
PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT:
Consent Agenda:

F. Correspondence

RECOMMENDATION:
Council Receive and Discuss as is Appropriate

BACKGROUND

Correspondence Includes :

1. PAC Minutes - December 8, 2008 (draft), and November 10, 2008 (approved)
2. Copy of letters sent November 5,2008 to Mayor Frank Hibbard, City of Clearwater,

Mayor Muriel H. Whitman, Town of Kenneth City, Mayor Rick Baker, City of St.
Petersburg, and Mayor Beverley Billiris, City of Tarpon Springs, from Brian Smith,
Planning Director, Pinellas County, Re: CPA actions taken on November 4,2008

3. Notice of No Objection received November 6, 2008 from Arthur K. Davis and
Vivian A. Davis, residents of Tarpon Woods, Re: Possible Rezoning and Land Use
Change at 800 Tarpon Woods Boulevard, Palm Harbor, Florida

4.Letter sent November 19, 2008 to Julie Alissa Hirschfield, Hirschfield Property
Management LLC, Re: November 19, 2008 PPC Meeting Follow-up (Land Use
Case)

5. Letter sent November 21, 2008 to Mayor Muriel Whitman, Town of Kenneth City,
Re: November 19, 2008 PPC Meeting Follow-up

PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL ACTION:

COUNTYWIDE PLANNING AUTHORITY ACTION:

H:\USERS\PAC, PPC, & CPA\02 PPC\0000AGENDAS and RELATED CORRESP\00Agenda Folders for 2O08\l2Dec08PPC\Consent F

MEETING DATE: December 17,2008AGENDA ITEM: II F.



MINUTES OF THE PLANNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MONDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2OO8

BANK OF AMERICA BUILDING
600 CLEVELAND STREET, SUITE 850, EIGHTH FLOOR

CLEARWATER. FLORIDA

Members Present:
Renea Vincent, Chairman
Sharen Jarzen, Vice Chairman
Gordon Beardslee
Dean Neal
Bob Jarzen
Rick MacAulay
Danny Taylor
Fred Metcalf
Catherine Hartley
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Steve DeMenitt
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Dave Healey
Michael Crawford
Chris Mettler
Michael Schoderbock
Linda Fisher
CarolYn Shoemake r 
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City of Tarpon Springs
City of Seminole
Pinellas County
City of Pinellas Park
City of Largo
City of St. Petersburg
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Chairman Renea Vffiq t called tt#ffileting to order at l:30 P.M.
:  ; .  .1.

Minutes - Chairman Vi if there were any comments or corrections to be made
to the minutes of the Nd$Ember 10, 2008 PAC meeting. There being none, Bob Jarzen
moved to approve the minutes; the motion was seconded by Sharen Jarzen and carried (vote
r0-0).

Old Business - none.

Review of PPC Aeenda for December 17. 2008 Meeting - Received.

Countywide Planning Authoritv Actions - December - Mr. Crawford presented CPA
actions from December 2, noting that the CPA held the first public hearing on proposed



changes to the Countywide Rules regarding Development Agreements, and that the second
public hearing has been advertised for December 16.

Mr. Crawford also reported on the Board appointments to the Council for 2009-10.

Annexation Report - November 2008 - Michael Schoderbock summarized the report on
voluntary annexations for the month of November as follows:

He stated that the Council received a total of two voluntary annexation petitions in
November from the City of Clearwater. Both proposed annexation properties contain
single-family homes. The proposed annexations totaled 0.5 acres and approximately
5236,310 in taxable value. Total Municipal Service Taxing Unit revenues from the
$236,310 of taxable value are $493 using the 2008/09 fiscal year taxrate.

Mr. Schoderbock also reported that the City of St. Petersburg
annexation heard by the Council at their November meeting.

*:*'r'Marie Dauphinais entered the meeting at this time.***

PLAN AMENDMENTS

ir,edthe Tierra Verde
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Mr. Crawford pointed out the formatting changes made to the cases at the fiqquest of the
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Subthreshold Plan Amendments : i\:tt,)-ttl,M:
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* Mr. Crawford stated that this 0.2 acre site is proposed
to be amende&from Residential/Office General to Residential/Office/Retail. He stated that
the amendment would reclassiff so as-to refldet its current use which includes a restaurant

cuffent non-con g use to be reUuitt or expanded and would also allow other types of
retail, office, or res I use-s,i ce of the current use.

