
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY

NEW PORT RICHEY CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
5919 MAIN STREET, NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA

July 18, 2017
7:00 PM

 

AGENDA

ANY PERSON DESIRING TO APPEAL ANY DECISION MADE BY THE CITY COUNCIL, WITH
RESPECT TO ANY MATTER CONSIDERED AT ANY MEETING OR HEARING, WILL NEED A RECORD
OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND MAY NEED TO ENSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF THE
PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, WHICH INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE
APPEAL IS TO BE BASED. THE LAW DOES NOT REQUIRE THE CITY CLERK TO TRANSCRIBE
VERBATIM MINUTES; THEREFORE, THE APPLICANT MUST MAKE THE NECESSARY
ARRANGEMENTS WITH A PRIVATE REPORTER (OR PRIVATE REPORTING FIRM) AND BEAR THE
RESULTING EXPENSE. (F.S.286.0105)

ORDER OF
BUSINESS

1. Call to Order – Roll Call

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Moment of Silence

4. Approval of July 5, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes Page 3

5. Presentation of Flags for Sims Park by the VFW Post 79
6. Swearing-In of New Firefighters: Robert McCarthy, Corbin Mitchell and John Webber
7. Swearing-In of New Police Officers: Jessica Hauck, Tyler Sabo and Patrick Volpe

8. Vox Pop for Items Not Listed on the Agenda or Listed on Consent Agenda

9. Consent Agenda

a. Environmental Committee Minutes - May 24, 2017 Page 11
b. Firefighters' Pension Board Minutes - March 14, 2017 Page 14
c. Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Minutes - May 9, 2017 Page 18
d. Police Pension Board Minutes - April 25, 2017 Page 21
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e. Purchases/Payments for City Council Approval Page 27

10. Public Reading of Ordinances

a. First Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2117 Flood Damage Prevention Page 29
b. Second Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2120 Temporary Moratorium on Wireless

Facilities in Public Rights-of-Way
Page 35

11. Business Items

a. Annual Membership Drive - Recreation & Aqautic Center Page 40
b. Alcoholic Beverage Special Event - Caribbean Food & Music Fest Page 42
c. 2016/2017 Sanitary Sewer Gravity Lining Project Close Out Page 62
d. Wastewater Treatment Plant/Water Treatment Plant Bulk Chemicals Purchases Page 68
e. Resolution No. 2017-21 & No. 2017-22, Initial Assessment Resolutions - Stormwater

Utility & Street Lighting
Page 76

f. Proposed Pavement Management Plan Page 158
g. Three Minute Report: Fire Department

12. Communications

13. Adjournment

Agendas may be viewed on the City's website: www.citynpr.org. This meeting is open to the public. In accordance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990 and Section 286.26, Florida Statutes, all persons with disabilities needing special accommodations to
participate in this meeting should contact the City Clerk, 727-853-1024, not later than four days prior to said proceeding.
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Judy Meyers, City Clerk

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Approval of July 5, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes

REQUEST:
The request is for City Council to approve the minutes from the July 5, 2017 regular meeting.

DISCUSSION:
City Council conducted its regularly scheduled meeting on July 5, 2017. The minutes from that meeting are attached
for Council's review and approval.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that City Council approve the minutes from the July 5, 2017 regular meeting as submitted.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
No funding is required for this item.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
July 5, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes Backup Material
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MINUTES OF THE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY

NEW PORT RICHEY CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
5919 MAIN STREET, NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA

July 5, 2017
7:00 PM

 

ORDER OF
BUSINESS

1. Call to Order – Roll Call

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Rob Marlowe at 7:00 pm. Those in attendance were,
Deputy Mayor Jeff Starkey, Councilman Bill Phillips and Councilwoman Judy DeBella Thomas.
Councilman Chopper Davis was excused. 
 
Also in attendance were City Manager Debbie Manns, City Attorney Timothy Driscoll, City Clerk
Judy Meyers, Chief of Police Kim Bogart, Finance Director Crystal Feast, Development Director
Lisa Fierce, Fire Chief Chris Fitch, Economic Development Director Mario Iezzoni, Public Works
Director Robert Rivera, Library Director Andi Figart, Parks and Recreation Director Elaine Smith,
Technology Solutions Director Bryan Weed and Human Resources Manager Bernie Wharran.

2 Pledge of Allegiance

3 Moment of Silence

4 Approval of June 20, 2017 Work Session and Regular Meeting Minutes

Motion was made to approve the minutes as presented.

 
Motion made by Judy DeBella Thomas and seconded by Jeff Starkey.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

5 Proclamation - Parks and Recreation Month (by title only)

Mayor Marlowe read the proclamation declaring the month of July as Parks and Recreation Month by
title only.

6 Vox Pop for Items Not Listed on the Agenda or Listed on Consent Agenda

Mayor Marlowe opened the floor for public comment.  No one came forward therefore Mayor
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Marlowe closed Vox Pop.

7 Consent Agenda

Motion was made to accept the Consent Agenda.

 
Motion made by Bill Phillips and seconded by Judy DeBella Thomas.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

a Purchases/Payments for City Council Approval

8 Public Reading of Ordinances

a First Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2120 Temporary Moratorium on Wireless Facilities in Public
Rights-of-Way

City Attorney Driscoll read the proposed ordinance by title only. City Manager Manns introduced the
item to Council.  She stated that the purpose of this agenda item was to impose a 180 day moratorium
on wireless communication facilities in public rights-of-way due to recent legislation that was passed
in order to allow staff time to prepare any code amendments as may be necessary.  The new legislation
provides privileges to small wireless facilities without control by the local municipality.  City
Manager Manns reminded Council that they passed a resolution in April stating their opposition to
this legislation when it was still HB687. 
 
Upon opening the floor to public comment, no one came forward therefore Mayor Marlowe returned
the floor to Council. Mayor Marlowe stated wireless does not have to be big or bulky. The problem is
the legislature blocked out ability to deal with anything including equipment boxes that could be
attached to utility poles.
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas stated that FLC was opposed to this legislation as well and provided
pictures of what they could look like. Home rule is definitely under attack. Not much leeway to do
anything.
 
Councilman Phillips asked the City Attorney if the January 3rd date was when the ordinance was in
effect and he replied that January 3rd is approximately 180 days. Councilman stated that the
legislature created a revenue stream of about $150/pole. It appears in the language that there are other
utilities that have poles in the city and they may be required to replace them. Over and above we have
to allow them to use the infrastructure. City Attorney Driscoll stated one thing the legislation is trying
to do is limit our control on how many can go on one pole. He stated we can't make them be separate
but can make them ADA compliant and aesthetic restrictions but not much else. Councilman Phillips
stated he would like to see how the other municipalities approach this legislation and the impacts.
 
Deputy Mayor Starkey stated he had seen the FLC pictures and asked the City Attorney when will we
find out how big they will be. City Attorney Driscoll replied we will find the answer to that after more
research is done.
 
Motion was made to approve the ordinance upon its first reading.

 
Motion made by Jeff Starkey and seconded by Bill Phillips.  The Motion Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: DeBella
Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

b Second Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2114 Amending Section 23-46 to Remove Circle Blvd. from
One-Way Street Listing

City Attorney Driscoll read the proposed ordinance by title only. Upon opening the floor to public
comment, no one came forward therefore Mayor Marlowe returned the floor to Council. Motion was
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made to approve the ordinance upon its second and final reading.

 
Motion made by Bill Phillips and seconded by Judy DeBella Thomas.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

9 Business Items

a Sims Park Shelter Installations Phase 2 Project Close-Out

City Manager Manns introduced the item to Council. She stated the purpose of this agenda item was
to authorize payment to closeout the new shade structures at Sims Park. The work is complete and
Hennessy Construction has requested the final pay request in the amount of $145,712. City Manager
Manns also stated that there is a deductive change order in the amount of $5,860.
 
Upon opening the floor to public comment, no one came forward therefore Mayor Marlowe returned
the floor to Council.  Councilman Phillips stated he would like to see the funds stay on the Sims Park
side of the project as there will be additional expenses or projects that may want to be done.
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas stated that she agreed with Councilman Phillips and see the money
stay in place for Sims Park. Deputy Mayor Starkey stated he was walking through the park last
weekend and he saw areas that need to have the landscaping replaced. Use event deposit money to help
with the damages. Mayor Marlowe also agreed that the money should stay with Sims Park. Next year's
budget should include other items. Motion was made to approve the item as presented. 
 
Motion made by Bill Phillips and seconded by Judy DeBella Thomas.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

b Approval of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan

City Manager Manns introduced the item to Council. She stated the purpose of this agenda item was
to adopt the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. She stated that Parks and Recreation Director Elaine
Smith worked very hard with Barth & Associates to create the plan. She also thanked the public for all
of their input in the process. The Plan specifies improvements for each of the City's parks. Adopting
the plan will allow opportunities for grant funding.
 
Upon opening the floor to public comment, no one came forward therefore Mayor Marlowe returned
the floor to Council. Councilman Phillips stated that it's fortunate but unfortunate in other ways that
you have to have a Master Plan to cover a ten year plan that may in two or three years may not be the
path you want to take but in order to go after funding you need to prove your due diligence. He enjoyed
the process and there is a big wish list and if could do them all that would be great. The Plan overall
was well done. Penny for Pasco funds along with State funding. At end of the day we will be able to
address many needs. He still has issues with Plummer Field. The facility is undersized and creates
many challenges to operate that facility in that location.
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas stated she is delighted to have this in place and on the city's website.
Taken this step in creating a product we can look to and taking good care of our parks. Participated in
Earth Days and River Cleanups and this lends to the same mentality that we are taking care of our
parks. We have residents that do not realize what we have in the city. She is proud and pleased to have
taken this step in the right direction. There are elements from across the country we can bring back
and share with our city. Positive thing to recognize how important the parks are. Fortunate to have the
kinds of activities in the parks that we do and how they can blend into our daily life.
 
Deputy Mayor Starkey stated that the Plan needed to be created for funding. He agreed with
Councilman Phillips about Plummer Field and it will be a challenge. He is a competitive soccer coach
and he looks at other fields. Look at countywide plan for better sports facilities. Need to make sure
we are providing facilities. Work with the County for long term goals.
 
Mayor Marlowe stated the Plan was extraordinarily done and hopefully use it to take advantage of
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grant opportunities to further improve our parks.
 
Motion was made to approve the item as presented. 

 
Motion made by Bill Phillips and seconded by Judy DeBella Thomas.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

c Request to Purchase Subscription for Extra-Duty Management Web-based Software

City Manager Manns introduced the item to Council. She stated the purpose of this agenda item was
to authorize the purchase of a subscription for web-based software to be used by the police department
for extra-duty scheduling.  Funding is through equitable sharing funds.  She then introduced Chief
Bogart who presented the item to Council.  He stated that for many years the police department has
used software that was created by an employee. Complicated process to schedule coverage for other
areas that are in need of extra duty policing. When the new website was up the software was removed.
Software used by most of the neighboring agencies. Got rave reviews by other departments. No direct
cost to the department.
 
Upon opening the floor to public comment, no one came forward therefore Mayor Marlowe returned
the floor to Council. Councilman Phillips stated that this kind of tool to manage information is
important. Having an updated tool will allow you to take care of the extra-duty.  Good product to have.
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas stated that she was stunned in how the department has been running. 
Intuitive software to manage employees. She felt that the unavailability of a product that was an option
for us. Surely this was not out of the ordinary for the police department to do. She was also stunned by
the cost and the maintenance fee. She stated that she appreciated the due diligence. Chief Bogart
replied that unlike the other software this is a web-based software where officers can access anytime
and anywhere.
 
Deputy Mayor Starkey stated that once cloud-based and web-based it will be continuously monitored.
 
Mayor Marlowe stated he was not shocked by cost he thought it was very reasonable. He has one that
is comparable in cost and he has another one that costs $12k year to manage. He stated that if it does
what you need it to do it is money well spent.
 
Motion was made to approve the item as presented. 

 
Motion made by Bill Phillips and seconded by Judy DeBella Thomas.  The Motion Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: DeBella Thomas, Marlowe, Phillips, Starkey   Absent: Davis

d Presentation of Budget Process, Estimated Revenues, and Proposed Millage Rate

City Manager Manns introduced the item to Council. She stated that for some time now have been
working on the proposed budget process and have begun to formulate what will be presented to you on
July 11th.  Tonight's presentation is to show where we are in the process, proposed revenues and
millage. She then introduced Finance Director Crystal Feast who made a presentation to Council. 
 
Ms. Feast stated that as we end the current fiscal year we have begun preparations for the next fiscal
year. Tonight's presentation will provide an overview of the process. In March 2017 began the budget
process. In April, each department went through their expenditures and completed their workbooks and
presented their proposed budget to the City Manager in May.  Last month preliminary taxable values
were provided by the property appraiser. This month we will receive the final taxable values from the
county.  Next month will establish the TRIM notice and propose millage rate. In September the CRA
Board will approve the CRA budget and Council will approve the City budget. The positives for the
upcoming budget year include that revenue trends are increasingly slightly and property values have
increased. The challenges include slight overall increase in pension costs, slight increase in FRS
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rates, anticipated 5% increase in general liability, property and flood insurance, anticipated health
insurance costs and proposed COLA 2%.
 
Under revenue sources, property tax revenue showed a 1.79% increase in taxable values which allows
for a slightly lower millage rate of 8.995 mills. The last three years the City has worked to lower the
millage. State revenues have increased by 3% and include communication sales tax, alcohol and half
cent sales tax. Licenses and permits have increased by 7% due to the aniticipated launch of the
Residential Rental Inspection Program. Service charges increased by 6% due to off-duty services and
fully functioning Rec & Aquatic Center. Fines and forfeitures include court fines, RLC, code
enforcement and impound lot. Special assessments increase is due to new stormwater and
streetlighting rates and anticipated approval of PMP. The City is expected to received $2,401,340 in
Penny for Pasco Funds which is an increase of 8.9%. CRA funds to be received by the County are
estimated to be about $785k. Water and sewer services increased 4% due to annual rate increase.
Potential growth by acquiring smaller utility systems. LOGT funds are estimated to be $775,930.
Next steps include first part of department budget presentations along with proposed first budget draft
on July 11th and second half of department budget presentations on July 18th. The meeting on August
1st will include Certification of Taxable Value and propsosed Millage Rate. August 15th will be the
second budget draft. September 5th will be first public hearing and September 25th the second hearing
and adoption of budget.
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas asked Ms. Feast to forward a copy of the power point presentation to
Council.
 
Councilman Phillips stated he had a few points to talk about. The first point was the status of the audit
and asked to provide a report next Tuesday. The taxable value was disappointing as part of our overall
process is to help foster the taxable value to increase. Some thoughts we need to have is what is done
with the budget and with the PMP and ad valorem and how it can help across the board for taxable
value to rise. CRA meeting for the budget overall rebooting of the CRA. CIP analysis is important but
would like to see it reign it in and site specific. Need to understand that police pension will go down
but may only be for a year or two since we had money that we are being credited for under the new
contract. Part of the police pension being down is due to staffing. He stated he would like to see what
would it be if fully staffed and what impact is dollar shifting with proposed PMP. Garbage hauling fees
will increase as everyone needs to have service. No real reference to annexation plan and the impact it
will have on upcoming years. LOGT will be challenged and formulas shifted. Economic Development
budget and CRA go hand in hand. Finally he asked what kind of carryover dollars will we have and how
does it reset the required funds.
 
Mayor Marlowe stated that on LOGT he would like us to make sure how we implement PMP that we
get maximum benefit on LOGT. The City is big enough to turn tables back on County if we do it
correctly. The expenditures on PMP in such a way so that it maximizes the amount the County owes
us.
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas thanked Ms. Feast for the timeline dates and time for meetings. If
she read correctly we are anticipating a millage drop and it is significant to remember that we are
looking at that and knowing what we have done over the last ten years.
 
Upon opening the floor to public comment, Sali B. came forward to speak regarding mobile homes
and the quality of our drinking water. She stated that staff had relayed to her that mobile homes are not
eligible for the grant program. She wanted to know what makes them not eligible. She also stated that
she read that the water is not good for drinking. Florida is state with a high contamination. City
Manager Manns stated that the funding source that City relies on is provided by HUD and they have
restrictions on the type of housing that monies can be used. Mobile homes do not fit that criteria.
Mayor Marlowe stated he is representative on Tampa Bay Water board and that water quality is good in
the Tampa Bay area. He stated that newspaper articles talk in general terms for the state.
 
Councilman Phillips stated that she made some good point on mobile homes. It seems that there is an
area of housing in the city that we haven't paid attention to. They get calculated into the CRA and
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population. A number of mobile homes are rental properties but not in every case. A very nice
manufactured home kept well is a benefit to the city. Over time the grant program has been re-
evaluated. End of the day look at mobile home elements.
  

e Three Minute Report: Technology Solutions

10 Communications

Mayor Marlowe stated that his business closes at 5:00 so that a 5:00 work session start time is
difficult. Walking back from the park on Saturday a neighbor stopped him with concerns about lighting
at Central and Jefferson. Saturday night was amazing and he did not recall seeing so many people as
were around Orange Lake. The Old Baptist Church property had hundreds of cars parked on it and all
the way eastward on Central. The Red Apple lots were full and the Methodist Church was full. Parked
up and down alleyways. He stated that he knows the City is looking at a parking study and that it may
need to get a garage going sooner than later. There is a People Places event next Monday at 5:30 for
ROL update. Surfing around the internet he discovered that Tesla has been giving away free charging
stations and he forwarded it to staff to look at and apply. He stated that Volvo announced today that in
2019 they will have no cars that are not using electric. This is changing quickly. He stated that there
are a regular series of complaints about individuals that are inhabiting Southgate and asked Chief
Bogart to look into the matter.
 
 
Deputy Mayor Starkey stated he is not personally opposed to starting at 6:00 on just a work session
night. If before regular meeting then 5:00 p.m. As far as parking goes, he agreed with the Mayor's
comments but it is a slippery slope. He stated he wants to see a parking garage built to accommodate
those that come to town on a daily basis or live in the area. Need to be careful on what we do. If
continue large events look into shuttle services. Received a text message from a resident who pays
$8,700 a year in taxes and there is a property in front of his home that is city owned that is not
maintained properly. Large brush piles being placed there. Serious problem with commercial dumping.
Have to come up with a solution for debris pickup. Urge residents that are watching to take pictures
and send to code enforcement. Having negative impact on all of our neighborhoods. Still ongoing
issues near Van Doren and Leisure Lane.
 
 
Councilman Phillips stated that the 5:00 meeting time hinders public input. He is not opposed to 6:00
start time. Places a burden on those that want to attend and speak. He did make it by KIAFest before
the rain began Friday night. He is anxious to look at budget process and obviously see how we can
implement it forward into key areas of neighborhoods. He stated we need to do more to enhance
neighborhoods as it provides a net benefit across the board.  Boost in ad valorem is a plus for us.  Ad
valorem funds key operations of the city. He would like to get a behind the scenes tour of MSL and
the developments going on there. He has been asked by Gulf High alumni about the availability of
using the lower floor at Hacienda next year. He agreed with Deputy Mayor's comments regarding the
yard debris.
 
 
Councilwoman DeBella Thomas stated her schedule was flexible with time. If 7:00 p.m. meeting then
make the agenda manageable so we are not here until 1:00 a.m. She attended FLC meeting last week
and they request participation from municipalities to attend the legislative session they wlll pay for
you to attend. FLC meetings are the third Friday of each month and we will be hosting in September.
She stated that FLC encourages to invite the business community. She volunteered at KIAFest and it
was heartwarming to see staff do such a wonderful job and she applauded the police and fire for
participating in trolley pull. She also thanked everyone who participated this weekend. She stated that
she is amazed by staff's response to social media. She stated that she had received a message about a
slippery place on splash pad and sent it to Robert and she was amazed at how quickly it was addressed
and that made us look like heroes. She thanked Ms. Feast for the detail of the budget process. In
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regards to Deputy Mayor's comments about commercial debris, she stated that we need to let
residents know that the reality is that we have the pickup because we can do it but that may not always
be the case.  
 
 

11 Adjournment

There being no further business to consider, upon proper motion, the meeting adjourned at  8:45 pm.

                                                                                    (signed) ______________________________________
                                                                                                  Judy Meyers, City Clerk

Approved: ____________________ (date)

Initialed:    ____________________
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Judy Meyers, City Clerk

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Environmental Committee Minutes - May 24, 2017

REQUEST:
The request is for City Council to review the minutes from the Environmental Committee meeting on May 24, 2017.

DISCUSSION:
The Environmental Committee met for its regularly scheduled meeting on May 24, 2017.  The minutes from those
meetings are attached for Council's review. 

RECOMMENDATION:
No formal action is required by City Council for this item. 

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Environmental Committee Minutes - May 24, 2017 Backup Material
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City of New Port Richey Environmental Committee 
Minutes for May 24, 2017 

 
Meeting called to order at 4:06 pm. 

1. Vox Pop​ - None. 
2. In attendance​: Present were Committee Chair Dell deChant, Secretary Jon Tietz, Cindy 

Cadle, Barbara Sullo, Rex Phelps, and City Liaison Barret Doe. No guests were present. 
Kira Atkinson and Vice Chair Rose Mohr were absent.  

3. Vox Pop.  
4. Approval of the minutes from April. ​A motion to make amendments to the March 

minutes was made by Cindy Cadle and seconded by Rex Phelps. The minutes will be 
changed according to a request by Chair Dell deChant to change the minutes to reflect 
that the action item for Dell deChant of drafting duties for the community garden 
manager to be instead noted as the responsibility of Cindy Cadle and Penelope Phelps. 
A second motion was made to approve the minutes with those changes which was 
proposed by Rex Phelps and seconded by Jon Tietz. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
Business of the Committee - Ongoing 

5. Vox Pop. ​None. 
6. Facebook Page Noted.​ Cindy Cadle said that she had come across a Facebook page 

called ​Non-toxic Communities​ that talks about improving and keeping toxins out of 
populations. Jon said that he had heard about a problem at the Gulf Harbors Association 
and their purchase of a playground which has come up with a higher than normal 
amount of arsenic contamination. Rex offered that he thought the Association should 
look for a “cattle pit” where previous landowners may have used arsenic to cleanse cows 
of parasites. 

7. Vox Pop. ​None. 
8. Community Gardens Ordinance for the County.​ Dell said that he had heard from the 

County that the ordinance he has discussed with them has been approved to be brought 
before the County Commission. Dell said he has also received a Community Food 
System Assessment which was provided to the County for free and reviews food 
acquisition and creation for Pasco County and makes recommendations as to what 
needs. Dell said that report would be made public soon. 

9. Vox Pop. ​None. 
10. City Liaison Report. ​Barret Doe said that he has​ ​gotten his schedule and the meeting 

time does not need to be changed. Dell said that his schedule may conflict and Barbara 
offered that perhaps the committee should meet at 5 pm instead. Dell said that reviewing 
the membership the committee is now full but there are two alternate positions open 
which he expects to be filled soon. Dell said that he wanted both Jon and Cindy should 
move forward with their applications for renewal of their positions as early as possible. 

 
 

11. Vox Pop. ​None. 
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12. Report on Green City Initiative Charette - June 24, 4:00 PM. ​Barret said that the 
meeting time is confirmed but will be held in the Avery Room at the library due to 
carpeting work. Barret said also that after going through a second pass on the 
paperwork, the City still needs to find 35 points to qualify for Bronze status​. 

13. Vox Pop. ​None. 
14. Update on “additional responsibilities” for Garden Facilitator.​ ​Barret said that 

regarding adding positions or adding responsibilities to an existing position would need 
to be brought directly to the city manager. Cindy asked for clarification regarding the 
committee requesting from the city manager rather than from the city council. Dell said 
that he wanted to clarify that the city council had already seen this and responded 
positively but now the specifics must be addressed with the city manager. Rex wanted to 
know regarding proposals and recommendations to the city council whether a 
mechanism is present to formalize the opinion of the city council on that issue at the time 
in order to more effectively direct staff. 
Dell said that he developed a list of responsibilities for the part time gardener. Dell 
wanted the committee to comment on the responsibilities. Without objection the 
responsibilities were approved.  

15. Vox Pop. ​None. 
16. Update on “additional responsibilities” as arborist.​ ​Action item:​ Rex Phelps and 

Jon Tietz developed a list of responsibilities which will be reorganized by Dell for 
recommendation to the City Manager’s office. Jon will provide a copy of the list of 
responsibilities at the next meeting. The responsibilities list was approved without 
objection. 

17. Vox Pop.​ None. 
18. Urban Agriculture Permits. ​Jon provided an updated form including three different 

types of community garden. After reviewing the documents, the committee approved the 
new format unanimously. 

19. Vox Pop. ​None. 
20. Approval of Received Community Garden Permits. ​Two applications for renewal of 

community garden permits were received. The first was for 5721 Grand Boulevard, 
noted as “Grand Gardens.” This permit was approved unanimously. Dell deChant and 
Jon Tietz recused themselves as being involved with the property financially.  
The second permit was for 6119 Illinois Avenue. Dell deChant and Jon Tietz recused 
themselves as Dell owns the property and Jon is involved with the property financially. 
The permit was approved unanimously.  

Action Item:​ Jon will file the permits with the City’s development department. 
21. Additional Items.​ None. 

 
Additional Items Discussed. 

22. Adjournment. ​Without objection the committee stands adjourned at 6:06 PM. The next 
meeting is Wednesday, June 28, 2017 at 4 PM at the New Port Richey Public Library. 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Judy Meyers, City Clerk

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Firefighters' Pension Board Minutes - March 14, 2017

REQUEST:
The request is for City Council to review the minutes from the March 14, 2017 quarterly meeting of the Firefighters'
Pension Board. 

DISCUSSION:
The Firefighters' Pension Board conducted its regularly quarterly meeting on March 14, 2017.  The minutes from
that meeting are attached for Council's review. 

RECOMMENDATION:
No formal action is required on behalf of City Council for this agenda item.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Firefighters' Pension Board Minutes - March 14, 2017 Backup Material
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1  

 

MINUTES OF NEW PORT RICHEY FIREFIGHTERS PENSION BOARD MEETING 

HELD ON MARCH 14, 2017, NPR FIRE ADMINISTRATION, CITY HALL, NPR, FL 

A regular meeting of the New Port Richey Firefighters Pension Board of Trustees was held on the above date.  The 

meeting began at 5:00 PM.  The following Board members were present:  Joe Fiorentino, Chairman; Adam Darling; 

Keith Bauer; Matt Potter.  Also in attendance were Attorney Lee Dehner; Brendon Vavrica with AndCo Consulting; 

Laurie Watson with Great Lakes Advisors; Crystal Dunn Assistant Finance Director for the City of New Port Richey; 

Karen Lauer.  Board Member Bob Langford was unable to attend. 

ITEM #1 - PUBLIC COMMENTS 

None 

ITEM # 2 – APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM NOVEMBER 15, 2016 REGULAR MEETING   

Adam Darling made a motion to approve the minutes. Motion was seconded by Keith Bauer.  Motion passed 

unanimously. 

ITEM #3 – RENEWAL OF BOARD TERM – ADAM DARLING 

Karen advised that an email was sent to all members of the Fire Department, asking if anyone was interested in 
running for the board seat. There were no responses to the request. Adam retains his seat by acclimation. 

ITEM #4 – GREAT LAKES ADVISORS PRESENTATION 

Laurie Watson advised that the local office of Great Lakes Advisors has moved to Rocky Point in Tampa. The new 
office number is on the cover of her presentation. Laurie presented the report for the fourth quarter of 2016.  
Page 4 reflects a strong equity market; the election had an impact on that Large cap appreciated $99,000. Laurie 
also brought a sheet with updated values since 12/31/16. Fixed income was down a bit, but should go up as rates 
are raised. Large cap is up 9.89 % year to date. Smid cap is up 9.02%. Both are above the benchmark. Page 5 shows 
performance detail. Page 12 & 13 reflect value vs. growth, value is leading and Great Lakes has made a shift to take 
advantage of that. They are actively managing risk factors. Laurie advised that all in all it was a good quarter. 

ITEM #5 – THE BOGDAHN GROUP PRESENTATION – BRENDON VAVRICA 

Matt Potter asked Brendon how funds are allocated between fixed, smid cap and large cap. Brendon advised that 

it is a Board level decision, with restrictions on international investments (25% of total fund). The Board has 

discretion on the range of investment percentages. Matt asked if Brendon has an opinion on the percentage in 

fixed income. Brendon advised that the pie chart on page 14 of his report shows 29.4% of the total fund in in fixed 

income. 25% of that fund is with Great Lakes and 5% is convertibles. Brendon does not suggest going significantly 

lower than where it is now, as fixed income is the anchor of the portfolio. He would suggest maybe decreasing it by 

5%, if at all. Brendon will do an asset allocation analysis of what the effect would be at various levels. Attorney 

Dehner advised that there are state and ordinance restrictions on the investments. State statute requires no more 
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than 25% in international investments. City Ordinance requires 70% equity at cost and no more than 10% in real 

estate.  

Brendon next discussed a necessary transfer from the fund to the Fiduciary Trust account to cover expenses. Per 

page 12 of the report, Vanguard S&P is overweight. Board approval is needed to move funds from that account. 

The Board asked what the impact would be to take the funds from fixed income instead of Vanguard. Brendon 

advised that taking the funds from fixed income would lower it below the target which does not adhere to the 

investment policy. It would however be okay to deviate as long as it is documented in the minutes and the 

investment plan was adjusted accordingly. This was confirmed by Attorney Dehner. The Board discussed and 

agreed to transfer the funds from fixed income. Laurie stated she has no problem with this. Motion made by Matt 

Potter to transfer funds from fixed income to the Fiduciary Trust account. Motion was seconded by Adam Darling 

and approved unanimously. Karen, Brendon and Laurie will send necessary emails to process the transfer. 

Brendon concluded by referring to page 15 of his report which shows that the portfolio outperformed for the 

quarter. 

ITEM #5 – UPDATE ON CITY/UNION AGREEMENT PERTAINING TO STATE MONIES 

No update available at this time.  

