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SUBTECT:
Consent Agenda:

F. Correspondence

RECOMMENDATION:
Council Receive and Discuss as is Appropriate

BACKGROUND

Correspondence Includes :

PAC Minutes - February 9,2009 (draft), and January 12,2009 (approved)
Letter sent January 5,2009 to Catherine M. Hartley, AICP, Senior Planner, City of St. Pete
Beach Community Development, Re: Case CW 05-8 - City of St. Pete Beach Community
Redevelopment District (CRD)
Copy of letter sent January 8, 2009 to Mayor Pat Gerard, City of Largo, and to John Cueva,
DRS Permit Section Manager, Pinellas County, from Brian Smith, Pinellas County Planning
Director, Re: CPA actions taken on January 6,2009
Sample of transmittal letter sent January 8, 2009 to all City Managers, Clerks, Mayors, and
Building Officials, Re: Ordinance No. 08-81 - Development Agreements
Letter sent January 13, 2009 to Paula Cohen, Community Development Director, City of
Madeira Beach, Re: Review of Adopted Amendments to the City of Madeira Beach's Code
of Ordinances (Ordnance 1183) for Consistency with the Countywide Rules
Letter sent January 14, 2009 to Mike Meidel, Director, Pinellas County Economic
Development, Re: On-line Library for Local Land Development Codes
Letter received January 20,2009 from Virginia G. Lyle, Executive Secretary, Pinellas Fire &
Rescue, Re: Transmittal of Public Facilities Report
Letter sent January 22, 2009 to Mark Ely, Community Development Director, City of
Seminole, Re: Review of Proposed Land Development Regulations Amendments (Ordinance
No. 0l-2009) for Consistency with the Countywide Rules

PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL ACTION:

3.
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5.

6.

7.

8.

COANTYWIDE PLANNING AUTHORITY ACTION:
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AGENDA ITEM: II F. MEETING DATE: February 18,2009



SUB./ECT.' Other Council Business - Correspondence

9. Sample of letter sent January 22, 2009 to various Planning Directors, Re: Annual
Countywide Plan Map Assessments (Amendments approved with Supplemental
Recommendations)

lO.Letter sent January 22,2009 to Andrew Salzman, Attorney at Law, Re: Public Records
Request relating to Advisory Review Findings of the Oldsmar/East Lake Annexation Area

1 I . Letter sent January 23, 2009 to Mayor Mike Finnerty, City of St. Pete Beach, Re: January 21,
2009 PPC Meeting Follow-up

12. Sample of letters sent January 23,2009 to property owner/representative, Re: Janvary 21,
2009 PPC Meeting Follow-up (Land Use Case)

13. Sample of letter sent January 23, 2009 to Planning Director/Building Official for each
Community, Re: Annual Intensity Standards Adjustments - 2008

l4.Letter sent January 26, 2009 to Mayor Andy Steingold, City of Safety Harbor, Mayor Dick
Holmes, City of South Pasadena, and Mayor Mary Maloof, City of Treasure Island, Re:
Letter of appreciation for their contributions to the Pinellas Planning Council for the years
2006-2008.
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MINUTES OF THE PLANNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 2OO9

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

CLEARWATER FLORIDA

Members Present:
Sharen J arzen, Chairman City of Seminole
Catherine Hartley, Vice Chainnan City of St. Pete Beach
Gordon Beardslee Pinellas County
Dean Neal
Bob Jarzen
Danny Taylor
Fred Metcalf
Catherine Porter
Marie Dauphinais
Greg Rice
Ron Rinzivillo
Rick MacAulay
Steve DeMerritt
Rodney Chatman
Marshall Touchton

Also Present:
John Cueva
Michael Crawford
Michael Schoderbock
Christopher Mettler 
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Willie L. Brown, Jr.
Carolyn Shoemaker

City of Pinellas Park
City of Largo
City of Indian Rocks Beach
City of Gulfport
City of Clearwater
City of Oldsmar

City of T
Pinellas

City of Dunedin
City of Safety Harborn ff
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PAC Chairnan Sh#cn Jarzen called,ffie meeting to order at 1:30 P.M.