..*, '
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Case CW 08-43: Pineil y - Mr. Crawford stated that this 0.6 acre site is proposed
to be amended from Cofimercial General (CG) and Residential Urban to CG. He stated
that the proposed amendment would reclassiff a portion of the parcel; that the majority of
the site is designated CG and this amendment would reclassiff one residential lot on the
east end of the site to CG as well; that the amendment would allow the current storage of
boats to continue in confonnance with the County's Land Development Code; and that it
should be noted that a single-family residence abuts the site to the east and should be
buffered from any non-residential use of the site. Mr. Crawford pointed out that the
amendment area is adjacent to a Mixed Use subclassification of the ScenicArlon-
Commercial Corridor, but should not have a detrimental or significant impact upon this
Corridor.



Case CW 08-47: Pinellas County - IVIr. Crawford stated that this 0.3 acre site is proposed
to be amended from Commercial Neighborhood (CN) to Residential Low (RL). He stated
that the site is now vacant and was formerly a dry cleaner business; that Pinellas County
Community Development purchased the site in 2006 for construction of a single-family
home; and that the property to the south contains a vacant commercial building, the
property to the west is occupied by a single-family home, and to the east is a vacant
restaurant.

Sharen Jarzen inquired regarding Case CW 08-43 as to whether there would be buffering
requirements to the north and south to which Mr. Crawford responded that staff will include
this in the report as it is presented to Council at their December meeting; that buffering
requirements will be on three sides.

After full presentation of the reports and following discusslg{t nob iJ+ttp.a moved to
approve the staff recommendation of approval for Cases CW W, CW 0W and 08-47;
the motion was seconded by Rick MacAulay and carried (vote tYOr.# ,::, 
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Case CW 08-44: Pinellas County - Mr. Cra;vfordhated th@{qp,Z u.rF$lM is located on
the east side of Seminole Blvd. between GrovelT.oa* un&,,mf"ncia Terrace and is
proposed to be amended from Residential Urban (Ru)toReside low Medium (RLM).
He stated that the gryOposod amendment to RLM wffiild allow-conitruction of residential
apartment units.dfrfu;iliit of l0 units per acre (up$; dlht the former mobile home park
had 37 units"re#liing in a density of l0 uia as well; and that all but two of the mobile
homes ftu.re'&een rem-oved from thE;ite. GslUj. ct area has frontage on Lake Seminole
and is also adjacent to the City of $minoleffifiuee sides. Mr. Crawford stated that the
area to the south of the site has a new residential complex built at 15 upa and the area to the
north contains a mobile home paffl The remainder of the adjacent and nearby parcels
along Seminole Bo ard contajdi ixture of commercial and office uses.

Mr. Crawford also ndtoi#ii:.i :=nearby urban activity center; noted there would be no
significant increase i" SUM6i impact; and no negative or significant impact to the City of
Seminole.

'r'<{'{'Gina Clayton entered the meeting at this time.**:e

Ms. Jarzen noted that the City of Seminole supports this amendment.

After full presentation and findings of the report, Sharen Jarzen moved to approve the staff
recommendation of approval; the motion was seconded by Fred Metcalf and carried (vote
r2-0).

Case CW 08-45: Pinellas County - Mr. Crawford stated that this 5.6 acre site is located on
the north side of Park Blvd, 650 feet west of 66fr St. North and is proposed to be amended



from Residential Urban (RU), Commercial General (CG), and Preservation to CG and
Preservation. He stated that the proposed amendment to CG would allow development of a
former 116-unit mobile home park with a commercial, office, or mixed use project
including residential units; that all mobile homes have been removed from the site and it
remains vacant. The northern boundary of the parcel has a drainage canal running through
it from east to west and north of that lies a thin strip of CG designated land. Mr. Crawford
also noted that the City of Pinellas Park annexed the parcel to the west on Park Street in
2004 and would be considered an adjacent local government that could be impacted by this
request. Additionally, the Council recommended approval of an amendment from RU to
CG for this adjacent parcel in September. He further noted that the majority of uses in this
area are commercial in nature and include a shopping center to the east, a car sales lot to the
west, St. Pete College to the southeast and a mobile home park directly across Park Blvd.
Additionally there are two separate areas that include residential uses adjacent to the site -

one area on the east and one area on the west. There is not an_ amendment to the area
des igna tedPreserva t ion inc ludedwi th th isapp l i ca t ion .# !

