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DDC INVESTMENTS, LTD.
d/b/a DENISON DEVELOPMENT

FLORIDA, LTD.,

Petitioner,
CASE NO: 2012-015U(¢
FHFC Application Nos. 2011-136C

FLORIDA HOUSING FINANCE
CORPORATION,

Respondent.
/

AMENDED PETITION
FOR INFORMAL ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEEDING

Pursuant to Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Florida Statutes, and Rules 28-
106.301, 67-48.005, and 67-52.002(3), Fla. Admin. Code, Petitioner, DDC
Investments, Ltd. d/b/a Denison Development Florida, Ltd., (“Petitioner,” “DDC”
or “Merritt Grand”) hereby requests an informal administrative proceeding
regarding Florida Housing Finance Corporation’s decision to deny low income
rental housing tax credits for an application submitted by DDC for the 2011

Universal Cycle. The application at issue was filed by Petitioner for a proposed

development known as Merritt Grand.
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Parties

1. The agency affected is the Florida Housing Finance Corporation
(“FHFC”). Its address is 227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee,
Florida, 32301-1329. Pursuant to Section 420.5099, FHFC is the agency
designated by the State of Florida to allocate and distribute low income rental
housing tax credits. The FHFC file number assigned to the application at issue is
2011-136C.

2. Petitioner is DDC Investments, Ltd. d/b/a Denison Development
Florida, Ltd., which is authorized by the Florida Department of State to conduct
business in the State of Florida as a foreign limited partnership. Its business
address is 2520 Longfellow Street, Suite 310, Austin Texas, 78705. For purposes
of this proceeding, DDC’s address is that of its undersigned counsel, Linda Loomis
Shelley, Esquire, Fowler White Boggs, PA, 101 North Monroe Street, Suite 1090,
Tallahassee, Florida, 32301; telephone number (850) 681-4260, facsimile number
(850) 681-3381.

DDC’s Standing

3. The Merritt Grand application submitted by DDC proposes a
multifamily low income elderly housing development to be located in Saint
Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida, and seeks low income rental housing tax

credits through the competitive 2011 Universal Cycle. The 2011 Universal Cycle’s



Scoring Summary Report reflects FHFC proposed final scoring.

4. DDC’s substantial interests are affected by FHFC’s final scoring. As
a result of the proposed final scoring of the application, Merritt Grand will not
qualify for low income rental housing tax credits.

Agency Notice

S. DDC received notice of the disputed FHFC scoring decisions by
reviewing the FHFC website after FHFC posted several documents, including a
scoring summary and a memorandum dated March 28, 2012. The March 28, 2012
memorandum includes the Notice of Rights, which advises all applicants for the
2011 Universal Cycle that the deadline to file a petition is 5 p.m. on April 19,
2012.

Concise Statement of Ultimate Facts

0. FHFC prepared the application package for the competitive 2011
Universal Cycle. The application package is adopted by reference in FHFC Rule
67-48.004(1)(a), Fla. Admin. Code, and includes the application form, application
exhibit forms, and application instructions (“Instructions”). One of the programs
that is administered through the 2011 Universal Cycle is the Housing Credit
Program that allocates low income rental housing tax credits.

7. During the 2011 Universal Cycle, DDC submitted an application for

Merritt Grand to qualify for low income rental housing tax credits (“Application”).



Part IV, Section A- Local Government Support Contributions

8. Part IV of the 2011 Universal Application is entitled “Local
Government Support.” Section A of Part IV is entitled “Contributions.”

9. With respect to Part IV, Section A, the Merritt Grand Application
responded in the affirmative that “a local government committed to provide a
contribution to the proposed Development.” The applicable type of local
government contribution is a loan. Form 38 is entitled and described in the
application form as “Local Government Verification of Contribution-Loan Form.”
As required by the Application, Form 38 was completed and included behind a tab
attached as “Exhibit 38.” A copy of Merritt Grand’s Exhibit 38 is attached and is
incorporated herein as Exhibit 1.

10. The Instructions for Part IV, Section A of the 2011 Universal
Application state that an applicant is entitled to five points for that section if: 1)
the dollar amount has a value equal to or greater than the amounts on the County
Contribution List; 2) such contribution is demonstrated by providing the properly
completed applicable form; and 3) there is an attachment that either shows, as
applicable, the payment stream for all present value calculations or the calculations

by which the total amount of each waiver is determined. Instructions, at 92-93.



11.

The Instructions provide that an “intermediary” source of a

contribution that is not a county or municipality may qualify for points under Part

IV, Section A. The Instructions further advise that the only intermediary

contributions that cannot qualify for points are those provided from an applicant;

developer; principal, affiliate or financial beneficiary of an applicant or

development; or HOPE VI funds:

State, federal or Local Government funds initially
obtained by or derived from a Local Government qualify
as a Local Governmental contribution even though the
funds are directly administered by an intermediary
such as a housing finance authority, a community
reinvestment corporation, or a state-certified
Community Housing Development Organization,
provided that they otherwise meet the requirements set
forth in this Application, including those relating to the
executed verification form. Local Government
contributions that have not received final approval will
not qualify as a Local Government contribution for
purposes of this Application. The following will not
qualify as a Local Government Contribution: (i) a
contribution from an Applicant or Developer or
Principal, Affiliate or Financial Beneficiary of an
Applicant or a Developer and (ii) HOPE VI funds.

Instructions, at 92-93 (emphasis added).

12.

The loan verification form reiterates that an entity other than a county

or municipality may provide the local government contribution:

This certificate must be signed by the chief appointed
chief appointed official (staff) responsible for such
approvals, Mayor, City Manager, County Manager,
Administrator Coordinator, Chairperson of the City

5



Council Commission or Chairperson of the Board of
County Commissioners... One of the authorized persons
named may sign this form for certification of state,
federal or Local Government funds initially obtained by
or derived from a Local Government that is directly
administered by an intermediary such as a housing
finance authority, a community reinvestment
corporation, or a state-certified Community Housing
Development Organization (CHDO).

Form 38 (emphasis added).

13.  The completed loan verification form submitted as Exhibit 38 states
that the “Government Contact” is the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority and it is
executed by the Chairman of the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority, Joseph
Lettelleir.

14.  In the preliminary scoring, Merritt Grand was awarded the maximum
five points for Part IV, Section A and a total score of 79 points.

15.  After the preliminary scoring, applicants were provided the
opportunity to submit Notices Of Proposed Scoring Errors (“NOPSEs”) to FHFC
challenging specific section scores awarded to other applications. NOPSE:s filed
by certain other applicants disputed the maximum five points awarded
preliminarily for Part IV, Section A to Merritt Grand.

