
 
 
 
 
 
 

City Council Regular Meeting – April 4, 2012 – 8:29 a.m. 

Mayor Sorey called the meeting to order and presided. 

ROLL CALL...................................................................................................................... ITEM 1 
Present: Council Members: 
John F. Sorey III, Mayor Bill Barnett 
Gary Price II, Vice Mayor Douglas Finlay 
 Teresa Heitmann 
 Samuel Saad, III (arrived 8:32 a.m.) 
 Margaret Sulick 
Also Present:  
William Moss, City Manager Sam Henderson 
Robert Pritt, City Attorney John Remington 
Jessica Rosenberg, Deputy City Clerk Willis Jones 
Roger Reinke, Assistant City Manager Larry Schultz 
Vicki Smith, Technical Writing Specialist Henry Kennedy 
Thomas Weschler, Police Chief Sharon Kenny 
Buddy Bonollo, Police Officer William Kelly 
Robert Middleton, Utilities Director Charles Thomas 
Robin Singer, Planning Director Alan Ryker 
Adam Benigni, Planner Sue Smith 
Erica Goodwin, Planner Susan Schultz 
Gregg Strakaluse, Streets & Stormwater Director Judith Chirgwin 
David Lykins, Community Services Director Patricia (Fishburn) Mannix 
Michael Bauer, Natural Resources Manager Jim Boula 
Christa Carrera, Floodplain Coordinator Jim Zimmerman 
Clarence Tears Alan Parker 
Ernest Linneman John Passidomo 
Cormac Giblin Tony Ridgway 
Jan Miller  
Charlotte Burnett Media: 
Barbara Walker Kristine Gill, Naples Daily News 
Marianne Megela Other interested citizens and visitors 
 
INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE.............................................................. ITEM 2 
Reverend Dr. Sam Henderson, Moorings Presbyterian Church. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS ......................................................................................................... ITEM 3 
The Aqualane Shores Association made a presentation to Police Officer Buddy Bonollo for his 
five years of service in this neighborhood.  Mayor Sorey then proclaimed April 8 through 14 as 
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National Public Safety Telecommunications Week and April 16 as National Healthcare 
Decisions Day, followed by a Water Conservation proclamation to Big Cypress Basin Director 
Clarence Tears.  (It is noted for the record that the Child Abuse Awareness Month proclamation 
will be presented at a later date.) 
SET AGENDA (add or remove items)............................................................................. ITEM 4 

MOTION by Barnett to SET THE AGENDA continuing Item 6-a (approval of 
minutes) and removing from the Consent Agenda for separate discussion 
Item 6-h (pedestrian signal at Four Corners) and Item 6-I (budget 
amendment for installation of gate system at both parking garages).  This 
motion was seconded by Finlay and unanimously carried, all members 
present and voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-
yes, Sulick-yes, Sorey-yes). 

PUBLIC COMMENT ......................................................................................................... ITEM 5 
(8:47 a.m.)  John Remington, 3525 Gordon Drive, explained that he represented 17 property 
owners, including the Naples Beach Hotel and Golf Club, and wished to address Item 10 
(amending the Coastal Construction Code).  He encouraged the change to administrative 
approval by City staff due to the additional state review and approval process for coastal 
variances.  Additionally, he expressed concern with the provision regarding marine turtle 
protection regulations, especially those pertaining to lighting, pointing out that lighting should be 
allowed during non-nesting season.  Henry Kennedy, Naples, noted the unsafe traffic 
conditions along Fifth Avenue South, particularly the intersections, requesting that this be 
addressed before someone is injured.  Willis Jones, 801 River Point Drive #201-A, 
representing Beaumaris Condominiums, expressed residents’ concern with the number of 
operations at the municipal airport, citing nearly 9,000 in February.  Pollution from the aircraft 
engulfs exterior railings and is also deposited in the Gordon River as well as Naples Bay, he 
said, noting that Fort Lauderdale had soundproofed homes affected by a runway extension.  
Jim Zimmerman, representing Keep Collier Beautiful, presented Mayor Sorey with a T-shirt 
for volunteers who would be cleaning up the beach on April 14 at the Fishing Pier, urging others 
to participate.  Susan Schultz, 408 16th Avenue South, voiced her support of the proposed 
airport advisory board, listing other airports in southwest Florida which have established same 
(a copy of the list is contained in the file for this meeting in the City Clerks Office).  Larry 
Schultz, 408 16th Avenue South, read into the record his statement regarding concern that the 
Naples Airport Authority had withheld public records (Attachment 1) and noted his support of the 
aforementioned advisory board, saying that he believed such a panel would increase trust and 
advocate transparency between the NAA and the public.  Alan Parker, 741 Third Street 
South, expressed continued concern that the NAA did not adhere to its site plan, as submitted, 
in completing its runway extension project.  He maintained that taxiway A was to have been 
connected to runway 23 but this was not completed due to issues with a retention pond; the 
result is intersection takeoffs which are prohibited by many airports, he added.  He requested 
disclosure of Council’s awareness of this situation, saying that the intersection takeoffs should 
be stopped for safety reasons.  Sharon Kenny, 411 17th Avenue South, also supported an 
advisory board, commending the citizens attempting to convince Council of its merits and 
improve communication with the NAA via proper channels.  Aircraft noise has not improved with 
the runway extension as promised by the NAA, she noted, and something must be done.  Sue 
Smith, 11th Avenue South, agreed with prior speakers with regard to excessive noise and 
pollution generated by aircraft, expressing concern for the beach especially.  She then 
questioned laws governing bicycle safety, stating that state law mandates that a vehicle remain 
three feet from the bicycle at all times and in many places throughout the City this is impossible 
and is therefore a concern.  Jan Miller, 628 Broad Avenue South, stated that she has lived 
near airports much of her life but that the pollution from the local airport is a concern to her, 
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noting that she views the noise as secondary.  She explained that many whom she has spoken 
to note that they do not use the Old Naples beaches but migrate to the northern areas to avoid 
the noise and pollution from the aircraft flying overhead.  She strongly supported the proposed 
advisory board, asking that Council approve its establishment and restore the confidence of 
residents in the NAA and Council.   