ITEM #6 – ACTUARIAL VALUATION – FOSTER & FOSTER 

 
Patrick Donlan from Foster & Foster did not attend the meeting – item removed 

ITEM #7 – UPDATE ON CITY/UNION AGREEMENT PERTAINING TO STATE MONIES 

 
Per Keith Bauer, there is no current update on this item. Contract negotiations are ongoing. There has been no 
mutual consent on state monies to date. Per Attorney Dehner, monies will continue to go into the pension fund 
unless agreed otherwise.  

ITEM #8 – ATTORNEY BUSINESS 

a. Legislative Update – Attorney Dehner thinks that we will be unscathed this session. The current session 

convened on March 7th. Some bills were pre-filed. House Bill 143 and Senate Bill 158 add cancer for 

firefighters. Senate Bill 306 deals with what a trustee needs to do to abstain from voting if an issue would 

affect gain or loss personally. No real change there. Senate Bill 632 addresses what the Board can do with 

actuarial rates of return. 

b. Financial Disclosures – Attorney Dehner reminded Board Members that the disclosures must be filed with 

Supervisor of Elections by July 1st. 

ITEM #9 – FIDUCIARY TRUST AGREEMENT RE: INTERNATIONAL INVESTMENT TAXES 

No discussion was needed. The forms requested by Fiduciary Trust were previously executed. 
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ITEM #10 – FINANCIAL & ACCOUNTING SERVICES 

 
a. Approval of 12/31/2016 Financial Statement – Matt Potter has some questions as to how the accountant 

arrives at some of the figures used in the report, specifically relating to Receivables and accounts payable. 
Karen will contact the accountant for an explanation. Per Attorney Dehner, Board approval of the 
statement is not needed.  
 

 

ITEM #11 – OTHER BUSINESS AND/OR COMMUNICATION 

 
a. Payments from the fund – Karen reviewed payments made from the fund since the last meeting. Motion 

made by Matt Potter to approve, seconded by Keith Bauer. Motion passed unanimously.  
b. Fire Department Resignations – Karen advised that Sean Pipp Andrews resigned in February. Also, 

Assistant Chief Tim Exline retired and terminated his DROP in February.  
c. Any other business and/or communications – Karen advised that the laptop has a broken hinge that will 

need to be replaced. The board agreed that due to the cost of the repair and the age of the laptop, it 
would be best to purchase a new one. Karen will price out a new laptop and bring to the next meeting. 
Motion made by Adam to okay a purchase up to $500. The motion was seconded by Keith Bauer and 
passed unanimously 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Motion to adjourn was made by Joe Fiorentino, seconded by Keith Bauer. Motion passed unanimously. The 
meeting was adjourned at 6:15PM. 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Elaine D. Smith, CPRP, Director of Parks and Recreation

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Minutes - May 9, 2017

REQUEST:
The request before City Council is to review the attached Minutes from the May 2017 Parks and Recreation
Advisory Board Meeting.

DISCUSSION:
The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board meets monthly.  The attached Minutes from the May 9, 2017 meeting were
approved at the June 13, 2017 Advisory Board Meeting. The Minutes were submitted for the next available City
Council Meeting on July 18, 2017.

RECOMMENDATION:
The recommendation before City Council is to review and accept the attached Minutes.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
May Advisory Board Minutes Cover Memo
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PARKS & RECREATION BOARD MEETING 
 

 

May 9, 2017 
 

 

  The regular meeting of the Parks & Recreation Advisory Board was called 
to order at the Recreation & Aquatic Center at 7:30am on Tuesday, May 9, 2017.  
Chairman David Schrader, and Board Members Carolyn Marlowe, Dana Suiters, 
Justin Billings, and staff liaison Elaine Smith were in attendance.   
          The April 11, 2017 minutes were unanimously approved. 
           
 
OLD BUSINESS: 

 

• Easter Event at Recreation & Aquatic Center – The event went very well 
and was well attended.  The egg hunts were free, and patrons could swim 
and use the inflatables for a reduced daily fee. 

• Earth Day Event at Frances Avenue Park – Flowers were planted, trash 
was picked up, and graffiti was removed from picnic tables.  Students from 
the middle school are being encouraged to take care of their park (the 
Principal of the school is also working with the students). 

• Parks Master Plan – Thank You for Efforts on the Project – The final 
document will be brought before City Council this week.  (Members on the 
Steering Committee thanked Elaine for providing food at the meetings.) 

• Recreation Center Expansion Project – Construction is scheduled to begin 
on May 22, so this is the last meeting in the Conference room.  
Construction Brochure (hand-out) was created to disseminate information 
to the public.  (Rob Oman entered the meeting.)The front of the building 
will be fenced off, existing offices will be moved, the side gate will be 
opened for easier access to the pool for the Aquatic Exercise class, the 
parking lot will remain open, and classes will be held in the Birch room 
only.  Camp has been capped at 80 participants.  Operating hours will 
remain as normal.  The next P & R Advisory Board Meeting will be held at 
Peace Hall.  The bike racks will be moved.  Construction is expected to be 
completed by the end of the year (offices by 6 months). 

• Kids to Parks Day Event – Carolyn and the Mayor were at the event held 
at James E Grey Preserve.  There were approximately 200-300 in 
attendance; a Scavenger Hunt through the park, crafts, making bird 
houses and some healthy snacks.  There was information on display 
regarding the new park expansion; received positive comments; and 
plenty of volunteers on hand for the event. 
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• Whales Tales (7 Schools) – This is a program geared for younger children 
that introduces them to pool safety; throw, don’t go.  7 Schools have/will 
come here to learn and practice these water safety skills and enjoy the 
pool afterwards.  We also have the older children attend field trips from 
school to the RAC; some of the instructors do mini-classes or demos for 
the children, staff will also lead in some activities, and the children learn 
about the RAC (All of this is usually done in May each year). 

 
 
NEW BUSINESS: 
 

• P & R Web Page Demo – The IT Department is not here to do the demo.  
We will go live with this soon. 

• Department Budget – There has been a 2% cut in the budget for operation 
& personnel. 

• “90 Days of Summer” Sale – 3-month Memberships are on sale through 
the end of June. 

• *Winners were invited to the Future of the Region Awards by the Tampa 
Bay Planning Council – Sims Park won an Award for Design and 1st place 
for Built Environment. 

 
 
SPECIAL EVENTS  

 

• NPR Rock Painting Event – May 20th:  6-8pm 

• Family Movie Night – May 20th:  8pm 

• City Clean-up Day – June 3rd  

• Summer Concert (Beach Boys Tribute)– June 3rd:  7-8:30pm  The theme 
is Surf’s Up Tour.  Beach Balls and sunglasses will be given away. 

• First Day of Summer Camp – June 5th  

• RAP River Run – June 10th  
 
 
VOX POP 

 
     Members were reminded to hand out the Construction Brochures. 

Justin reminded everyone that he would be gone until after Labor Day in 
September. 
    
 Next meeting will be held Tuesday, June 13th at 7:30am at Peace Hall. 

      The meeting was then adjourned. 
      Respectfully submitted, 
                                                                  
                                            Carolyn Marlowe  
                                                                 P & R Adv. Bd. Secretary 
BMB:  dcf 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Judy Meyers, City Clerk

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Police Pension Board Minutes - April 25, 2017

REQUEST:
The request is for City Council to review the minutes from the April 25, 2017 quarterly meeting of the Police
Pension Board. 

DISCUSSION:
The Police Pension Board conducted its regularly quarterly meeting on April 25, 2017.  The minutes from that
meeting are attached for Council's review. 

RECOMMENDATION:
No formal action is required on behalf of City Council for this agenda item.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Police Pension Board Minutes - April 25, 2017 Backup Material
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  N E W  P O R T  R I C H E Y  P O L I C E  

P E N S I O N  S Y S T E M  
 

 

 

M i n u t e s  
 

O f  a  Q u a r t e r l y  m e e t i n g  o f  t h e  B o a r d  o f  T r u s t e e s  

M e e t i n g  a t  6 7 3 9  A d a m s  S t r e e t ,  P o l i c e  S t a t i o n ,  

N e w  P o r t  R i c h e y ,  F l o r i d a  3 4 6 5 2  

T u e s d a y ,  t h e  2 5 t h  d a y  o f  A p r i l  2 0 1 7 ,  a t  5 : 0 0  P . M .  

 

 

The meeting was called to order by Mr. Pratt at 5:11 PM. 

 

Trustees Present: 

 Mr. Glen Pratt 

 Mr. Edward Beckman 

 Mr. William Bennett 

 Sergeant Chris Trapnell 

Trustee Absent: 

 Officer Steve Wade 

Consultants Present: 

 Mr. Dana Stewardson 

Mr. Brendon Vavrica  

Administrator: 

 Mr. T. Scott Baker 

Others present: 

 Ms. Crystal Feast 

 

 

ITEM #1 -- Approval of the minutes of the meetings on March 22, 2017 

  and March 28, 2017 

The minutes for the meeting on March 28, 2017 were not complete. 

 Motion: Sgt. Trapnell made a motion to approve the minutes of the meeting 

for March 22, 2017. Mr. Beckman seconded the motion. The motion passed without 

opposition. 

ITEM #2 -- Open Public Comment 

There was no public comment. 
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ITEM #3 -- Logan Capital Investment Manager Quarterly Report  

Mr. Stewardson welcomed everyone and said that the fund year to date, including today, 

is up about 13% versus the index which is up 11%. He said from the market’s perspective 

and the economy’s perspective things are better in Washington than they have been in a 

long time. He said what this is doing is allowing Growth companies the ability to raise 

some prices and give great results. He said he also thinks there is a lot of doubt as to 

what’s going on in this market, and he said he thinks the Growth market is going to do 

very well. He said they are more positive now than they’ve been in a long, long time.  

Mr. Stewardson said the portfolio is right around $8 ½ million, and at the end of the year 

it was around $8.2 million. He asked for any questions. Mr. Pratt asked if they were 

seeing it continue expanding and not slowing down. Mr. Stewardson said there could be 

bumps but said the most important thing from where they sit within the plan is shooting 

for capital appreciation in great Growth names. Mr. Pratt asked if they expect interest 

rates to continue to rise. Mr. Stewardson said they will but will not be tremendous rises. 

Mr. Pratt asked if their sector weighting would change and Mr. Stewardson said that they 

would pretty much stay the same. Mr. Pratt said he noticed they purchased Dick’s 

Sporting Goods, and said other sporting goods companies were going out of business. 

Mr. Stewardson said he thought Dick’s was leader in the business and would do well. 

ITEM #4 -- Performance Monitor Report – Brendon Vavrica 

- Determination of Investing in Passive Index Fund (per 

motion in last Quarterly meeting) 

Mr. Vavrica started covering his quarterly report on page 2, there are graphs showing the 

different markets for the quarter. He said it was another very strong quarter. He said the 

portfolio doesn’t have any international exposure but that market had the best 

performance ranging from a 7 to 11% increase. He said the Domestic Stocks did well, 

ranging from the S & P up 6 ½% to Small Cap, up 2 ½%. In looking at the 1 year graph, 

Mr. Vavrica said Fixed Income was essentially flat, but the equity indices were all up.  

Moving to page 3, Mr. Vavrica said the quarter performance graph shows a complete 

reversal from the prior quarter where Growth outperformed Value this quarter, as Value 

had outperformed Growth the previous quarter. He went to page 9 that shows the 

Treasury Yield Curve graph and said the direction or slope of the yield curve is how the 

bond market thinks of the future economic activity. So the steeper it is, the better the 

bond market feels about the future, and if it’s flat or inverted it starts thinking negatively 

about the economy. He said last quarter the curve was steep and this quarter it has 

flattened. 

Mr. Vavrica continued to page 12 and said the graph shows on a net basis the plan has 

had about $6.3 million contributed to it and as of the end of the quarter there was $25.2 

million in it. He said the difference of the two amounts is the amount of investment 

growth over that time. He said as of the close of business yesterday the fund is at $25.5 

million, which is up about $300,000 from 03/31.  

Continuing to page 17, Mr. Vavrica covered the returns. He said it was a fantastic 

quarter, up 5.1% versus the market at 4.06% and placed in the 11th percentile. He said 
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despite the underperformance last quarter (1st quarter in new fiscal year) the fund is up 

6.5% versus the market at 6%, so overall the fund is outperforming for the 6 month 

period and placing in the 12th percentile. He said for the 5 year period the fund’s return is 

9.54% versus the market at 9.46% and placing in the 5th percentile. In looking at each 

manager, he said 361 Capital had a return for the quarter of 4.2% versus the market at 

3.2% and placing in the 42nd percentile. He said they are a bit behind for the fiscal year at 

8.7% versus 10.1%, and the deficit is still there in the one year return of 14.9% versus 

19.2%. He said Logan’s return for the quarter was 11.2% versus the market at 8.9% and 

placing in the 10th percentile. For the fiscal year their return is 10.4% versus 10%, and for 

the one year 18.1% versus 15.7% and placing in the 20th percentile.  

Mr. Vavrica said Fixed Income, Garcia Hamilton, was essentially in line with the index 

for the quarter at 75 basis points versus 78, they were negative .7% versus negative 1.3% 

for the fiscal year, 1.04% versus .42% for the year period, and for the five year 3.6% 

versus a 1.9%. Mr. Vavrica said Intercontinental Real Estate was essentially in line with 

the index for the quarter, returning 1.7% versus the market at 1.77%, with the fiscal year 

at 7 ½% versus 3 ½%, and the three year return at 13.7% versus 10.6%. He said he 

always likes to remind the Board, the money, had it not been put in Real Estate, would 

have stayed in Fixed Income, earning 2.9% instead of 13.7%. Mr. Vavrica went to page 

21 and discussed risk in the portfolio.  

Mr. Vavrica began discussing a second handout, which he said is a follow-up to the 

conversation from last quarter. He said essentially there have been only 3 managers over 

the last 3 years that have beat the index for Large Cap Growth. He said there have 

actually been 7, but 4 of the 7 are enhanced index funds, so they don’t really count from 

that standpoint. He went to page 4, showing the holdings of the three managers. Most of 

which are all large companies with good returns. Mr. Vavrica said he wanted to show 

how difficult it is for an active manager and what has happened over the last couple of 

years. He said that as seen in the reports things seem to have turned a corner the past 3-6 

months and are headed in a much better direction.  

 ITEM #5 -- Updates on Benevolent Fund (Johnny Cash Fund) 

Sgt. Trapnell said he reached out to the Suncoast PBA on the 501(3)(c) and said they 

have not gotten back with him. Mr. Baker said he received a letter from Morgan Stanley 

advising the check is overdue and asked if a new check was needed. Mr. Baker asked Mr. 

Beckman if he had spoken to Chip Wright regarding placing of the funds. He said he has 

not seen him at Rotary, but would try to reach out to him.  

ITEM #6 -- Acceptance approval of Member Retirement/DROP issues 

- Lieutenant Michael Anderson, Entering DROP 

- Deputy Chief Steven Kostas, Leaving DROP 

Mr. Baker said that Michael Anderson started with the city on 05/04/1997 and will be 

entering DROP on 05/05/2017. All necessary paperwork has been submitted. Mr. Pratt 

said a motion was not necessary to approve the retirement/DROP. 

Mr. Baker said he had the Actuary complete a Final DROP Statement as of Steven 

Kostas’ last date of employment, May 26, 2017. He said that the payment cannot be made 
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until after that date. Mr. Baker said Kostas will be receiving a DROP payment in the 

amount of $334,239.27 and the paperwork has not been turned in as to where he wants 

the money to go, however Mr. Baker said an approval of the total amount can be made so 

that when the paperwork is received the payments can be made. 

 Motion: Mr. Beckman made a motion to make a DROP disbursement to 

Steven Kostas totaling $334,239.27. Mr. Bennett seconded the motion. The motion 

passed without opposition. 

Mr. Vavrica said that amount of money is typically more cash than what is normally held 

in the plan. He said the money would be taken from a heavier weighted manager and said 

he could evaluate the assets at that time. 

ITEM #7 -- Acknowledgement of new member(s) 

- Officer Ryan Warner 

Officer Ryan Warner was acknowledged as a member into the plan. 

ITEM #8 -- Legal Report – Lee Dehner 

This item was cancelled due to Mr. Dehner being ill and not being present. 

ITEM #9 -- Approval of expenditures 

Mr. Baker said there were 6 Distribution Authorizations that were approved by the Board 

of Trustees for payment: : $11,432.00 to 361 Capital LLC for Investment Management 

Fees for the quarter ending 03/31/2017, $12,343.00 to Logan Capital Management for 

Investment Management Fees for the quarter ending 03/31/2017, $3,956.31 to Garcia 

Hamilton for Investment Management Fees for the quarter ending 03/31/2017, $4,720.32 

to AndCo Consulting for performance monitoring for the quarter ending 03/31/2017, 

$7,128 to GRS (Gabriel Roeder Smith & Co.) for Actuary fees for the quarter ending 

03/31/2017, and $2,399.42 to Christiansen & Dehner, P.A. for Attorney’s fees. 

 Motion: Mr. Bennett made a motion to approve the expenditures. Sgt. 

Trapnell seconded the motion.  The motion was passed without opposition. 

ITEM #10 -- Any other business 

Mr. Baker said he was having a delay on the payment of Kaller’s disability. He said that 

the figures took some time to receive from the Actuary and when it was received there 

was only one option, 10 years certain, for Kaller to choose. Mr. Dehner had said before 

that there would be different options for him to choose. Mr. Baker said he did finally get 

ahold of Mr. Dehner who said that 185.18(6) FL State Statute covers disability pensions 

and the different optional forms of benefits available. Mr. Baker said that he has e-mailed 

Mr. Wilson and advised him what Mr. Dehner had advised, however he has not heard 

back from Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Baker said he has provided some requested information to City Council consisting of 

all manager contracts and the Investment Policy Statement. He asked Ms. Feast if they 

had requested any further information. Ms. Feast said that a City Council Member had 

made a request for the pension investment managers to attend a city council meeting. Mr. 
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Pratt said that he had responded to the e-mail and suggested the council member attend a 

quarterly board meeting, as there would be less cost to the city. Ms. Feast said that Mr. 

Baker had also made this suggestion to her and said she was waiting for further response 

from council. 

 

 

Motion: Mr. Beckman made a motion to adjourn.  Mr. Bennett seconded 

the motion. The motion passed without opposition. The meeting was adjourned at 6:00 

PM. 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Crystal S. Feast, Finance Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Purchases/Payments for City Council Approval

REQUEST:
The City Council is asked to review the attached list of purchases and expenditures and authorize payment.

DISCUSSION:
Section 2-161 of the City’s Code of Ordinances requires approval by the City Council for purchases and payments in
excess of $25,000. 

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the City Council authorize the payment of the attached list of purchases and expenditures.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
The purchases and expenditures presented have already been budgeted for.  Expenditures will be included in the fiscal
year-end reporting.  

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Purchases/Payments for City Council Approval Exhibit
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PURCHASES/PAYMENTS FOR CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL  
 
 

 
 

(No Pay Requests at this time) 
 
  
 
  

RECURRING EXPENDITURES OVER $25,000 
 
 
 
 
Fiduciary Trust Intl. of the South (Police Pension - 06/29/2017) $37,231.52 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Lisa L. Fierce, Development Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: First Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2117 Flood Damage Prevention

REQUEST:
City Council is to conduct a first public hearing of the ordinance.

DISCUSSION:
In 2014, the City adopted Chapter 22, Flood Damage Prevention, which established minimum requirements to
safeguard the public health, safety, and general welfare and to minimize losses due to flooding. In order to maintain
the City’s excellent flood insurance rating as determined by the National Flood Insurance Program’s Community
Rating System (CRS), the City seeks to continually refine its local floodplain management regulations.
 
At the conclusion of the most recent CRS five-year certification review of the City’s floodplain management
regulations, the City confirmed the regulations would be amended to indicate that final plats would show delineated
flood hazard areas, floodway boundaries and flood zones, and design flood elevations. The City has concluded it would
also be prudent to show this information on re-plats as well.
 
The City staff proposes to amend the regulations as follows:
 
22.11.02 Subdivision plats. Where any portion of proposed subdivisions, including manufactured home parks and
subdivisions, lies within a flood hazard area, the following shall be required:

(1) Delineation of flood hazard areas, floodway boundaries and flood zones, and design flood elevations, as
appropriate, shall be shown on preliminary plats, final plats and re-plats;

 
This is a very simple amendment; the proposed new language is shown with underlining. 
                                               
Compatibility with Comprehensive Plan:
The proposal is consistent with the following Comprehensive Plan objectives and policies:
 

Coastal Management Element Objective 2.4 - Reduce the risks to human life and public and private
property from natural disasters through implementation of hazard mitigation measures.
Coastal Management Element Policy 2.4.2 - The City shall continue to implement hazard mitigation
programs, such as building codes, floodplain management regulations, stormwater management
regulations, land use regulations, as well as proper siting and management of public facilities in
accordance with the Comprehensive Plan.
Future Land Use Element Policy 1.1.1 - The City shall continue to implement and enforce regulations
which recognize the limitations of development in the coastal zone (e.g., vulnerability of tropical storms,
topography and soil conditions).
Future Land Use Element Policy 1.1.2 - To implement this Comprehensive Plan, the City shall
continue to implement land development regulations that contain specific and detailed provisions which,
at minimum, shall:

a. Regulate the subdivision of land;
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f.    Ensure that all development and/or redevelopment is consistent with Federal flood insurance
regulations;
Future Land Use Element Policy 1.2.1 - The Land Development Code shall be enforced to ensure that:

a. Residential areas are located and designed to protect life and property from natural and manmade
hazards such as flooding, excessive traffic, subsidence, noxious odors and noise;
Intergovernmental Coordination Element Policy 1.1.4 - The City shall continue to communicate and
coordinate with the District School Board of Pasco County, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council,
Tampa Bay Water, Southwest Florida Water Management District, Pasco County Metropolitan
Planning Organization, Municipal Association of Pasco and state and federal agencies, as appropriate, to
address issues or proposed actions concerning an agency’s jurisdiction or resources or proposals that are
multi-jurisdictional in nature.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the ordinance. The Land Development Review Board recommended approval at its
June 22nd meeting.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Ordinance #2017-2117 Ordinance
LDRB Minutes June 22, 2017 Backup Material

Page 30



Ordinance #2017-2117 – Final Plats - Page 1 of 2 

 

ORDINANCE #2017-2117 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY, 
FLORIDA; AMENDING CHAPTER 22 OF THE CITY LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE, FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION, BY 
AMENDING SECTION 22.11.02, SUBDIVISION PLATS, TO 
ADDRESS DELINEATION OF FLOOD HAZARD AREAS ON 
FINAL PLATS AND RE-PLATS; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION 
INTO THE CODE, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
WHEREAS, the City is granted the authority, under section 2(b), Article VIII of the Florida 

Constitution, to exercise any power for municipal purposes, except when expressly prohibited by law; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are properties in the City’s jurisdiction that are located in flood hazard areas; and 
 
WHEREAS, Chapter 166, Florida Statutes, authorizes the City Council acting for the City of New 

Port Richey, Florida, to adopt Ordinances and Resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers and 
prescribe fines and penalties for the violation of Ordinances in accordance with law; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City’s Land Development Code was amended on August 19, 2014 by Ordinance 

No. 2014-2035 to include Chapter 22, Flood Damage Prevention, to establish minimum requirements to 
safeguard the public health, safety, and general welfare and to minimize public and private losses due to 
flooding through regulation of development in flood hazard areas; and 

 
WHEREAS, to maintain the City’s excellent flood insurance rating as determined by the National 

Flood Insurance Program’s Community Rating System, the City seeks to adopt and enforce effective local 
floodplain management regulations; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is prudent to require preliminary plats, final plats and re-plats to delineate flood 

hazard areas, floodway boundaries and flood zones, and design flood elevations; and 
 
WHEREAS, this Ordinance is in the best interests of the health, welfare, and safety of the citizens of 

the City of New Port Richey, Florida. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEW 

PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

SECTION I. Section 22.11.02, Subdivision plats, of the New Port Richey Code of Ordinances are hereby 
amended to read as follows: 
 
22.11.02 Subdivision plats. Where any portion of proposed subdivisions, including manufactured home 
parks and subdivisions, lies within a flood hazard area, the following shall be required:  

(1)  Delineation of flood hazard areas, floodway boundaries and flood zones, and design flood 
elevations, as appropriate, shall be shown on preliminary plats, final plats and re-plats;  

(2)  Where the subdivision base flood elevations are not included on the FIRM, the base flood 
elevations determined in accordance with section 22.05.02(1) of this chapter; and  

(3)  Compliance with the site improvement and utilities requirements of section 22.12.00 of this chapter.  

 
Section II. This Ordinance shall be incorporated into the City of New Port Richey Code and any section or 
paragraph number or letter and any heading may be changed or modified as necessary to effectuate the 
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foregoing.  Grammatical, typographical, and like errors may be corrected and additions, alternations, and 
omissions, not affecting the construction or meaning of this ordinance and the City Code may be freely made. 
 
Section III. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, word or provision of this ordinance is for 
any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, whether for substantive, 
procedural, or any other reasons, such portions shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent 
provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 
 
Section IV. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.  
 
The above and foregoing Ordinance was read and approved on first reading at a duly convened meeting of 
the City Council of the City of New Port Richey, Florida, this ________ day of ________, 2017 and adopted 
on second reading at a duly convened meeting of the City Council of the City of New Port Richey, Florida, 
this ________ day of ________, 2017. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
By: ________________________________  By: ________________________________ 

Judy Meyers      Robert Marlowe 
       City Clerk      Mayor-Council Member 

 
(Seal) 
 
 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 
for the sole reliance of the City of New Port Richey 

 
By: ______________________________ 

Timothy P. Driscoll, City Attorney 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Debbie L. Manns, City Manager

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Second Reading, Ordinance No. 2017-2120 Temporary Moratorium on Wireless Facilities in
Public Rights-of-Way

REQUEST:
The request is for City Council to conduct a second and final reading on Ordinance No. 2017-2120 to impose a
temporary moratorium on wireless facilities in public rights-of-way.

DISCUSSION:
As you may recall, the "Advanced Wireless Infrastructure Deployment Act" was signed into law by Governor Scott on
July 1, 2017. The new law establishes a process by which wireless providers may place certain “small wireless
facilities” on, under, within, or adjacent to certain utility poles or wireless support structures within public rights-of-
way that are under the jurisdiction and control of an “authority” (i.e., a county or municipality.)  The law provides that
the City may not prohibit, regulate, or charge for the collocation of small wireless facilities in the public rights-of-
way, except as specified in the legislation.
 
Due to the impacts that this new law may have in our community, staff requested that City Council adopt and
ordinance which would impose a temporary moratorium for 180 days in order to allow staff sufficient time to study
the new legislation and prepare any amendments to the City's Code of Ordinances as needed. The ordinance was
presented to City Council for first reading on July 5, 2017 and is being presented for second reading and adoption. 

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that City Council conduct the second and final reading of Ordinance No. 2017-2120 imposing a
temporary moratorium on wireless facilities in public rights-of-way and adopt the ordinance as submitted.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
No funding is required for this item.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Ordinance No. 2017-2120 Temporary Moratorium on
Wireless Facilities in Public Rights-of-Way Ordinance
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ORDINANCE NO. 2017-2120 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

ESTABLISHING AND IMPOSING A TEMPORARY MORATORIUM 

WITHIN THE CITY ON THE ACCEPTANCE AND/OR PROCESSING 

OF APPLICATIONS FOR COLLOCATION ON EXISTING, OR 

CREATION OF NEW, UTILITY POLES IN THE RIGHTS-OF-WAY TO 

SUPPORT SMALL WIRELESS FACILITIES OR MICRO WIRELESS 

FACILITIES, UNTIL JANUARY 3, 2018; PROHIBITING ANY AND 

ALL APPROVALS DURING THE MORATORIUM PERIOD FOR ANY 

RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY IN ORDER TO 

ALLOW AN OPPORTUNITY FOR THE CITY TO DEVELOP AN 

ORDINANCE, AS APPROPRIATE, RELATING TO THE IMPACTS OF 

RECENT LEGISLATION; PROVIDING FOR NON-CODIFICATION; 

PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY 

AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

WHEREAS, Section 2017-136 Laws of Florida creates the "Advanced Wireless 

Infrastructure Deployment Act" (which legislation has also been referred to by local 

government advocates as the "Wireless Giveaway"); and 

 

WHEREAS, the legislation establishes a process by which wireless providers may 

place certain “small wireless facilities” on, under, within, or adjacent to certain utility poles or 

wireless support structures within public rights-of-way that are under the jurisdiction and 

control of an “authority” (i.e., a county or municipality); and 

 

WHEREAS, the law provides that the City may not prohibit, regulate, or charge for the 

collocation of small wireless facilities in the public rights-of-way, except as specified in the 

legislation; and 

 

WHEREAS, the legislation became effective on July 1, 2017; and 

 

WHEREAS, City staff has not had adequate time to evaluate the impacts or address 

local issues that are presented by the legislation; and 

 

WHEREAS, this Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the home rule powers of the City as 

set forth at Article VIII, Section 2, of the Constitution of the State of Florida; Chapter 166, 

Florida Statutes, and other applicable controlling law; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City has determined that it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City 

to protect the general public health, safety, and welfare by studying and planning for this new 

technology, including how to best support this new technology and address potential impacts on 

the quality of life for the surrounding community. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA HEREBY 
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ORDAINS: 

 

SECTION 1. LEGISLATIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE FINDINGS. 

 

a. The City has complied with all requirements and procedures of Florida law in 

processing and advertising this Ordinance. 

 

b. The foregoing recitals (whereas clauses) are hereby ratified, affirmed  and 

confirmed as being true and correct and are hereby made a part of this Ordinance. 

 

SECTION 2. STUDY AND REVIEW PROCESS. 

 

a. During the temporary moratorium period designated in Section 3 of this 

Ordinance, the City staff, are hereby directed to study Section 2017-136 Laws of 

Florida. 

 

b. The essential purpose of such a review and study by the City staff is to develop 

and propose to the City Council amendments to the City's codes and ordinances 

as may be necessary and appropriate to provide a framework of authorized 

regulation and fee structure as to implementing the legislation. 

 

SECTION 3. IMPOSITION OF TEMPORARY MORATORIUM. 