t l

Mr. Crawford further noted that staff has asked the County to *,$Pr the lsingle"family uses
adjacent to the amendment area. r

In response to query from Ms. Vincent, Mr. Beardslee stated there had been no\popition
received from the single-family areas and discussion Sfrliqryg! with regald to the 200 ft.
notification requirement in all directions. o

-  
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After full presentation and findings of the repofu, Dean N€hf mdv$ to apfiiove the staff
recommendation of appr,o-val; the motion was secondt$ tV Gordorr Beardslee and carried
(vote l2-0). .* Ty
Case CW 08-464 Pinellas Couii* +'Mr. Cfawford stated tfidt this 1.5 acre site is located on
th @rtn, ;;fih of 150ft Ave. North and is proposed to be

iffi'tvtt. Uffiroro stated #d?hir 1.5 acre site is located on

amended frbm Residential Urban (RU) to hfutrial Limited (IL). He stated that the
proposed a to IL is to red$ize the lndustrial uses: metal recycling, roof repafu,
and commercial'' g that have $een operating on the subject parcels for over 20 years;

:en classified as "grandfathered" by the County, which means theythat these uses ha
could continue opei*irtg in theii cunent form without the requested amendment, but are
restricted from expandtng and"'*ould not be allowed to rebuild if they were destroyed.

Mr. Crawford stated that the larger area to the north and west is vacant, but is owned by
Pinch-a-Penny Pool Supplies and is slated for industrial development; that the
surrounding developed area is a mix of older single-family homes and industrial uses
designated RU, with Commercial Neighborhood along 150* Ave. North; and that three of
the six homes in the immediate area are not part of the requested amendment, but appear
to have associated industrial type businesses and are designated RU. He stated that the
PPC staff believes the amendment to IL is appropriate to recognize that the subject area,
as well as the fact that the character of the surrounding area has changed significantly
from its single-family beginnings and that to properly recognize these other uses, the
remaining area northwest of 150ft Ave. and 62"d St. should be studied by Pinellas County



to determine what other coffesponding Future Land Use Plan map amendments should be
pursued for this area.

Discussion ensued with the suggestion that the County look at the area and come back
with what uses should eventually be allowed. In response to query from Renea Vincent,
Mr. Beardslee stated he believed the non-conforming status was given several years ago
and that the County realizes the concern for the area and has asked the Board of County
Commissioners to authorize staff to review and make additional amendments in this area.

Bob Jarzen stated the City of Largo supports this amendment with the understanding that
the County will take a look at the larger arca and come up with recommendations.

After full presentation and findings of the report, Catherine Hartley moved to approve the
staff recommendation of approval; the motion was seconded by. Ma*l.ie Dauphinais and
carried (vote l2-0). '
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Case CW 01-13/CW 06-44 (SAP Change No. 3-2003): Ciiy pf I- $ rr4t. Mettler
*p-t"d th.t this t8.l acre area is located at three @6].#..g5t side of
Clearwater-Largo Road, south of Belleair Road and north of f e*-Av,,,g, W, and is proposed
to be amended from Residential Urban (RU), Residential iow*{fidedium Gt@- And
Residential/OfficelRetail (R/O/R) to Community Re@elopmcnt Dist@{CRD). : ;

Mr. Mettler stated that the City of Largooronondil*Kexpeqd ttrr,cno%dend to amend
the Special Area Plan (SAP) that govern$ the CRD bV a*dlng an additional'dppendix; that
the City proposes to expand the, CRD by approx&iilately 1$.1 acres to a total of
approximately 306.2 gq{g.. The City proposes to amend"the SAP with new legal
descriptions qf -the Siidj€ttt a@,,reviJed maps, tables, 

'sn 
rrpdated traffic study and text

reflecting fuftfuanged characteffitics of the SAP once the annexed parcels are incorporated.
\  * ;  :  r  

, i ; " r *

Mr. Mettler ouiiined the three areas of the e@fuion noting that the Pinellas County Trail

lefarale.:.the area from the Town of Belleair aiid that there were minimal impacts to the
School District.