CONSENT AGENDA 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES (Continued / see Item 4 and below) .................................ITEM 6-a 
APPROVAL OF SPECIAL EVENTS..............................................................................ITEM 6-b 
1) 27th Summer Jazz Concert Series – Naples Beach Hotel and Golf Club – Watkins Lawn – 
06/16/12, 07/21/12, 08/25/12 and 09/22/12. 
2) Lipdub – Community Music Video – portions of Third Street South, 13th Avenue South, 
Gordon Drive, and the Fishing Pier (12th Avenue South) – 04/22/12. 
3) Evenings on Fifth – Fifth Avenue South Business Improvement District (FASBID) – Fifth 
Avenue South – 04/12/12, 04/19/12, 04/26/12 and 05/10/12. 
4) Gulf Coast Runners Tropicool 5k Run – City Fest Event – Third Street South and Broad 
Avenue South, west on Broad Avenue South to Second Street South, south on Second Street 
South to Gordon Drive, north on Gordon Drive to 18th Avenue South and Third Street South, 
east on 14th Avenue South to Fourth Street South, and north on Fourth Street South to Broad 
Avenue South, and west on Broad Avenue South to the finish line at Broad Avenue South and 
Third Street South. 
CLERK’S TRACKING #12-00010..................................................................................ITEM 6-c 
AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO THE CITY’S POTABLE WATER 
SUPPLY WELL HEADS: \ VENDOR: WELLMASTERS, INC., MULBERRY, FLORIDA \ COST: 
$81,836.65 \ FUNDING: CIP 12X01 – WELL EQUIPMENT GOLDEN GATE WELLFIELD. 
RESOLUTION 12-13085................................................................................................ITEM 6-d 
A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A BILL OF SALE FROM THE NAPLES AIRPORT AUTHORITY 
FOR 1,150 FEET OF NEW 12-INCH WATER MAIN PIPING LOCATED ALONG CITATION 
POINT ROAD TO AN EXISTING CITY OF NAPLES OWNED AND MAINTAINED 6-INCH 
WATER MAIN AT THE INTERSECTION OF CITATION POINT ROAD AND ENTERPRISE 
ROAD; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title not read. 
RESOLUTION 12-13086................................................................................................ITEM 6-e 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A SUBORDINATION OF EASEMENT INTEREST AND 
AGREEMENT FOR FACILITY RELOCATION WITH COLLIER COUNTY SUBORDINATING A 
5 FOOT BY 60 FOOT STRIP OF LAND WITHIN AN EXISTING CITY EASEMENT IN ORDER 
FOR COLLIER COUNTY TO CONSTRUCT INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT PINE 
RIDGE ROAD AND NAPLES BOULEVARD; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE 
THE SUBORDINATION OF EASEMENT INTEREST AND AGREEMENT FOR FACILITY 
RELOCATION WITH COLLIER COUNTY; DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD THE 
SUBORDINATION OF EASEMENT INTEREST; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  
Title not read. 
RESOLUTION 12-13087.................................................................................................ITEM 6-f 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A TRANSPORTATION POST PROJECT MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND THE 
CITY OF NAPLES RELATING TO THE GULF SHORE BOULEVARD SIDEWALK PROJECT; 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title not read. 
RESOLUTION 12-13088 .................................................................................................... ITEM 6-g 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A TRANSPORTATION POST PROJECT MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND THE 
CITY OF NAPLES RELATING TO THE CRAYTON ROAD SIDEWALK PROJECT; 
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AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title not read. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA except Items 6-a, 6-h 
and 6-i; seconded by Barnett and unanimously carried, all members 
present and voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-
yes, Sulick-yes, Sorey-yes). 

END CONSENT AGENDA 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES ............................................................................................ITEM 6-a 
March 7, 2012 Regular Meeting minutes. 
Public Comment:  (9:15 a.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sulick to CONTINUE THIS ITEM TO APRIL 18, 2012 REGULAR 
MEETING; seconded by Saad and unanimously carried, all members 
present and voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-
yes, Sulick-yes, Sorey-yes). 

RESOLUTION 12-13089................................................................................................ITEM 6-h 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING PERMITTING FORMS AND AGREEMENTS FOR THE 
PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL CROSSING PROJECT AT THE INTERSECTION OF STATE ROAD 90 
(US 41 SOUTH) AND STATE ROAD 45 (US 41 EAST) ALSO KNOWN AS FOUR CORNERS; 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION PERMITTING FORMS AND AGREEMENTS; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (9:15 a.m.).  Streets & Stormwater 
Director Gregg Strakaluse reviewed the agenda memorandum submitted by Traffic Engineer 
George Archibald (Attachment 2), explaining the necessity for the resolution; namely, confirmation 
of the City Manager’s authorization by Council to execute applicable forms and the Florida 
Department of Transportation’s (FDOT’s) “Construction Agreement”.  FDOT final review and 
permitting for the pedestrian signal crossing cannot occur without approval of this item, he said.   
Public Comment:  (9:16 a.m.)  Henry Kennedy, Naples, expressed concern that more 
information should be provided to Council prior to approval, such as the effects of the crossing on 
traffic.  He stated that, in his opinion, no one crosses at that intersection except during downtown 
special events; he further said that the design will stop traffic onto northbound US 41, adding that 
each of the prior proposals had ended in denial and as one of the most dangerous intersections in 
the City, a pedestrian crosswalk only increases the danger.  He questioned the actual functioning 
of the plan, saying that no details of its operation have been discussed by either Council or the 
Community Redevelopment Agency Advisory Board (CRAAB) who had had the proposal as a 
recent agenda item.  He further noted that the City’s traffic engineer had admitted to him that while 
so far as engineering the plan appears successful, following further analysis it is simply dangerous.  
If pedestrian safety and mobility during special events is desired, then police officers should be 
placed at the intersection to direct traffic at those times, he concluded.  Alan Ryker, 300 Fifth 
Street South, stated that the Naples Pathways Coalition supported the crossing and noted the 
existence of 48 free parking spaces on the northeast corner of the intersection that would possibly 
be utilized if people could safely transverse US 41 at that location; he urged approval.   
 
Mr. Strakaluse clarified that it would be premature to present the design plan at that time as 
FDOT’s input had not been received.  Once that occurs and the project is subjected to the bid 
process, Council approval would then be sought, he explained.  Council Member Saad then 
expressed his support of the project.  Council Member Sulick observed that the FDOT will not 
approve an unsafe project, pointing out that as state roads are involved, the FDOT must review 
and approve any proposal.  Traffic Engineer Archibald confirmed for Mrs. Sulick that the Four 
Corners pedestrian crosswalk has been discussed for more than four years and the design before 
Council results from a coordinated effort with the FDOT.  In response to Mayor Sorey, he also 
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noted that he did not recall the conversation regarding safety cited above by a public speaker and 
that the state and the City has recognized the intersection of two major state roads with no 
pedestrian crossings as rather unique. 
 