Minutes - Chairman }arznn asksd if there were any comments or corrections to be made to
the minutes of tne fat tt; ZOOS Planners Advisory Committee (PAC) meeting. There
being none, Dean Neal fioved to approve the minutes; the motion was seconded by Steve
DeMenitt and carried (vote 9-0).

Old Business - IVIr. Crawford introduced Willie Brown to the PAC; Mr. Brown is the new
Program Planner with the PPC and was then welcomed by the PAC members.

***PAC members Fred Metcalf, Catherine Porter, Catherine Hartley and Danny Taylor
entered the meeting at this time.***

Review of PPC Agenda for February 18" 2009 Meeting - Received.



Countvwide Planning Authority (CPA) Actions - Februarv 3. 2009 - Mr. Crawford reported
that the first public hearing on the proposed amendment of the Countywide Rules regarding
Consistency was held on February 3, 2009, with the second public hearing scheduled for
February 17,2009, at 6:30 p.m.

Annexation Report - January 2009 - Michael Schoderbock summafized the report on
voluntary annexations for the month of January as follows:

He stated that the Council received a total of five voluntary annexation petitions in January
from the cities of Clearwater and Pinellas Park. The proposed annexations contain three
residential uses and two vacant parcels. The proposed annexations totaled 7.1 acres and
approximately $1.9 million in taxable value. Total Municipal Service Taxing Unit revenues
from the $1.9 million of taxable value are $4,003 using the 2008/09 fiscal year tax rate. It is
estimated that about six residents will be affected by a change in jurisdiction. Annexation of
one of the five parcels will reduce an enclave in the county by 5.6 ffites. "!&t,, .,.,,:=
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Mr. Schoderbock stated that the Truth in Annexation report is usually qpdffi and available
every year and was originally tied to Ordinance No. 00-63, hfp#nAu thabiffino longer in
effect the report was not updated. He stated that he is awai outcorgi$bf the new
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ite l - -Mr stated that this
update tha" of annexation in Pinellasreport is intende,,ft

County; tha!",.t*wtlffi;that1ffi staff proV these u eight years commencing with
the Charter amendment and e-ffectuatioii #S. Pinellas County Ordinance No. 00-63 in
November of ZOOO. He reported that dre data*is compiled in two separate ways: 1) data based
on the Councilfuview of voluntary annexatioffi and referendum annexations; and 2) data
reflecting adop luntary and roffibndum annexations impacting one of the eight fiscal
years in the repl*t.' He stated that the distinction is necessary to reflect the separate
timeframes involve@&at the@t is based on when an annexation request is received and
processed; and the se an annexation is recorded by the Property Appraiser by
applicable fiscal year. *!:Y

The data compiled and used for the report using the voluntary and referendum annexation
review processes include the number of annexations and acreage by Countywide Fufure
Land Use Plan Map category for voluntary annexation or referendum annexation. The
second set of data reflects approved annexations (both voluntary and referendum) and
includes population, acreage, and ad valorem real property taxable value by tax year.

The steps involved in the preparation of the data relative to approved annexations may be
summarized as follows:
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First, several summary observations and conclusions are noted and suggestions outlined for
possible follow-up initiatives that would attempt to build on this information and utilize it to
assist in the supervision of the annexation process.

Second, in order to ascertain the impact of voluntary and referendum annexations on real
property taxable value, each annexation was verified with the Property Appraiser's Office as
to its finalization and the tax year affected. This information is shown for both types of
annexation and a summary is provided.

Third, in order to provide a framework for understanding and comparing the significance of
and relationship between the countywide, incorporated, municipal services taxing unit
(MSTU) and annexed parcels, a per acre taxable value (PATV) and per capita taxable value
(PCTV) are computed to determine the effect on the ad valorem tax revelues of the MSTU.