16. The Application received NOPSEs raising obj ections that the

signature of the Chairman of the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority is not eligible

to sign Form 38 and that the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority is ineligible to



provide a local contribution loan for purposes of Form 38 because it is not a county
or municipality.

17.  After review of the NOPSEs, DDC submitted Cures pursuant to Rule
67-48.004(6), Fla. Admin. Code, which provides an applicant the opportunity to
submit additional documentation, revised pages, and other information that it
deems appropriate. A copy of the Cures are attached as Exhibit 2 and are
incorporated herein.

18.  As to the issue of whether the appropriate signature was obtained for
Form 38, DDC’s Cures include arguments that: 1) Execution of Form 38 is not
limited to county or municipal officials; and 2) the Chairman of the Saint
Petersburg Housing Authority is eligible to sign Form 38 because he was
appointed by the Mayor and is “the chief appointed official responsible for such
approval.” Additionally, in the event that FHFC might ultimately reject the
signature of the Chairman of the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority, the Cures
included a Substitute Exhibit 38 that was signed by Darrell Irions, the Chief
Executive Officer of the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority, as the “chief
appointed [staff] responsible for such approvals.”

19.  The Instructions expressly allow for Intermediaries in addition to
those cited in the Instructions. Intermediaries include housing finance agencies,

community reinvestment corporations, and state-certified Community Housing



Development Corporations, but the Instructions do not limit the entities to just
those types of quasi-governmental entities. Accordingly, a public housing
authority is clearly an intermediary under the Instructions.

20.  Also, as stated in the Cures, any ambiguity should be resolved in favor
of Merritt Grand because the intent of the Local Contribution requirement has been
fully met. The loan contribution demonstrates local community participation in the
development and will provide additional leveraging for development that will
provide affordable housing in the City of Saint Petersburg.

21.  None of the NOPSEs disputed the adequacy of the dollar amount of
the loans, which is required to be at least equal to the amount listed in the County
Contribution List, nor the Proposed Repayment Schedule included in Exhibit 38.

22.  Inthe March 2012 Scoring Summary Reports, FHFC did not award
Merritt Grand any points for Part IV, Section A. The scoring sheet attributes the
revised scoring to have been created as a result of NOPSE. The stated basis for the
scoring of zero points for Item 11S of the application was as follows:

The Local Government Verification of Contribution —
Loan form must be signed by the chief appointed official
(staff) responsible for such approvals, Mayor, City
Manager, County Manager/Administrator/Coordinator,
Chairperson of the City Counsel/Commission or
Chairperson of the Board of County Commissioners.

Therefore, zero points were awarded and the Applicant
was not eligible for automatic points.



23.

The Applicant received zero points for the Local
Government Verification of Contribution — Loan form
because the funding committed was not from the
City/County, but from the Saint Petersburg Housing
Authority. The Applicant was not eligible for automatic
points.

March 2012 Scoring Summary Reports, Merritt Grand, at 2.

The March 2012 Scoring Summary Report provides the following

additional comment regarding the final scoring of the Application:

24,

The Applicant attempted to cure Item 11S. However, the
Local Government Contribution — Loan form does not
indicate if the funding commitment is from the city or
county and it is still signed by the St. Petersburg Housing
Authority. Therefore, zero points were awarded. The
Applicant does not qualify for automatic points.

Form 38 does not inquire about the origin of a loan contribution that is

provided by an intermediary. DDC fully and accurately completed Form 38 in

accordance with the Form and with the Instructions.

25.

DDC met the spirit and intent of Form 38 and should not be penalized

because Form 38 is inartfully drafted for the situation where an intermediary would

provide the loan contribution. Although the bottom of Form 38 acknowledges that

an “intermediary such as a housing finance authority, a community reinvestment

corporation or a state-certified Community Housing Development Organization”

may sign Form 38, the blank lines on the form do not provide adequate flexibility

for intermediary information and signatures.



26. In the March 2012 Scoring Summary Report, FHFC does not dispute
the adequacy of the dollar amount of the loans or the adequacy of the Proposed
Repayment Schedule included in Exhibit 38. FHFC also does not dispute whether
the Chairman or the Chief Executive Officer of the Saint Petersburg Housing
Authority is the appropriate signatory of the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority.
FHFC bases the score on the incorrect assumption that the Saint Petersburg
Housing Authority is not eligible to execute Form 38 because it is an intermediary
and erroneously requires additional information to be provided on Form 38 in the
event that a loan is provided by an intermediary. The form is adopted by reference
by Rule 67-48.004(1)(a), Fla. Admin. Code and cannot be modified in effect by a
scorer.

27. FHEFC erred in denying Merritt Grand five points each for Part IV,
Section A. As stated in the attached Cures and summarized above, intermediary
sources are acceptable for purposes of Form 38; a loan administered by the Saint
Petersburg Housing Authority may qualify as an intermediary source of a local
government contribution for purposes of Part IV, Section A; the appropriate chief
appointed official for the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority, either its Chairman
or its Chief Executive Officer, executed Exhibit 38; Form 38 does not require
details as to the origin of a contribution provided by an intermediary; and Exhibit

38 was properly executed and conforms with the Instructions.
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28.  The Saint Petersburg Housing Authority is a legal eptity that is
eligible to sign Exhibit 38 as an intermediary. It is a political subdivision of the
State of Florida created and operating under Chapter 421, Florida Statutes. The
Legislature created Chapter 421 to authorize a city to choose whether to undertake
low income housing missions through a public body attached to the city in the
form of a public housing authority. Section 421.04, Florida Statutes, authorizes
cities to create housing authorities by resolution: “In each city, as herein defined,
there is hereby created a public body corporate and politic to be known as the
‘Housing Authority’ of the city.” (emphasis added) As a public body corporate
and politic, the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority has broad statutory powers to
exercise “public and essential governmental functions set forth in [Chapter 421,
Florida Statutes.]” and all other “powers necessary or convenient to carry out and
effectuate the purpose and provisions of [that] chapter.” § 421.08, Fla. Stat.

29. The loan contribution is within the scope of the Saint Petersburg
Housing Authority’s powers and responsibilities. The purposes of Chapter 421
include the provision of sanitary and safe housing for persons of low income.

§ 421.02(1), Fla. Stat. A housing authority is specifically authorized to execute
legal instruments necessary or convenient to the exercise of its powers. See
§ 421.08(1), Fla. Stat. The Saint Petersburg Housing Authority’s loan contribution

to the development will effectuate that purpose by assisting in the construction of
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low income elderly housing. Its execution of Exhibit 38 is necessary and
convenient to achieving that objective.