Mr. Klute stated he wouldJik; ib make an additional recommendation in the second
recommendation on the repgtft, asking that the phrase o'after adoption" be inserted because
the city's adoption hearing *ill follow very shortly after the CPA; that he expects this to
occur in March; and would like time to work on this with the PPC staff. He further stated
there are a number of property owners ready to begin development, including some
proposed new affordable housing.

After full presentation and findings of the report, Gordon Beardslee moved to approve the
staff recommendation of approval inclusive of the separate and additional recommendation;
the motion was seconded by fuck MacAulay and carried (vote l2-0).

Mr. Healey stated that the PPC staff will insert the amended language as requested by the
City.



Rule Amendment Re: Consistency - Mr. Mettler stated that the report remains almost
identical to that presented in November; that Section 4.2.7.4.t(B) has been changed to
reflect changes to the "balancing criteria" to reflect that consideration will be given to
areas located within the Coastal Storm Area (CSA) but outside of the Coastal High
Hazard Area (CHI{A).

Mr. MacAulay inquired as to how the CSA concept will affect the City if, for instance,
the City does not adopt the CSA, to which Mr. Crawford stated that PPC staff will review
the amendment against the Countywide Rules criteria. Mr. Crawford referred to a map of
a portion of the City of St. Petersburg pointing out what the PPC definition of CSA is
versus the Chapter 163 definition of CHHA. IVIr. Crawford stated that staff continues to
work on mapping the rest of the County and will have this information before the PPC
meeting. . j:::. ,.,1ilr,,,

:re, ;W,
Renea Vincent stated that this seems logical from a planning tefs;pecti,ffiut expressed
concerns when we get more restrictive than the State. *"*l

Key. Mr. MacAulay noted that we have an existing de,$nition of CftrtIA frorifi.S1lbr,i&
Statutes; that on the map all would now be in the eX*lffrkd PPC defi#*bn of CSF";; $eStatutes; that on the map all would now be in the eXSWffi PPC defifif;*lNn of CSF;i;,,*{€
inquired as to whether a request for an increase in densitf'-*"guld be de,nied except as
o'successfully balanced". Mr. Crawford responded it would'te'iecommeffid for denial
unless it met the criteria in the Rules. Mr. I\&cAulay note&that in the City of St.
Petersburg's Objections, Reco.*.nffi1ffir'ild Co*m#is tOnb) report received from
the Florida DepartmentaffiCommuniiy AfAirs (FDCA)$n their Evaluation and Appraisal
Report, language hed beeh inse@ frorry@e Countywiffi''Rules relative to balancing, but
that the FDCA had objected to that policj@nguage and ieSponded that there shall not bei--ponded that there shall not bethat the FDCA had objected to that poli
any increases in density in the CHHA.

Discussion continued with Mr. MacAulay stating the City wants to keep focused on State
Law, Chapter 163, and does not feel this needs to be in the Rules. He stated that the City
of St. Petersburg will not adopt the gSA concept and respectfully requests it be pulled out
of this proposal for amondment of the Rules.'t
Discussion followed witfi:iegard to areas containing hotels; Mr. Beardslee stated that the
FDCA is more flexible with respect to increases in hotel density in the CHHA. Mr.
Beardslee suggested that, since the proposed CSA in the Countywide Rules is different
from what has been adopted by several local governments, a different term be used in the
Countywide Rules for this area to avoid confusion.

Mr. Healey stated that the PPC staff would be willing to work together with the local
jurisdictions to try and work with FDCA; that it is a countywide issue and especially
critical to a built-out county. Additionally, PPC staff will give additional thought to the
premise that we currently start from a recommendation of denial and will address these
issues and bring them to the Council.



