
 
 
 
 
 
 

City Council Chamber 
735 Eighth Street South 
Naples, Florida 34102 

City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Mayor Barnett called the meeting to order and presided. 

ROLL CALL........................................................................................................................ ITEM 1 
Present: Council Members: 
Bill Barnett, Mayor Douglas Finlay 
John Sorey, III, Vice Mayor Teresa Heitmann 
 Gary Price, II 
 Samuel Saad, III 
 Margaret Sulick (left 11:52 a.m.) 
Also Present:  
William Moss, City Manager Mike Carlson 
Robert Pritt, City Attorney Lisa Swirda 
Tara Norman, City Clerk Judith Chirgwin 
Roger Reinke, Assistant City Manager Matt Kragh 
Vicki Smith, Technical Writing Specialist Alan Parker 
Denise Perez, Human Resources Director Amy Ashby 
Gregg Strakaluse, Acting Streets & Stormwater Dir. Russ Gowland 
Paul Bollenback, Building Services Director Michelle Avola 
Robin Valdario, Human Resources Generalist Alan Ryker 
Thomas Weschler, Police Chief Deborah McCormick 
Stephen McInerny, Fire Chief Brett Moore 
Robert Middleton, Utilities Director Don Wingard 
George Archibald, Traffic Engineer Paul Lindabury  
Robin Singer, Planning Director John Cardillo 
Erica Goodwin, Planner Erika Hinson 
Roger Jacobsen, Code & Harbor Manager Media: 
David Lykins, Community Services Director Jenna Buzzacco-Foerster, Naples Daily News 
Jon Sewell Other interested citizens and visitors 
Honorable Christine Greider  
 
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE............................................................... ITEM 2 
Pastor Mike Carlson, Berean Baptist Church. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS........................................................................................................... ITEM 3 
Mayor Barnett presented the following proclamations: week of May 16th designated as Drug 
Court Week; May 25th as National Missing Children’s Day; week of May 16th as National Small 
Business Week; and week of May 16th as National Association of Insurance Women Week.  
Various department directors presented Employee Service Awards.  (A list of recipients is 
contained in the file for this meeting in the City Clerk’s Office.) 
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SET AGENDA (add or remove items) .............................................................................. ITEM 4 
MOTION by Price to SET THE AGENDA withdrawing Item 7-b(2) (“Open Air” 
Farmers Market) and removing Item 7-b(4) (Fourth of July Parade) from the 
Consent Agenda for separate discussion; and adding Item 23 (conflict of 
representation – Horizon House).  This motion was seconded by Sulick and 
unanimously carried, all members present and voting (Finlay-yes, 
Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-yes, Barnett-yes). 

PUBLIC COMMENT ........................................................................................................... ITEM 5 
(9:13 a.m.)  None. 
It is noted for the record that Items 6-a and 6-b were considered concurrently. 
US 41 CHRONOLOGY.................................................................................................... ITEM 6-a 
......................................................................................................................................... ITEM 6-b 
TRAFFIC CONSULTANT KIMLEY-HORN’S REPORT RELATING TO OPTIONS FOR US 41.   
(9:14 a.m.)  Utilizing an electronic presentation, Assistant City Manager Roger Reinke provided 
a brief overview of previous planning discussions involving US 41, following which Consultant 
Jon Sewell, Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc., presented an electronic summation of his firm’s 
report regarding the US 41 transportation corridor and the feasibility of its re-designation.  (It is 
noted for the record that both the aforementioned report and presentations are contained in 
printed form in the file for this meeting in the City Clerk’s Office; excerpted text of Mr. Sewell’s 
presentation is appended hereto as Attachment 1). 
Recess:  10:28 a.m. to 10:43 a.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council 
Members were present when the meeting reconvened and discussion of Item 6 
continued. 
Public Comment:  (10:45 a.m.)  Alan Ryker, 300 Fifth Street South, supported the re-
designation, noting the success of Fifth Avenue South following various changes which had also 
faced opposition.  Alan Parker, 741A Third Street South, supported the proposal, but urged 
that the concerns of both residents and businesses be considered; he recommended Option 4 
(see Attachment 1, Page 6).  John Cardillo, on behalf of the Neighborhood Health Clinic, 
(located on the west side of Goodlette-Frank Road north of Central Avenue) cautioned that 
additional traffic, especially routed onto Goodlette-Frank Road via Central Avenue, could 
negatively impact both residential neighborhoods and school zones as well as the clinic and 
nearby day care.  Erika Hinson, 347 Central Avenue, urged that the impact to residents living 
east and west of US 41 be taken into consideration.  Michelle Avola, representing the Naples 
Pathways Coalition, supported the City gaining local control of the road with regard to the 
State’s jurisdiction although maintaining the federal designation; the corridor is also in need of 
aesthetic improvements, she said.  Matthew Kragh, 975 Sixth Avenue South, whose family 
owns the Bayfront Inn, stated that while the re-designation may adversely impact that business, 
the positive aspects for the community are far more significant, particularly with regard to 
connectivity.  Amy Ashby, 4881 West Boulevard; Deborah McCormick, Naples; and Paul 
Lindabury, 2125 Marina Drive, also supported the proposal. 
 
Council Member Sulick said that the evolution of the redevelopment area over the past 15 years 
has resulted in the possibility of the proposal.  This should be viewed as a long-term strategic 
change, which several other municipalities in the state are also considering, that will facilitate 
the City’s taking control of Four Corners (intersection of US 41 and Fifth Avenue South) and 
improve ingress south into Old Naples, thereby changing the dynamics of the entire City, she 
observed.  The first step in this process must therefore be taken, she stressed.  Vice Mayor 
Sorey then commended Mrs. Sulick for her role in bringing this topic to Council for discussion; 
Council agreed.  
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Consultant Sewell confirmed that test road diets, in and out of season, could provide data as to 
whether the alternate corridor (Goodlette-Frank Road) could accommodate the increase in 
vehicles.  The study indicates that adequate capacity does in fact exist, he said, although the 
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) must approve such tests, Mr. Sewell maintained, 
and the long-term effects upon businesses would remain unknown.   
 
