COUNCIL =3 MEETING

Municipal Building CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
175-5t Street North
Second Floor Council Chamber

August 7, 2014
8:30 AM

Welcome to the City of St. Petersburg City Council meeting. To assist the City Council in
conducting the City’s business, we ask that you observe the following:

1. If you are speaking under the Public Hearings, Appeals or Open Forum sections of the
agenda, please observe the time limits indicated on the agenda.

2.  Placards and posters are not permitted in the Chamber. Applause is not permitted
except in connection with Awards and Presentations.

3. Please do not address Council from your seat. If asked by Council to speak to an issue,
please do so from the podium.

4.  Please do not pass notes to Council during the meeting.

5. Please be courteous to other members of the audience by keeping side conversations to
a minimum.

6.  The Fire Code prohibits anyone from standing in the aisles or in the back of the room.

7. If other seating is available, please do not occupy the seats reserved for individuals who
are deaf/hard of hearing.

GENERAL AGENDA INFORMATION

For your convenience, a copy of the agenda material is available for your review at the Main
Library, 3745 Ninth Avenue North, and at the City Clerk’s Office, 1% Floor, City Hall, 175
Fifth Street North, on the Monday preceding the regularly scheduled Council meeting. The
agenda and backup material is also posted on the City’s website at www.stpete.org and
generally electronically updated the Friday preceding the meeting and again the day
preceding the meeting. The updated agenda and backup material can be viewed at all St.
Petersburg libraries. An updated copy is also available on the podium outside Council
Chamber at the start of the Council meeting.

If you are deaf/hard of hearing and require the services of an interpreter, please call our TDD
number, 892-5259, or the Florida Relay Service at 711 as soon as possible. The City requests
at least 72 hours advance notice, prior to the scheduled meeting, and every effort will be
made to provide that service for you. If you are a person with a disability who needs an
accommodation in order to participate in this/these proceedings or have any questions, please
contact the City Clerk’s Office at 893-7448.


http://www.stpete.org/

August 7, 2014
8:30 AM

Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call.

A moment of silence will be observed to remember fallen officers of the St. Petersburg
Police Department. The officers(s) depicted today were killed in the line of duty during
this month.™ - Detective Herbert R. Sullivan — August 18, 1980

Invocation and Pledge to the Flag of the United States of America.

Approval of Agenda with Additions and Deletions.

Open Forum

If you wish to address City Council on subjects other than public hearing or quasi-judicial
items listed on this agenda, please sign up with the Clerk prior to the meeting. Only the
individual wishing to speak may sign the Open Forum sheet and only City residents, owners
of property in the City, owners of businesses in the City or their employees may speak. All
issues discussed under Open Forum must be limited to issues related to the City of St.
Petersburg government.

Speakers will be called to address Council according to the order in which they sign the
Open Forum sheet. In order to provide an opportunity for all citizens to address Council,
each individual will be given three (3) minutes. The nature of the speakers' comments will
determine the manner in which the response will be provided. The response will be provided
by City staff and may be in the form of a letter or a follow-up phone call depending on the
request.

Consent Agenda (see attached)

Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 9:00 A.M.

Public Hearings

NOTE: The following Public Hearing items have been submitted for consideration by the City
Council. If you wish to speak on any of the Public Hearing items, please obtain one of the
YELLOW cards from the containers on the wall outside of Council Chamber, fill it out as
directed, and present it to the Clerk. You will be given 3 minutes ONLY to state your position
on any item but may address more than one item.

1. Ordinance 119-H amending Section 4.05(a) of the City Charter to provide for an
exception to the prohibition against City Council members influencing the hiring of
certain City employees.

Quasi-Judicial Proceedings

Swearing in of witnesses. Representatives of City Administration, the applicant/appellant,
opponents, and members of the public who wish to speak at the public hearing must declare
that he or she will testify truthfully by taking an oath or affirmation in the following form:

"Do you swear or affirm that the evidence you are about to give will be the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but the truth?"

The oath or affirmation will be administered prior to the presentation of testimony and will
be administered in mass to those who wish to speak. Persons who submit cards to speak
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after the administration of the oath, who have not been previously sworn, will be sworn prior
to speaking. For detailed procedures to be followed for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings,
please see yellow sheet attached to this agenda.

2. Amending land use and zoning for a 5.1 acre subject property, is vacant land and
generally located on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and
Roosevelt Boulevard. (City File FLUM-20)

(@) Ordinance 705-L amending the Future Land Use Map designations from: Industrial
Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (Activity Center);
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation; and Preservation to Planned
Redevelopment-Commercial (Activity Center).

(b) Ordinance 734-Z rezoning the above described property from: EC (Employment
Center) to PRES (Preservation); and PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor
Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

(c) Resolution requesting amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Plan, as
described above, to comply with the requirements of the Pinellas Planning Council
and Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners.

Reports
1. NLC Youth, Education and Families. (Councilmember Nurse) (Oral)

2. Pier Working Group Report, Peter Clark, Tampa Bay Watch.

3. Resolution initiating amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Map, Official
Zoning Map and Land Development Regulations, as may be necessary, to allow the
adaptive reuse of Harris School, located at 4600 Haines Road, for a homeless teen
residence.

New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing)
Setting August 28, 2014 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s):

1. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating
the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Crisp Park to the public as a boating access
facility for the use and benefit of the general public from the date of execution of the Site
Dedication by the City to June 30, 2034, as a requirement for receipt of Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant from the Florida Boating
Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat ramp improvements at
Crisp Park; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Site Dedication for the
Project Area for a period ending June 30, 2034, and all other documents necessary to
effectuate this Ordinance.

2. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating
the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Northeast Exchange Club Coffee Pot Park
to the public as a boating access facility for the use and benefit of the general public from
the date of execution of the Site Dedication by the City to June 30, 2034, as a requirement
for receipt of Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant
from the Florida Boating Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat
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ramp improvements at Northeast Exchange Club Coffee Pot Park; authorizing the Mayor
or his designee to execute a Site Dedication for the Project Area for a period ending June
30, 2034, and all other documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance.

3. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating
the boat ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Grandview Park to the public as a boating
access facility for the use and benefit of the general public from the date of execution of
the Site Dedication by the City to September 30, 2034, as a requirement for receipt of
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant from the Florida
Boating Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section for boat ramp
improvements at Grandview Park; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Site
Dedication for the Project Area for a period ending September 30, 2034, and all other
documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance.