Discussion ensued relative to concerns expressed by Gina Clayton, City of Clearwater,
relating to density averaging and the 20%o limitation. Clearwater would like to continue
to handle density averaging through the site plan approval process. Discussion followed
relating to Transfer of Density Rights (TDRs) and density averaging. In response to a
query from Ms. Clayton, Mr. Mettler stated that once a site receives over 20%o of the
density otherwise allowable, a plan map amendment would be more appropriate. IVIr.
Crawford gave an example of Bayside Reserves noting that was an averaging case, with a
requested density of l0 units per acre (upa), but ended up 20 upa. He stated that when
density becomes greater than that allowed in the next highest Countywide Plan Map
category, it should trigger an amendment. Ms. Clayton inquired if there might be a
benefit to having a threshold noting that Pinellas County is so built out that there might
be a benefrt to having a threshold as to certain densities before this restriction is applied.

::::
Gordon Beardslee recommended a revision to language in Sectibn +.2..€fuy"A.4,gcing the
phrase "as to the maximum permitted density/intensity of' with the word otfrrith". He
stated in discussions with the County attorneys, there is a need to *gcognize approved
master plans for TDRs approved prior to this ordinance, and thSffiy Shall be deemed to
be consistent and conforming with the Countywide Plan and $trtKhl not just fordensity

Mr. Beardslee acknowledged that the amendments #Or.rring tfrc uO-infur,rr. hearing
process had been revised to make the process non-mandutory; however he questioned
why the amendments addressing the adrninietrative heq[sb process must be included at
all. There is a section in the $WiAl Act (Sectiffi ld (4i; (ely ur to when the
administrative hearingprocess would.b&used - "Excqit as pr*vided..., the council and
the board of cqq#ty*ctmmissioners are nsJ subject to Cl. 120 Florida Statutes." County
staff will U"*ffitig with legal staffto di$4ss ittir nrrttt.r.

,  ' 1 : .1

*;
Rick MacAudt stated that he .trffil.O a memo from the City of St. Petersburg City
Attorney's offiqq$ PPC staff toda5#4p'*4dthat copies have been provided to PAC, oiftting
comments on thb' enforcement pr+Vision and administrative hearings that might be
required. St. Petei*burg's concerns 6le similar to what Mr. Beardslee just stated.

l'*, *ffi"
Renea Vincent stated that'ihe City of Tarpon Springs would like certain types of
agricultural uses in the lfid0strial Limited and Industrial General categories. Mr. Healey
stated we can easily add agricultural as a secondary use in these categories.

Gordon Beardslee noted that the County still has concerns over requiring mini-
warehousing uses in the Residential/Office/Retail category to meet additional criteria.

Gina Clayton moved to recommend approval of consistency amendments with exceptions
including: (1) removal of the amendment introducing the CSA provision; (2) removal of
the density averaging provisions, in particular, the 20Yo limitation; (3) removal of the
administrative hearing process provisions; (4) revision of language in Section 4.2.3.7 to
replace the phrase "as to the maximum permitted densityiintensity of' with the word



"with"; and (5) addition of agricultural uses to the Industrial General and Industrial
Limited categories. The motion was seconded by Rick MacAulay and carried (vote l0-2,
Representatives of Largo and Seminole, dissenting.)

The representative of Seminole noted that her opposition to the motion was due to the
lateness of the changes proposed.

Other PAC Business:

2009 Meeting/Deadline Dates - the PAC received the 2009 Meeting schedule as approved
by the Council in November.

'F**Steve DeMerritt and Gina Clayton left the meeting at this time.{'{€:r'<

2009 PAC Membership RosterlElection of Officers for 2009,,.,& the FAC peceived and
accepted tie iOOg membership roster as ,ub-itt.d by-S local j*i*Uirtionr and
recommended it be forwarded to the Council. "r*, 

, : ,'t
m+'" f

Dean Neal moved that Sharen Jarzen, City of Seminole, Ue sffi@". for Cha@ of the
PAC for 2009; the motion was seconded by Fred Metcal@d canie@@e l0-0).*"

i  
. o

Dean Neal moved that Catherine Hartlev be selected for Vice Chairma[ of the PAC for
2009;the motion was seconded by Rick MacAulav and carried (vote f O-Oj. J

f
Sharen Jarzenthanked the membersft the ippointmggg as Chairirran of PAC for 2009 and
thanked Renea Vincent fof'her service as Chairman for 2008 which was concurred in by the
PAC members- 

j ;'i 
,fu

- PAC members were provided
it was noted that further updates will be

provided with-iFlanline PAC agen& materials as they are received by Council staff.