Mr. Sewell then explained that lane reduction modeling had been accomplished for commencing 
the re-designation at both Golden Gate Parkway and Seventh Avenue North; he however 
stressed that the report is a planning tool which contains estimated data regarding future traffic 
counts of roadways but not the impact to affected residential neighborhoods.  In addition, any 
renderings depicting the appearance of roadways and/or intersections offered in the 
presentation are standard models from the specialized software; no design work had been 
done, he added.  Mr. Sewell then clarified for Council Member Finlay that some of the 
documentation that Mr. Finlay had individually requested had been intended merely as working 
papers for the study and not included in a final rendition.  Additionally, the inclusion of data 
regarding future development within the redevelopment area had been intended to reflect the 
potential benefit of the project, although this benefit is believed to accelerate the effects, not 
create them, Mr. Sewell said.   
 
Also in response to Council Member Finlay, Traffic Engineer George Archibald explained that 
the study had reflected estimates for future maintenance of the corridor should the City become 
responsible for its upkeep (see Page 9 of the study).  While the southern portion of US 41 under 
discussion had undergone recent drainage repair by the FDOT, it would be prudent for the City 
to anticipate similar needs at some point in the future and this factor is therefore reflected in the 
estimates, Mr. Archibald stated.  Referencing Page 13 of the study, which contained a $3- to $5-
million cost estimate to implement the proposal from Central Avenue to Goodlette-Frank Road, 
Mr. Sewell however confirmed that various alterations to curb and gutter, stormwater and 
utilities had not been included; the estimate is merely for planning, he reiterated, and would 
require verification and refinement by additional analyses and design.   
 
A brief discussion then commenced with regard to roadway and intersection levels of service 
(LOS) for US 41 and Goodlette-Frank Road, and Four Corners, during which Council Member 
Finlay maintained his disagreement with the modeling.  Council Member Sulick explained that 
the model had been intended to assess the largest possible volume of traffic diversion; therefore 
Golden Gate Parkway had been used for the northern detour as opposed to the more likely 
scenarios involving either Seventh Avenue North or Central Avenue.   
 
Prior to leaving the meeting, Council Member Sulick indicated that she supported Option 4. 
Recess:  11:52 a.m. to 12:31 p.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council 
Members were present when the meeting reconvened except Council Member Price who 
returned at 12:43 p.m. and Council Member Sulick who left the meeting at 11:52 a.m.; 
discussion of Item 6 continued. 
Referencing his submittal during that week’s workshop (Attachment 2), Council Member Finlay 
explained that it represented his computations of the impact to traffic at the intersections of US 
41 and Golden Gate Parkway, and US 41 and Goodlette-Frank Road, which he said revealed 
an increase of 22 vehicles in two peak hours collectively. 
 
Vice Mayor Sorey stated that he would also support Option 4 although the paramount question 
is funding.  Mr. Sewell stated that it would be feasible to reduce US 41 to four lanes while the 
roadway remained under FDOT control although coordination with the FDOT would 
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nevertheless be necessary; should the City be granted jurisdiction, no FDOT funding for 
improvements would however be forthcoming, he cautioned.  In response to an issue raised by 
Council Member Finlay, Mr. Sewell confirmed that methods do indeed exist to make ingress into 
residential neighborhoods less appealing to through traffic, such as four-way stops, 
roundabouts, and speed platforms.  Mr. Sorey then questioned whether one of the above 
discussed road diet tests could be performed at Four Corners allowing a southbound turn onto 
Ninth Street South for westbound traffic on US 41.  Mr. Sewell expressed reservations, 
however, since not only would FDOT approval and striping be needed, no signal box for such a 
turn currently exists at that location.  Mr. Sewell then pointed out that documented public 
involvement and support of such an action also affects the FDOT’s response.   
 
Council Member Saad questioned whether emergency vehicle access to Naples Community 
Hospital (NCH) had been taken into consideration.  Consultant Sewell explained that his firm 
had spoken with the Collier County Emergency Medical Service (EMS) which had identified no 
immediate concerns.  However, he suggested the removal of on-street parking north of Fourth 
Avenue North and the installation of a right turn lane for southbound traffic at US 41 and Fourth 
thereby avoiding any delays.  Assistant City Manager Reinke further noted that staff had to date 
not been able  to schedule a meeting with NCH representatives although Council Member Saad 
stated that he had in fact met with NCH.  Mr. Saad stressed that the growing presence of NCH 
in that area should be kept in mind as well as future growth in the Tenth Street South/Design 
District.  Mr. Sewell indicated that his model for the proposal includes growth through 2020 but 
not a built-out scenario.   
 
Mr. Sewell then addressed various technical aspects including the fact that capacity is 
increased when speed is reduced because of a corresponding reduction in following distances.  
On-street parking also increases traffic calming, enhances pedestrian safety and lowers speeds, 
he said, pointing out that should the area under discussion be reduced to two lanes of vehicular 
traffic, a bicycle lane could easily be accommodated.  Council Member Saad expressed concern 
with a loss of capacity related to the necessity for drivers to parallel park; therefore, he 
requested that the consultant quantify this factor and provide the data.  It was then noted that 
current capacity is 65,000 vehicles per day, which would be reduced to 45,000 should the 
roadway be four-laned; 42,000 per day was an average vehicle count during the peak of 
season. 
 
Traffic Engineer Archibald then explained the various state and federal designations of the 
roadways under discussion.  State Road (SR) 45, from the north, and SR 90, from the east, are 
also US 41 (federal designation), meeting at Four Corners; the FDOT owns and maintains these 
routes, he said.  With regard to the federal designation, Mr. Archibald stated that the American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO is primarily concerned with 
assuring public access to thoroughfares.  It would be possible to alter the state road 
designations while retaining the US 41 designation, although the FDOT remains the final 
decision-maker in that regard, he added.  Mr. Sewell indicated that this eventuality could be 
added to Option 4.  Council Member Saad then acknowledged that business owners had 
expressed concern that the US 41 designation remain. 
 