4. Ordinance amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16 (LDRs); providing for
clarification of the building massing and form requirements within the Downtown Center
zoning districts; amending the relative significance of environmental factors within the
Preservation (PRES) zoning district; clarifying the grandfathered status of fences and
walls; redefining artwork within the sign ordinance; amending wall sign requirements for
three-story buildings; clarifying sign requirements for neighborhood planned unit
developments; removing an expired cross-reference for convenience stores; amending the
waterfront yard setback for screen enclosures with a screen roof; making internal language
consistent; codifying interpretative language and clarifications; correcting typographical,
grammatical and scriveners errors; and removing obsolete language. (City File LDR-

2014-03)

5. Ordinance relating to utility rates and charges for wholesale customers; amending Chapter
27, Subsection 27-284 of the St. Petersburg City Code; deleting surcharges for strong
waste; correcting Section references; establishing a date to begin calculating bills without
a_strong waste surcharge; providing for severability of provisions; and providing an
explanation of words struck through and underlined.

6. Ordinance changing the name of the Wildwood Recreation Center to the Thomas 'Jet'
Jackson Recreation Center.

7. Ordinance amending the requirements for an extended hours permit to reduce the late fee,
to modify requirements related to suspensions and correcting language.

New Business

1. Referring to the Budget, Finance and Taxation Committee for consideration, returning the
PAL Building to the inventory of City insured properties to allow for increase in PAL
funds available for programs benefiting clients of approximately $30,000.
(Councilmember Gerdes)

Council Committee Reports

1. Youth Service Committee. (07/24/14)

2. Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee. ( 07/31/2014)

3. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. ( 07/31/2014)
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(a) Ordinance amending Section 20-80 of the St. Petersburg City Code regulating the use
of skateboards; regulating areas where skateboards may be operated; making it
unlawful to ride or operate a skateboard in certain manners and at certain locations.

(b) Ordinance amending City Code Section 21-85; adding Subsection (10); renaming the
Childs Park Recreation Center located in Childs Park the “Childs Park Recreation and
Fitness Center.”

Legal
Open Forum
Adjournment
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CONSENT =33 AGENDA
COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

Consent Agenda A

August 7, 2014

NOTE:Business items listed on the yellow Consent Agenda cost more than one-half million dollars while
the blue Consent Agenda includes routine business items costing less than that amount.

(Purchasing)

1. Approving the purchase of four loaders from Nortrax, Inc. for the Fleet Management
Department at a total cost of $559,784.25.
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CONSENT == AGENDA

COUNCIL MEETING CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Consent Agenda B
August 7, 2014

NOTE: The Consent Agenda contains normal, routine business items that are very likely to be approved by
the City Council by a single motion. Council questions on these items were answered prior to the meeting.
Each Councilmember may, however, defer any item for added discussion at a later time.

(Purchasing)

1. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to Ronco Communications and Electronics, Inc.
for network switching hardware, software and support services for the ICS Department in
an amount not to exceed $440,032.16.

2. Awarding a contract to Bayshore Contracting Corporation in the amount of $271,836 for
Marina Ship Store Alterations. (Engineering Project No. 13223-019: Oracle No’s. 12862,
13735 and 14124)

3. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Swift Security, Inc. for security guard
services for the Sanitation and Fleet Management departments at an estimated annual cost
of $127.000.

4. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Diamond Supply & Fastener, Inc. for
fastener replenishment services at an estimated annual cost of $115,000.

5. Awarding a contract to Speeler & Associates, Inc. in the amount of $114,700 for the
Municipal Marina Mooring Piling Replacement - FY 2013-14. (Engineering Project No.
13073-119; Oracle Project No. 13277)

6. Accepting proposals from AshBritt, Inc. and Crowder-Gulf Joint Venture, Inc. for storm
debris removal and disposal services.

(City Development)

7. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to terminate the current lease agreement with
Coastal Sweets, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, d/b/a The Sweet Spot for use of
space in the historic main building of Sunken Gardens located at 1961 - 4th Street North,
St. Petersburg, Florida (“Premises”); and to execute a Lease Agreement for the Premises
with Michael's Extraordinary Desserts, Inc., a Florida corporation, to operate a customized
bakery and retail store and uses ancillary thereto for a term of five (5) years with the
option to renew for one (1) additional five (5) year term.

8. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Amendment No. 3 to the Agreement
between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning
Organization (“MPQO”) for the Central Avenue Bus Rapid Transit Corridor Enhancement
Project (‘“Project”) that extends the Project completion date to September 30, 2016, and to
execute all other documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.
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Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and administer a Florida Boating
Improvement Program grant through the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission on behalf of the City for a transient visitor boat dock in the Central Yacht
Basin; and will authorize a 20-year agreement for the maintenance and operation of the
project; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this transaction.

(Leisure & Community Services)

10. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation

(

Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant (“Grant”) from the Florida Boating Improvement
Program, Boating and Waterways Section, funded by the United States Department of the
Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, for the boat ramp improvements at Demens Landing
Park (‘“Project”) at a maximum reimbursement amount of $187.000; to execute a Florida
Boating Improvement Program Grant Award Agreement for the Project site with the
FFWCC; and to execute all other documents necessary to effectuate the Grant; approving
a_supplemental appropriation in the amount of $187,000 from the increase in the
unappropriated balance of the General Capital Improvement Fund (3001), resulting from
these additional revenues, to the Boat Ramp Facility Improvements Project (13181).

(Miscellaneous)

11.

12.

13.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to negotiate and provide a 0% interest acquisition
and development forgiven loan in the amount of $268,965 from the Home Investment
Partnership (“Home”) Affordable Multi-Family Rental Program to Pinellas Affordable
Living, Inc. for acquisition and development of the 3636 Park Apartments to be located at
3636 5th Avenue North; and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate this resolution.

Approving the purchase of Sundial walkway signage from Thomas Sign and Awning Co.,
Inc, a sole source supplier, for the City Development Administration at a total cost of
$127,056.

Approving a contract with the Pinellas County Supervisor of Elections for conducting a
Special Election in conjunction with their November 4, 2014 General Election/Municipal
Elections and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $20,500 from the
unappropriated balance of the General Fund.
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MEETING == AGENDA

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
Note: An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings.

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee
Thursday, July 31, 2014, 8:00 a.m., Room 100

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Thursday, July 31, 2014, 9:15 a.m., Room 100

CRA/ Agenda Review & Administrative Updates
Thursday, July 31, 2014, 1:30 p.m., Room 100




CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG . —
Board and Commission Vacancies s s

Arts Advisory Committee
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 9/30/14 & 9/30/15)

City Beautiful Commission
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16)

Civil Service Board
3 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 6/30/16 & 6/30/17)

Code Enforcement Board
1 Alternate Member
(Term expires 12/31/16)

Commission on Aging
3 Regular Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16)

Public Arts Commission
2 Regular Members
(Terms expire 4/30/17 & 4/30/18)

Committee to Advocate for Persons with Impairments (CAPI)
1 Regular & 2 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16)

Nuisance Abatement Board
2 Alternate Members
(Terms expire 8/31/14 & 11/30/14)

Community Planning & Preservation Commission

1 Regular Member
(Term expires 1/31/15)
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PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS:

1. Anyone wishing to speak must fill out a yellow card and present the card to the Clerk. All speakers must be
sworn prior to presenting testimony. No cards may be submitted after the close of the Public Hearing. Each
party and speaker is limited to the time limits set forth herein and may not give their time to another speaker
or party.