Linda Fisher infrmed the PA(ilffiat the University of Florida, Building for Beffer
Communities, will fl$#,.a p=l= forum on January 15 and 16,2009, at the offices of
Tampa Bay Water. Shd b. that some sessions will offer American Institute of Certifred
Planners (AICP) points itr Ethics and Law, and that the PAC will receive further
information by email in the near future.

There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at 3:15 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

David P. Healey, Executive Director



MINUTES OF THE PLANNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MONDAY, NOVEMBER IO, 2OO8
BANK OF AMERICA BUILDING

600 CLEVELAND STREET, SUITE 850, EIGHTH FLOOR
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA

Members Present:
Renea Vincent, Chairman
Sharen Jarzen, Vice Chairman
John Cueva
Dean Neal
Bob Jarzen
Rick MacAulay
Danny Taylor
Fred Metcalf
Catherine Hartley
Marshall Touchton

Also Present:
Dave Goodwin
Dave Healey
Michael Crawford
Chris Mettler
Michael Schoderbock
Carolyn Shoemaker

City of Tarpon Springs
City of Seminole
Pinellas County
City of Pinellas Park
City of Largo
City of St. Petersburg
City of Indian Rocks Beach
City of Gulfport
City of St. Pete Beach
School District of Pinellas County

City of St. Petersburg
Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council

Chairman Renea Vincent called the meeting to order at l:32P.M.

Members introduced themselves for the benefit of two new members present - Catherine
Hartley, City of St. Pete Beach, and Marshall Touchton representing the School District of
Pinellas County.

Minutes - Chairman Vincent asked if there were any comments or corrections to be made
to the minutes of the October 6, 2008 PAC meeting. Rick MacAulay requested a change on
page 10, substituting the word, "explain" for "examine." With this change, Bob Jarzen
moved to approve the minutes; the motion was seconded by Dean Neal and carried (vote 9-
0, representative of School District abstained.)

Old Business - none.

Review of PPC Agenda for November 19. 2008 Meeting - Received.

Countywide Planning Authority Actions (October and November) - Mr. Crawford
presented CPA actions from October 2L and November 4 meetings noting that the CPA
approved the Meres Crossing Special Area Plan (SAP) with an additional provision for
maintenance of wetlands to be created in Pinellas County; that they continued Case CW 08-
4l from the Town of Kenneth City to the CPA meeting of December 16; and that they

I



authorized advertisement of proposed amendments to the Countywide Rules regarding
development agreements for December 2 and 16. Mr. Crawford noted that the City of St.
Petersburg's SAP update was accepted; that the Bayside Reserves amendment with
amended development agreement, which basically resulted in an overall reduction in
density, was approved; and that the city of Dunedin case was withdrawn.

Annexation Report - October 2008 - Michael Schoderbock summarized the report on
voluntary annexations for the month of October as follows:

He stated that the Council received a total of two voluntary annexation petitions in October
from the cities of Pinellas Park and Safety Harbor. Both proposed annexation properties
are vacant. The proposed annexations totaled 0.9 acres and approximately $263,300 in
taxable value. Total Municipal Service Taxing Unit revenues from the $263,300 of taxable
value are $549 using the 2008/09 fiscal year tax rate.

Ability to Serve Report No. 08-6 - Ciqv of St. Petersburg (North Tierra Verde
Annexation) - Mr. Schoderbock presented background information on this request and
noted that the St. Petersburg City Council held a public hearing on November 6; is
scheduled to hold another public hearing on November 17; and will take final action on
this proposed annexation on November 20.