 

a. All activity relating to the acceptance of applications for, the processing of, and 

the issuance of permits, orders or any other official action of the City permitting 

or having the effect of permitting, in the rights-of-way, the siting of utility poles 

and collocation with existing utility poles to support small wireless facilities and 

micro wireless facilities, as defined in Section 2017-136 Laws of Florida is 

temporarily suspended in order for the City to have the time and opportunity 

necessary to provide a framework of authorized regulation and fee structure as to 

implementing said legislation. 

 

b. Based upon the legislative findings, purpose, and intent set forth herein, there is 

hereby imposed a temporary moratorium on all matters regulated by Section 

2017-136 Laws of Florida. 

 

c. During the time that the moratorium imposed by this Ordinance is in effect, no 

applications will be accepted with regard to the matters regulated by the 

provisions of Section 2017-136 Laws of Florida that pertain to activities proposed 

to occur within the City Limits of the City. 
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SECTION 4. GEOGRAPHIC AREA COVERED. 

 

This Ordinance applies to all areas within the City Limits of the City of New Port 

Richey. 

 

SECTION 5. DURATION OF MORATORIUM. 

 

a. The temporary moratorium established by this Ordinance has taken effect upon 

first reading of this Ordinance (under the zoning in progress doctrine) and shall 

terminate on January 3, 2018. 

 

b. No applications for approvals subject to the moratorium will be accepted by the 

City until the moratorium has expired. 

 

c. The temporary moratorium set forth in this Ordinance shall expire prior to the 

termination date set forth herein if the City Council enacts an ordinance 

addressing the matters regulated by the provisions of Section 2017-136 Laws of 

Florida. 

 

SECTION 6. IMPLEMENTING ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS. 

 

a. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to implement the provisions 

of this Ordinance and with regard to the implementation of the matters regulated 

by the provisions of Section 2017-136 Laws of Florida by the promulgation of 

rules and the development and usage of forms and processes all as may be deemed 

necessary or appropriate by the City Manager. 

 

b. The City Manager and City Attorney are also hereby authorized and directed to 

generally implement the provisions of this Ordinance and to take any and all 

necessary administrative actions to bring into effect the provisions of this 

Ordinance in accordance with controlling law as such officers may deem 

appropriate in their respective roles and functions under the City Charter. 

 

SECTION 7. SAVINGS. 

 

The prior actions of the City in terms of the matters relating to the regulation of rights-

of-way, as well as any and all related matters, are hereby ratified and affirmed. 

 

SECTION 8. CONFLICTS. 

 

All ordinances or part of ordinances in conflict with this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 

SECTION 9. SEVERABILITY. 

 

If any section, sentence, phrase, word, or portion of this Ordinance is determined to be 

invalid, unlawful or unconstitutional, said determination shall not be held to invalidate 
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or impair the validity, force or effect of any other section, sentence, phrase, word, or 

portion of this Ordinance not otherwise to be invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional. 

 

SECTION 10. NON-CODIFICATION. 

 

a. The provisions of this Ordinance shall not be included and incorporated within 

the Code of Ordinances or Land Development Code of the City, and neither the 

Land Development Code nor the Code of Ordinances of the City shall be revised 

to accommodate such inclusion. 

 

b. Typographical errors and other matters of a similar nature that do not affect the 

intent of this Ordinance, as determined by the City Clerk and City Attorney, may 

be corrected with the endorsement of the City Manager, or designee, without the 

need for a public hearing. 

 

SECTION 11. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage and adoption. 

 

The foregoing Ordinance was duly read and approved on first reading at a duly convened 

meeting of the City Council of the City of New Port Richey, Florida this 5th day of July, 2017, and 

read and adopted on second reading at a duly convened meeting of the City Council of the City of 

New Port Richey, Florida this 18th day of July, 2017. 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

By: ________________________________  By:__________________________________ 

       Judy Meyers, City Clerk          Robert Marlowe, Mayor-Council Member 

 

(Seal) 

 

 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY FOR   THE 

SOLE USE AND RELIANCE OF THE CITY OF NEW 

PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA: 

 

 

_________________________________________ 

Timothy P. Driscoll, City Attorney
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Elaine D. Smith, CPRP, Director of Parks and Recreation

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Annual Membership Drive - Recreation & Aqautic Center

REQUEST:
The request before City Council is to review and approve the Membership Drive for Annual Memberships to the
Recreation and Aquatic Center. 

DISCUSSION:
Each December and January, the Recreation and Aquatic Center conducts a Membership Drive.  This practice has
proven to be an effective marketing tool for the facility.  Staff is requesting approval of a 20% reduction on Annual
Memberships again this year.  The Membership Drive will be offered from December 18, 2017 through January 14,
2018 to encourage new membership purchases and renewals.  The attached flyer identifies the details of the proposed
sale.

RECOMMENDATION:
The recommendation before City Council is to approve the Membership Drive on Annual Memberships to the
Recreation and Aquatic Center from December 18, 2017 through January 14, 2108 as identified on the attachment.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Membership Drive Flyer Cover Memo
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Elaine D. Smith, CPRP, Director of Parks and Recreation

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Alcoholic Beverage Special Event - Caribbean Food & Music Fest

REQUEST:
The request before City Council is to review and approve the Alcoholic Beverage Special Event Permit for the
International Caribbean Food & Music Fest.

DISCUSSION:
The International Caribbean Food & Music Fest will be held in Sims Park on Saturday, August 26, 2017, with beer
and wine being sold from 12:00p.m. - 11:00p.m. by the African Literacy Foundation, INC.  The Special Event Team
reviewed the application on May 16th and recommended approval.  A map located in the application packet identifies
the areas that beer and wine will be sold. 

RECOMMENDATION:
The recommendation before City Council is to approve the International Caribbean Food & Music Fest in Sims Park
on Saturday, August 26, 2017, with beer and wines to be sold from 12:00p.m. - 11:00p.m.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Alcoholic Beverage Special Event Application Cover Memo
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Robert M Rivera, Public Works Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: 2016/2017 Sanitary Sewer Gravity Lining Project Close Out

REQUEST:
Attached for your review and consideration for approval is a deductive change order in the amount of  ($25,991.00)
and the final pay request in the amount of $45,483.50 from Layne Inliner, LLC for sanitary sewer gravity main
rehabilitation project completion. 

DISCUSSION:
As Council is aware, this type of project has been included annually in the Public Works Capital Improvement
Program as a continual proactive approach to rehabilitate an aging infrastructure.  This type of rehabilitation method
has a considerable reduction in cost from traditional pipe laying construction because it eliminates the cost of
restoration and allows the existing facilities to remain in place with no disruptions to the general public.
 
The areas included in this project were the East Madison, North Park and North River Neighborhoods, Glengarry,
Magnolia Valley, the Meadows Subdivisions, Brandywine Condominiums, the Downtown area, and the US Hwy 19
Corridor.  All of the gravity mains lined contained extensive cracking that resulted in infiltration of water, sand, and
root intrusion.  These pipe conditions, if left uncorrected would continue to result in higher sewer lift station pump
run times which increase the utilities operating and maintenance cost for equipment repair and treatment of effluent.  

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of the deductive change order and final pay request is recommended.
 

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
The annual program is identified in the City's current Capital Improvement Program.  Funding is available in the
Water & Sewer Revenue Fund Account No. 405-0965-535-63-81.
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Deductive Change Order Backup Material
Final Pay Request Backup Material
Site Map Backup Material
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Robert M Rivera, Public Works Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Wastewater Treatment Plant/Water Treatment Plant Bulk Chemicals Purchases

REQUEST:
Attached for your review and consideration by Council are the results of the bids received for the bulk purchase of
chemicals used in the treatment of wastewater and raw water.  
 

DISCUSSION:
On April 17, 2017 Invitation to bid No. 17-010 was advertised by the City requesting proposals from vendors who
could supply various chemicals in bulk for the purpose of raw water and wastewater treatment.  Sealed bids were
received by the City Clerk on June 1, 2017 and opened on June 2, 2017.  The results of the bid tabulation identified
the apparent low bidders as Allied Universal Corporation of Miami Florida for Sodium Hypochlorite at $0.495 a
gallon, Hawkins Inc. of Apopka, Florida for Sodium Hydroxide at $2.72 a gallon,  Thatcher Company Incorporated of
Salt Lake City Utah for Alum at $0.5063 a gallon and finally, Sterling Water Technologies of Croydon, Pennsylvania
for Polymer at $1.0936 a pound. Subsequent to the bid tabulation, tests were performed by staff on June 28, 2017 to
verify performance standards describe in the bid documents.  The chemical test results for Sodium Hypochlorite,
Sodium Hydroxide, and Alum met the minimum standards and were approved by staff.  The test results for Polymer
did not meet the minimum standards resulting in a disqualification of the bid submitted by Sterling Water
Technologies.  The second lowest bidder for Polymer was Fort Bend Services of Stafford Texas at $1.10 per
pound.       
 

RECOMMENDATION:
The recommended action by staff of Council is to approve the bid tabulation and approve the purchase of bulk
chemicals from Allied Universal Corporation, Chemtrade Chemicals, Fort Bend Services, and the disqualification of
Sterling Water Technologies bid.  
 

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
Funding for the purchases is budgeted and available in the Water Pollution Control No. 401-0112-535-52-21,
Reclaimed Water-Production No. 401-0111-535-52-21, and Water Production Operating Fund No. 401-0105-533-
52-21. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
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Description Type
WPC/Reuse Operations Manger Memo Backup Material
Simple Bid Tabulation Backup Material
Polymer Chemical Test Sheet Backup Material
Polymer Chemical Test Result Summary Backup Material
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City of New Port Richey WWTP 
Test Sheet

Date Feed Feed Run  Feed Polymer Polymer Dry Sludge Dry Sludge Poly. Dewatered Fort Bend
April Gallons %solids Time GPM Gal. Pounds/Ton Pounds/Hr Pounds Cost/Ton % Solids % solids pre test 17.00

1 7515 1.31 0.75 167 1.16 24 1095 821 $26.50 16.31 Fort Bend
2 7515 1.31 0.75 167 1.16 24 1095 821 $26.50 15.65 % solids post test 17.04
3 6750 1.31 0.75 150 1.16 27 983 737 $29.50 16.39
4 6750 1.31 0.75 150 1.25 29 983 737 $31.86 16.83 Fort Bend
5 Poly.
6 Cost/Ton $26.70 at 17.04% solids
7
8 Sterling
9 Poly.
10 Cost/Ton $31.86 at 16.83% solids
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

AVG. 7132.5 1.31 0.75 158.5 1.18 26.14 1039.01 779.25 $28.59 16.30
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From: Roger Goodwin
To: Robert Rivera
Cc: Amanda Grisko; Barret Doe; john chambers; Joseph Palazzolo
Subject: Polymer test
Date: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 3:15:23 PM
Attachments: Belt Press Performance 6-27-2017.xls

Robert,
 
The polymer test were completed today. Even though Sterling had a lower unit price
Fort Bend had the lowest overall operational cost in actual polymer cost per ton of
sludge. Fort Bend also out performed Sterling in % solids. Sterling failed to get over
17%. Award the bid to Fort Bend our current supplier. Our guys did a great job on the
testing.
 
Thanks
 
 
Roger Goodwin
City of New Port Richey
Water Pollution Control
Operations Manager
727-841-4568
 

Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your e-mail address released in
response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead, contact this office
by phone or in writing.
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Jan. 03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		Jan. 03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		0										0		0		0

		2		127500		1		8.5		250		130		24		1251		10634

		3		0										0		0		0

		4		0										0		0		0

		5		0										0		0		0

		6		129000		1		10.75		200		80		15		1001		10759						46500

		7		117960		1		9.83		200		90		18		1001		9838						28500

		8		108000		1		9		200		130		29		1001		9007						26800

		9		120000		1		10		200		80		16		1001		10008		18				58500

		10		0										0		0		0						30000

		11		30000		1.68		5		100		40		19		841		4203						15000

		12		30000		1.68		5		100		40		19		841		4203

		13		45000		1.68		6		125		60		19		1051		6305						17000

		14		42000		1.68		7		100		70		24		841		5885		12%				22800

		15		52500		1.68		8.75		100		50		14		841		7356		12%				17100

		16		40500		1.68		6.75		100		60		21		841		5675		12…34				22800

		17		42000		1.68		7		100		50		17		841		5885		12…30				22800

		18		42000		1.68		7		100		70		24		841		5885		12…38

		19		36000		1.68		6		100		70		28		841		5044		12

		20		39000		1.68		6.5		100		90		33		841		5464		11

		21		39000		1.68		6.5		100		40		15		841		5464		9….25				46800

		22		39000		1.68		6.5		100		60		22		841		5464		9…31				40100

		23		42000		1.68		7		100		40		14		841		5885		12…25				46800

		24		42000		1.68		7		100		50		17		841		5885		9…23				22800

		25		0		1.68								0		0		0

		26		0										0		0		0

		27		0										0		0		0						28500

		28		0										0		0		0						28500

		29		0										0		0		0						28500

		30		42000		1.68		7		100		20		7		841		5885		12…29				28500

		31		42000		1.68		7		100		30		10		841		5885		22…14				28500





May09 (2)

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Dewatered		Unit		Ints.

		May-09		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		0										0		0		0

		2		0										0		0		0

		3		0										0		0		0

		4		0										0		0		0

		5		0										0		0		0

		6		0										0		0		0

		7		0										0		0		0

		8		0										0		0		0

		9		0										0		0		0

		10		0										0		0		0

		11		0										0		0		0

		12		0										0		0		0

		13		0										0		0		0

		14		0										0		0		0

		15		0										0		0		0

		16		0										0		0		0

		17		0										0		0		0

		18		117600		1.7		14		140		13		14		1191		16673								DA

		19		117600		1.7		14		140		11		12		1191		16673								DA

		20		60900		1.7		7		145		6		12		1233		8634								?

		21		117600		1.7		14		140		10		11		1191		16673								JDE

		22		150000		1.7		12.5		200		10		8		1701		21267								JDE

		23		84000		1.7		7		200		8		12		1701		11910								DA

		24		84000		1.7		7		200		6		9		1701		11910								DA

		25		0										0		0		0

		26		168000		1.7		14		200		19		14		1701		23819								DA

		27		84000		1.7		7		200		10		15		1701		11910								DA

		28		120000		1.7		10		200		10		10		1701		17014								JDE

		29		0		1.7				200		6		0		0		0								JDE

		30		102000		1.7		8.5		200		4		5		1701		14462								DA

		31		72000		1.7		6		200		3		5		1701		10208								DA

		AVG.		41216.1290322581		1.7		10.0833333333		181.9230769231		8.92		0.00		0.00		5843.62
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FEB. 03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		Feb. 03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		48000		1.68		8		100		50		15		841		6725		8….31

		2		45000		1.68		7.5		100		60		19		841		6305		8…30

		3		63000		1.68		10		105		45		10		883		8827		9…19

		4		51975		1.68		8.25		105		45		12		883		7282		12…30

		5		25200		1.68		4		105		40		23		883		3531		9…32

		6		32400		1.68		6.75		80		70		31		673		4540		9…10

		7		60450		1.68		7.75		130		40		9		1093		8470		9

		8		132000		1		11		200		60		11		1001		11009		9

		9		157500		1		10.5		250		75		11		1251		13136		10…34

		10		81900		1.68		10.5		130		80		14		1093		11475		9…32

		11		67500		1.68		9		125		80		17		1051		9458		9…35

		12		91200		1.68		9.5		160		60		9		1345		12778		9…31

		13		105600		1.68		11		160		90		12		1345		14796		16…34

		14		80640		1.68		8.4		160		75		13		1345		11299		9…35

		15		39000		1.68		6.5		100		60		22		841		5464		9…35

		16		33000		1.68		5.5		100		40		17		841		4624		9…38

		17		105000		1.68		10		175		70		10		1471		14712		12…34

		18		75600		1.68		8.4		150		65		12		1261		10592		11…33

		19		67680		1.68		9.4		120		80		17		1009		9483		10…39

		20		61500		1.68		8.2		125		60		14		1051		8617		12…35

		21		0		1.68				100				0		0		0		12…32

		22		97200		1.68		9		180		60		9		1513		13619		12…34

		23		36000		1.68		6		100		50		20		841		5044		12…23

		24		40950		1.68		6.5		105		50		17		883		5738		12…28

		25		18900		1.68		3.5		90		35		26		757		2648		12…23

		26		56700		1.68		6.3		150		50		13		1261		7944		12…29

		27		42000		1.68		7		100		50		17		841		5885		12…27

		28		30240		1.68		6.3		80		35		17		673		4237		9…26

		29		0										0		0		0

		30		0										0		0		0

		31		0										0		0		0





Mar. 03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		Mar. 03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		36000		1.68		6		100		45		18		841		5044		10..23

		2		46800		1.68		6.5		120		45		14		1009		6557		10..32

		3		37800		1.68		7		90		35		13		757		5296		9..29

		4		39900		1.68		7		95		30		11		799		5590		9..20

		5		39900		1.68		7		95		30		11		799		5590		9..21

		6		0		1.68		5.2				30		0		0		0		12..22

		7		0		1.68		6.3				4		0		0		0		12..22

		8		0		1		5.5				40		0		0		0		10..22

		9		0		1								0		0		0

		10		0		1.68		7				45		0		0		0		12..20

		11		0		1.68		6.5				45		0		0		0		12..19

		12		0		1.68		6.5				32		0		0		0		12..21

		13		0		1.68		7				32		0		0		0		12..22

		14		0		1.68		5				40		0		0		0		12..22

		15		0		1.68		6				35		0		0		0		12..22

		16		0		1.68		6				30		0		0		0		12..28

		17		0		1.68		6.75				32		0		0		0		12..16

		18		0		1.68		7				35		0		0		0		12..15

		19		0		1.68		6				30		0		0		0		12..20

		20		0		1.68		6.3				20		0		0		0		12..17

		21		0		1.68		6.3				30		0		0		0		12..20

		22		0		1.68		5				30		0		0		0		12..18

		23		0		1.68		5				30		0		0		0		12..20

		24		0		1.68		6				25		0		0		0		10..16

		25		27000		1.68		5		90		35		19		757		3783		10..20

		26		24300		1.68		4.5		90		30		18		757		3405		10..18

		27		27000		1.68		5		90		20		11		757		3783

		28		16200		1.68		3		90		20		18		757		2270		10..27

		29		0										0		0		0		10..17

		30		36000				6		100		60		0		0		0

		31		29700				5.5		90		20		0		0		0





April 03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		Mar. 03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		28890		1.7		5.35		90		20		10		766		4096		10,23

		2		21675		1.7		4.25		85		20		13		723		3073		9,21

		3		28890		1.7		5.35		90		20		10		766		4096		10,17

		4		21600		1.7		4		90		25		16		766		3062		10,22

		5		24300		1.7		4.5		90		20		12		766		3445		10,26

		6		24300		1.7		4.5		90		30		17		766		3445		10,24

		7		32400		1.7		6		90		20		9		766		4594		10,20

		8		24300		1.7		4.5		90		15		9		766		3445		10,17

		9		0		1.7								0		0		0

		10		51030		1.7		9.45		90				0		766		7235		10,20

		11		0		1.7								0		0		0

		12		0		1.7		5.5				30		0		0		0		12,14

		13		0		1.7		11				60		0		0		0		12,19

		14		0		1.7		5.5				20		0		0		0		12,8

		15		0		1.7		6.3				10		0		0		0		12,14

		16		0		1.7		3				40		0		0		0		12,19

		17		0		1.7		10				25		0		0		0		12,17

		18		0		1.7		3				45		0		0		0		11,18

		19		0		1.7		7						0		0		0		11,15

		20		0		1.7								0		0		0

		21		17760		1.7		7.4		40				0		340		2518		12,20

		22		10800		1.7		6		30				0		255		1531		12,19

		23		9000		1.7		5		30				0		255		1276		12,17

		24		1200		1.7		2		10				0		85		170		12,23

		25		7200		1.7		6		20				0		170		1021		12,18

		26		9000		1.7		5		30				0		255		1276		12,16

		27		14400		1.7		6		40				0		340		2042		12,16

		28		6360		1.7		5.3		20				0		170		902		13,20

		29		9000		1.7		5		30				0		255		1276		13,20

		30		13200		1.7		5.5		40				0		340		1871		13,21

		31		0		1.7								0		0		0





May 03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		May-03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		46500		1.7		5		155		25		8		1319		6593		13,22

		2		55800		1.7		6		155		30		8		1319		7911		13,21

		3		47850		1.7		5.5		145		30		9		1233		6784		12,19

		4		43500		1.7		5		145		20		6		1233		6167		11,20

		5		45000		1.7		5		150		20		6		1276		6380		11,18

		6		50400		1.7		5.25		160		30		8		1361		7146		11,21

		7		46500		1.7		5		155		30		9		1319		6593		11,19

		8		39600		1.7		4		165		15		5		1404		5614		13,21

		9		48300		1.7		5		161		25		7		1370		6848		13,21

		10		45000		1.7		5		150		25		8		1276		6380		9,20

		11		40500		1.7		4.5		150		25		9		1276		5742		12,19

		12		40800		1.7		4.25		160		20		7		1361		5785		13,23

		13		52800		1.7		5.5		160		25		7		1361		7486		13,23

		14		48396		1.7		5.45		148		30		9		1259		6862		12,21

		15		53460		1.7		5.5		162		30		8		1378		7580		13,18

		16		39525		1.7		4.25		155		15		5		1319		5604		13,21

		17		21750		1.7		2.5		145		10		6		1233		3084		14,26

		18		47100		1.7		5		157		30		9		1336		6678		13,27

		19		48510		1.7		5.5		147		35		10		1250		6878		12,22

		20		43200		1.7		4.5		160		22		7		1361		6125		13,22

		21		31080		1.7		3.5		148		23		10		1259		4407		11,24

		22		23520		1.7		2.45		160		20		12		1361		3335		14,27

		23		60000		1.7		6.25		160		28		7		1361		8507		13,25

		24		26640		1.7		3		148		25		13		1259		3777		18,28

		25		31080		1.7		3.5		148		15		7		1259		4407		10,26

		26		48840		1.7		5.5		148		28		8		1259		6925		10,22

		27		43200		1.7		4.5		160		20		7		1361		6125		15,28

		28		40500		1.7		4.5		150		20		7		1276		5742		12,22

		29		41850		1.7		4.5		155		22		7		1319		5933		13,19

		30		37200		1.7		4		155		20		8		1319		5274		13,22

		31		39525		1.7		4.25		155		23		8		1319		5604		13,18





June03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Gals. to

		Jun-03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids		Pasco

		1		0		1.7								0		0		0

		2		67200		1.7		7		160		40		8		1361		9528		13.26

		3		45000		1.7		5		150		30		9		1276		6380		12.17

		4		57600		1.7		6		160		25		6		1361		8167		13.14

		5		40800		1.7		4.25		160		20		7		1361		5785		13.22

		6		31200		1.7		3.25		160		20		9		1361		4424		13.26

		7		40500		1.7		4.5		150		30		10		1276		5742		13.16

		8		27000		1.7		3		150		20		10		1276		3828		13.22

		9		64800		1.7		6.75		160		40		9		1361		9187		13.19

		10		54450		1.7		5.5		165		19		5		1404		7720		13.19

		11		54600		1.7		7		130		20		5		1106		7741		13.44

		12		62400		1.7		6.5		160		30		7		1361		8847		13.25

		13		45600		1.7		4.75		160		15		5		1361		6465		13.26

		14		45000		1.7		5		150		30		9		1276		6380		13.16

		15		31500		1.7		3.75		140		30		13		1191		4466		10.23

		16		58500		1.7		6.5		150		40		10		1276		8294		10.31

		17		21600		1.7		4		90		25		16		766		3062		10.22

		18		29700		1.7		5.5		90		30		14		766		4211		10

		19		37500		1.7		6.25		100		32		12		851		5317		8.19

		20		18000		1.7		3		100		15		12		851		2552		8.22

		21		25500		1.7		4.25		100		20		11		851		3615		8.19

		22		0		1.7								0		0		0

		23		31500		1.7		5.25		100		25		11		851		4466		8.26

		24		19500		1.7		3.25		100		25		18		851		2765		8.24

		25		14400		1.7		4		60		20		20		510		2042		10.19

		26		14400		1.7		4		60		15		15		510		2042		10.19

		27		27000		1.7		4.5		100		30		16		851		3828		9.25

		28		25500		1.7		4.25		100		35		19		851		3615		9.18

		29		18000		1.7		3		100		30		24		851		2552		9.29

		30		36000		1.7		6		100		25		10		851		5104		9.22

		31		0		1.7								0		0		0





July03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Unit

		Jul-03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		20400		1.7		4.25		80		30		21		681		2892		9.25				2

		2		20400		1.7		4.25		80		30		21		681		2892		9.2				2

		3		24000		1.7		5		80		32		19		681		3403		9.23				2

		4		24000		1.7		5		80		30		18		681		3403		12.17				2

		5		21600		1.7		4.5		80		30		20		681		3062		10.16				2

		6		28800		1.7		6		80		45		22		681		4083		10.24				2

		7		18000		1.7		3.75		80		19		15		681		2552		9.25				2

		8		30000		1.7		6.25		80		33		16		681		4253		9.23				2

		9		34500		1.7		5		115		25		10		978		4891		9.17				2

		10		26400		1.7		4		110		20		11		936		3743		9.21				2

		11		34500		1.7		5		115		30		12		978		4891		12.18				2

		12		21600		1.7		4.5		80		35		23		681		3062		10.17				2

		13		19200		1.7		4		80		30		22		681		2722		10.21

		14		38595		1.7		4.15		155		34		12		1319		5472		13.27				1

		15		74400		1.7		7.75		160		31		6		1361		10548		13.19				1

		16		40800		1.7		4.25		160		26		9		1361		5785		13.21				1

		17		31500		1.7		3.5		150		22		10		1276		4466		13.21				1

		18		0		1.7								0		0		0						1

		19		26400		1.7		5.5		80		35		19		681		3743		13.2				1

		20		21600		1.7		4.5		80		30		20		681		3062		12.23				2

		21		24000		1.7		5		80		25		15		681		3403		9.19				2

		22		20400		1.7		4.25		80		22		15		681		2892		9.22				2

		23		19200		1.7		4		80		26		19		681		2722		8.17				2

		24		15600		1.7		3.25		80		23		21		681		2212		8.21				2

		25		14400		1.7		3		80		20		20		681		2042		9.21				2

		26		15600		1.7		3.25		80		30		27		681		2212		9.23				2

		27		14400		1.7		3		80		25		24		681		2042		9.18				2

		28		30720		1.7		6.4		80		30		14		681		4355		9.19				2

		29		15600		1.7		3.25		80		25		23		681		2212		9.2				2

		30		21600		1.7		4.5		80		20		13		681		3062		9.27				2

		31		19200		1.7		4		80		25		18		681		2722		7.21				2





Aug03

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Unit

		Aug-03		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		21600		1.7		4.5		80		28		18		681		3062

		2		18000		1.7		3.75		80		25		20		681		2552

		3		14400		1.7		4		60		25		24		510		2042

		4		11700		1.7		3.25		60		20		24		510		1659

		5		14400		1.7		4		60		27		26		510		2042

		6		14700		1.7		3.5		70		28		27		595		2084

		7		14400		1.7		3		80		20		20		681		2042

		8		13200		1.7		2.75		80		13		14		681		1871

		9		19200		1.7		4		80		30		22		681		2722

		10		14400		1.7		3		80		20		20		681		2042

		11		0		1.7								0		0		0

		12		19200		1.7		4		80		25		18		681		2722

		13		22800		1.7		4.75		80		37		23		681		3233

		14		0		1.7								0		0		0

		15		30000		1.7		6.25		80		35		16		681		4253

		16		0		1.7								0		0		0

		17		19200		1.7		4		80		30		22		681		2722

		18		31200		1.7		6.5		80		27		12		681		4424

		19		21600		1.7		4.5		80		27		18		681		3062

		20		0		1.7								0		0		0

		21		27600		1.7		5.75		80		30		15		681		3913

		22		19200		1.7		4		80		30		22		681		2722

		23		0		1.7								0		0		0

		24		28800		1.7		6		80		40		20		681		4083

		25		12000		1.7		2.5		80		20		24		681		1701

		26		18000		1.7		3.75		80		20		16		681		2552

		27		0		1.7								0		0		0

		28		0		1.7								0		0		0

		29		0		1.7								0		0		0

		30		0		1.7								0		0		0

		31		0		1.7								0		0		0





Nov04

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Unit

		Nov-04		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Pounds		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		54000		1.7		6		150		3.5		8		1276		7656

		2		0		1.7								0		0		0

		3		81000		1.7		10		135		7		11		1148		11484

		4		75600		1.7		10.5		120		5		8		1021		10719

		5		74100		1.7		9.5		130		4		7		1106		10506

		6		49500		1.7		5.5		150		4		10		1276		7018

		7		44100		1.7		5.25		140		4.5		13		1191		6252

		8		37800		1.7		4.5		140		3.5		11		1191		5359

		9		855000		1.7		95		150		4		1		1276		121222

		10		63000		1.7		10.5		100		4		8		851		8932

		11		45000		1.7		5		150		3.5		10		1276		6380

		12		79200		1.7		11		120				0		1021		11229

		13		70200		1.7		9		130		5		9		1106		9953

		14		46800		1.7		6		130		5		13		1106		6635

		15		72900		1.7		9		135		4		7		1148		10336

		16		42900		1.7		6.5		110		2.5		7		936		6082

		17		46800		1.7		6.5		120		2.5		7		1021		6635

		18		54600		1.7		6.5		140		4		9		1191		7741

		19		58800		1.7		7		140		3		6		1191		8337

		20		74100		1.7		9.5		130		4.5		8		1106		10506

		21		46875		1.7		6.25		125		2		5		1063		6646

		22		90300		1.7		10.75		140		5		7		1191		12803

		23		77700		1.7		9.25		140		5		8		1191		11016

		24		46200		1.7		5.5		140		2		5		1191		6550

		25		50400		1.7		6		140		4		10		1191		7146

		26		52800		1.7		5.5		160		4		9		1361		7486

		27		47850		1.7		5.5		145		4		10		1233		6784

		28		76125		1.7		8.75		145		5.5		9		1233		10793

		29		52650		1.7		6.75		130		3		7		1106		7465

		30		58500		1.7		7.5		130		3		6		1106		8294

		31		0		1.7								0		0		0

				2524800										0		0		357966





Jan07

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Thickened		Unit

		Jan-07		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		46800		1.7		6		130		3		8		1106		6635

		2		70200		1.7		9		130		4		7		1106		9953

		3		78000		1.7		10		130		4		6		1106		11059

		4		79950		1.7		10.25		130		5		8		1106		11335

		5		70200		1.7		9		130		4		7		1106		9953

		6		71370		1.7		9.15		130		4		7		1106		10119

		7		54600		1.7		7		130		4		9		1106		7741

		8		55380		1.7		7.1		130		4		9		1106		7852

		9		72000		1.7		7.5		160		3		5		1361		10208

		10		67200		1.7		7		160		6		11		1361		9528

		11		108000		1.7		11.25		160		6		7		1361		15312

		12		110400		1.7		11.5		160		8		9		1361		15653

		13		67200		1.7		7		160		3		6		1361		9528

		14		69600		1.7		7.25		160		3		5		1361		9868

		15		64800		1.7		6.75		160		5		10		1361		9187

		16		72000		1.7		7.5		160		5		9		1361		10208

		17		76800		1.7		8		160		5		8		1361		10889

		18		76800		1.7		8		160		5		8		1361		10889

		19		67200		1.7		7		160		7		13		1361		9528

		20		67200		1.7		7		160		4		7		1361		9528

		21		69600		1.7		7.25		160		5		9		1361		9868

		22		72000		1.7		7.5		160		4		7		1361		10208

		23		67200		1.7		7		160		5		9		1361		9528

		24		74400		1.7		7.75		160		4		7		1361		10548

		25		86400		1.7		9		160		10		14		1361		12250

		26		62400		1.7		6.5		160		7		14		1361		8847

		27		67200		1.7		7		160		4.5		8		1361		9528

		28		76800		1.7		8		160		6.5		11		1361		10889

		29		67200		1.7		7		160		5		9		1361		9528

		30		72000		1.7		7.5		160		5		9		1361		10208

		31		72000		1.7		7.5		160		6		10		1361		10208

		AVG.		72029.0322580645		1.7		7.9112903226		152.2580645161		4.97		8.58		1295.23		10212.28





May09

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Dewatered		Unit		Ints.