2. At any time during the proceeding, City Council members may ask questions of any speaker or party. The time
consumed by Council questions and answers to such questions shall not count against the time frames allowed
herein. Burden of proof: in all appeals, the Appellant bears the burden of proof; in variance application cases, the
Applicant bears the burden of proof; in rezoning and Comprehensive Plan land use cases, the Owner bears the
burden of proof except in cases initiated by the City Administration, in which event the City Administration bears the
burden of proof. Waiver of Objection: at any time during this proceeding Council Members may leave the Council
Chamber for short periods of time. At such times they continue to hear testimony because the audio portion of the
hearing is transmitted throughout City Hall by speakers. If any party has an objection to a Council Member leaving
the Chamber during the hearing, such objection must be made at the start of the hearing. If an objection is not made
as required herein it shall be deemed to have been waived.

3. Initial Presentation. Each party shall be allowed ten (10) minutes for their initial presentation.
a. Presentation by City Administration.

b. Presentation by Applicant and/or Appellant. If Appellant and Applicant are different entities then each is allowed
the allotted time for each part of these procedures. The Appellant shall speak before the Applicant. In
connection with land use and zoning ordinances where the City is the applicant, the land owner(s) shall be given
the time normally reserved for the Applicant/Appellant, unless the land owner is the Appellant.

c. Presentation by Opponent. If anyone wishes to utilize the initial presentation time provided for an Opponent, said
individual shall register with the City Clerk at least one week prior to the scheduled public hearing.

4. Public Hearing. A Public Hearing will be conducted during which anyone may speak for 3 minutes. Speakers should
limit their testimony to information relevant to the ordinance or application and criteria for review.

5. Cross Examination. Each party shall be allowed five (5) minutes for cross examination. All questions shall be
addressed to the Chair and then (at the discretion of the Chair) asked either by the Chair or by the party conducting
the cross examination of the speaker or of the appropriate representative of the party being cross examined. One (1)
representative of each party shall conduct the cross examination. If anyone wishes to utilize the time provided for
cross examination and rebuttal as an Opponent, and no one has previously registered with the Clerk, said individual
shall notify the City Clerk prior to the conclusion of the Public Hearing. If no one gives such notice, there shall be no
cross examination or rebuttal by Opponent(s). If more than one person wishes to utilize the time provided for
Opponent(s), the City Council shall by motion determine who shall represent Opponent(s).

a. Cross examination by Opponents.
b. Cross examination by City Administration.
c. Cross examination by Appellant followed by Applicant, if different.

6. Rebuttal/Closing. Each party shall have five (5) minutes to provide a closing argument or rebuttal.
a. Rebuttal by Opponents.
b.  Rebuttal by City Administration.
c. Rebuttal by Appellant followed by the Applicant, if different.
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AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR AREFERENDUMASPART
OF THE GENERAL CITY ELECTION TO BE HELD ON
NOVEMBER 4, 2014; AMENDING SECTION 4.05(a) OF THE
CITY CHARTER OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG;
PROVIDING THAT THE AMENDMENT CONTAINED IN THIS
ORDINANCE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ONLY IF THE
BALLOT QUESTION CONTAINED IN THIS ORDINANCE IS
APPROVED BY A MAJORITY VOTE OF THE ELECTORS OF
THE CITY VOTING ON SAID QUESTION IN THE NOVEMBER
4, 2014 ELECTION AND THE FILING OF THE REVISED
CHARTER, INCLUDING THE AMENDMENT, WITH THE
DEPARTMENT OF STATE; PROVIDING FOR THE CALLING OF
A SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON
NOVEMBER 4, 2014 TO PRESENT THIS CHARTER
AMENDMENT TO THE VOTERS; PROVIDING FOR THE FORM
OF THE TITLE AND THE QUESTION TO APPEAR ON THE
BALLOT; PROVIDING FOR THE AMENDMENT OF SECTION
4.05(a) OF THE CITY CHARTER TO PROVIDE FOR AN
EXCEPTION TO THE PROHIBITION AGAINST COUNCIL
MEMBERS INFLUENCING THE HIRING OF CERTAIN CITY
EMPLOYEES; PROVIDING FOR FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. That the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg hereby makes the following
findings:

1. That when the City Charter adopting the strong mayor form of government was
approved by the voters_after a citizens® initiative petition process, there was a prohibition against
Council Members taking any action which either directly or indirectly requested the hiring or firing
of any City employee.

2. That there is a desire for Council Members to be able to express their opinions
concerning the hiring of new senior management employees to the Mayor. Senior management
employees would be defined as chiefs and administrator or hig

3. That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the hiring and firing of
employees by the Mayor.
4. That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the Mayor’s administration

of the City or the Mayor’s staff.

5. That City Council finds that the gxpression of their opinions would provide _..--

6. That_the public reasonable expects City Council Members to be able to publicly share

their opinions and perspectives while not taking any formal action in the hiring of senior
management employees.

S T e e -

_..-{ Field Code Changed

o

_,,--{Deleted: director ]
{ Deleted: private ]
Deleted: to the Mayor ]
“‘{Deleted: to the Mayor ]
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Defeted: That City Council finds that this would be
a benefit to the City.
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SECTION 2. That a special election will be held as part of the general City election to be
held on November 4, 2014, the question and title as delineated in Sections 4 and 5 of this Ordinance
shall be placed on the ballot at said election.

SECTION 3. Section 4.05(a) of the St Petersburg City Charter is hereby amended to read

as follows:

Sec. 4.05. Administrative affairs; Council participation.

(@)

Neither the Council nor any of its committees or any of its members, individually or
collectively, shall direct or request the appointment of anyone to, or removal from,
office by the Mayor or any of the Mayor's subordinates, or in any manner, directly or

indirectly, take part in the appointment or removal of any officer or employee or

members of boards in the administrative service of the City. All inquiry dealing with
any portion of the administrative service of the City with the exception of (b) herein
shall be with the Mayor and neither the Council nor any member thereof shall, give
any orders to any subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately,
directly or indirectly. Any violation of the provisions of this section by 2 member of
the Council shall be grounds for removal from office under Section 3.04(c). The only

_--{ Deleted: se

_{ Deleted: privately

SECTION 4. That the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall
appear on the ballot in the following form:

management level employees. while continuing to prohibit any

formal action concerning hiring by City Council.

