
PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

AGENDA ITEM:

SUBJECT:
Annual Countywide Plan Map Assessment - Status Report for 2009

RECOMMENDATION:
Council Receive and Discuss As Determined Appropriate
(Information Only -No Action Required)

I INTRODUCTION

For the past several years, Council staff has provided a report describing how the
Council's supplemental recommendations on Countywide Plan Map amendments have
been addressed by the local governments with jurisdiction. The report has tracked some
conditions of approval as well. The past two annual reports were expanded to also include
a summary review of the year's Countywide Plan Map amendments and a review of local
jurisdiction approvals of intensity standards adjustments exceeding the Countywide Rules
standards. The annual status report provides a summary review of the year's Countywide
Plan Map amendments, a review of local jurisdiction approvals of intensity standards
adjustments exceeding the Countywide Rules standards, a summary review of how the
local jurisdictions have addressed the conditions and supplemental recommendations
associated with Council recommendations of approval from this past year, and how they
have addressed conditions and supplemental recommendations that were unresolved as of
last year.

il. COANTYWIDE PLAN MAP AMENDMENTS

ln 2009, thirty (30) applications for amendment of the Countywide Plan Map were
reviewed by staff. The Council's recommendations were approved by the CPA in all but
three (3) of the thirty (30) cases. In these three (3) cases, the Council recommended denial
on the two (2) Airco plan map amendment requests and recommended a partial denial on
the Brooker Creek Preserve plan map amendment request; the CPA approved all thirty
(30) requests. Eight (8) jurisdictions submitted applications (Clearwater, Dunedin, Largo,
Madeira Beach, Pinellas County, Safety Harbor, St. Pete Beach and Tarpon Springs). Of
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the eight jurisdictions, Pinellas County submitted the most applications, some eighteen
(18) in all.

Given the present concerns about the retention of industrial land in the County, please
note that 2009 saw a substantial net increase of approximately 122 acres to the Industrial
plan classification from non-industrial plan classifications. This was mostly due to the
approval of the County's request to amend the 118-acre Airco property Plan Map
designation from Recreation/Open Space to Industrial Limited. 2008 experienced a net
loss of approximately 48 acres. 2007 experienced a very modest net gain of land with the
Industrial plan classifi cation.

Other major trends in land use changes in 2009 include a sizable net loss in the Residential
Low plan category, 90 acres of which was associated with the Wall Springs County Park
amendment request, and a net loss of approximately 130 acres in the Recreation/Open
Space plan category, mostly associated with the Airco property amendment request. Other
large gains or losses were associated with the plan map changes approved in association
with the Madeira Beach Town Center and Safety Harbor Downtown Master Plan special
arcaplan approvals.

Also of interest is the fact that thirteen (13) cases were on properties one acre or less in
size; all of these were subthreshold amendments. Eighteen (18) of the total thirty (30)

cases were subthreshold amendments.

ill. INTENSITYSTANDARDSADJASTMENTS

The Countywide Rules contain provisions allowing the local governments to grant
adjustments from the floor area ratio (FAR) and impervious surface ratio (ISR) standards
of the Rules. The process is described in Division 6.4 of the Rules.

As noted in previous annual assessments, the last "Intensity Standards Adjustments -

Annual Status Report" was presented to the PPC in January 2000. The 2000 report noted
that variances in the past several years had not exceeded the Countywide Rules standards
and PAC had recommended the Countywide Rules be amended to delete the annual
reporting requirement as part of the "streamlining" process that was then occurring. In
August 2000, the CPA approved an amendment to the Countywide Rules replacing the
annual reporting requirement with a notification provision used only when the countywide
standards are exceeded.

The Council staff has queried all twenty-five (25) local governments in Pinellas County as
to whether any intensity standard adjustments (exceeding the Countywide Rules
standards) were granted in 2009, noting that if Council staff did not receive a response, it
would be assumed no intensity standards adjustments exceeding the Countywide Rules
standards were granted. The Council staff sought this information for the purpose of
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assessing the standards contained in the Rules. To date, five (5) of the twenty-five (25)

local governments have responded. None indicated adjustments were granted in2009.

The Council staff interprets this information to suggest the current intensity standards
contained in the Countywide Rules are satisfactorily broad or encompassing to allow
development to occur and for local governments to administer their land development
regulations (LDRs) within those parameters. If the Council staff were to see an increase in
the volume of intensity standards adjustments exceeding the Countywide Rules, staff
would then likely propose applicable amendments to the Countywide Rules intensity
standards.

U. CONDITIONS AND SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS - 2OO9

ln 2009, the Council attached conditions andlor supplemental recommendations to six (6)

of their recommendations to approve proposed Countywide Plan Map amendments. Staff
has attempted to determine from the local jurisdictions how these conditions and
supplemental recommendations have been followed. In addition to the 2009 cases, staff
has also sought detail on conditions and supplemental recommendations that were as yet
unfulfilled as of last year, which consists of ten (10) cases from 2008, twelve (12) cases
from 2007, two (2) cases from 2006, frve (5) cases from 2005, and two (2) cases from
2004. Attached in Support Document I for the Council's review is a summary of the
information obtained from Clearwater,Largo, Madeira Beach, Oldsmar, Pinellas County,
Pinellas Park, Safety Harbor, St. Pete Beach, St. Petersburg, and Tarpon Springs. A
response from Dunedin has not yet been received. A set of location maps depicting each
amendment is attached for reference.

While the conditions associated with approval tend to be definitive and relatively precise,
the supplemental advisory recommendations tend to be characterized by more general
language. The supplemental recommendations have allowed the Council to identiff issues
that should be addressed, but that were not so significant as to cause the amendment to be
denied. They serve as a way for the Council to highlight issues and forward them to the
local government with jurisdiction where they can be addressed through the more specific
and detailed local concuffency management and site plan review process. The
supplemental recommendations have addressed such issues as the consistency of setbacks
and landscaping with the guidelines of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Master Plan,
the evaluation of traffic impacts per conculrency management systems, and future
amendments to be made to a local comprehensive plan, local future land use map, local
land development regulations, special area plan or the Countywide Plan Map.

Overall, the supplemental recommendations appear to be moderately successful as a non-
binding means of encouraging attention to certain site plan or plan amendment follow-up
considerations. Due to concerns that previous years' responses had not provided a clear
picture of how well the local governments have complied with the supplemental
recommendations, in the past two years the Council staff has mailed letters to the
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appropriate local contact (the planning director or building official), clearly outlining the
recommendations andlor conditions and then requesting further detail on how these were
being met. This year's responses from the local jurisdictions have been relatively
informative and provided useful information about the level of compliance with the
conditions and supplemental recommendations associated with the amendment approvals.