		May-09		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1

		2

		3

		4

		5

		6

		7

		8

		9

		10

		11

		12

		13

		14

		15

		16

		17

		18		117600		1.7		14		140		13		14		1191		16673				19.2				DA

		19		117600		1.7		14		140		11		12		1191		16673				14.5				DA

		20		60900		1.7		7		145		6		12		1233		8634				13				?

		21		117600		1.7		14		140		10		11		1191		16673				16				JDE

		22		150000		1.7		12.5		200		10		8		1701		21267				15				JDE

		23		84000		1.7		7		200		8		12		1701		11910								DA

		24		84000		1.7		7		200		6		9		1701		11910				15.22				DA

		25

		26		168000		1.7		14		200		19		14		1701		23819				15.89				DA

		27		84000		1.7		7		200		10		15		1701		11910								DA

		28		120000		1.7		10		200		10		10		1701		17014				15.01				JDE

		29				1.7				200		6														JDE

		30		102000		1.7		8.5		200		4		5		1701		14462								DA

		31		72000		1.7		6		200		3		5		1701		10208								DA

		AVG.		106475		1.7		10.0833333333		181.9230769231		8.92		10.52		1534.77		15096.03				15.48





June09

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Dewatered		Unit		Ints.

		Jun-09		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1

		2		162000		1.7		13.5		200		17		13		1701		22968				15.81				LP/DA

		3		162000		1.7		13.5		200		13		10		1701		22968				16.39				DA

		4																				15.28

		5

		6		162000		1.7		13.5		200		13		10		1701		22968								DA

		7																								???

		8																				13.59

		9																				15.53

		10

		11

		12																				13.29

		13

		14

		15																				14.59

		16

		17

		18

		19

		20

		21

		22

		23

		24

		25		201600		1.7		14		240						2042		28583								DA

		26

		27		54000		1.7		5		180						1531		7656								JE

		28

		29																				15.48

		30		59400		1.7		5.5		180		5		10		1531		8422								?

		31

		AVG.		133500		1.7		10.8333333333		200		12.00		10.85		1701.36		18927.63				15.00





July09

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

														Dewatering Records

						est.

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Belt/Poly		Dewatered		Unit		Ints.

		Jul-09		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Speed		% Solids

		1		59400		1.7		5.5		180		4		8		1531		8422				15.25				?

		2		102600		1.7		9.5		180		11		13		1531		14547				14.68				DA

		3

		4

		5				1.7				180																?

		6		84000		1.7		7		200		5		7		1701		11910								?

		7		0										0		0		0

		8		0										0		0		0

		9		0										0		0		0

		10		0										0		0		0

		11		0										0		0		0

		12		0										0		0		0

		13		0										0		0		0

		14		0										0		0		0

		15		0										0		0		0

		16		0										0		0		0

		17		0										0		0		0

		18		0										0		0		0

		19		0										0		0		0

		20		0										0		0		0

		21		0										0		0		0

		22		0										0		0		0

		23		0										0		0		0

		24		0										0		0		0

		25		0										0		0		0

		26		0										0		0		0

		27		0										0		0		0

		28		0										0		0		0

		29		0										0		0		0

		30		0										0		0		0

		31		0										0		0		0

		AVG.		8785.7142857143		1.7		7.3333333333		185		6.67		0.00		0.00		1245.64





April10

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

												Test Sheet

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run				Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Poly.		Dewatered

		April		Gallons		%solids		Time				Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Cost/Ton		% Solids

		1												0

		2												0

		3												0

		4												0

		5												0

		6												0

		7												0

		8												0

		9												0

		10												0

		11												0

		12												0

		13												0

		14												0

		15												0

		16		88080		1.1		8				11		23		1010		8080		$35.82		18		FT Bend

		19												0		0		0		$0.00				FT Bend

		20												0

		Test												0		0		0		$0.00		17.1		ASC

		Test												0		0		0		$0.00		17.1		ASC

		Test												0		0		0		$0.00		17.1		ASC

		22												0		0		0		$0.00

		Test												0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0		$0.00

														0		0		0

														0		0		0

														0		0		0

		AVG.		88080		1.1		8		0		11.00		0.00		0.00		538.70





April10 (2)

														City of New Port Richey WWTP

												Test Sheet

		Date		Feed		Feed		Run		Feed		Polymer		Polymer		Dry Sludge		Dry Sludge		Poly.		Dewatered		Fort Bend

		April		Gallons		%solids		Time		GPM		Gal.		Pounds/Ton		Pounds/Hr		Pounds		Cost/Ton		% Solids		% solids pre test		17.00

		1		7515		1.31		0.75		167		1.16		24		1095		821		$26.50		16.31		Fort Bend

		2		7515		1.31		0.75		167		1.16		24		1095		821		$26.50		15.65		% solids post test		17.04

		3		6750		1.31		0.75		150		1.16		27		983		737		$29.50		16.39

		4		6750		1.31		0.75		150		1.25		29		983		737		$31.86		16.83		Fort Bend

		5																						Poly.

		6																						Cost/Ton		$26.70 at 17.04% solids

		7

		8																						Sterling

		9																						Poly.

		10																						Cost/Ton		$31.86 at 16.83% solids

		11

		12

		13

		14

		15

		16

		17

		18

		19

		20

		21

		22

		23

		24

		25

		26

		27

		28

		29

		30

		31

		AVG.		7132.5		1.31		0.75		158.5		1.18		26.14		1039.01		779.25		$28.59		16.30







       

. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Crystal S. Feast, Finance Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Resolution No. 2017-21 & No. 2017-22, Initial Assessment Resolutions - Stormwater Utility &
Street Lighting

REQUEST:
The City Council is being asked to separately approve Resolution No. 2017-21, Stormwater Service Assessment –
Initial Assessment Resolution, and Resolution No. 2017-22, Street Lighting Service Assessment – Initial
Assessment Resolution.

DISCUSSION:
The City Council established a Stormwater Utility Assessment and Street Lighting Assessment in September 2001
and 2003, respectively.  The City has found that the use of a non-ad valorem assessment is the most equitable method
of providing the necessary funding for providing street lighting services within the City and improvements and
extensions of the City’s stormwater utility system.
 
The rate studies used to support the current assessment rates for the Stormwater Utility Assessment and Street
Lighting Assessment were approved by City Council on June 20, 2017.  The rate studies included a change in
methodology for both assessments.  The assessments will now include undeveloped parcels, where before they did
not.  The assessment rates have also been increased to $80.00/ERU and $38.71/ERU, respectively.  Because of these
changes, new Initial Assessment Resolutions have been prepared for your approval.
 
Once approved, the next step in the assessment process is to hold a public hearing on each assessment and then
present Final Resolutions for the Council's approval.

RECOMMENDATION:
The City Council is being asked to separately approve Resolution No. 2017-21, Stormwater Service Assessment –
Initial Assessment Resolution, and Resolution No. 2017-22, Street Lighting Service Assessment – Initial
Assessment Resolution.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
Approval of the Initial Assessment Resolutions have no budget or fiscal impact.  Once the Final Resolutions are
approved, the rates will be factored into next year’s operating budget for the Stormwater Utility Fund and Street
Lighting Fund.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Resolution No. 2017-21, Initial Assessment Resolution -
Stormwater Utility Resolution Letter

Resolution No. 2017-22, Initial Assessment Resolution -
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Street Lighting Resolution Letter
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CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

STORMWATER SERVICE ASSESSMENT  

INITIAL ASSESSMENT RESOLUTION 

ADOPTED JULY 18, 2017 
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  RESOLUTION NO. 2017 ‐ 21 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF NEW PORT 

RICHEY,  FLORIDA,  RELATING  TO  THE  ANNUAL 

FUNDING OF STORMWATER SERVICES IN THE CITY 

THROUGH  THE  IMPOSITION  OF  SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENTS;  APPROVING  THE  STORM  WATER 

ASSESSMENT RATE STUDY PREPARED BY AYRES AND 

ASSOCIATES; ADOPTING THE METHODOLOGY FOR 

APPORTIONING  STORMWATER  ASSESSMENTS  SET 

FORTH THEREIN; PROVIDING FOR THE IMPOSITION 

OF STORMWATER ASSESSMENTS WITHIN THE ENTIRE 

ARE OF THE CITY; ESTIMATING THE SERVICE COST TO 

PROVIDE  STORMWATER  RELATED  ESSENTIAL 

SERVICES,  FACILITIES,  EQUIPMENT  AND 

IMPROVEMENTS;  DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO 

PREPARE  A  PRELIMINARY  STORMWATER 

ASSESSMENT  ROLL  FOR  THE  FISCAL  YEAR 

COMMENCING  OCTOBER  1,  2017;  ESTABLISHING  A 

PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER IMPOSITION OF THE 

STORMWATER  ASSESSMENTS;  DIRECTING  THE 

PROVISION OF NOTICE IN CONNECTION THEREWITH; 

AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

BE  IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEW PORT 

RICHEY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 

   

ARTICLE I 

  INTRODUCTION 

SECTION 1.01.  AUTHORITY.  This Resolution of the City of New Port Richey, 

Florida  is  adopted  pursuant  to  City  Ordinance  No.  2012‐1985  (the  ʺAssessment 

Ordinanceʺ), Sections 166.021, 166.041 and 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and other applicable 

provisions of law. 
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SECTION 1.02.  DEFINITIONS.  All capitalized words and terms not otherwise 

defined herein shall have the meaning set forth in the Assessment Ordinance.  As used in 

this Resolution, the following terms shall have the following meanings, unless the context 

hereof otherwise requires. 

ʺAssessed Propertyʺ means all parcels of real property included in the Stormwater 

Assessment Roll that receive a special benefit from Stormwater Management Services. 

 ʺAssessment Ordinanceʺ means City Ordinance No. 2012‐1985, as may be amended 

from time to time, or its successor in function. 

ʺCityʺ means the City of New Port Richey, Florida. 

ʺCity Clerkʺ means the clerk of the City Council. 

ʺCity Codeʺ means the Code of Ordinances of the City of New Port Richey, Florida. 

ʺCity Managerʺ means the chief administrative officer of the City, or such personʹs 

designee  responsible  for  coordinating  calculation  and  collection  of  Assessments  as 

provided herein. 

ʺClass Codeʺ means  the class or usage code assigned  to each Tax Parcel by the 

Property Appraiser or by the City Manager after verification and/or field research. 

ʺCouncilʺ means the governing body of the City of New Port Richey, Florida.  

ʺDeveloped Propertyʺ means Tax Parcels that are developed entirely or in part with 

Impervious Area. 

ʺDevelopmentʺ means  the process or result of construction, reconstruction, site 
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improvement, installation of improvements, establishment of a temporary or accessory use 

or structure, or other modification to land or a body of water. 

ʺEquivalent Residential Unitʺ or ʺERUʺ means the Assessment Unit described in 

Section 3.03 hereof.  The ERU is the standard unit used to express the stormwater burden 

generated  or  special  benefit  received  by Assessed Property  through  the provision  of 

Stormwater Management Services. 

ʺExempt  Propertyʺ  means  property  expressly  exempted  from  Stormwater 

Assessments by this Resolution. 

ʺFiscal  Yearʺ means  the  period  commencing  on  October  1  of  each  year  and 

continuing through the next succeeding September 30, or such other period as may be 

prescribed by law as the fiscal year for the City. 

ʺFiscal Year 2017‐18ʺ means the Fiscal Year commencing October 1, 2017. 

ʺGeneral Parcelsʺ means Tax Parcels other than Single Family Residential Parcels. 

ʺGovernment Propertyʺ means property owned by the United States of America, the 

State  of  Florida,  a  sovereign  state  or  nation,  a  county,  a  special district,  a municipal 

corporation, or any of their respective agencies or political subdivisions. 

ʺImpervious Areaʺ means hard surfaced areas resulting from Development which 

either prevent or severely restrict the entry of water into the soil mantle and/or cause water 

to run off the surface in greater quantities or at an increased rate of flow from that present 

under natural conditions prior to Development.  Impervious Areas include, but are not 
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limited  to, rooftops, sidewalks, walkways, patio areas, driveways, parking  lots,  tennis 

courts, athletic courts, swimming pools with impervious bottoms, storage areas, and other 

surfaces which similarly affect the natural infiltration and runoff pattern which existed 

prior to Development. 

ʺNPDESʺ means the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System. 

ʺRate Studyʺ means the Storm Water Assessment Rate Study dated June 20, 2017 

prepared by Ayres Associates. 

ʺSingle Family Residential Parcelsʺ means Tax Parcels assigned a Class Code of 01, 

02  or  04,  including  single  family  residential  parcels,  mobile  home  parcels  and 

condominium parcels. 

ʺStormwaterʺ means  the  flow  of water which  results  from,  and which  occurs 

following, a rainfall event. 

ʺStormwater  Improvementʺ means  land,  capital  facilities,  and  improvements 

acquired or provided to detain, retain, convey, or treat stormwater. 

ʺStormwater Management Serviceʺ means (A) management and administration of 

the Stormwater System, including applying for, maintaining and renewing NPDES   or 

other  applicable  permits;  (B)  stormwater  program  engineering;  (C)  development, 

modification  and  implementation  of  any  stormwater  master  plan;  (D)  Stormwater 

Improvements anticipated to be acquired or constructed during a single Fiscal Year; (E) 

operating and maintaining of  the Cityʹs capital  facilities and programs  for stormwater 
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management, including extraordinary maintenance; (F) equipment and consumables, (G) 

billing and collection of Stormwater Service Assessments, including customer information 

services and reserves for statutory discounts; (H) permitting, inspecting, and reviewing of 

plans; and (I) legal, engineering, and other consultant services. 

ʺStormwater Service Assessmentʺ or ʺAssessmentʺ means a special assessment 

(sometimes characterized as a non‐ad valorem assessment) levied by the Council to fund 

the Stormwater Management Service Cost. 

ʺStormwater Service Assessment Rollʺ means the roll created pursuant to Section 

2.04 of  the Assessment Ordinance and described  in Section 2.02 hereof that  includes a 

summary description of each Tax Parcel subject to Stormwater Service Assessments, the 

name of  the owner of  each Tax Parcel as  shown on  the Tax Roll, and  the number of 

Equivalent Residential Units attributable to each Tax Parcel. 

ʺStormwater Management Service Costʺ means the estimated amount for any Fiscal 

Year  of  all  expenditures  and  reasonable  reserves  that  are  properly  attributable  to 

Stormwater Management Service provided under generally accepted accounting principles. 

 In the event the City also imposes an impact fee upon new growth or development for 

stormwater related capital improvements, the Stormwater Management Service Cost shall 

not  include costs attributable  to capital  improvements necessitated by new growth or 

development which were included in the computation of such impact fee or which are 

otherwise funded by such impact fee. 
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ʺStormwater Systemʺ means the appurtenances, facilities, equipment, and services, 

including Stormwater Management Service and Stormwater Improvements, necessary for 

the collection, treatment, storage, and conveyance of storm and surface waters. 

ʺTax  Parcelʺ means  a  parcel  of  property  to which  the Pasco County Property 

Appraiser has assigned a distinct ad valorem property tax identification number.  

ʺTax Rollʺ means the real property ad valorem tax roll maintained by the Property 

Appraiser for the purpose of the levy and collection of ad valorem taxes. 

ʺTechnical  Memorandumʺ  means  URS  Corporation  Southernʹs  June  2001 

Stormwater Utility Implementation Program, Technical Memorandum Change Order 1 

Parcel Characterization. 

ʺUndeveloped Propertyʺ means Tax Parcels which contain no Impervious Area.  

ʺUniform Assessment Collection Actʺ means  Sections  197.3632  and  197.3635, 

Florida Statutes, or any successor statutes authorizing the collection of non‐ad valorem 

assessments  on  the  same  bill  as  ad  valorem  taxes,  and  any  applicable  regulations 

promulgated thereunder.  

SECTION 1.03.  INTERPRETATION.  Unless the context indicates otherwise, 

words importing the singular number include the plural number, and vice versa; the terms 

ʺhereof,ʺ ̋ hereby,ʺ ̋ herein,ʺ ̋ hereto,ʺ ̋ hereunderʺ and similar terms refer to this Resolution; 

and the term ̋ hereafterʺ means after, and the term ̋ heretoforeʺ means before, the effective 
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date of this Resolution.  Words of any gender include the correlative words of the other 

gender, unless the sense indicates otherwise. 

SECTION 1.04.  FINDINGS.  It is hereby ascertained, determined and declared 

that: 

(A) The City is authorized by Article VIII, Section 2 of the State Constitution, Section 

166.021, Florida Statutes, the Assessment Ordinance, the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, 

and other applicable provisions of law, to provide for the imposition and collection of charges 

in the form of Assessments.  

(B) The Stormwater Management Services contemplated herein are Essential 

Services which possess a logical relationship to the use and enjoyment of, and relieve a 

burden created by and provide a special benefit  to Assessed Property by  treating and 

controlling Stormwater generated by Assessed Property or contaminated by improvements 

constructed on Developed Property which resulted in the alteration of such property from 

its natural state, and the costs associated with such services may be recovered, in whole or 

in part, through the imposition and collection of Stormwater Service Assessments.   

(C) Stormwater Management Services provide for the proper and safe collection, 

storage,  control, management,  treatment,  and  conveyance  of  the  Stormwater  burden 

generated by Assessed Property. 

(D) In 2017, the City engaged Ayres Associates to review the Cityʹs stormwater  

assessment program and prepare the Rate Study, a copy of which is attached hereto as 
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Appendix C and  incorporated herein by  reference, which provides  recommendations 

regarding the program and the assessment rates necessary to pay for street lighting services 

and facilities through Fiscal Year 2021‐22. 

(E) The  Rate  Study  has  been  considered  by  the  Council  in  adopting  this 

Resolution.  The apportionment methodology and rate classification system described in 

the Rate Study and based upon the impervious area of Developed Parcels and the square 

footage of Undeveloped Property is reasonable and equitable, and will continue to be so as 

properties within the City develop and change; and it is also manageable and capable of 

being fairly implemented from year to year without wasteful or extraordinary consumption 

of resources.  

(F) The  special  benefit  conveyed  to  Assessed  Property  by  Stormwater 

Management Services includes but is not limited to: 

(1)  The provision of storm water management services and the 

availability and use of facilities or improvements by owner and occupants of such 

property to properly and safely detain, retain, convey or treat storm water discharged 

from such property; 

(2)  Stabilization of or the increase of property values; 

(3)  Increased safety and better access to property; 

(4)  Improved appearance; 
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(5)  Rendering property more adaptable to a current or reasonably 

foreseeable new and higher use; 

(6)  Alleviation  of  the  burdens  caused  by  storm  water  runoff  and 

accumulation associated with the present or projected use of property; and 

(7)  Fostering the enhancement of environmentally responsible use and 

enjoyment of  the natural  resources within  the City  such as Pithlachascotee River and 

Orange Lake. 

(G) The  Stormwater  runoff generated by Assessed Property  and  sent  to  the 

Stormwater System represents that propertyʹs proportionate share of the burden of creating 

and maintaining the Stormwater System.  The amount of runoff from a given Tax Parcel is 

largely determined by the amount of Impervious Area contained on that parcel, and the 

greater the runoff, the greater the cost of treatment.   

(H) The value of a given Tax Parcel does not determine the scope of the required 

Stormwater Management Services.  The potential demand for Stormwater Management 

Services by Developed Property is driven by the amount of Impervious Area located on 

such property and by the size of Undeveloped Property.  

(I) Accordingly, the apportionment of Stormwater Service Assessments on the 

basis  of  ERUs  premised  upon  Impervious Area  is  a  fair  and  reasonable method  for 

allocating potential demand for Stormwater Management Services and the special benefit 

conveyed thereby among Assessed Property. 
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(J) Apportioning  the  Stormwater Management  Service Costs  attributable  to 

Single Family Residential Parcels on a per parcel basis is a fair and reasonable method of 

apportionment based on statistical data contained in the Technical Memorandum. 

(K) It is also fair and reasonable to assess all mobile homes on a residential unit 

basis, such that Tax Parcels assigned a Class Code 28 shall be treated as residential parcels 

and assigned one (1) ERU per mobile home space.  

(L) The Rate Study and Technical Memorandum have been considered by the 

Council  in  adopting  this  Resolution.    The  apportionment  methodology  and  rate 

classification system described  in  the Rate Study and based upon  Impervious Area  is 

reasonable and equitable, and will continue to be so as properties within the City develop 

and change; and it is also manageable and capable of being fairly implemented from year 

to year without wasteful or extraordinary consumption of resources which could better be 

expended to address stormwater related issues.  

(M) The apportionment method described  in  the Rate Study and adopted  in 

Section 3.03 hereof bears a reasonable relationship to the cost of providing Stormwater 

Management Services, including stormwater generated by Government Property. 

(N) It is fair and reasonable to impose Stormwater Service Assessments upon 

Assessed Property, apportioned in the manner set forth in Section 3.03 hereof, to fund the 

Stormwater Management Service Cost.  
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ARTICLE II 

NOTICE AND PUBLIC HEARING 

SECTION 2.01.  ESTIMATED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

COST.     

(A) The estimated Stormwater Management Service Cost to be recovered through 

Stormwater Service Assessments for Fiscal Year 2017‐18 is $1,300,000.  The Stormwater 

Management Service Cost will be funded through the imposition of Stormwater Service 

Assessments, as provided herein. 

(B) The estimated Stormwater Service Assessments established  in  this  Initial 

Assessment  Resolution  shall  be  the  estimated  assessment  rates  applied  by  the  City 

Manager  in the preparation of the preliminary Stormwater Service Assessment Roll as 

provided in Section 2.02 of this Initial Assessment Resolution. 

  SECTION 2.02.  STORMWATER ASSESSMENT ROLL.  The City Manager is 

hereby directed to prepare, or cause to be prepared, a preliminary Stormwater Service 

Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2017‐18,  in the manner provided in Section 2.04 of the 

Assessment Ordinance.   The Stormwater Service Assessment Roll shall include all Tax 

Parcels within the City which are not otherwise exempted from payment of the Stormwater 

Service  Assessments  hereunder.    The  City  Manager  shall  apportion  the  estimated 

Stormwater Management  Service  Cost  to  be  recovered  through  Stormwater  Service 

Assessments in the manner set forth in this Initial Assessment Resolution.  A copy of this 
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Initial Assessment Resolution and the preliminary Stormwater Service Assessment Roll 

shall be maintained on file in the office of the City Clerk and open to public inspection.  The 

foregoing  shall  not  be  construed  to  require  that  the  preliminary  Stormwater  Service 

Assessment Roll be in printed form if the amount of the Stormwater Service Assessment for 

each parcel of property can be determined by the use of a computer terminal or internet 

access available to the public.   

  SECTION 2.03.  PUBLIC HEARING.     There  is hereby established a public 

hearing to be held at 6 p.m. on August 1, 2017, in City Council Chambers of City Hall, 5919 

Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida,  at which time the Council will receive and consider 

any  comments  on  the  Stormwater  Service Assessments  from  the public  and  affected 

property owners and consider imposing Stormwater Service Assessments and authorizing 

an alternative manner of collection. 

SECTION 2.04.  NOTICE BY PUBLICATION.   The City Manager shall direct 

the publication of a notice of the public hearing authorized by Section 2.03 hereof in the 

manner and time provided in Section 2.05 of the Ordinance.  The notice shall be published 

at least twenty (20) days prior to the public hearing, in substantially the form attached 

hereto as Appendix A. 

SECTION 2.05.  NOTICE BY MAIL.  The City Manager shall direct the mailing 

of notice of the public hearing authorized by Section 2.03 hereof in the manner and time 
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provided in Section 2.06 of the Ordinance.  The notice shall be mailed at least twenty (20) 

days prior to the public hearing, in substantially the form attached hereto as Appendix B.   

 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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ARTICLE III 

ASSESSMENTS 

SECTION 3.01.  STORMWATER  ASSESSMENTS  TO  BE  IMPOSED 

THROUGHOUT  CITY.    Pursuant  to  Section  2.02  of  the  Assessment  Ordinance, 

Stormwater Service Assessments are to be imposed throughout the entire area within the 

boundaries of the City. 

SECTION 3.02.  IMPOSITION  OF  ASSESSMENTS.    Stormwater  Service 

Assessments shall be imposed against property located within the City, the annual amount 

of which shall be computed for each Tax Parcel in accordance with this Article III.  When 

imposed, the Assessment for each Fiscal Year shall constitute a lien upon the Tax Parcels 

located within the City pursuant to the Assessment Ordinance. 

SECTION 3.03.  APPORTIONMENT APPROACH; DETERMINATION OF 

EQUIVALENT RESIDENTIAL UNITS. 

(A) The Rate Study is hereby approved and adopted.  The apportionment method 

based  upon  Equivalent  Residential Units  as  described  in  the  Rate  Study  is  fair  and 

reasonable and  is hereby approved and adopted as the apportionment method for the 

Stormwater Service Assessments. 

(B) As described in the Rate Study, the typical single family Impervious Area 

identified in the Rate Study is 2,629 square feet, which shall constitute one (1) ERU (one 
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ERU = 2,629 square feet) for purposes of calculating the Assessment for each Single Family 

Residential Parcel and General Parcel. 

(C) Each Single Family Residential Parcel shall be assigned one (1) ERU. 

(D)  The number of ERUʹs attributed to each General Parcel shall be calculated as 

follows: 

Total Impervious Area (in sq. ft.)    =      Number of  ERUʹs 

                    1 ERU (in sq. ft.)                                       

 

(E) Mobile home parcels assigned a Class Code 28 shall be attributed one (1) ERU 

per mobile home space. 

(F) As  set  forth  in  the  Rate  Study,  the  number  of  ERUʹs  attributed  to 

Undeveloped Property shall be determined by dividing the total area of the parcel by the 

average  size  of  a  Single  Family  Residential  Parcel  in  the  City  (7,204  sq.  feet),  and 

multiplying  the  result  by  .35  (which  is  the  Undeveloped  Parcel  Runoff  Percentage 

described in the Rate Study).   

(G) The  determination  of  whether  a  Tax  Parcel  is  Developed  Property  or 

Undeveloped Property shall be made using best available data prior to adoption of the 

Final Assessment Resolution or Annual Assessment Resolution (e.g. Property Appraiser 

information, aerial images or data deemed reliable by the City or its consultants.) 

(H) The Assessment rate of $80.00 per ERU shall be utilized by the City Manager 

in preparing the Stormwater Service Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2017‐18.   
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(I) The maximum rate of assessment which may be used in the preparation of 

the Stormwater Service Roll for subsequent Fiscal Years is $80.00 per ERU. 

(J) It  is  hereby  ascertained,  determined,  and  declared  that  the method  of 

determining the Stormwater Service Assessments as set forth in this Initial Assessment 

Resolution is a fair and reasonable method of apportioning the Stormwater Management 

Service Cost among Assessed Property. 

SECTION 3.04.  APPLICATION OF ASSESSMENT PROCEEDS.   Proceeds 

derived by the City from the Stormwater Service Assessments shall be utilized for the 

provision of Stormwater Management Services.  In the event there is any fund balance 

remaining at the end of the Fiscal Year, such balance shall be carried forward and used 

only to fund stormwater related services, facilities, improvements and programs. 

SECTION 3.05.  COLLECTION  OF  ASSESSMENTS.    Stormwater  Service 

Assessments shall be collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act unless 

otherwise determined by the Council. 

  SECTION 3.06.  MITIGATION.   The mitigation credit authorized by Chapter 

24, Article V of the City Code shall apply, under the same terms and conditions applicable 

to  stormwater utility  fees as  set  forth  therein,  to  the Stormwater Service Assessments 

contemplated hereunder.  

SECTION 3.07.  EXEMPTION.   The following are Exempt Properties and not 

subject to the Stormwater Service Assessment: 
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(A) Public rights‐of‐way. 

(B) Lakes and submerged land. 

 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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ARTICLE IV 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SECTION 4.01.  CONFLICTS.  All resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict 

herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict. 

SECTION 4.02.  SEVERABILITY.    If any provision of  this Resolution or  the 

application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not 

affect other provisions or applications of this Resolution that can be given effect without 

the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Resolution are 

declared to be severable. 