YES NO

SECTION 5. That the title of the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance
shall appear on the ballot in the following form: '

Charter Amendment yemoving prohibition against Council Members gxpressing opinions

\'"{ Deleted: to the Mayor

----- {Deleted: director

_,,_——{Deleted: T

__..--{ Deleted: shall the City Charter

< privately

t to the Mayor

LAb—JL—IH

T ﬁeleted: authorizing
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SECTION 6. Inthe event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the
City Charter, Sections 1, 2 and 4 through 9 shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth
business day after adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed
with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case Sections 1, 2 and 4
through 9 shall become effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In
the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, Sections 1, 2
and 4 thfough>9 shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in
accordance with the City Charter,

SECTION 7. That Section 3 of this Ordinance shall become effective only upon approval
of the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance by a majority of the qualified electors
voting on said question at said election and shall become effective as a Charter Amendment in
accordance with Section 8 of this Ordinance. :

SECTION 8. That if the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance is
approved by a majority of the qualified electors voting on said question at said election, the revised
Charter provisions contained in Section 3 of this Ordinance shall take effect upon the filing of a
Revised Charter, including these amendments with the Secretary of State.

SECTION 9. That the provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable and
the invalidity of any portion thereto shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions.

» Approved as to form and content:

City Attorney (designee)



AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR A REFERENDUM AS PART
OF THE GENERAL CITY ELECTION TO BE HELD ON
NOVEMBER 4, 2014; AMENDING SECTION 4.05(a) OF THE
CITY CHARTER OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG;
PROVIDING THAT THE AMENDMENT CONTAINED IN THIS
ORDINANCE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ONLY IF THE
BALLOT QUESTION CONTAINED IN THIS ORDINANCE IS
APPROVED BY A MAJORITY VOTE OF THE ELECTORS OF
THE CITY VOTING ON SAID QUESTION IN THE NOVEMBER
4, 2014 ELECTION AND THE FILING OF THE REVISED
CHARTER, INCLUDING THE AMENDMENT, WITH THE
DEPARTMENT OF STATE; PROVIDING FOR THE CALLING OF
A SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON
NOVEMBER 4, 2014 TO PRESENT THIS CHARTER
AMENDMENT TO THE VOTERS; PROVIDING FOR THE FORM
OF THE TITLE AND THE QUESTION TO APPEAR ON THE
BALLOT; PROVIDING FOR THE AMENDMENT OF SECTION
4.05(a) OF THE CITY CHARTER TO PROVIDE FOR AN
EXCEPTION TO THE PROHIBITION AGAINST COUNCIL
MEMBERS INFLUENCING THE HIRING OF CERTAIN CITY
EMPLOYEES; PROVIDING FOR FINDINGS; AND PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. That the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg hereby makes the following
findings:

1. That when the City Charter adopting the strong mayor form of government was
approved by the voters after a citizens’ initiative petition process, there was a prohibition against
Council Members taking any action which either directly or indirectly requested the hiring or firing
of any City employee.

2. That there is a desire for Council Members to be able to express their opinions
concerning the hiring of new senior management employees to the Mayor. Senior management
employees would be defined as chiefs and administrator or higher management level employees.

3. That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the hiring and firing of
employees by the Mayor.

4, That City Council finds that this would not interfere with the Mayor’s administration
of the City or the Mayor’s staff.

5. That City Council finds that the expression of their opinions would provide
meaningful beneficial information and perspectives in the hiring of senior management employees.

6. That the public reasonably expects City Council Members to be able to publicly share
their opinions and perspectives while not taking any formal action in the hiring of senior
management employees.
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SECTION 2. That a special election will be held as part of the general City election to be
held on November 4, 2014, the question and title as delineated in Sections 4 and 5 of this Ordinance
shall be placed on the ballot at said election.

SECTION 3. Section 4.05(a) of the St Petersburg City Charter is hereby amended to read

as follows:

Sec. 4.05. Administrative affairs; Council participation.

(a)

Neither the Council nor any of its committees or any of its members, individually or
collectively, shall direct or request the appointment of anyone to, or removal from,
office by the Mayor or any of the Mayor's subordinates, or in any manner, directly or
indirectly, take part in the appointment or removal of any officer or employee or
members of boards in the administrative service of the City. All inquiry dealing with
any portion of the administrative service of the City with the exception of (b) herein
shall be with the Mayor and neither the Council nor any member thereof shall, give
any orders to any subordinate or officer of the City, either publicly or privately,
directly or indirectly. Any violation of the provisions of this section by a member of
the Council shall be grounds for removal from office under Section 3.04(c). The only
exception to the prohibitions in this subsection shall be that any individual Council

Member may express their opinion concerning the hiring of any chief or
administrator or higher management level employee.

SECTION 4. That the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance shall
appear on the ballot in the following form:

Shall the City Charter, which currently prohibits Council Members
from directing or requesting the hiring of any City employees, be
amended to allow Council Members to express their opinions and
perspectives concerning the hiring by the Mayor of senior
management level employees, while continuing to prohibit any
formal action concerning hiring by City Council.

YES NO

SECTION 5. That the title of the ballot question provided for in Section 2 of this Ordinance
shall appear on the ballot in the following form:

Charter Amendment removing prohibition against Council Members expressing opinions
concerning hiring of senior management employees.



SECTION 6. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the
City Charter, Sections 1, 2 and 4 through 9 shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth
business day afier adoption unless the Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed
with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not veto the ordinance, in which case Sections 1, 2 and 4
through 9 shall become effective immediately upon filing such written notice with the City Clerk. In
the event this ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, Sections 1, 2
and 4 through 9 shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in
accordance with the City Charter,

SECTION 7. That Section 3 of this Ordinance shall become effective only upon approval
of the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance by a majority of the qualified electors
voting on said question at said election and shall become effective as a Charter Amendment in
accordance with Section 8 of this Ordinance.

SECTION 8. That if the ballot question contained in Section 4 of this Ordinance is
approved by a majority of the qualified electors voting on said question at said election, the revised
Charter provisions contained in Section 3 of this Ordinance shall take effect upon the filing of a
Revised Charter, including these amendments with the Secretary of State.

SECTION 9. That the provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable and
the invalidity of any portion thereto shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions.

Approved as to form and content:

City Attorney (designee)



ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of August 7, 2014
TO: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File FLUM-20: The subject property, estimated to be 5.1 acres in size, is
vacant land generally located on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King
Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard. A detailed analysis of the request is
provided in the attached Staff Report FLUM-20.

REQUEST: (A) ORDINANCE amending the Future Land Use Map designations
from: Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment -
Commercial (Activity Center); Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to
Preservation, and Preservation to Planned Redevelopment - Commercial
(Activity Center).