Of the six (6) cases approved in2009 with conditions and supplemental recommendations,
two (2) were subthreshold cases and four (4) were regular cases. These cases had an
average subject area of 187 acres (three cases had relatively large subject areas of 878,
156 and 80 acres, respectively). The unincorporated County had two (2) cases. Dunedin,
Safety Harbor, St. Pete Beach and Madeira Beach each had one case.

Of the six (6) cases approved in2009 with conditions and supplemental recommendations,
three (3) with conditions are anticipated to be resolved in the future meeting future
deadlines; one (l) of these also had supplemental recommendations for which no
comments were provided. The supplemental recommendations of one case are not being
pursued. One (l) case with a condition has not been resolved because no site plans have
been submitted. The status of one (1) case with conditions is unknown due to the lack of a
response.

V. CONDITIONS AND SAPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS -

2004 through 2008

Thirty-one (31) cases from 2004 through 2008 were approved with conditions andlor
supplemental recommendations that have not yet been resolved. As noted above, Support
Document I contains a list of the cases with the associated conditions andlor supplemental
recommendations and the responses received from the local jurisdictions describing the
status of compliance or resolution.

W. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, Council staff concludes the following:

o The continuing negative economic conditions have in many instances either
delayed or precluded the resolution of conditions and supplemental
recommendations, as development activity has stalled, and in some cases, site plans
and development approvals have expired.

o The required conditions of approval are generally more definitive and are therefore
somewhat easier to evaluate for satisfactory compliance.

e The advisory supplemental recommendations are often less definitive and thus it
can be more difficult to determine whether they have been followed.
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o The recent amendment to the Rules
make those amendments conditioned
to track.

dealing with development agreements will
upon a development agreement much easier

o The responses received have provided staff some insight into the utility of and
compliance with the conditions of approval and the supplemental recommendations
that will assist in determining when and how to best use these techniques.

WI. SUPPORT DOCaMENTS - availsble only at www.pinellasplonninscouncil.ors
(see March Agenda and then click on the corresponding item).

Support Document 1 Status of resolution of conditions and supplemental
recommendations associated with Council recommendations
of approval of proposed Countywide Plan Map amendments
(with location maps provided).



Support Document I'

Annual Countywide Plan Map Assessment - Status Report for 2009

Approvals with Conditions and Supplemental Recommendations
March L7,2010 PPC Meeting

Clearwater:2008

o Case #CW08-23 (Existing Use: shopping center - Proposed Use: shopping

center) - approximately 19 acres located at the southwest corner of McMullen

Booth Road and SR 590 (Northeast Coachman Road), amended from Industrial

Limited to Commercial General.

Conditions.. Subject to the City providing an evaluation of any future development of

the site regarding traffic impacts pursuant to the City's concurrency management

system und th. City giving special consideration to the improvement of the site with

rlspect to the buffering and landscaping guidelines of the ScenicArlon-Commercial

Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: This case was brought forward in order to

recognize an existing shopping center. No redevelopment of the site has been

proposed or is anticipated to be proposed.

. Case #CW08-24 (Existing Use: residential- Proposed Use: clinic and parking) -

approximately 4.5 acres located on the west side of McMullen Booth Road,

approximately 500 feet north of Mease Road, amended from Residential

Suburban to Residential Low and Institutional.

Conditions.. Subject to the City evaluating the traffic impacts of the use on the site

pursuant to the -ity'r concunency management system and the City giving special

consideration to the improvement of the site with respect to the buffering and

landscaping guidelines of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: The site plan for the 4.5-acre development located

on the west side of McMullen-Booth Road approximately 500 feet north of Mease

Road was approved on May 17, 2005 (FLD2005-01014) with an associated

development agreement approved on July 17, 2008 (DVA2005-00001A). As part of

the site plan review process, the City's Traffic Engineering Division reviewed a

traffic impact study prepared by Gulf Coast Consulting, Inc., which evaluated the

traffic impacts that 
-would 

result from the proposed development. The Traffic

Engineering Division concurred with the findings of the study that the segment of

McMullen Booth Road between SR 580 and Curlew Road would continue to operate

at an acceptable level of service and that the average travel speed would not be

significantly reduced. The approved site plan provides for a l5-foot wide landscape

Uuffer adjaient to the McMullen Booth Road right-of-way. Several permits associated



with the redevelopment of the property have been applied for and a permit for the
construction of a shell buildine all site work has been issued.

:Clearwater:2007

Case #CW07-08 (Existing Use: church- Proposed Use: church) - approximately
2.1 acres located at 2295 McMullen Booth Road, amended from Residential
Suburban to Institutional.

Supplementql Recommendatiozs.' Separately and in addition, that the City give

special consideration to the improvement of the site with respect to the buffering and
landscaping guidelines of the ScenicArlon-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: The development approval for Northwood
Community Church at2295 McMullen Booth Road provides for a 75-foot wide buffer
adjacent to the right-of-way. This buffer consists of a 60-foot wide retention area
immediately adjacent to the right-of-way and a l5-foot wide landscape area consisting
of a ligustrum hedge, southern magnolia, live oak and crepe myrtle trees, which is
denoted on the plans as being a "countywide scenic/non-commercial corridor buffer."

Case #CW07-09 (Existing Use: undeveloped - Proposed Use: residential) -

approximately 2.2 acres located on the west side of Kings Highway' 130 feet
south of Woodlawn Terrace, amended from Institutional to Residential Medium.

Conditions: Subject to the City amending its comprehensive plan and land
development regulations through the Evaluation Appraisal Report amendment process
to establish the Transportation/Utility and Water/Drainage Feature Overlays as
necessary, and subsequently applying these categories consistent with this

Countywide Plan Map amendment.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City amended its comprehensive plan in 2008
to establish the Transportation/Utility and WaterlDrainage Feature Overlays. The
Countywide Planning Authority approved Case #CW09-27 in December 2009,
applying the Transportation/Utility and Water/Drainage Feature Overlays.

Case #CW07-11 (Existing Use: partially developed with an unoccupied single
famity home - Proposed Use: residential) - approximately 1.8 acres located at
2060 Evergreen Drive, amended from Residential Urban to Residential Medium.

Supplemental Recommendations: Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the City Of Clearwater: 1) Establish the total number of residential units to be
permitted on multiple properties that have been the subject of recent amendments and
appear to be related with regard to ownership, but without a definitive overall plan;

and 2) Determine the development plan's overall density and its relationship to the
several Countywide Plan Map categories involved and any required compliance with

the density averaging provisions of Section 6.1.3 of the Countywide Rules.