Council Member Heitmann then reviewed answers to questions she had submitted to staff 
which are appended hereto as Attachment 3.  In addition, she questioned the aged stormwater 
system which Mr. Archibald confirmed has a limited capacity.  The state undertook relining of 
the mains in the subject area but should the City decide to proceed with the proposal under 
review, a request should be made to the state to continue the maintenance of that system, he 
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added.  This system was environmentally improved when the Gordon River bridges were 
renovated, large vaults were installed and any alterations to that portion of the system would 
necessitate reconstruction involving the bridges; this will not happen in the foreseeable future 
due to monetary constraints, he maintained.  Various City stormwater projects are redirecting 
flows, although no entry into state rights-of-way is anticipated, he added.  Mr. Sewell stated that 
streetscaping could also have a positive impact on stormwater management by reducing 
impervious surface.  In response to a question listed by Mrs. Heitmann, Mr. Archibald reported 
that the only City stormwater improvement which may prove to be necessary is enlargement of 
some existing cross-drains at certain intersections. 
Recess:  1:59 p.m. to 2:08 p.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council Members 
were present when the meeting reconvened except Council Member Saad who returned 
at 2:17 p.m.; discussion of Item 6 continued. 
Council Member Heitmann resumed review of her questions (see Attachment 3) referencing the 
possible use of golf carts as alternate transportation.  Assistant City Manager Reinke pointed 
out that this is however illegal on City streets as well as the fact that the Gordon River bridge 
pedestrian underpass (located at US 41 and Goodlette-Frank Road) is too constrained to allow 
their use.  A brief discussion followed with regard to low-speed vehicles (LSV-a legal class of 4-
wheel vehicles that have a maximum capable speed typically around 25 mph), it being noted 
that a low posted speed limit must exist (State of Florida is 35 mph with maximum allowable 
speed of 25 mph).  In addition, Mr. Sewell explained that initially the Collier County School 
Board had voiced concerns with the proposal but had expressed support as specifics were 
presented, particularly with reference to safer crossings for school children as a result of lane 
reductions.   
 
Council Member Heitmann then referenced a submittal by restaurateur Tony Ridgway regarding 
concern among Third Street South businesses (Attachment 4).  Mr. Sewell indicated that he had 
not reviewed the document in question but would make contact with that group at a later date, 
adding that by allowing a left onto Ninth Street by westbound US 41 traffic would be the single 
most effective improvement to access into the Third Street South area, as well as wayfinding 
signage.   
 
Council Member Heitmann then read into the record a statement regarding her overall concerns 
with the proposal and options; she maintained that an additional option to achieve connectivity 
is the creation of boulevards from various existing streets and avenues (Attachment 5).  
Consultant Sewell maintained that Option 4 (see Attachment 1, Page 6) provides the most 
flexibility, establishing connectivity while achieving short-term goals.  She also expressed 
support of a pedestrian crossing being established at Four Corners. 
 
Council Member Price quoted a resident urging the Council to project well beyond the next few 
decades, noting his support of Option 4 on the a basis that it would improve safety, quality of 
life, property values and retail visibility, while solving significant pedestrian issues and creating a 
greater sense of community.  In conclusion, he cautioned that the City continue to be mindful of 
impacts to the residential communities adjacent to US 41, to which Mr. Sewell then 
recommended that a set of guiding principles be developed; the first of which should be concern 
for impacts to adjacent residential neighborhoods.  Vice Mayor Sorey requested that a timeline 
for decision-making also be developed, beginning with the concurrency issue with the state, 
which if agreed upon, would then continue to the project’s conclusion. 
 
Council Member Finlay indicated that he did not wish to commit to a particular option until 
feedback from residents and additional data from the consultant had been received and 
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evaluated.  He reiterated his support of conducting a test of the reduced traffic lanes rather than 
relying on the consultant’s model.   

Consensus that staff proceed with development of Option 4 as above 
discussed. 

In response to Mayor Barnett who questioned an implementation timeframe, Assistant City 
Manager Reinke stated that an agreement with the state regarding concurrency would involve at 
least one year and that staff would provide an update in the fall.  In addition, City Manager 
William Moss noted that no cost estimates could be provided at that time.  Discussions with the 
FDOT must be scheduled, following which more decision-making would be necessary prior to 
any estimations being developed. 

CONSENT AGENDA 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES.............................................................................................. ITEM 7-a 
April 18, 2011 Workshop and April 20, 2011 Regular Meeting minutes; as submitted. 
SPECIAL EVENTS .......................................................................................................... ITEM 7-b 
1) Stiletto Sprint – Garden of Hope and Courage and Susan G. Komen Southwest Florida 
Affiliate – Fifth Avenue south from Park Street to West Lake Drive – 10/21/11; 
2) “Open Air” Farmers Market – Third Street South Merchants Association – Third Street South 
from Broad Avenue South to 13th Avenue South – 12/03/11 and 12/17/11 (Withdrawn, see Item 
4 above); 
3) Chalk It Up On Fifth – Pelican Bay Rotary Club, Inc. – Fifth Avenue South from Third Street 
South to US 41 (Ninth Street South) and Park Street – 01/28/12 with 01/29/12 as rain date; 
4) Removed from Consent Agenda for separate discussion (see Item 4 above); and 
5) Fourth of July Fireworks – 2012 – City of Naples – Fishing Pier – 07/04/12. 
RESOLUTION 11-12893 ................................................................................................. ITEM 7-c 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A TRANSPORTATION POST PROJECT MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (FDOT) AND 
THE CITY OF NAPLES RELATING TO THE CENTRAL AVENUE SIDEWALK PROJECT; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title not read. 