30. The Saint Petersburg Housing Authority is a significant intermediary
for the provision of low income housing. It has a wide range of local, state and
federal regulatory and functional attributes, and has allocated local and federal
resources for the City throughout its existence, For example, the City of Saint
Petersburg (“City”) designated the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority as the
eligible entity to receive certain federal and local resources, such as City owned
lands and funds allocated under Sections 8 and 9 of the Housing Act of 1937, Pub.
L. 75-412, 50 Stat. 888. The City also is integrally involved legislatively in the
Saint Petersburg Housing Authority’s housing policies through the drafting,
adoption, and planning of the Local Housing Assistance Plan (“LHAP”’). LHAP is
the City’s articulation of its housing prerogatives for assisted housing, as executed
by the Saint Petersburg Housing Authority.

31.  Inthe March 2012 Scoring Summary Report, FHFC awarded Merritt
Grand a total score of 74 points. As a consequence of the revised score, Merritt
Grand would not rank in a qualifying position for low income rental housing tax
credits. DDC seeks reinstatement of Merritt Grand’s preliminary score of the
maximum five points.

Ability to Proceed Tie Breaker Points
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32.  Part III, Section A, Subsection 10, of the 2011 Universal Application
addresses tie breaker points and applies only to the competitive Housing Credit
Program.

33.  Subsection 1. provides a maximum of six tie breaker points for the
“Ability to Proceed” if the applicant meets the threshold requirements for all of the
following elements: site plan/plat approval, availability of electricity, availability
of water, availability of sewer, availability of roads, and appropriate zoning.
Instructions, at 55. A maximum of one point may be awarded for each of those
elements. Instructions, at 56.

34. In order to receive the full point for site plan/plat approval, Form 26
must be fully and correctly completed as Exhibit 26 to an application. Instructions,
at 56. The Instructions also provide that if an application does not receive the full
one point for site plan approval during the preliminary scoring, but later
successfully cures the site plan failure, only a maximum of one half point (0.5)
may be awarded. Instructions, at 55-56.

35. The Application for Merritt Grand received a preliminary score of
zero for site plan/plat approval. Exhibit 26 includes the signature of Dave
Goodwin, Planning and Economic Development Director as attesting that the site
plan has been reviewed. A copy of the relevant portions of Exhibit 26 are attached

as Exhibit 3 and are incorporated herein. Underneath the signature block, the form
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states “(“Legally Authorized Body * )”. The asterisk refers to the following
statement on Form 26:

* ¢ Legally Authorized Body” is not an individual.

Applicant must state the name of the City Council,

County Commission, Board, Department, Division, etc,

with authority over such matters.”

36. Underneath Mr. Goodwin’s signature and title is a section entitled
“Certification.” The Certification section includes the signature of Mr. Goodwin,
his title, and identifies the “City of St. Petersburg” in the space where the form
requests the “Name of City or County.”

37. Inthe preliminary scoring, Merritt Grand received no points for site
plan/plat approval and was determined to have failed threshold. According to the
January 2012 Scoring Summary Report: “The required Local Government
Verification of Status of Site Plan Approval for Multifamily Developments form is
incomplete. The form reflects a person rather than an [sic] a legally authorized
body.”

38. DDC submitted a Cure contending that Exhibit 26 was properly

vexecuted and FHCA erred in not awarding the point. DDC also submitted a Cure
that includes a corrected exhibit that names “City of Saint Petersburg” as the
“Legally Authorized Body.” A copy of the Cures are attached as Exhibit 4 and are |

incorporated herein.

39. Inthe March 2012 Summary Scoring Report, Merritt Grand was
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awarded a final score of one half point (0.5) for site plan/plat approval. The
Summary Scoring Report also notes that Merritt Grand failed threshold because:
“The required Local Government Verification of Status of Site Plan Approval for
Multifamily Developments form is incomplete. The form reflects a person rather
than an [sic] a legally authorized body.”

40. A “Legally Authorized Body” can only sign Exhibit 28 through an
authorized individual on that body’s behalf. According to the form’s definition of
“Legally Authorized Body,” a department or division may be a legally authorized
body. Mr. Goodwin signed on behalf of the Planhing and Economic Development
Department of the City of Saint Petersburg in his capacity as its Director. Mr.
Goodwin was not claiming that he personally is a “legally authorized k;ody,” but
that the Planning and Economic Development Department is so qualified and that
he is authorized to sign on its behalf. The name of the department that reviewed
the site plan was originally included in the space provided for the “Legally
Authorized Body,” along with additional information about Mr. Goodwin’s title
with that department. The provision of additional information should not penalize
an applicant. The original Exhibit 26 includes all of the requested information and
was properly completed. Accordingly, FHFC erred in its preliminary scoring and
Merritt Grand should have been scored preliminarily and finally as having scored

one full point and having passed threshold.
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Statutes, Rules and Other Legal Authority Entitling Relief

41. The Application is entitled to an award of five points for Part IV,
Section A based on consistency with Section 420.5099, Florida Statutes; the
application form, Form 38, and the Instructions adopted by reference in Rule 67-
48.004(1)(a), Fla. Admin. Code; and Rule 67-48.023, Fla. Admin. Code. As
demonstrated above, DDC is entitled to rely on a loan contribution provided by the
Saint Petersburg Housing Authority, and the loan contribution for Merritt Grand
was adequately verified by the proper official. Form 38 was fully and correctly
completed and qualifies for the maximum five points.

42. The Application of Merritt Grand is entitled to an award of the
maximum one point for site plan/plat approval based on consistency with Section
420.5099, Florida Statutes; the application form, Form 26, and the Instructions
adopted by reference in Rule 67-48.004(1)(a), Fla. Admin. Code; and Rule 67-
48.023, Fla. Admin. Code. As demonstrated above, Exhibit 26 meets those
requirements and their intent.

43.  DDC is not aware of any material facts in dispute. If any disputed
issue of material fact arises, DDC reserves the right for the matter to be forwarded
to the Division of Administrative Hearings for the assignment of an administrative
law judge to conduct a formal hearing.

WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, DDC respectfully requests that:
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)

2)

3)

4)

FHFC assign this matter to a hearing officer to conduct an
informal hearing;

the hearing officer issue a Recommended Order that
recommends awarding Merritt Grand a maximum five points
for Part IV, Section A and one full point for site plan/plat
approval, and finding that Merritt Grand passed threshold;
FHFC issue a Final Order awarding Merritt Grand a
maximum five points for Part IV, Section A, and one full
point site for plan/plat approval, and finding that Merritt Grand
passed threshold;

FHFC allocate Merritt Grand low income rental housing tax

credits.

