
PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

AGENDA ITEM: III C. MEETING DATE: JanuarY 20,2010

SUBJECT:
Amendment of the Countywide Rules Re: Transfer of Development Rights (TDRs)
and Density/Intensity Averaging

RECOMMENDATION:
Council Consider At Public Hearing, And Approve Resolution 10-l Recommending
Approval Of Amendments and Transmittal to CPA For Final Action

L BACKGROAND

Council has discussed the current provisions in the Rules dealing with transfer of

development rights (TDRs) and density/intensity averaging, as well as proposed changes

thereto, over the past several months.

In addition to the changes identified and reviewed with the Council in December, staff met

and considered fuither modifications based on the City of St. Petersburg concerns. The

correspondence with the City of St. Petersburg is attached as Attachment2 and includes an

outline of changes that the PPC staff has included in the accompanying proposed ordinance

and recommends be approved as part of the Council action. These changes include the

following:

L Eliminate the prohibition on transfers and averaging to the plan categories governed

by a special areaplan (SAP) - including Activity Center, Central Business District,

Community Redevelopment District, and Planned Redevelopment categories.
2. Add provision for transfers and averaging within and from these same special area

plan categories as provided for by the local government within a given special area
plan.

These additional changes, made subsequent to the December meeting, are shown in the

accompanying ordinance identified as Exhibit I to the Resolution, with additions in red-and

dsublc-unrlcrlincd and deletions in @.
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S(/B.IECT; Amendment of the Count)'wide Rules Re: Transfer of Development Rights (TDRs
and Density/Intensity Averaging

In combination, the changes previously reviewed with the Council and these additional
revisions, amend the current Rule provisions as follows:

o Amend existing "grandfathering" provision to extend through the effective date of
this proposed ordinance

. Amend the maximum increase in density/intensity that may be added to a receiving
parcel via TDRs from 20 to 25 percent

r Provide for density/intensity averaging either within the same plan category, or across
plan categories where the property does not exceed 5 acres, and in either case subject
to contiguity, the local approval process, and recording

. Clarify that density/intensity averaging can occur from, but not to, the Preservation
and Recreation/Open Space Plan categories

o Provide for transfers and averaging to plan categories governed by a special area plan
(SAP), and that within or from an SAP they are governed by the plan itself

o State that density/intensity averaging can include development rights not previously
utilized on the site

. Clarify and revise definitions

Upon consideration by the Council at public hearing, staff recommends the Council
approve Resolution No. l0-l (Attachment 1) and the accompanying ordinance (Exhibit I)
and forward same to the CPA for the two additional required public hearings and final
approval.

il. PLILNNERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAC)

The PAC discussed this item at their meeting on December 7,2009 andapproved with the
three recommended changes/additions as shown in Attachment 3 (vote 11-1). The PAC further
commented at their January Il, 2010 meeting that the 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 (vote l2-0).

III. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
Attachment I ResolutionNo. 10-1:

Exhibit I - Underline/Strike-through Version of Ordinance
Attachment 2 Correspondence with the City of St. Petersburg and Accompanying Outline

ofChanges
Attachment 3 PAC Summary Agenda Action Sheet - December (Approved) and January

(Draft)



Attachment 1

PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. TO-1

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE AMENDMENT OF THE RULES
CONCERNING THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE COUNTYWIDE
FUTURE LAND USE PLAN, AS AMENDED; PROVIDING FOR
REVISED TRANSFER OF DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND DENSITY
AND INTENSITY AVERAGING, AND RECOMMENDING THE
APPROVAL OF SAID COUNTYWIDE RULE AMENDMENTS BY THE
PINELLAS COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS'
ACTING IN THEIR CAPACITY AS THE COUNTYWIDE PLANNING
AUTHORITY.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners acting as the Countywide Planning
Authority has adopted a Countywide Comprehensive Plan by adoption of Ordinance No. 89-4 on
January 31, 1989 and subsequently amended said Countywide Plan by Ordinance Nos. 95-55 and
05-32; and