Lastly, in order to provide the Council with a combined fiscal yeer impsqt on real property
taxable value, this combined value is shown in relationship to, countffide, incorporated,
and MSTU values. &' | ,,;;fltl%"
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Referring to the PowerPoint presentation, Mr. Scho;@ock summari2ed ttre
the trend that voluntary annexations are declinin$'about lTYo per yewi
unincorporated Pinellas County has been annexed over tHe tinreTrame; and
referendum annexation was approved;|y the voters in tffist 5 ypars.

that
only

llo/o of
one true
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for 2008 - Mr. Mettler presented
this report d g the Council's $.pp :::{ecommendations and how they have been
addressed UV @:al governmentS jurisd{6tion. He noted that this year's status report
was expanded t@vide comments on local jurisdiction approvals of intensity standards
adjustments exced&ng the Countywide Rules standards and a summary review of the year's
Countywide Plan Map amendments. Mr. Mettler stated that the report is not yet complete;
that there are responses ouistanding from some jurisdictions; that nine of trventy-five
jurisdictions have responddh; and that eight indicated they have not exceeded the standards
and one has exceeded the standards. He stated that this would indicate that the ISR and FAR
in the Countywide Rules are adequate. He referred to the net loss of industrial land
amounting to about 48 acres. Mr. Crawford also noted with regard to amendments that there
were more regular amendments than subthreshold amendments. Gordon Beardslee inquired
about the loss of industrial land and tracking it back over a larger period of time to which Mr.
Crawford made reference to the TEILS Study recently prepared by PPC staff for additional
statistics.

Countywide Coastal Storm Area Discussion Re: Consistency Amendments to the
Countywide Rules - Mr. Crawford presented a report with new terms and definitions for



Coastal High Hazatd Area (CHHA) and Countywide Coastal Storm Area (CCSA) as
developed during the Countywide Rules amendment process addressing consistency,
noting these amendments were, in part, in response to new State Statutes applying to local
government, and in an effort to identiff a more accurate way to address Countywide Plan
Map amendments in areas that are expected to be impacted by coastal storms.

Mr. Crawford provided background on the concept of a Coastal Storm Area (CSA) noting
it was developed by a working group of the TBRPC, of which PPC staff is a member; that
it was determined that the new state definition for the CHHA had defined the areas in
question too narrowly and created pockets of land that should be considered in reviewing
Countywide Plan Map amendments. He provided further background into the discussion
of the CHHA and CSA during the Consistency amendment process.

Discussion followed with regard to the former CHHA definition as,used in the Countywide
Rules, the new Florida Statutes definition which no longer reliwion ion Zone
A, which included some areas that were not expected to receiw Category I

' Par948- $h*=fitd''''U o:rnor6' tu area Gth* ffi
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Mr. Crawford stated that the m{idtity of the 25 jurisdictions have adopted the CSA
definition. Wi'

PPC staff has cdhluded that ttre CSA concept was valid, however with one difference.
That is, that the ldffin*_lleted itennr&uld not be included in the area defined (parcels that
have2}o/o or more ofi are i iffie CHHA). Since local governments in Pinellas County
have been adopting thffiAl#ith all the bulleted items listed above, including the 20Yo
rule, to avoid confusiof,,it was determined that a different term should be used for the
provisions in the Countywide Rules. Therefore, the Council staff has revised the term to
"Countywide Coastal Storm Area" to distinguish the Countywide Rules concept from those
of other jurisdictions.

Areas included in the CCSA would be subject to additional scrutiny during the Countywide
Plan Map amendment process, but would not preclude an amendment from being
approved. Those local governments using the additional 20o/o rule would be considered
more restrictive than the Countywide Rules and would apply this additional criteria only to
their local Future Land Use Plan map amendments.



Mr. Crawford referred to maps developed with the assistance of the County Planning
Department staff which detail those things triggered in the bullets, noting that these are on
the website and that hard copy maps are also available in the PPC office.

PAC input was received as follows:

Dean Neal inquired if application was only to amendments that increase density/intensity
to which Mr. Crawford responded in the affirmative.

Marshall Touchton inquired whether this would be a part of the GIS data set to which
Messrs. Crawford and Beardslee stated that once approved it could be pulled into that data.