DATED this 3" day of May, 2012.

M@mm

LINDA LOOMIS SHELLEY
Florida Bar No: 240621

KAREN A. BRODEEN

Florida Bar No: 512771
FOWLER WHITE BOGGS, PA
101 North Monroe Street, Suite 1090
Tallahassee, FLL 32301

(850) 681-4260

Fax: (850) 681-6036

Attorneys for DDC Development,
Ltd.
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

[ HEREBY CERTIFY that the original of the foregoing has been furnished
by hand delivery to the Corporation Clerk, Florida Housing Finance Corporation,
227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, FL 32301 and a copy to
Wellington H. Meffert, II, General Counsel, Florida Housing Finance Corporatlon
227 North Bronough Street, Suite 5000, Tallahassee, FL 32301, on this 3" day of

80 b, L1,

LINDA LOOMIS SHELLEY
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2011 UNIVERSAL CYCLE - LOCAL GOVERNMENT VERIFICATION
OF CONTRIBUTION - LOAN ‘

To be eligible to be considered tor points, a sheet showing the paymeut siveam for which the uet present
value of the loan was calculated must be attached 1o this verification forn.

Name of Development: __Merritt Girand

Pant I A} of the 2011 Uasversai Cucle Apphicanon)

Development Locanion: __xog, %10 818 2ad Ave N_ Saint Petersburg, FL. 3370

(At 2 mummun. prode the address assugaed by the Umted Siates Posral Service incleding the addsess mmmber. sireet name and vy, o1 1f the address bas nar v
been assigned. provide (1) the sreel aaaie, Thosest designated atersection aod ooty if Jocated wathen A oo 0f {11 the suect game closest destgnated imrersacnoz and
couoty if {ocated wa the eruncorporated ar2a of (e COUELY )

On or before the Application Deadline tor the 2011 Ui ersal Applicazion Cyele ias stated on the FHFC Website
http: app~Llondshousing.org StandAlone FHEC FOM Conteth s PGk saz3s) the City County of
Saint Petersburp Housing Authority  copunited § 120.000.00 i the form of a reduced intersst rate loan

(Nawe of Ciry or Countv) {loan amount)

to the Applicant for its use solely for assisting the proposed Development referenced above. The Joan will bear
interest ar a rate of 0.00 4 per annum over a period of 30 vears  The loan’s repayment period.
amorlization period. payment trequency and other applicable rerms are:

Pavinent period is one payment of $1.20.000 at die end of the 30 yeur tenn.

with respect 10 the Joan. For purposes of the foregoma. ihe

No considetation or promise of censideration has been
promise of providing atfordable howsing does not constinnte consideration. This loan i provided spesifically with respect 1o
the proposed Development.

The following goverument point of contact van verify the above stared contribution: »

. .
Nane of Govermmeut Contact: j]*?t)‘ Crpgvirs 4 Bl /_Q_q_ gy o 4
Address (street address aad carvj: P.0. Box 12849
Saint Petersbury, FL 33733
Telephone Nwmber: 727-323-3171
CERTIFICATION
a1 srated on the ieet attached 10 this fonm are tuc
W
— / -
Z- erTeLsT It
Print or Type Name
N N (-/4/46/{41/ —

Telephone Number Prunt or Type Tale
Thss cernfication nrust be sigaed by the chuef appouted official (stalf) tespousible for such approvab. Mayar. City Manager. County Manager
Aduumstrator Coordwmator. Chauperson of the Cuv Counaill Commussen or Chaupersen of e Board of Conary Coruursaoness 7 the
contgibunon 1 from a Land Authonty organized prssvant 1o Chapier 380.6663. Flotida >tamutes this certificaton must be sigacd by the Chay
of the Land Authonny  Ouc of the awtbonzed persons named above may sign dus jorm for ceruticanon of siate. fedeta! or Local Government
funds minally obtawned by or denived from a Local Government that is directly adounsstered by an wtermediary such as a housing finance
anthority a commuuiy fewvesiment corporaion. of a swic-certsfied Comnmumnmiy Housizg Development Organszation iCHDO) Other
signatones are not accepiable  The Apphean: wil not receive credit for thus contribunion if the cemification 15 wproperly sigaed  To be
considered for poants. the amount of the conmibution stated ou this fono mwwst be a precise dolls anwunt and cannol inclnde words such as
esnmated up jo. maxapnun of aot to rxcesd ew
Thus contnbution will not be considered »f the cerficanon conlams comrecuons o1 “winte-out or «f the ceiteficatson i< scamed Lmaged
alterad, o1 renyped  The centfication may be pliotocopicd
The Apphcation may stdl be sligsble for automwns powis

Provide Belund a Tab Labeled “Exiibu 387
Ualplé (Rev 2-11)
¢T3 00 ¥ 670 G032 FAL

-

EXHIBIT




2011 CURE FORM

(Submit a SEPARATE form for EACH reason relative to
EACH Application Part, Section, Subsection, and Exhibit)

Part IV Section A Subsection Exhibit No. 38 (ifapplicable)

This Cure Form is being submitted with regard to Application No. 2011-136C and
pertains to:

The attached information is submitted in response to the 2011 Universal Scoring
Summary Report because:

Preliminary Scoring and/or NOPSE scoring resulted in the imposition of a
failure to achieve maximum points, a failure to achieve threshold, and/or a
failure to achieve maximum proximity points relative to the Part, Section,
Subsection, and/or Exhibit stated above. Check applicable item(s) below:

2011 Universal Created by:
Scoring Preliminary NOPSE
Summary Scoring Scoring
Report
Reason Score Not
Maxed Item No. 118 ] X
D Reason Ability to
Proceed Score Not [temNo.____A D D
Maxed
D Reason Failed
Threshold liemNo. T L L]
D Reason Proximity
Points Not Maxed ftem No.___P L L
D Additional Comment ItemNo. _____C D ]

Other changes are necessary to keep the Application consistent:

This revision or additional documentation is submitted to address an issue

resulting from a cure to Part

Exhibit (if applicable).

EXHIBIT

Section

Subsection




Brief Statement of Explanation regarding

Application 2011 —136C

Provide a separate brief statement for each Cure

\

The applicant received zero points for local government Verification of

Contribution — Loan form because the form was not signed by the chief appointed

official (staff) responsible for such approvals, Mayor, City Manager, County

Manager/Administrator/Coerdinator, Chairperson of the City Council/Commission

or Chairperson of the Board of County Commissioners, as indicated in the Scoring

Summary Report.