WHEREAS, as part of Ordinance 89-4, the Board also adopted the Rules Concerning the
Administration of the Countywide Future Land Use Plan (Countywide Rules) and subsequently
amended said Countywide Rules by Ordinances Nos. 89-66A,91-5,92-4,92-51,93-112,94-20,
94-55, 95-78, 96-17, 96-32, 96-47, 96-55, 96-87, 97-71, 98-41, 99-22, 99-76,00-60, 01-16, 03-
23, 04-5, 05-49, 06-52, 06-6r, 07 -13, 07 -50, 08-43, 08-8 1, 09-3, and 09-9; and

WHEREAS, the Pinellas Planning Council, pursuant to Section 5(7)(b), Chapter 88-
464, Laws of Florida, as amended, is authorized to develop rules, standards, policies and
objectives that will implement the Countywide Future Land Use Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Pinellas Planning Council pursuant to Section 10(a)(a) of Chapter 88-
464,Laws of Florida, as amended, is authorizedto initiate amendment to a rule, standard, policy
or objective of the Countywide Future Land Use Plan, as determined necessary by the Council to
establish effective countywide planning; and

WHEREAS, the requisite procedures concerning notice and public hearing by the
Pinellas Planning Council for amendment of the Countywide Rules have been met; and

WHEREAS, after consideration at public hearing, the Pinellas Planning Council has
determined that amendments to the Countywide Rules are necessary to clarify and improve upon
the standards applicable to the use of transfer of development rights and density and intensity
averaging, their applicability within various Countywide Plan Map categories, and definitions
applicable thereto.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Pinellas Planning Council that:

Section I. The Council hereby approves the amendment of the Countywide Rules set
forth in Exhibit I attached hereto.



Section II. The Council hereby transmits a copy of this Resolution, including Exhibit I,
to the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners, acting in their capacity as the
Countywide Planning Authority, for consideration and action.

Section III: The Council hereby recommends said Countywide Rule amendments, as set
forth in Exhibit I, be approved by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners, acting in
their capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority.

This Resolution offered and adopted at the January 20, 2010, meeting of the Pinellas
County Planning Council as hereinafter set forth:

Councilmember offered the foregoing Resolution which

was seconded by Councilmember

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT AND NOT VOTING:

ATTEST:

David P. Healey, Executive Director
Pinellas Planning Council

Mayor Patricia Gerard, Chairman
Pinellas Planning Council

and the vote was:



Exhibit I

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PINELLAS COLINTY ORDINANCE NO. 89-4,
AS AMENDED, THE COUNTYWIDE PLAN ADOPTION ORDINANCE, BY
AMENDING THE "RULES CONCERNING THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE
COUNTYWIDE FUTURE LAND USE PLAN,,'AS AMENDED; AMENDING
THE PROVISIONS FOR PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PROJECTS UTILIZING
TRANSFERABLE DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS AND ITY/INTENSITY
AVERAGING; AMENDING THE PROVISI APPLYING TO
TRANSFERABLE DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS SITY/INTENSITY
AVERAGING; RENUMBERING EXIS ONS AND
SUBSECTIONS; AMENDING AND ADD INITI PROVIDING
FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING F AN

I-IAT
EFFECTI TE; AND

PROVIDING FOR MODIFICATIO MAY FROM
CONSIDERATION OF THE ORDINANCE HEARIN

WHEREAS, the Board of
Planning Authority has adopted a

acting as the Countywide

fuyt Plan by adoption of
Ordinance No. 89-4 on January
Countywide Plan by Ordinance Nos.

uently amended said

WHEREA inancd{1ffi9-4, the Board also adopted the Rules
Concerning of the'lffipuntywide Future Land Use Plan
(Countywide Rules) ded said Countywide Rules by
Ordinan l, 93-112, 94-20, 94-55, 95-78, 96-17,
96-32, 71,98-41, 99-22, 99-76,00-60, 01-16, 03-23, 04-