SECTION 4.03.  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Initial Assessment Resolution shall 

take effect immediately upon its passage and adoption. 

  PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 18th day of July, 2017. 

CITY COUNCIL OF 

NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

 

 

  By:    

 (SEAL)                  Rob Marlowe, Mayor   

 

Attest: 

 

By:            ____ 

Judy Meyers, City Clerk 
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APPENDIX A 

 

  FORM OF NOTICE TO BE PUBLISHED  

 
To be published at least twenty (20) days prior to the public hearing 

 

(Map of New Port Richey) 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

TO IMPOSE AND PROVIDE FOR COLLECTION OF 

NON‐AD VALOREM SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 

 

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of New Port Richey, Florida, will conduct a public 

hearing to consider adoption of a final assessment resolution related to the City of New Port Richey 

(the ̋ Cityʺ) and its stormwater system.  The stormwater final assessment resolution will provide for 

the imposition of special assessments, sometimes characterized as non‐ad valorem assessments, 

against property located within City limits and collection of the assessments by the Pasco County 

Tax Collector pursuant to the tax bill collection method described in Section 3.01 of City Ordinance 

No. 2012‐1985.  The assessment is an annual assessment that will continue from year to year.  The 

hearing will be held at 6 PM on August 1, 2017 at City Council Chambers of City Hall, City Hall, 

5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida 34652.  All affected property owners have a right to 

appear at the hearing and to file written objections with the City Council within twenty (20) days of 

this notice. 

 

The  assessments have been proposed  to  fund  stormwater  related  essential  services,  facilities, 

equipment and improvements throughout the City.  The assessment will be based upon the number 

of  Equivalent  Residential  Units  (ʺERUsʺ)  attributable  to  each  tax  parcel  as  of  the  date  the 

assessments are imposed.  If approved by City Council, the stormwater assessment will be imposed 

at a rate not to exceed $80.00 per ERU.   A more specific description of the stormwater related 

services and the method of computing the assessment for each parcel of property are set forth in 

Resolution No. 2017‐21 (the ʺInitial Assessment Resolutionʺ) adopted by the City Council on July 

18, 2017. Copies of  the  Initial Assessment Resolution and  the preliminary Stormwater Service 

Assessment Roll are available for inspection at the office of the City Clerk, located at City Hall, 5919 

Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida 34652. If you have any questions, please contact the City 

Clerk’s Office at (727) 853‐1024. 

 

ANY PERSON WISHING TO ENSURE THAT AN ADEQUATE RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS 

IS MAINTAINED FOR APPELLATE PURPOSES  IS ADVISED TO MAKE THE NECESSARY 

ARRANGEMENTS  FOR  RECORDING AT HIS OR HER OWN  EXPENSE.  PERSONS WITH 

DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY OF THESE PROCEEDINGS 

SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY CLERK AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING 

AT (727) 853‐1024. 
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  FORM OF NOTICE TO BE MAILED 
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NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

 

 [date], 2017 

 

[Property Owner Name] 

[Street Address] 

[City, State and Zip] 

 

Re:  Tax Parcel Number [Insert Number] 

   

Dear City of New Port Richey Property Owner: 

 

As  required  by  Section  197.3632,  Florida  Statutes,  and  City  Ordinance  No.  2012‐1985  (the 

ʺAssessment Ordinanceʺ), notice is given by the City of New Port Richey that an annual assessment 

for stormwater services may be levied on your property for Fiscal Year October 1, 2017 ‐ September 

30, 2018 and each fiscal year thereafter. THIS IS NOT A NEW ASSESSMENT PROGRAM; THE 

STORMWATER ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN IMPOSED SINCE 2001.   In 2001, in response to 

public demand and increased federal regulations, the City initiated efforts to improve stormwater 

management services and provide a dedicated funding source for  these services by creating a 

stormwater assessment program to generate revenues. The original stormwater assessments were 

imposed and collected on the November 2001 tax bill and subsequent years. However, since the 

City  recently updated  the  stormwater  assessment program  it must provide  this notice  to  all 

property owners of the updated assessment program.  

 

Stormwater assessments are based upon the estimated amount of stormwater runoff generated by 

impervious surface on your property. Impervious surfaces include the rooftop, patios, driveways, 

parking  lots  and  similar  areas. Undeveloped property will  also be  subject  to  the  stormwater 

assessments based the size of the parcel.  The City has determined that the average single‐family 

residence in the Stormwater Service Area includes 2,629 square feet of impervious surface, which is 

the value of one  ʺequivalent  residential unitʺ  (ʺERUʺ),  the unit of measurement  to be applied 

against each parcel to determine the assessment. Single‐family residential units, mobile home units 

and residential condominium units are charged one ERU. For general parcels, such as commercial 

parcels,  the number of ERUs has been  calculated  individually  for each parcel of property by 

dividing  the  impervious  surface area by 2,629  square  feet. A more  specific description of  the 

stormwater  related  services  and  the method  of  computing  the  assessment  for  each parcel  of 

property are set forth in Resolution No. 2017‐21 (the ʺInitial Assessment Resolutionʺ) adopted by 

the City Council on July 18, 2017. 

 

The annual Stormwater Service Assessment rate for Fiscal Year 2017‐18 will be $80.00 for each ERU 

which  is also the maximum Stormwater Service Assessment rate that can be  imposed without 

further mailed notice for future fiscal years. It is estimated that the City will collect $1,300,000 from 
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the Stormwater Service Assessments for Fiscal Year 2017‐18. The above‐referenced parcel has been 

assigned the following ERUs and assessment amounts: 

 

Number of Equivalent Residential Units (ERUs): [insert]  

The FY 2017‐18 annual stormwater assessment for the above parcel is: $[insert] 

The maximum annual stormwater assessment that can be imposed without further notice for future 

fiscal years is $[insert] 

 

The City Council will hold a public hearing at 6 p.m., or soon thereafter, on August 1, 2017  in the 

City Council Chambers located at City Hall, 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida. Comments 

will be received on the proposed Stormwater Service Assessments, including their collection on the 

ad valorem tax bill. You are invited to attend and participate in the hearing. You may also file 

written objections with the City Council within twenty (20) days of the date of this notice. Please 

include your name, parcel number, and the reason you object to the assessment on all written 

objections. Objections  should  be  forwarded  as  follows: City Clerk; Objections  to  Stormwater 

Non‐ad Valorem Assessments; 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida 34652. If you decide to 

appeal any decision made by the City Council with respect to any matter considered at the hearing, 

you will need a record of the proceedings and may need to ensure that a verbatim record is made, 

including the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be made. In accordance with the 

Americans with  Disabilities  Act,  if  you  need  a  special  accommodation  or  an  interpreter  to 

participate in this proceeding, please contact the City Clerk at (727) 853‐1024 at least 4 days prior to 

the date of the hearing. If there is a mistake on this notice, it will be corrected. If you have any 

questions  regarding  the  number  of  ERUs  assigned  to  your  property  or  the  amount  of  the 

Stormwater Service Assessment, please contact Customer Service by telephone at (727) 853‐1061. 

 

Unless proper steps are initiated in a court of competent jurisdiction to secure relief within 20 days 

from the date of City Council action at the above hearing (including the method of apportionment, 

the rate of assessment and the imposition of assessments), such action shall be the final adjudication 

of the issues presented. 

 

Copies of  the Assessment Ordinance,  the  Initial Assessment Resolution,  and  the preliminary 

assessment roll are available for inspection at the City Clerkʹs office in City Hall, located at 5919 

Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida, or on the City website at cityofnewportrichey.org. The 

Stormwater Service Assessment will be collected by the Tax Collector of Pasco County, pursuant to 

Chapter 197, Florida Statutes; Florida  law provides  that  failure  to pay  the Stormwater Service 

Assessment will cause a tax certificate to be issued against the assessed property which may result 

in a loss of title. 

 

*****DO NOT SEND PAYMENT ‐ THIS IS NOT A BILL***** 
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Introduction 

The City of New Port Richey has retained Ayres Associates to review and update the Storm Water 
Assessment Study utilized to determine the applicable assessment rates necessary to fund their Storm 
Water Utility.  The previous Storm Water Assessment Rate Study was prepared by Government Services 
Group in May of 2012. That report covered a 5-year projection through Fiscal Year 2016-17 (FY 17). 

Scope of Services: Study Update 

• Project Initiation – Evaluate data and information regarding the provision of storm water 
services and facilities in the City including, but not limited to engineering information, public 
works data, existing legal documents and reports. 

• Review the Current Methodology – Review documents and information relative to the current 
rate structure of the existing storm water assessment program and discuss with staff any 
problems or concerns with the current methodology; provide recommendations to update the 
current assessment rate methodology, if applicable. 

• Identify Full Costs (Revenue Requirements) of the Storm Water Program – Evaluate the full 
cost of the storm water management system using the City’s most current financial information 
and the storm water planning documents, which will include (i) the costs of maintaining and 
operating the City’s storm water system based on the level of funding required by the City, 
(ii) the costs of capital projects, debt service and required reserves, (iii) indirect and/or 
administrative costs and (iv) billing and collection costs associated with the Uniform Method of 
collection; develop projections for annual revenue requirements for the City’s storm water 
operations and maintenance, capital projects, debt service and required reserve and determine 
a method of increasing revenue and adjustments of assessment rates on an annual basis or as 
desired by the City.  

• Evaluate Vacant Lands – Evaluate the magnitude that storm water generated by vacant lands is 
contributing to the storm water system.  Based on that impact assign ERU’s. 

• Calculate Preliminary Proforma Schedule of Rates – Using the total units derived from the 
preliminary assessment roll developed by the City and the inclusion of the additional vacant land 
units, calculate a proforma schedule of rates based on the apportionment methodology and 
revenue requirements for the assessment program. 

• Address Issues – Research and present recommendations on any outstanding issues that may 
arise from the assessment program. 

• Prepare and Present Assessment Report – Prepare a draft report that includes documentation 
of the storm water costs and proforma rates; After City staff review, prepare and present the 
final version of the Assessment Report. 
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 2 

Overview of City's Existing Storm Water Rates and Apportionment 
Methodology 

Existing Storm Water Assessment Rates 

The City initially implemented a storm water utility fee in 2001 which was collected on the Tax Bill.  The 
fees charged were based on an Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU) whereby an ERU equals an average 
number of square feet of impervious area. 

The storm water assessment rates adopted in 2001 were $40.32 per ERU.  In Fiscal Year 2011-12, the 
storm water assessments generated approximately $525,000 in revenue; however, the City’s storm 
water expenditures for that year were approximately $825,020 thus creating an operating deficit.  If 
100% of those expenses were funded by the storm water utility, the rate would have been $61.35 per 
ERU.   

In 2012 the City reviewed the utility rates and costs, and developed a 5 year projection of revenue and 
expenses, whereby the rate necessary to cover the projected costs was $77.36 per ERU.  That rate was 
adopted and has not changed since that time.  In Fiscal Year 2016-17 (FY 17) the revenue expected to be 
generated by this rate is $1,047,099.  The anticipated expenditures for budget year 2016-17 was 
$1,238,380.   

In addition to budgeted storm water assessments, additional revenues are sought through outside 
funding sources in order to be able to do large capital expenditure projects.  The existing storm water 
budgets allocate an average of $200,000 annually for infrastructure maintenance and betterment 
projects. 

Existing Apportionment Methodology 

The City's existing apportionment methodology consists of an impervious area model which is the most 
common rate model.  The impervious area model is based on the observation that storm water runoff is 
largely related to the amount of impervious surface on a specific parcel.  A given parcel's share of costs 
is proportionate to the impervious surface of the parcel relative to that generated by a typical base unit 
(i.e. Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU)).  The impervious area model has a solid theoretical base - on 
most parcels the amount of impervious area is clearly the primary determinant regarding the quantity of 
runoff generated and, to a lesser degree, the potential amount of non-point source pollutants that could 
originate on that parcel.  This methodology does not take into account that undeveloped parcels, 
though to a lesser degree than developed parcels, still contribute runoff and non-point source pollutants 
to the storm water system. 

Existing Parcel Apportionment 

The City's parcel apportionment is accomplished through the development of a base-billing unit, called 
an Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU).  Based on URS, lnc.'s June 2001 Storm Water Utility 
Implementation Program, Technical Memorandum Change Order 1 Parcel Characterization (Technical 
Memorandum), the ERU value is equal to 2,629 square feet which represents the average amount of 
impervious area for single family parcels in the City. 
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Existing Rate Classes 

Each property use within the City on the ad valorem tax roll was assigned by the City to a rate class 
based on its assignment of use by the Pasco County Property Appraiser or verification of use obtained 
through field research. A listing of Class Codes and associated property use category is provided as 
Appendix A. 

Using the Class Codes, the specific methodology for the parcel apportionment within each category of 
property use is generally described below. 

Single Family Residential Parcels – Single family residential parcels, are parcels to which the Property 
Appraiser assigned a Use Code 01, 02, 04, 09 or 28.  All single family residential parcels were assigned 
one (1) ERU per dwelling unit.  Mobile home and RV parks were assigned 1 ERU per individual site within 
the park. 

General Parcels – General parcels are all other parcels with improvements which were not classified as 
single family residential parcels or undeveloped parcels.  Impervious areas for all general parcels were 
computed as the sum of the structure area and the pavement area.  The number of ERUs attributable to 
each General Parcel is determined by dividing the impervious area of the General Parcel by the ERU 
value identified in the Existing Parcel Apportionment section above. 

Undeveloped Parcels – Undeveloped parcels are not currently being charged a storm water assessment 
unless there are impervious areas present on the parcel.  If there are impervious surfaces on an 
undeveloped parcel, the parcel is then treated as a General Parcel for storm water purposes. 

Storm Water Programs in Florida 

Source: Florida Storm Water Association 2016 Storm Water Utility Report Narrative 

“In 2016, Florida had 67 counties and over 410 cities.  It is difficult to determine exactly how many storm 
water utilities exist in the state, but FSA’s best estimate is that there were approximately 165 local 
governments that established storm water utilities pursuant to Chapter 403, Florida Statutes, or their 
own home rule powers.  One hundred and twenty-four storm water utilities responded to the 2016 
survey questionnaire.  FSA expects the number of storm water utilities to continue to increase for several 
reasons: 

• The Florida Supreme Court has consistently upheld the validity of such fees; 

• There is (generally) more public support for funding programs with user fees as opposed to 
ad valorem or other general taxes; and,  

• The process of implementing the multi-billion dollar Total Maximum Daily Loads and 
Numeric Nutrient Criteria programs in Florida is now beginning to take full effect. 

Also, to the extent that recently adopted measures reduce the amount of property tax revenues available 
in the city or county general fund, local governments will be more inclined to consider storm water user 
fees or increases therein as a way to fund water quality programs.  As one might expect, service areas 
dedicated exclusively to the city constituted a significant majority of storm water utilities in part 
reflecting the relative ease of attaching a user charge onto an existing billing mechanism. Most storm 
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water utilities are located within a department of public works and have used impervious area as the 
basis for calculating the fee. 

As in earlier surveys, revenue generated from storm water utilities represents a significant source of 
funds to address storm water pollution and flooding problems, but it still falls short of being able to 
address long-term, capital needs. Most jurisdictions report that utility charges are adequate to meet 
most administrative costs but not for needs associated with capital improvement programs.  Whether 
storm water utility fees can be raised at a rate to keep pace with the costs of TMDLs remains to be seen.” 

The City, in order to comply with the new nutrient limitation mandates of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, utilizes the storm water utility to administer the policies 
and ordinances necessary.   

In 2011, approximately 59% of the survey respondents did not charge undeveloped parcels.  That 
percentage is declining.  The 2016 survey results showed only approximately 55% of the respondents did 
not charge undeveloped parcels, meaning that more and more utilities are charging both developed and 
undeveloped parcels. 

Service Description and Cost Calculations 

Storm water services are currently provided to residential and non-residential properties within the City.  
Storm water services are provided through the City's Public Works Department and consists of five full-
time employees dedicated to the provision of storm water services throughout the City. The following is 
an organizational chart for the City's Storm Water Utility. 

City of New Port Richey, Florida 
Storm Water Utility Organizational Chart 

Public Works Director 

  

Asst. Public Works Director 

  

Street & ROW Storm Water Leader 

    

 Equipment Operator II  Equipment Operator I  Utility Mechanic II  Utility Mechanic I 
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Assessable Cost Calculations 

To develop a 5-year proforma assessable budget, Ayres utilized the City’s Fiscal Year 2016-2017 (FY 17) 
Storm Water Utility Fund Budget as well as the Capital Improvement Program Storm Water Utility Fund 
5-year FY 18 – FY 22 Revenue and Expense Model. 

The total assessable cost calculations were developed using the following assumptions: 

Expenditures 

• Begin with Fiscal Year 2016-17 (FY 17) Storm Water Utility Fund Budget provided by the City. 
o Increase personnel services 2.5% annually. 
o Increase operating expenses 3% annually. 

• The infrastructure maintenance and betterment projects are contingent upon the City’s ability 
to obtain additional outside funding to help defray costs.  This amount from the utility is 
budgeted to increase each year for a five year average of $339,400 annually. 

• Indirect Costs are transfers to the General Fund for costs due to administration, legal and other 
support services provided to the storm water utility by other City departments.   

o This cost is budgeted at $130,000 annually. 

• The City has no existing storm water utility debt service. 

• The contingency reserves are set to resume in FY 18 and increase 2.5% annually. 

• The Renewal & Replacement (R&R) reserve is based on the Equipment Purchases annualized 
costs in the Capital Improvement Program (CIP). 

Revenues 

• Revenues are shown as a reduction in the total assessable expenditures.  Due to current and 
historic low interest rates, interest revenues are shown as remaining constant. 

• The City has no recurring grants.  Grants have historically been project specific.  The following 
grants have been utilized to provide funding for capital projects: Penny for Pasco (P4P), and 
South West Florida Water Management District Cooperative Funding Grant (SWFWMD). 

Miscellaneous Assessment Expenditures 

• The Miscellaneous Assessment Expenditures portion of the budget include costs associated with 
this Rate Study, implementation costs and annual program maintenance.  These costs are 
reimbursable through the assessment program. 

• Pursuant to section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, the tax collector and property appraiser may 
each enter into an agreement with the local government for reimbursement of necessary 
administrative costs incurred from the collection of the non-ad valorem assessment.  
Accordingly, if any such fee(s) is charged, the fee may be recouped as an add-on to the total 
assessable costs for the year. 

o Collection Costs (TC) reflects reimbursement for the collection costs associated with the 
non-ad valorem assessment incurred by the Tax Collector (TC).  Pursuant to section 
197.3632, Florida Statutes, a municipal government shall only compensate the tax 
collector for the actual costs of collecting the non-ad valorem assessments, not to 
exceed 2%, on the amount of special assessments collected and remitted.  The 
collection cost has been assumed to be 2%. 

Page 111



 

 6 

o Property Appraiser Costs are the costs for services relating to providing notice of the 
storm water assessment in the annual TRIM notices.   

• Statutory Discount reflects a 95% collection of the Storm Water Assessment to cover the 4% 
statutory discount allowed by the Uniform Method and 1% reserve for under collection.  
Accordingly, the statutory discount is budgeted at 5% of the total assessable costs. 
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Table 1 shows the City’s Fiscal Year 2016-17 Storm Water Utility Operating Fund Budget. 

Table 1 – City Storm Water Utility Operating Fund Fiscal Year 2016-2017 (FY 17) Budget 

Expenditures Budget FY 17

Code Personnel Services

12-99 Regular Full-Time Wages 137,230                   

14-11 Overtime Wages 12,160                     

15-11 Employee Incentives 250                           

15-16 Health Insurance Waiver Stipend -

15-22 Education Incentive Pay 600                           

15-27 Standby Time 7,140                        

15-29 Meal Allowance -

21-11 Social Security Matching 12,180                     

22-11 Florida Retirement System 11,770                     

23-11 Health Insurance 37,290                     

23-12 Life Insurance 250                           

23-13 Accidental Death & Disab Insurance 100                           

23-15 Net OPEB Obligation Expense -

24-33 Workers Comp - Irrigation Workers/Oper/Drivers (0251) 8,470                        

Total Personnel Services 227,440                   

Operating Expenses

31-29 Engineering Services - Misc 35,000                     

31-99 Professional Services - Misc 35,000

34-33 Lawn Maintenance 50,000                     

34-38 Lab Test 10,000                     

34-99 Contractual Services - Misc 35,000                     

40-11 Travel & Training 2,390                        

41-21 Telephone - Local 1,300                        

41-34 Data Lines 2,000                        

41-41 Pager Services 100                           

42-11 Postage 50                              

43-11 Electric - City Facilities 14,240

43-31 Trash Removal 12,500                     

43-73 Street Light Fee 40                              

43-81 Stormwater Assessment 80                              

44-19 Rent - Equipment/Software 5,000                        

45-11 Liability Insurance - Comp. General 3,330                        

45-21 Building & Contents Insurance 3,300                        

45-22 Pollution Insurance 4,400                        

45-23 Automobile & Truck Insurance 750                           

46-11 Maintenance & Repairs - Bldg & Grounds 15,000                      
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Table 1 – City Storm Water Utility Operating Fund Fiscal Year 2016-2017 (FY 17) Budget (Continued) 

Operating Expenses Budget FY 17

46-21 Maintenance & Repairs - Equipment 400                           

46-31 Maintenance & Repairs - Central Garage 7,500                        

49-83 Permit Fees 2,500                        

49-99 Other Current Charges - Misc 2,000                        

51-11 Office Supplies - General 1,000                        

51-21 Maps & Charts 300                           

51-41 Small Tools & Implements 7,000                        

52-11 Fuel 20,000                     

52-25 Software License Support 400                           

52-31 Clothing & Apparel 1,500                        

52-43 Computer/Operating Supply 1,400                        

52-47 First Aid Supplies 200                           

52-89 Automotive Parts 20,000                     

52-99 Operating Supplies - Misc 13,800                     

53-21 Signs & Sign Material 5,000                        

53-31 Pipe/Culvert Material 10,000                     

53-41 Sod/Seed 10,000                     

53-99 Road Materials - Misc 10,000                     

54-11 Dues & Memberships 200                           

54-61 Books & Publications 200                           

Total Operating Expenses 342,880                   

Transfers

91-51 Transfer to General Fund 329,030                   

91-52 Transfer to Street Improvement Fund 56,030                     

91-53 Transfer to Capital Improvement Fund 283,000                   

Total Transfer 668,060                   

Total Stormwater Utility Fund 1,238,380                
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Table 2 shows the City’s Five (5) Year Capital Improvement Program Summary for Fiscal Years 2017-18 
(FY 18) through 2021-22 (FY 22). 

Table 2 – City Five (5) Year Capital Improvement Program Summary 

FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22

FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY2019-20 FY2020-21 FY 2021-22

5-Year 

Average

63-XX Flood Control

Flood Control/Water Quality Projects 317,000        330,000       340,000       350,000    360,000     339,400    

TOTAL 317,000        330,000       340,000       350,000    360,000     339,400    

64-13 Data Processing Equipment

Laptop Computer -                 -                -                2,400         -              480             

Desktop Computer -                 -                2,800            -             -              560             

Total -                 -                2,800 2,400 0 1,040         

64-15 Trucks and Trailers

(#114) Service Truck w/Crane (R&R) 5,000            5,000            5,000            5,000         5,000          5,000         

(#110) Service Truck w/ Liftgate (R&R) 5,000            5,000            5,000            5,000         5,000          5,000         

(#96) Flatbed (R&R) 5,000            5,000            5,000            5,000         5,000          5,000         

Vacuum Line Cleaning Truck (R&R) 50,000          50,000          50,000          50,000      50,000       50,000       

(#69) Water Tanker Truck (R&R) 7,000            7,000            7,000            7,000         7,000          7,000         

Total 72,000 72,000          72,000          72,000      72,000 72,000       

64-16 Heavy Equipment

(#11) Clam Shell (R&R) 5,000            5,000            5,000            5,000         5,000          5,000         

(#102) Street Sweeper (R&R) 17,500          17,500          17,500          17,500      17,500       17,500       

Total 22,500          22,500          22,500          22,500      22,500       22,500       

64-31 Special Purpose Equipment

Sand Bag Station (R&R) 10,000          -                -                -             -              2,000         

Portable Pumping System (R&R) 3,000            3,000            3,000            3,000         3,000          3,000         

Total 13,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 5,000         

TOTAL STORMWATER UTILITY CIP 424,500        427,500       440,300       449,900    457,500     439,940     
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Table 3 shows the five-year proforma assessable budget based on the above stated assumptions for the 
provision of storm water services in the City. 

Table 3 – Storm Water Five – Year Proforma Assessable Budget FY 18 through FY 22 

FY 17 FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22

Budget       

FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY2019-20 FY2020-21 FY 2021-22

5-Year 

Average

Expenditure Summary

Personal Services 227,440        233,126        238,954       244,928       251,051       257,327           245,077       

Operating Expenses 342,880        353,166        363,761       374,674       385,914       397,492           375,002       

Infrastructure Maintenance & Betterment 283,000        317,000        330,000       340,000       350,000       360,000           339,400       

Indirect Costs 329,030        130,000        130,000       130,000       130,000       130,000           130,000       

Existing Debt Service -                 -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Reserves -                 15,000          15,375          15,759          16,153          16,557              15,769          

R&R Reserves -                 107,500        97,500          97,500          97,500          97,500              99,500          

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,182,350    1,155,792    1,175,591    1,202,862    1,230,619    1,258,877        1,204,748    

Revenue

Interest S.B.A. 500                500                500                500                500                500                    500                

Interest FMIvt 450                450                450                450                450                450                    450                

TOTAL REVENUES 950                950                950                950                950                950                    950                

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,182,350    1,155,792    1,175,591    1,202,862    1,230,619    1,258,877        1,204,748    

TOTAL REVENUES 950                950                950                950                950                950                    950                

TOTAL NET EXPENDITURES 1,181,400    1,154,842    1,174,641    1,201,912    1,229,669    1,257,927        1,203,798    

Miscellaneous Assessment Expenditures

Study Costs 19,420          -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Annual Assessment Roll Maintenance 2,500            2,500            2,500            2,500            2,500            2,500                2,500            

First Class Notices 10,000          -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Collection Costs (TC) 26,096          24,892          25,318          25,905          26,501          27,109              25,945          

Property Appraiser Costs 150                150                150                150                150                150                    150                

Statutory Discount (4% early payment & 

1% non-collection) 65,240          62,231          63,295          64,761          66,254          67,773              64,863          

Total Misc. Assessment Expenditures 123,406        89,773          91,263          93,316          95,405          97,532              93,458          

TOTAL ASSESSABLE COSTS 1,304,806    1,244,615    1,265,904    1,295,228    1,325,074    1,355,459        1,297,256     

Determination of Storm Water Services Demand 

Special Assessment Benefit Assumptions 

The following assumptions support a finding that the storm water services provided by the City provide 
a special benefit to the assessed parcels. 

• The provision of storm water management services and the availability and use of facilities or 
improvements by owner and occupants of such property to properly and safely detain, retain, 
convey or treat storm water discharged from such property; 

• Stabilization of or the increase of property values; 

• Increased safety and better access to property; 

• Improved appearance; 

• Rendering property more adaptable to a current or reasonably foreseeable new and higher use; 

• Alleviation of the burdens caused by storm water runoff and accumulation associated with the 
present or projected use of property; and 
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• Fostering the enhancement of environmentally responsible use and enjoyment of the natural 
resources within the City such as Pithlachascotee River and Orange Lake. 

Cost Apportionment Assumptions 

The cost apportionment exercise addresses two fundamental questions;  Who pays; and for what 
services? 

Defining the benefit or service area is a geographically precise process.  Based on a parcel specific 
evaluation, it was determined that the entire geographic area of the City benefits from the storm water 
management services. 

Parcel Apportionment Assumptions 

Parcel apportionment focuses on the question, “How is each parcel’s share of recoverable costs to be 
determined?”  The following assumptions support findings that the recommended parcel 
apportionment is fair, reasonable, and equitable. 

• The amount of runoff generated by a parcel and sent to the storm water system represents that 
parcel’s proportionate share of the burden of creating and maintaining the storm water system. 

o The amount of runoff from a developed parcel is largely determined by the amount of 
impervious area (hard surfaces through which water does not easily pass) contained on 
a parcel – the more the impervious area, the more the runoff, the more the cost of 
treatment and the more the charge to the parcel. 

o The amount of runoff from an undeveloped parcel (though less than a developed parcel) 
is largely determined by the size of the parcel. 
– the larger the parcel, the more the runoff, the more the cost of treatment and the 
more the charge to the parcel. 

• The value of the parcel does not determine the scope of the required storm water management 
services.  The potential demand for storm water services by developed property is driven by 
either the amount of impervious area located on a developed parcel or the size of an 
undeveloped parcel. 

• Apportioning the assessed costs for storm water services attributable to the single family 
residential property use category on a per parcel basis is a fair and reasonable method of parcel 
apportionment based upon statistical data contained in the Technical Memorandum and in this 
study. 

Proposed Developed Parcel Apportionment 

Parcel apportionment is accomplished through the development of a base billing unit, called an 
Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU).  An ERU is a measure that serves as a common index to compare 
runoff generated by different sized properties with different storm water generation characteristics.  
The ERU value for developed parcels of 2,629 square feet of impervious area as defined in the Technical 
Memorandum is still a valid measure and no change is proposed. 
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Proposed Undeveloped Parcel Apportionment 

The City has recognized that undeveloped parcels also contribute to the storm water systems.  This is to 
a lesser degree since the impervious area is less, but nonetheless, runoff and non-point source 
pollutants are still generated by undeveloped properties which the storm water utility must account for.  
A common nationwide recognized storm water software program HydroCAD, developed by HydroCAD 
Software Solutions, LLC, is based on the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Urban 
Hydrology for Small Watersheds Technical Release 55 (TR55).  The following is an excerpt from the 
preface of this document – “TR-55 presents simplified procedures to calculate storm runoff volume, peak 
rate of discharge, hydrographs, and storage volumes required for floodwater reservoirs. These 
procedures are applicable in small watersheds, especially urbanizing watersheds, in the United States. 
First issued by the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) in January 1975, TR-55 incorporates current SCS 
procedures”.  This document has been the standard for estimating runoff volumes and rates.   