Prior to filing the Application, the Applicant’s representatives discussed Exhibit 38

with FHFC senior management and senior counsel and it was confirmed in writing

that “the signature of the local HFA executive director or other officer as authorized

in the first sentence is acceptable.” Joe Lettelleir, having been appointed Chairman

of the Board by the Mayor of St. Petersburg. is the "chief appointed official

responsible for such approval” as directed in writing by FHFC and as is clearly

stated on the form.

In the event that FHFC believes the form should be signed by the staff of the

housing authority, attached hereto is an executed Exhibit 38 for the Merritt

Grand Project, sicned by Darrell Irions, the Chief Executive Officer of the St.

Petersburg Housing Authority (SPHA). In this case, the Chief Executive Officer of

the Housing Authority is the ''chief appointed [staff] responsible for such

approvals."



Because we have followed the instructions provided by senior staff and counsel and

followed the instruction of the form that clearly state that the "chief appointed

official (staff)" sign the form, we request that scorer reinstate the five (5) points for

Local Contribution.




Substitute
Exhibit 38

**Should FHFC reject signature by Chief Appointed Official Joe Lettelleir



2011 UNIVERSAL CYCLE - LOCAL GOVERNMENT VERIFICATION
OF CONTRIBUTION - LOAN

)

To be eligible to be considered for points. a sheet showing the paymnent stream for which the oet prese)
vulue of the lonn wwns eafeulated must be attached to this verification foru. :

Name of Developmenr: _Merditt Grand

(Pa: HEX 1. of the 3511 Univesal Ca=le Agplication}

Development Location: _80(, | (iR e N Sai she
(At 3 minfemm, provide thie address assigaed by the United States Postal Seraee, igclnding
been assigred, provide (7} the street a2, clowst dosignated infcrsection and oy ¢ tovied withic
ronuty if JocAed fi ihe vodocorporared xpe2 of the ey 3

o ¢ i e addresy hasrot vet
hor zad

the ukitess pumbder
3 nity ne (i) B2 street name. clogest demigRated weers

(g5 sinted on the FHFC Website
23 the CityCounty of

On of bafore the Application Deadline for the 201 Univensal Application Cyc

s .

fiatp: epps. thkdnhnsciug.0mg Stand alane ¥ WIS TR
Suint Petersbusy, Housing Authority commited $ 120.000.00 n the form of a reduced interest rre
{losn anmount?

Name of Cisy or Covary)

to the Applicant for its use solely for assisting the propossd Developsuent referenced above. The losn wifi bear
interest at a rate of 0.800 2% per anoum over a period of 39 years. The loan's repaymen:t geriod.
amortization period. paymeni frequency and othrer applicable s are:

Payment peried is one pryoent of S1 20.060 at she end of the 30 year e

¢ foregothy. lw

Bl Y

to the Joan. Far pwrposes of

No considerztion or pronzist of consideration has been given with respect
This lean is provided specificail

promise of providing affardable honsing dozs nor consturuts copsiderahion.
the proposed Developmeat.

The followine goveumnent point af contact caa verify the above stared coumibution:

Name of Government Confact: Dagretl lrions : _— _

Address (street address and city): £.0). Box 12849
i Saini Petershury, FL 31733
Telephoue Number: 7273235170 . - :
CERTIFICATION

1 stated on the sheet attached fv this forn are e

1 certify that the foregoing nformation and the paymeni streat
aud correct end that this copumnitment is offaztive throngh 1231722012 . ;
o 4 Date Gomddivinys ‘

. (s i
e 0 vl i Darrel Irions )
Signa T~ Puint or Type Name

727-323-3171 “hie! Executive Offiver
Telephone Number o o " princor Type Title T

This cectification st be mgmed by the chiet appaeted otticzal {s1afD) respaatidic for suck approTals, sdayor, € iry Musegel. Cousy Aiunges
iAdminisirawsriCaosdinator, Chauperson of the Ciry CeunciliCouusnon o2 Chrrpersen of e Board of Clowyry Commissiofets) if the
contritaiion is from a Lazd Authority organized pursuzat to Chapte: 390.0653. Florida Statuzes. (s comufication auest be signed by the Chawe
of the Land Anbority. Osc of the authorized persons asmed 2bove w1y sign th:s form for cersification of staze, fedzral er Local Govemurent
faads mitin]ly obtained by or derived from 2 Local Government shat is dirsctly adaxmsierad by an imermediary suck as a housing fanc:

h i or a sta-cernsited Cowanwmity Housing Develogment Otganization (CHDOy. Otizer

ity. a y reiny corporation.
sigratorics are not scceptable. The Applicam will ant recerve credit for this vomibuien if the cerification 13 imspropsry sigacd To be
considered for points. the of the coatribution stated on: ihus forta must be a peevise doller amount and cantio: tclude words such as

estimated, ep 10. suaimum of. not 10 exceed. <tc.
This conibuuon will wot be considered if the cenificatios containg comrachons of
altesed. of retyped. The centificarion miay Le phincopied.

“witire-out’ os if he certificebon 18 sexmed,

The Application mey sill be eligible for automauc pois. :
: Provide Behind a Tab Labebs ~Exl

UA1016 (Rev 2-11)
STaR. IR, 87 U OPHBED.EAC
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2011 CURE FORM

(Submit a SEPARATE form for EACH reason relative to
EACH Application Part, Section, Subsection, and Exhibit)

This Cure Form is being submitted with regard to Application No. 2011-136C and
pertains to:

(if applicable)

Part IV Section A Subsection Exhibit No.

The attached information is submitted in response to the 2011 Universal Scoring
Summary Report because:

= 1. Preliminary Scoring and/or NOPSE scoring resulted in the imposition of a
failure to achieve maximum points, a failure to achieve threshold, and/or a
failure to achieve maximum proximity points relative to the Part, Section,
Subsection, and/or Exhibit stated above. Check applicable item(s) below:

2011 Universal Created by:
Scoring Preliminary NOPSE
Summary Scoring Scoring
Report
EI Reason Score Not
Mood Item No. 118 ] X
D Reason Ability to
Proceed Score Not ftemNo. ___ A D D
Maxed
D Reason Failed '
Threshold ItemNo.___ T [:] [:]
D Reason Proximity [tem No P D D
Points Not Maxed B
[ Additional Comment | ItemNo.____C ] ]

1 2 Other changes are necessary to keep the Application consistent:

This revision or additional documentation is submitted to address an issue
resulting from a cure to Part Section Subsection
Exhibit (if applicable).




