














Mr. Schoderbock stated that staff found the area to be contiguous to City limits; to be
compact; and that no enclaves will be created.

Gordon Beardslee referred to a letter that the County sent to the City of St. Petersburg noting
objections to the proposed annexation. He stated the area is in the Tierra Verde Fire District
and that those boundaries do not change with annexation. He stated that the County cannot
tax the City; that the tax revenue raised by the County to fund the Tierra Verde Fire District
would be reduced by $42,000; and that it is not clear how the $42,000 would be made up for
the funding of that district. He also stated that the County does not agree that it is contiguous
and reasonably compact.

Rick MacAulay asked that Gary Jones, City of St. Petersburg Economic Development
Department, be allowed to address these issues. Dean Neal moved to allow Gary Jones to
address the PAC; Rick MacAulay seconded and the motion carried (vott

Mr. Jones referred to the report submitted by the City, agreeing with lee on one
the fire service will be provided by the City to the entire island includin
 that the Clty does behcve the area is contlguous and referred.to the ma

burg has the ability to provide municipal services to
this area and authorize this finding to'be transmitted to the City of St. Petersburg. The motion
was seconded by Jeffe and approved (vote 10-1 with the representative of Pinellas
County casting the dissenti

Local Assistance Quarterly Report — Mr. Crawford provided the PAC members with an update
on local assistance for the last quarter. He informed them that the work to re-write the Town
of Redington Shores land development regulations to include their recently adopted Urban
Design Guidelines has been completed. Further, the reorganization and re-write of certain
other sections of the Code was completed at the same time.




PLAN AMENDMENTS

Subthreshold Amendments:

The PAC members agreed to hear the three subthresholds as a group and make one motion.

CW 08-01 — Pinellas County — Mr. Crawford stated that this 0.5-acre site is located at 2701
Sunset Point Road. He reported that the proposed amendment is from Residential Medium
(RM) to Residential/Office General (R/OG) and will allow the existing single-family home to
be converted to an office use. The amendment qualifies as a “Type A” subthreshold
amendment based on the amendment being one acre or less in size and is therefore eligible for
approval under the official acceptance process.

CW 08-04 (A & B) — City of City of St. Petersburg — Mr. Crawford state hat this 1.2 acres
site is located as follows: A.) Southwest corner of Cortez Way a *
South of the intersection of Columbus Way and Madrid Way S.
from Recreation/Open Space (R/OS) to Residential Low (RL)
undeveloped and is part of a golf course, and one contains a
amendment qualifies as a “Type C” subthreshold amendment.

of the two parcels into a total of five for the purpose of con:
(single family).

Residential/Offi
development o
removed. The:

. Staff is asking that the Water/Drainage Feature be
“Type A” subthreshold amendment.

bthreshgld amendments, Gordon Beardslee moved
04 A & B, and Case CW 08-08. The motion was

After presentation‘arn
approval of Case
seconded by Bob Jarz

Regular Amendments:

CW 08-02 — City of St. Petersburg (Areas 3-176) — Mr. Crawford stated that this area consists
of approximately 214 acres throughout the City of St. Petersburg referring to Maps 2-1
through 2-20 in the report. Mr. Crawford stated that this proposal by the City of St.
Petersburg is a part of a series of amendments proposed throughout the City that are to
recognize changes to the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan (i.e., their Future Land
Use Map) approved as part of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan implementation. Mr. Crawford
noted that these amendments have been referred to as “glitch” amendments; that they are a
series of amendments that were withdrawn from the City’s first set of amendments completed
early in 2007 so that they could be further analyzed and brought back for approval if
appropriate; and that they consist of amendments that utilize the standard Countywide Plan
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Map categories and the relatively new ones included in the Planned Redevelopment series of
categories.

Mr. Crawford referred to the table in Support Document 2 and Map 2-11 relating to the
amendments from Industrial Limited (Area 78) and Industrial General (Area 74) to the
Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use categories. The area changing from Industrial Limited
(IL) includes office buildings that were once owned by People’s Gas. The current City zoning
category for this area does not permit commercial uses, but rather office and residential only.
No definite plan exists for the 5.5 acre amendment area, however the loss of the land
designated Industrial Limited in this instance is inconsistent with the Countywide Rules and
PPC Resolution No. 06-3. Rick MacAulay stated there is a vacant office building on the east
and on the west side there are still offices utilized by the Gas Company. Mr. Crawford stated
staff believes it is a prime industrial concentration area. Mr. MacAulay stated for the record
that the City of St. Petersburg will withdraw Area 78 and prov1de a letter prior to the PPC
meeting on January 16™.

Mr. Beardslee inquired as to Area #7 noting the request was to amand from R/OG to RH and
that it is in the Coastal High Hazard Area. Mr. MacAulay stated that it is located in the
Gateway Center; that 30 units per acre (UPA) are possible® under the land use plan
designation; however, the City zoning caps it at 24 upa. .