Response from local jarisdictiott.' The 1.8-acre property located at 2060 Evergreen

Drive was a portion of a proposed 12.1S-acre development that was intended to be the

second phase of the Clearwater Village development that is generally located along

both sides of Freedom Drive between State Street (south) and Woodlawn Terrace
(north). This proposal was approved under case number FLS2005-02015; however

the development approval has subsequently expired and no subsequent proposals have

been made. The Clearwater Village development (phase one) consists of 27 dwelling

units (mix of single and multi-family) on a total of 6.012 acres at a density of 4.5

dwelling units per acre.

Dunedin:2009

Case #CW09-9 (Fenway Hotel site) - approximately 5.3 acres located at 453

Edgewater Driven amended from Residential Urban to Resort Facilities Medium.

Condition Subject to the accompanying development agreement, and an exception to

the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Unique/Scenic View Subclassification for the

portion of Edgewater Drive that serves the site.

Response from locol jurisdiction: A response from the local jurisdiction has not yet

been received.

Dunedin:2005

o Case #CW05-1 (Existing Use: church- Proposed Use: commercial retail) -

approximately 2.9 acres located on the northeast corner of Union Street and

Patricia Avenue, amended from Institutional to Commercial General.

Condition' Subject to the attached development agreement.

Supplementul Recommendatiors.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that

l) That the City consider modification of the site plan as per the comments contained

in the staff report; 2) add the Commercial Neighborhood category to their

comprehensive plan and consider amendment of this site to Commercial

Neighborhood within two years; and 3) the remaining portion of the site (proposed to

be deeded to neighboring residential property owners) be amended to Residential

Urban within two years.

Response from local jarisdiction' A response from the local jurisdiction has not yet

been received. The Council's first recommendation was not adopted by the

Countywide Planning Authority at their February 12,2005, meeting (Vote 7-0). The

City has not yet amended the comprehensive plan to add the Commercial

Neighborhood category nor has the remaining portion of the site been amended from

Institutional to Residential Urban.



Lareo:2008

o Case #CW08-32 (Existing Use: St. Petersburg College - Proposed Use: St.
Petersburg College) approximately 4.0 acres located in the Rubin ICOT Center
at 13707 and 13805 58th Street North, amended from Industrial Limited,
Preservation and Water/Drainage Feature to Institutional, Preservation and
Water/Drainage Feature.

Condition' Subject to the area designated Preservation remaining Preservation.

Sapplemental Recommendations.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the City evaluate the eastern portion of the amendment area to determine if it should
be designated Preservation and/or WaterlDrainage Feature and submit a
coffesponding map adjustment in 2009.

Response from local jurisdiction: The FLUM amendment was adopted in February
2009 subject to the condition. No comment was provided regarding the supplemental
recommendation.

o Case #CW01-13106-44 (SAP Change No. 3-2008) (Existing Use: Vacant parcels -

Proposed Use: Single family and multifamily residential and mixed-use
development) approximately 18.1 acres located in three areas west of
Clearwater-Largo Road between Jasper Street/16tn Avenue and Bellaire Road,
amended from Residential Urban, Residential Low Medium and
Residential/Office/Retail to Community Redevelopment District.

Supplemental Recommendations: Separately and in addition, that after the City
adopts the plan, the City compile and submit for receipt and filing a composite special
areaplan, integrating the plan approved to date with Appendices A and B.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City anticipates submitting a composite special
areaplan in the future.

Lareo:2006

Case #CW06-47 (Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: manufacturing/assembly
use (Class A)) - approximately 0.8 acres located at the northwest corner of 142""
Avenue North and 63''l Street North, amended from Residential Low to
Commercial General.

Supplemental Recommendation' That the City of Largo and Pinellas County
examine the most appropriate long term plan designation for the surrounding arca.

Response from local jurisdiction: No further land use map amendments have been
requested in this area andno additional planning has occurred specific to this area.
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Madeira Beach: 2009

CW 09-16 (SAP Adoption 2009) (multiple existing uses) - approximately 80 acres
in an area included within and encompassed by the Gulf of Mexico on the west,
154th Ave. on the north, Boca Ciega Bay on the north, east, and southn and
generally north of East Madeira Ave., and south of 1" St. E, amended from
ResidentiaVOffice/Retailn Resort Facilities Medium, Commercial Generalo
Recreation/Open Space, Institutional and Transportation/Utilify to Planned
Redevelopment - Mixed Use.

Condition^s.' l. Submission by the City of any future amendment to the Special Area
Plan for receipt and acceptance, or for consideration as an amendment, as is
determined necessary, under the Countywide Plan Map amendment process; 2.
Submission by the City of an assessment of the Special Area Plan's progress with
respect to its enumerated objectives five years from the effective date of the
Countywide Plan Map amendments pursuant to this Special Area Plan. 3. Submission
of any zoning amendments that result in increases in the allowable density or
intensity, and that such submission will constitute substantive amendment of the
Special Area Plan; or amendment of the Special Area Plan to include refinement of
the Character Districts to recognize current public ownership andlor existing use. 4.
With the exception of the Commercial Core District, application of permitted
densities and intensities based on their respective proportion to the total affected land
area, unless specifically noted otherwise in the Special Area Plan.

Response from local jarisdiction: The City will address the conditions in the future
as required.

Oldsmar:2008

o Case #CW08-20 (Existing Use: vacant parcels - Proposed Use: residential and
commercial) approximately 14 acres located west of State Road 580 and south of
St. Clair Avenue, amended from Residential Urban to Residential/Office General
and Residential Medium.

Conditions: Subject to the density averaging requirements in Section 6.1.3 of the
Countywide Rules, including written evidence of the averaging recorded in the public
records, should density averaging occur on Lots 1,2 or 3; and that the City evaluate
the traffic impacts and limit the intensity of the use on the site pursuant to the City's
concuffency management system.

Response from local jurisdiction: The project is currently on hold due to the current
market conditions. The development agreement has not been finalized at this time,
nor has a site plan been submitted.



Pinellas County: 2009

Case #CW09-06 (Existing Use: pasture, wellfields, undeveloped land - Proposed
Use: preservation, wellfields, recreational facilities) - approximately 878 acres
located north of Keystone Road, along the Pinellas - Hillsborough county line on
the east, and extending north to the Pinellas - Pasco county line, amended from
Residential Rural with Transportation Utility Overlay to Preservation with
Resource Management Overlay and Preservation with Transportation Utility
Overlay (P-Tru), and Recreation/Open Space (WOS).

Condition' Subject to the areas amended to Preservation with Resource Management
Overlay being incorporated within the Brooker Creek Management Plan within one
year.

Supplemental recommendation' Separately and in addition, recommend that, should
any portion of the amendment area classified by the County as RMO-I be reclassified
RMO-2 at a future date, an adequate buffer be established between these areas and
any adjoining residential area.

