Council Mesting of:
[O-22a. 29/2

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
MEMORANDUM

TO: Honorable Mayor Garcia and Members of the City Coungil

FROM:  Magali Valls, City CIerm/@Q/é
DATE: October 12, 2012

SUBJECT:  Absentee Ballots — Business Reply Mail

B e b b o R R S e b i ek e R R e e R R U R U R e e A

On September 21, 2012, I sent you information regarding the actions the Miami-Dade County
Commussioners had taken by passing a resolution to provide pre-paid return envelopes for absentee
ballots in all countywide elections.

The Miami-Dade County Supervisor of Elections has notified municipalities that
cities/towns/villages that have elections that do not coincide with the County’s, have a choice of
using pre-paid return envelopes or using regular envelopes where they would be required to put
postage for mailing absentee ballots.

[ have contacted the Elections Department and they have provided me with an estimate (attached) of
$700.00 as the additional cost for Business Reply Mail, based on 100% return of the 1,095 absentee
ballot requests on file.
It is my recommendation that Council approve this additional expense.
ce: City Manager

Assistant City Manager/Finance Director

City Attorney

032013 Elections\Memo to Council - AB Business Reply Mail.doc
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Magali Valls

g e i e e b e e R i i e e e na et e e e e b £ i ettt S b i

From: Prochnicki, Patricia (Elections) [BPROCH@miamidade.gov]
Sent:  Thursday, October 11, 2012 5:01 PM

To: Magali Valls

Subject: FW: Business Replay Mail Estimate for Absentee Ballots

Good afternoon Magali,

The additional cost of Business Reply Mail for your municipality, based on 100% return of the 1,005
Absentee Ballot Requests on file to date, would be approximately $700. Call me if you need further
information. '

Best Regards,

Patricia Prochnicki
Elections Budget and Finance Chief

Miami-Dade Eiections Department
2700 NW 87th Avenue

Miami, FL 33172

305-499-8568

"Delivering Excellence Fvery Day™

Miami-Dade County is a public entity subject fo Chapler 119 of the Florida Stalutes conceming public records. E-mail messages are covered
under such faws and thus subject to disclosure.

10/12/2012






Agenda tem No.
ARTICLE IV. MEMORIAL COMMITTEE;, Gouncil Meseting of:

O- A - ' ,
Sec. 32-20. Establishment and membership. / , d-da/ ‘?"f* A {Q

N
There is established a memorial committee whose membership shall be composed as follows: C\’(

(4) President—Miami Springs@ters' cou:::il. b ;u O LONGET MEETS .
(B) Chairperson—Historical PreseW:;): Board.
(C) Chairperson—Board of Recreatior}.
(D) Chairperson—Board of Parks and Parkways.
(E) Chairperson—Zoning and Planning Board.
(Ord. 601-77, passed 6-27-77; amend. Ord. 699-85, passed 2-11-85)
Sec. 32-21..‘Duties.

The memorial committee is charged with recommending to City Council appropriate
memorials for individuals, organizations, and special events, encouraging private donations,
and establishing minimum architectural and material standards for memorials.

(Ord. 601-77, passed 6-27-77)

Supp. No. 3 CD32:13






Agencia tem No. -

City Counclt Fseting of
Jo-22-20f 2

RESOLUTION NO. 2012-3565

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MIAMI SPRINGS PROVIDING FOR THE FIFTH
AMENDMENT TO THE FY2011-2012 GENERAL FUND AND
SPECIAL REVENUE AND CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND
BUDGETS; BY INCREASING GENERAL FUND REVENUES
FROM UNDESIGNATED RESERVES TO COVER
AUTHORIZED AND APPROVED GENERAL FUND
EXPENDITURES; BY INCREASING THE CAPITAL
PROJECTS FUND OF THE SPECIAL REVENUE AND
CAPITAL. PROJECTS BUDGET TO ACCOUNT FOR
CURTISS MANSION RELATED PROJECT COSTS AND
EXPENSES; PROVIDING INTENT; SPECIFYING
COMPLIANCE  WITH ACCEPTED BUDGETARY
PROCESSES AND PROCEDURES; EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Charter prohibits any City Department from incurring
expenditures in excess of the Department’s approved budget; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council has authorized the expenditure of $379,308 for
spotlights to be installed at the Rebeca Sosa Theater, background/fingerprinting services,
headhunter fees incurred for the Public Works Director position, costs incurred in the
historic tax credit transaction, consultant fees for Attorney James Linn, Curtiss Mansion,
Inc. working capital outlay, additional shortfall costs of the Curtiss Mansion Project, and for
the new funding requirements for fencing at the Curtiss Mansion site; and,

WHEREAS, the General Fund revenues budget must receive sufficient funding from
previously undesignated city reserve funds to cover General Fund expenditures in the

amount of $192 584, and,

1 Resolution No. 2012-3565



WHEREAS, an increase of $186,724 in the Capital Projects Fund of the Special
Revenue and Capital Projects Budget from previously undesignated City reserves is
required to account for the corresponding previously approved capital projects
expenditures; and,

WHEREAS, it is the intent and purpose of the City Council to authorize and approve
the foregoing budgetary actions and adjustments in order to comply with generally

accepted budgetary processes and procedures:

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

OF MIAMI SPRINGS, FLORIDA:

Section 1: That the City Council of the City of Miami Springs hereby approves and
authorizes the budgetary amendments and appropriations to the various revenues and
expenditures of the budgets and funds set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

Section 2: That the City Council approvals and authorizations evidenced herein
are intended to provide the City with the méans to accomplish the purposes and projects
identified in the recitals of this Resolution and the exhibit attached hereto.

