




















Attachment 1.

PAC AGENDA - SUMMARY AGENDA ACTION SHEET
DATE: JULY 12,2010

ITEM ACTION TAKEN VOTE
Fred Metcalf agreed to Chair the meeting in the absence of | Consensus by PAC Members present
the Chair and Vice Chair
I. MINUTES OF REGULAR PAC MEETING OF Approved
JUNE 7, 2010 Motion: Bob Klute
Second: Danny Taylor 8-0
II. REVIEW OF PPC AGENDA FOR 7/21/10
A. Subthreshold Land Use Plan Amendment - None
B. Regular I and Use Plan Amendments - Approved Staff Recommendation
1. CW 10-13: City of St. Petersburg Motion: Mark Ely
Second: Gordon Beardslee 11-0
2. CW 10-14: City of Oldsmar Approved Staff Recommendation
Motion: Mark Ely
Second: Bob Klute 11-0
C. Minor Plan Change: CW 07-10 (SAP Change No. 4- | Approved Staff Recommendation
2010) City of St. Petersburg Vision 2020 Plan Motion: Gordon Beardslee
Second: Bob Klute 11-0
D. Ability to Serve Repoﬁ No. 10-3: City of Clearwater | Approved Staff Recommendation
(2271 Landmark Drive) Motion: Rick MacAulay
Second: Dean Neal 11-0
E. Ability to Serve Report No. 10-4: City of Largo | Approved Staff Recommendation
(Florida Power Property) Motion: Gordon Beardslee
. Second: Rick MacAulay 11-0

F. CPA Actions — June

No action taken — Information only

G. Annexation Report — June 2010

No action taken — Information only




Support Document 1
Council Staff Analysis
Case CW 10-13: St. Petersburg
July 21, 2010 PPC Meeting

Relevant Countywide Considerations:

1) Consistency with the Countywide Plan and Rules — The subject site,
designated RM and RU, is a portion of a parcel that is designated PR-MU. The

site is adjoined by single-family residential homes on the south and west, and
commercial property on the east (Publix) and north. The western most 20-feet
of the subject parcel will remain RU and serve as a buffer area between the
proposed development and the adjoining residential neighborhood.

The site in question would not result in a desirable mix of residential and non-
residential uses as outlined in the City’s Vision 2020 Special Area Plan’.
However, there are public benefits to consolidating this property with the PR-
MU property fronting on 34™ Street. This development scenario represents an
improved development pattern that is consistent with the Countywide Plan and
Economic Development and Redevelopment Plan. Additionally, the City has
proposed an amendment of Vision 2020 (on this month’s agenda) to address
the issue relative to the use of the PR-MU category to accommodate single-use
developments.

The “Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use: Issues and Objectives” from the
City’s Vision 2020 Special Area Plan state that the category should be used in
the following manner:

o Allow the ability for mixed-use corridors where shops, offices and
residential units can mix together providing a specialty district.

e Create a variety of scales so that districts relate to the existing context
and relate to the scale of the existing neighborhoods.

e All districts shall have an intimate “Main Street” look and feel.
Buildings shall be placed close to the street and create an architectural
presence.

o Site requirements shall provide for compact design....

! Amendments such as the one proposed must be consistent with the Special Area Plan entitled St.
Petersburg’s Vision 2020, which is the document that provided the basis for application of the PR-MU
category throughout the City. The Vision 2020 Special Area Plan should be amended to clarify the
parameters for the utilization of this category in areas other than mixed-use corridors in St. Petersburg.
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2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

The PR-MU category is intended for areas that are in need of redevelopment or
for infill and integrated into what the plan calls the “traditional Main Street
concept.” The Special Area Plan incentivizes mixed uses by increasing the
“...floor area ratio (FAR) similar to what was allowed along many of the
City’s commercial corridors prior to WWII and the advent of suburban zoning
regulations. When the higher FAR is combined with impervious surface ratios,
retention requirements and other restrictions, the ability to mix uses becomes
possible.”

In summary, should the amendment to Vision 2020 be approved later on this
month’s agenda, the issue relative to the use of the PR-MU category in other
than mixed-use corridors should be resolved. Therefore, the requested
amendment to PR-MU can be deemed consistent with this Relevant
Countywide Consideration.

