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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 21-00594 City Council 8/12/2021

DISCUSSION ITEM

SPONSOR: City Council Member Sherri Myers

SUBJECT:

TURNING CITY OWNED STORMWATER PONDS INTO GREEN SPACES AND/OR MAKING THEM
AESTHETICALLY PLEASING SO AS NOT TO HAVE A NEGATIVE IMPACT ON BUSINESSES AND
NEIGHBORHOODS.

SUMMARY:

The City has many city owned and maintained stormwater ponds. This item seeks to discuss the
possibility of turning these ponds into green spaces or in the alternative, making them aesthetically
pleasing so they do not have a negative impact on the businesses and neighborhoods around them.

PRIOR ACTION:

None

STAFF CONTACT:

Don Kraher, Council Executive

ATTACHMENTS:

None

PRESENTATION: No
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Airport pond beh ind Hilton Garden Inn-Submitted by Council Member Myers 
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Airport Stormwater-Submitted by Council Member Myers 
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Market Place Pond-Submitted by Council Member Myers 
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Market Place Stormwater-Submitted by Council Member Myers 
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Market Place Google-Submitted by Council Member Myers 
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THE COMMUNITY BUILDER 

Wet Retention Ponds vs. Dry Detention Ponds 

You might be asking yourself why this is even important to you. Well, enough 

board members asked after we ran our article in February to cause me to do a 

little more research on the subject. As it turns out, it is very important and there 

are considerable differences. 

Wet Retention Ponds 

A retention pond is a pond designed to hold a specific amount of water 

indefinitely. Usually the pond is designed to have drainage leading to another 

location when the water level gets above the pond capacity, but still maintains a 

certain capacity. Retention ponds capture the diverted storm water runoff from 

streets and gutters and other impervious surfaces, such as roofs, parking lots and 

sidewalks. Retention ponds provides two primary services. First, they retain 

runoff before releasing it into streams or other bodies of water. They release the 

water at flow rates and frequencies similar to those that existed under natural 

conditions (prior to land clearing and development). The flood volume held in a 

retaining pond reduces the impact on downstream storm water systems. The 

second benefit of retaining ponds is they provide pollutant removal through 

settling and biological uptake. (Biological uptake is the transfer of substances 

from the environment to plants, animals and humans.) Ponds remove 30-80% of 

certain pollutants from water before it enters other bodies of water or water 

sheds. (Water shed: an area of land that drains downslope to the lowest point. 

The water moves through a network of drainage pathways, both underground 

and on the surface - most commonly associated with lakes, riverfronts and 

streams.) Common pollutants reduced are sediments, bacteria, greases, oils, 

metals, total suspended solids, phosphorous, nitrogen and trash. Ponds are one 

of the most effective tools at providing channel protection and pollutant removal 

in urban streams. Essentially, retention ponds provide water quality and quantity 

control. 
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THE COMMUNITY BUILDER 

Aquatic vegetation is often associated with wet ponds. Vegetation such as 

grasses and plants are able to establish themselves in the wet ponds thus 

providing extra pollution removal. The aquatic plants serve as an extra filter in 

the pond. They assimilate dissolved pollutants and by "biological uptake", 

transform pollutants into less toxic materials. Microorganisms often establish 

themselves in wet ponds and aid in the breakdown of pollutants. 

Dry Detention Ponds 

Dry ponds, also called "detention ponds" are storm water basins that are 

designed to intercept a volume of storm water runoff and temporarily impound 

the water for gradual release to the receiving stream or storm water sewer 

system. (Dry ponds are typically on-line, end-of-pipe BMP's (Best Management 

Practices)). Dry ponds are designed to completely empty out between runoff 

events and therefore provide mainly runoff rate control as opposed to water 

quality control. Dry ponds can provide limited settling of particulate matter, but a 

large portion of this material can be resuspended by subsequent runoff events. 

Therefore, dry ponds should be viewed as a way to reduce the peak discharge of 

storm water into receiving streams or storm water sewers to limit downstream 

flooding. 

Most dry detention ponds are designed to empty in a time period of less than 24 

hours, resulting in lower contaminant removal (the inter-event settling time does 

not exist) than wet ponds. If water quality treatment is the intended goal of the 

pond, a wet or extended storage pond design should be considered. 

Traditional dry ponds have rarely been considered acceptable ponds from a 

water-quality perspective. The potential for scour (the removal of soil and bank 

material from rushing water) and small detention times almost always eliminates 

these ponds from consideration as a water quality BMP. Dry ponds are generally 

longer than they are wide. The grading in a dry pond is less critical than a wet 

pond since there is no permanent pool. The side slopes are generally an average 

of 3:1 or flatter. Flatter slopes help prevent erosion of the banks during larger 

storm events and make routine maintenance of the slopes (mowing) easier. They 
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THE COMMUNITY BUILDER 

also provide for better public safety and allow easier access. 

Dry ponds are normally the least affected by winter/spring conditions because 

there is no permanent pool and the pond's function is not dependent on 

infiltration. 