Council Member Heitmann stated that an alternative location should be considered for the 
crossing, citing the resulting backup of traffic on US 41 from the east during peak travel times.  She 
further disagreed with the item being placed on the Consent Agenda as discussion should have 
been anticipated and the project should have been vetted in a workshop meeting.  Mrs. Heitmann 
expressed further concern that the project had not been included on the agenda of a recent 
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) meeting although considered a week later by the 
CRAAB.   
 
Vice Mayor Price then recommended the amendment as reflected in the motion below to ensure 
that the design is brought back to Council prior to implementation. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13089 amended as follows: 
Section 2: “…permitting and implementation of the …”; seconded by Price 
and carried 6-1, all members present and voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, 
Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-yes, Sorey-yes). 

RESOLUTION 12-13090.................................................................................................ITEM 6-i 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2011-12 BUDGET ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 11-12953 
TO FUND THE COSTS OF INSTALLING GATE ACTIVATED ACCESS CONTROL SYSTEMS 
AT THE TWO DOWNTOWN PARKING GARAGES; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  
Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (9:33 a.m.).  Assistant City Manager Roger Reinke 
provided an overview of his March 27 memorandum (Attachment 3) detailing the need for the 
devices in the two, City-owned parking facilities.  The gates will allow proper functioning of the 
vehicle counters that trigger the “garage full” signs by prohibiting improper ingress/egress, 
noting that the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) had agreed to appropriate $50,000 to 
fund the installations.  In response to Council Member Finlay, he stated that additional 
information as to the details as to the functioning of the gates would be provided once known, 
i.e. whether the gate remains up for a continual flow of traffic such as during special events.  He 
also explained for Vice Mayor Price that directional striping had been added and traffic cones 
utilized but to no avail.  Mr. Price then stated that maintaining the proper lane at the north 
entrance to the newest garage is nearly impossible and that initially it was to only be utilized 
during special events; the project is too costly and he would not support it, he added.  Council 
Member Heitmann agreed with Mr. Price, stating his comments as her reasoning for separate 
discussion of the Consent Agenda item. 
 
In response to Council Member Sulick, Mr. Reinke observed that while one entrance could be 
designated for that purpose and the other for exiting, enforcement would be difficult. 
 
Public Comment:  (9:40 a.m.)  Henry Kennedy, Naples, stated that as a constant user of the 
parking garages, he had observed them filled to capacity only during special events, 
recommending that the item be denied and instead marking openings as one for ingress and 
one for egress.  Mayor Sorey noted that parking in the garage during Naples Players 
performances proved to be onerous also and urged approval of the proposal due to the success 
of the Fifth Avenue South area especially on evenings when additional activities are planned; 
the counters cannot maintain a proper accounting without the gates, he added.   

MOTION by Sorey to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13090 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 4-3, all members present and voting (Saad-
yes, Price-no, Finlay-yes, Barnett-yes, Sulick-no, Heitmann-no, Sorey-yes). 
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It is noted for the record that Items 7-a and 7–b were read and considered concurrently. 

RESOLUTION 12-13091................................................................................................ITEM 7-a 
A RESOLUTION DETERMINING VARIANCE PETITION 11-V4 FROM SECTION 58-294 OF 
THE CODE OF ORDINANCES FOR A PARCEL (APPROXIMATELY 10,999.50 SQUARE 
FEET) WITH AN EXISTING DUPLEX TO BE SUBDIVIDED RESULTING IN TWO PARCELS 
EACH MEASURING LESS THAN THE REQUIRED 6,000 SQUARE FOOT MINIMUM LOT 
SIZE AND A VARIANCE FROM SECTION 58-296 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES TO 
ALLOW ZERO-FOOT REAR YARDS WHERE THE EXISTING BUILDINGS ABUT EACH 
OTHER AND TO ALLOW THE SOUTHERN MOST UNIT 20 FEET FROM THE PROPERTY 
LINE ALONG THE ALLEY WHERE A 25 FOOT FRONT YARD WOULD BE REQUIRED ON 
PROPERTY ZONED R3-12 LOCATED AT 358 AND 360 SECOND AVENUE SOUTH, OWNED 
BY TOMAC, LLC, MORE FULLY DESCRIBED HEREIN, SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS 
LISTED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
RESOLUTION 12-13092................................................................................................ITEM 7-b 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PRELIMINARY AND FINAL (RECORD) PLAT of 364 
SECOND AVENUE SOUTH, A REPLAT OF A PARCEL WITH AN EXISTING DUPLEX 
(APPROXIMATELY 10,999.50 SQUARE FEET) INTO 2 PLATTED LOTS OF 
APPROXIMATELY 5,668.29 SQUARE FEET AND 5,331.21 SQUARE FEET LOCATED AT 
358 AND 360 SECOND AVENUE SOUTH, OWNED BY TOMAC, LLC, MORE FULLY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney 
Robert Pritt (9:49 a.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: Barnett and Finlay/no contact; 
Price and Sorey/visited the site and spoke with the petitioner and the petitioner’s agent; 
Sulick/visited the site but no contact; Saad/spoke with the petitioner’s agent; and 
Heitmann/visited the site and spoke with the petitioner.   
 
Attorney John Passidomo, noting himself as the new agent for the petitioners, indicated that he 
intended to provide a new perspective of the petitions upon that reconsideration.  He pointed out 
the two prior approvals by Council for similar requests that allowed fee simple ownership and 
thereby avoiding a condominium form of ownership for those other two-unit structures.  Mr. 
Passidomo then reviewed the site plan, denoting the above referenced variances and reiterating 
that the petitioners reside in the rear unit facing the alley and wish to sell the front unit.  He listed 
the following as four objectives that the petitioners share with the City: 1) encouraging single 
family use rather than multi-family use; 2) encouraging a single family aesthetic over a duplex 
aesthetic; 3) encouraging home ownership over condominium rental; and 4) encouraging a 
lower density in a property zoned for multi-family use.  The only change will be the form of 
ownership, he stated, noting that one of the aforementioned similar petitions also involved a 
variance; he therefore requested approval as recommended by staff. 
 