Response from locol jurisdiction: That portion of the Wilde Property designated as
Preservation with Resource Management Overlay will be included within the Brooker
Creek Preserve Manasement Plan before Mav 5. 2010.

o Case #CW09-11 (Existing Use: vacant land, portions of a lake, two single-family
dwellings, community center and church Proposed Use: same)
approximately 4.3 acres located north of Wilcox Road between Pine Street SW
and Jackson Street, amended from Commercial Neighborhood, Residential Low
and Recreation/Open Space to Residential Low and Recreation/Open Space.

Supplementul Recommendation' Separately and in addition, that the County consider
amending the 5-acre lake within the amendment area to the Water/Drainage Feature
designation within one year and submit an application for amendment to the
Countywide Plan Map.

Response from locol jurisdiction: Pinellas County has not proceeded with amending
the 5-acre lake in this case to the Water/Drainage Feature designation since the
County does not have this category in its local comprehensive plan. The affected
parcel is owned by the County and designated as Recreation/Open Space on both the
local and countywide maps.

Pinellas Countv: 2008

o Case #CW08-18 (Existing Use: clubhouse Proposed Use: multifamily
residential o tennis courts and parking) - approximately 6.4 acres located at220l
Feather Sound Drive, amended from Commercial Recreation to Residential Low

6



Condition Subject to the accompanying development agreement and the density
averaging requirements in Section 6.1.3 of the Countywide Rules, including written
evidence of the averaging recorded in the public records.

Sapplemental Recommendation.' Separately and in addition,that the County amend
the remaining Commercial Recreation areas to another appropriate designation once
building permits are issued for the residential structures and clubhouse as defined in
the development agreement.

Response from local jarisdiction: The development agreement was approved. No
site plans have yet been received.

Case #CW08-46 (Existing Use: industrial
approximately 1.5 acres located on the east
approximately 250 feet north of 150th Ave.
Urban to Industrial Limited

Proposed Use: industrial) -

and west sides of 63'd St. North,
North, amended from Residential

Sapplemental Recommendation.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the County study the immediate area designated Residential Urban to determine the
appropriate future land use plan classification.

Response from local jurisdiction: No site plans have yet been received.

Pinellas Counfv: 2007

o Case #CW07-03 (Existing Use: undeveloped - Proposed Use: commercial and
industrial) - approximately 15.5 acres located on the northeastern corner of
Roosevelt Boulevard and Ulmerton Road, amended from Transportation/Utility
to Industrial Limited.

Condition Subject to the County evaluating the traffic impacts and limiting the
intensity of the use on the site pursuant to the County's concurency management

system.

Response from local jurisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted for

review that would address the condition.

Case #CW07-04 (Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: office) - approximately
0.6 acres located on the northeastern corner of Nebraska Avenue and Belcher
Road, amended from Residential Low to ResidentiaVOffice Limited.

Condition Subject to an exception to the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor

Residential Subclassification for the portion of Belcher Road that serves this site.

Supplemental Recommendatioz.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the County: 1) Give special consideration to the improvement of the site with respect



to the buffering and landscaping guidelines of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor
Master Plan; and 2) Determine the need and appropriateness of the Preservation
designation on the southern portion of the parcel (which is not being amended as a
function of this request).

Response from local jurisdiction: The site plan has expired.

Case #CW07-12 (Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: office) - approximately
0.2 acres located on the northwest corner of County Road 1 and Sandra Drive,
amended from Residential Low Medium to ResidentiaUOffice General.

Condition' Subject to an exception to the ScenicArlon-Commercial Conidor
Residential Subclassification for the portion of County Road I that serves this site.

Supplemental Recommendation Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the County give special consideration to the improvement of the site with respect to
the buffering and landscaping guidelines of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor
Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction' The site plan has expired.

Case #CW07-17 (Existing Use: vacant Proposed Use: unknown) -

approximately 0.4 acres located on the south side of Bay Pines Boulevard,
approximately L000 feet west of 83"d Street Northn amended from Commercial
Recreation to Commercial General.

S upp Ie me nt ul Re c omme n dation.' Separately
the County give special consideration to the
the "Visual Enhancement Guidelines" of
Master Plan.

and in addition, it is recommended that
improvement of the site with respect to
the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor

Response from locol jurisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted for
review that would address this recommendation.

Pinellas Countv: 2006

o Case #CW06-38 (Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: residential development)
- approximately 9.4 acres located on the southwest corner of Belcher Road and
Alderman Road, amended from Residential Rural and Transportation/Utility to
Residential Suburban and Residential Suburban with Transportation ruti[ty
Overlay.

Supplemental Recommendation.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the County give special consideration to the improvement of the site with respect to
the buffering and landscaping guidelines of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor
Master Plan.



Response from local jarisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted for
review that would address this recommendation.

Pinellas Countv: 2005

o Case #CW05-13 (Existing Use: single-family home - Proposed Use: office) -

approximately 0.5 acres located on the west side of Belcher Road, 490 feet north
of Nebraska Avenue. amended from Residential Low to ResidentiaUOffice
Limited.

Supplemental Recommendation' That the County give special consideration to the

improvements of the site with respect with the buffering and landscaping guidelines

of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted for
review that would address this recommendation.

Case #CW05-46 (Existing Use: single-family home - Proposed Use: office) -

approximately 0.2 acres located on the northeast corner of Belcher Road and
Curlew Roado amended from Residential Urban to Residential/Office Limited.

Supplementsl Recommendations: l) That a comprehensive evaluation of plan

designations for Curlew Road between Belcher Road and US Highway 19, be
initiated in order to develop an overall approach to its treatment; and 2) give special
consideration to the improvements of the site with respect with the buffering and
landscaping guidelines of the ScenicA.lon-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jarisdiction: To address the first recommendation, PPC staff
coordinated with Tindale-Oliver & Associates to complete this task and presented the
ScenicA.{oncommercial Conidor Pilot Study to the PPC at their September 2009
meeting. As for the second recommendation, to date, a site plan has not been

submitted for review that would address this recommendation.

Case #CW05-52 (Existing Use: two single-family homes - Proposed Use: offices)
- approximately 0.6 acres located the southeast corner of Florida Avenue and
County Road L and the northeast corner of Georgia Avenue and County Road 1,
amended from Residential Urban to ResidentiaUOffice Limited.

Supplementol Recommendations: 1) That the County consider initiating an
amendment to Residential/Office Limited on all properties fronting County Road I

north of the subject area, between Nebraska Avenue and Georgia Avenue adjacent to
the County's Community Redevelopment District; and 2) give special consideration
to the improvements of the site with respect with the buffering and landscaping
guidelines of the ScenicA.Ion-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.
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Response from local jurisdiction: In response to the first recommendation, the
County submitted case CW05-66, which is located on the southeast corner of
Nebraska Avenue and County Road l. This case only amended one property within
the area recommended for amendment and left three remaining properties with the
Residential Urban category. In case CW05-66, a similar supplemental
recommendation was made to amend the rest of the properties north of Florida
Avenue and south of Nebraska Avenue to Residential/Ofhce Limited. Since that
additional recommendation, no further amendments have taken place and County staff
has met with the affected property owners and these property owners have indicated
that they are not interested in amending their parcels at this time. As for the second
recommendation, County staff has had several meetings with the property owner
regarding site development. However, to date, a site plan has not been submitted for
review that would address this recommendation.