Maintenance is required for the proper operation of dry ponds. Plans for dry 

ponds should identify owners or parties responsible for maintenance and an 

inspection and maintenance schedule for extended storage ponds. Once 

constructed, the dry pond should be inspected after several storm events to 

confirm drainage system functions, bank stability and vegetation growth. The 

outlet structure should be inspected for evidence of clogging or outflow release 

velocities that are greater than design flow. At least twice during the growing 

season, accumulated trash and debris should be removed from the side slopes, 

embankment and spillway. All dry pond outlet devices should be protected from 

clogging. Sediment should be removed from the pond as necessary and at least 

once every 5 to 25 years (usually sooner rather than later). 

The frequency of sediment removal depends on the years of sediment 

accumulation that were incorporated into the design. Because these types of 

ponds do not have as much sediment storage volume as a typical wet pond, they 

need to be maintained more regularly. 

Residential areas also pose an added threat to the storm water systems with such 

common activities as fertilizing and watering lawns, washing cars and painting 

houses. The simple act of water runoff from fertilization will increase the buildup 

of nutrients in a wet pond. A shallow basin and warm weather can create an 

algae bloom that will cause the pond to attain a green scum or large clumps of 

algae floating on the surface. This bloom can remove the oxygen from the water 

and kill off any fish or other aquatic inhabitants that are present, creating an 

unsightly and smelly mess. 
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Grass clippings blown into the pond from mowers facing the wrong way can also 

create issues. Grass clippings being washed into the storm sewers contribute to 

problems with sediment and clogging of the pipes. Not only is it unsightly, but 

the decomposition of the material adds nutrients that can cause other problems. 

Retention ponds are beneficial for providing storm water abatement and the 

removal of pollutants from storm water, whether dry or wet. Many states such as 

California, Nevada, Idaho, North Carolina and Florida realize the potential benefits 

of retention ponds. For example, the state of Florida began requiring storm water 

treatment in new developments in the 1980's. New developments are required 

to reduce pollution associated with storm water runoff. Thousands of ponds have 

been designed and built to help meet this need. 

Retention ponds are ideal partners for residential areas within proximity to any 

river, stream or watershed since the pollutant most successfully removed from 

the storm water is sediment. 
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 21-00595 City Council 8/12/2021

DISCUSSION ITEM

SPONSOR: City Council Member Sherri Myers

SUBJECT:

MAINTENANCE OF THE COMMUNITY MARITIME PARK

SUMMARY:

This item seeks to discuss the maintenance of the Community Maritime Park, to include income and
expenses, the irrigation system operation and expense, children’s playground repairs and
drainage/erosion issues.

PRIOR ACTION:

None

STAFF CONTACT:

Don Kraher, Council Executive

ATTACHMENTS:

1)  2019 Breakdown - Stadium vs Other 19 and 20

PRESENTATION: No
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2019 2020 2019 2020

Concessions $ 27,454.16            16,499.35    Insurance $ 78,835.58       64,027.08       

Use Fee 175,000.00          175,000.00  Property Tax 102,738.14     104,125.17     

Attendance Surcharge 262,803.50          125,000.00  Stormwater Fee 1,048.58         1,047.68         

Naming Rights 112,500.00          112,500.00  Game Day Security 38,944.80       -                   

Office Rent 9,000.00              9,000.00      Repairs 26,339.18       14,437.66       

  Subtotal 586,757.66          437,999.35  Alarm Monitoring 360.00             14,358.30       

Utilities 247,213.50     194,052.12     

  Subtotal 495,479.78     392,048.02     

R&R R&R

Stadium Netting -                   201,947.99     

106,973.50          Speaker System Repairs 6,352.25         46.70               

14,265.99            Elevator Repairs (357.54)           18,559.25       

Irrigation Pump -                   27,180.00       

Interior Stadium Painting 15,117.00       -                   

121,239.49          -                  Subtotal 21,111.71       247,733.94     

Sub-Total Stadium 707,997.15          437,999.35 Sub-Total Stadium 516,591.49    639,781.96    

Parking 129,041.70          -                Insurance * 31,900.76       36,015.24       

Rentals 34,420.00            6,700.00      Stormwater Fee 1,783.00         1,783.90         

Kiosk Sales 3,733.00              (300.00)        Amphitheatre 2,821.37         3,716.81         

UWF 25,000.00            16,666.68    Parks & Plaza Maintenance and Utilities 206,155.37     185,287.22     

Leases 146,467.20          153,484.32  Bulkhead 4,970.00         -                   

CAM Fees 14,341.92            15,067.80    Events 75,962.47       19,804.30       

Miscellaneous 619.32                  162.83          Parking 25,590.80       2,295.62         

Interest 18,160.70            16,585.69    Private Parcel (professional Svs) 11,706.88       4,457.00         

Donations 18,300.00            3,500.00      Marina 6,000.00         -                   

  Subtotal 390,083.84          211,867.32  Scoreboard repayment 20,000.00       20,000.00       

Park Repairs 2,069.46         -                   

  Subtotal 388,960.11     273,360.08     

R&R R&R

7,974.00              (1,992.00)     Amphitheatre Repairs 3,353.90         -                   

7,974.00              (1,992.00)       Subtotal 3,353.90         -                   

Sub-Total Non-Stadium 398,057.84          209,875.32 Sub-Total Non-Stadium 392,314.01    273,360.08    