Utilizing the methodology of TR55, one can estimate the runoff for a typical single family residential 
parcel as well as from a undeveloped parcel.  The following is a summary of that evaluation for the City 
of New Port Richey. 

Average Residential Parcel Size – Utilizing the year end 2016 Pasco County tax roll database for the City 
of New Port Richey, the total number of single family residential parcels (see Rate Class category below 
for Use Codes) is 5,479 parcels.  The tax roll shows that the total square footage of those parcels is 
39,470,942 square feet.  Dividing these two numbers shows that the average residential parcel size is 
7,204 square feet. 

Dividing the average residential impervious area (see Developed Parcel Apportionment above) by the 
average residential parcel size equals 36.5% impervious. 

TR55 developed standard Curve Numbers (CN) for various land covers based on the specific hydrologic 
soil group (Type A – Type D) developed by the Soil Conservation Service (SCS).  According to the SCS Soil 
Survey for Florida, The City of New Port Richey is predominately dominated by Type A soils.  Fully 
Developed Urban Area Residential Districts with ¼ acre lot size, 38% imperviousness, Type A soils, have a 
CN of 61.  Conversely, Fully Developed Urban Area Open Spaces with grass cover >75%, Type A soils, 
have a CN of 39. 

Time of concentration is defined at the time required for runoff to travel from the most hydrologically 
distant point of an area to the point of collection.  Conservatively assuming an average residential lot is 
approximately 120 feet deep, the time of concentration for sheet flow through mowed grass is 
12 minutes. 

Rainfall events typical for the region and storm intensity are then used to predict the runoff.  In 2014, 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association (NOAA) updated the rainfall tables to more 
accurately reflect the intensity and magnitude of the typical model storm (ATLAS14).  For this 
evaluation, the ATLAS14 rainfall table for Pasco County Florida was used. 

These curve numbers along with the time of concentration, the average residential parcel size, and the 
rainfall table are used in the HydroCAD model to predict the runoff from the average residential parcel 
and an equivalent size undeveloped parcel for various typical storm event.  Table 4 below shows the 
comparison based on these storm events. 
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Table 4 – Storm Water Runoff Summary 

Storm 1-Year 2-Year 5-Year 10-Year 25-Year 50-Year 100-Year Total

Rainfall (Inches) 4.25 5.00 6.75 8.00 9.00 10.00 11.50

Average Residential Runoff (cubic feet) 506 742 1386 1904 2343 2800 3511 13192

Average Undeveloped Runoff (cubic feet) 31 94 348 606 850 1122 1576 4627

Percent of Residential 6% 13% 25% 32% 36% 40% 45% 35%  

Undeveloped Parcel Runoff Percentage – Based on the sum of all the storm events, an equivalent size 
undeveloped parcel will contribute approximately 35 percent of the runoff of an average residential 
parcel. 

Proposed Rate Classes 

Using the data from the Pasco County Tax Rolls, there are approximately 7,481 parcels within the City, 
each with a unique property use code as assigned by the Pasco County Property Appraiser.  The City has 
then assigned a Rate Class Code to each of the parcels based on that use code.  A listing of Rate Class 
Codes and associated property use categories is provided as Appendix A. 

Using the Rate Class Codes, the specific methodology for the parcel apportionment within each category 
of property use is generally described below.   

Single family Residential Parcels – Single family residential parcels are parcels to which the Property 
Appraiser has assigned a Use Code 01, 02, 04, 09 or 28.  All single family residential parcels are assigned 
one (1) ERU per dwelling unit.  Mobile home and RV parks are charged 1 ERU per individual site within 
the park. 

General Parcels – General parcels are all other parcels not classified as single family residential parcel, 
undeveloped parcels or not charged parcels.  Impervious areas for all general parcels are computed as 
the sum of the structure area and the pavement area. The number of ERUs attributable to each General 
Parcel is determined by dividing the impervious area of the General Parcel by the ERU value defined in 
the Proposed Developed Parcel Apportionment section above. 

Undeveloped Parcels – Undeveloped parcels are vacant parcels to which the Property Appraiser has 
assigned a Use Code of 00, 10, 40, or 70.  The number of ERUs attributable to each Undeveloped Parcel 
is determined by dividing the total area of the parcel by the Average Residential Parcel size and then 
multiplying that by the Undeveloped Parcel Runoff Percentage. 

Not Charged – Not Charged parcels are those parcels to which the Property Appraiser has assigned a 
Use Code of 94, 95, 96, or 99.  These codes will not be utilized in ERU calculations or storm water 
assessments. 
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Based on the foregoing methodology, Table 5 provides the total number of ERUs by rate class. 

Table 5 – Total Number of ERU’s by Rate Class 

Rate Class Parcel Count ERUs

Single Family Residential Parcels 5,479                    6,355          

General Parcels 1,319                    7,050          

Undeveloped Parcels 643                        2,812          

Not Charged 40                          -              

Total 7,481                    16,216       

Source: Utility Assessment Roll and Pasco County Parcel Data Roll  

Preliminary Storm Water Assessment Rates 

Based on the costs of providing storm water services and the number of ERUs, Table 6 summarizes the 
recommended storm water rates after application of the storm water methodology for Fiscal Year 
2017-18 at 100 percent of the assessable costs. 

Table 6 – Preliminary Rates Fiscal Year 2017-18 (FY 18) 

100% of Assessable Costs = 1,244,615$            

Total Assessable Costs 1,244,615$            

Total Number of ERU's 16,216                    

Rate Per ERU 76.75$                     

Table 7 reflects the annual rates at 100 percent of the 5 year average assessable costs. 

Table 7 – Preliminary Rates 5-Year Average 

100% of Assessable Costs = 1,297,256$            

Total Assessable Costs 1,297,256$            

Total Number of ERU's 16,216                    

Rate Per ERU 80.00$                     
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Table 8 reflects the rates at 100 percent of Fiscal Years 2017-18 through 2021-22 assessable costs. 

Table 8 – Preliminary Rates Fiscal Years 2017-18 (FY 18) through 2021-22 (FY 22) 

100% of Assessable Costs

 FY 17-18 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 18-19 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 19-20 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 20-21 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 21-22 

Proforma 

Budget 

 5 Year Average 

Budget 

Total Assessable Costs 1,244,615$         1,265,904$         1,295,228$         1,325,074$         1,355,459$         1,297,256$         

Total Number of ERU's 16,216                 16,216                 16,216                 16,216                 16,216                 16,216                 

Rate Per ERU 76.75$                 78.06$                 79.87$                 81.71$                 83.59$                 80.00$                 

Collections Total

Over/(Under)  @ $77.36 9,890                   (11,399)               (40,722)               (70,569)               (100,953)             (42,751)               

Over/(Under)  @ $80.00 52,701.15           31,413                 2,089                   (27,758)               (58,142)               61                          

Computation of Storm Water Charges 

Parcel charges are calculated on a two-step basis: 

• ERU –  
o The amount of developed impervious area relative to the base-billing unit is calculated 

by dividing the impervious area on a developed parcel by the ERU impervious value 
defined in the Proposed Developed Parcel Apportionment above; 

o The undeveloped parcel size relative to the base-billing unit is calculated by dividing the 
square footage of an undeveloped parcel by the Average Residential Parcel Size and 
then multiplying that by the Undeveloped Parcel Runoff Percentage.  

• Mitigation Credits – This is necessary where simple impervious area or undeveloped parcel size 
does not adequately account for relative runoff for a give parcel.  It is applied as simple factors 
multiplied against the ERUs. 

Mitigation Credit 

Mitigation credits reflect the fact that given two identically situated parcels with identical 
improvements, the parcel with on-site private storm water treatment facilities will generate less volume 
of runoff, runoff at a slower rate, and/ or less polluted runoff than the parcel without comparable 
facilities. 

The City's current mitigation policy is outlined in the City's Storm Water Utility Service Charge Credit 
Technical Manual. 

Methodology Revisions 

Item 1:  Acceptance of Undeveloped Parcel Methodology & Use Codes 

Item 2:  Treating Use Code 87 Other State as General instead of Not Charged 
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Implementation Schedule 

To implement the updated storm water assessment rates and methodology presented in this Rate Study 
beginning in Fiscal Year 2017-18, the City of New Port Richey must complete the following tasks: 

Critical Events Schedule 

Event Date 

Workshop Re:  Methodology and Rates May 16, 2017 

City Provides Direction on Rates May 16, 2017 

City Approves Final Rate Studies June 20, 2017 

City Passes Assessment Resolutions September 2017 

Appear on Residents’ Tax Bill October, 2017 
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Pasco County Use Codes vs  Rate Class Codes
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Pasco County Use Codes vs Rate Class Codes 

Use Code Description Rate Class Code 

00 Vacant Residential Undeveloped 
01 Single Family Residential 
02 Mobile Homes Residential 
03 Multi-Family - 5 or more units General 
04 Condominium Residential 
08 Multi-Family - less than 5 units General 
09 Residential Common Elements/Areas Residential 
10 Vacant Commercial Undeveloped 
11 Retail Stores, One Story, All Types General 
12 Stores, Office, SFR General 
13 Department Stores General 
14 Supermarket General 
16 Shopping Center Community General 
17 1 Story Office General 
18  Multi-Story Office General 
19 Professional Service Building General 
21 Restaurants General 
22 Drive-In Restaurants General 
23 Financial Institutions General 
25 Service Shops Non-Automotive General 
26 Service Stations General 
27 Auto Sales, Service, etc. General 
28 Rental MH/RV Park Residential 
29 Wholesale MFG., etc. General 
30 Florist, Greenhouses General 
32 Theaters, Enclosed General 
33 Night Clubs, Bars, etc. General 
39 Hotels, Motels General 
40 Vacant Industrial Undeveloped 
41 Light Manufacturing General 
48 Warehousing (Block or Metal) General 
70 Vacant Institutional Undeveloped 
71 Churches General 
72 Schools, Colleges, Private General 
73 Hospitals, Private General 
74  Homes for the Aged General 
76 Mortuaries, Cemeteries, etc. General 
77 Clubs, Lodges, Halls General 
78 Out Patient Clinics General 
82 Forests, Parks, etc. General 
83 Schools, Public General 
85 Hospitals, Public General 
86 Other County  General 
87 Other State General 
88 Other Federal General 
89 Other Municipal General 
91  Utilities General 
94 Right-of-Way, Streets, Ditch Not Charged 
95 Rivers and Lakes, Submerged Lands Not Charged 
96 Sewage Disposal, Waste Lands, Swamp Not Charged 
99 Acreage not zoned agricultural – with/without extra features Not Charged 
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 RESOLUTION NO. 2017-22 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF NEW PORT 
RICHEY, FLORIDA, RELATING TO THE ANNUAL 
FUNDING OF STREET LIGHTING SERVICES IN THE 
CITY THROUGH THE IMPOSITION OF SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENTS; APPROVING THE STREET LIGHTING 
ASSESSMENT RATE STUDY PREPARED BY AYRES  
ASSOCIATES;  ADOPTING THE METHODOLOGY FOR 
APPORTIONING STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENTS SET 
FORTH THEREIN; PROVIDING FOR  THE IMPOSITION 
OF STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENTS WITHIN THE 
ENTIRE AREA OF THE CITY; ESTIMATING THE SERVICE 
COST TO PROVIDE STREET LIGHTING RELATED 
ESSENTIAL SERVICES, FACILITIES, EQUIPMENT AND 
IMPROVEMENTS; DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
PREPARE A PRELIMINARY STREET LIGHTING 
ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
COMMENCING OCTOBER 1, 2017; ESTABLISHING A 
PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER IMPOSITION OF THE 
STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENTS; DIRECTING THE 
PROVISION OF NOTICE IN CONNECTION THEREWITH; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEW PORT 

RICHEY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS: 
  

ARTICLE I 

 INTRODUCTION 

SECTION 1.01. AUTHORITY.  This Resolution of the City of New Port Richey, 

Florida is adopted pursuant to City Ordinance No. 2012-1985 (the "Assessment 

Ordinance"), Sections 166.021, 166.041 and 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and other applicable 

provisions of law. 
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SECTION 1.02. DEFINITIONS.   All capitalized words and terms not otherwise 

defined herein shall have the meaning set forth in the Assessment Ordinance.  As used in 

this Resolution, the following terms shall have the following meanings, unless the context 

hereof otherwise requires. 

"Assessed Property" means all parcels of real property included in the Street 

Lighting Assessment Roll that receive a special benefit from Street Lighting Services. 

 "Assessment Ordinance" means City Ordinance No. 2012-1985, as may be amended 

from time to time, or its successor in function. 

"Buildings" means any structure, whether temporary or permanent, built for 

support, shelter or enclosure of persons, chattel, or property of any kind, including mobile 

homes.  This term shall also include the use of land in which lot or spaces are offered for 

use, rent or lease for the placement of mobile homes, travel trailers or the like for 

residential purposes. 

"City" means the City of New Port Richey, Florida. 

"City Clerk" means the clerk of the City Council. 

"City Manager" means the chief administrative officer of the City, or such person's 

designee responsible for coordinating calculation and collection of Assessments as 

provided herein. 

"Class Code" means the class or usage code assigned to each Tax Parcel by the 

Property Appraiser or by the City Manager after verification and/or field research. 
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"Council" means the governing body of the City of New Port Richey, Florida.  

"Developed Property" means Tax Parcels that are improved entirely or in part with 

Buildings. 

"Equivalent Residential Unit" or "ERU" means the Assessment Unit described in 

Section 3.03 hereof.  The ERU is the standard unit used to express the special benefit 

received by Assessed Property through the provision of Street Lighting Services. 

"Exempt Property" means property expressly exempted from Street Lighting 

Assessments by this Resolution. 

"Fiscal Year" means the period commencing on October 1 of each year and 

continuing through the next succeeding September 30, or such other period as may be 

prescribed by law as the fiscal year for the City. 

"Fiscal Year 2017-18" means the Fiscal Year commencing on October 1, 2017. 

"General Parcels" means Tax Parcels other than Single Family Residential Parcels. 

"Rate Study" means the Street Lighting Assessment Rate Study dated June 20, 2017, 

prepared by Ayres Associates.  

"Single Family Residential Parcels" means Tax Parcels assigned a Class Code of 01, 

02 or 04, including single family residential parcels, mobile home parcels and 

condominium parcels. 
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"Street Lighting Assessment" or "Assessment" means a special assessment 

(sometimes characterized as a non-ad valorem assessment) levied by the Council to fund 

the Street Lighting Service Cost. 

"Street Lighting Assessment Roll" means the roll created pursuant to Section 2.04 of 

the Assessment Ordinance and described in Section 2.02 hereof that includes a summary 

description of each Tax Parcel subject to Street Lighting Assessments, the name of the 

owner of each Tax Parcel as shown on the Tax Roll, and the number of Equivalent 

Residential Units attributable to each Tax Parcel. 

"Street Lighting Improvements" means land, appurtenances, facilities, equipment 

and improvements (including but not limited to light poles and luminaries) necessary for 

the provision of street lighting.  

"Street Lighting Service Cost" means the estimated amount for any Fiscal Year of all 

expenditures and reasonable reserves that are properly attributable to Street Lighting 

Service provided under generally accepted accounting principles, including but not limited 

to billing and collection of Street Lighting Assessments, including customer information 

services and reserves for statutory discounts. 

"Street Lighting Services" means the acquisition, lease, rental, operation, 

maintenance or installation of Street Lighting Improvements and the provision of and 

payment for electrical services and current used in the provision of street lighting. 
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"Tax Parcel" means a parcel of property to which the Pasco County Property 

Appraiser has assigned a distinct ad valorem property tax identification number.  

"Tax Roll" means the real property ad valorem tax roll maintained by the Property 

Appraiser for the purpose of the levy and collection of ad valorem taxes. 

"Undeveloped Property" means Tax Parcels which contain no Buildings.  

"Uniform Assessment Collection Act" means Sections 197.3632 and 197.3635, 

Florida Statutes, or any successor statutes authorizing the collection of non-ad valorem 

assessments on the same bill as ad valorem taxes, and any applicable regulations 

promulgated thereunder.  

SECTION 1.03. INTERPRETATION.       Unless the context indicates otherwise, 

words importing the singular number include the plural number, and vice versa; the terms 

"hereof," "hereby," "herein," "hereto," "hereunder" and similar terms refer to this Resolution; 

and the term "hereafter" means after, and the term "heretofore" means before, the effective 

date of this Resolution.  Words of any gender include the correlative words of the other 

gender, unless the sense indicates otherwise. 

SECTION 1.04. FINDINGS.      It is hereby ascertained, determined and 

declared that: 

(A) The City is authorized by Article VIII, Section 2 of the State Constitution, Section 

166.021, Florida Statutes, the Assessment Ordinance, the Uniform Assessment Collection Act, 
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and other applicable provisions of law, to provide for the imposition and collection of charges 

in the form of Assessments.  

(B) The Street Lighting Services contemplated herein are Essential Services which 

possess a logical relationship to the use and enjoyment of, and provide a special benefit to, 

real property and the costs associated with such services may be recovered, in whole or in 

part, through the imposition and collection of Street Lighting Assessments.   

(C) The City has imposed special assessments to fund street lighting services and 

facilities since 2003 and has undertaken periodic review and updating of the street lighting 

assessment program, including in 2012, to ensure that the assessment rates are sufficient to 

fund the annual Street Lighting Service Cost incurred by the City. 

(D) In 2017, the City engaged Ayres Associates to review the City's street lighting 

assessment program and prepare the Rate Study, a copy of which is attached hereto as 

Appendix C and incorporated herein by reference, which provides recommendations 

regarding the program and the assessment rates necessary to pay for street lighting services 

and facilities through Fiscal Year 2021-22. 

(E) The Rate Study has been considered by the Council in adopting this 

Resolution.  The apportionment methodology and rate classification system described in 

the Rate Study and based upon the square footage of land and Buildings is reasonable and 

equitable, and will continue to be so as properties within the City develop and change; and 
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it is also manageable and capable of being fairly implemented from year to year without 

wasteful or extraordinary consumption of resources.  

(F) As described therein, the provision of Street Lighting Services specially 

benefits all parcels, whether residential or non-residential, developed or undeveloped 

property uses, by protecting and enhancing their value, use and enjoyment.  

(G) The provision of Street Lighting Services and the operation and maintenance 

of street lights provides better property identification and recognition, and enhances the 

safe accessibility to property. 

(H) The apportionment of Street Lighting Assessments in the manner set forth in 

the Rate Study is a fair and reasonable method for allocating the special benefit conveyed 

by Street Lighting Services. 

(I) The assignment of one (1) ERU to each Single Family Residential Parcel is a 

fair and reasonable method of apportionment which recognizes the substantially similar 

benefit conveyed by Street Lighting Services to such parcels. 

(J) It is also fair and reasonable to assess all mobile homes on a residential unit 

basis, such that Tax Parcels assigned a Class Code 28 shall be treated as residential parcels 

and assigned one (1) ERU per mobile home space.  

(K) The apportionment method described in the Rate Study a bears a reasonable 

relationship to the cost of providing Street Lighting Services. 
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(L) It is fair and reasonable to impose Street Lighting Assessments upon  

Assessed Property, apportioned in the manner set forth in Section 3.03 hereof, to fund the 

Street Lighting Service Cost.  

[Remainder of Page Intentionally Left Blank] 
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ARTICLE II 

NOTICE AND PUBLIC HEARING 

SECTION 2.01. ESTIMATED STREET LIGHTING SERVICE COST.     

(A) The estimated Street Lighting Service Cost to be recovered through Street 

Lighting Assessments for Fiscal Year 2017-18 is $486,000.  The Street Lighting Service Cost 

will be funded through the imposition of Street Lighting Assessments, as provided herein. 

(B) The estimated Street Lighting Assessments established in this Initial 

Assessment Resolution shall be the estimated assessment rates applied by the City 

Manager in the preparation of the preliminary Street Lighting Assessment Roll as provided 

in Section 2.02 of this Initial Assessment Resolution. 

 SECTION 2.02. STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENT ROLL.  The City Manager 

is hereby directed to prepare, or cause to be prepared, a preliminary Street Lighting 

Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2017-18, in the manner provided in Section 2.04 of the 

Assessment Ordinance.  The Street Lighting Assessment Roll shall include all Tax Parcels 

within the City which are not otherwise exempted from payment of the Street Lighting 

Assessments hereunder.  The City Manager shall apportion the estimated Street Lighting 

Service Cost to be recovered through Street Lighting Assessments in the manner set forth in 

this Initial Assessment Resolution.  A copy of this Initial Assessment Resolution and the 

preliminary Street Lighting Assessment Roll shall be maintained on file in the office of the 

City Clerk and open to public inspection.  The foregoing shall not be construed to require 
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that the preliminary Street Lighting Assessment Roll be in printed form if the amount of 

the Street Lighting Assessment for each parcel of property can be determined by the use of 

a computer terminal or internet access available to the public.   

 SECTION 2.03. PUBLIC HEARING.   There is hereby established a public 

hearing to be held at 6 p.m. on August 1, 2017, in City Council Chambers of City Hall, 5919 

Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida, at which time the Council will receive and consider 

any comments on the Street Lighting Assessments from the public and affected property 

owners and consider imposing Street Lighting Assessments and authorizing an alternative 

manner of collection. 

SECTION 2.04. NOTICE BY PUBLICATION.   The City Manager shall direct 

the publication of a notice of the public hearing authorized by Section 2.03 hereof in the 

manner and time provided in Section 2.05 of the Ordinance.  The notice shall be published 

at least twenty (20) days prior to the public hearing, in substantially the form attached 

hereto as Appendix A. 

SECTION 2.05. NOTICE BY MAIL.  The City Manager shall direct the mailing 

of notice of the public hearing authorized by Section 2.03 hereof in the manner and time 

provided in Section 2.06 of the Ordinance.  The notice shall be mailed at least twenty (20) 

days prior to the public hearing, in substantially the form attached hereto as Appendix B.   
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ARTICLE III 

ASSESSMENTS 

SECTION 3.01. STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENTS TO BE IMPOSED 

THROUGHOUT CITY.  Pursuant to Section 2.02 of the Assessment Ordinance, Street 

Lighting Assessments are to be imposed throughout the entire area within the boundaries 

of the City. 

SECTION 3.02. IMPOSITION OF ASSESSMENTS.  Street Lighting 

Assessments shall be imposed against property located within the City, the annual amount 

of which shall be computed for each Tax Parcel in accordance with this Article III.  When 

imposed, the Assessment for each Fiscal Year shall constitute a lien upon the Tax Parcels 

located within the City pursuant to the Assessment Ordinance. 

SECTION 3.03. APPORTIONMENT APPROACH; DETERMINATION OF 

EQUIVALENT RESIDENTIAL UNITS. 

(A) The Rate Study is hereby approved and adopted.  The apportionment method 

based upon square footage and Equivalent Residential Units as described in the Rate Study 

is fair and reasonable and is hereby approved and adopted as the apportionment method 

for the Street Lighting Assessments. 

(B) As described in the Rate Study, the typical single family residence in the City 

contains 1,860 square feet, which shall constitute one (1) ERU (one ERU = 1,860 building 
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square feet) for purposes of calculating the Assessment for each Single Family Residential 

Parcel and General Parcel.  

(C) Each Single Family Residential Parcel shall be assigned one (1) ERU.   

(D) The number of ERU's attributed to each General Parcel shall be calculated as 

follows: 

Total Building Square Footage    =      Number of ERU's 
                    1 ERU (in sq. ft.)                                       

 
(E) Mobile home parcels assigned a Class Code 28 shall be attributed one (1) ERU 

per mobile home space. 

(F) As set forth in the Rate Study, the number of ERU's attributed to 

Undeveloped Property shall be determined by dividing the total area of the parcel by the 

average size of a Single Family Residential Parcel in the City (7,204 sq. feet), and 

multiplying the result by .26 (which is the ratio derived by dividing the total land value in 

the City by the total parcel value in the City).   

(G) The determination of whether a Tax Parcel is Developed Property or 

Undeveloped Property shall be made using best available data prior to adoption of the 

Final Assessment Resolution or Annual Assessment Resolution (e.g. Property Appraiser 

information, aerial images or data deemed reliable by the City or its consultants.) 

(H) The Assessment rate of $38.71 per ERU shall be utilized by the City Manager 

in preparing the Street Lighting Assessment Roll for Fiscal Year 2017-18.   
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(I) The maximum rate of assessment which may be used in the preparation of 

the Street Lighting Assessment Roll for subsequent Fiscal Years is $38.71 per ERU. 

(J) It is hereby ascertained, determined, and declared that the method of 

determining the Street Lighting Assessments as set forth in this Initial Assessment 

Resolution is a fair and reasonable method of apportioning the Street Lighting Service Cost 

among Assessed Property. 

SECTION 3.04. APPLICATION OF ASSESSMENT PROCEEDS.  Proceeds 

derived by the City from the Street Lighting Assessments shall be utilized for the provision 

of Street Lighting Services.  In the event there is any fund balance remaining at the end of 

the Fiscal Year, such balance shall be carried forward and used only to fund Street Lighting 

related services, facilities, improvements and programs. 

SECTION 3.05. COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS.  Street Lighting 

Assessments shall be collected pursuant to the Uniform Assessment Collection Act unless 

otherwise determined by the Council. 

 SECTION 3.06. EXEMPTION.   The following are Exempt Properties and not 

subject to the Street Lighting Assessment: 

(A) Public rights-of-way. 

(B) Lakes and submerged land. 

 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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ARTICLE IV 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SECTION 4.01. CONFLICTS.  All resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict 

herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict. 

SECTION 4.02. SEVERABILITY.  If any provision of this Resolution or the 

application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not 

affect other provisions or applications of this Resolution that can be given effect without 

the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Resolution are 

declared to be severable. 

SECTION 4.03. EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Initial Assessment Resolution shall 

take effect immediately upon its passage and adoption. 

 PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 18th day of July, 2017. 

 
CITY COUNCIL OF 
NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

 
 
 By:   
 (SEAL)            Rob Marlowe, Mayor  
 
Attest: 
 
By:       ____ 

Judy Meyers, City Clerk 
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APPENDIX A 
 
 FORM OF NOTICE TO BE PUBLISHED  
 
[To be published at least twenty (20) days before the public hearing] 

 
(Map of New Port Richey) 

 
NOTICE OF HEARING 

TO IMPOSE AND PROVIDE FOR COLLECTION OF 
NON-AD VALOREM SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS TO FUND 

STREET LIGHTING SERVICES 
 

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of New Port Richey, Florida, will conduct a public 
hearing to consider adoption of a final assessment resolution related to the City of New Port Richey 
(the "City") and the provision by the City of street lighting services.  The Street lighting final 
assessment resolution will provide for the imposition of special assessments, sometimes 
characterized as non-ad valorem assessments, against property located within City limits and 
collection of the assessments by the Pasco County Tax Collector pursuant to the tax bill collection 
method described in Section 3.01 of City Ordinance No. 2012-1985.  The assessment is an annual 
assessment that will continue from year to year.  The hearing will be held at 6 PM on August 1, 
2017 at City Council Chambers of City Hall, City Hall, 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida 
34652.  All affected property owners have a right to appear at the hearing and to file written 
objections with the City Council within twenty (20) days of this notice. 
 
The assessments have been proposed to fund street lighting related essential services, facilities, 
equipment and improvements throughout the City.  The assessment will be imposed against 
developed and undeveloped parcels based upon the number of Equivalent Residential Units 
("ERUs") attributable to each parcel as of the date the assessments are imposed.  If approved by City 
Council, the street lighting assessment will be imposed at a rate not to exceed $38.71 per ERU.  A 
more specific description of the street lighting related services and the method of computing the 
assessment for each parcel of property are set forth in Resolution No. 2017-22 (the "Initial 
Assessment Resolution") adopted by the City Council on July 18, 2017.  Copies of the Initial 
Assessment Resolution and the preliminary Street Lighting Assessment Roll are available for 
inspection at the office of the City Clerk, located at City Hall, 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, 
Florida 34652. If you have any questions, please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (727) 853-1024. 
 
ANY PERSON WISHING TO ENSURE THAT AN ADEQUATE RECORD OF THE 
PROCEEDINGS IS MAINTAINED FOR APPELLATE PURPOSES IS ADVISED TO MAKE THE 
NECESSARY ARRANGEMENTS FOR RECORDING AT HIS OR HER OWN EXPENSE. 
PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY OF 
THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY CLERK AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN 
ADVANCE OF THE MEETING AT (727) 853-1024. 
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APPENDIX B 
 
 FORM OF NOTICE TO BE MAILED 
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NEW PORT RICHEY, FLORIDA 

 
[date], 2017 

 
[Property Owner Name] 
[Street Address] 
[City, State and Zip] 
 
Re: Tax Parcel Number [Insert Number] 
  
Dear City of New Port Richey Property Owner: 
 
As required by Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and City Ordinance No. 2012-1985 (the 
"Assessment Ordinance"), notice is given by the City of New Port Richey that an annual assessment 
for street lighting services may be levied on your property for Fiscal Year October 1, 2017 - 
September 30, 2018 and each fiscal year thereafter. THIS IS NOT A NEW ASSESSMENT 
PROGRAM; THE STREET LIGHTING ASSESSMENT HAS BEEN IMPOSED SINCE 2003. The 
original street lighting assessments were imposed and collected on the November 2003 tax bill and 
subsequent years. However, since the City recently updated the street lighting assessment program 
it must provide this notice to all property owners of the updated assessment program. 
 
Street Lighting assessments are based upon the parcel’s classification and total number of 
“equivalent residential units” or “ERUs” attributable to that parcel. The City has determined that 
the average single-family residence in the City includes 1,860 square feet, which is the value of one 
ERU, the unit of measurement to be applied against each parcel to determine the assessment. 
Single-family residential units, mobile home units and residential condominium units are charged 
one ERU. For general parcels, such as commercial parcels, the number of ERUs has been calculated 
individually for each parcel of property by dividing the total building square footage by 1,860 
square feet.  The number of ERUS attributed to undeveloped parcels will be calculated by dividing 
the total area of the parcel by the size of the average single family residential parcel in the City 
(7,204 sq. ft.), and then multiplying by .26.  A more specific description of the street lighting services 
and the method of computing the assessment for each parcel of property are set forth in Resolution 
No. 2017-22 (the "Initial Assessment Resolution") adopted by the City Council on July 18, 2017. 
 