The Industrial General area (Area 74) includes a body sﬁop associated with ¢
dealership. The dealership was recently amended & PR-MU;, and%hls parc
larger car dealership. The remnant IG parcel '

includes a storage area for the adjacent

OWwWners.

After full presentatio the report Fmd Metcalf moved to approve staff recommendatlon of
approval for Case CW 08-02

subject to conditions note
11-0).

tion was seconded by Catherine Porter and carried (vote

CW 08-03 — City of Belleair Bluffs (Areas 1-31) — Mr. Crawford stated that this
approximately 10.8 acres is located throughout the City of Belleair Bluffs and referred to the
map attached to the staff report. Mr. Crawford stated that the proposed Countywide Plan Map
amendments (Areas 1-31) have been approved as part of the City of Belleair Bluffs
Comprehensive Plan Evaluation Appraisal Report process.

Mr. Crawford stated that with the exception of areas 1, 2, 13, 16, and 24, each of these
amendments will likely cause either the use on the parcel to be deemed non-conforming,
and/or the residential density to become non-conforming. The consultant helping the City
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with the EAR amendments, Gail Easley and Associates, has stated that the data and analysis in
the EAR-based plan amendment discusses redevelopment, and that the City is “committed to
certain types of future development and specifically want to strongly encourage it through the
land use designations.” They are aware that these changes will cause many of the uses on
each parcel to be deemed non-conforming, but they also stated that redevelopment will be
proposed on many of the lots that are now developed and want to ensure that the
redevelopment is for uses and intensities/densities that are in keeping with other stated goals,
objectives, and policies. He stated that staff found no significant impacts to the surrounding
communities.

Sharen Jarzen inquired as to whether all property owners had been notified individually to
which Mr. Crawford responded in the affirmative.

and carried (vote 11-0).

CW 08-05 (A & B) — City of St. Petersburg — Mr. Crawford stated that thi cre site is
proposed for amendment from Commercial General (CG) to Plantx nent-Mi
Use (PR-MU). The proposed amendments are to recognizg changes .

development on-site (a Homestead Suites ho
Stay America hotel on the larger parcel),

of approval for €Case, CW 08-05 (A & B), Sllb] ct to the condition that the City of St.
Petersburg submit 1 re analysis by September 30, 2008, indicating the
cumulative impacts expe: remental Countywide Plan Map amendments to the
Special Area Plan (SAP) and that ates all other relevant portions of the SAP, including but
not limited to maps, acreage calculations, and other relevant analysis and discussion.. The
motion was seconded by Fred Metcalf and carried (vote 11-0).

CW 08-06 - Pinellas County — Mr. Crawford stated that this 1.6 acres m.o.l. site is located at
7770 128" Street North. The proposed amendment is from Residential Suburban (RS) to
Institutional (I). The parcel is developed with an assisted living facility.

Pinellas County has requested that the current RS category be changed to Institutional to
recognize a 24-bed assisted living facility that has occupied the site for 10 years. Also, this
proposed amendment, along with the attached development agreement (found in Attachment 2),
will allow the assisted living facility to increase the number of beds on the site by 8, bringing the
total number of beds to 32.




Discussion followed with regard to the development agreement with John Cueva stating that
the county regulations allow 3 beds per dwelling unit; that the existing building will not be
expanded and can accommodate their request as is; and that the County had no opposition to
this.

After full presentation of the report, Rick MacAulay moved to approve the staff
recommendation of approval for Case CW 08-06, subject to approval of the accompanying
development agreement by the County. The motion was seconded by Marie Dauphinais and
carried (vote 11-0).

CW 08-07 - Pinellas County — Mr. Crawford stated that this 1.1 acres m.o.l. site is located at
1999 Starkey Road. The proposed amendment is from Industrial Limited (IL) to Commercial
General (CG). The parcel is developed with an unoccupied restaurant.

Pinellas County has requested that the current IL category be changed to Com General to
allow the site to be redeveloped with a commercial use. The site has been us estaurant for
a number of years and there is a commercially designated strip south of the site.extending
to the intersection of Ulmerton and Starkey Roads. The remainder ¢ ;
the exception of an area designated Residential Low Mediu
either IL or Industrial General.

designation would eliminate the. ial for ing ite, either individually or in

combination with o ] ; i : a long-term economic
benefit to Pinellas ¢ .

Furthermore, it c IL category is inconsistent with the
position statements and strategies of Plan and Economic Development and
Redevelopment Pla

expected from the CG ca this would worsen an already poor condition.

John Cueva stated that the property has been zoned C-2 since 1963; that the County is in the
process of trying to revise the non-conforming status use. They are between tenants right
now and basically the intent is to identify what has been there for years and correct a county
error and bring it back to CG. Mr. Cueva noted he had contacted Mike Meidel, Pinellas
County Economic Development Director, who originally was opposed to this as well, but
changed his position based on the history of the site usage. Mr. Cueva stated the owner
wants to get another restaurant tenant, but they are concerned about losing the designation in
the event of significant damage caused by a storm.