: 08-43, 08-81, 09-3, and 09-9; and5,0

government
88-464, Laws of Florida, as amended requires local
plans and land development regulations (LDRs) be

consistent with ide Future Land Use Plan and Countywide Rules; and

WH the Pinellas Planning Council, pursuant to Section 5(7Xb),
Chapter 88-464, Laws of Florida, as amended, is authorized to develop rules,
standards, policies and objectives that will implement the Countywide Future
Land Use Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Pinellas Planning Council pursuant to Section 10(a)(a) of
Chapter 88-464, Laws of Florida, as amended, is authorized to initiate amendment
to a rule, standard, policy or objective of the Countywide Future Land Use Plan, as

Commiss



determined necessary by the Council to establish effective countywide planning;
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners, in their capacity as the
Countywide Planning Authority (CPA), directed the PPC to review all of Pinellas
County's twenty-five comprehensive plans and LDRs for consistency with the
Countywide Future Land Use Plan and the Countywide Rules; and

WHEREAS, the PPC staff has undertaken an extensive analysis and
comparison of each local government's comprehensive plan and LDRs in
relationship to the criteria for consistency as set forth iq the Countywide Rules and
have determined that amendments to the Countywidq Rulb$ gre necessary in some
instances to further and maintain consistency befween thb 'trocal govemments'instances to further and maintain consistency befween tll$ll;*gcal govemments'
comprehensive plans and LDRs and the County,yride Rules: und::l;:."'

: ' " ' " , l l l l l
WHEREAS, the procedures of Ch$pter 881fi64, Laws of,;lffintiriaa, as

amended, and the County Charter have been,,{hlloW*d"by the Pinel{as Planning
Council and the Board of County Commiss

I J J }

i[ acting as the Countywide
Planning Authority, concerning 

'ft,{9,, proposed a ent of the Countywide
Rules, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the notice of pu
hapter 8
!

of Cou issioners of Pinellas County.
wide Planning Authority, desires to

amend thq,l , for Pinellas County, Florida, as set
forth

COMMIS NELLAS COUNTY.
BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. S

amended as set fl low.
of Article 4. Plan Criteria and Standards, are hereby

All other portions of Article 4 not included in this
ordinance are pres€rved, remain as previously set forth in the Countywide Rules,
and will be renumbered as necessary. (Note: Proposed changes are denoted by
underline/strike{hru).

Previouslv Approved Transferable Development Rights and
Densitv/Intensitv Averaging. Density/intensity permitted as a
function of transfer of development rights or density/intensity
averaging through an approved master plan, planned development,
or comparable process, prior to the effective date of this provision

WHEREA
Florida, acting in

4.2.3.7



4.2.7.2

4.2.7.2.1

new ordinance number and date) shall be deemed to be consistent
and conforming as to the maximum permitted density/intensity and
the recording and filing requirements of the Countywide Plan and
Rules.

Transferable Development Rights
Av€ragiff.

Transfer of development rights shall be as provided for in the
applicable local government comprehensiX$,blan, special area planr
ana tana development regulations, subjeot io-me f"ll""'itt$

A. The land use characteristios within unf 
'tfuu.n 

Countywide
Plan Map category sha|} be consistent with rlhose land use
characteristics enur4erale{ for each Countywid$ Plan Map
category" and no transfenrlllSf dwe{opment riglrts shall be
permitted which is inconsisteqq'with the use characteristics of
a given Countywide Plan Map category.

: :  ' ! l : l i  ,  ' ' ,

B. There shall be,,,no ioq6f*r of dbVelopment rights from
existing developes prdbt$ill*$fgppbcti"e of whether or not

(insert

ensity pei\itteO under the Countywide Plan and
e Rules, t for prcscrvalion of archaeological,

architectural preses*atieq sitcs

,, ',:::l

C. 
",drunrf.r 

of development rights is permitted between all

"' Countywide Plan Map categories except fer-+ransfer-to--er

ies. as
follows:

L fnere snatt Ue no tr
Space or Preservatio es.