TOTAL CMP REVENUES$ 1,106,054.99      647,874.67 TOTAL CMP EXPENDITURES $ 908,905.50    913,142.04    

CITY OF PENSACOLA

COMMUNITY MARITIME PARK MANAGEMENT SERVICES FUND

SCHEDULE OF REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES

For the Fiscal Years  Ended September 30, 2019 and 2020

NON-NFPB STADIUM REVENUES NON-STADIUM EXPENDITURES

NFPB STADIUM REVENUES STADIUM EXPENDITURES

(Unaudited)
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 21-00650 City Council 8/12/2021

DISCUSSION ITEM

SPONSOR: Grover C. Robinson, IV, Mayor

SUBJECT:

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE - REQUESTED BY LAMAR
ADVERTISING

RECOMMENDATION:

That City Council discuss a proposed amendment to the Land Development Code requested by
Lamar Advertising

HEARING REQUIRED: No Hearing Required

SUMMARY:

Lamar Advertising has requested that the City of Pensacola consider amending the Land
Development Code to allow for a “City Message Center” sign to be located on the north side of the
intersection Garden Street and Palafox Street, in the center median area. The Land Development
Code currently prohibits permanent off-premise signs (billboards), as well as internally illuminated
signage, at this location, as it is within the C-2A - Palafox Historic Business District,

Should City Council wish to consider the proposed amendment, the City’s Planning Board would be
required to review the request and make a recommendation. Additionally, due to the proposed
location, and as the proposed language removes the Architectural Review Board (ARB) from the
normal review process for sign permit approvals in this district, it is recommended that the ARB be
asked to provide input for consideration by the Planning Board and City Council.

PRIOR ACTION:

None

FUNDING:

N/A

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

None
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File #: 21-00650 City Council 8/12/2021

LEGAL REVIEW ONLY BY CITY ATTORNEY:    Yes

 7/27/2021

STAFF CONTACT:

Keith Wilkins, City Administrator
Kerrith Fiddler, Deputy City Administrator - Community Development

ATTACHMENTS:

1) City Message Center - Ordinance Draft 5.17.21

PRESENTATION: No end
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City of Pensacola
New Ordinance proposal for the “City Message Center” at Palafox and Garden St

1. Definition:
a. The City Message Center is a digital display that is located on city-owned

property or city-approved parcel(s).
b. Has (at least) two of the spots reserved for the exclusive use of the City for the

promotion of City programs, civic elections, city-centered public service
announcements, public works updates, public health initiatives, or local events
that are sponsored by the city.

c. Financial compensation in the form of annual payments will be provided to the
city by the Outdoor Advertising Company that manages the display on behalf of
the City.

2. Location:
a. The Message Center will be located on the north side of the intersection of

Garden Street and Palafox Street, centrally installed over the median walkway in
the park of Palafox Street.

3. Display Images and Frequency:
a. No movement or flashing elements will be allowed per FDOT rules and

regulations.
b. All “spots” will have a minimum dwell time of 6 seconds and will not feature any

animation, movement, or transition effects of any kind. Static images only.
4. Size and Height:

a. The Message Center will be single-sided and no larger than 240 square feet as
measured by display size.

b. The structure shall be no taller than 22 feet to the top of the structure and have a
minimum height above ground level of 10 feet to the bottom of the display.

5. Facade:
a. The City Message Center must be consistent and harmonious with the decor and

architecture of the surrounding area, as approved by the Mayor.
b. A custom and backlit “City of Pensacola” logo will be included, prominently

displayed on the display structure.
6. Structure:

a. All structural and wind load requirements for an outdoor advertising sign would
apply to the City Message Center

7. Cap and Replace Provisions:
a. At least three (3) credits for the same size, or larger, outdoor advertising

display(s), within the City limits,  must be surrendered for the ability to build and
operate the Message Center on behalf of the City. Alternatively,  outdoor
advertising signage within the City limits, meeting the equivalent of three (3)
times the display’s square footage, would be required to be dismantled and
permits surrendered.
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City of Pensacola

Memorandum

222 West Main Street
Pensacola, FL  32502

File #: 21-00667 City Council 8/12/2021

DISCUSSION ITEM

SPONSOR: Grover C. Robinson, IV, Mayor

SUBJECT:

PALAFOX PIER BREAKWATER

RECOMMENDATION:

That City Council conduct a discussion on the Palafox Pier Breakwater.

HEARING REQUIRED: No Hearing Required

SUMMARY:

A discussion regarding mitigation is being requested to be held prior to the rebuild of the Palafox Pier
Breakwater due to the significant damages incurred during Hurricane Sally.

PRIOR ACTION:

None

FUNDING:

N/A

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

None

LEGAL REVIEW ONLY BY CITY ATTORNEY: Choose an item.

Click here to enter a date.

STAFF CONTACT:

Keith Wilkins, City Administrator
Kerrith Fiddler, Deputy City Administrator - Community Development

ATTACHMENTS:
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File #: 21-00667 City Council 8/12/2021

None

PRESENTATION: No end
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