Brief Statement of Explanation regarding
Application 2011 — 136C

Provide a separate brief statement for each Cure

The applicant received zero points because the local funding commitment did not

come from a city or county but instead came from the St. Petersburg Housing

Authority (SPHA). Due to this issue, raised by NOPSEs provided to FHFC, the

applicant’s points were deducted from the application and was not eligible for

automatic points.

Prior to filing the application, the Applicant’s representatives discussed Exhibit 38

with FHFC senior management and senior counsel and it was confirmed in writing

that “the signature of the local HFA executive director or other officer as authorized

in the first sentence is acceptable.” This advice from the Agency’s senior officials

clearly indicates that the Agency itself agrees that another local entity, other than a

City or County official, may execute Exhibit 38.

It is noted that in the responses to 2011 Universal Application Questions and

Answers, the Agency indicated as follows:

2. Q: Who is an acceptable signatory for the verification and certification
forms?
A. Each verification and certification form states the acceptable and/or

unacceptable signatories at the bottom of the form.




Applicants are entitled to rely on the Agency instructions. The relevant form,

Exhibit 38, provides the following instructions at the bottom of the form:

"This certification must be signed by the chief appointed official (staff) responsible

for such approvals, Mayor, City Manager, County

Manager/Administrator/Coordinator, Chairperson of the City Council/Commission

or Chairperson of the Board of County Commissioners. If the contribution is from

a Land Authority organized pursuant to Chapter 380.0663, Florida Statutes, this

certification must be signed by the Chair of the Land Authority. One of the

authorized persons named above may sign this form for certification of state,

federal or Local Government funds initially obtained by or derived from a Local

Government that is directly administered by an intermediary such as a housing

finance authority, a community reinvestment corporation, or a state-certified

Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO). Other signatories are

not acceptable. The Applicant will not receive credit for this contribution if the

certification is improperly signed. To be considered for points, the amount of the

contribution stated on this form must be a precise dollar amount and cannot include

words such as estimated, up to, maximum of, not to exceed, etc.”

"This contribution will not be considered if the certification contains corrects or

“white-out” or if the certification is scanned, imaged, altered, or retyped. The

certification may be photocopied."




\}
v The Application may still be eligible for automatic goints.”

The fact that the Local Contribution form clearly references other potential

signatories, including, but not limited to, 2 Land Authority organized pursnant to

Chapter 380.0663, Florida Statutes, undercuts the argument that only a city or

county appointed or elected official may sign the form. If there is any ambiguity in

the form, it should be resolved in favor of the Applicant because the intent of the

Local Contribution requirement has been fully met in this application.

The instructions for the 2011 Universal Cycle provide that to be eligible to receive

five points, all applicants must obtain a local government contribution with a value

equal to or greater than the amounts listed on the County contribution list and

demonstrate such contribution by providing the properly completed and executed

local povernment verification of contribution forms. To qualify for the points, the

amount of the contribution stated on the applicable form must be a precise dollar

amount and cannot include words such as estimated up to maximum of not te

exceed. The form must reflect the following dates: The effective date of the local

government commitment must be on or before the application deadline; and the

term of the commitment and/or fee waiver must be effective at least through June 30

2012. In order to be eligible for points for a local government contribution, the

contribution must provide a tangible economic benefit that results in a quantifiable




cost reduction and must be given specifically to the proposed development because

the development will provide affordable housing,

This applicant clearly demonstrated that it has a local commitment for a loan for

$120,000, which is equal to or greater than the amount listed in the county

contribution list; and it provided the properly executed local government

verification of the contribution forms. The contribution was stated on the

applicable form in the precise dollar amount and reflected the effective date of the

local commitment, which was prior to the application deadline.

The Local Contribution serves two purposes within the application process. It was

originally included to demonstrate local community participation and to provide

additional leveraging. In addition, this requirement often lead to more meaningful

and focused housing policies within the Comprehensive Plan. Originating from the

1987 Affordable Housing Study Comsmission Report, local contributions have been a

consistent element in both the LITC and SAIL applications.

In the past. Sadowski Act funding provided a source of identifiable local funds that

could be used for the Local Contribution through the SHIP program. As the

Sadowski funds have been continually swept and the statewide downturn in revenue

has continued, there has been a dramatic reduction in available resources. The

needs have not diminished but the funding sources have dwindled.




The contribution from SPHA meets the intent of the Local Contribution requirement by

demonstrating participation at a local level and leveraging the state funds. The mission of

the SPHA is to manage and maintain public housing units_within the City of St.

Petersburg. Although SPHA is an independent legal entity, the City appoints all of the

Board members, thereby exercising direct control over_the entity.

Therefore, we request that scorer reinstate the five (5) points for Local Contribution,

Such an action would be consistent with the confirmation received from Agency senior

officials prior to the filing of the application, with the demonstrated local commitment of

- funds, and with the intent of the local contribution requirement.




v

2011 UNIVERSAL CYCLE - LOCAL GOVERNMENT VERIFICATION OF STATUS
OF SITE PLAN APPROVAL FOR MULTIFAMILY DEVELOPMENTS

Namge of Development: Méfritt Grand

TPed LA, 6f1ha 2018 Uniivensal Oycke Apglicatio

Devel ' Loeation: 500, 810, 818 2nd Avs N, Saint Petersburg, FL 33701

(uammﬁkmmmmwmuwsuums«mummmm sireet name and city, of i the address bas pot yet
been sasigned, provide (1) the street neme, closest designated intersection and <ity i bocated within 2 city or (i) the sireet name, closest designated itersection and

covaty It located i the unincorposated area of i county.)

Downtown Center -2(DC-2)

Zaning Design

Mark the applicuble statcment:

Q The above-referenced Development is uew coustruction or rehabilitation with new construction and the
final site plan, in the zoning designation stated above, was approved on or before the Application
Deadline for the 201§ Universal Application Cycle (as stated on the FHFC Website
http://apps. flocidshousing.org/Stand Alone/F. HFC_ECM/ConientPage.uspx?PAGE=0238) by action of
the {Legally Authorized Body*).

2. @'ﬂze above-referenced Development is new construction or rehabilitation with new construction and (i)

this jurisdiction provides either preliminary site plan approval or concepiual site plan approval which has
been issued, or (ii) site plan approval is required for the new construction work: however, this
jurisdiction provides ucither ptalxmmary site plan approval nor conceptual site plm approval, nor is any
oflier simnilar process provided prior to issuing final site.plan approval. Although thereis no preliminary
or conceptual site plan approval process and the final site plan approval hes not yet been issued, the site
plan, in the zoning designation stated above, has been revicwed.