After full presentation of the report, Marie Dauphinais moved to approve the staff
recommendation of denial for Case CW 08-07. The motion was seconded by Bob Jarzen and
carried (vote 7-4 with the representatives of Pinellas County, Safety Harbor, Seminole and
Clearwater casting dissenting votes).

Consistency Status Report - Mr. Mettler stated that at their meeting on April 3, 2007, the
Board of County Commissioners, in their role as the Countywide Planning Authority (CPA),
adopted a resolution approving the report entitled Review of Local Government Future Land
Use Plans and Land Development Regulations for Consistency with the Countywide Rules
(Consistency Report).

He stated that Council Staff has met with all of the twenty-five (25) local governments (an
additional meeting may be required with the City of Madeira Beach to discuss the report with
their newly hired consultant) to review the relevant portions of the C(}nsmtency Report,
discuss the specific recommendations, and to establish a timetable .for. i lgmentmg the
necessary local plan and code amendments, as well as potential ,
amendments. The meetings with the local governments were fol wed y letters with an
attached list of the agreed-upon changes.

these are a function of local Evaluation and Appraisal epo
timeframe may be adjusted to accommodate an exter

recommended ( in co! i Advisory Committee, identify
the specific am dments to the Cou i s that are necessary or helpful to reconcile
outstanding incot z by a change to the Countywide Rules, and
prepare Countyw1de \ule amendmen ,to address the issues. Staff anticipates presenting
preliminary Countywid nent

authorization to adve or a publicihearing to be held at the April 2008 PPC meeting.
Discussion followed wit d to the preliminary list of items to be addressed in the
forthcoming amendments to the Countywide Rules. Mr. Mettler also noted that some of the
local governments that staff met with have stated that they may ask the Council to consider
Countywide Rules amendments in addition to the list as shown in the staff report. Staff has
asked that they submit their requests, in accordance with the Countywide Rules, no later than
February 8th so that they can be included in our March presentation to the Council.

With regard to the replacement of the term “Gross Land Area” with the term “Developable
Area”, Dean Neal asked for clarification of this terminology so as to not create further
confusion as to what is “developable” area. Mr. Crawford noted that staff had researched this
and used approved terminology as determined by the American Planning Association; but
staff is open for input if another term is more appropriate.
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Industrial Land Study — Status Report — The preliminary draft of the Industrial Land Study
was distributed to PAC, and the PPC staff made an extensive presentation to PAC to
familiarize the members with the intent, purpose, and general contents of the study. Mr.
Pflueger encouraged the PAC members to examine the study over the next month and asked
them to provide staff with their comments at or prior to the February 11 PAC meeting. He
asked that all comments be emailed directly to him.

Other PAC Business: None.

Mr. Crawford complimented Sharen Jarzen for the excellent job she did in chairing the
meeting.

There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at 3:25 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

David P. Healey, Executive Director
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MINUTES OF THE PLANNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 2007
BANK OF AMERICA BUILDING
600 CLEVELAND STREET, SUITE 850, EIGHTH FLOOR
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA

Members Present:

Fred Metcalf, Chairman City of Gulfport

Sharen Jarzen City of Seminole

Lauren Matzke City of St. Pete Beach

Jeff Dow City of Dunedin

Catherine Porter City of Clearwater

Marie Dauphinais City of Oldsmar

Dean Neal City of Pinellas Park

Danny Taylor City of Indian Rocks Beach
Gordon Beardslee Pinellas County

Jim Miller Pinellas County School District
Lynn Rosetti City of Treasure Island

Rick MacAulay City of St. Petersburg

Bob Klute City of Largo

Also Present:

John Cueva Pinellas County Building & Dev. Review Svecs.
Dave Goodwin - City of St. Petersburg, Economic Dev. Dept.
Steven Kurcan Grady Pridgen, Inc.

Michael Crawford Pinellas Planning Council
Ryan Brinson Pinellas Planning Council
Michael Schoderbock Pinellas Planning Council
Carolyn Shoemaker Pinellas Planning Council

Chairman Metcalf called the meeting to order at 1:30 P.M.

Minutes — Chairman Metcalf asked if there were any comments or corrections to be made to
the minutes of the October 8, 2007, PAC meeting. There being none, Dean Neal moved to
approve the minutes; the motion was seconded by Lynn Rosetti and carried (vote 11-0).

Old Business — none.

Review of PPC Agenda for December 5, 2007, Meeting — Received.