City Attorney Pritt then recommended that a Whereas clause be added to both subject 
resolutions indicating Mr. Passidomo as the agent of record for the reconsideration.  Planning 
Director Robin Singer then briefly reviewed the petitions as contained in her agenda 
memorandum (Attachment 4), noting that while staff recommended approval, the Planning 
Advisory Board (PAB) had not concurred due to concerns with a front-to-rear lot division; the 
PAB does support fee simple ownership except in that instance, she added.  She further 
confirmed that the above referenced prior approval had involved a variance addressing 
minimum lot size.  In response to Council Member Sulick, Ms. Singer clarified that form of 
ownership is not determined during the building permit process for duplexes although the 
question will be asked in the future; townhouse ownership is questioned currently, she added.  
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Mrs. Sulick also questioned the rear unit fronting onto an alley and Ms. Singer pointed out that 
this is not prohibited in the City. 
 
City Attorney Pritt assured Council Member Heitmann that a common structure agreement is 
attached to the resolution and recorded in the public record, as well as being referenced on the 
final plat map; such an agreement runs with the land and is legally binding to future owners, he 
added.  Ms. Singer then explained that the plat would also reflect the voluntary reduction in 
density for each of the two lots to 1 unit where currently 1.5 would be allowed. 
Public Comment:  (10:14 a.m.)  Henry Kennedy, Naples, waived comment.  William Kelly, 
PO Box 2584, observed that in his opinion, no new information had been provided but the 
petitioner’s agent had claimed that the request should be approved due to prior approvals.  He 
stated that he had cautioned Council against setting a precedent during those prior 
considerations, noting that one of those property owners has now converted a public alley to a 
side driveway; homes should not be allowed to front on alleys, he asserted.  The petitioner 
created the circumstances and should be denied this variance, he concluded. 
 
Attorney Passidomo reiterated that if the City wishes to reduce density by allowing single family 
town homes rather than multi-family condominiums, as with the other two instances, the 
petitions should be approved.  Council Member Finlay agreed and seconded the motion 
reflected below, adding that he believed the neighborhood would benefit from ownership versus 
rental of the units.  Council Member Saad indicated that while he would support the motion, the 
issues must be addressed by Council due to the number of these requests being submitted.  
Mayor Sorey added that a need for fee simple ownership is now apparent and a process to 
make it available must be developed which does not involve a variance.   
 
Council Members Sulick and Heitmann maintained their opposition due to the City being asked 
to alter its zoning to accommodate a form of ownership. 

MOTION by Barnett to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13091 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 5-2, all members present and voting 
(Finlay-yes, Saad-yes, Barnett-yes, Sulick-no, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, 
Sorey-yes).  (It is noted for the record that a Whereas clause is to be added 
reflecting Attorney John Passidomo as agent for the petitioner.) 
 
MOTION by Barnett to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13092 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and carried 5-2, all members present and voting 
(Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-no, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-no, 
Sorey-yes).  (It is noted for the record that a Whereas clause is to be added 
reflecting Attorney John Passidomo as agent for the petitioner.) 

Recess:  10:31 a.m. to 10:45 a.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council 
Members were present when the meeting reconvened. 

RESOLUTION 12-13093................................................................................................... ITEM 8 
A RESOLUTION DETERMINING VARIANCE PETITION 12-V4 FROM SECTION 58-176 OF 
THE CODE OF ORDINANCES TO ALLOW AN EXISTING HOUSE AND POOL TO REMAIN 
WITH NONCONFORMING FRONT, SIDE AND REAR SETBACKS ON PROPERTY 
LOCATED AT 1575 GULF SHORE BOULEVARD SOUTH, OWNED BY DAN G. FISHBURN, 
TRUSTEE AND PATRICIA S. MANNIX (FISHBURN) TRUSTEE; MORE FULLY DESCRIBED 
HEREIN, SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS LISTED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (10:45 a.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 
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parte disclosures: Heitmann/visited the site and spoke with the petitioner; Saad, Finlay and 
Barnett/familiar with the site but no contact; and Sulick, Sorey and Price/visited the site but no 
contact.  Petitioner Patricia Mannix (Fishburn) briefly explained that the house and pool were 
built according to plans submitted and approved by the City; however, during the process of 
selling the home recently, it became apparent that the setbacks did not meet Code 
requirements although they remain the same as in 2000 when the home received its Certificate 
of Occupancy (CO).   
 
Planning Director Robin Singer provided details of the various encroachments as contained in 
her agenda memorandum (Attachment 5), explaining changes to the approval process since 
2000 intended to avoid such incidences; she recommended approval of the variance with the 
condition as reflected on page 2 of the aforementioned memorandum. 
Public Comment:  (10:53 a.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Heitmann to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13093 as submitted; 
seconded by Finlay and unanimously carried, all members present and 
voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-
yes, Sorey-yes). 

ORDINANCE 12-13094..................................................................................................... ITEM 9 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO DENSITIES; REPEALING SECTION 56-88, DENSITY; 
REPEALING SECTION 56-123, DENSITIES, MAXIMUM PERMITTED; AMENDING 
SUBSECTION (3) OF SECTION 58-263, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING SECTION 58-271, 
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF SECTION 58-293, 
CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING SECTION 58-301, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DENSITY; 
AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (2) AND (5) OF SECTION 58-323, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING 
SECTION 58-331, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF 
SECTION 58-353, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING SECTION 58-361, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE 
DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF SECTION 58-383, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING 
SECTION 58-392, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF 
SECTION 58-413, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING SECTION 58-422, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE 
DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF SECTION 58-443, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING 
SECTION 58-451, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (2) AND (6) 
OF SECTION 58-473, CONDITIONAL USES; ADDING SECTION 58-481, MAXIMUM 
ALLOWABLE DENSITY; AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (10), (13) AND (15) OF SECTION 58-503, 
CONDITIONAL USES; AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (4) AND (5) OF SECTION 58-533, 
CONDITIONAL USES; AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (5) AND (6) OF SECTION 58-563, 
CONDITIONAL USES; AMENDING SUBSECTIONS (12) AND (18) OF SECTION 58-593; 
AMENDING SUBSECTION (13) OF SECTION 58-622, USES PERMITTED; AMENDING 
SUBSECTIONS (4) AND (5) OF SECTION 58-623, CONDITIONAL USES; AMENDING 
SUBSECTION (3) OF SECTION 58-742, USES PERMITTED; AMENDING SUBSECTION (2) OF 
SECTION 58-743, CONDITIONAL USES; AMENDING SECTION 58-802, USES PERMITTED; 
AND AMENDING SUBSECTION (18) OF SECTION 58-904, CONDITIONAL USES; OF THE 
CODE OF ORDINANCES, CITY OF NAPLES, FOR THE OF PURPOSE MOVING MAXIMUM 
DENSITIES INTO EACH ZONING DISTRICT, MOVING DENSITIES FOR TRANSIENT 
LODGING AND NURSING HOMES INTO EACH APPLICABLE DISTRICT; ELIMINATING THE 
METHOD OF PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD APPROVAL FOR ADDITIONAL DENSITY; 
ADDING DEFINITIONS OF TRANSIENT LODGING TO ADD DENSITY REQUIREMENT; 
PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION AND AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (10:55 a.m.). 
Public Comment:  (10:57 a.m.)  None. 
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MOTION by Finlay to ADOPT ORDINANCE 12-13094 as submitted; 
seconded by Saad and carried 6-0, all members present and voting 
(Barnett-absent, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-yes, 
Sorey-yes). 