The proposed annexation area is located west of the Pinellas Bayway Bridge, north and
south of Madonna Boulevard, and generally south of St. Petersburg's current boundaries
(see Map 2). Referred to by the City as the North Tierra Verde Annexation Area, the
area consists of ten parcels designated Commercial General, five parcels designated
Residential Low, and one parcel designated Water on the Countywide Plan Map. The
existing uses are a marina, shopping center, yacht club, office building, convenience
store, one area of submerged land containing marina docks, five vacant parcels, and an
area of right-of-way. The total area is approximately 29.7 acres in size, consisting of
17.3 acres of Commercial General, 1.0 acre of Residential Low, 10.1 acres of Water
(submerged land), and 1.3 acres of right-of-way.

In accordance with the ability to serve review criteria of PPC Resolution No. 98-2, and
based upon the accompanying data and analysis, staff submitted the following findings
for consideration:

A. The subject area is not located within any established planning areas pursuant to
Chapter 163, F.S. St. Petersburg terminated their planning area agreement with
Pinellas County (April 2008) that had its boundary adjacent to, but not including,
the proposed annexation area.

The proposed annexation does not create any enclaves.

The City has the ability to provide water, sewer, solid waste, law enforcement,
fire, EMS, recreation, and library services through city departments, county
services, or private contractors.

B.

C.



D. The existing service district boundaries will not change.

Mr. MacAulay clarified that this submittal has changed from the previous one; that part
of the Pinellas Bayway is now included, and the southern marina is now excluded.
Discussion followed with regard to Type A and Type B enclaves, and in answer to query
by Mr. MacAulay, Mr. Schoderbock stated that Tierra Verde could be considered a Type
B enclave.

Mr. MacAulay noted that Mr. Goodwin is available to answer any questions that PAC
might have.

Discussion followed with regard to the State Law and contiguity to which Mr.
Schoderbock noted that under Section l7l.03l(11), F.S. "Contiguous" means that a
substantial part of a boundary of the territory sought to be annexed by a municipality is
coterminous with apart of the boundary of the municipality.

Mr. Cueva inquired as to the radius of notification to which Mr. MacAulay stated that it
was 200 feet plus any neighborhood association.

After full presentation of the report, Dean Neal moved to approve staff recommendation
that the Council, based on accompanying findings, 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 Sharen
Jarzen and carried (vote 8-1, representative of Pinellas County dissenting, and
representative of School District abstaining).

Curlew Road Scenic Non-Commercial Corridor Pilot Stud)' - Preliminary Draft Report -
Mr. Crawford provided background on this item and stated that the preliminary draft report
had not yet been received from the consultant; that as soon as it is received it will be
provided to PAC for discussion at the December meeting.

Mr. Crawford noted that there are two main recommendations: 1) adding a new sub-
classification called "Transitional" between the "Residential" and "Mixed {.Jse"
classifications; and 2) Iocal government regulations to address buffering and site plan
considerations for non-residential uses.

Proposed Amendments of the Countywide Rules Re: Resource Management Overla]'
District - Chris Mettler noted that the PPC continued this item in October to this month;
that PPC staff has met with the County staff and both parties are continuing to identify
and work out any inconsistencies.

Countywide Rule Amendment Re: Consistency Report - Authorization of Public Hearine
for Proposed Amendment of the Countywide Rules - Mr. Mettler provided background
information on the request by the Board of County Commissioners in their role as the
Countywide Planning Agency requesting a Consistency Report.



He reported that the Council received preliminary drafts of proposed amendments to the
Rules in follow-up to the Consistency Report at the September and October meetings;
and that based on input from the Planners Advisory Committee (PAC), Pinellas County
Planning staff, City of St. Petersburg staff, City of Seminole staff and County
Community Development staff, additional refinements have been made in the
accompanying draft for the Council's consideration. Further changes will be considered
as the Council staff continues to solicit and receive input from the PAC and Council.

He stated that after review the Council staff recommends an ordinance be advertised for
public hearing and consideration by the Council at their December meeting; and that the
objective is to have the Rule amendments dealing with consistency in place within the
next few months in order that remaining local government amendments can take place in
reliance on same.

Discussion followed regarding mini-warehouse uses to which Mr. MacAulay stated there
has been interest over the years for this; that the argument from industry is the need to be
closer to multi-family properties; that the City has always hesitated and pointed to the
Countywide Rules. He stated that with the new design guidelines and criteria in the
City's new LDRs, St. Petersburg is comfortable with this as a special exception or
conditional use in the Residential/Office/Retail category, and the city supports this
amendment to the Rules.