Countywide Planning Authority Actions — November — Mr. Crawford informed the PAC
members that at their meeting on November 6, 2007, the Countywide Planning Authority
approved subthreshold Case CW 07-27 - Pinellas County. The CPA also approved regular
amendments for Case CW 07-28 - City of St. Pete Beach, Case CW 07-29 - Pinellas
County, and Case CW 07-31 - Pinellas County. Case CW 07-30 - Pinellas County, was
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deferred to January 8, 2008 at the applicant’s request. The CPA also received the Quarterly
Status Report on Annexation for receipt and filing.

***Bob Klute entered the meeting at this time.***

Annexation Report — October 2007 — Michael Schoderbock summarized the report on
voluntary annexations for the month of October, noting that annexations received prior to
October 17 were reviewed in accordance with Pinellas County Ordinance No. 00-63;
annexations received subsequent to that date were merely tabulated for the purpose of
tracking voluntary annexation activity.

He stated that the Council received a total of nine (9) petitions for voluntary annexation
review in October from the cities of Largo and Pinellas Park. Of those nine (9) petitions
reviewed, all were found to be in compliance. Existing uses that are within the nine (9)
annexations include eight (8) residential parcels and one industrial parcel. He stated that
these proposed annexations totaled 2.23 acres and approximately $869,000 in taxable value.
Total Municipal Service Taxing Unit tax revenues from the $869,000 of taxable value are
$1,812 using the 2007/08 fiscal year tax rate. It is estimated that 17 residents will be
affected by a change in jurisdiction and annexation of five of the nine parcels will reduce
two enclaves in the county by 0.7 acres.

Mr. Schoderbock noted that of the nine parcels, four were received after Ordinance No. 00-
63 and five were received before; that staff has not received many notifications after the
invalidation of the ordinance; and he requested that the cities continue to send in the
applications in order that staff can continue to track the trends in the county.

He also noted that the Board of County Commissioners and the Pinellas Planning Council
have recommended reconstitution of the Subcommittee on Annexation; that this Committee
is expected to reconvene after the first of the year; and that PAC will be kept informed
regarding those meetings.

Ability to Serve Report No. 07-1: City of St. Petersburg (West Executive Drive
Annexation) — Michael Schoderbock stated that Section 5(12) of Chapter 88-464, Laws of
Florida as amended requires the Council to review and make a recommendation to the
affected municipality for each annexation of 10 acres or more as to the ability of the
municipality to provide municipal services to the territory proposed to be annexed. He
stated that the proposed annexation area is located north of Ulmerton Road, west of Heron
Boulevard, and generally west-northwest of St. Petersburg’s current boundaries. It is
referred to by the City of St. Petersburg as the West Executive Drive Annexation Area,
consisting of six parcels designated Commercial General on the Countywide Plan Map.

The existing uses are three hotels, a daycare facility, a restaurant, and an area of privately
owned right-of-way and the area is approximately 11.8 acres in size. Mr. Schoderbock
stated that the City has indicated in the submission material that it has the ability to provide
municipal services to the area, that it is within St. Petersburg’s municipal services planning
area, and that the application meets all the requirements of Chapter 171.
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After full presentation of the report, Dean Neal moved to approve staff recommendation to
adopt a finding that the City of St. Petersburg has the ability to provide municipal services
to this area and authorize this finding to be transmitted to the City of St. Petersburg. The
motion was seconded by Lynn Rosetti and approved (vote 12-0).

Workforce Housing Plan: St. Petersburg — Receipt and Acceptance - Mr. Crawford stated
the Countywide Rules provides that in order for a local government to utilize affordable
housing density bonuses, the local government shall have an approved affordable housing
plan and corresponding land development regulations which shall be filed with the Council.

In addition, the City has requested the Council consider the Workforce Housing Density
Bonus Program as a minor amendment to the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan. The proposed
code amendment describes what qualifies as affordable housing, the minimum standards for
affordable housing, and the maximum number of bonus dwelling units allowable in
specified zoning districts. It was noted that all bonus units are affordable.

Discussion followed with regard to floor area ratio bonuses and how these categories are set
forth. Mr. MacAulay stated that the St. Petersburg City Council is scheduled to adopt this
ordinance on November 29 at second reading.

#**Marie Dauphinais entered the meeting at this time.***

Mr. MacAulay informed the PAC that Tom DeYampert, Manager of Housing &
Community Development for the City of St. Petersburg, will be available at the December 5
PPC meeting to answer any questions that may arise with regard to the Workforce Housing
Plan. He stated that the LDRs that the City adopted as result of the Vision 2020 Special
Area Plan became effective September 10, 2007; that most zoning districts provided for
additional density units for Workforce Housing; and that the proposed ordinance will
become effective on January 1, 2008.

Dean Neal asked for clarification of the City’s visitability ordinance to which Mr.
MacAulay stated it is not to address parking, but has to do with Americans with Disabilities
Act requirements. '

School Board Representative Miller inquired with regard to the bonus provision, and
whether it must be affordable housing units only, to which Mr. MacAulay responded in the
affirmative; that once the site plan is approved, if units are built, they are required to be
affordable. He stated that the City wants the units spread within the project and available at
the same time the market rate units are available.