(B) ORDINANCE rezoning the above described property from: EC
(Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban); EC
(Employment Center) to PRES (Preservation); and PRES (Preservation) to
CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

(C) RESOLUTION requesting amendment to the Countywide Future
Land Use Plan, as described above, to comply with the requirements of the
Pinellas Planning Council and Pinellas County Board of County
Commissioners.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Community Planning and Preservation Commission: The Community Planning
and Preservation Commission (“CPPC”) conducted a public hearing on June 10,
2014 and unanimously voted 7-to-0 recommending approval of the proposed map
amendments.

Recommended City Council Action:

1) CONDUCT the second reading and (adoption) public hearing of the
attached proposed ordinances;

2) APPROVE the attached resolution; and

3) ADOPT the attached ordinances

Attachments: Ordinances (2): Resolution, Maps, draft CPPC Minutes and Staff
Report.



ORDINANCENO. __ -L

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT OF
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,
FLORIDA; CHANGING THE LAND USE DESIGNATION FOR PORTIONS
OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER
OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH AND ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD, FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (ACTIVITY CENTER) TO
PLANNED REDEVELOPMENT-COMMERCIAL (ACTIVITY CENTER),
FROM INDUSTRIAL LIMITED (ACTIVITY CENTER) TO PRESERVATION,
AND FROM PRESERVATION TO PLANNED REDEVELOPMENT-
COMMERCIAL (ACTIVITY CENTER); PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF
CONFLICTING ORDINANCES AND PROVISIONS THEREOF; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, established the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by law to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and Future
Land Use Map and the Pinellas Planning Council is authorized to develop rules to implement the
Countywide Future Land Use Map; and

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided herein as being consistent with the
proposed amendment to the Countywide Future Land Use Map amendment which has been
initiated by the City; now, therefore

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 1

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-



WAY), A DISTANCE OF 509.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 664.01 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT-OF-WAY);
THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 AND ALONG
SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD THE
FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
65°07'49" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.06 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°57'02"
WEST , A DISTANCE OF 42.56 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 40°02'58" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°57'02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
355.09 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, DEPARTING SAID
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1 BLOCK 1 AND SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, A DISTANCE OF 22.83 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS
DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT
NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING THIRTEEN (13) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1); THENCE RUN SOUTH
49°16'47" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 74°19'02"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 78°0722" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°20'14" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.29 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°28'16" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET; 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 82°47'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.22 FEET; 7)
THENCE RUN NORTH 51°48'50" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN
NORTH 18°31'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORTH
14°56'43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15'41"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 52.79 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN NORTH 22°1027" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 46.33 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTH 11°17'06" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 56.64 FEET; 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 00°3125" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82
FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 17°45'01" EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH
89°47'45" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 88,687 SQUARE FEET (2.036 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
District
From: Industrial Limited (Activity Center)
To:  Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)
SECTION 2. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by

placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 2



THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT I, BLOCK 1|; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 148.79 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE ALONG SAID JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 19°09'30" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 18°50'37" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 48.79 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 66°45'14" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 62°34'32" WEST, ALONG
SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC; THENCE RUN NORTH
41°1824" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 131.23 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 2,843 SQUARE FEET (0.065 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
Site Area 3

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT S5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1. BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 417.11 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 92.38 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 89°47'45" WEST, DEPARTING SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET;, THENCE RUN SOUTH 17°45'01" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING,
INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING EIGHTEEN (18) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 13°29'37" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.18
FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 41°05'46" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET;
3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 63°00'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 2249 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°11'03" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET,- 5) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°08'09" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 3825 FEET; 6) THENCE RUN



SOUTH 15°05'23" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET,- 7) THENCE RUN NORTH
60°48'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN NORTH 09°30'44"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 40.15 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORTH 20'32'02" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTH 16°19°18" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN NORTH 39°31'19" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTH 55°31'24" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 34.55 FEET;. 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 68°50'41" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
35.34 FEET; 14) THENCE NORTH 50°06'03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET;
15) THENCE RUN NORTH 26'32'51" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 31.24 FEET,. 16)
THENCE RUN NORTH 15°40'02" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET,- 17) THENCE
RUN NORTH 29°24'71" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN
NORTH 89°50'39" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID CONTAINING 8,414 SQUARE FEET (0.193 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 4

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00'12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE K£ST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41'1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09'54'26" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 14°40'22” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 26.60 FEET,” 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 38°49'11” EAST. A DISTANCE OF 26.61
FEET-, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 42°28'43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET; 5)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 47°59'41" WEST, DEPARTING SAID LINE. A DISTANCE OF 22.83
FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND A POINT ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE RUN NORTH 49'57'02" WEST, ALONG SAID
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID
NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE. A DISTANCE OF 44.91 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTH 47°05'17” WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A
DISTANCE OF 140.61 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY



LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°1824" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A:DISTANCE OF 89.04 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 5,949 SQUARE FEET (0.137 ACRES) MORE OR LESS
Site Area 5

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT STH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-
WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 112.41 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED
BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER E 12004 ; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 15°0820" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET,s 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 03°07'38" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET, 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 06°4222" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET,-4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 80°28'38" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE
LANDS DEPICTED ON THE AFORESAID SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING INC; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°18'17" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 20.55 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 627 SQUARE FEET (0.014 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
District
From: Industrial Limited (Activity Center)
To:  Preservation
SECTION 3. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by

placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 6



THAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING AVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°40'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°28'43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET,- 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET,, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62 FEET, THENCE CONTINUE NORTH 47°59'41"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 54°44'34" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 88°21'12" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING TEN (10) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03°15'47" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.53 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 14°56'43"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 3)-THENCE RUN SOUTH 18°31'34" EAST,
A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET,c 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 51°48'50" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 82°47'11" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 54.22 FEET,- 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°28'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET,- 7) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°20'14" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.29 FEET,
B) THENCE RUN SOUTH 78°07'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 9)
THENCE RUN NORTH 74°19'02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET,: 10) THENCE
RUN NORTH 49°16'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 17,614 SQUARE FEET (0.404 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 7

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.



MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING. INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES:

1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET, 2) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°40'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°28'43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET.- 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62
FEET; THENCE CONTINUE NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 54°44'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTH 8821'12" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15'41"
WEST, ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE. A DISTANCE OF 26.26
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; -THENCE RUN NORTH 11°39'45" EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23
FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE,
THENCE THE FOLLOWING THREE (3) COURSES AND DISTANCES ALONG
SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 00°31'25"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82 FEET-, THENCE RUN SOUTH 11'17'06" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 56.64 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 22°1027" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.33 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 826 SQUARE FEET (0.019 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
District
From: Preservation
To:  Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)

SECTION 4. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Land Development Act, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of
law, the Future Land Use Map of the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
placing the hereinafter described property in the land use category as follows:

Site Area 8

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH ADDITION,
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS
OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:



COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 378.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 38.61 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED
ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER
12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
EIGHTEEN (18) COURSES AND DISTANCES; 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 89°50'39"
WEST, DEPARTING SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, AND SAID WEST RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 29°24'11"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°40'02" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 26°32'51" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
31.24 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 50°06'03" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET; 6)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 68°50'41" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET; 7) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 55°31'24" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.55 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN SOUTH
39°31'19" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN SOUTH 16°19'18"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN SOUTH 20°32'02" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°30'44" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 40.15 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN SOUTH 60°48'35" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31
FEET; 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 15°05'23" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET; 14)
THENCE RUN NORTH 00°08'09" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 15) THENCE
RUN NORTH 15°11'03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET; 16) THENCE RUN NORTH
63°00'16" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 17) THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°05'46"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN SOUTH 13°29'37" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.18 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 11°39'45" WEST, DEPARTING SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23 FEET TO A POINT ON
SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN SOUTH 03°15'41" EAST,
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE A DISTANCE OF 26.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN SOUTH 88°21'12" WEST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 54°44'34"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 47°59'41" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 137.67 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°12'31" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 42°28'43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
71.01 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 38°49'11" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN NORTH 14°4022" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN
NORTH 09°54'26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY
SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN NORTH
41°18'24" EAST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 345.79
FEET TO A POINT SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 62°34'32" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET; 2)
THENCE RUN NORTH 66°45'14" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
NORTH 18°50'37" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 48.79 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH
19°09'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY



SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°1824" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN NORTH 80°28'38" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 06°42'22" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03°07'38" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°08'20"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 97,357 SQUARE FEET (2.235 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
District
From: Preservation
To:  Preservation

SECTION 5. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or
conflict.

SECTION 6. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective upon approval of the required Land
Use Plan change by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners and upon issuance of a
final order determining this amendment to be in compliance by the Department of Economic
Opportunity (DOE) or until the Administration Commission issues a final order determining this
amendment to be in compliance, pursuant to Section 163.3189, F. S. In the event this ordinance
is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless
and until the City Council overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter, in which case
it shall become effective as set forth above.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-20
(Land Use)
//}/ s 7-18-1%
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE

M NDEL_ s

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY DATE




ORDINANCENO. __ -Z

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA; BY CHANGING THE ZONING OF
PORTIONS OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET
NORTH AND ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, FROM EC (EMPLOYMENT
CENTER) TO CCS-2 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL SUBURBAN), FROM EC
(EMPLOYMENT CENTER) TO PRES (PRESERVATION), AND FROM
PRES (PRESERVATION) TO CCS-2 (CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL
SUBURBAN); PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING
ORDINANCES AND PORTIONS THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area |

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 509.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 664.01 FEET TO A
POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT
BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT-OF-WAY);
THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 AND ALONG
SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD THE
FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
65°07'49" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.06 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°57'02"
WEST , A DISTANCE OF 42.56 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 40°02'58" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 5.00 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°57'02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
355.09 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, DEPARTING SAID
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1 BLOCK 1 AND SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE OF ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD, A DISTANCE OF 22.83 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS
DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT



NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING THIRTEEN (13) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1); THENCE RUN SOUTH
49°16'47" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 74°19'02"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 78°0722" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°20'14" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.29 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°28'16" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET; 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 82°47'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.22 FEET; 7)
THENCE RUN NORTH 51°48'50" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN
NORTH 18°31'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORTH
14°56'43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15'41"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 52.79 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN NORTH 22°10'27" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 46.33 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTH 11°17'06" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 56.64 FEET; 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 00°3125" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82
FEET, THENCE RUN NORTH 17°45'01" EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 12299 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH
89°47'45" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 88,687 SQUARE FEET (2.036 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
District

From: EC (Employment Center)

To: CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 2. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area 2

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT S5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 148.79 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE ALONG SAID JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 19°09'30" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 52.55 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 18°50'37" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 48.79 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 66°45'14" WEST, A



DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH 62°34'32" WEST, ALONG
SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC; THENCE RUN NORTH
41°1824" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 131.23 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 2,843 SQUARE FEET (0.065 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
Site Area 3

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT S5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1. BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 417.11 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 92.38 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 89°47'45" WEST, DEPARTING SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 54.68 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 17°45'01" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 122.99 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING,
INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING EIGHTEEN (18) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 13°29'37" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.18
FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 41°05'46" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET;
3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 63°00'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 2249 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°11'03" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET,: 5) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 0O0°08'09" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 6) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 15°0523" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET, 7) THENCE RUN NORTH
60°48'35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN NORTH 09°30'44"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 40.15 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN NORTH 20'32'02" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN NORTH 16°19°18" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN NORTH 39°31'19" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN NORTH 55°31'24" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 34.55 FEET;. 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 68°50'41" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
35.34 FEET; 14) THENCE NORTH 50°06'03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET;
15) THENCE RUN NORTH 26'32'51" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 31.24 FEET," 16)
THENCE RUN NORTH 15°40'02" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET,- 17) THENCE
RUN NORTH 29°24'71" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN
NORTH 89°50'39" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID CONTAINING 8,414 SQUARE FEET (0.193 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.



Site Area 4

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT STH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00'12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE K£ST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41'1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE
AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5)
COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09'5426" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 14°40'22” WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 26.60 FEET,- 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 38°49'11” EAST. A DISTANCE OF 26.61
FEET:, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 42°28'43” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET; 5)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 47°59'41" WEST, DEPARTING SAID LINE. A DISTANCE OF 22.83
FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND A POINT ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD (STATE ROAD NO. 686, A VARIABLE WIDTH PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE RUN NORTH 49'57'02" WEST, ALONG SAID
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID
NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE. A DISTANCE OF 44.91 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTH 47°05'17” WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
BLOCK 1 AND ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A
DISTANCE OF 140.61 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°1824" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A:DISTANCE OF 89.04 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 5,949 SQUARE FEET (0.137 ACRES) MORE OR LESS
Site Area 5

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.



MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC
RIGHT-OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-
WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 112.41 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH
A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED
BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.,, PROJECT NUMBER E 12004 ; THENCE
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4)
COURSES  AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 15°08'20" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET,, 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 03°07'38" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET,c 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 06°4222" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET,4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 80°28'38" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE
LANDS DEPICTED ON THE AFORESAID SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING INC; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°18'17" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 20.55 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 627 SQUARE FEET (0.014 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District
From: EC (Employment Center)
To: PRES (Preservation)

SECTION 3. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area 6

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY. FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°18'24"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING AVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°5426" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET; 2) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°40'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°28'43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET,- 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31"



EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET,, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62 FEET, @ THENCE CONTINUE NORTH 47°59'41"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 54°44'34" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 88°21'12" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE
FOLLOWING TEN (10) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03°15'47" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.53 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 14°56'43"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 36.43 FEET; 3)-THENCE RUN SOUTH 18°31'34" EAST,
A DISTANCE OF 32.24 FEET, 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 51°48'50" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 39.71 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 82°47'11" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 54.22 FEET,” 6) THENCE RUN NORTH 30°28'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 33.57
FEET,- 7) THENCE RUN SOUTH 30°20'14" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 46.29 FEET,
B) THENCE RUN SOUTH 78°07'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.80 FEET; 9)
THENCE RUN NORTH 74°19'02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.47 FEET,: 10) THENCE
RUN NORTH 49°16'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 20.83 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 17,614 SQUARE FEET (0.404 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

Site Area 7

THAT PORTION OF LOT I, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT STH
ADDITION, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-
OF-WAY), A DISTANCE OF 266.08 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHWESTERLY
LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST
SURVEYING. INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°1824"
WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 625.81 FEET
TO THE POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE AS DEPICTED ON SAID SURVEY; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES:

1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET, 2) THENCE
RUN SOUTH 14°4022" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 38°49'11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH
42°28'43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 71.01 FEET.- 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 49°12'31"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTH 47°59'41" EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 110.62
FEET, THENCE CONTINUE NORTH 47°59'41" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 27.05 FEET;
THENCE RUN NORTH 54°44'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE
RUN NORTH 88'21'12" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN NORTH 03°15'41"



WEST, ALONG SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE. A DISTANCE OF 26.26
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; ‘-THENCE RUN NORTH 11°39'45" EAST,
DEPARTING SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23
FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORESAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE;:
THENCE THE FOLLOWING THREE (3) COURSES AND DISTANCES ALONG
SAID WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 00°31'25"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 41.82 FEET-, THENCE RUN SOUTH 11'17'06" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 56.64 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 22°1027" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 46.33 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 826 SQUARE FEET (0.019 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District
From: PRES (Preservation)
To:  CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

SECTION 4. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg is
amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning District as follows:

Site Area 8

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5TH ADDITION,
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49, 50, AND 51, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS
OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK I; THENCE
RUN SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 1,
AND ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 9TH STREET NORTH (DR.
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. STREET NORTH, A 200 FOOT WIDE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-
WAY), A DISTANCE OF 378.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE
CONTINUE SOUTH 00°12'38" WEST, ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1
AND ALONG SAID WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 38.61 FEET TO A
POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH A WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED
ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER
12004; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
EIGHTEEN (18) COURSES AND DISTANCES; 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 89°50'39"
WEST, DEPARTING SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, AND SAID WEST RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 23.79 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN SOUTH 29°24'11"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 21.31 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°40'02" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 19.51 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 26°32'51" EAST, A DISTANCE OF
31.24 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN SOUTH 50°06'03" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 37.14 FEET; 6)
THENCE RUN SOUTH 68°50'41" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET; 7) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 55°31'24" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.55 FEET; 8) THENCE RUN SOUTH
39°31'19" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 17.61 FEET; 9) THENCE RUN SOUTH 16°19'18"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 34.36 FEET; 10) THENCE RUN SOUTH 20°32'02" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 43.70 FEET; 11) THENCE RUN SOUTH 09°30'44" EAST, A DISTANCE



OF 40.15 FEET; 12) THENCE RUN SOUTH 60°48'35" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 17.31
FEET; 13) THENCE RUN NORTH 15°05'23" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 11.96 FEET; 14)
THENCE RUN NORTH 00°08'09" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 38.25 FEET; 15) THENCE
RUN NORTH 15°11'03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 46.57 FEET; 16) THENCE RUN NORTH
63°00'16" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 22.49 FEET; 17) THENCE RUN SOUTH 41°05'46"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 18.98 FEET; 18) THENCE RUN SOUTH 13°29'37" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 44.18 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 11°39'45" WEST, DEPARTING SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 143.23 FEET TO A POINT ON
SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE RUN SOUTH 03°15'41" EAST,
ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE A DISTANCE OF 26.26 FEET;
THENCE RUN SOUTH 88°21'l12" WEST, DEPARTING SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 58.38 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 54°44'34"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 44.52 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTH 47°59'41" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 137.67 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL
LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING
FIVE (5) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN NORTH 49°12'31" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 58.74 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN NORTH 42°28'43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
71.01 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN NORTH 38°49'11" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.61 FEET; 4)
THENCE RUN NORTH 14°40'22" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 26.60 FEET; 5) THENCE RUN
NORTH 09°54'26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 39.63 FEET TO A POINT ON THE
NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY
SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC., PROJECT NUMBER 12004; THENCE RUN NORTH
41°1824" EAST, ALONG SAID NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 345.79
FEET TO A POINT SAID WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND
DISTANCES: 1) THENCE RUN SOUTH 62°34'32" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 24.07 FEET; 2)
THENCE RUN NORTH 66°45'14" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 35.11 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN
NORTH 18°50'37" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 48.79 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN NORTH
19°09'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 5255 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE LANDS DEPICTED ON A SURVEY PREPARED BY
SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.; THENCE RUN NORTH 41°1824" EAST, ALONG SAID
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 128.24 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID
WETLAND JURISDICTIONAL LINE; THENCE ALONG SAID WETLAND
JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES AND DISTANCES: 1)
THENCE RUN NORTH 80°28'38" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 3.04 FEET; 2) THENCE RUN
SOUTH 06°42'22" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 44.35 FEET; 3) THENCE RUN SOUTH
03°07'38" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 43.97 FEET; 4) THENCE RUN SOUTH 15°08'20"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 9.86 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

SAID LANDS CONTAINING 97,357 SQUARE FEET (2.235 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.

District

From: PRES (Preservation)

To:

PRES (Preservation)



SECTION 5. All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict with or
inconsistent with this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or
conflict.

SECTION 6. This ordinance shall become effective upon the date the ordinance
adopting the required amendment to the City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan’s Future
Land Use Map becomes effective (Ordinance ___-L).