Catherine Porter inquired as to the map entitled "modified" CSA, is it really the
Countywide CSA to which Mr. Crawford stated it is and that "thishyill be corrected;
secondly, she stated that some of the colors used were confusing; utO tffi#€gested the
legend should indicate "proposed." , ' t. '

rui 'Fd 
' 'r

Rick MacAulay stated that the City of St. Petorsburg ,"-ui* opp.ir"O'ffiCSA and
recalled that CSA language was requested to be removed by PAC aI a previ@ nreeting,
and that this was not just the City of St. Petersburg's concern. He statd&fitat 

"trebackground statement still seems to indicate this is in response to the new State Stattifes;
that this is a misstatement and gives the reader the impression that tSfu came out of
legislative session which it did not. He stqted the "law of the land" is CISIA and "more
narrow" is what State law says that locad rnu$t adop- U. rt"t*O that lfi. Healey has
indicated that it is the PPC's feeling #lqt f$ of 25 goveffients have adopted CSA; and that
the City of St. Petg1'1'ffi'#-mld fike io seo a more defiuitive response; i.e., how many have
adopted the C the' €$ at abnut the other six or ieven jurisdictions that have

ho# ttlt$ CSA concept affects the Cityyet to act? lffi*nd,l
of St. Peter*bggg.

lenged the Pt€ staff to'"dpcument how this CSA concept affects the City
He stated thaf tand area in the City of St. Petersburg, in terms of acres
tnumbers other j"&Ai"tio#ftfunihis negatively affects the City of St.and parcels, f#,outnumbers other

Petersburg to-a-gter degree than $ny other juiisdiction. Mr. MacAulay stated it is St.
Petersburg's poiitfu-that the entirq_ concept is a "reach" by PPC staff for more review
authority and that the City is opposed,'to that.

Dean Neal called atte amendments noting that a number may have been done
by the regional plannirip,iBbuncil and that the CSA may have been the concept in their
minds and the EARs adopted based on that.

Gordon Beardslee stated that it was a joint effort coordinated by the regional planning
council and included several of the municipal and emergency medical services staff of
several cities; that several drafts went out to all cities and the county provided maps to
cities based on the definition that came up during the regional process, so that all would
know what areas were included, back in the fall of 2007.

Rick MacAulay referred to the balance of up to 1l criteria (a-k) in the Countywide Rules;
and asked who determines which are "significant and applicable." He stated that "we"



don't want redevelopment to be hindered and that is what the CCSA does; that this will end
up with a larger areathathas to meet the criteria.

Dean Neal noted that coastal areas have always been more intensely developed; that we
don't want to regulate ourselves off our coastline; but that we should build better, smarter,
but not necessarily less.

Catherine Porter - Clearwater was involved in the process at the TBRPC and went forward
with EAR amendments, but was not anticipating changes in the Countywide Rules as well.
She stated that if it was not working for a large area of the County, then perhaps the
Countywide Rules should remain the same affecting the CHHA only and leave CSA to
local jurisdictions.

Gordon Beardslee stated that the County is supportive of the CCSA concept, but the
preference would be to adopt one definition; that it would be losi 

"o 
,. f the same

definition was used in the Countywide Rules and local goversment p.+#ffi Essentially
including the 20Yo provision which came from working with gement
folks; emergency managers felt the 20oh margin of error was i

. . r... =iN
Dean Neal did not believe enough people have weighed in,on this; eqgnomists *$ qy.ty
jurisdiction need to look into and see what the effectl:tf the ffigulation w-o11ld be. He ffited
Dean Neal olo not belleve enougn people nave welgneo tn,,on mls; eq9nomls6 aTls.qvery
jurisdiction need to look into and see what the effectr*$f the,ffigulation #.p t0 be. He Wted
that this may be what Rick is saying - that the City of St. ?etersburg febls that they are
being harmed and that perhaps the total impact of these typd'of fegulatioli$ in our coastal
areas has not been stated. * *:$ )":,

Discussion followed with r$ffiaro to tfi#nroposed,,-"*f;r" *n*sKNDiscussion followg,4, li a ffip*posed timetabl" *itn-$KC -.-U.rs indicating a
need for furthe rsion db"%l.u.itbeior. movingab pubtic hearing.
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that this may be what Rick is saying - that the City of St. ?etersburg febls that they are

Dean Neal that his
but rather
Bray was

c point of

!n the meetings . regional planning council.