Adopted Roadway Level of Service (LLOS) Standard —The amendment area

adjacent to 34™ Street North, a City maintained arterial roadway operating at
LOS “C.»

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 amendment area is not located in
a CHHA, so these policies are not applicable.

Designated Development/Redevelopment Areas — The amendment area is
not located in, nor does it impact, a designated development or redevelopment
area.

Adjacent To or Impacting An Adjoining Jurisdiction or Public
Educational Facility — The amendment area is not adjacent to, nor does it
impact, another jurisdiction or a public educational facility.

Conclusion:

On balance, it can be concluded that the requested amendment from RM and RU to
PR-MU is deemed consistent with Vision 2020, as amended, and the Relevant
Countywide Considerations found in the Countywide Rules.



Support Document 2

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST STATEMENT
PPC COUNTYWIDE MAP AMENDMENT

SUBMITTING GOVERNMENT ENTITY: City of St Petersburg

PPC * & CITY/TOWN CASE NUMBER: City File: FLUM -8

PROPERTY OWNERS/REPRESENTATIVE:

Owner Representative
Name: Publix Super Markets, Inc. Name: R. Donald Mastry
P.O. Box 407 Trenam Kemker
Lakeland, FL 33802 200 Central Avenue, Suite 1600

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

ANY OTHER PERSONS HAVING ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN THE SUBJECT
PROPERTY:

Interests: __ Contingent Absolute
Name: N/A
Specific Interest Held:

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

Contractis: ___ Contingent ___ Absolute
All Parties To Contract: N/A

Name:

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

All Parties to Option: N/A

Name:

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

* NUMBER TO BE ASSIGNED BY PLANNING COUNCIL STAFF




Support Document 3

APPLICATION FOR COUNTYWIDE FUTURE LAND USE PLAN AMENDMENT

Please include all information below to ensure the application for Countywide Plan Map amendment
can be processed. If additional space is needed, please number and attach additional sheets.

Countywide Plan Map Information
1.  Current Countywide FLUP Designation(s)

2. Proposed Countywide FLUP Designation(s)

Local Plan Map Information
Local Map Amendment Case Number

Current Local Plan Designation(s)

Current Local Zoning Designation(s)

Proposed Local Zoning Designation(s)

ite and Parcel Information

1
2
3
4.  Proposed Local Plan Designation(s)
5
S
1

Residential Medium & Residential Urban

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use

FLUM-8
Residential Medium & Residential Urban
NSM-1 and NS-1

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use

CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

Parcel number(s) of area(s) proposed to be amended - Sec/Twp/Rng/Sub/Blk/Lot

(and/or legal description, as necessary)
Location

Acreage

Existing use(s)

Existing density and/or floor area ratio

A A

Name of project (if applicable)

Local Action

portion of 15-31-16-37400-001-0010
1700 — 34" Street North

0.79 acres ’

Publix Super Market

N/A

Publix Store (new store construction)

1. Date local ordinance was considered at public hearing and authorized by an affirmative vote of the
governing body for transmittal of, and concurrence with, the local government future land use plan

map amendment.

June 17, 2010

2.  If the local government chooses to submit a development agreement in support of this application,
the date the agreement was approved at public hearing by the legislative body. Any development
agreement submitted as part of an application for Countywide Plan Map amendment may become
a condition of approval of the amendment and will be subject to the provisions of Section 5.1.4 of

the Countywide Rules.

Other Items to Include

N/A

1. Cover letter or email to the Executive Director indicating the request for Countywide Plan
Map amendment, including ordinance number, ordinance status, and local action to date.

If applicable, a copy of the development agreement approved by the legislative body and

2. Copy of local ordinance.
3.
executed by the applicant property owner and other pnvate party(ies) to the agreement.
4. Disclosure of Interest Statement.
5.  Staffreport.
6. Local plan and zoning maps showing amendment area.
7.

If applicable, proposed demarcation line for environmentally sensitive areas.

Forms available online at www.pinellasplanningcouncil. org/amendment. htm