MOTION by Price to APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA except Item 7-b(2) 
(“Open Air” Farmers Market / withdrawn / see Item 4 above) and Item 7-b(4) 
(Fourth of July Parade / removed for separate discussion / see Item 4 
above); seconded by Heitmann and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, 
Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

END CONSENT AGENDA 
SPECIAL EVENT ........................................................................................................ITEM 7-b(4) 
FOURTH OF JULY PARADE – 2012 – CITY OF NAPLES – THIRD STREET SOUTH TO 
FIFTH AVENUE SOUTH – 07/04/12.  (It is noted for the record that although not officially 
removed from the Consent Agenda for separate discussion, Item 7-b(5) was also discussed at 
this time.)  Vice Mayor Sorey said that he believed that no parking along Gulf Shore Boulevard 
South should be allowed thereby maintaining an emergency corridor to the southern portion of 
the City; Council Member Heitmann agreed.  Police Chief Thomas Weschler explained that the 
Code of Ordinances allows parking along Gulf Shore only during such special events and to 
cordon off a portion would be labor intensive as well as it being doubtful that the public would 
abide by it.  Council Member Heitmann expressed concern for the safety of officers directing 
traffic and he explained that staff is provided special uniforms and reflective vests for events, 
noting that officers are assigned to the beach ends for the Fourth of July events, including the 
fireworks at the Fishing Pier.  Discussion with his staff had revealed no prior issues with access 
for emergency vehicles, Chief Weschler reported, advising that his first recommendation had 
been to prohibit parking along the east side of Gulf Shore Boulevard.  Mr. Sorey suggested that 
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this be implemented from the Fishing Pier (12th Avenue South), north to Fourth Avenue North 
on a trial basis during the 2011 fireworks display.   
 
Community Services Director David Lykins further observed that the public would then seek 
parking along the side streets, impacting residents to a greater extent.  The closure would 
involve 17 blocks and diverted parking for several hundred vehicles, Mr. Lykins stated, and 
Chief Weschler predicted confusion among those who have long attended the event, 
exacerbating the parking situation.  Council Member Finlay said that he would be more 
supportive had these concerns been voiced by emergency personnel and therefore 
recommended that a parking prohibition not be pursued. 
Public Comment:  (3:02 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Price to APPROVE THIS ITEM as submitted; seconded by Saad 
and carried 4-2 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-no, 
Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

ORDINANCE 11-12894 ................................................................................................... ITEM 8-a 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO STORMWATER MANAGEMENT; AMENDING SECTION 30-
331, DEFINITIONS; AMENDING SECTION 30-336, IMPOSITION OF FEES; REPEALING 
SECTION 30-337, PROPERTY CLASSIFICATIONS, COMPUTATION OF FEES; AMENDING 
SECTION 30-339, ADJUSTMENT OF FEES, FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING A 
METHODOLOGY TO CALCULATE STORMWATER UTILITY FEES FOR MULTI-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES ON THE BASIS OF IMPERVIOUS AREA AS WELL AS 
CLARIFYING STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PROVISIONS FOR ALL OTHER 
PROPERTIES; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION AND 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.   Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:02 p.m.).  Council Member 
Price maintained his opposition to any changes in the stormwater fee calculation methodology  
unless it was applied citywide.  Council Member Heitmann pointed out that the citywide rate would 
in fact be addressed in two years when another study is required. 
Public Comment:  (3:03 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to ADOPT ORDINANCE 11-12894 as submitted; seconded 
by Finlay and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-no, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12895 ................................................................................................. ITEM 8-b 
A RESOLUTION RELATING TO STORMWATER RATES SET FORTH IN APPENDIX “A”; 
AMENDING SECTION 30-336 OF APPENDIX “A”, FEES AND CHARGES SCHEDULE, OF 
THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF NAPLES; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:05 p.m.).  City Manager William Moss explained 
that this action simply codifies the amended rate approved by Council with Item 8-a above. 
Public Comment:  (3:06 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12895 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-no, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12896 .................................................................................................... ITEM 9 
A RESOLUTION DETERMINING A COASTAL CONSTRUCTION SETBACK LINE VARIANCE 
TO CONSTRUCT A SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE, UPPER LEVEL POOL, IN-GROUND 
SWIMMING POOL AND SPA, DRIVEWAY, DUNE ENHANCEMENT, LANDSCAPING, AND 
EXTERIOR LIGHTING AT 4000 GORDON DRIVE; PROVIDING FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:06 p.m.).  This being a quasi-
judicial proceeding, Notary Public Vicki Smith administered an oath to those intending to offer 
testimony; all responded in the affirmative.  City Council Members then made the following ex parte 
disclosures: all indicated familiarity with the site although no contact except Vice Mayor Sorey who 
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stated that he had visited the site.  Assistant City Manager Roger Reinke provided a brief overview 
of the variance as contained in the April 1 memorandum by Natural Resources Manager Michael 
Bauer (Attachment 6); staff recommended approval, he stated.   
 
Coastal Engineer Brett Moore, Humiston & Moore, agent for the petitioner, agreed with the above 
noted recommendation and urged approval. 
Public Comment:  (3:09 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12896 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12897 .................................................................................................. ITEM 10 
A RESOLUTION DETERMINING A COASTAL CONSTRUCTION SETBACK LINE VARIANCE 
TO CONSTRUCT A SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE, IN-GROUND SWIMMING POOL, 
DRIVEWAY, DUNE ENHANCEMENT, LANDSCAPING, AND EXTERIOR LIGHTING AT 4540 
GORDON DRIVE; PROVIDING FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read 
by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:09 p.m.).  This being a quasi-judicial proceeding, Notary Public 
Vicki Smith administered an oath to those intending to offer testimony; all responded in the 
affirmative.  City Council Members then made the following ex parte disclosures: all indicated 
familiarity with the site although no contact except Vice Mayor Sorey who stated that he had visited 
the site.  Assistant City Manager Roger Reinke provided a brief overview of the variance as 
contained in the April 18 memorandum by Natural Resources Manager Michael Bauer (Attachment 
7); staff recommended approval, he stated.   
 
