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Attachment I

Dreft PAG ttnutos
Februlry 9, 2009

Subthreshold Plan Amendments :

Case CW 09-03: City of Tarpon Springs - Mr. 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 reclassify 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 commercial goods and services. Further, he noted
that a small portion of the parcels include wetlands and are designated Preservation,
but this area is not proposed for amendment and will remain Preservation.

Mr. Crawford provided further discussion of intended uses and noted that the City of
Tarpon Springs would like to apply their Waterfront Development II zoning
category consistent with other areas to the south along the Anclote; and that after
further review of their regulations it was determined that IL would accommodate the
intended uses and is therefore recommended bv staff as an alterative.

Discussion followed with Mr. Neal noting potentially noisy, intense uses in the
proposed IL category, and that IG might be more appropriate. Mr. Chatman noted
this has been discussed with the property owner and the IL category would work for
them and allow them to do what he wants. Gordon noted the encouragement of
working waterfront development. He also noted the county has received emails
from residents in opposition to the amendment to which Mr. Chatman responded that
the few residents that he talked with had been essentially notified that there is not a
significant change from what is being done on the site at present.

Mr. Crawford noted that the report's recommendation will be amended to request the
Council pull the item from the subthreshold portion of the agenda; that it be denied
as requested; and approved in the alternative, to the IL category.

After full report and discussion, Rick MacAulay moved to approve staff
recommendation as amended: the motion was seconded bv Bob larzen and carried
(vote l4-0).



Support Ilocumcnt I

APPLICATION FOR COIJNTYWIDE FUTURE LAND USE PLAN AMENDMENT

Please complete all the information below as accurately as possible to ensure that the application for the land use plan
amendment can be processed efficiently. Processing of the application will not be started until this form has been
completed. Ifadditional space is needed, please number and attach additional sheets.

I. Countvwide FLUP Map Amendment Information

l. Current Countywide FLUP Designation

2. Proposed Countywide FLUP Designation

II. Local Plan Map Amendment Information

TL

T,G

Local Plan Map Amendment Case Number

Current Local Plan Designation(s)

Current Lo cal Zoning Designation(s)

Proposed Local Plan Designation(s)

Proposed Lo cal Zoning Designation(s)

ox-qa

m.

l .

2.

3 .

4.

) .

2.

3 .

4.

Site Description

l. Parcel number(s) ofarea(s) proposed to be amended
(include SectiorlTwp/Rng/Sub/Blk/Lot)

Acreage

Location

Existing use

Existing density

Name of project (if applicable)

T.L IC N

l , rJ t \L  /  NR

tJplf,

ol U tS ffi/36 ooo atl?t
ol  e '7 lS 8q Bb q)o obzt

l .D  I

332. An.\ole- RN

IV.

V.

5 .

6.

l .

2 .

Verification of Local Action

l. Verification of local action to approve amendment to local plan and transmittal of amendment to
Countywide Plan Map; and/or copy of local ordinance proposing/approving plan amendment
authorizing request for amendment of Countywide Plan Map.

Other Pertinent Information

Submittal letter from the local jurisdiction to the Executive Director requesting
amendment to the Countvwide FLUP.
Disclosure of Interest Statement with names and addresses of the application/
representative and property omer.
Proposed local ordinance number and status.
Staffreport and local action to date.
Attach local plan and zoning maps.
Include proposed demarcation line for environmentally sensitive areas (if applicable).
Legal description.
Map clearly indicating amendment location.
Plan Amendment Application.

Bo^f tepnir lB*'lYrnl

A. l /A

J .

4.
) .
6.
7.
8 .
9.



Support Document 2

DISCLOSI.JRE OF INTEREST STATEMENT
PINELLAS COUNTY PLANNING COUNCIL CASE NUMBER *

5SBMITTING G9yERNMENT ENTITy: t*y . C T^no*, <e ,n$

PPC OR CITY/TOWN CASE NUMBER: Ot-tl3

PROPERTY OWNERS/REPRESENTATIVE: BLE AK LE \ J"Hv,a<'n5't{S,

\-13O S, Pirrc-\ta: A*r-, <'f E

T*'po. ?riqf, FL 3qtos r nbo

Absolute:

L.P"

f.t

ANY OTHER PERSONS HAVING ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN THE SUBJECT
PROPERTY: n/on a

Interests: Contingent:

Name:

Specific Interest Held:

INDICATION AS TO WHETHER A CONTRACT EXISTS FOR SALE OF SUBJECT
PROPERTY,IF SO: N /A

Contract is: Contingent Absolute

All Parties To Contract:

Name:

INDICATION AS TO WHETHER THERE ARE ANY OPTIONS TO PURCHASE SUBJECT
PROPERTY,IF SO: p/e

All Parties To Option:

Name: Name:

ANY OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION WHICH APPLICANT MAY WISH TO SUBMIT
PERTAINING TO REQUESTED PLAN AMENDMENT:

* NUMBER TO BE ASSIGNED BY PLANNING COUNCIL STAFF
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sEC.5.3.4 ST]BTHRESHOLD AMEI{DMENT TYPES

I Countywide Plan Map amendments to Residential Very High, Activity Center, Community Redevelopment
Disftict Cental Business Distict, and the Planned Redevelopment categories shall not be considered as
subthreshold amendments. Additionally, amendments from Industrial Limited or Indusfrial General shall nol
be considered subthreshold amendments.

2 Type A, B and C Aggregation Limits are cumulative.

5.3.4.1 Tvpe.d Except as specifically excluded herein, amendments of one (l) acre
or less, irrespective of the Countywide Plan Map classification or category
from which and to which the amendment is sought (e.g., from Residential
Low to Commercial General) are subthreshold. The subthreshold status does
not apply to arnendments located on a ScenicA.{on-Commercial Conidor-
Type A subthreshold status is subject to a thirty (30) acre per year aggregation
limit (Type A + B + C) for each local govemment.

Twe B. Except as specifically excluded herein, amendments of ttuee (3)
acres or less within the same major classification only (e.g., from Commercial
Neighborhood to Commercial General) are subthreshold - subject to the
limitations on ScenicArlon-Commercial Corridors, and the thirty (30) acre
aggregation limit (Type A + B + C).

Tvpe C. Amendments up to five (5) acres where the density does not exceed
seven and a half (7.5) units/acre (e.g., Residential Urban) are subthreshold -

without limitations except as outlined in Section 4.2.7.1, Table 2,andthe thirty
(30) acre aggregation limit (Type A + B + C).

5.3.4.2

Types of
Threshold

Maximum
Size of

Amendment

Plan Classification/
Category of Amendmentl

Adjacent to
Scenic

Corridor

Aggregation .
Limit Per Yeaf

A. I Ac. Any Not Elieible 30 Ac.

B. 3 Ac. Same Classification Onlv Not Elieible 30 Ac.

C. 5 Ac. Residential at
7.5 unitVac. or

less

See Section
4.2.7.1
Table2

30 Ac.

D. No Limit Same Classifi cation Onlv
Less Intensive

Catesorv

Not
Applicable

NotApplicable

E. No Limit Water/DF, Rec./OS & Pres.
Categories Only; excluding

from Pres. to Rec-/OS

Not
Applicable

Not Applicable

F. See Section 5. .4.6

5.3.43.



5.3.4.4

5.3.4.5

5.3.4.6

Type D. Amendments furespective of size, providing they are within the same
classification and made from a more intensive category to a less intensive
category are subthreshold (e.g., from Residential High to Residential
Medium). There are no limitations as to location or aggregation.

Tvpe E. Amendments of any size to the Water/Drainage Feature,
Recreation/Open Space, and Preservation categories are subtlrreshold -

without limitation, except from Preservation to Recreation/Open Space which
shall be considered as a Type B subthreshold amendment.

Tvpe F. All amendments that are ineligible as Type A ttrough E subthreshold
amendments shall be reviewed to determine whether they involve, and
therefore must be considered as a regular amendment pursuant to, the
enumerated Relevant Countywide Considerations in Section 5.5.3 of these
Countywide Rules. The amendment shall be treated as a subthreshold
amendment if:

1. The amendment is consistent with Article IV, Plan Criteria and
Standards of these Countywide Rules and with the Countywide Plan
as implemented through the Countywide Rules.

2. The amendment does not negatively impact a roadway segment where
the existing Level of Service (LOS) is below LOS "D" or where
pdected traffic resulting from the amendment would cause the
existing LOS to fall below LOS "D".

3. The amendment is not located within a designated ScenicA'{on-
Commercial Conidor as delineated on the Countywide Scenic/I{on-
Commercial Corridor Map, (Submap No.I.)

4. The amendment is not located within a designated Coastal High
Hazard Area-

5. The amendment does not involve the creation, expansion, or
contraction of a Residential Very High (RVH), Activity Center (AC),
Commtrnity Redevelopment District (CRD), Central Business Disfrict
(CBD), Industrial Limited (IL), Industrial General (IG) category, or
the Plarured Redevelopment categories.

6. The amendment is not located adjacent to another jurisdiction and
does not significantly impact a public education facility.