ORDINANCE (First Reading only / no action taken).................................................... ITEM 10 
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO COASTAL CONSTRUCTION; AMENDING SECTION 52-32, 
COASTAL CONSTRUCTION CODE, TO DEFINE THE ROLE COASTAL AREAS PLAY IN 
OUR COMMUNITY, UPDATE THE COASTAL CONSTRUCTION REQUIREMENTS AND 
DEFINITIONS TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION 
ORDINANCE AND THE FLORIDA STATUTES, AND TO PROVIDE A HIGHER 
REGULATORY STANDARD IN PROTECTING OUR COASTAL AREAS; AMENDING 
SECTION 52-33, COASTAL CONSTRUCTION SETBACK LINE OF THE CODE OF 
ORDINANCES, TO REVISE THE REQUIREMENT TO OBTAIN A VARIANCE FOR 
RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION SEAWARD OF THE COASTAL CONSTRUCTION 
SETBACK LINE AND ADDING A PROVISION THAT IMPROVES ENFORCEMENT OF THE 
CITY’S MARINE TURTLE PROTECTION REGULATIONS; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY 
CLAUSE, A REPEALER PROVISION; AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney 
Robert Pritt (10:58 a.m.). 
RESOLUTION 12-13095................................................................................................. ITEM 11 
A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THAT THE COLLIER COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS AMEND SECTION 2-830(d) OF THE COLLIER COUNTY CODE OF 
ORDINANCES, KNOWN AS THE “RESIGN TO RUN” PROVISION; DIRECTING THAT THE 
CITY CLERK FORWARD A COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  Title read by City Attorney 
Robert Pritt (10:59 a.m.).  Council Member Finlay provided a brief overview of the 
circumstances that arise when the above cited provision is applied by Collier County as 
contained in the agenda memorandum submitted by City Manager William Moss (Attachment 
6).   
Public Comment:  (11:04 a.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Finlay to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13095 as submitted; 
seconded by Barnett and unanimously carried, all members present and 
voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-
yes, Sorey-yes). 

It is noted for the record that Items 12-a and 12–b were read and considered 
concurrently. 

CLERK’S TRACKING #12-00011................................................................................ITEM 12-a 
AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO THE CITY’S WATER TREATMENT 
PLANT FILTER CONTROLS AND VALVES: \ VENDOR: POOLE & KENT COMPANY OF 
FLORIDA, MIAMI, FLORIDA \ COST: $1,263,300 \ FUNDING: CIP 11K15 – FILTER 
CONTROL REHAB. 
RESOLUTION 12-13096..............................................................................................ITEM 12-b 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2011-12 BUDGET ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 11-12953 
TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT FUNDING FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO THE WATER TREATMENT 
PLANT FILTER CONTROLS AND FILTER VALVES; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.  Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (11:04 a.m.).  Utilities Director Robert Middleton 
briefly reviewed his agenda memorandum which summarized the items, confirming for the City 
Attorney that the low bid in fact met specifications.   
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In response to Council Member Heitmann, Deputy City Clerk Jessica Rosenberg explained that 
contracts are tracked by the City Clerk’s Office with a numbering system initiated when Council 
agreed with staff that resolutions were not necessary for approving them. 
Public Comment:  (11:06 a.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Sulick to APPROVE ITEM 12-a as submitted; seconded by 
Heitmann and unanimously carried, all members present and voting 
(Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-yes, 
Sorey-yes). 
 
MOTION by Saad to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13096 as submitted; 
seconded by Sulick and unanimously carried, all members present and 
voting (Barnett-yes, Finlay-yes, Heitmann-yes, Price-yes, Saad-yes, Sulick-
yes, Sorey-yes). 

RESOLUTION 12-13097................................................................................................. ITEM 13 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2011-12 BUDGET ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE 11-12953 
TO FUND THE COSTS OF REPAIRING AND MAINTAINING THE DECORATIVE 
STREETLIGHTS WITHIN THE 41-10 DISTRICT AND THE RIVER PARK NEIGHBORHOOD 
IN THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREA; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  
Title read by City Attorney Robert Pritt (11:09 a.m.).  City Manager William Moss provided a 
brief overview of the item as contained in the agenda memorandum submitted by Assistant City 
Manager Roger Reinke (Attachment 7), noting that staff recommended that the funding source 
for the lighting repair/improvements be allocated from the General Fund Contingency; only 
Council may allocate from this fund, he added.  Additional funding options are also offered for 
consideration in the March 27 memorandum by Streets & Stormwater Director Gregg Strakaluse 
(Attachment 8, Page 2), Mr. Moss concluded.   
 