Coastal Engineer Brett Moore, Humiston & Moore, agent for the petitioner, agreed with the above 
noted recommendation and urged approval. 
Public Comment:  (3:12 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12897 as submitted; 
seconded by Price and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

Vice Mayor Sorey suggested that the process be simplified by administratively approving these 
types of petitions similar to CCSL variances for non-habitable areas.  Criteria should be 
developed and, if not met or some disagreement or objection arises, the petition would then be 
forwarded to Council for consideration; Council agreed.   
 
City Attorney Pritt indicated that he would also participate in the drafting and Coastal Engineer 
Moore supported the proposal, offering his assistance.   

Consensus that staff review with City Attorney the possibility of 
administrative approval of CCSL variances involving habitable areas, 
including development of criteria; if the criteria are not met, a petition 
would then be forwarded to Council for consideration. 

RESOLUTION 11-12898 .................................................................................................. ITEM 11 
A RESOLUTION DETERMINING CONDITIONAL USE PETITION 11-CU5, PURSUANT TO 
SECTION 56-92 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, TO ALLOW OFFICE USE WHICH DOES 
NOT INVOLVE COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY IN THE R1-10, RESIDENCE DISTRICT, LOCATED 
AT 107 BROAD AVENUE SOUTH, OWNED BY STEPHEN F. BRIGGS, MORE FULLY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING AN EXPIRATION DATE AND AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:15 p.m.).  This being a quasi-judicial 
proceeding, Notary Public Vicki Smith administered an oath to those intending to offer 
testimony; all responded in the affirmative.  City Council Members then made the following ex 
parte disclosures: Saad/visited the site and met with members of the neighborhood; 
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Finlay/visited the site and met with affected parties; Price/familiar with the site, had telephone 
conversation with the property owner and received e-mails from residents; Barnett/familiar with 
the site but no contact; Heitmann/familiar with the site and spoke with neighbors and concerned 
citizens; and Sorey/visited the site, spoke with the property owner, members of the Historical 
Society and neighboring residents.  Planning Director Robin Singer provided a review of the 
petition as contained in the May 2 memorandum by Planner Adam Benigni (Attachment 8), 
noting that staff, as well as the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), recommended approval.   
Public Comment:  (3:18 p.m.)  Judith Chirgwin, Naples, while commending Council Members 
for their service to the community, nevertheless took issue with this petition, listing her concerns 
as stated in her submittal (Attachment 9).  She maintained that the structure would in fact be 
used for commercial purposes, not merely as office space for the Historical Society, further 
intruding into the residential neighborhood.  Abundant commercial space is available in the 
nearby Third Street South area only two blocks away, she concluded, urging that the petition be 
denied. 
 
Council Member Saad pointed out that initially he had supported this proposal having helped 
draft the language of the ordinance allowing such petitions.  He stated that he could however 
not support the subject petition at this juncture as he viewed it as commercial encroachment into 
a residential neighborhood.  Don Wingard, agent for the petitioner, assured Council that the 
Historical Society intends to purchase the structure, thereby maintaining its current appearance.  
The request is to allow the petitioner to have an office space on the premises, the scope of 
which would involve no commercial activity whatsoever.  Mr. Wingard indicated that his home is 
immediately adjacent to the site and would be directly impacted should commercial activity 
occur.  Citing from the staff report, Council Member Price received confirmation from Mr. 
Wingard that the petitioner did not intend to use the property for retail, tours, museum or public 
assembly, only as non-commercial office space; Council Member Finlay observed that such use 
will allow the preservation of historic homes in the area. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12898 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 5-1 (Saad-no, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Finlay-yes, Barnett-yes). 

ORDINANCE (First Reading).......................................................................................... ITEM 12 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO ZONING REVIEW FEES AND ZONING VERIFICATION 
LETTERS; ADDING SUBSECTION 16-52(s), ZONING REVIEW FEE; ADDING SECTION 46-
43, ZONING VERIFICATION LETTERS, IN ORDER TO ESTABLISH A FEE FOR ZONING 
REVIEW OF BUILDING PERMITS AND ESTABLISH A FEE FOR ZONING VERIFICATION 
LETTERS; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION AND AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:29 p.m.).  Planning Director 
Robin Singer reviewed Planner Adam Benigni’s memorandum dated May 3 (Attachment 10) 
which explained the reasoning for establishment of a fee for zoning review of building permits as 
well as for zoning verification letters, which in some instances involved substantial staff time; 
currently these services are funded by general revenues, she noted.  Discussion followed as to 
whether the verification letter fee would in fact be additional taxation of residents and Ms. Singer 
pointed out that they are largely requested by financial institutions as part of a real estate 
transaction, not by private citizens.  Council then instructed staff to develop a fee schedule for 
the letters, with an hourly rate set for staff demand over a certain time.  City Attorney Pritt 
therefore recommended the amendment as reflected in the motion below. 
Public Comment:  (3:39 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE THIS ORDINANCE at First Reading 
amending as follows: Section 16-52(s): “A flat rate fee set forth…”; and 
staff to develop a fee schedule for provision of a zoning verification letter 
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to include an hourly rate over a certain demand on staff time.  This motion 
was seconded by Heitmann and carried 4-2 (Price-no, Sorey-yes, Sulick-
absent, Saad-no, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Barnett-yes). 