The necessary approval/review was parformed on or before the Application Deadline for the 2011
Universal Applicatien Cycle (as stated on the FHFC Website
bitp:/apps.fefidabh iug.org’St‘andAJondI’HF C_ECM/ContentPage.aspx?PAGE=0238) by

__.'———-....\

"7 (Legaily Authorized Body ") FGon por
‘Qﬁwﬁ,&%w CTovAle DRAMONT ) |RATTE

3 O The above-referenced Developent, in the zoning designation stated above, is rehabilitation without any
pew construction and does not require additional site plan approval or similar process.

* “Legaily Anthocized Body” & aot an individazl Applicant nost state the came of the City Countll. Cowaty C jssion, Board, D ), Division, ctc..
with authority over snch matters.

CERTIFICATION
T certify that the City’Couaty of C)‘ H O-Q St VerE %wﬁ;as vested in me the authority to verify status of site plan

approvel (ama of Cy of Cotwety)
as s?ﬂbow and I further certify that the information stated above is true and cosrect.

B DvEGaDwin  bLMs L &0, DaV.

ngualﬁn: = Print or Type Name and Title a 6-2-'
DkeeTora

This certification nxst be signed by the applicable City's or County's Disector o!PlnmzaodZam chiaf appolated official {s1aB)

defermination af issues selated to site plan 2P 1, City M: 01 County M /Admi Sign: &ombalelomduﬁchhmnm
acteptable, nor aro other sigaatories. XE this certification is applicatle 1o this Develop and i is inapgropcistely slgued, the Application will GHl 10 meer
Hmeshold. I this cerlification contins cosrections or "wrhite-out”, oxdntsscwd.mged.dtmd.mmned.tbebmﬁnmucmdmdmdme

Applicakion will fail to swect threshold. The certification may be photocopied.
Provide Behind & Tab Labeled ~Exhibit 267

UA016 (Rev. 2-11)
614200t )a) 67! OOJ(IXX) FAC
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2011 CURE FORM

(Submit a SEPARATE form for EACH reason relative to
EACH Application Part, Section, Subsection, and Exhibit)

This Cure Form is being submitted with regard to Application No. 2011-136C and
pertains to: ‘

PartIll Section C Subsection 1 Exhibit No. 26 (if applicable)

The attached information is submitted in response to the 2011 Universal Scoring
Summary Report because:

X 1. Preliminary Scoring and/or NOPSE scoring resulted in the imposition of a
failure to achieve maximum points, a failure to achieve threshold, and/or a
failure to achieve maximum proximity points relative to the Part, Section,
Subsection, and/or Exhibit stated above. Check applicable item(s) below:

-2011 Universal Created by:
Scoring Preliminary NOPSE
Summary Scoring Scoring
Report
D Reason Score Not
Mased Item No. S ] ]
D Reason Ability to
Proceed Score Not [temNo. A | ]
Maxed
@ Reason Failed
Threshold Item No. 1T @ D
D Reason Proximity
Points Not Maxed ftem No.__P o [
(] Additional Comment temNo. ____C ] ]

] 2 Other changes are necessary to keep the Application consistent:

‘This revision or additional documentation is submitted to address an issue
resulting from a cure to Part Section Subsection
Exhibit (if applicable).

EXHIBIT



Brief Statement of Explanation regarding
Application 2011 — 136C

Provide a separate brief statement for each Cure

Comments provided in FHFC's application preliminary scoring calls into question

whether Merritt Grand's Exhibit 26 (Local Government Verification of Status of

Site Plan Approval for Multifamily Developments) was properly executed. As a

result the applicant failed Threshold and received zero points under Ability to
Proceed according to the Scoring Summary Report Item 1A, Part IIL.C.1.

In the section of Exhibit 26 of Merritt Grand's Application, ""Legally Authorized

Body.," the City of Saint Peterburg's Director of Planning and Economic

Development, Dave Goodwin signed as an individual. A corrected Exhibit 26 is

found behind this tab (See Exhibit) to reflect the City of Saint Petersburg as the,

"Legally Authorized Body." The application now passes Threshold and should

receive 1 point under Ability to Proceed Item 1A, Part HI.C.1.




2011 UNIVERSAL CYCLE - LOCAL GOVERNMENT VERIFICATION OF STATUS
OF SITE PLAN APPROVAL FOR MULTIFAMILY DEVELOPMENTS

Nupe of Development: Merritt Grand
meo L"—’——“‘mmm{uﬁmw

Development Location: 800, 810, 818, 2nd Ave N, Saiot Petersburg, F1. 33701
(Maaﬁpﬁpgh&mwwmwwmmmmwm.nwma&:’ty.wf&‘ﬂﬁmlmuyn
mmwmhwmmwmmmwmhnuﬂyw@mmmdwtﬂagﬁﬂmm
ooty Ticated s the enincompiaed

Dowatown Center -2(DC-2)

Zoning Designati

Maik the spplicible statenent:

1. O The above-refereuced Development is new construction o rehabilitation with new construction and the
final site plan, in the zaning designation stated above. was approved on or before the Application
Deadline for the 2611 Universal Application Cycle {as stated on the FHFC Website
hftp:/lqaps«.ﬂoxidahousingmngmﬁdAlonelﬂlFC_ECWConmeage.aspx?PAGE%%)-by action of
the (Legasly ized Body”).

‘2. The sbove-referenced Development is new construction or rehabilitation with new construction end (i)
this jurisdiction provides.either prelintigiary site phn approval or conceptoal site plan approval which hss
lickn issited. or (i) sife plan approval is required for the new constroction work: however, this
jurisdigtion provides neither preliminary site plan approvat nior conceptaal site plas approval, nor is any
.other similar process provided prior to issuing fina! site plaa approval. Although there is no preliminary
or conceptoal site plan approval process andthe final site plan approval has not yet been issued, the site
plan. in the zoning designation stated above. has been reviewed.

The necasmyzpptova!/mvxew was petformed on or before the Application Deadline for the 201 v
Universal Application Cycle (as stated.on the FHFC Website
http/fapps.floridahousing. org/Stand Alone/FHF C_ECM/ConteatPage.aspx?PAGE=0238) by

3 O ‘The shoverefereiced Development, in the zoning designation stated sbove. is rebabilitation without any
sew comstroction and does not require additional site plan approval or similar process.