Following his analysis of percentages of taxable values within the City compared to those of the 
redevelopment area, Council Member Finlay recommended that 70% of the funding be 
allocated from the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) and 30% from the General Fund.  
Mayor Sorey questioned this, noting that the lighting to be repaired/maintained is located along 
streets utilized by vehicles and pedestrians who do not live within the redevelopment area or 
even within the City.  If using that analogy, Mr. Finlay said, then the CRA should not have 
funded the Fifth Avenue South lighting project recently completed.  Council Member Sulick 
stated that the lighting should be funded by the CRA also, except that along US 41 and Director 
Strakaluse clarified that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has an agreement 
with the City for the US 41 lighting, except the decorative fixtures which are the City’s 
responsibility.  Council Member Saad supported allocation from the contingency fund as he said 
that he supported use of CRA funds only for capital improvement projects and removal of blight 
in the redevelopment area neighborhoods.   
 
Council Member Heitmann agreed with Council Member Finlay’s above comments, questioning 
the number of lights along US 41 and those along the side streets; a breakdown could be 
provided at a later time, Mr. Strakaluse stated.  Addressing Council Member Saad’s comments, 
Mrs. Heitmann said that she believed that the streetlight’s current condition could be viewed as 
contributing to blighted conditions, especially with regard to safety of residents and visitors 
utilizing the sidewalks and roadways involved.  She agreed with Mr. Saad that an exit plan for 
the CRA, which sunsets in 2024, should be developed addressing the future necessity of the 
City funding the maintenance of capital projects funded by the CRA until that time.  City 
Manager Moss observed that prior to the new lighting along Fifth Avenue South, the City, via the 
Streets Funds, had maintained the existing lighting, not the CRA Fund; Vice Mayor Price agreed 
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with this recollection.  Assistant City Manager Reinke then clarified for Mrs. Heitmann that the 
projected $2-million balance in the CRA Trust Fund is an approximate figure applying known 
expenditures for the remainder of the fiscal year and could change should currently unbudgeted 
expenditures be approved.  Mr. Price concluded the discussion by recommending that a CRA 
review be scheduled to develop a plan for the future of the redevelopment area.   
Public Comment:  (11:31 a.m.)  None. 

MOTION by Saad to APPROVE RESOLUTION 12-13097 as submitted; 
seconded by Price and carried 4-3, all members present and voting 
(Heitmann-no, Finlay-no, Price-yes, Barnett-yes, Sulick-no, Saad-yes, 
Sorey-yes). 

VENDOR / BOOTH FEES............................................................................................... ITEM 15 
DISCUSSION OF VENDOR / BOOTH FEES FOR SPECIAL EVENTS CONDUCTED WITHIN 
THE CITY OF NAPLES.  (11:32 a.m.)  Community Services Director David Lykins provided a 
brief history of the vendor/booth fees for special events as contained in his agenda 
memorandum (Attachment 9), concluding with the three options cited on page 2 of the 
aforementioned memorandum.  In response to Vice Mayor Price, he stated that the annual 
revenue from the fees averages $12,000 to $14,000.  He also clarified for Council Member 
Sulick that the City routinely funds custodial services for restroom maintenance and refuse 
removal, as well as minimal electrical costs for events held in Cambier Park or on the streets 
that are not fully City-sponsored; police and fire coverage is reimbursed to some extent.  Mrs. 
Sulick observed that the intent of increasing the fees in 2009 had been to halt the taxpayers 
subsidizing the events except for those chosen for City sponsorship; this continues to be her 
key concern, she added. 
 
Referencing his prior calculation of $5,000 per hour for Council meetings, Vice Mayor Price 
observed that should discussion of the fees go beyond two hours for this item then the revenue 
for the year has been made moot.  If the revenue had been reported at $100,000 annually, then 
a prolonged discussion would be warranted, he said. 
Public Comment:  (11:49 a.m.)  The following speakers indicated support of eliminating all 
vendor/booth fees, citing their ongoing costs for events and their contribution to the community 
financially: Charlotte Burnett, representing Naples Art Crafters; Barbara Walker, 
representing Neapolitan Enterprises; Tony Ridgway, representing Third Street South 
Merchants Association; and Marianne Megela, representing Naples Art Association,  
 
Mayor Sorey noted his support for elimination of the fees, noting that the events contribute to 
the quality of life in the City and that the City subsidizes many activities.  He then proffered the 
motion below which was seconded by Vice Mayor Price.  Council Member Sulick maintained her 
support of some sort of mechanism for reimbursement to the City following major events and 
Mayor Sorey suggested that a street fee be vetted via the Community Services Advisory Board 
(CSAB), with recommendations then forwarded to Council for consideration.   

MOTION by Sorey to DIRECT STAFF TO DRAFT RESOLUTION 
ELIMINATING BOOTH FEES FOR CONSIDERATION AT APRIL 18, 2012 
REGULAR MEETING AND RETURN AT A FUTURE TIME WITH 
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM CSAB ON PARK / STREET FEES.  This motion 
was seconded by Price and carried 6-1, all members present and voting 
(Saad-yes, Sulick-yes, Heitmann-no, Finlay-yes, Price-yes, Barnett-yes, 
Sorey-yes). 

Recess:  12:40 p.m. to 1:09 p.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council Members 
were present when the meeting reconvened. 
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STORMWATER LAKES MANAGEMENT PLAN DISCUSSION..................................... ITEM 14 
(1:09 p.m.)  Streets & Stormwater Director Gregg Strakaluse utilized an electronic presentation 
during review of the stormwater lakes management plan.  (A printed copy of the presentation as 
well as the plan is contained in the file for this meeting in the City Clerk’s Office.)  He then 
explained for Council Member Finlay that water quality data had not been obtained from 
Lowdermilk Lake in 2008 as it empties into the Gulf of Mexico, which is not considered impaired; 
it will be tested at some point in the future, he added.  With regard to spot dredging of some 
lakes, Natural Resources Manager Michael Bauer clarified that while this process does remove 
areas of concentrated pollutant-filled muck, it does not treat the source and therefore the need 
for public education and awareness of activities that increase the level of pollutants entering the 
waterbodies.   
 
A brief discussion of the detention ponds at the municipal airport followed during which it was 
noted the Naples Airport Authority’s (NAA’s) intent to collect water quality data prior to 
expansion of the system.  Dr. Bauer agreed with Mayor Sorey that the City should coordinate 
this effort with the NAA to guarantee that the airport data parameters are similar to the City’s.   
 