Section 3: That the City Council of the City of Miami Springs has authorized and
approved the foregoing budgetary amendments, increases, and appropriations in order to
comply with generally accepted budgetary processes and procedures.

Section 4: That the provisions of this Resolution shall be effective immediately

upon adoption by the City Council.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Miami Springs, Florida,

this 22" day of October, 2012.

The motion to adopt the foregoing resolution was offered by

, seconded by

and on roll call the following vote ensued:

Vice Mayor Ator o
Councilman Best o
Councilwoman Bain Lo
Councilman Lob oo
Mayor Garcia o

Zavier M. Garcia
Mayor

ATTEST:

Magali Valls, CMC
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY AND FORM:

Jan K. Seiden, City Attorney
3 Resolution No. 2012-3565




City of Miami Springs

EXHIBIT A

FY 2011-2012 Budget Amendment
Alf Operating Funds

Amended Amendment Amended
FundiClassification Budget No. § Ref Budget
Gengral Fund
Revenues
Taxes $5,796,261 $5,796,261
Excise Faxes 2,655,000 2,655,000
Licenses & Permits 607,300 607,300
Intergovernmental Revenues 1,808,890 - 1,806,890
Charges for Services 1,663,454 1,653,454
Fines & Forfeitures 308,000 308,000
Miscellaneous 332,175 113,812 1 1,5 445 987
Interfund Transfers-In 984 525 884,525
Fund Balance 511,968 $78,772 590,740
Total General Fund $14,655,573 $192,584 $14,848,157
Expenditures
City Council 114,302 $105,000 5 219,302
City Manager 689,572 689,572
City Clerk 298,176 298,176
City Attorney 156,000 156,000
Human Resources 200,641 $11,000 2 211,641
Finance-Adminisiration 590,223 $40,000 4 630,223
Finance-Professional Services 169,275 169,275
nformation Technelogy 327,108 327,108
Planning 143,620 143,620
Police 5,476,395 5,476,395
Building, Zoning, and Code Enforcement 620,026 620,026
Public Works 2,048,328 2,048,328
Recreation & Culiure 3,340,882 16,910 1 3,357,792
Transfers to other funds 481,025 10,674 6 500,699
; Total General Fund 14,655,573 192,684 14,848 157
Sanitation Operations 2,249,126 2,249,126
Stormwaler Operations 451,871 451,571
Total Enterprise Funds 2,700,697 $2,700,697
Special Revenue & Capital Projects
Road & Transportation 787,762 §787,762
Senior Center Operations 359,043 359,043
Capital Projecls 193,528 186,724 1 36,7 380,252
Law Enforcement Trust 142,353 142,353
Total Special Revenue & Capital Projects Funds 1,482,686 $186,724 $1,669,410
G.0. Bonds - Series 1907 560,478 $569,478
Total Debt Service 569,478 $569,478
GRAND TOTAL ALL FUNDS $19,408,434 $379,308 $19,787,742
|Legend:

1) Record $16,810 grant for spotlights at the theatre $8,098 is the Cily's match
2) Additional funding for backgroundfingerpinting and for Public Waorks Direcior head hunting fees
3} Record cosls $92,850 refated fo the Historic tax Credit which will be reimbursed with proceeds of the tax credit.
4) Funding for the hiring of James Linn, Pensien Consuitant
3) Furding of $105,000 for CMI working capital

6} Funding of $19,874 for G tax credit shortfall of $12,757 and $6,917 additional funds needed 1o
cover the project shortfall.

7) Funding of $74,200 for the new fence and parking lot ai the mansion.






TO:
VIA:
FROM:

DATE:

CITY OF MIAMI SPRINGS
Finance Department

201 Westward Drive

Miami Springs, FL 33166-5259

Phone: (305) 805-5014 o No.
Fax:  (305) 805-5018 Agenda It

Gity Councit Meeting of:
lo-a22- 20/ 2 -

Honorable Mayor Garcia and M mibers of the City Council

Ronald Gorland, City Manager W
!

William Alonso, Assistant City Manager/ Finance Director

October 16, 2012

RECOMMENDATION:

DISCUSSION:

COST:

FUNDING:

PROFESSIONAX, SERVICES APPROVAL:

Recommendation that Council award City RFP # 09-11/12 to A-1 Property Services,
Group, the lowest responsible proposer, in the amount of $60,120.00, for Miami
Springs Country Club Roof repairs, pursuant to Section §31.11 (E)(2) of the City Code.

On August 28", the City advertised the Request for Proposal # 09-11/12 for Miami
Springs Country Club Roof repairs of which 17 vendors (Attachment “A”) were
notified of the opportunity to bid. On August 30" contractors were required to attend a
Mandatory Pre- Bid conference and only 7 were in attendance (Attachment “B”). On
October 4", the City received 4 proposals (Aftachment “C”) and only three vendors
were considered responsive (Attachment “I)”).

A committee comprised of Tom Nash, Operations Superintendent and Tammy Romero,
Professional Services Supervisor met and evaluated the proposals received. After

careful review, the committee is making a recommendation for A-1 Property Services,
Group. as the lowest responsible proposet.

$ 60,120.00

Designated Fund Balance
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Attachment D
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