Pinellas Countv: 2004

o Case #CW04-27 (Existing Use: single-family home - Proposed Use: Doctor's
Office Complex) - approximately 2.0 acres, located at the northwest corner of
Nebraska Avenue and 2l" Street (Belcher Road), amended from Residential Low
to ResidentiaVOffice Limited.

Supplemental Recommendation: That the County give special consideration to the
improvement of the site with respect to the buffering and landscaping guidelines of
the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted for
review that would address this recommendation.

Pinellas Park: 2007

Case #CW07-37 (Existing Use: undeveloped - Proposed Use: expansion of City-
owned youth park) - approximately 9.2 acres located immediately west of 6240
39th Street, amended from Industrial Limited and Water to Recreation/Open
Space and Water.

Supplemental Recommendation.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the City initiate a Countywide Plan Map amendment to Transportation/Utility Overlay
for the Progress Energy easement on the City-owned property to the northeast.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City anticipates initiating a Plan Map
amendment sometime in the future.

Case #CW07-38 (Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: expans-ion of Freedom
Lake Park) - approximately 1.0 acre located tt 10100 4(n Street North,
amended from Residential Urban to Recreation/Open Space.
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Supplemental Recommendation: That the City initiate a Countywide Plan Map
amendment from Residential Urban to Recreation/Open Space on the remaining City-
owned park property which is south of the subject site, along 46fr Street North.

Response from locol jurisdiction: The City has submitted a map adjustment request
to resolve the issue. The City notes that the City's Future Land Use Map shows the
area in question as Recreation/Open Space, not Residential Urban.

Safetv Harbor: 2009

o Case #CW09-14 (SAP Adoption 2009) - approximately 156.5 acres, amended
from Residential Low, Residential Urban, Residential Urban with Resort
Facilities Overlay, Residential Medium, ResidentiaVOffice Limited, Industrial
Limited, Institutional, Recreation/Open Space, Central Business District to
Community Redevelopment District.

Conditions.' l. Submission by the City of any future amendment to the Special Area
Plan for receipt and acceptance, or for consideration as an amendment, as is
determined necessary, under the Countywide Plan Map amendment process; 2.
Submission by the City of an assessment of the Special Area Plan's progress with
respect to its enumerated objectives five years from the effective date of the
Countywide Plan Map amendments pursuant to this Special Area Plan; 3. Application
of permitted densities and intensities based on their respective proportion to the
affected total land area, unless specifically noted otherwise in the Special Area Plan;
and 4. Authorization of an exception to the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor
Unique/Scenic View subclassif,rcation for the portion for Bayshore Boulevard in the
Special Area Plan.

Response from local jarisdiction: The City anticipates addressing the conditions as
required in the future. To date, no development proposals have been submitted which
would require assessment of compliance with the conditions.

Safetv Harbor: 2005

. Case #CW05-47 (Existing Use: nursery - Proposed Use: non-residential) -

approximately 1.8 acres located at 3145 McMullen-Booth Road, amended from
Institutional to Residential/Office Limited.

Condition' Subject to the City evaluating the traffic impacts and limiting the intensity
of the use on the site pursuant to the City's concunency management system.

Supplementol Recommendotion^s.' That the City give special consideration to the
improvements of the site with respect with the buffering and landscaping guidelines
of the ScenicA.{on-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.
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Response from tocal jurisdiction: To date, the applicant has not submitted a site plan

for review that would address the condition or the recommendation.

St. Pete Beach: 2009

Case #CW09-01 (Existing Use: two hotels Proposed Use: same)

approximately 0.7 acres located at 1301 and 1307 Gulf W"y, amended from

Residential Low Medium to Residential High with Resort Facilities Overlay.

Condition' Subject to the attached development agreements.

Response from local jarisdiction' The development agreements remain in effect. No

redevelopment on the properties has yet occured.

St. Pete Beach: 2008

o Case #CW08-26 (SAP Adoption 2008) (multiple existing uses) - approximately

248.3 acres located along the corridor of Gulf Boulevard, north of Pinellas

Bayway and south of 64th Avenue and along Corey Avenue, Blind Pass Road and

Gulf Boulevard, amended from Residential Urban, Residential Low Medium'

Residential Medium, Residential Low Medium with Resort Facilities Overlay,

Residential High, Residential/Office General with Resort Facilities Overlay'

Residential/Office/Retail, Resort Facilities Mediumn Commercial General,

Preservation, Recreation/Open Space, Institutional, and Transportationrutinry
to Community Redevelopment District.

Conditions: Subject to the area adjacent to the Gulf of Mexico and currently

designated as Preservation on both the City and Countywide Plan maps remaining so

designated and not to be included in the area to be re-designated CRD; applying
permitted densities and intensities based on their respective proportion to the total

land area, unless specifically noted otherwise in the Special Area Plan; identification

of specific implementation steps within one (l) year of the date of approval of this

amendmenq the City submitting a monitoring and evaluation report for the Special

Area Plan that assesses the status of Special Area Plan implementation progress and

measurable impacts to date within five (5) years of the date of approval of this

amendment; the City submitting the implementing land development regulations to be

reviewed for consistency with the Countywide Rules and the Special Area Plan; and

the City submitting any future amendment to the Special Area Plan, for receipt and

acceptance, or for consideration as an amendment, as is determined necessary under

the Countywide Plan Map amendment process.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City notes the comprehensive plan

amendments associated with this case became valid on August LL,2009. While they

are still under civil legal challenge, there has been no action to enjoin enforcement by

the City. Three ordinances amending the City's land development regulations were

adopted by Citizen Initiative Referendum in June 2008, at the same time the citizens
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approved the related plan amendments. These also went into effect on August ll,

2009. The three ordinances were submitted for consistency review at the same time

the Countywide Plan Map amendment and special areaplan were submitted. The City

anticipates complying with all of the conditions.

St. Petersbure: 2008

o Case #Cw08-11(Existing Use: vacant - Proposed Use: retail and residential) -

approximately 6.L acres, located east of San Fernando Boulevard NE' 180 feet

south of Gandy Boulevard, amended from Residential Urban to Planned

Redevelopment - Mixed Use.