Gordon Beardslee inquired about the consideration for Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA)
to which Mr. MacAulay stated that the City maintains a CHHA unit “pool” that was
established in 1998; that the units would be pulled out of the pool; and that if the pool is
empty, then the City would not approve increased density.
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Mr. Beardslee inquired as to units per acre (upa) and floor area ratio (FAR) in the mixed-use
category. Rick MacAulay stated that for those projects that are mixed-use in nature, FAR
drives the development potential for the entire project; and that if workforce housing is
requested, there is a bonus to FAR that will be added to the development potential.

Mr. Crawford requested additional clarification as to the calculation process for FAR which
was provided by Mr. MacAulay who also stated that the site plan would be controlled by the
overall FAR umbrella. Discussion followed to clarify use of the provision.

Mr. Crawford noted that St. Petersburg would likely opt out of the County’s Inclusionary
Housing ordinance to which Mr. MacAulay stated he was not ready to respond to that but it
most likely would.

Dean Neal inquired as to methods of estimating traffic impact to which Mr. MacAulay
stated no traffic analysis has been done per se on an existing apartment for instance, but the
City is looking at all impacts that could be affected.

Mr. Crawford clarified that this item does not have to go to the Countywide Planning
Authority for approval.

Dean Neal moved to approve staff recommendation to receive and file the City of St.
Petersburg Workforce Housing Plan; the motion was seconded by Jim Miller and carried
(vote 13-0).

Countywide Plan Map — Annual Update — Ryan Brinson explained that the Countywide
Rules provide for the annual update and filing of the Countywide Plan Map. Consistent
with the Countywide Rules, and in accord with the PPC interlocal agreement with the
Pinellas County Property Appraiser’s Office, the map has been updated to include all the
amendments that have been approved from October 10, 2006, through the October 2, 2007,
Countywide Planning Authority meeting. PPC staff recommends the Council approve
Resolution No. 07-6, which will transmit the updated map to the Countywide Planning
Authority for official acceptance and filing at the December 18, 2007, meeting.

Mr. Crawford stated that copies of a large 3000’ scale map and individual map sets at 450’
scale will be distributed to local governments in January 2008.

Lynn Rosetti moved approval of this item. The motion was seconded by Dean Neal and
approved (Vote 13-0).

PLAN AMENDMENTS

Subthreshold Amendments:

CW 07-32 — Pinellas County — Mr. Brinson stated that this 0.4-acre site is located on the
east side of 104™ Street, 100 feet south of 118® Terrace North. He reported that the
proposed amendment is from Commercial Recreation (CR) to Residential Urban (RU). The
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amendment will allow the property to be developed with two single-family homes; that the
subject site is considered to be surplus land, owned by the adjacent Orange Lake Civic
Center (part of the Orange Lake Subdivision); and that the property owner intends to
subdivide the property into two lots and subsequently sell them to raise money for future
improvements to the Center.

CW 07-33 — Pinellas County — Mr. Brinson stated that this 0.2-acre site is located at 8143 —
49" Avenue North. The proposed amendment is from Commercial General (CG) to
Residential/Office General (R/OG). County staff has indicated that the subject site, along
with the parcel to the west, are both under the same ownership and will eventually be
combined for the purposes of redevelopment. This amendment will allow the property to be
developed with an office use. Staff did note that there will be no evaluation of the
amendment pursuant to the criteria regarding the Scenic Non-Commercial Corridor as the
SNCC will not be impacted.

CW 07-34 — Pinellas County — Mr. Brinson stated that this 0.2-acre site is located at 8137 —
49" Avenue North. The proposed amendment is from Commercial General (CG) to
Residential Low Medium (RLM). This amendment will recognize the subject site’s existing
use, which is a duplex. Staff did not review within the purview of the SNCC criteria and is
treating this as an exception.

CW 07-38 — City of Pinellas Park — Mr. Brinson stated that this 1.0-acre site is located at
10100 — 46™ Street North. The proposed amendment is from Residential Urban (RU) to
Recreation/Open Space (R/OS). This amendment from RU to R/OS will allow for the
expansion of the adjacent Freedom Lake Park, which is to the west and south of the subject
site.

Mr. Brinson noted that the park totals approximately 17.0 acres in size (excluding the lake)
and is designated on the Countywide Plan Map as R/OS, Water, and RU. He stated that the
area designated RU includes a long narrow parcel of land that extends south of the subject
site along the east side of Freedom Lake Park (approximately 1.5 acres in size). A
supplemental recommendation asking the City to initiate a map adjustment for the
remaining RU designated area to R/OS is included in order to reflect the park on the
Countywide Plan Map.

CW 07-39 — City of Clearwater — Mr. Brinson stated that this 0.1-acre site is located at 1520
Prospect Avenue. The proposed amendment is from Institutional (I) to Residential Urban
(RU) and will recognize the site’s existing single-family use.

