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TO: City of St. Petersburg Staff: Mayor Patricia J. Shontz
Rick Mussett, Sr. Administrator for City Development Administration payid p. Healey, AICP
David Goodwin, Director of Planning and Economic Development Executive Director

Rick MacAulay, Manager, Plannipg and Economic Development Dept.

FROM: David P. Healey, AICP g\}
Executive Director, Pinell/ap lanning Council

COPIES: Mayor Bill Foster, City of St. Petersburg
Councilman Jim Kennedy, Pinellas Planning Council Representative

SUBJECT: Proposed Countywide Rule Amendments Re: TDRs and Density/Intensity
Averaging

DATE: January 11, 2010

Following our meeting and discussion on Friday, I have revisited the proposed Rule
amendments and the issues you raised relative to St. Petersburg’s Code. Based on that
review, I am prepared to recommend the following changes to the proposed Rule
amendments:

1. Eliminate the prohibition on transfers and averaging to the plan categories governed
by a special area plan (SAP) — including Activity Center, Central Business District,
Community Redevelopment District, and Planned Redevelopment categories.

[This should solve your issue with transfer from historic and environmental features
into your planned redevelopment areas.]

2. Add provision for transfers and averaging within and from these same special area
plan categories as provided for by the local government.

[This will allow you, if you choose, to provide for transfers and averaging both
within and from your planned redevelopment areas, but will require you amend the
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plans to do so. In addition, it would remove any constraint on the amount of
density/intensity transferred from historic sites/buildings to your planned
redevelopment areas given your formula of 5, 10 and 20 times existing features.]

After reviewing the 5-acre limitation on density/intensity averaging, I cannot recommend'a =

change to this provision, given that there is no limit (as distinct from the 25% limit on
TDRs) with the amount of density/intensity that can be aggregated within a given plan
category. Essentially, this is proposed to work as a small-area exception from the TDR
formula. To do otherwise would render the TDR provisions meaningless.

I believe this represents a fair and reasonable way of balancing the City’s interests with our
need to consider the countywide implications. ' ‘

Let me know if this can be supported by the City.



Outline of Changes to Proposed Rule Amendment Re:
TDRs and Density/Intensity Averaging

o 42721 Reference special area plans and those plan map categories requiring
a special area plan

[This makes this introductory language complete and consistent with what follows.]

4.2.72.1 B Delete duplicative reference to and requirement for provisions in local
plans and codes having been determined consistent with Countywide
Rules provisions
[This is simply unnecessary and potentially limiting.]

e 42.72.1C Revise to delete prohibition on transfers to special area plan
categories and provide for transfers from special area plan categories
pursuant to provisions for such transfer in the SAPs

‘ [This will allow SAPs to provide for transfers out of such planned areas, but will
| require each local government to decide the validity and basis for so doing.]
| e 4272.1D Revise to clarify that the 25% increase applies to all receiving
| categories, except those governed by special area plans
[This simply rewords the provision as previously stated.]
e 42731 Revise to conform to 4.2.7.2.1
| [This is a rewording change only.]

o 42732 Reorder and reword A, B and C

[This is a rewording and format change only.]
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II. C. Amendment of the Countywide Rules Re:
TDRs and Density/Intensity Averaging

Approved as amended below:
Motion: Fred Metcalf
Second: Renea Vincent

1.) 4.2.7.3.3 ¢ — consider removing
“under one ownership,
controlled by unity of title” in
favor of adding provision for
filing in the public record.
(Gordon Beardslee to confer
with Legal Counsel on the
appropriate wording to convey
this)

2.) Div. 7.2. Definitions.
Development Rights - the
phrase “whatever is more
restrictive” should be added at
end of the sentence

3.) Div. 7.2. Definitions. Transfer of
Development Rights - a phrase
should be inserted as follows:
...from one Countywide Plan
Map category to a “similar but
separately located or” different
Countywide Plan Map
category....

11-1 with
representative
of St.
Petersburg
dissenting

II. D. Minor Plan Change: CW 09-31 (SAP Change No.
2-2009) City of St. Petersburg — Intown West CRA

Approved
Motion: Gordon Beardsley

Second: Renea Vincent

12-0

II. E. Minor Plan Change: CW 93-26 (SAP Change No. 4-
2009) City of St. Petersburg — Bayboro Harbor CRA

Approved
Motion: Renea Vincent

Second: Catherine Porter

12-0

II. F. Determinations of Consistency — Belleair, St.
Pete Beach, Seminole, Tarpon Springs and
Treasure Island

Approved
Motion; Fred Metcalf

Second: Renea Vincent

12-0

II. G. Cost Savings/Legal Ads (Verbal)

Place on the PAC Agenda for discussion
in January 2010:
1. flexibility on deadline for

submission of plan amendments

Consensus




PAC AGENDA - SUMMARY AGENDA ACTIONS SHEET
DATE: JANUARY 11, 2010

ITEM ACTION TAKEN VOTE
I. MINUTES OF REGULAR PAC MEETING OF | Approved .
DECEMBER 7. 2009 Motion: Sharen Jarze
Second: Fred Metcali 10-0
II. A. Regular Land Use Plan Amendments
None.
B. Subthreshold Land Use Plan Amendments
None.
I1. C. Determinations of Consistency — Clearwater,
Madeira Beach, Pinellas Park and Redington Beach S
1'10-0
II. D. Cost Savings for Legal Ads (continued from Dec.)
| proposed vol djustments for
| 'submittal of cases. "
PAC é?”ﬁfeed,ﬂwith 33-day voluntary
- | concept; 45-day voluntary concept for
Motion: Fred Metcalf
10-0

Second: Sharen Jarzen

PPC taff will send a monthly reminder
ice to PAC members 10 days ahead of
33-day proposed voluntary submittal

‘date. This would, in effect, be 15 days

prior to the normal 28-day deadline for
application.

fon
»»»»»»»

Dave Healey outlined the remaining
concerns/issues with the City of St.
Petersburg noting that discussion is
ongoing and will result in revisions to the
proposed draft ordinance regarding
provisions for transfer from and to areas
governed by special area plans.

Motion by Gordon Beardslee:

PAC supports the City of St. Petersburg
and PPC staff continuing to work out the
remaining issues that the City has relative

to TDRs and Density/Intensity Averaging.

Second: Ron Rinzivillo

12-0