Conditions: Subject to the City submitting a modified infrastructure analysis by

September 30, 2008, indicating the cumulative impacts expected from incremental

Countywide Plan Map amendments to the special area plan, and updating all other

relevant portions of the special area plan, including but not limited to: maps, acreage

calculations, and other relevant analysis and discussion; approval and execution of the

accompanying development agreement and the restrictions contained therein;

compliance with the City's concurrency management system; the developer making

improvements to upgrade San Fernando Blvd. to handle traffic volume from this

project; the PPC addressing the issue of concurrency as part of an analysis to be

submitted to PPC by September; and the BCC Chairman writing a letter to St.

Petersburg (copies to MPO and PPC) requesting elected officials address the

concuffency issue.

Response from tocal jurisdiction: To date, a site plan has not been submitted to the

City for review, thus no permits have been issued and no improvements have been

made to the surrounding roadway network, including San Fernando Boulevard. On

November 4,2008, the CPA approved case #CW07-10 (SAP Change No. 3-2008),

updating the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan. The updates to the plan satisfactorily

addressed the issues of concurrency review and roadway capacity.

Last year, the City noted that the development agreement had been signed by the

developer and the City determined that the project, as proposed, would be in

compliance with the concurrency management ordinance. The City also noted that the

concurency management system was explained in great detail in a letter dated May 6,

2008 addressed to BCC Chairman Bob Stewart (and copied to MPO Chairman Frank

Hibbard). In a response addressed to the City and Commissioner Stewart dated May

14, 2008, MPO Chairman Hibbard remarked that the City has a well defined and

effective concuffency management program, and that the City's thorough explanation
clarified several misunderstandings. Chairman Hibbard also acknowledged the City's

willingness to work with the MPO to discuss ways to monitor traffic and mitigate

impacts countywide. To date, the City has not received a letter from the BCC

requesting that elected officials readdress the concurrency issue.
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St. Petersbure: 2007

Case #CW07-05 (Existing Use: vacant buildings - Proposed Use: residential and
retail commercial) - approximately 1,8.0 acres located on the northeast corner of
9th Avenue and 66th Street North, amended from Institutional to
ResidentiaUOffice/Retail, Residential/Office General, and Residential Urban.

Conditions: Subject to: 1) The restrictions contained in the accompanying
development agreement; and 2) That the residential density garnered through the
utilization of density/intensity averaging for the area to be designated Residential
Urban be in accordance with Section 6.1.3 of the Countywide Rules.

Response from local jurisdictior.' As also noted in the comments regarding the
following case #CW07-36(B), the City notes that the ordinances associated with this
amendment (Ordinance 679-L, amending the land use, and Ordinance 801-G,
approving a development agreement) adopted by the City Council on February 15,
2007 never became effective. The developer chose not to sign the development
agreement, thus the amendment did not proceed to the CPA for a final public hearing.
Consequently, the Plan designation for the l8-acre subject property remains
Institutional. A new application (City File FLUM-7) for the subject l8 acres has been
filed with the City. The City anticipates that the amendment will be submitted for
PPC action in April 2010.

Case #CW07-10 (multiple existing uses) - approximately 70789 acres located
throughout the City of St. Petersburg, amended from Recreation/Open Space,
Residential Urban, Residential Medium, Residential High, Residential Very
High, Residential/Office General, ResidentiaVOffice/Retail, Commercial
General, Institutional, Industrial Limitedo Industrial General, and Community
Redevelopment District to Planned Redevelopment Residential, Planned
Redevelopment - Mixed-Use, and Planned Redevelopment - Commercial.

Conditions.' Subject to the following conditions:
l. Submission by the City of any future amendment to the Special Area Plan for
receipt and acceptance, or for consideration as an amendment, as is determined
necessary, under the Countywide Plan Map amendment process;
2. Submission of the finalized Workforce Housing Plan as a minor amendment to the
Special Area Plan prior to utilization of the workforce housing density bonuses;
3. Submission of any zoning amendments that result in increases in the allowable
density or intensity within an area overlaid with the Activity Center Countywide Plan
Map Category (i.e., CCS-I, CRS-2, CCS-2, RC-l, and RC-2), and that such
submission will constitute substantive amendment of the Special Area Plan;
4. Submission of any zoningamendments in the Coastal High HazardArea from NS-2
and NSE that result in an increase in residential density, and that such submission will
constitute substantive amendment of the Special Area Plan; and
5. Submission by the City of an assessment of the Special Area Plan's progress with
respect to its enumerated objectives and submission of updated links to the applicable
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land development regulations, design guidelines, and Workforce Housing Plan five
years from the effective date of the Countywide Plan Map amendments pursuant to
this Special Area Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City will continue to address the conditions as
necessary. A finalized Workforce Housing Plan has been received and accepted by
the PPC at their December 2007 meeting and by the CPA at their January 2008
meeting.

Case #CW07-36(A&B) (Existing Use A&B: undeveloped - Proposed Use A&B:
commercial) - A: approximately 0.2 acres located approximately 125 feet west of
the southwest corner of 4th Street and 53'd Avenue and B: approximately 3.0
acres located on the east side of 66th Street North, between 9th Avenue and 13th
Avenueo immediately south of the Crossroads Post Office, amended from
Residential/Office/Retail to Planned Redevelopment - Mixed Use.

Condition^s.' Subject to the following two conditions:
1. Applied to both amendment areas (A&B), that the City Of St. Petersburg submit a
modified infrastructure analysis (within ten months) indicating the cumulative impacts
expected from incremental Countywide Plan Map amendments to the Special Area
Plan, and that updates all other relevant portions of the Special Area Plan, including
but not limited to: maps, acreage calculations, and other relevant analysis and
discussion.
2. Apptied to amendment Area B only, that all development associated with the site
be in accordance with the attached accompanying development agreement; and that
the residential density gamered through the utilization of density/intensity averaging
for the adjacent area to the east, designated Residential Urban, be in accordance with
Section 6.1.3 of the Countywide Rules.

Response from locul jurisdiction: On November 4,2008, the CPA approved case
#CW07-10 (SAP Change No. 3-2008), updating the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan
and satisffing the first condition.

Regarding the second condition, the City notes that the ordinances associated with
this amendment (Ordinance 679-L, amending the land use, and Ordinance 801-G,
approving a development agreement) adopted by the City Council on February 15,
2007 never became effective. The developer chose not to sign the development
agreement, thus the amendment did not proceed to the CPA for a frnal public hearing.
Consequently, the Plan designation for the l8-acre subject property remains
Institutional. A new application (City File FLUM-7) for the subject l8 acres has been
filed with the City. The City anticipates that the amendment will be submitted for
PPC action in April 2010.
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St. Petersburg: 2004

o Case #CW04-30 (Existing Use: vacant- Proposed Use: office) - approximately
0.4 acres located on the southeast corner of 4th Avenue North and Dr. M.L. Kog,
Jr. Street North, amended from Commercial General and Activity

Center/Primary Overlay to Central Business District and Activity
Center/Primary Overlay.