After presentation and report on all subthreshold amendments, Lynn Rosetti moved
approval of Case CW 07-32, Case CW 07-33, Case CW 07-34, and Case CW 07-39, and
approval of Case CW 07-38 inclusive of the additional recommendation. The motion was
seconded by Catherine Porter and approved (vote 13-0).




Regular Amendments:

CW 07-35 — Pinellas County — Mr. Brinson stated that this 2.8-acres site is located on the
north side of Alderman Road, approximately 600 feet west of US Highway 19 North. The
proposed amendment is from Residential Low Medium (RLM) to Residential/Office/Retail
(R/O/R) and will allow the adjacent Wal-Mart Store to expand to include a grocery
component.

Mr. Brinson reported that no development is proposed for the amendment area as it already
contains access and parking for the Wal-Mart; that the amendment will allow for additional
square footage on the adjacent site since under Pinellas County’s requirements the
development rights associated with the Wal-Mart Store, which is also designated R/O/R,
have been almost fully utilized. He stated that when using the 0.40 (40%) floor area ratio
associated with R/O/R, the amendment would permit the use of approximately 48,787
square feet of floor area to expand the adjoining Wal-Mart site; however, County staff
indicates that the applicant, through the development agreement, intends to use 26,832
square feet to add a grocery component.

Mr. Crawford added that along the US 19 corridor, the FARs have to be reduced by 50%.
Mr. Cueva, in response to Dean Neal’s query, stated the development would be due west of
the existing building; also there will be intersection improvements at Alderman with
ingress/egress aisles to be improved, added turn lanes going south to west, and
improvements to the “stacking” problem going south on US 19 then east on Alderman
Road.

Rick MacAulay requested clarification regarding the SNCC to which Mr. Crawford stated
the map will be amended if this gets approved.

After full presentation of the report, Dean Neal moved to approve staff recommendation of
approval for Case CW 07-35, subject to the following conditions: 1) County approval of the
accompanying development agreement; and 2) amendment to the Scenic/Non-Commercial
Corridor Submap 1 to expand the Mixed-Use Subclassification to include the extent of this
site along Alderman Road; and separately, and in addition, the recommendation that the
County give special consideration to the improvement of the site with respect to the
buffering and landscaping guidelines of the Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor Master Plan.
The motion was seconded by Sharen Jarzen and carried (vote 13-0).

CW 07-36 (A & B) — City of St. Petersburg - Mr. Brinson noted that this amendment was
treated as “A & B” due to the amendment being located in two separate locations and that
these two proposed amendments are as follows: (A) 0.2-acre located approximately 125
feet west of the southwest corner of 4™ Street and 53™ Avenue, and (B) 3.0 acres located on
the east side of 66™ Street North between 9 Avenue and 13 Avenue, immediately south of
the Crossroads Post Office. The proposed Countywide Plan Map amendment for each
parcel is from Residential/Office/Retail R/O/R) to Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use
(PR-MU). The two proposed amendments (A&B) have been submitted by the City of St.
Petersburg to recognize recent changes as part of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan
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implementation. The City’s Vision 2020 Plan is embodied in a Special Area Plan that sets
forth the basis for the amendment of the Countywide Plan Map to the proposed Planned
Redevelopment — Mixed Use (PR-MU) category.

Mr. Brinson stated it is important to note that both of these parcels were amended to
Residential/Office/Retail (R/O/R) earlier this year and were reflected on both the City of St.
Petersburg’s Future Land Use Map and the Countywide Plan Map. The City’s approving
ordinances stated that the R/O/R designations would eventually transition to the PR-MU
category (once the category was approved and created in their Comprehensive Plan).
However, the Countywide Rules do not provide for such a transition from one plan category
to the next. Therefore, since a new category is being requested, both areas must be treated
as an amendment to the Countywide Plan Map and are subject to review in accord with the
Countywide Rules.

Specifically, the proposed Countywide Plan Map amendments will enable each parcel to
utilize the PR-MU category and thereby will expand the previously approved PR-MU
boundary that was established in April 3, 2007, by the Countywide Planning Authority
(CW07-10).

e Amendment Area A.): is an undeveloped 0.2 acre parcel that is proposed to
be assembled with the adjacent property to the east, which is already
designated PR-MU. The properties are proposed to be redeveloped together
with commercial uses.

e Amendment Area B.): is an undeveloped 3.0 acre parcel that is proposed to
be redeveloped with limited retail commercial uses. This property is
proposed to be combined with the immediate adjacent property to the east
designated Residential Urban and the property to the south designated
Residential/Office General. The previous case for these parcels is commonly
referred to as the Diocese property. All three properties are associated with
an approved development agreement and conceptual site plan. For the
specific development restrictions for these properties refer to the
development agreement found in Support Document 4.