ORDINANCE (First Reading).......................................................................................... ITEM 13 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO ARBORS, TRELLISES AND PERGOLAS; AMENDING 
SUBSECTION (3) AND ADDING A NEW SUBSECTION (4) TO SECTION 56-54; AMENDING 
SUBSECTION (4) OF SECTION 58-116; AMENDING SUBSECTION (d)(1) OF SECTION 58-
124 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CITY OF NAPLES, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PROVIDING REGULATIONS AND SETBACK REQUIREMENTS FOR ARBORS, TRELLISES 
AND PERGOLAS; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION AND 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:40 p.m.).  Planner Erica 
Goodwin reviewed her memorandum dated April 26 (Attachment 11), which included 
recommended amendment by the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) to Section 56-54(4) regarding 
a five-foot side yard setback for trellises (see Attachment 11, Page 2).  She clarified for Council 
Member Finlay that the subject ordinance would allow such structures so long as they meet 
setback requirements; the structure cannot be covered with canvas or roofing materials, she 
added.   
Public Comment:  (3:48 p.m.) 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE THIS ORDINANCE at First Reading as 
submitted; seconded by Price and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, 
Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

ORDINANCE (First Reading).......................................................................................... ITEM 14 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLES I AND II OF CHAPTER 54, SUBDIVISION 
STANDARDS AND PLATS, AND AMENDING SECTION 54-77, VACATION OF STREETS, 
ALLEYS, EASEMENTS AND SUBDIVISION PLATS, OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CITY 
OF NAPLES; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION AND AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:48 p.m.).  Planning Director Robin 
Singer reviewed her memorandum dated May 3 (Attachment 12) which detailed the amendments.  
She noted that the provision regarding townhouses and zero lot lines (Section 54-5(b)(7)) had not 
been supported by the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) during its final review on April 13.  However, 
the text in question remained in the ordinance for Council’s reference.  City Attorney Pritt clarified 
that should the ordinance be approved as submitted, it would not include that particular section. 
Public Comment:  (3:51 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Price to APPROVE THIS ORDINANCE at First Reading as 
submitted; seconded by Finlay and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, 
Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes).  (It is noted for 
the record that Section 54-4(b)(7) is deleted and had been included for 
reference only.) 

ORDINANCE (First Reading).......................................................................................... ITEM 15 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO MEASUREMENT OF DISTANCE SEPARATION FOR 
ESTABLISHMENTS SELLING OR SERVING ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES; AMENDING 
SUBSECTION (c) OF SECTION 56-122; REPEALING SUBSECTION (e) OF SECTION 56-122 
OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CITY OF NAPLES, FOR THE PURPOSE OF REVISING 
THE METHOD OF MEASUREMENT FOR THE DISTANCE SEPARATION REQUIREMENT 
FOR SCHOOLS AND CHURCHES; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER 
PROVISION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:52 p.m.).  
Planner Erica Goodwin briefly reviewed her memorandum dated April 26 (Attachment 13) noting 
the amendment to the methodology of measurement of distance from churches or schools and 
pointing out the 500-foot distance separation requirement between establishments selling 
and/or serving alcoholic beverages is to be deleted.  Council Member Price indicated that he did 
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not agree with the latter and therefore could not support the ordinance; Council Member 
Heitmann agreed. 
Public Comment:  (3:56 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE THIS ORDINANCE as First Reading; 
seconded by Barnett and carried 4-2 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Price-no, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes).  

It is noted for the record that Items 16-a and 16-b were considered concurrently. 
CLERK’S TRACKING #11-00012 ................................................................................. ITEM 16-a 
AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE GOLDEN GATE CANAL 
INTAKE STRUCTURE AND TRANSMISSION MAIN: \ VENDOR: STEVENS & LAYTON, INC., 
FORT MYERS, FLORIDA \ COST: $4,804,408 \ FUNDING: CIP 11K50 \ GOLDEN GATE 
CANAL. 
RESOLUTION 11-12899 ............................................................................................... ITEM 16-b 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2010-11 BUDGET ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 10-12761 
TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT FUNDING FOR THE GOLDEN GATE CANAL PROJECT; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (3:57 p.m.).  City 
Manager William Moss noted that Items 16 through 19 address various actions with regard to 
the ongoing Golden Gate Canal (GGC) project.  The project involves the use of surface water 
from that waterway being transmitted to the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant, blended with 
reclaimed water, and then stored in City ASR (aquifer storage and recovery) wells for later use 
when needed for irrigation.   
 
In response to Council Member Finlay, Utilities Director Robert Middleton explained that the 
increase to the original 2008 figure of $3.7-million had been due to refinement of the route of the 
transmission main as well as the directional bore.  Following the preliminary design study, it had 
become apparent that the best route would be along the west, undeveloped side of the GGC 
rather than south along Airport-Pulling Road and across the airport property.  The latter would 
have necessitated numerous easements as well as involving Collier County in the process, Mr. 
Middleton reported, and delays would have been unavoidable.  Mr. Moss further indicated that 
with grant funding, the City should nevertheless continue to avoid borrowing funds to complete 
the project, although the cost for the next phase of reclaimed water distribution lines was as yet 
unknown.  As staff continues to evaluate the most cost effective route for that stage of the 
project, a presentation would be made prior to year’s end, he added.   
 
Council Member Heitmann expressed concern regarding the effectiveness of secure casings 
which protect upper aquifers from injected water.  Director Middleton explained that the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) requires a 24-hour pressure test, which the 
City’s ASR Wells #1 and #2 have in fact passed.  Nevertheless, the City was delaying ASR 
Wells #3 and #4 until the level of success of the first two has been ascertained.  Vice Mayor 
Sorey added that should the City for some reason be unable to store water in the ASR wells, the 
GGC system would still be utilized 9 to 10 months of the year, depending on rainfall, to withdraw 
water to supplement its reclaimed water supply.  The City was granted a 20-year consumptive 
water use permit by the FDEP for use of the GGC, Mr. Middleton stated, which will save the City 
approximately $800,000 over that time period in permitting fees which would have involved 
multiple permit approvals of 5-year duration.  The intent of the City’s Integrated Water Resource 
Plan had been to identify an alternate source of water for the next 20 years, thereby avoiding 
the use of potable water for irrigation, Mr. Moss said, and reminded Council that this project 
provides that source for the majority of a year with the ASR well program providing the storage 
for the remainder.  Council Member Saad agreed, observing that the alternative would be a 
costly reverse osmosis (RO) plant at some point in the future.   
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Recess:  4:22 p.m. to 4:33 p.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council Members 
were present when the meeting reconvened and discussion of Items 16-a and 16-b 
continued. 
Following the above recess, the motions reflected below were proffered. 
Public Comment:  (4:34 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE THIS ITEM (16-a) as submitted; seconded 
by Saad and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