Condition' Subject to the condition that within five (5) years of the date of approval
of this amendment the City submit a monitoring and evaluation report for the Intown
Central Business District that assesses the relationship of the central business district,
Intown community redevelopment plan, and Intown area-wide development of
regional impact, and that the City provide the status of the plan updates,
implementation progress, and measurable impacts to date at that five-year time
period.

Supplemental Recommendation.' Separately and in addition, it is recommended that
the City consider initiating an amendment to Central Business District for those
parcels within the Intown area-wide development of regional impact that are

designated Commercial General and Residential/Offi ce/Retail.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City indicates it will address the condition as
necessary. The monitoring and evaluation report was due in August 2009.

Last year, the City noted that the supplemental recommendation has been addressed.
The Intown Redevelopment Plan has been modified to ensure consistency with the
City's new land development regulations (LDRs). The land generally described as
located south of 4ft Avenue North, between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street North
and 10ft Street, as well as the area generally located between Burlington Avenue and
the alley north of Arlington Avenue, between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street and
13ft Street North, have been designated Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (PR-

C) on the City's Vision 2020 Future Land Use Map and the Countywide Plan Map.
The City deemed the PR-C designation to be more appropriate than CBD for these
areas which had been designated CG and ROR.

Tarpon Sprinss: 2008

o Case #CW08-37 (Existing Use: vacant- Proposed Use: retail, office and
residential) - approximately 16.6 acres located on the southeast corner of South
Pinellas Avenue and Meres Boulevard, amended from ResidentiaUOffice
General and Institutional to Planned Redevelopment - Mixed Use

Conditions: Subject to a maximum permitted density of 22 dwelling units per acre

and non-residential intensity of 0.41 FAR; the City submitting an executed local

funding agreement for the Meres Avenue and Safford Avenue roadway
improvements; the City submitting a monitoring and evaluation report for the Special
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Area Plan that assesses the status of Special Area Plan implementation progress and
measurable impacts to date within five (5) years of the date of approval of this
amendment; the City submitting any future amendment to the Special Area Plan, for
receipt and aceeptance, or for consideration as an amendment, as is determined
necessary under the Countywide Plan Map amendment process; and a final resolution
of additional wetland mitigation, and provision of maintenance, on the golf course or
elsewhere in the City of Tarpon Springs, at approximately a l: I ratio, to the
satisfaction of the County and incorporation of said provision for mitigation into the
Special Area Plan.

Response from local jurisdiction: The City has reached a settlement agreement with
the Department of Community Affairs, regarding the residential density issue; the
DCA has allowed the 22 dwelling units per acre density, with some stipulated
conditions. The City staff anticipates taking the resolution of approval on the
agreement to the City Commission soon. Once the settlement agreement is frnalized,
the City will update the special arcaplan to include the agreement and incorporate the
golf course mitigation plans. The golf course mitigation plans are complete and have
been approved by SWFWMD. Construction is ongoing. Last year the City noted it
had submitted an executed local funding agreement for the Meres Boulevard and
Safford Avenue roadway improvements.

H:\USERS\Countywide Plan Map\Annual ltemst2009\Annual Assessment\SuppRecs Support Doc l.doc
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMBNDMENT CASB NO. CIYOB-z3

FROM: Industrigl Limited (It) TO: Commercial General (CG)
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CITOS-z4

FROM: Residential Suburban (RS) TO: Residential Lor (Rt)
Institutienal (INSI

ACREAGE: 5.0
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PROPOSED AI{ENDHENT CASE NO. CIYOT-o8

FROII: Bealdential Suburban (RS) TO: Institutional (INS) ACREAGE: 2.1
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PROPOSED AT{ENDMENT CASE NO. CITOT-Og

FROM: Institutional (INS) TO: Residential lledium (RH) ACRBAGEi g.?

CNY Otr SI,EA*'ATEN

PINEII.,AS PIANNING COUNCIL
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MAP Z

PROPOSED AMENDUENT CASE

FROM: Residential Urban (RU)

No. cw07- 1 I
TO: Besidential Xedium-(RU) ACREAGE: r.8
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CTO9-09

FROM: Residential Urban (RU) TO: Resort Facilitiesltdedium (RFU)

PINELLAS PTANNING COUNCIL
GRAPI{ICS PREPARED BY THE OFI]CE OF THE PINELT.AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRATSER, PAM DUBOV

GRAPHICS CREATAD USING MEDTT VERSION 2.T @
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PROPOSED AIIENDXEI{T CASE NO. CTOS-T

FROII: Iartitutionel (INS] TO: Comncrcid Gcncral (CG] ACREAGE: 2.e
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PNOPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CWOS-3z

FROM: lndugtrial Limited (IL) TO: lnstitutional (INS]

t/Drainage Feature

PINELLAS PId,NNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF PINELI,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER, JIM SMITH
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pRoposgD AIIENDuENT cAsB no. cror-rtlwaa=44 (sPA cHAI{cE No 3-2000)

FROM: Baeidential Urban (RU) TO: Ctmmunlty Badevclopmcrt
Begldenttal lor ledlum (BIJ) Dtrtrlct (CBD)

Ratdcnttel,/Offtca/Bctatl (R / O / Rl

ACREAGE: l8.l
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PROPOSED AMEND}IENT CASE NO. CWO6-47

FROM: Residential Lor (RL) TO: Commercial General (CCI

PINELI^A,S PLANNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY TTTE OFrICE OF PINEII,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPBAISER, JIM SuITH

GRAPEICS CREATED USING MEDTT VERSION 2.1 @
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE

FROM: VARIOUS

NO. cro9-16
TO: Planned RedeveloDment

Mixed Use (PRiMU)
ACREAGE: 80.0

ffi crlY oF TTADETRA BEA.H

PINELI,AS PTANNING COUNCIL
GRAPII]CS PREPARED BY TIIE OFIICE OF TIIE PINEI,LAS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAJSER. PAM DUBOV
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO.