Staff subjected this to the two conditions as noted in the report; these are the same
conditions that were on the Diocese property as approved previously. Rick MacAulay
explained that these were two private applications and that the City adopted them as
“transition”; and noted that the Countywide Rules still required this extra process.

After full presentation of the report, Sharen Jarzen moved to approve the staff
recommendation of approval for Case CW 07-36 (A & B), based on and correspondent with
the City of St. Petersburg’s Vision 2020 Special Area Plan, subject to the two conditions
enumerated. The motion was seconded by Lynn Rosetti and carried (vote 13-0).

CW 07-37 — City of Pinellas Park — Mr. Brinson stated that this 9.2 acres site is located

immediately west of 6240 — 39™ Street. The proposed amendment is from Industrial
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Limited and Water (IL and Water) to Recreation/Open Space and Water (R/OS and Water).
The proposed amendment area is a wooded undeveloped site designated Industrial Limited
(IL) and contains a lake located in the northwest corner of the property that is designated
Water on the Countywide Plan Map.

The requested Countywide Plan Map amendment has been initiated by the City of Pinellas
Park to allow for the expansion of an adjacent City-owned Youth Park, which is north and
northeast of the subject site. The Water designation is not proposed to change with the
amendment.

Presently, the Youth Park totals approximately 29.0 acres in size and is proposed to expand
as a function of the amendment by 9.2 acres in size totaling 38.2 acres once amended. The
current Youth Park is designated on the Countywide Plan Map as R/OS and
Transportation/Utility and contains soccer fields, baseball fields, and both a Progress Energy
right-of-way and an easement. Mr. Brinson noted that staff is making the Council aware
with respect to the area to the northeast, that the Countywide Plan Map does not recognize
the Progress Energy easement over the City-owned park parcel; therefore it is recommended
that the City initiate a Countywide Plan Map amendment to T/U Overlay to recognize the
utility easement.

The area to the east is developed as an industrial park and contains warehouses and office
space. The area to the west is used as a landscaping business that has outdoor storage of
heavy equipment and landscaping material. The area to the south is designated RM and is
developed with a 210-unit multi-family apartment complex.

Staff has concluded that the site is not considered to be a viable industrial property when
weighed against the advisory considerations in PPC Resolution No. 06-3; and that the
proposed R/OS category is an appropriate category and will recognize the property’s
proposed park use and ownership. Also, the R/OS category is consistent with the purpose
statement and the locational characteristics enumerated by the Countywide Rules.

Dean Neal requested clarification with regard to the supplementary recommendation to
clarify that it is not a conditional requirement; Mr. Crawford responded staff is
recommending that Pinellas Park look into initiating a Countywide Plan Map amendment
to T/U Overlay for the Progress Energy easement on the City-owned property to the
northeast; and that it is not a conditional requirement but a supplemental recommendation.

After full presentation of the report, Jim Miller moved to approve the staff recommendation
of approval for Case CW 07-37 inclusive of the separate additional recommendation, 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. The motion
was seconded by Sharen Jarzen and carried (vote 13-0).

CW 07-40 — City of St. Pete Beach — Mr. Brinson stated that this 1.4-acres site is located on
the southeast corner of Gulf Boulevard and Punta Vista Drive. The proposed amendment is
from Commercial General (CG) and Residential Urban (RU) to Residential Medium (RM).
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The subject site has two Countywide Plan Map designations — Commercial General on the
western 1.2 acres abutting Gulf Boulevard; and one single family residential lot designated
Residential Urban on the eastern 0.2 acres. The amendment area is on the southeast corner
of Gulf Boulevard and 52™ Avenue and is at the entrance to a residential subdivision. The
site is vacant, but recently contained a 28-unit hotel. This was demolished to make way for
a 19-unit residential town home project (the Countywide Rules would permit up to 21 units
but the proposed development is for 19 units.)

Mr. Brinson reported that the area to the east is a single family residential subdivision, to the
north is a taxi business, to the west across Gulf Boulevard is a restaurant, and to the south
are a single family home and an office. He noted that the site also has access to Boca Ciega
Bay on the southeast.

Council staff has concluded that the requested amendment to RM is an appropriate
designation because it is compatible with the surrounding residential areas, provides for*a
good transition from Commercial uses on Gulf Boulevard eastward to the residential
subdivision on the east, and due to its direct access to Gulf Boulevard, an arterial roadway.
Also the amendment is not viewed negatively against the Coastal High Hazard Area policies
since it represents a reduction in potential residential density.

Mr. Brinson stated that the CG category allows 24 upa and the RM permits 15 upa. Mr.
Crawford added that the City of St. Pete Beach zoning regulations would not allow any
residential, but with this amendment they could build residential.

Lynn Rosetti moved to approve the staff recommendation of approval for Case CW 07-40.
The motion was seconded by Dean Neal and carried (vote 13-0).