The annual Street Lighting Service Assessment rate for Fiscal Year 2017-18 will be $38.71 for each 
ERU which is also the maximum Street Lighting Service Assessment rate that can be imposed 
without further mailed notice for future fiscal years.   It is estimated that the City will collect 
$486,000 from the Street Lighting Service Assessments for Fiscal Year 2017-18. The above referenced 
parcel has been assigned the following ERUs and assessment amounts: 
 
Number of Equivalent Residential Units (ERUs): [insert]  
The FY 2017-18 annual street lighting assessment for the above parcel is: $[insert] 
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The maximum annual street lighting assessment that can be imposed without further notice for 
future fiscal years is $[insert] 
The City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:00 p.m., or soon thereafter, on August 1, 2017, in 
the City Council Chambers located at City Hall, 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida. 
Comments will be received on the proposed Street Lighting Service Assessments, including their 
collection on the ad valorem tax bill. You are invited to attend and participate in the hearing. You 
may also file written objections with the City Council within twenty (20) days of the date of this 
notice. Please include your name, parcel number, and the reason you object the assessment on all 
written objections. Objections should be forwarded as follows: City Clerk; Objections to Street 
Lighting Non-ad Valorem Assessments; 5919 Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida 34652. If you 
decide to appeal any decision made by the City Council with respect to any matter considered at 
the hearing, you will need a record of the proceedings and may need to ensure that a verbatim 
record is made, including the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be made. In 
accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need a special accommodation or an 
interpreter to participate in this proceeding, please contact the City Clerk at (727) 853-1024 at least 4 
days prior to the date of the hearing. If there is a mistake on this notice, it will be corrected. If you 
have any questions regarding the number of ERUs assigned to your property or the amount of the 
Street Lighting Service Assessment, please contact Customer Service by telephone at (727) 853-1061. 
 
Unless proper steps are initiated in a court of competent jurisdiction to secure relief within 20 days 
from the date of City Council action at the above hearing (including the method of apportionment, 
the rate of assessment and the imposition of assessments), such action shall be the final adjudication 
of the issues presented. 
 
Copies of the Assessment Ordinance, the Initial Assessment Resolution, and the preliminary 
assessment roll are available for inspection at the City Clerk's office in City Hall, located at 5919 
Main Street, New Port Richey, Florida, or on the City website at cityofnewportrichey.org. The Street 
Lighting Service Assessment will be collected by the Tax Collector of Pasco County, pursuant to 
Chapter 197, Florida Statutes.  Florida law provides that failure to pay the Street Lighting Service 
Assessment will cause a tax certificate to be issued against the assessed property which may result 
in a loss of title. 
 

*****DO NOT SEND PAYMENT - THIS IS NOT A BILL***** 
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APPENDIX C 
 
 RATE STUDY 
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Prepared for: 
 
City of New Port Richey, Florida 
 
June 20, 2017 
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Introduction 

The City of New Port Richey has retained Ayres Associates to review and update the Street Lighting 
Assessment Study utilized to determine the applicable assessment rates necessary to fund the Street 
Lighting Utility.  The previous Street Lighting Assessment Rate Study was performed by Government 
Services Group in May of 2012. That report covered a 5-year projection through Fiscal Year 2016-17    
(FY 17). 

Scope of Services: Study Update 

• Project Initiation – Obtain and evaluate data and information regarding the provision of street 
lighting services and facilities in the City. 

• Review of Current Methodology – Review documents and information relative to the current 
rate structure of the existing street lighting assessment program and discuss with staff any 
problems or concerns with the current methodology; provide recommendations to update the 
current assessment rate methodology, if applicable. 

• Identify Full Costs (Revenue Requirements) of the Street Lighting Program – Evaluate the full 
cost of the street lighting services using the City’s most current financial information, which will 
include (i) the costs of maintaining and operating the City’s street lighting system based on the 
level of funding required by the City, (ii) indirect and/or administrative costs and (iii) billing and 
collection costs associated with the Uniform Method of collection; develop projections for 
annual revenue requirements for the City’s street lighting operations and maintenance and 
determine a method of increasing revenue and adjustments of assessment rates on an annual 
basis or as desired by the City. 

• Evaluate Vacant Lands – Evaluate the benefit received by vacant lands from the street lighting 
system.  Based on that benefit assign ERU’s. 

• Calculate Preliminary Proforma Schedule of Rates – Using the total units derived from the 
preliminary assessment roll developed by the City, calculate a proforma schedule of rates based 
on the apportionment methodology and revenue requirements for the assessment program. 

• Address Issues - Research and present recommendations on any outstanding issues that may 
arise from the assessment program. 

• Prepare and Present Assessment Report – Prepare a draft report that includes documentation 
of the street lighting costs and proforma rates; after City staff review, prepare and present the 
final version of the Assessment Report. 

Service Description and Cost Calculations 

Street lighting services are currently provided to residential and non-residential properties within the 
City and the City’s Utility Service area.  Duke Energy (formerly Progress Energy) owns and installs the 
lighting fixtures, performs the maintenance, pays the power consumption, and then leases them back to 
the City.  Services include several different types of luminaires and poles throughout the City and the 
services are consistent throughout the City.  The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) provides 
a portion of the funding for street lights abutting US HWY 19. 
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Overview of City's Existing Street Lighting Assessment Program 

In 2003, the City implemented a street lighting assessment program based on the apportionment 
methodology identified in Burton & Associates August 2003 Street Lighting Services Assessment 
Program Final Report (Burton's Report).  The street lighting assessment was imposed on all developed 
properties and established rates for residential and non-residential rate categories. 

The Fiscal Year 2011-12 (FY 12) adopted street lighting assessment rate was $26.07 per ERU and 
generated approximately $244,122 in revenue.  This created an operating deficit of approximately 
$68,044.  If the City would have funded 100% of the street lighting assessable costs for Fiscal Year 2011-
12 (FY 12), the street lighting assessment rate would have been $33.34 per ERU. 

The analysis conducted by Burton established an Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU) based on the average 
single family residence in the City.  The ERU value established by Burton was 1,860 square feet.  Based 
on that ERU value, tiers were developed for residential parcels (which includes single family, mobile 
homes, condominiums, and multi-family) and non-residential parcels (non-church and church) with a 
non-residential cap of 300,001 square feet.  Vacant parcels were not charged a street lighting 
assessment. 

City staff felt the tier structure was complicated and confusing to explain to property owners in that 
there were seven (7) residential rate tiers and 33 non-residential tiers with varying progression of tier 
sizes.  Primarily due to the complexity of the tier structure, City staff also found that it was very difficult 
and time consuming to maintain the street lighting assessment roll. 

In 2012, the City reviewed the utility rates, costs and structure and developed a 5-year projection of 
revenue and expenses whereby the rate necessary to cover the projected costs was $36.24 per ERU.  
Also, the tier structure was condensed to a Single Family Residential unit and a General unit.  
Undeveloped Parcels are not being charged.   That rate and structure was adopted and has not changed 
since that time.  In FY 2016-17 (FY 17) the revenue expected to be generated by this rate is $392,198.  
The anticipated expenditures for budget year 2016-17 was $371,900.  The anticipated expenditures did 
not account for administrative, legal and other support services provided to the street lighting utility by 
other City departments. 

Assessable Cost Calculations 

To develop a 5-year proforma assessable budget, Ayres utilized the City’s Fiscal Year 2016-17 (FY 17) 
Street Lighting Fund Budget. 

The total assessable cost calculations were developed using the following assumptions: 

• Begin with FY 2016-17 (FY 17) street lighting fund budget provided by the City: 
o Increase electricity costs by 4% annually. 
o Increase the street light rental and maintenance costs by 4% annually. 
o Include an annual Renewal & Replacement (R&R) reserve for street lighting, equipment, 

and installation of additional street lights. 
o Increase the US HWY 19 street light operation and maintenance costs by 4% annually. 
o Added Indirect Costs.  These are transfers to the General Fund for costs due to 

administration, legal and other support services provided to the street lighting utility by 
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other City departments.  An initial budget of $50,000 was used and increased 2.5% 
annually. 

• Revenues are shown as a reduction in the total assessable expenditures.  The revenues 
remained constant since they are established by Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). 

• The Miscellaneous Assessment Expenditures portion of the budget includes costs associated 
with this Rate Study, implementation costs, and annual program maintenance.  These costs are 
reimbursable through the assessment program. 

• Pursuant to section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, the tax collector and property appraiser may 
each enter into an agreement with the local government for reimbursement of necessary 
administrative costs incurred from the collection of the non-ad valorem assessment.  
Accordingly, if any such fee(s) is charged, the fee may be recouped as an add-on to the total 
assessable costs for the year. 

o Collection Costs (TC) reflects reimbursement for the collection costs associated with the 
non-ad valorem assessment incurred by the Tax Collector (TC).  Pursuant to section 
197.3632, Florida Statutes, a municipal government shall only compensate the tax 
collector for the actual costs of collecting the non-ad valorem assessments, not to 
exceed 2%, on the amount of special assessments collected and remitted.  We have 
assumed a 2% collection cost.  

o Property Appraiser Costs are the costs for services relating to providing notice of the 
street lighting assessment in the annual TRIM notices.   

• Statutory Discount reflects a 95% collect of the Street Lighting Assessment to cover the 4% 
statutory discount allowed by the Uniform Method and 1% reserve for under collection.  
Accordingly, the statutory discount is budgeted at 5% of the total assessable costs. 

Table 1 shows the City’s Fiscal Year 2016-17 (FY 17) street lighting budget. 

Table 1 – City FY 2016-17 (FY 17) Street Lighting Budget 

Code Expenditures Budget FY 17

43-11 Electricity - City Facilities 70,000                        

43-72 Street Light Rental & Maintenance 250,000                      

43-74 US-19 Street Lighting O&M 50,000                        

52-52 Misc. Lighting Elements 15,000                        

Total Expenditures 385,000                      

Reserves

94-21 Reserves - Contingency 23,150                        

Total Reserves 23,150                        

Revenues

334-50 St. Hwy Lighting & Main Agreement (35,000)                       

361-10 & 35 Interest (1,250)                         

Total Revenues (36,250)                       

Total Net Street Lighting Fund 371,900                       
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Table 2 shows the 5-year proforma assessable budget based on the above stated assumption for the 
provision of street lighting services in the City. 

Table 2 – 5-Year Proforma Assessable Budget FYI 2017-18 (FY 18) through FY 2021-22 (FY 22) 

FY 17 FY 18 FY 19 FY 20 FY 21 FY 22

BUDGET 

FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY2019-20 FY2020-21 FY 2021-22

5-Year 

Average

Expenditure Summary

Electricity - City street Lights 70,000       74,800          77,792          80,904          84,140          87,505              81,028          

Street Light Rental & Maintenance 250,000     270,500        281,320       292,573       304,276       316,447           293,023       

R&R Reserves 10,000       40,000          10,000          10,000          10,000          10,000              16,000          

US 19 Street Light Operation & Maintenance 50,000       52,000          54,080          56,243          58,493          60,833              56,330          

Indirect Costs 50,000          51,250          52,531          53,845          55,191              52,563          

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 380,000     487,300        474,442       492,251       510,753       529,975           498,944       

Revenue

Inerest 1,250         1,250            1,250            1,250            1,250            1,250                1,250            

FDOT Reimbursement 35,000       35,000          35,000          35,000          35,000          35,000              35,000          

TOTAL REVENUES 36,250       36,250          36,250          36,250          36,250          36,250              36,250          

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 380,000     487,300        474,442       492,251       510,753       529,975           498,944       

TOTAL REVENUES 36,250       36,250          36,250          36,250          36,250          36,250              36,250          

TOTAL NET EXPENDITURES 343,750     451,050        438,192       456,001       474,503       493,725           462,694       

Miscellaneous Assessment Expenditures

Study Costs 14,550       -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Legal Costs -              -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Annual Assessment Roll Maintenance 717             717                717                717                717                717                    717                

First Class Notices 10,000       -                 -                -                -                -                    -                

Collection Costs (TC) 7,939         9,719            9,442            9,825            10,223          10,636              9,969            

Property Appraiser Costs 150             150                150                150                150                150                    150                

Statutory Discount (4% early payment & 1% 

non-collection 19,848       24,297          23,605          24,563          25,558          26,591              24,923          

Total Misc. Assessment Expenditures 53,204       34,882          33,914          35,255          36,648          38,094              35,759          

TOTAL ASSESSABLE COSTS 396,954     485,932        472,106       491,256       511,151       531,820           498,453        

Determination of Street Lighting Services Demand 

Special Assessment Benefit Assumptions 

The following assumptions and legislative declarations support a finding that the Street Lighting 
Assessment Program confers a special benefit on all parcels in the City. 

• The provision of street lights specially benefits all parcels, whether residential or non-
residential, developed or undeveloped property uses, by protecting and enhancing their value, 
use and enjoyment. 

• The provision of street lights and the operation and maintenance of those lights provides better 
property identification and recognition, and enhanced safety access to property. 

Cost Apportionment Assumptions 

The cost apportionment exercise addresses two fundamental questions:  Who pays; and for what 
services? 
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Defining the benefit or service area is a geographically precise process. Based on a parcel-specific 
evaluation conducted by the City, it was determined that the entire geographic area of the City benefits 
from the street lighting services. 

Proposed Developed Parcel Apportionment 

Parcel apportionment is accomplished through the development of a base billing unit, called an 
Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU). The base billing unit is defined as the size of the average single-family 
residence in the City.  An ERU is a measure that serves as a common index to compare each parcel's 
benefit of use derived from the availability of street lighting services.  Generally, developed parcels of 
property that have a larger building area, receive proportionately more benefit than developed parcels 
with smaller building areas.  As identified in Burton 's Report, the ERU value is 1,860 square feet of 
building area.  This is still a valid measure and no change is proposed. 

Proposed Undeveloped Parcel Apportionment 

The City has recognized that undeveloped parcels also benefit from street lighting systems.  Generally, 
larger undeveloped parcels of property receive proportionately more benefit than smaller undeveloped 
parcels and undeveloped parcels of property receive less of a benefit than developed parcels of property 
because there are no improvement values to protect, just the land values. 

Utilizing the year end 2016 Pasco County tax roll database for the City of New Port Richey, the average 
number of single family residential parcels (see Rate Class category below for Use Codes) is 5,479 
parcels.  The tax rolls show the total value of those parcels to be $356,575,524, the total land value of 
those parcels to be $92,780,985 and the total square footage of those parcels to be 39,470,942 square 
feet.  Using the total value and dividing by the total number of parcels shows the average single family 
residential developed parcel value to be $65,080.  Using the total land value and dividing by the total 
number of parcels shows the average single family developed parcel land value is $16,934.  Dividing the 
average land value by the average parcel value yields an Average Single Family Land Value Ratio of 26% 
of the average total value.  Dividing the total square footage by the total number of parcels shows the 
average single family residential parcel size is 7,204 square feet. 

In order to calculate a uniform benefit for undeveloped parcels, it is proposed to take the total 
undeveloped parcel square footage and divide it by the average single family residential parcel size and 
then multiply it by the land value to total value percentage ratio. 

Rate Classes 

Using the data from the Pasco County Tax Rolls, there are approximately 7,481 parcels within the City, 
each with a unique property use codes as assigned by the Property Appraiser.  The City has then 
assigned a Rate Class Code to each of the parcels based on that use code.  A listing of Rate Class Codes 
and associated property use categories is provided as Appendix A. 

Using the Rate Class Codes, the specific methodology for the parcel apportionment within each category 
or property use is generally described below. 

Single Family Residential Parcels – Single Family residential parcels are parcels to which the Property 
Appraiser has assigned a Use Code 01, 02, 04, 09, or 28.  All single family residential parcels are assigned 
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1 ERU per dwelling unit. Mobile home and RV parks are assigned 1 ERU per individual site within the 
park. 

General Parcels – General parcels are all other developed parcels not classified as single family 
residential parcels, as Undeveloped Parcels or as not charged parcels. The number of ERUs attributable 
to each general parcel is determined by dividing the sum of the building square footage for each parcel 
by the ERU value identified above. 

Undeveloped Parcels – Undeveloped parcels are vacant parcels to which the Property Appraiser has 
assigned a Use Code of 00, 10, 40, or 70.  The number of ERUs attributable to each Undeveloped Parcel 
is determined by dividing the total area of the parcel by the Average Residential Parcel size and then 
multiplying that by the Average Single Family Land Value Ratio defined in the section above. 

Not Charged – Not charged parcels are those parcels to which the Property Appraiser has assigned a Use 
Code of 94, 95, 96, or 99.  These codes will not be utilized in ERU calculations or lighting assessments. 

Based on the foregoing methodology, Table 3 provides the total number of ERUs by rate class. 

Table 3 – Total Number of ERUs by Rate Class Code 

 

 

Calculation of Assessment Rates 

Based on the costs of providing the street lighting services and the number of ERUs in the city, Table 4 
summarizes the recommended assessment rates after application of the proposed assessment 
methodology for Fiscal Year 2017-18 (FY 18) at 100 percent of the assessable costs. 

Table 4 – Preliminary Rates Fiscal Year 2017-18 (FY 18) 

 

 

 

 
 

Rate Class Parcel Count ERUs

Residential Parcels 5,479                   6,371          

General Parcels 1,319                   4,416          

Undeveloped Parcels 643                       2,090          

Not Charged 40                         -              

Total 7,481                   12,878        

Source: Utility Assessment Roll

100% of Assessable Costs = 485,932$                

Total Assessable Costs 485,932$                

Total Number of ERU's 12,878                    

Rate Per ERU 37.73$                    
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Table 5 reflects the annual rates at 100 percent of the 5-year average assessable costs. 

Table 5 – Preliminary Rates 5-Year Average 

100% of Assessable Costs = 498,453$                

Total Assessable Costs 498,453$                

Total Number of ERU's 12,878                    

Rate Per ERU 38.71$                     

Table 6 reflects the rates at 100 percent of Fiscal Years 2017-18 (FY 18) through 2021-22 (FY 22) 
assessable costs and an annual comparison of total revenue excess or (shortfall) by year based on the 5-
year average rate and the current assessment rate. 

Table 6 – Preliminary Rates Fiscal Years 2017-18 (FY 18) through 2021-22 (FY 22) 

 FY 17-18 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 18-19 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 19-20 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 20-21 

Proforma 

Budget 

 FY 21-22 

Proforma 

Budget 

 5 Year Average 

Budget 

Total Assessable Costs 485,932$            472,106$            491,256$            511,151$            531,820$            498,453$            

Total Number of ERU's 12,878                 12,878                 12,878                 12,878                 12,878                 12,878                 

Rate Per ERU 37.73$                 36.66$                 38.15$                 39.69$                 41.30$                 38.71$                 

Collections Total

Over/(Under) @ $38.71 12,561$               26,387$               7,237$                 (12,658)$             (33,327)$             200$                     

Over/(Under) @ $36.24 (19,247)$             (5,421)$               (24,571)$             (44,465)$             (65,135)$             (158,839)$            

Methodology Revisions 

Item 1:  Acceptance of Undeveloped Parcel Methodology 

Item 2:  Acceptance of Adding Indirect Costs 

Item 3:  Treating Use Code 87 Other State as General instead of Not Charged 

Implementation Schedule 

To implement the update street lighting assessment rates and methodology presented in this Rate Study 
beginning in Fiscal Year 2017-18 (FY 18), the City of New Port Richey must complete the following tasks: 

Critical Events Schedule 

Event Date 

Workshop Re:  Methodology and Rates May 16, 2017 

City Provides Direction on Rates May 16, 2017 

City Approves Final Rate Studies June 20, 2017 

City Passes Assessment Resolutions                   September 2017 
Appear on Residents’ Tax Bill            October 2017
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Appendix A 

Pasco County Use Codes vs Rate Class Codes
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Pasco County Use Codes vs Rate Class Codes 

Use Code Description Rate Class Code 

00 Vacant Residential Undeveloped 
01 Single Family Residential 
02 Mobile Homes Residential 
03 Multi-Family - 5 or more units General 
04 Condominium Residential 
08 Multi-Family - less than 5 units General 
09 Residential Common Elements/Areas Residential 
10 Vacant Commercial Undeveloped 
11 Retail Stores, One Story, All Types General 
12 Stores, Office, SFR General 
13 Department Stores General 
14 Supermarket General 
16 Shopping Center Community General 
17 1 Story Office General 
18  Multi-Story Office General 
19 Professional Service Building General 
21 Restaurants General 
22 Drive-In Restaurants General 
23 Financial Institutions General 
25 Service Shops Non-Automotive General 
26 Service Stations General 
27 Auto Sales, Service, etc. General 
28 Rental MH/RV Park Residential 
29 Wholesale MFG., etc. General 
30 Florist, Greenhouses General 
32 Theaters, Enclosed General 
33 Night Clubs, Bars, etc. General 
39 Hotels, Motels General 
40 Vacant Industrial Undeveloped 
41 Light Manufacturing General 
48 Warehousing (Block or Metal) General 
70 Vacant Institutional Undeveloped 
71 Churches General 
72 Schools, Colleges, Private General 
73 Hospitals, Private General 
74  Homes for the Aged General 
76 Mortuaries, Cemeteries, etc. General 
77 Clubs, Lodges, Halls General 
78 Out Patient Clinics General 
82 Forests, Parks, etc. General 
83 Schools, Public General 
85 Hospitals, Public General 
86 Other County  General 
87 Other State General 
88 Other Federal General 
89 Other Municipal General 
91  Utilities General 
94 Right-of-Way, Streets, Ditch Not Charged 
95 Rivers and Lakes, Submerged Lands Not Charged 
96 Sewage Disposal, Waste Lands, Swamp Not Charged 
99 Acreage not zoned agricultural – with/without extra features Not Charged 
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. .

TO: City of New Port Richey City Council

FROM: Robert M Rivera, Public Works Director

DATE: 7/18/2017

RE: Proposed Pavement Management Plan

REQUEST:
Staff requests City Council review and consider for approval, the pavement management plan.
 

DISCUSSION:
As City Council is aware, on June 20, 2017 staff presented to City Council the proposed pavement management plan
(PMP) created by the Genesis Group, City Staff, and the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC).  The presentation
included current and historical assessment methodologies as well as three PMP options and their proposed
methodology for assessments.  As City Council may recall, the options or plans were voted on by the CAC. Option
two (2) PMP was based on a 20 year design criteria the committee voted in favor of staff recommending to City
Council by a six (6) to one (1) margin.
 
Subsequent to the conclusion of the presentation and open discussion, City Council directed staff to review several
items for possible inclusion into the proposed option two (2) PMP.  Those items are as follows:

1. Review the possibility of adding a multi-use category.
2. Review the possibility of adding tier sizes in 5,000’ increments to address the multi-use category.
3. Review the proposed church classification and submit to City Council an appropriate classification.
4. Review the possibility of reclassifying Indiana Ave. from Madison St. to Congress St. to an

arterial/collector (A/C) road.
5. Review the possibility of reclassifying Van Buren St. from Main St. to Massachusetts Ave. to an A/C

road.
6. Review the possibility of reclassifying Forest Ave. from Massachusetts Ave. to Indiana Ave. to an A/C

road. 

RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of the PMP is recommended.

BUDGET/FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no budget impact.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
PMP Final Report Backup Material
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

Genesis began working closely with City staff to develop a Pavement Management Program (PMP) in the 

spring of 2016.  The methodology for the PMP was initially utilizing ITE trip generation rates.  This resulted 

in a plan that was somewhat complex to understand and implement.  During the August 23, 2016 City 

Council meeting, Council recommended that a Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) be formed to assist 

with the refinement of the PMP methodology.  This committee met five (5) times between January and 

April 2017 to discuss the procedures that the City had previously utilized for the PMPs. The CAC also 

analyzed the draft recommendations regarding the proposed PMP.  The following report is a product of this 

collaborative effort.  Genesis would like to acknowledge these citizens who contributed their time to 

improve this proposed plan: 

 

Citizens 
• Peter Altman  
• Michael Beam  
• Ronald Capalongo  
• Heather Fiorentino  
• John Gallagher  
• Steve Halkias 
• Anderson Hatcher 
• Lois Robinson 

City Staff 
• Robert Rivera 
• Crystal Feast  
• Barret Doe 

 

 

II. REPORT OBJECTIVE 

 

This Pavement Management Plan Assessment Report details the basis of the benefit allocation and 

assessment methodology to support the implementation of a Pavement Management Plan (PMP), consisting 

of a continuous process for maintaining the city streets. The City has identified Street Paving Improvements 

in the City’s Street Improvement Fund within its five-year Capital Improvement Plan. Those lands within 

the Assessment Area of the City of New Port Richey (City) are generally described as properties which are 

currently included, or may in the future be included, within the corporate boundaries of the City. The 

objective of this Report is to: 

 

1. The City, through its Capital Improvement Program (CIP), has established a goal for a continuous 

program that will preserve the City’s investment in its existing paved streets and other functioning 

rights-of-way. The program will be deployed in an annual manner through an ongoing program of 

resurfacing and improvements appropriate for the sustainability of the transportation system within 
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the City that is owned and/or maintained by the City of New Port Richey. An annual budget will 

be recommended. 

2. Review the methodology utilized for previous street improvement project assessments to establish 

historical context for proposed assessment methodology. 

3. Establish a methodology of allocating the associated costs to the benefiting properties within the 

Citywide Assessment Area and ultimately to the individual real property parcels. 

4. Calculate and recommend the appropriate assessment fee that can be recorded on an annual non-

ad valorem assessment on assessable lands within the City. 

5. Create a recommendation of an appropriate credit for property owners who have been assessed for 

prior street improvement projects.  

 

III. PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 

The basis of benefits received by properties within the City relates directly to the findings of the Roadway 

Needs Assessment Report (Engineer’s Report), prepared by Genesis and issued in December of 2014. The 

Introduction section of the report (attached as Appendix A) states at the outset that “High quality 

transportation systems are essential to a thriving community”. The report identified the general condition 

of approximately 70 miles of paved roadways that are owned and maintained by the City. The methodology 

employed was based on the Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating (PASER) system developed by the 

Transportation Information System of the University of Wisconsin - Madison. The PASER system focuses 

on the surface condition of roads using photographic standards as benchmarks for a ten-point evaluation 

scale. The prevailing logic of Pavement Management (Street Paving Improvement) is to restore road 

surfaces before the ride quality drops below a quality rating of “good” to reap the benefits of a consistently 

high-quality pavement condition. The benefit resulting from the increased scheduling of periodic pavement 

restoration includes vehicle ride quality, but also to avoid the rapid decline that occurs when the condition 

of the roadway surface begins to drop from good to fair. This rating reduction results in a high 

corresponding increase in cost of rehabilitation maintenance (which can add up to 10 times the cost of 

preventative maintenance).  

 

The engineer’s report identified the initial five (5) phases or cycles of capital improvements to be completed 

over a five-year period (which includes only a portion of the City’s total street network). As coordinated 

with staff, each phase was limited to a $1,000,000 construction budget. The engineer’s opinion of probable 

construction cost was based on 2014 material pricing and included both pavement overlay (refurbish road 
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surfaces) and milling/paving (cases where multiple layers have accumulated to an excess thickness, or 

patching and other defects exist). 

 

Subsequent to completion of the engineer’s report, Genesis and City staff took a historical look at roadway 

maintenance and learned that 12 roadway restoration projects have been completed during the last 30 years. 

Since the generally accepted industry standard average life span of a paved roadway is 20 years, it appears 

that the City’s roadway network has a considerable amount of ‘deferred maintenance’. Genesis and City 

staff have developed a Pavement Management Plan (PMP) that is designed to complete a maintenance cycle 

of all City maintained roadways within 20 years. An allocation of approximately $1,700,000 (2017 dollars) 

is a reasonable estimate of the cost to implement a surface replacement program (the program) using a 20-

year life cycle.  

 

A maintained road network provides two distinct types of benefits to the property owners within the City. 

The first benefit is the positive effect that a well-maintained road system has on the value of all real estate 

parcels that exist within the City. The second benefit of a well-maintained road system is in the actual 

provision of satisfactory trips that occur as a result of the active use of the system by the various types of 

real properties within the City. Well maintained roadways provide safer travel and reduced vehicle 

maintenance costs for users. The existence of a well paved road network improves the value of all properties 

within the City irrespective of the frequency of use of the property whether vacant or fully developed. All 

property owners within the City will have the ability to utilize and benefit from the streets and multi-modal 

corridors developed, constructed, and maintained by the City. 

 

A report issued in 2013 by IMS Infrastructure Management Services for the City of Dunwoody, GA 

addressed the importance and purpose of pavement management systems as follows;    

 

Agencies implement pavement management systems for a variety of reasons: 

 

• The agency desires to use analytical tools and technologies to more effectively 

manage their assets. This need often comes to the forefront due to rapidly 

increased costs and rapidly deteriorating pavements. 

• In some cases, a pavement management system is required in order to qualify for 

various types of funding. 
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• The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) Statement 34 now 

requires agencies that collect taxes for the purpose of managing a long-term, fixed 

infrastructure asset to either: 

o (Standard Method) - Implement financial-accounting controls to effectively 

depreciate and plan for replacement of fixed assets, or 

o (Modified Method) - Implement an asset management system that provides a 

mechanism to gauge and budget for the long-term rehabilitation/ 

maintenance of an asset. 

 

The study may be used as the basis for achieving the City’s GASB 34 compliance. In the case of the 

Standard Method, this study may be used as the basis for the inventory and valuation of the roadway 

network. For the Modified Method, once implemented the study recommendations may form the core of 

the GASB 34 compliance. 

 

The City’s CIP will establish the Pavement Management Plan schedule for maintenance of the public 

transportation infrastructure that will be deployed systematically within the assessment area. Issuing of 

bonds or utilizing indebtedness as a mechanism to accelerate the maintenance is generally discouraged 

since the current Local Option Gas Tax (LOGT) distribution formula rewards municipalities that have 

reoccurring, consistent roadway maintenance programs. Every year that the maintenance is accelerated will 

result in a year with diminished LOGT funds at the end of the pavement lifespan. Interest paid for the 

benefit of the acceleration will likely result in less capital to be invested to the roads. The assessments will 

provide the financial support required for the City to perform a pavement management program that will 

result in improved driving surfaces and provide for the periodic pavement restoration of all streets and 

improved transportation corridors controlled by the City. 