FROM: Residential Urban (RU) TO:

cw08-20
L,ot I - Residential/Office General

(R/oc)
L,ot 3 - Residential Medium (RM)

lpt I - 2.3O
ACREAGE:bt 3 - rr.60

ffi cnY oF 'LD'MAR

PINELI^AS PLANNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF PINELI^AS COUNTY PROPERIY APPRAISER, JIM SMITH
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. C.|[Og-I 1

FROM: Residential Low (RL) TO: Residential Lor (RL)
Commercial Neighboihoqd (CN) Recreation /Open Space (F/OS)
Reereation /Wen Space (R/OS)

CITY OF IARGO

ACREAGE: a.3

PINELI,AS PIANNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OTTICE OF THE PINELI,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER' PAM DUBOV

GRAPHICS CREATED USING Mf,DIT VERSION U.l @



PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CWOB-l8

FROM: Commercial Recreation TO: Residential low (RL)

(cR)
ACREAGE: 6.a

ffi ctrv oF sr. PETERsEnRc

PINELLAS PId.NNING COUNCIL
CRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF PINELI.,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER' JIM SMITH
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CWOB-46

FROM: Residential Urban (RU) TO: Industrial Limited (IL)

ffi ctrY oF IARco

PINELI,AS PId,NNING COUNCIL
GRAPMCS PREPARED BY TTIE OFFICE OF PINELI,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER, JIM SMITH
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASS NO. CWO?-03

FROM: ?ransportation Utility TO: lndustrfal Limited {IL}(r lu,
ACREAGE: l5.B
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PROPOSAD AMENDMgNT CASE NO. CWO?-04

FROM; Residential tclr (Rt) TO: Residentialy'Offiee Oenersl {R/OC}
Freservation {P} Preservation iF}

.ACBEAGE: o.so
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CVOT-I?

FROM: Residential Low Hedium TO: Residential/Office General
(Rr.ll) (R/oc)

ffi crrY oF DUNEDTN

PINELI^AS PI.A,NNING COUNCIL
GRAPIilCS PREPARED BY TIIE OFTICE OF PINEII"A.S COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER, JIM SMITH

GRAPHICS CREATED USING MEDIT VENSION ?.I @
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PROPOSED AUENDMENT CASE NO. ffiA?-I?

FROII: Commercial Recreation TO: Commereial General (CG)
(cR)

ACREAGE:
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pRopoSED AMENDMENT CASE No. CIfO6_gg

FROM: Residential Rural (RR) To: Residential suburban (Rs)
Transportation/Utilitf{T/U} t/Transportation Utility
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CrtOS-l3

FROM: Residential tor (RL) TO: Resideatial/Office Limited (R/OL!

400'

PINELI,AS PI"A.NNING COUNCIL
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CTTOS-46

FBOM: Residential Urban (RU) TO: Residential/Office Limited (R/Ot)

ffi crrY oF DUNEDTN

PINELId,S PI"A,NNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF P]N6LI,AS COIJNTY PROPERT]T APPRAISER, JIM SMITH

GRAPHICS CREATED USING MEDIT VERSION 2.1 @



PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CffO5_52

FROM: Besidential Urban (RU) TO: Residentiatr/Office Litnited (R/Ot) ACREAGE: 0.6

PII{ELI,AS PI.ANNING COUNCIL
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MAP 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE

FROM: Residential Low (RL)

No. cwo4-27
TO:Res ident ia l /Of f i ceGenera l  (R/OG)  ACREAGE:2.0

PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
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PBOPOSED AMENDUENT CASE NO. CUOT-3f,

FROM: Industrial Limited (IL) TO: Recreation/Open Space (B/OS)
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PROPOSBD AIIENDIIET{T CASE NO. EIOT-38

FROM: Residentiel Urban (RU) TO: Reeneatio*/open Space (R/os) ACREAGE: r.o
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT

FROM: Various

CASE No. clr09-14
TO: CommunitY RedeveloPment

District (cRD)
ACREAGE: 156-52

[rT| CITY OF SAPETY HARBOP
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GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFT'ICE OF THE PINELI,AS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER' PAM DUBOV

GRAPHICS CREATED USING MEDIT VERSION 2,1 @



PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CWOS-4?

FROM: Institutional (INS) TO: Besidential,l0ffice LimitedJR/OL) ACREAGE: 1.8

,.,fr\
SCALE: 1" = 4OO'ffi cIrY oF 'AFETY HARB'R ffi c,,Y oF 'IEAB*ATER
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MAP 2
PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CTOg-OI

FROM: Residential Low Medium TO: Residential High GH)
(RIff) f/RFO OverlaY

ACREAGE: 0.7-
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MAP 2A

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CTYOB-26

FROM: Various TO: Community Redevelopment
District (CRD)
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MAP 2B

PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE

FROM: vARIoUs

NO. CWOS-26

TO: €0MMUNITY
DISTRICT

REDEVELOPMENT
(CRD)

ACREAGE:243-
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CTOE-IT

FROM: Residential Urban (RU) TO: Mixed Use (MU) ACREAGE: 6.r /
/^ /

f - \

^aN\
ffi crrY or sr. PETER'BURG SCALE: 1" = 400'
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PAOPOSED AMANNHSNT CASI

FROM: tnetitutional (INS)

N0, CS0?-0S

TO: Residential Urlan {RU}
Sesidentiat/Cffice &enersl (8/OC)
Residential / Otfice/R'etail tRlo/n)

ACBEAGF: 1o.0

PINEII,AS iT*T*T.IING COUNCII
pn*-xrcs pRppagen By,r*E oFI'IcE r)r' plliErl.{s couiti"Y PR0PSRT1' {pPRfisen' JtM $$ITlt
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PNOPOSSD PIANNED SSDEVEIT}PX8NT
NESIDSNTIAL /il.

$CALfi: 9f0O"
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UAP 2 "{3
TO?-TO CITY OF ST. PETERSBURC

PINELI,AS PI,ANNING COUNCIL
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MAP 3 '{3
CTO?-TO CNY OF ST. PATERSBURG

PINEII,AS PI,ANNING COUNCIT
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XAP E
PROPOSEII AIIENDUEIIITCASE No. C[OT-36A

FROX: Residential/office/Bet^ail IrO: Iired Use (IU)
Flo/nl

ACRBAGB: o.as

PINELI.AS PI*ANNING COUNCIL
GRAPEICS PNEPANED BY THE Ofl.ICE OF PINEUAS CO{'Nfi PBOPERfi AFPRAISER, JIU $IITR

GRAPEIICS CREATED USTNC XEI}IT VERSION 2.1 @
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PROPOSEII AUEI{DHENT_CASE NO. C'O?-368

FRO[: Besidential/office/Retail TO: llired Use (l[l]

$la/R,
ACREAGE: 3.00
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MAP 2
PROPOSED AMENDMENT CASE NO. CWO4-30

FRoM: commercial General (cG) To: central Business Distr ict (cBD)
Aetivity Center/Primary Activity Center/primary

ACREAGE: o.a

PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
GRAPHICS PREPARED BY THE OFFICE OF PINELLAS COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER, JIM SMITII

GRA,PHICS CREATED USING MEDIT VERS]ON Z.T @
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT_CASE

FROM: Residential/ Ofliee
General(R/0G)

Institutional (INS)

NO. cilo8-37
TO: Planned Redevelopment

Mixed-Use (PR-MU)
ACREAGE: 16.6
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CRAPHICS CREATED USING MFDTT VENSION 2.1 @