L fnere snm rc no tr
(aC), Centrat gusi
neOevetopment Pist or---Plauned
Redevelopment (PR
area ptan. except as
speciakreajlan-

D. The maximum permitted density/intensity of the Countywide
Plan Map category for any parcel.,*" of land to which
development rights are transferred wlpt exceed twenty:
five €q (25) Percent of the othq maximum permitted
densitv/intensitv allowed for ive Countywide
Plan Map category applicaJqlHff, to s , except as

netivitv ee*er,

develepment rights within these eategeries shall be in

mav be otherwise

""*'U$l[

.,,,,,,,,,rritlriillliitlii1,tlJl,r,,,,,,111,,;,,,,,,,,,,,,,*n,

**" will be limited to the use and densitv/intensitv that rematns
after the transfer. In particular:

The residual development rights on the sending parcel
will be limited to the remnant use and density/intensity
available under the Countywide Plan Map category,
and not otherwise transferred.

Determination of available remnant use and

l .

2.



density/intensity for any mixed use, or combination of
distinct uses, shall be in accord with the consistency
criteria as set forth in Sec. 4.2.3 and 4.2.4 of the
Countywide Rules.

3. Neither the use nor density/intensity of a sending
parcel shall be double-counted and the transfer of
development rights shall not result in any combination
of use or density/intensity above that which was

4.

otherwise permitted under the,,g$$t(cable Countywide
Plan Map category for each thb sending and receiving
parcels. when taken together.

' '

A sending parcel Qorn which all development rights
are transfened sfu$fiI not thereafter be'avhilable for use

.  r J r , -  ' , i ,  r

except consister$:,:with the use charaCtenistics and
density/intensity''iqg4ards'of the ReatUation/Open
Space category, excffi'[or sending parcels classified
as Pr&servation or reqlhire{ to be classified- . 

as
function of the transfer. in which
y shall k l imited to -the ̂  

use
Pre
case such oarools shall k limited to the use
characterisiics and density/intensity standards of the

elopment rights shall be transferable from that

for the Preservation or Recreation/Open Space category
based on local government provisions for transfer of
development rights, such categories shall be assigned a
maximum density/intensity of one (1) dwelling unit or five
(5) percent floor area ratio per acre, or both, as is applicable
based on the use characteristics to be utilized in the receiving
parcel for any transfer of development rights under the
Countywide Plan Map and these Countywide Rules.

" :. :::, ."Freservation:gutegory.

S$ere all developrtgnt rights have previously been
trrul$ferxd from a sending parcel through a local government
appioved or Couhtywide Plan Map approved process. no



I . Where an entire parcel of property is located in a Preservation
or Recreation/Open Space category, and the development
rights ofsuch parcel have not been and cannot be transferred,
such property shall be permitted a minimum beneficial use
subject to the various provisions of these Countywide Rules
and the Countywide Plan Map, but private property shall not
be taken without due process of law and the payment of just

compensation.

J. Any project utilizing transfer o{ nt rishts shall
require the local government iction to provide
for a recording mechani approved by the
Countywide Planning A a mlnlmum,

the transfer of nt rights
with theiri\glre public

Clerk of the Circuit Co las County,, d a record
copy of same to be filed wi PPC.

ef units per aere; fleer area ratie; and impervieus surfaee ratie

lefarea

require written evide
in a document to be,

a



42J-3

4.2.7.3.1

4.2.7.3.2

Densitv/Intensitv Averasins

Oensitvlintensit
uoyide0 rur in tne appl
sprqiat area ptans. an
accordance witn al

iuris'di€+ion

soeeial-area+fani

nensitvlintensit
loIowine

A aegregation within o
cateeorv based on the
thateategone

TililUre snaU Ue no Oen
'SuUmereed land or fro



L

q

aegregation within
categories based on
tne comUination of
suUiect area does n
Such aegregation of
A. or g. above shatl
tocat eovemment si
a-ruritten recorO of tn
tne pUtic recorO wl
Pinellas Countv. a oJ same filed with the
Pinellas Ptannins ,,:ri:,,.