 

The CIP should direct staff to schedule roadways for maintenance in the most efficient manner possible 

while prioritizing streets whose condition has dropped below a good rating. Since Arterial/Collector (A/C) 

streets are critical to providing efficient commerce, emergency services, and municipal services, the A/C 

should have a priority status. 
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IV. HISTORICAL CITY PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN OVERVIEW  

 

The City, it appears, has historically maintained its residential streets by completing projects using funding 

from a combination of sources. Accumulated funds collected from multiple years’ Gas Tax proceeds have 

been combined with collections from special assessments which have been applied to the benefiting 

properties located adjacent to the street being improved at various levels and different methodologies. The 

2009 Street Assessment Project used a calculation of three (3) assessment amounts. Property owners were 

classified into three classifications, Single-Family Home (SFH), Commercial/Multi-Family (CMF), and a 

Special Streets/Arterial/Collector Streets Class (SS/AC). The total cost for the project was divided by the 

number of properties associated with the SFH, CMF, and SS/AC classes resulting in the total dollar amount 

for each assessment per property. The City’s Board of Equalization then approved funding contributions 

by the City for each class based on a percentage. SFH class had a 65% contribution by the City and a 35% 

cost share by the property owner. The CMF class had a 35% contribution by the City and a 65% cost share 

by the property owner. The SS/AC class had a 75% contribution by the City and a 25% cost share by the 

(SFH) property owners while the (CMF) percentage remained at the 35% contribution by the City and 65% 

contribution by the property owner. Over the past 30 years, there have been 12 street paving projects. Most 

of these projects were funded utilizing some form of assessment of directly affected property owners. 

However, there have been exceptions, as streets that are considered arterial/collectors such as Main St., 

Madison St., Congress St., Gulf Dr., Plathe Rd., and most recently Circle Blvd. which were paved and 

funded at 100% by the City.  

 

The most recent street paving projects, assessments were levied and liens recorded to the directly affected 

property owner, with payback terms of ten years including interest. The assessments were directly billed 

by the City. The construction costs of these paving projects were subsidized to various degrees by the City, 

and the balance of the costs borne by the immediately adjacent property owners. Those owners were 

assessed based on either road footage or classification. This direct benefit method has been problematic in 

two ways. First, the variance among property owners in the length of footage adjacent to the pavement 

installed often resulted in perceptions that the distribution of costs under that method was not equitable. 

Second, property owners share their public streets with other vehicles and some streets incur more through 

traffic and, as such, those streets deteriorate at a faster rate. While the City typically made adjustments for 

assessments on arterial/collector roads, the resulting net charges to property owners over the past 30 years 

lacked consistency. The use of limited resources to finance the street improvements and the cumbersome 

steps involved in advancing paving projects have resulted in a decline in the overall quality of the City’s 
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street network. The need to establish a better process to preserve the transportation assets and provide a 

better quality of life was identified.  

 

V. PROPOSED PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN  

 

The Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC) recommends that the following funds be committed to the 

pavement maintenance program annually to lower the non-ad valorem assessment required from benefiting 

properties: 

 

• $425,000 (Local Option Gas Tax) 

• $75,000 (Solid Waste Franchise Fees) 

• $200,000 (Penny for Pasco (2)) 

• $200,000 (General Funds Transfer) 

$900,000 

 

A reduced annual assessment will also serve to assure that the assessment amounts do not exceed the 

benefits received to individual properties within the City. Assessments will include local schools, state and 

county governmental, and public purpose facilities because they receive special benefits included in the 

proposed program. City facilities will not be charged as the City is contributing over 50% funding of the 

program. 

 

Methodology (As Clarified by the City Attorney) 

 

According to FS 170.02, the methodology by which valid special assessments are allocated to specifically 

benefited property must be determined and adopted by the governing body of the City. It seems that this 

authority alone gives the City the ability to determine how special assessments will be allocated to 

specifically benefited properties. The benefit and assessment allocation rationale recommended in this 

report is detailed below and provides a mechanism by which the costs, based on a determination of the 

estimated level of benefit conferred by the program, are apportioned to the assessable lands within the City 

for levy and collection. The recommended assessment allocation methodology was developed after several 

meetings with the Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC) where specific elements of prior assessment 
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programs and proposed programs were evaluated. Reoccurring themes of the meetings included the 

recommendation that the final assessment allocation methodology should: 

 

• not be overly burdensome to neighborhood businesses, 

• consider the city as an interconnected network of streets, 

• include every residential dwelling unit, and 

• include consideration for parcels that are not contiguous to City maintained local roadways. 

 

Property Owner Classifications 

 

In response to the CAC’s desire to ‘simplify’ the assessment methodology, each parcel within the Pasco 

County Property Appraiser’s database is classified as either residential or non-residential. The residential 

land uses Department of Revenue (DOR) Codes 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, and 28 are recommended to be assessed per 

individual dwelling unit. The non-residential land uses are proposed to be assessed on a per parcel basis 

with a distinction made based upon total buildings size. 

 

• 0 – 4,999 sf building(s) [base non-residential rate] 

• 5,000 – 9,999 sf building(s) [2X base non-residential rate] 

• 10,000 – 24,999 sf building(s) [3X base non-residential rate] 

• 25,000+ sf building(s) [4X base non-residential rate] 

 

It should be noted that the assessments are determined using the Pasco County Property Appraiser’s 

database. This database does not identify the quantity of dwelling units on mixed-use projects, so these 

projects are proposed to be assessed using the tiered total building square footage method described above. 

Likewise, developments that include multiple parcels of land will receive an assessment for each individual 

parcel of land based on the buildings reported on that parcel. 

 

Parcels owned by the City of New Port Richey, as well as those that are exclusively ditches, wetlands, 

private right-of-way, etc. (DOR Codes 9, 91, 94, 95, and 96), were excluded from the dataset (A/C 

assessment list).  (The Property Appraiser’s NAL (DOR) Class Codes reference table is included in 

Appendix B.) 
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Arterial/Collector Roads    

 

The recommended assessment allocation divides the City roadway network into two categories - 

‘Arterial/Collector Roads’ and ‘Local Roads’.  Arterial/Collector (A/C) roads are generally higher volume 

roadways that connect to other A/C, County, or State roadways.  They encourage ‘through traffic,’ generally 

have higher speeds, increased degree of access control, and frequently make-up 20-35% of the roadway 

network. These roadways are commonly used by residents to make longer trips and are vital to providing 

timely public services throughout the community (i.e., police, fire, medical, public works, etc.).  Since every 

parcel relies on the A/C roadway network (Appendix C), each of the included parcels will be assessed based 

on its designated classification.  The annual maintenance cost was established as 1/20 of the engineer’s 

opinion of probable maintenance cost for the A/C network.  After allowing for a $200,000 contribution by 

the City, the remainder of $258,400 per year must be raised.  

 

After establishing the residential dwelling unit contribution at $15, the non-residential parcels were 

computed based on the multiplier described above and are listed below: 

 

• $15.00  Residential 

• $104.05  Non-Residential, 0 – 4,999 sf building(s) 

• $208.10  Non-Residential, 5,000 – 9,999 sf building(s)  

• $312.14  Non-Residential, 10,000 – 24,999 sf building(s) 

• $416.19  Non-Residential, 25,000 + sf building(s) 

 

Local Roads 

 

Local roads are considered to be all City-owned roadways that are neither arterial/collector roads nor alleys. 

These roadways do not encourage ‘through traffic’ and are characterized by lower speeds, limited 

connectivity, decreased access control and comprise the bulk of the network’s lane miles. While local roads 

are an integral part of the overall roadway network, they provide special benefit to the residents that are 

physically located adjacent to the local roads. Therefore, the recommended assessment methodology begins 

with the A/C assessment list (described above) and excludes parcels that are not contiguous to a city-

owned/maintained local roadway. The members of the modified list (local road assessment list) are then 

assessed based on the same property owner classifications used to assess the A/C roadways. The annual 

maintenance cost was determined by subtracting the A/C maintenance cost from the $1.7 million dollar per 
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year citywide maintenance estimate. After the City allocates LOGT, solid waste franchise fees, Penny for 

Pasco (2), and general revenue transfers, the difference of $541,600 per year must be generated. The City 

and CAC determines that an assessment to the network of beneficiaries is recommended. After establishing 

the residential dwelling unit contribution at $70, the non-residential parcels were computed based on the 

multiplier described above and are listed below: 

 

• $70.00  Residential 

• $115.45  Non-Residential - 0 – 4,999 sf building(s) 

• $230.91  Non-Residential - 5,000 – 9,999 sf building(s)  

• $346.36  Non-Residential - 10,000 – 24,999 sf building(s) 

• $461.81  Non-Residential - 25,000 + sf building(s) 

 

It should be noted that if a parcel is located adjacent to a local City owned roadway it would be responsible 

for paying both the “Local” and “A/C” assessments. However, if the subject parcel is located adjacent to 

only A/C, State/County, or privately owned/maintained roadways it would only be subject to the A/C 

component of the assessment. 

 

Example 

 

Single-family residence on a local road: 

 $15 (Arterial/Collector) 

 $70 (Local Road) 

 $85 (Total) 

 

Small non-residential (<5,000 sf) contiguous to a local road: 

 $104.05  (Arterial/Collector) 

 $115.45  (Local Road) 

 $219.50  (Total) 

 

Non-residential (5,000 – 9,999 sf) contiguous to a local road: 

 $208.10  (Arterial/Collector) 

 $230.91  (Local Road) 

 $439.01  (Total) 
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Non-residential (10,000 – 24,999 sf) contiguous to a local road: 

 $312.14  (Arterial/Collector) 

 $346.36  (Local Road) 

 $658.50  (Total) 

 

Large non-residential (>25,000 sf) contiguous to a local road: 

 $416.19  (Arterial/Collector) 

 $461.81 (Local Road) 

 $878.00 (Total) 

 

VI. PROPOSED PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN DETERMINATION OF THE 

ASSESSMENT (Legal Qualifications as Clarified by City Attorney) 

 

While the City has asserted that its Home Rule powers, pursuant to State Statute 166.021, provides the legal 

basis for a non-ad valorem assessment program for street improvements, there is other supplemental 

statutory authority which this report also considers in the development of the proposed methodology. It is 

our understanding that Florida Statute (FS) Chapter 197.3631 provides the non-ad valorem option for the 

collection of the assessments subject to the agreement of the County Property Appraiser and the County 

Tax Collector. FS Chapter 197.3632 establishes the need to provide timely notices and to hold a public 

hearing. Chapter 170 of the Florida Statutes describes that “special assessments” also supported the 

application of the methodology with the caveat that the imposition of the assessments on a “citywide basis” 

is not considered in this analysis to conflict with the broad concept of ‘special benefit’. While past 

assessments have been levied based on linking improvements directly to adjacent properties based on road 

footage and assessment categories, this assessment is to the benefit of the overall system of transportation 

improvements owned and/or maintained by the City. In considering special benefit, the question of 

geographic proximity must be considered. Specifically, “Can a special benefit be derived from the road 

project by all properties within the road network even if all properties are not adjacent to all of the specific 

reconstruction of roads to be funded by the assessment?”  The Florida Supreme Court ruled that, “Although 

a special assessment is typically imposed for a specific purpose designed to benefit a specific area or class 

of property owners, this does not mean that the cost of services can never be levied throughout a community 

as a whole. Rather, the validity of a special assessment turns on the benefits received by the recipients of 

the services and the appropriate apportionment of the cost thereof. This is true regardless of whether the 
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recipients of the benefits are spread throughout an entire community or are merely located in a limited, 

specified area within the community.”  

 

There are three main requirements for valid special assessments under Chapter 170: 

 

1. The improvements to benefited properties, for which special assessments are levied, be 

implemented for an approved and assessable purpose (FS 170.01). 

2. Special assessments can only be levied on those properties specially benefiting from the 

improvements (FS 170.01).  

3. The special assessments allocated to each benefited property cannot exceed the proportional 

benefit to each parcel (FS 170.02). 

 

The City’s Street Improvement CIP contains a “system of improvements” including the funding, 

construction, and/or acquisition of roadway improvements, all of which are considered to be for an 

approved and assessable purpose (FS 170.01) which satisfies the first requirement for a valid special 

assessment as described above. Additionally, the improvements will result in all properties within the 

assessment area receiving a direct and specific benefit, thereby making those properties legally subject to 

assessments (FS 170.01), which addresses the second requirement above. The third requirement is met by 

that the specific benefit to the properties is equal to or exceeds the cost of the assessments levied on the 

benefited properties (FS 170.02). 

 

The first requirement for determining the validity of a special assessment is established within the list 

provided in FS 170.01. However, the second and third requirements for a valid special assessment require 

a more analytical examination. As required by FS 170.02, and described in the preceding section entitled 

“Allocation Methodology,” this approach involves identifying and assigning value to specific benefits being 

conferred upon the various benefitting properties, while confirming the value of these benefits exceed the 

cost of providing the improvements. These special benefits include, but are not limited to, the added use of 

the property, added enjoyment of the property and the probability of increased marketability, and value of 

the property. The determination has been made that the duty to pay the non-ad valorem special assessments 

is valid based on the special benefits imparted upon the property. These benefits are derived from the 

resurface and replacement program which will result from the improvements in quality of the transportation 

system and the value enhancement that will result in a citywide high-quality maintenance Pavement 

Management Plan. 
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VII. PROPOSED PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN EXEMPTIONS AND APPEALS  

 

Property within the City that currently is not, or upon future development, will not be subject to the special 

assessments include publicly owned (State/County/City/CDD) tax-exempt parcels such as lift stations, road 

rights-of-way, waterway management systems, rivers/lakes, jurisdictional wetlands, common areas, and 

certain lands/amenities owned by HOA(s). To the extent it is later determined that a property no longer 

qualifies for an exemption, assessments will be apportioned and levied based on the methodology 

established in this option. Because the City still has undeveloped parcels which may cause the total number 

and class of participants to vary as time passes, the annual assessment charge for each class should be 

reviewed every five (5) years to determine if the level should be adjusted. Finally, lands that may become 

annexed into the City will become assessable upon the annexation. 

 

All appeals shall be in writing addressed to the City Manager’s Office, 5919 Main St., New Port Richey, 

Florida 34652. The City Manager or his/her designee shall have 30 business days to respond in writing to 

the appellant. The City Manager’s or his/her designee’s decision shall be final. Appeals shall be based 

solely on methodology application such as, but not limited to, misclassification, exemption status, and 

mathematical errors. Requests for assessment exemption will not be permissible. 

 

VIII. PROPOSED PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN CREDITS AND COLLECTIONS 

 

In order to credit those residents that have already paid for previous street assessments, the City considered 

street improvements project assessments over the past 20 years. During this time, there have been six (6) 

street improvements project assessments.  

 

To calculate a credit for previously paid street improvements project assessments, the City will identify the 

assessment amount each individual resident received and divide it by the useful life of the improvement 

made to the street, which is based on a 20-year design lifespan, to determine the annual value of assessment 

paid.  

 

Assessment Amount = Annual Value of Assessment Paid Useful Life of Improvement (20 Years) 
 

The annual value of assessment paid will be multiplied by the remaining useful life of the improvement to 

determine the credit. 
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Remaining Useful Life = 20 Year Useful Life of Improvement - (2017 [Current Year] - First Year of Assessment) 

Annual Value of Assessment Paid x Remaining Useful Life = Credit Amount 

 

As an example, let’s assume that a resident was assessed $2,000 in the 2008 street improvements. Below is 

how the credit amount would be calculated:  

 
 Assessment Amount ($2,000)  = 

 
$100 (Annual Value of Assessment Paid) 
  Useful Life of Improvement (20 Years) 

 
 

20 Year Useful Life – (2017 [Current Year] – 2008 [First Year of Assessment]) 
 

= 
 

11 Years (Remaining Useful Life) 
 

$100 (Annual Value of Assessment Paid) x 11 Years (Remaining Useful Life) = $1,100 Credit Amount 
 

 

For those property owners who have already paid their past street assessment, the calculated credit would 

be applied to the new annual Pavement Management Plan Street Assessment each year until the credit is 

exhausted. For those property owners who still owe the City for the past street assessments, the calculated 

credit would reduce the amount still owed to the City. The City would still collect any unpaid assessment.  

 

IX. ALLEYS 

 

There are approximately 5.2 miles of alleyways located in the City limits of which two (2) miles are 

improved. These facilities are not an integral part of the City’s roadway network and the benefit of 

improving them would be limited to the adjacent property owners. Historically, property owners adjacent 

to alleys have two types of opinions on the condition of their alleys. Some are in favor of improving them 

due to the dust created by vehicles traveling in the alley, which prevents the residents from opening their 

house windows to enjoy the weather at certain times of the year. These property owners also express the 

frustration of not being able to keep their vehicles clean because of the dust and mud. Other property owners 

are not in favor of improving their alleys and only want minimal maintenance performed. They feel as 

though if the alleys were improved, traffic volumes and speeds would increase greatly. It is therefore the 

recommendation of the Citizens Advisory Committee that alleys be excluded from the above-mentioned 

pavement management plan. 

 

It is the recommendation of this report that the City create an Alley Improvement Policy and Guideline 

Criteria Manual to address future alley improvement requests.
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I   INTRODUCTION 
High quality transportation systems are essential to a thriving community.  Suburban roadways 
allow residents to participate in commerce as well as facilitating the transportation of goods to 
local markets.  Roadways are integrated into the fabric of America and their maintenance has 
become a significant responsibility of local government.  In response to this obligation, the 
engineering community has developed pavement management systems to assist decision makers 
in finding optimum strategies for providing, evaluating, and maintaining pavements in a 
serviceable condition over a period of time. 

The purpose of this Roadway Needs Assessment Report is to identify the general condition of the 
approximately 70 miles of paved roadways owned and maintained by the City of New Port Richey 
(City).  The 5.2 miles of right-of-way without paved roads were omitted from this study.  As 
indicated in the project Task Order, limitations in both schedule and budget mandated that the 
assessment be based on visual observations and is not an exhaustive analysis utilizing field 
measurements and empirical data collection. 

It is understood that the City will utilize this report for: 

• Updating the Geographic Information System (GIS) database 
• Making decisions regarding funding / assessing roadway improvements 
• Prioritizing roadway maintenance / improvement projects 

 

II   METHODOLOGY 

The methodology employed for this 
evaluation was based on the Pavement 
Surface Evaluation and Rating (PASER) 
system developed by the Transportation 
Information System of the University of 
Wisconsin – Madison.  The PASER system 
was developed as an alternative to 
empirical data intensive models to provide 
local agencies a simplified rating system 
focused on surface condition with which 
to evaluate their roads.  PASER uses visual 
inspection to evaluate pavement surface 

conditions and rates the condition on a ten-
point scale.  The PASER manual provides 

photographic standards that serve as guides to identify both the distresses as well as the 
numerical rating (ten-point scale).   A copy of the PASER manual is provided in Appendix A. 

Figure 1 - Typical Roadway Grade 8 (Grand Blvd.) 
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There are four major categories of common asphalt 
pavement surface distress: 

• Surface Defects – Raveling, Flushing, Polishing 
• Surface Deformation – Rutting, Distortion 

(rippling & shoving), Settling 
• Cracks – Transverse, Reflection, Slippage, 

Longitudinal, Block, and Alligator 
• Patches and Potholes 

 

III   OBSERVATIONS 

The field work was conducted over several days beginning 
in December 2014.  The City was broken into a matrix that 
allowed the entire city to be depicted on a series of letter 
size aerial photographs (200 scale) that were provided to 
field personal in a binder with blank data entry forms to 
allow field observations to be manually recorded for each 
street segment evaluated.  The field data sheets have 
been included in Appendix G. 

As expected, very few roads were graded at the extreme 
ends of the continuum (either ‘failed’ or ‘excellent’).  Over 
80% of the paved streets were rated between 6 and 8.  Only 6% of the paved roadways within 
the City rated below 6.  Although roadway segments were broken down to segments as small as 
a block, field personnel did note that there are several instances where a segment was 
punctuated by a relatively small strip that was completely inconsistent with the rating of the 
adjacent pavement.  In these instances, the rating of the overall segment was based on the 
prevailing portion. 

The Roadway Rating Map (Appendix B) was created to provide a graphical representation of the 
current pavement conditions.  In order to simplify use of this map, the data was grouped using 
statistical break lines into four discrete groups.  The first group includes the poorest rated roads 
(grades 1 – 4); the last group combines the highest rated segments (grades 8-10); the remaining 
segments are distributed throughout the remaining two groups. 

 

 

 

Figure 2 - Typical roadway grade 2 (Queens Ln.) 
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IV   PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 

Pavement management is the science of 
conducting periodic pavement 
restoration in order to maintain the 
driving surface in an acceptable condition.  
The service life of the asphaltic pavement 
is largely a function of the number of trips 
traveled (ESAL – Equivalent Single Axle 
Load), the Structural Number of the 
pavement section, and the impact of 
environmental factors like high ground 
water or frequent flooding.  As the roadway 
segment ages the ride quality 
deteriorates at a faster and faster rate.  
The Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) graphic shown in Figure 3 depicts 
both this rate of deterioration as well as 
the life-cycle impact of frequent 
‘preventative’ maintenance and less 
frequent ‘rehabilitation’ maintenance.   
The graphic in Figure 4 provides a 
generalized financial comparison 
between preventive and rehabilitative 
maintenance. 

 

V   SIDEWALKS 

While Genesis did not evaluate the existing sidewalk inventory as part of this task order, we had 
the opportunity to work with City staff to consolidate the data collected by the City.  The GIS 
shape files provided by the City includes both location of existing sidewalk within the public 
roadway network as well as existing sidewalk width.  This information was supplimented in April 
2015 by City staff who evaluated the current condition of the sidewalk.   Exhibits depicting both 
the extents and quality rating of the existing sidwalk network are included in Appendix C.  

 

VI   CONCLUSIONS / RECOMMENDATIONS 

The City has a considerable inventory of roadways requiring deferred maintenance.  Based on a 
projected annual maintenance budget of $1 million dollars, it will take several maintenance 

Figure 3 - Time vs. Ride Quality 

Figure 4 - Time vs. Maintenance Cost 
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cycles in order to service the City’s entire roadway inventory.  That being said, the quantity of 
poorly rated road segments is relatively small and can be addressed during the first few 
maintenance cycles. 

With multiple roadway segments competing for the same maintenance dollar, developing a 
methodology for prioritizing this maintenance is an important prerequisite to implementing any 
rehabilitative effort.  While the simplest alternative would be to rank the roadways from worst 
to best, this methodology yields a very low return on investment. Case in point – the City has 
over five miles of unpaved alleys that were rated zero.  Improving these facilities will require full 
roadway construction that is very expensive and would only benefit a small number of residents. 

Alternatively, the list should prioritize roads with higher average daily traffic because it will 
benefit the greatest number of residents and the number of trips (ESAL) is one of the variables 
impacting pavement condition.  As shown in Figure 4, the active roadways on the steep portion 
of the curve are degrading at a faster rate than segments at either end of the curve.  Therefore, 
spending money to repair higher volume roads in the ‘preventative threshold’ is more beneficial 
to the citizenry than allowing these roads to slip beyond the ‘rehabilitation’ threshold because 
funding was directed toward more expensive rehabilitation projects serving a small number of 
residents. 

 

A) RECOMMENDED ANNUAL MAINTENANCE PLAN 

It should be noted, that ongoing small scale pavement repair is a necessary part of every 
municipalities annual maintenance budget.  This work typically includes patching 
potholes and other similar critical maintenance activities.  Many local highway agencies 
include crack sealing as part of their preventative maintenance program.  Cracks up to ¾” 
wide are either cleaned, sawn, or routed and then sealed to prevent moisture from 
infiltrating the pavement structure.  A successful maintenance program utilizes a multi-
pronged approach that begins with repairs that directly improve the ride quality for the 
motoring public and ends with preventative maintenance that extends the operating life 
of the roadway system. 

 

B) RECOMMENDED 5 YEAR MAINTENANCE PLAN 

Genesis contacted local paving contractors to obtain current unit pricing estimates and 
developed an Opinion of Probable Construction Cost for a square yard of pavement based 
on a series of factors that include pavement condition rating, as well as the need for 
milling.  The unit cost estimate for very poorly rated roads include significant removal and 
replacement of base / asphalt while the cost of more highly rated roadway segments 
include only small quantities of patching, leveling, and a 1.5-inch thick overlay.  The 
spreadsheet showing these calculations is included in Appendix D for your review.  
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It should be noted that the unit cost value was developed using the best available 
information in a very dynamic market and is not a substitute for hard bids of detailed 
construction drawings.  In order to account for anticipated inflation that may occur 
between the drafting of this report and the actual construction, Genesis consulted the 
FDOT Transportation Costs Reports (Appendix D) and applied ‘Inflation Factors’ to the 
future year maintenance plan budgets. 

The following suggested maintenance plan is based primarily on roadway condition, but 
also considers: 

• Prioritizing projects near the Preventative Threshold with high traffic volume. 
• Addressing similarly rated roadways in close geographic proximity to minimize 

costs associated with project mobilization. 
• Extending project limits to a ‘logical terminus’ even though segments within the 

project may be ranked differently. 
• Balancing anticipated maintenance cost and projected maintenance budget (i.e. 

blending large segments and small segments to balance the budget) 

 

The associated costs anticipated for each segment as well as graphical exhibits showing each 
work cycle can be found in Appendix E.  

 

 CYCLE ONE 

SEGMENT NAME RATING LENGTH (FT) 
1 Congress (Massachusetts to Louisiana) 3,5,6 5,900 
2 Orchid Lake (Congress to Gabriel) 3,6 1,900 
3 Evies Way 4 415 
4 Francine Drive 4 310 
5 Rutillio Court 4 650 
6 Ferguson Court 4,5 260 
7 Grant Ave. 2 340 
8 Drinkard Drive 5 550 
9 Senate Lane 4 430 

 

  

Page 179

dfleeman
Text Box
Note:
Subsequent to issuing the Roadway Needs Assessment Report Madison Street was added to Cycle 1


dfleeman
Line

dfleeman
Line



CITY OF NEW PORT RICHEY 
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APPENDIX B 

PROPERTY APPRAISER NAL(DOR) CLASS CODES 
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Pasco County Property Appraiser

http://search.pascopa.com/codes.aspx?type=000[6/22/2017 6:50:26 PM]

Reference Codes
NAL(DOR) Class Codes

Code Description
00 Vacant Residential
01 Single Family
02 Mobile Homes
03 Multi-Family -10 units or more
04 Condominium
05 Cooperatives
06 Retirement Homes not eligible for exemption
07 Miscellaneous Residential(migrant-boarding homes)fna Villa Homes
08 Multi-Family -fewer than 10 units
09 Residential Common Elements/Areas
10 Vacant Commercial
11 Retail Stores, One Story
12 Stores, Office, SFR -mixed use
13 Department Stores
14 Supermarkets
15 Shopping Centers Regional
16 Shopping Centers Community
17 1 Story Office
18 Multi-Story Office
19 Professional Service Buildings
20 Airports, bus terminals, piers marinas
21 Restaurants, cafeterias
22 Drive-In Restaurants
23 Financial Institutions (banks,saving & loan,mortgage,credit co)
24 Insurance Company Offices
25 Service Shops Non-Automotive
26 Service Stations
27 Auto Sales, Service, etc.
28 Rental MH/RV Parks, parking lots (commercial or patron)
29 Wholesale manufacturing outlets, produce houses
30 Florist, Greenhouses
31 Theaters Drive-In, open stadiums
32 Theaters auditoriums enclosed
33 Night Clubs, Bars, lounges
34 Bowling Alleys, skating rinks, pool halls, enclosed arenas
35 Tourist Attractions, fairgrounds (privately owned)
36 Camps
37 Race Tracks
38 Golf Courses, driving ranges
39 Hotels, Motels
40 Vacant Industrial
41 Light Manufacturing
42 Heavy Industrial
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Pasco County Property Appraiser

http://search.pascopa.com/codes.aspx?type=000[6/22/2017 6:50:26 PM]

43 Lumber Yards, sawmills
44 Packing Plants
45 Breweries, Wineries, distilleries, canneries
46 Food Processing
47 Mineral Processing
48 Warehousing (Block or Metal)
49 Open Storage, junk yards, fuel storage
50 Improved agricultural rural homesite
51 Cropland Class I
52 Cropland Class II
53 Cropland Class III
54 Timber - Site Index I
55 Timber - Site Index II
56 Timber - Site Index III
57 Timber - Site Index IV
58 Timber - Site Index V
59 Timber - Not Classified by site index to Pines
60 Grazing Land Class I
61 Grazing Land Class II
62 Grazing Land Class III
63 Grazing Land Class IV
64 Grazing Land Class V
65 Grazing Land Class VI
66 Orchard Groves
67 Poultry, Bees, etc.
68 Dairies, Feed Lots
69 Ornamentals
70 Vacant Institutional
71 Churches
72 Schools, Colleges, Private
73 Hospitals, Private
74 Homes for the Aged
75 Orphanages, other non-profit or charitable services
76 Mortuaries, Cemeteries, crematoriums
77 Clubs, Lodges, Union Halls
78 Out Patient Clinics, Sanitariums, convalescent, rest homes
79 Cultural organizations, facilities
80 Vacant Governmental (municipal,counties,state,federal,dot,swfwmd)
81 Military
82 Forests, Parks, recreational areas
83 Schools, Public
84 Colleges Public
85 Hospitals Public
86 Other County
87 Other State
88 Other Federal
89 Other Municipal
90 Leasehold Interests (government owned non government lessee)
91 Utilities
92 Mining lands, petroleum or gas lands
93 Subsurface rights
94 Right-of-Way, Streets, Ditch
95 Rivers and Lakes, Submerged Lands
96 Sewage Disposal, Waste Lands, Swamp
97 Outdoor Rec./Parkland, High-Water Recharge
98 Centrally Assessed Railroad
99 Non-AG (Over 20 Acres)
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APPENDIX C 

COLLECTOR/ARTERIAL ROADWAY NETWORK MAP 
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