:re qoq qepresentative of the City of Pinellas Park,
. Mesrs- Crawford and Beardslee noted that Bob

Mr. Crawford reiffided that Mr. MacAulay was correct in that this did not come
exclusively from ttrJ new sta#;'but that the PPC staff identified a need to modiff the
Countywide Rules since the cunent definition of CHHA is outdated. He stated that the
idea that this would cau$$ lbss to be built in these areas is not correct since the regulations
would only be used for increases in density and intensity.

He noted that local jurisdictions can adopt something different from the CHHA or CCSA;
and that essentially there is a need to protect the public and the CCSA does that better than
just the CHHA.

Discussion continued with the conclusion that PPC staff will clarify the discussion in the
memo and will address as many of the concerns raised as possible, e.9., Catherine Porter's
comments on the maps presented.



PLAN AMENDMENTS

Subthreshold Plan Amendments :

Case CW 09-03: City of Tamon Sprines - Ivk. Crawford stated that this 1.0 acres m.o.l. site
is proposed to be amended from Industrial Limited and Commercial Neighborhood to
Industrial General and is located at 332 Anclote Road. He stated that the amendment would
reclassiff two parcels north of the Anclote River to allow boat repair, storage, and boat
maintenance operations. Mr. Crawford added that the proposed IG category is used for areas
well-suited for heavy industrial uses; that the current IL category is used to depict areas
appropriate for light industrial uses; and that the current CN category is used to depict areas
appropriate for providing local, neighborhood scale, convenience aommercial goods and
services. Further, he noted that a small portion of the parcels "include wetlands and are
designated Preservationo but this area is not proposed for =4ffidryq1 4nd will remain
Preservation. ;**: ;, :
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Mr. Crawford provided further discussion of intended uses and rryted tfiat thaClty of Tarpon
Springs would like to apply their Waterfront Development II ro#ng, g.ptegory'ffij11tent with
other areas to the south along the Anclote; and that after furthei reviC# of their rdi s it
was determined that IL would accommodate the intensqd uses and is iherefore
by staff as an alterative. r,\

Discussion followed with Mr. Neal notinffi nfurrncistrr, tr;-& 
"r", 

;; *" orooored IL
category, and that IG might be more appffiiate. Mr. ffiatman ngq{fhis has_been discussed
with the property o=lu-$ IL category would *o# for them:and allow them to do what
he wants. Gordon nofdltt" ouragement of workld*fdfryaterftont development. He also
noted the c {ffas received ion to the amendment to which
Mr. that that he talked with had been essentially
notified

Mr. Cra
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the report'ffififuommendation will be amended to request the Council
pull the item fronii thresho,ftfurtion of the agenda; that it be denied as requested; and
approved in the uft. 

ffiiifliL 
category.
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After full report and discussion, Rick MacAulay moved to approve staff recommendation as
amended; the motion was seconded by Bob Jarzen and carried (vote 14-0).

Regular Plan Amendments :

Case CW 09-02: Pinellas Countv - Mr. Crawford stated that this 4.1 acres m.o.l. site is
proposed to be amended from Residential Low to Residential Urban and is located at 2625
CR 95. The proposed amendment to RU is to allow construction of residential homes at a
density of 7.5 units per acre. Mr. Crawford stated that the site contains a vacant single-
family home and a radio tower that is proposed to be removed prior to construction of the
residential units. The current RL would allow up to 5 residential units per acre. Mr.



Crawford noted the current level of service on US 19 is "F" however. staff felt that the 74
additional trips would be insignificant.

Discussion followed with regard to school concurrency; the 25-unit threshold that the School
Board has. Mr. Rinzivillo inquired as to the apartment complex to the east, whether it was
RU as well, to which Mr. Crawford responded in the affirmative. Ms. Jarzen inquired as to
whether Pinellas County had heard from the single family owner located to the east to which
Mr. Cueva stated he had not.