42J-].

SECTION 2.

subsections renu@

Rules'  
, i t l : ' l " i " , l ; : : : ; l ; ,

. : i : i :  ' i : l j i l l l l i : ,  ' , l i r : : : i , .

DIV.7.2 DEFINITIONS.
i l r ,
r  l l l l 1 | ,

' l  
;  l : l r  r , .' l r i l l l

SECTION 3. Thg, portion$,of Articleii.7. Terms and Definitions, are hereby
amended as set ftj.th'b.lo*. All other portiqnr of Article 7 not included in this
ordinance are presen)A$,.andillretr$tn as prdViously set forth in the Countywide

autfrciiizea Uv tfre l
consistent witn tn

Uevetopment nieht
nna in accoraance
anA tand Aevetoome
saruistent with these

DensitvAntcnsilv averaeing as otha,rwiEe gove



Transfer of Development Rights - The conveyance of development
rights by deed, easement, or other legal instrument authori#ry

Rill€s. nom a parcet or parce
ol-ulithin the same par
Countvwide Ptan lUa
or a Oifferent, Counwwl

w
with these Countvwide Rules.

SECTION 4. Severability. It is declared to Qgg;$m,,idbent of
Commissioners that if any section, subsdion, sentence,
provision of this ordinance is held invalid'i$t gnconst[]utionr
unconstitutionality shall not be construed as t$:'mnd$u'frlvali,
provision of this ordinance is held invalid;iot unconstitutional" suc
unconstitutionality shall not be construed as tu'fiff$,w ihvalid or u
the remaining provisions of this ordinance. "l;;;:iii

oard of County
phrase, or

alidildlty or
unconstitutionality shall not be construed as"id;'gppdss;tihvutid or un$nstitutional
the remaining provisions of this ordinance. 

''ltiii;iii,,
' - | i l i

, r r* . .  

' - ' ;  ' j l l l , '

\illrlq*g,,*n,.. "'trlliiiiiigw',*,,,"
SECTTON s. Filing of Ordinan..;''hfiJJ{l@1s9te. p.ifi$[.r, to Section r2s.66,
Florida Statutes, a certified copy cift1, t\f,,"UlWh$$ae shall be . filed with. thet londa statutes, a certlllecl copy ot;"th1qtt''gffiggxfts9e snall De llleo wrtn tne
Department of State.,h$t|$&S$terk of th$ll$oard of pounty Commissioners withinUepartment ol Jtale R$r:tq.S;lt-lerK Ol tnqi:trtoaru 0l [:-oulrty LOlll l l l lsslullc

ten (10) days aftq6|ii'enactrilHfu by the Bqard of County Commissioners. This
Ordinance shall S'SdWftg,.effe$Ve upon filiiig,pvith the Department of State.

"i:;;;,ii,," ,,llil!1fir,,,,.,. .:; "$$i{iliitlllPYgYg!l**'r"'

..,,,,,r*'"'1"i1'il i i i. ' ' i lrlti l l 
rltr" 

' 't!l i i: '11 

' 

'":""1:'r1"r1:

""i,,,,, 
;;;itrllliiilri:: 

"l"ill,, '
,,,,riiiiill;*,

r;)rr:r1:y"*,r;lil'fulu*rn#l,rr, 
Densiry rnrensiry Averaging\ordinance & Resorution\Draft ordinance January

rliiiltt"""