Mr. Mettler outlined the issue on affordable housing noting that the section has been
revised to further clariff the role of local government in approving an affordable housing
plan and to further establish the minimum content required in an affordable housing plan.

With regard to Transferable Development Rights (TDRs) and Density/Intensity
Averaging, discussion ensued with regard to the City of St. Petersburg staff s concem
that the TDRs and density'intensity averaging amendments limit maximum
density/intensity to no more than 20o/o above that otherwise allowed, which the City
believes is too low, and suggests that 50olo would be more effective at least for
Residential Medium and Institutional plan categories. Mr. MacAulay provided the
example that 50o/o would result in 22 upa for Residential Medium, half-way between the
15 units per acre allowed in RM and the 30 upa for Residential High. IvIr. Neal believes
there is a need for a whole new paradigm for distributing entitlements and he felt these
changes did not implement the Economic Development and Redevelopment Plan. Mr.
Crawford responded by saying that the Planned Redevelopment category was created in
order to satisff local governments need for increased density and intensity in certain
areas.

Additional discussion followed with rcgard to the City of St. Petersburg's recently
completed process on updating its plan and code through the Planned Redevelopment
Districts noting that if local government takes the time and effort to prepare a SAP, they
can take advantage of the Planned Redevelopment categories.



Mr. Mettler also noted revisions had been made to address concerns raised by the City of
Seminole staff relating to density/intensity issues.

Discussion followed with regard to the Coastal High Hazard Area (CHHA) and Coastal
Storm Area wherein St. Petersburg questioned the use of the new definition for "Coastal
Storm Area (CSA)" in that several local jurisdictions have not yet adopted the CSA
concept. It was noted that the Council staff has done so to recognize the regional and
County effons to define a larger area including such ar€as as those connected to the
mainland by bridges, those to be inundated by a Category 2 or above hurricane and
surrounded by the CHHA, and those located in the FEMA Velocity Zone. Mr. MacAulay
stated the City of St. Petersburg will be requesting that the CSA portion be removed and
requested more discussion on the potential effect this will have on the cities.

Mr. Mettler and Mr. Crawford provided input regarding impact considerations for plan
map amendments in the proposed CSA. Mr. Metcalf reminded members that Pinellas
County staff had made a presentation regarding this issue to the PAC earlier this year.
Mr. Crawford provided a visual explanation using a map surrounding the Safety Harbor
and Oldsmar areas.

Mr. Mettler stated that in response to concerns relative to nonconformities expressed by
PAC and the County staff, Section 6.5.1.2 was revised to clarifl, density/intensity
previously permitted as a function of TDRs, or density/intensity averaging through a
local jurisdiction's approval process, shall be deemed consistent and conforming with the
Countywide Rules' density/intensity standards.

Mr. Healey provided clarification that under "enforcement," the proposed provision for
administrative hearing has been revised to make the process optional.

Mr. Mettler stated that, in summary, there appear to be 3 main areas requiring resolution -
CHHA, TDRs and Enforcement; that these items will be discussed with the Council at
the November meeting, and that staff recommends an ordinance be advertised for public
hearing and consideration at the December Council meeting.

After full presentation of the report and following discussion, Rick MacAulay moved to
recommend the Council authorize the ordinance for public hearing in December, less the
CSA language; the motion was seconded by Catherine Hartley and carried (vote 5-4,
representatives of Gulfport, Seminole, Largo and Pinellas County dissenting;
representative of School District abstaining). It was clarified that those in opposition to
the motion did so only due to the condition added to the motion.

PLAN AMENDMENTS

Subthreshold Plan Amendments: None.



Regular Plan Amendments:

Case CW 08-41: Town of Kenneth Citlz - (continued to PPC meeting of November 19) -
Mr. Crawford noted that no new information had been received. Mr. Neal noted that he had
not been approached for assistance by the applicant. Mr. Crawford stated that staff had met
with the Town and applicant regarding a development agreement but had not received
anything further from them

Other PAC Business: New members were welcomed.

There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at2:45 P.M.

Respectfu lly submitted,

Healey, Executive