After full presenlation of the report, Rick MacAulay moved to approve the proposed
amendment to Residential Urban. The motion was seconded by Bob Jarzen and carried (vote
14-0).

Other PAC Business: Ms. Jarzen inquired as to the transportation conct4:rency bill currently
in the Senate to which Mr. Crawford noted that Larry tfluegei had ffit oqrt information
earlier today with regard to SB 360 which "lifted" requirement$i fu-transportation
concurrency. '; ;*;:. 

rffi' ,:-There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at 3:10 t.Oe -t*: 
; t*

Respecttully submitted, 
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MINUTES OF THE PLANNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MONDAY, JANUARY 12, 2OO9

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

CLEARWATER. FLORIDA

Members Present:
Sharen J arzen, Chairman
Catherine Hartley, Vice Chainnan
Gordon Beardslee
Dean Neal
Bob Jarzen
Danny Taylor
Fred Metcalf
Gina Clayton
Marie Dauphinais
Greg Rice
Ron Rinzivillo

Also Present:
Michael Crawford
Michael Schoderbock
Carolvn Shoemaker

City of Seminole
City of St. Pete Beach
Pinellas County
City of Pinellas Park
City of Largo
City of Indian Rocks Beach
City of Gulfport
City of Clearwater
City of Oldsmar
City of Dunedin
City of Safety Harbor

Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council
Pinellas Planning Council

Chairman Sharen Jarzen called the meeting to order at l:30 P.M.

Minutes - Chairman Jatzen asked if there were any comments or corrections to be made to
the minutes of the December 8, 2008 PAC meeting. There being none, Gina Clayton moved
to approve the minutes; the motion was seconded by Dean Neal and caried (vote 9-0).

Old Business - none.

Mr. Crawford introduced new PAC member Greg Rice, Director of Planning and
Development, from the City of Dunedin.

Review of PPC Agenda for January 21. 2009 Meeting - Received.

Coun8wide Planning Authoritv (CPA) Actions - December - Mr. Crawford presented CPA
actions from December 2 and 16, 2008 and January 6, 2009. He noted that the second
reading on the Resource Management Overlay category will be heard on January 20; and that
public hearing dates have been set for February 3 and 17,2009 on the proposed amendment
of the Countywide Rules regarding Consistency.

Annexation Report - December 2008 - Michael Schoderbock summuized the report on
voluntarv annexations for the month of December as follows:



He stated that the Council received a total of eight voluntary annexation petitions in
December from the cities of Clearwater, Oldsmar and Pinellas Park. The proposed
annexations contain seven residential uses and one office use. The proposed annexations
totaled 2.6 acres and approximately $1.5 million in taxable value. Total Municipal Service
Taxing Unit revenues from the $1.5 million of taxable value are $3,068 using the2008/09
fiscal year tax rate. It is estimated that about 17 residents will be affected by a change in
jurisdiction. Annexation of three of the eight parcels will reduce two enclaves in the county
by 0.45 acres and annexation of one of the eight parcels will eliminate a L.2&-acre enclave.

Annexation Report - Quarterly Summary - Mr. Schoderbock reported on the Quarterly
Summary for the first quarter of FY 2008/09, October through December 2008. He stated
that the acreage and taxable value for the first quarter were 4.04 acres and $1,970,651
respectively; that forty-nine percent (1.98 acres) reduced or eliminated an enclave; and that
there was one completed non-voting referendum annexation by the City of St. Petersburg in
this quarter. Mr. Schoderbock noted that the proposed Tierra Verde annexation is currently
in mediation.

Local Assistance - Ouarterly Status Report - IvIr. Crawford reported that Mr. Pflueger and
Ms. Fisher have been working with Redington Shores and Redington Beach to finish their
Evaluation and Appraisal Report based amendments to their land development codes; and
that once those two are completed, all communities will have completed the process. He
further noted that Mr. Pflueger has been assisting with the redevelopment plan rewrite for the
City of Largo.

Mr. Crawford stated that he is working with the consultants and the City of Dunedin
regarding the Patricia and Douglas Avenue Corridors. He further noted that once appropriate
changes are made, these projects will then be scheduled for public meetings.