Attachment 2

PINELLAS
PTnNNTNG
CouNCrL CouNctr MrAztsERs

600 Cfevefand Street, Suite 850 . Clearwater, Florida 33755-4160
Telephone 727.464.8250 . Fax 727.464.8212 o www.pinellasplanningcouncil.org

MEMORANDUM

City of St. Petersburg Staff:

Mayor Beverley Billiris, Chairman
Vice-Mayor Jeny Knight, Vice-Chairman

Mayor Pat Cerard, Secretary
Commissioner John Morroni, Treasurer

Vice-Mavor Nina Bandoni
Councilmember Sindra L. Bradburv

Commissioner Dave Carson
Councilmember iohn Doran

Councilmember iim Kennedy
School Board Member Linda S. Lernei

Commissioner Stephanie Oddo
Mayorjim Ronecker

Mayoi Patricia J. ShontzTO:

FROM:

COPIES:

Rick Mussett, Sr. Administrator for City Development Administration David p. Hearey, ArCp
David Goodwin, Director of Planning and Economic Development Executive Director

Rick MacAulay, Manager, Plan\Sand Economic Development Dept.

T
David P. Healey, AICP 71.,MJ't
Executive Director, P inel la/Planning Counci I

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 ll,2010

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

l . 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.]

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

Rule
that

Rule

2.

P L A N N I N G  F O R  T H E  P I N E L L A S  C O M M U N I T Y



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.l

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 25Yo 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

. 4.2.7.2.1 Reference special area plans and those plan map categories requiring
a special area plan

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

. 4.2.7.2.1B 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.]

o 4.2.7.2.I C 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.]

o 4.2.7.2.I D Revise to clarifu that the 25Yo increase applies to all receiving
categories, except those governed by special areaplans

fThis simply rewords the provision as previously stated.]

o 4.2.7.3.1 Revise to conform to 4.2.7.2.1

fThis is a rewording change only.]

o 4.2.7.3.2 Reorder and reword A. B and C

[This is a rewording and format change only.]



PAC SUMMARY AGENDA ACTIONS SHEET - December 2OO9 AttAChMCNt 3

il. C . Amendment of the Countywide Rules Re:
TDRs and Density/Intensity Averaging

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

l.) 4.2.7.3.3 c - 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 ofthe 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

t2-0

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

t2-0

II. G. Cost Savings/Legal Ads (Verbal) Place on the PAC Agenda for discussion
in January 2010:
l. 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

DECEMBER 7. 2OO9
Approved r i
Motion: Sharen Jarzen ,,,;,rl,l": 

'':t:i

Second: Fred Metcalf tlillt:lllllllill 10-0

II. A. Regular Land Use Plan Amendments
None.

B. Subthreshold Land Use Plan Amendments
None.

II. C. Determinations of Consistency - Clearwater,
Madeira Beach, Pinellas Park and Redington Beach

110-0

II. D. Cost Savings for Legal Ads (continued from Dec.)

:" :,
l i l r l r l t

' l l l , l

'1 i .  .  , : t t t r i . r .
....1',).t1,.:1

t l '  ,, ''il',ll
1

l n l l l l ' l  
' 1

:illlllllllllllr,;.:::,

i . i r : i : . i i i i l l i i i l j i r ,
' r ; . i i 1 l l l 1 l l l l i i l , r l l .  . ,

I '

staffproposal
Rule. with

proposed nts for
.r;illbmittal of cases. I,1,, ,.':, ...

":,1lr11ti.rii,ll 
; 1r rlil I r'

PAC agreed with 33-day voluntary
concept: 45-day voluntarv concept for
Special Area Plans
N{otion: Fred Metcalf
Sepond: Sharen Jarzen

PP0]i$$eff will send a monthly reminder
notip8to PAC members l0 days ahead of

,fu 33-day proposed voluntary submittal
ldate. This would, in effect, be 15 days
prior to the normal 28-day deadline for
application.

10-0

II. E.

r l r l r l r l "

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