La Entrada Master Plan — Mr. Crawford reported that Grady Pridgen, Inc. has submitted a
Master Development Plan (MDP) in accordance with the Countywide Rules. He stated that
the MDP includes a significant amount of office, commercial, manufacturing, and
residential uses; that the site is partially developed and is being prepared for other uses once
the final approvals are obtained; and that the reason that the PPC and the Countywide
Planning Authority are reviewing this MDP is due to the residential component requested to
be included within the Industrial Limited Plan category.

The City of St. Petersburg has previously given approval for the construction of the existing
Halkey-Roberts and ValPak manufacturing facilities on-site totaling 700,000 square feet,
and preliminary approval has been given by the City for the remainder of the project,
pending PPC review and CPA approval. ‘

Mr. Crawford stated that in addition to the review and approval process involving the PPC
and CPA, the project development must obtain a variance from the limitation on locating the
proposed residential units which exceed 30 units per acre within 2000 feet of the Waste-to-
Energy Plant property operated by Pinellas County. The current variance request would
allow 75 units per acre or 2,494 residential units. This variance request is scheduled for
review on November 27 by the Board of County Commissioners. Mr. Crawford stated that
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should this variance be denied, the MDP will reqliire resubmission to the PPC and CPA; and
that if the residential component is removed entirely, the PPC and CPA would no longer be
required to review the MDP.

Discussion followed noting that the original application was for 133 acres; that about 5 acres
consist of the Progress Energy easement which has been removed leaving 128.28 acres; that
changes the permitted floor area from 7.4 million to 6.8 million and which subsequently
affects the number of residential units allowed.

School Board Representative Miller inquired as to the proposed level of housing to include
who the developer expects will buy; and that he did not note a school facility proposal in the
project. PAC members provided consensus to allow Mr. Kurcan to respond on behalf of
Grady Pridgen Inc. Mr. Kurcan stated that the applicant believes the market will be “empty
nesters” and young professionals; that they do not foresee many families. He stated that the
developer has discussed the project with the School District and that the District agrees with
this projection. Mr. Kurcan stated that the first housing units will be apartments - more
affordable product; and that the last will be what the market dictates.

In response to a query from Mr. Beardslee regarding infrastructure and road impacts, Mr.
Kurcan stated that through the mixed-use they expect a reduction of the number of trips; that
the applicant is working with PSTA on bus pull-outs; that the PSTA is being asked to stop at
each building and to institute a loop that will go into the Carillon area. The applicant seeks
to reduce traffic to the extent they can. Mr. Goodwin also addressed the DRI process in
alleviating some of these concerns and issues noting that the density proposed is critical and
that this will provide workforce housing for the Gateway area.

Gordon Beardslee stated that the County staff is recommending denial of the variance for
the residential uses due to its closeness to the landfill.

After full presentation of the report, Dean Neal moved to approve staff recommendation of

approval of the proposed Master Development Plan, subject to the conditions as enumerated
in the report. The motion was seconded by Lynn Rosetti and carried (vote 13-0).

Other PAC Business:

A. 2008 Meeting/Deadline Dates — Mr. Crawford reported to PAC that the 2008 schedule
of meeting dates had been approved by the Council at their meeting of October 17, and
provided copies of the schedule to each PAC member, also noting the deadline dates for
submission of amendments prior to each meeting.

B. 2008 PAC Membership Roster/Election of Officers for 2008 — Mr. Crawford stated that

the Planners Advisory Committee Bylaws call for the annual update of their membership
roster and for submission of this roster to the Council. An updated PAC roster was
presented to each member as submitted by their respective jurisdictions for 2008.




Fred Metcalf thanked the members for their support during his term as Chairman for the
past year. He indicated that Renea Vincent currently serves as Vice Chairman of the PAC
and has indicated her willingness to serve as Chairman of PAC for 2008 if nominated.

Dean Neal nominated Renea Vincent of the City of Tarpon Springs to serve as PAC
Chairman for 2008; the nomination was seconded by Rick MacAulay and the motion carried
(vote 13-0).

Dean Neal nominated Sharen Jarzen of the City of Seminole to serve as PAC Vice
Chairman for 2008; the nomination was seconded by Lynn Rosetti and the motion carried
(vote 13-0).

Also under Other PAC business, Mr. Crawford noted that he had contacted the cities
requesting information on non-conforming uses; that he has received some responses and is
requesting that the information be sent to him as soon as possible in order to prepare a report
for the Council.

Mr. Crawford requested information be forwarded to him with regard to any floor area ratio
variances the cities may have made this year.

Sharen Jarzen inquired as to what prompted the request for information on non-conforming
uses to which Mr. Crawford noted that the issue arose in the discussion regarding hotels.

It was noted that a PAC photo will be taken immediately following this meeting for
inclusion in the annual report.

Mr. Crawford stated that there will be no PAC meeting in December; the next meeting will
be in January 2008. :

There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at 2:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

David P. Healéy, Executive

11