 
MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12899 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

CLERK’S TRACKING #11-00013 .................................................................................... ITEM 17 
AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR THE PURCHASE OF FLYGT PUMPS FOR THE GOLDEN 
GATE CANAL INTAKE STRUCTURE: \ VENDOR: ITT WATER & WASTEWATER FLORIDA, 
LLC, FORT MYERS, FLORIDA \ COST: $270,868 \ FUNDING: CIP 11K50 – GOLDEN GATE 
CANAL.  Utilities Director Robert Middleton indicated that this item is to fund the pumps for the 
Golden Gate Canal (GGC) project discussed in Item 16 above.  These units are being acquired 
separately because of concern that they be in hand when construction is completed in October 
2012.  In addition, he noted that approximately $48,000 had been saved by avoiding sales tax 
and contractor mark-up.  City Manager Moss clarified for Council Member Price that 
submergible pumps had been standardized citywide and experience had shown that the pumps 
from this vendor remain in service upwards to 30 years.   
Public Comment:  (4:39 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE THIS ITEM as submitted; seconded by 
Finlay and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

CLERK’S TRACKING #11-00014 .................................................................................... ITEM 18 
APPROVING A FIRST AMENDMENT TO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT TO 
PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION SERVICES FOR THE GOLDEN GATE 
CANAL INTAKE STRUCTURE AND TRANSMISSION MAIN PROJECT: \ VENDOR: CAMP 
DRESSER & MCKEE, FORT MYERS, FLORIDA \ COST: $432,302 \ FUNDING: CIP 11K50 – 
GOLDEN GATE CANAL.  Utilities Director Robert Middleton explained that this item provides a 
continuation of the services of Camp Dresser & McKee who facilitated the design of the Golden 
Gate Canal (GGC) project discussed in Item 16 above; the additional funding is necessary for 
construction management services.   
Public Comment:  (4:40 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE THIS ITEM as submitted; seconded by Saad 
and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, 
Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12900 ............................................................................................... ITEM 19-a 
A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AN AGREEMENT FOR EASEMENT FROM BEAR’S PAW 
COUNTRY CLUB, INC., FOR CONSTRUCTION AND ACCESS TO THE GOLDEN GATE 
CANAL INTAKE STRUCTURE AND TRANSMISSION MAIN AT THE BEAR’S PAW COUNTRY 
CLUB; DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD THE AGREEMENT FOR EASEMENT; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (4:41 p.m.).  
City Manager William Moss reviewed the agreement (Item 19-a) and easements (Items 19-b and 
19-c below) as explained in the May 3 memorandum provided by Utilities Director Robert Middleton 
(Attachment 14).  Furthermore, he thanked the Bear’s Paw Country Club for its cooperation during 
the Golden Gate Canal (GGC) project discussed in Item 16 above; Council echoed this sentiment. 
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Public Comment:  (4:43 p.m.)  None. 
MOTION by Price to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12900 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12901 ............................................................................................... ITEM 19-b 
A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FROM BEAR’S 
PAW COUNTRY CLUB, INC., FOR CONSTRUCTION OF UTILITY FACILITIES RELATED TO 
THE GOLDEN GATE CANAL INTAKE STRUCTURE AND TRANSMISSION MAIN; DIRECTING 
THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD THE EASEMENT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  
Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (4:43 p.m.). 
Public Comment:  (4:44 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12901 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12902 ............................................................................................... ITEM 19-c 
A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PERPETUAL INTAKE STRUCTURE, WATER LINE AND 
TRANSMISSION MAIN EASEMENT FROM BEAR’S PAW COUNTRY CLUB, INC., FOR 
ACCESS TO UTILITY FACILITIES ALONG THE SOUTHERN BOUNDARY OF BEAR’S PAW 
COUNTRY CLUB; DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD THE EASEMENT; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (4:44 p.m.). 
Public Comment:  (4:45 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Price to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12902 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 5-1 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

CLERK’S TRACKING #11-00015 .................................................................................... ITEM 20 
AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR A ONE-YEAR PERIOD WITH THE CITY’S OPTION FOR 
TWO, ONE-YEAR RENEWALS FOR THE PURCHASE OF ALUMINUM SULFATE FOR THE 
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT: \ VENDOR: GENERAL CHEMICAL PERFORMANCE 
PRODUCTS, LLC, PARSIPPANY, NEW JERSEY \ COST: $145,750 \ FUNDING: WATER 
SEWER FUND – WASTEWATER PLANT CHEMICALS.  (4:45 p.m.)  Utilities Director Robert 
Middleton briefly explained the use of aluminum sulfate for the removal of phosphorous from 
water at the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant; staff recommends approval, he added. 
Public Comment:  (4:46 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE THIS ITEM as submitted; seconded by 
Price and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12903 .................................................................................................. ITEM 21 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A GRANT AGREEMENT WITH HABITAT FOR HUMANITY OF 
COLLIER COUNTY FOR THE PURPOSE OF IMPLEMENTING AFFORDABLE HOUSING 
EFFORTS UNDER COASTLAND CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT 
RESOLUTION 93-6882; AMENDING THE 2010-11 BUDGET ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 10-
12761 TO FUND THE GRANT AGREEMENT, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City 
Attorney Robert Pritt (4:46 p.m.).  Assistant City Manager Roger Reinke provided a brief review of 
the item as contained in the May 2 memorandum by Grant Coordinator Gregg Givens (Attachment 
15).  As the FY 2010-11 budget did not include this grant to Habitat for Humanity, a budget 
amendment became necessary to appropriate the funds.  Staff recommends approval, he added. 
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In response to Council Member Finlay, he clarified that Habitat would use this grant funding to 
purchase a home and then Habitat funds the rehabilitation of the structure; Habitat usually builds 
new structures, he added.   
Public Comment:  (4:51 p.m.)  None.  