PLAN AMENDMENTS

Subthreshold Plan Amendments :

Mr. Crawford summarized the subthreshold case as follows:

Case CW 09-01: Citv of St. Pete Beach - Mr. Crawford stated that this 0.7 acre site is
proposed to be amended from Residential Low Medium (RLM) to Residential High (RH)
with Resort Facilities Overlay (RFO) and is located at l30l and 1307 Gulf Way. He stated
that the amendment would reclassiff two parcels near the Gulf of Mexico to reflect their
current use which includes two small hotels with a total of 20 rooms: that these current non-
conforming uses could then be rebuilt or expanded.

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

Mr. Crawford notqd that the City intends to apply their Traditional Hotel District zoning
designation to the properties which does not allow any residential uses, in addition to



entering into a development agreement with each property owner that would limit residential
density to l0 upa should a different zoning designation be applied.

Ms. Hartley noted that the rezoning and development agreements have been approved by the
planning board and City Commission on first reading. In response to query from Ms.
Clayton, Ms. Hartley noted that there are six other hotels in this vicinity, but no others have
applied for similar consideration.

After full presentation of the report, Gina Clayton moved approval of staff recommendation
of approval, subject to the attached development agreements; the motion was seconded by
Fred Metcalf and carried (vote l0-0).

Regular Plan Amendments: None.

Minor Plan Change: CW 94-55 (SAP Chanee No. 7-2009) - Clearwater CBD - Mr.
Crawford stated that the City of Clearwater is proposing to amend the Clearwater Downtown
Redevelopment Plan by revising the text to encourage the development of a performing arts
theater downtown and to support community policing efforts downtown.

***Ron Rinzivillo entered the meeting at this 1ims.***

Gina Clayton stated that the Community Redevelopment Agency and the City Council have
entered into an interlocal agreement for additional community policing and provided
background on the City's community policing efforts. Mr. Beardslee noted that since this has
not yet gone to the Board, he will have to abstain from voting. Discussion followed
regarding community policing and financial impacts relating to Tax Increment Financing
monies.

Ms. Clayton noted that the City has purchased the former Royalty Theater and that Ruth
Eckerd Performing Arts will be taking over the operation of the theater.

Fred Metcalf moved approval of staff recommendation that the Council receive and accept
the proposed minor change to the Clearwater Downtowir Redevelopment Plan and
submission to the CPA for receipt and acceptance. The motion was seconded by Bob Jarzen
and carried (vote 10-0 with one abstention by the representative of Pinellas County).

Review of the 2008 Tampa Bay Water Long-Term Water Supply Plan - Mike Crawford
referred to the provided background information from Tampa Bay Water and asked that any
questions or comments be referred to Larry Pflueger.

Other PAC Business:

Plan Map Amendments with Development Aereements - Mr. Crawford presented PAC
members with a revised application for Countywide Plan Map amendments containing new
provisions for submission of local ordinances and development agreements in accordance
with recent changes in the Countywide Rules. He noted that another change has been added



regarding development agreements, stating that any development agreement submiffed as
part of plan map amendment may become a condition of approval. These changes have been
forwarded to legal counsel for review once they are reviewed by legal counsel, they will be
posted on the PPC website.

Gina Clayton questioned streamlining the application process with regard to cover letter or
email to the Executive Director.

Ms. Clayton inquired as to when a development agreement was made a condition to the
approval, and a change was made to the development agreement, what determined when and
if it had to be brought back to the Council and CPA. Mr. Crawford responded that
determination as to whether an amendment is necessary is left up to the local government,
and only if amended or revoked will it be subject to review and possible reconsideration.

In response to concern expressed by Ms. Iaruen concerning local government approval as
noted under Local Action, Adr. Crawford stated that this refers to local govemment
endorsement and approval at first reading, as opposed to execution.

Ms. Jarzen also suggested that a reference be added for a legal description to which Mr.
Crawford agreed and will add under site and parcel information.

Mr. Neal suggested that a "sketch" is required along with a survey by State law.

There being no further business, the PAC adjourned at 2:05 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,