* “Legiily Aothoriznd Body” is sot-an individml Applicast st suze the came of the Céy Counril, Coursy © ievicn, Boasd, Dep Division, e,
CERTIFICATION

1 centify thet the City/County of Ci!}'—Of'Saintrl’mg bas vested in me the authority to verify status of site plan

as:specgbetich 238 T forther cestify that thié information stated sbove is truc and correct.

Dave Gondwin, Plamming & Econonric Bev., Diroctor

_ Print-or Type Noaoc and Title
Gity's’ac Comty's Disecxor of Phang a0d Zoxmg, chict appointed official (sl reepoasbie- Rr
Sorptable, 1o e oy - sigzatotics. IF this "o o i applicoble. - this Drvelopioent 303 '8 is Hapropricly Sgned. the Appiicbion will Sil:t> mect
certifitation m’.wwnsmmmumh Torm will‘isot be-considarad 2 the

N 1378 s s, T i ey b
Provide Behind s Tab Labeled “Exhibit 267
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2011 CURE FORM

(Submit a SEPARATE form for EACH reason relative to
EACH Application Part, Section, Subsection, and Exhibit)

This Cure Form is being submitted with regard to Application No. 2011-136C and
pertains to:

Part III Section C Subsection 1 Exhibit No. 26 (ifapplicable)

The attached information is submitted in response to the 2011 Universal Scoring
Summary Report because:

X 1. Preliminary Scoring and/or NOPSE scoring resulted in the imposition of a
failure to achieve maximum points, a failure to achieve threshold, and/or a
failure to achieve maximum proximity points relative to the Part, Section,

Subsection, and/or Exhibit stated above. Check applicable item(s) below:

2011 Universal Created by:
Scoring Preliminary NOPSE
Summary Scoring Scoring
Report
D Reason Score Not
It .
Maxed emNo. S L__] D
Reason Ability to
Proceed Score Not’ Item No. 1A X ]
Maxed
D Reason Failed
Threshold ItemNo. T D D
D Reason Proximity ltem No p D D
Points Not Maxed —
] Additional Comment Item No. C ] []

Other changes are necessary to keep the Application consistent:

This revision or additional documentation is submitted to address an issue

resulting from a cure to Part

Exhibit (if applicable).

Section

Subsection




J——

Brief Statement of Explanation regarding
Application 2011 — 136C

Provide a separate brief statement for each Cure

Comments provided in FHFC's application preliminary scoring calls into question

whether Merritt Grand's Exhibit 26 (Local Government Verification of Status of

Site Plan Approval for Multifamily Developments) was properly executed. Asa

result the applicant failed Threshold and received zero points under Ability to

Proceed according to the Scoring Summary Report Item 1A, Part IIL.C.1.

In the section of Exhibit 26 of Merritt Grand's Application, '"Legally Authorized

Body." the City of Saint Peterburg's Director of Planning and Economic

Development, Dave Goodwin signed as an individual. A corrected Exhibit 26 is

found behind this tab (See Exhibit) to reflect the City of Saint Petersburg as the,

"Legally Autherized Body." The application now passes Threshold and should

receive 1 point under Ability to Proceed Item 1A, Part IIL.C.1.




Ability to Proceed

inci

Exhibit —

Corrected Exhibit 26 to Application



2012 UNIVERSAL CYCLE - LOCAL GOVERNMENT VERIFICATION OF STATUS
OF SITE PLAN APPROVAL FOR MULTIFAMILY DEVELOYMENTS

Name of Develop Menitt Grand .
Tat DLAT ofix 2001 Urvens) Cyck Apphcaton)

Development Location: 800, 310, 818, 2nd Ave N, Saint Petershurg, FL. 33701

(A2 2 minumm, provide the address assigaed by the Ugiled States Pastal Service, mclnding the address mumbes, strool mame 04 eity, of 1f (e address bas oot yet
mmmommmmwmmmwm:mu@)ummmwmu
ooerty if locuted io the ueimcorporatad area of the county )

Zoning Desi " Downtown Center -2(DC-2)

Mark the spplicable statemeant:

O The above-refereuced Development is new construction or rehabilitation with new construction and the
final site plan, in the zoning designation stated above. was approved on or before the Application
Deadline for the 2011 Universal Application Cycle (as stated on the FHFC Website
http://apps.floridihousing.org/StandAlone/FHFC_ECM/ContentPage.aspx?PAGE=0238) by action of
the (Legally Authorzed Body®).

2, @ The above-referenced Development is sew construction or sebabilitation with new construction and (i)
this jurisdiction provides eithes preliminary site plan approval or conceptual site plan approval which has
beén issued. or (ii) site plan spproval is required for the new construction work: however, this
jurisdiction provides neither preliminary site plan approval nor conceptual site plan approval, nor is any
other similar process provided priot o issuing fina] site plan approval. Although there is 1o preliminary
of conceptual site plan approval process and the finai site plan approval has not yet been issued, the site
plan. in the zoning designation stated above. has been reviewed.

The necessary approval/review was performed on or before the Application Deadline for the 2011

Univessal Application Cycle (as stated on the FHFC Website

hitp://apps.floridahousing.org/Stand Alone/FHFC_ECM/ContentPage. aspx?PAGE=0238) by
City of Saint Petersburg )

{Legally Avthorized Body™}

3. O The above-referenced Development, in the zoning designation stated above, is rehabilitation without any
new construction and does not require additional site plan approval or similar process.

* “Legally Acthorired Body™ is 001 20 individmt, Agplicam must ste the mame of the Oty Cormcil, Coumty Commissian, Board, Dep Division, etc.,
with sofhonty gves such mxters.

CERTIFICATION
1 centify that the City/County of _City of Saint Petersburg bas vested in me the authorify to verify status of sitc plea
approval Qieme of City a5 Comty)

as speci ve and § fther centify that the information stated above is true and conrect.
- Dave Goodwin, Plaming & Econoruic Dev., Director

Signnture Print or Type Name and Title

nnwnﬁnmmbeapedhyﬂ:mbhkcnf:wmysmdmmmdkm&mtwmm(mmmtﬁrr
Mmmﬂmsmwmphnm City Memger or Connty Ma s Soa locxl elected officals e oot
accxphible, gor arc oty signdorice. I s oortification 1t applicable to e Dowelop and o is inzppropriately signed, the ioen will tid:to meet
theeeindd,  §f this cestificabion contaits cortoctions of *whiteut’, uanummmamummmhmmm
Amhw!aa-iﬂhﬂmmrhahﬂ,haanﬂmmykpbmm

Provide Behind s Tab Labeled “Bxhibit 26

UAl016 . 2-11
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