MOTION by Finlay to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12903 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

RESOLUTION 11-12904 .................................................................................................. ITEM 22 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2010/11 BUDGET AS ADOPTED BY 
ORDINANCE 10-12761 IN THE AMOUNT OF $150,000 TO FUND ADDITIONAL GASOLINE 
AND DIESEL FUEL PURCHASES FOR RESALE AT THE CITY DOCK; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (4:51 p.m.).  City Manager William 
Moss explained that this item is to fund the purchase of additional fuel at the City Dock; the sale of 
the fuel is expected to generate approximately $180,000 in revenue which is $30,000 above the 
cost of the fuel.  Vice Mayor Sorey commended Code & Harbor Manager Roger Jacobsen and his 
staff for their efforts, noting that Mr. Jacobsen had expressed concern with regard to the impact of 
higher than expected gasoline prices on sales and revenues. 
Public Comment:  (4:54 p.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 11-12904 as submitted; 
seconded by Price and carried 6-0 (Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, 
Saad-yes, Sorey-yes, Sulick-absent, Barnett-yes). 

CONFLICT OF REPRESENTATION (Added Item / see Item 4 above) ......................... ITEM 23 
CITY ATTORNEY REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF CONFLICT OF REPRESENTATION WITH 
REGARD TO APPEAL BY HORIZON HOUSE CONDOMINIUM TO BE CONSIDERED BY 
THE CITY OF NAPLES BOARD OF APPEALS.  THE CITY ATTORNEY ALSO REQUESTS 
THE OPINION OF CITY COUNCIL AS TO WHETHER AN APPEAL OF THE FIRE CODE 
SHOULD BE HEARD BY A SPECIAL MASTER / MAGISTRATE RATHER THAN THE CITY 
COUNCIL ACTING AS THE BOARD OF APPEALS.  (4:54 p.m.)  City Attorney Robert Pritt 
explained his above request as detailed in his memorandum dated May 17 (Attachment 16), 
further clarifying the Board of Appeal’s option of assigning the case to a special 
magistrate/master for review; an opinion would then be rendered for consideration during the 
Board’s hearing of the issue.  The City received notification the prior day that the representative 
of the appellant, Horizon House Condominium, would be unavailable for the Board’s scheduled 
hearing on June 1, therefore, no decision regarding the special magistrate would be necessary 
that day, Mr. Pritt said.  Mayor Barnett pointed out that Council’s agendas are normally 
extensive prior to its summer recess therefore this matter may not be heard until August or 
September.   
 
Council concurred with Vice Mayor Sorey’s suggestion that written confirmation of the June 1 
scheduling conflict be obtained; discussion of the special magistrate was also to be continued. 
In response to Mayor Barnett, City Attorney Pritt cautioned that should the hearing be delayed 
until after summer recess, Council Members should maintain contact logs to document the 
lobbying that will most likely occur by interested parties for disclosure at the actual hearing.   
Public Comment:  (5:03 p.m.)  None. 

Consensus that this item be continued to the June 1, 2011 Regular Meeting. 
PUBLIC COMMENT .......................................................................................................................  
(5:03 p.m.)  None. 
CORRESPONDENCE AND COMMUNICATIONS.........................................................................  
(5:03 p.m.)  Vice Mayor Sorey noted the recent Coastal Advisory Council (CAC) meeting 
regarding the Clam Bay navigational marker signage, as well as other signage; 
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recommendations will be forwarded to the Collier County Board of Commissioners for 
consideration on June 14.  Council Member Heitmann commended staff for its ongoing efforts 
with regard to the Golden Gate Canal (GGC) reclaimed water project (see Items 16 through 19 
above), and Council Member Price requested that the chairs of the City’s pension boards meet 
with city staff for discussion of actuarial assumptions and unfunded liabilities.  Council Member 
Saad questioned the appropriateness of length of time devoted to that day’s meeting due to 
staff costs.  Mayor Barnett predicted lasting positive impacts on the community from the GGC 
project aforementioned as well as the ASR (aquifer storage and recovery) wells. 
ADJOURN ......................................................................................................................................  
5:09 p.m. 
 
       ______________________________ 

   Bill Barnett, Mayor 
 
 
______________________________ 
Tara A. Norman, City Clerk 
 
 
Minutes prepared by: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Vicki L. Smith, Technical Writing Specialist 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Minutes Approved:  06/15/11 

 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 1 of 6 

 

 
16 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 2  of 6 

 

 
17 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 3  of 6 

 

 
18 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 4  of 6 

 

 
19 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 5  of 6 

 

 
20 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 1 / Page 6  of 6 

 

 
21 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 2 / Page 1  of 1 

 

 
22 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 3 / Page 1  of 4 

 

 
23 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 3 / Page 2  of 4 

 

 
24 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 3 / Page 3  of 4 

 

 
25 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 3 / Page 4  of 4 

 

 
26 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 4 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
27 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 5 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
28 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 6 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
29 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 7 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
30 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 8 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
31 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 9 / Page 1 of 1 

 

 
32 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 10 / Page 1 of 2 

 

 
33 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 10/ Page 2 of 2 

 

 
34 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 11 / page 1 of 2 

 

 
35 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 11 / Page 2 of 2 

 

 
36 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 12 / page 1 of 2 

 

 
37 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 12 / Page 2 of 2 

 

 
38 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 13 / Page 1 of 2 

 

 
39 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 



City Council Regular Meeting – May 18, 2011 – 8:28 a.m. 
Attachment 13 / Page 2 of 2 

 

 
40 

Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
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Roll call votes by Council Members are recorded in random order, pursuant to City Council policy. 
 