Dr. Bauer clarified that aerators and the floating islands have been effective in addressing algae 
blooms although Spring Lake and Swan Lake are both heavily treated with chemicals by the 
surrounding residents.  Director Strakaluse then reported that the source of fecal coliform in 
Spring Lake is as yet undetermined although testing was done the prior day and results should 
be available within 30 days; testing will be scheduled twice a year following source identification.  
With regard to ownership of Spring Lake, City Attorney Robert Pritt explained that while it is 
known that the lake does not belong to the City, the current owner(s) is unknown.  The lake was 
owned by the original developers of that area (Lakeview Terrace) and at the time of dissolution 
of their company a trust was formed; the trust was later also dissolved, he added.  Apparently 
no dedication to the City of the lake was ever forthcoming, Mr. Pritt indicated, and Mr. 
Strakaluse advised that staff recommended that the City work with the surrounding property 
owners, sharing the costs to solve the issues with that particular lake.  Mr. Pritt then observed 
that methods exist to allow such a partnership.  Mayor Sorey said that he believed that the 
runoff from 340 acres is collected in that lake and therefore the surrounding property owners 
contribute a small amount of the pollution.  This will prove to be problematic with most of the 
lakes to be treated, Mr. Pritt stated.   
 
Council Member Price commended the plan, requesting that water quality improvements be 
tracked to allow cost / benefit analyses to be made on an ongoing basis as the program is 
implemented.  Mr. Strakaluse confirmed that resources are available to implement the plan for 
Tier I (Attachment 10) lakes and staff intends to communicate with property owners whose land 
abuts the private lakes and those with an undetermined ownership.  Direction is needed as to 
how aggressive Council deems staff should be in this regard and Mr. Price recommended 
beginning with Tier I, Lake Manor specifically, with details of expenditures to be provided on a 
regular basis to Council, and Mayor Sorey added that resulting lowered levels of pollutants in 
Naples Bay must also be factored into the aforementioned analyses.  Lake Manor should 
provide a model for addressing the remainder of the lakes in that tier, then allow its application 
to the Tier II lakes.  Director Strakaluse advised that each community will also be accountable to 
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) with regard to meeting the numeric 
nutrient criteria.   
 
Council Member Sulick requested that staff provide the number of acres draining into each 
receiving lake.   
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With regard to treatment of Spring Lake, Dr. Bauer explained for Council Member Heitmann that 
several years ago the surrounding property owners had agreed to chemically maintain the lake 
and the City would install the aerators; they were also to inform the City of any maintenance 
which, to date, has not occurred, and the chemicals being utilized have virtually killed off all of 
the vegetation, he added.  Relative to regulatory requirements, Director Strakaluse agreed with 
Mrs. Heitmann that penalties do exist and noted that the new numeric nutrient criteria are to 
become effective in November.  With the lake management plan, the City is attempting to 
demonstrate steps being taken to mitigate pollution into Naples Bay.  Dr. Bauer added that no 
immediate penalties would be levied and that credit would be given for steps toward lowering 
pollutant levels, agreeing with Council Member Price that Lake Manor would be the most 
effective model to educate the public City-wide.  He further advised Mrs. Heitmann that the 
water in Lake Manor eventually enters the Gordon River and therefore Naples Bay.  Mr. 
Strakaluse then reported that no lakes within golf courses had been included within the plan as 
they receive no City stormwater discharges, although pointing out that the owners of those lakes 
will be included in the public outreach program and the lakes subject to pollutant loading 
regulations as they empty directly into receiving waterbodies.   
 
In response to Council Member Barnett, Mr. Strakaluse stated that should the Lake Manor plan 
be implemented, results should be seen by the end of the next fiscal year.  Dr. Bauer added that 
the lake’s high copper content is largely due to the fact that the lake is located within the Garden 
of Hope (Naples Community Hospital / NCH property) and is treated with copper sulfate that 
migrates downstream to Lake Manor; educating NCH with alternative treatment of its lake 
should improve water quality downstream, he said.   
 
Council Member Sulick recommended that following summer recess, staff provide information to 
residents regarding the state and federal mandates relative to water quality, including penalties.  
City Manager William Moss stated that the assignment of responsibility as to the source of 
pollutants, such as the City or Collier County, would not be assigned until August but general 
information would be available.   
 
Discussion followed regarding direction for staff and the consensus below was forthcoming.  
Additional information is to be provided, including a timeline for implementation.   
Public Comment:  (2:27 p.m.)  None. 

Consensus to place Tier I (City-owned) and Tier II (priority) lakes 
management plans in next capital budget cycle; staff to return with 
additional information on Lake Manor. 

Recess:  2:47 p.m. to 2:57 p.m.  It is noted for the record that the same Council Members 
were present when the meeting reconvened except Vice Mayor Price who returned at 
3:04 p.m. 

UTILITIES ZERO-BASED BUDGETING PRESENTATION ............................................ ITEM 16 
(2:57 p.m.)  Utilities Director Robert Middleton utilized an electronic presentation for his 
department’s zero-based budget analysis (a printed copy of which is contained in the file for this 
meeting in the City Clerk's Office; excerpted text of which is appended hereto as Attachment 
11). 
Public Comment:  (3:55 p.m.)  Sue Smith, 11th Avenue South, questioned the apparent 
increase of outsourcing.  Referencing recent controversy regarding fluoridation of drinking 
water, she urged that more research be undertaken in that respect.  She also received 
confirmation that automated systems do have backup systems in the event of failures. 
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In response to Council Member Finlay, Director Middleton assured Council that the City’s sewer 
system will meet the demands once its service area reaches build-out, although City Manager 
William Moss added that it is as yet unclear as to whether water needs will be met for the 30-
year plan.  Mr. Middleton stated that demand for potable water continues to lessen with the use 
of irrigation (reclaimed, reuse or alternative) water and expansion of that service area.  Council 
Member Saad received assurance that distribution loss is less than 5% (industry standard is 
10%), and actually 2% most of the time.  Mr. Moss then clarified that while conversion from 
septic to the City’s sewer system has undergone master planning, the priority Bembury 
neighborhood cost is prohibitive for the residents; grants are being sought, he added.   
 
Director Middleton then clarified for Council Member Saad that routine maintenance should 
remain in-house for greater control.  However, certain functions prove to be less expensive 
when outsourced, such as hauling sludge from the water and wastewater.  Mr. Middleton further 
observed that the plants are monitored closely by the Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection (FDEP) and the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) with the most 
recent infraction in 1995 of discharge into the Gordon River during renovation of the Wastewater 
Treatment Plant; such a record would become difficult with outsourcing.   
 
