
































Attachment 1

Draft PAC Minutes
April 6, 2009

Case CW 09-06 Pinellas County — Mr. Crawford stated that this 878 acres m.o.l. site
is proposed to be amended from Residential Rural and Transportation/Utility to
Preservation with Resource Management Overlay, Preservation with
Transportation/Utility Overlay, and Recreation/Open Space and is located north of
Keystone Road, along the Pinellas-Hillsborough county line on the east, and
extending north to the Pinellas-Pasco county line. This area is commonly referred
to as the “Wilde Trust” parcel.

The 710-acre portion of the amendment area, owned by both Pinellas County
Utilities and CSX Transportation, Inc., will recognize the recent purchase of the
Wilde property for use by Pinellas County Utilities. The 68-acre tract also owned
by Pinellas County (part of the recent purchase as well) will reflect the existing
Progress Energy power line easement; and the 100-acre tract, owned by Pinellas
County, will address facility-based recreation needs in north Pinellas County by
providing recreational fields for the “East Lake Youth Sports Association.” While
the first two amendment areas are intended to be included in the Brooker Creek
Preserve, this last tract is not.

Mr. Crawford highlighted the staff report and the reasons for recommending
approval, including the condition that the two areas intended for use by Pinellas
County Utilities be added to the Brooker Creek Management Plan within one year.

Gordon Beardslee stated that on the area of Recreation/Open Space property there
was opposition from residents to the south; that the County will have to go through
a special exception process and that there will probably be public turn-out for that.
He noted that there is no money in the budget at this time for a recreation facility
and there are no specific plans now.

Rick MacAulay moved approval of staff recommendation and condition; the
motion was seconded by Catherine Porter and carried (vote 11-0).




Support Document 1
Council Staff Analysis
Case CW 09-06: Pinellas County
April 15, 2009, PPC Meeting

Relevant Countywide Considerations:

1) Consistency with the Countywide Plan and Rules —

The parcels listed below are proposed to be designated as follows:

Acreage Owner Proposed Countywide Plan Map
Category
Area Preservation-Resource
1 710 acres Pinellas County Management Overlay
(P-RMO)
Area Preservat.i(-)n with
) 68 acres Pinellas County | Transportation/Utility as an overlay
(P-T/U overlay)
AI?"ea 100 acres Pinellas County Recreatlz)lré/(())gfn Space
Total | 878 acres

These amendment areas are not included within the boundaries of the Brooker
Creek Preserve nor are they part of the “Brooker Creek Preservation Plan —
2008 Update.” However, it is the expressed intent of the Pinellas County
Board of County Commissioners to include the 710-acre tract and the 68-acre
tract within the Preserve. All three areas were recently purchased by Pinellas
County and are called the Wilde-Trust properties.

The acquisition of Area 3, according to the applicant, will allow urban level
active recreation facilities in the unincorporated northern parts of the County
by creating a “non-specified” sports complex.

The proposed site as a whole consists today of pasture lands, well-field areas,
and natural, undeveloped land. Connecting eastward to the subject property is
an ecological corridor in Hillsborough County contiguous to the Pinellas
County line. North of the property is pasture lands in Pasco County with,
according to the applicant, State identified threatened plant and animal species.
Southward is the Brooker Creek Preserve, and westward are properties within
the Brooker Creek Preserve including open space with surface waters, an
existing recreation field, and sparsely developed rural residential estate
properties outside of the Preserve.




2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

With the exception of it not being included in the Brooker Creek Management
Plan at present, Area 1 complies with the purpose and intent of the Countywide
Plan Map “Preservation-Resource Management Overlay” (P-RMO) purpose
and locational characteristics, and there have been no issues identified with the
reclassification of this area to the P-RMO Category. Area 2, consisting of a
utility line easement for Progress Energy, complies with the Preservation and
Transportation Utility, used as an overlay, purpose and locational
characteristics, and no issues have been identified with the reclassification of
this area as well.

Area 3, consisting primarily of open space, is consistent with the R/OS purpose
and locational characteristics. It should be noted that utility infrastructure is
not permitted within the proposed Recreation/Open Space category and this
reclassification would cause the existing utility infrastructure to become non-
conforming.

Area 3 is proposed for recreational activities that seek to provide resource and
facility based recreational opportunities. Existing recreational uses include two
hiking trails, two horse-back riding trails, and a primitive group camping site.
Proposed also is an urban level active recreation facility. However, no specific
details have been provided in the application.

Therefore, based on the above discussion, and with the condition that Area 1
and 2 be included within the Brooker Creek Management Plan within one year,
this amendment is deemed consistent with the purpose statement and locational
characteristics found in the Countywide Rules and the proposed amendments
can be considered consistent with this Relevant Countywide Consideration.

Adopted Roadway Level of Service (LOS) Standard — The amendment
areas are not located on roadways that are below LOS “D”, and will not cause
the adjacent roadways to fall below LOS “D”. There would be the potential
for 2,783 fewer trips resulting from the approval of the request for this
amendment.

Location on a Scenic/Non-Commercial Corridor (SNCC) — The proposed
amendment area is not located on a SNCC, so these policies are not applicable.

Coastal High Hazard Areas (CHHA) — The proposed amendment areas are
not located in a CHHA, thus these policies are not applicable.

Designated Development/Redevelopment Areas — The amendment areas are
not located in, nor do they impact, designated development or redevelopment
areas.

Adjacent To or Impacting An Adjoining Jurisdiction or Public
Educational Facility — The amendment adjoins Hillsborough and Pasco
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County jurisdictions, but does not adversely impact them, nor does the
amendment impact public educational facilities.

Therefore, this request can be considered consistent with this Relevant
Countywide Consideration.




Support Document 2

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST STATEMENT
PINELLAS COUNTY PLANNING COUNCIL CASE NUMBER *

SUBMITTING GOVERNMENT ENTITY: Pinellas County Planning Director
PPC OR CITY/TOWN CASE NUMBER: County Case No. Z/LU 8-9-08

PROPERTY OWNERS/REPRESENTATIVE:
Name: Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners
315 Court Street, Clearwater FL. 33756

ANY OTHER PERSONS HAVING ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN THE

SUBJECT PROPERTY:

Name: CSX Transportation Inc. (according to current Property Appraisal Records)
ATTN: Tax Dept, 500 Water St (C910), Jacksonville, FL 32202-4423

Interests: Contingent: Absolute:
Name: .
Specific Interest Held:

INDICATION AS TO WHETHER A CONTRACT EXISTS FOR SALE OF SUBJECT
PROPERTY, IF SO:
Contract 1s: Contingent Absolute

All Parties To Contract:
Name:

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

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