Council Member Heitmann received an update of the electronically read water meter installation 
project and the backflow preventer installation program, as well as affirmation that the 
department does perform all chloride testing.  She then requested a future update on the City’s 
wellfields.   
 
Mr. Middleton then explained that during the engineering analysis of the expansion of the 
project service area, financial modeling will occur to ascertain the loss of revenue due to 
reclaimed water replacing potable water for irrigation.  Mayor Sorey noted that with the shortage 
of alternative water experienced by Collier County, excess City production might be sold but Mr. 
Middleton cautioned that City volumes would be utilized for filling its aquifer storage and 
recovery (ASR) wells prior to any other strategy being considered.  He observed for Council 
Member Saad that the exploratory well permit proposed for the Cove storm station area is to be 
submitted to the state at month’s end. 
PUBLIC COMMENT ....................................................................................................................  
(4:23 p.m.)  Ernest Linneman, representing the Naples Airport Authority (NAA), read into 
the record a statement representing the NAA’s response to comments during Item 5 by Larry 
Schultz and Alan Parker regarding the runway extension project and its response to public 
records requests (Attachment 12).  In response to Council Member Finlay, he clarified that while 
taxiway A had in fact been reflected on the site plan referenced, it had also been noted that it 
was to be constructed within the next five-year period due to issues with the location of an 
existing retention pond; design for the needed modifications is going forward, he added.  Mr. 
Linneman however declined to comment with regard to intersection takeoffs, also referenced 
during Item 5, saying that it was being discussed by the NAA.  Cormac Giblin, Chairman of 
the NAA, read into the record his April 3 letter regarding the establishment of an airport 
advisory board (Attachment 13), which also pointed out the effort of the NAA, noting that its 
membership is made up entirely of City residents and therefore do not have a conflict of interest 
with other residents.  He confirmed for Council Member Sulick that the public is welcome to 
attend the NAA meetings and workshops, noting that they are held in the Council Chamber 
although at times workshops may of necessity be held at the airport.  In response to Council 
Member Heitmann, he explained that the NAA views itself as Council’s advisory committee, as 
well as the Noise Compatibility Committee, and that it does not see the need for an additional 
body to be established; no official NAA discussion/vote has occurred regarding the matter, he 
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added.  He stated that he believed the NAA and Council should schedule at least one joint 
meeting per year to address issues which arise, not merely to discuss the airport’s budget.  
Over the past 10 months, the NAA has attempted to improve its community outreach efforts in 
various ways, Mr. Giblin pointed out, noting its willingness to work with the residents for better 
communication.   
 
A brief discussion of other airport advisory committees followed and Council Member Finlay 
questioned how the Sunshine Law (Chapter 286, Florida Statutes) would be adhered to by a 
local board and whether other truly independent airport authority boards, such as the NAA, have 
advisory committees.  Vice Mayor Price observed that the issue should be discussed by 
Council, requesting that the NAA provide a written response to the allegations regarding its 
public records process as referenced by Mr. Schultz during Item 5 above.  Sue Smith, 11th 
Avenue South, stated that while she did not disapprove of the local airport, the increases in 
noise and pollutants from the increased number of aircraft are simply unacceptable.  The City is 
popular as a community for enjoyment of the outdoors and it is no longer as enjoyable, she said, 
noting residue from the aircraft being distributed in pools and yards.  The number of concerned 
citizens is increasing due to the increase in the noise and pollution, she concluded. 
CORRESPONDENCE AND COMMUNICATIONS .......................................................................  
(4:45 p.m.)  During review of items commented upon at the recent Town Hall meeting, Mayor 
Sorey received a consensus of no support for pursuing an airport advisory committee (6-1 / 
Heitmann dissenting), although Council directed staff to contact the Naples Airport Authority 
(NAA) and schedule a joint meeting of the two entities.  He further noted his intent to attend an 
upcoming NAA meeting, as a private citizen, regarding aircraft ignoring the voluntary curfew of 
flights, following which he cautioned against discussion of Clam Bay issues due to ongoing 
litigation.  Consensus followed that Dr. David Buser submit a position paper for discussion by 
Council, avoiding issues under litigation.  Vice Mayor Price indicated that April 2 had been 
designated as World Autism Day.  He complimented the aforementioned Town Hall meeting, 
recommending future ones be moderated by the Mayor only and concluded by saying that 
board and committee members should be treated with respect.  Council Member Barnett 
suggested that Town Hall meetings be scheduled in various locations around the City and that a 
discussion should be scheduled relative to the City purchasing the Renaissance Village 
Property (northwest corner of US 41 and Goodlette-Frank Road) (consensus not to pursue such 
a discussion).  Council Member Sulick received confirmation of an open container law with 
regard to alcoholic beverages, noting violations of same along Fifth Avenue South that had 
been reported to her by citizens; the City Manager indicated that a workshop discussion of this 
topic would be scheduled.  Additionally, she questioned the process for horticultural waste 
removal, noting its buildup along streets prior to being picked up.  Referencing the National 
Healthcare Decisions Day proclamation (see Item 3 above), Council Member Saad stressed the 
importance of such directives, continuing by questioning the status of Code amendments 
regarding duplexes and requesting that a copy of the draft ordinance be provided as soon as 
possible.  He also reported that the Collier County Sheriff’s Department had obtained a 911 
software update which should improve service and recommended that the small parcel of 
property located near the Florida Power & Light (FPL) substation on Goodlette-Frank Road be 
researched for purchase by the City as a parking site for the River Park Community pool 
(consensus for staff to research).  Council Member Heitmann questioned the use of sandwich 
board signage in the City and shared her personal feelings regarding the outcome of the recent 
rules and procedures discussion in which she was prohibited, via Council consensus, from 
obtaining a paper copy of the Council meeting packet in the future.  She provided supporting 
reasons for the request, offering to pay for the copies.  Mrs. Heitmann then expressed concern 
with the recent ejection of a resident from a meeting during public comment on an item, to which 
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Mayor Sorey indicated that he has spoken personally to the citizen and welcomed his return to 
meetings. 
ADJOURN ...................................................................................................................................  
5:51 p.m. 
 
       ______________________________ 

   John F. Sorey III, Mayor 
 
 
______________________________ 
Tara A. Norman, City Clerk 
 
 
Minutes prepared by: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Vicki L. Smith, Technical Writing Specialist 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Minutes Approved:  May 16, 2012 
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