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM-20
ﬂ (Zoning)
PO . 7-(8-1%

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE
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ASSISTANT CIT¥ ATTORNEY DATE




RESOLUTION NO. 2014-

A RESOLUTION TRANSMITTING A
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CITY OF
ST. PETERSBURG LOCAL GOVERNMENT
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has held the requisite public hearing
in consideration of a request to amend the Local Government Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the St. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan amendment, and determined it to be consistent with
the Countywide Future Land Use Plan and Rules.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St.
Petersburg, Florida:

That the City Council of St. Petersburg does hereby transmit the
proposed amendment to the Local Government Comprehensive
Plan to the Pinellas Planning Council (PPC) for a consistency
review with the Countywide Future Land Use Plan and Rules.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE: City File FLUM-20
ey A 7-191%
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE

*/A,v\ Q & FHia i

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY DATE




,/%\(.IEQ-/&'TYFORDESMIPTIONOFS(EW) SITE AREA 1
EQ:_N SHEET 2 OF 2
LW .
mES Zoning: EC > CCS-2
OoH
Ea‘: FLUM: IL > PR-C
=<
N
H 9y S - "%f%) LINE TABLE
O
2ES O KON D LINE | BEARING | LENGTH
i% 8§ “Z. 0,%;4_,7 & L1 | ssso749w | 3306
293 : 5 .
‘ I 9y "y A
S Q_g 53 o %(O/\ % ¢ pA 100 12 | ngs702'w | 4256
T NN —— e
28T & g- & %@o % L4 | N75IUE | 2283
SE® 95k G F Py N RE L5 | s4976'47€ | 2083
Sgs B¢ 5 3 '
Q' a% S ) O’);, ’3;_‘)\ 6 | s7ar1902€ | 3747
T Rg) 5 ! @%’0}7(% R 17 | nrgvraze | ar.80
3 ‘é’ . o / 2o L ‘(>‘¢ 18 | naozor4e | 46.29
URE ‘ . NP S L9 | ssoz816% | 3357
Shh - B BP 2
J N N Do & ‘{éﬁo X dl»\p > L10 | N8z47NE | 5422
~ p . _7/\ ’p ( O . e '™,
S Eo ‘ <A e 2 7, %%«é\ L | weregsoe | 3971
Sz m@ I \ F % T o = %, 12 | n1as1sew | 32.24
<P £% < B T % & P | us | maseaow | 645
D 2 - OIS ‘s, A
£ G o <<% B - >
=05 8§ | N o ‘{% % L4 | N315'1"W | 5279
§E§ = R ® < 2 s | n2z1o2re | 4633
& é Q % ! o ‘9\,} @ L6 | N1r1706% | s6.64
~p® 0 WETLANDS \ d;ro 17 | NodrzsE | #82
§%§ (PRESERVATION AREA) b : 2. 5s Trreoore | 12200
SR O 119 | sagu7ase | 5468
~ J S
) A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL W[ EC ZONING AREA
8 IDENTIFICATION NUMBER ~ 70 CCS-2
& X 1R _ _ d
13-30-16—-76532—-001-0010 \Q 86,687 SQUARE FEET

9

\,

(+2.036 ACRES)

5

DRAINAGE EASEMENT

WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED

\ {9
%
N

D

SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.

PLAT BOOK 89, PROJECT NUMBER 12004
/ PAGES 49—51
SOUTHWESTERLY L5 1 6_¢ NORTHEASTERLY R/W
LINE, LOT 1, BLOCK 1 : e \ LINE, ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD '
—_ _ 3 i /S
= 9, » ) ~ |
ROOSEVELTBOULEVARD ~~ N495702°W  355.09 13- L2

(PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY
WIDTH VARIES)

(STATE ROAD NO. 686)

SEE LEGEND ON SHEET 1

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

Drawing name: S: \4FER\J29-5t Poto Rooseveit and MLK\OWG—LondDT\4FER-J29 SURSKETCH_EC ZONING TO CCS=2 AREA 1.dwg  DEW desc. & sketch  Jul 17, 2014 3 33pm by tterranova

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION
EC ZONING TO cCS-2

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

& Dewberry
=
LN

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING
7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32258

PHONE. 804.332.8601 Fax 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM

PREPARED

DATE: 07/17/14
REV DATE:
SCALE: 1"=100

CERTIFICATE OF AuTHORZATION No. LB 8011

FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

PROJ: 4FER-J29
DRAWN BY: JOH
CHECKED BY: JOH




DEW desc. & skatch  Jun 26, 2014 5:18om by hallick

{} LEGEND:
=~

—h— LINE BREAK

PRC POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

9 50 100 PT POINT OF TANGENCY
R/W RIGHT OF WAY
OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE

SITE AREA 2

PBC PONT OF CURVATURE Zoning: EC > PRES
FLUM: IL > Preservation

1 INCH = 100 FEET O CHANGE IN DIRECTION

L1 | 5190930 | 5255
/ 2 | siasosrw | a7 NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON A

13 | seeus1ew | a1 | SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.
PROJECT NUMBER 12004

Lé | N623432°W | 2407

/ L5 | ner18'24%€ | 131.23
POINT OF BEGINNIN
A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL

IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
13-30-16—-76532-001-0010 EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION
ZONING-AREA 1 ~
2,843 SQUARE FEET ¢
WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON (£0.065 ACRES) N
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. rﬂ
PROJECT NUMBER 12004 ay
S
Q
8
-
(e}
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ~
OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADDITION W
\ PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51 S
~, |
b -3
b Wl
/ 2
~ ¥
=
5 / 98 =
%, 5y S
<%, / WETLANDS S o
TR (PRESERVATION AREA) S Lg 9
T 5 / S W
NUCKS =S x
4_”%,,_’?9\ ESON <8 = |
ST / A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL S~ §
IDENTIFICATION NUMBER <
/ 13-30~16-76532-001-0010 T
< -
63%, o) (SEE SHEET 1 FOR DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH)
<
N SHEET 2 OF 2 l

23
7

9th STREET NORTH

WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE,

L1 LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)
POINT OF COMMENCEMEN%
LINE TABLE NORTHEAST CORNER, NBEAR/NG BASE)
I, ') !/
LINE | BEARING | LENGTH Lor 1, BLOCK 1 50127;62 gg'w

3

S

&

Wy

)

~
RENRIIS
§¥S3s
So0q S
SIS
Lukgi"-o
SB:JU.I'S'I\
TSRS
TER S
Qg of
o 92 Q

= U

S

%

=

S

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION || & Dewberry
~0F- L

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING

PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING
A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE

REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 4951 7}3&&%&;’:_’3;‘3:”;% DATE: 06/26/2014
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST I crnptl ot oyl o S REV DATE:
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM SCALE:  1°=100"

DOrowing nome: S: \4FER\J29-51 Peta Roosevell ond MLK\DWG~LondDT\4FER—~I29 SURSKETCH_EC ZONING TO PRESERVE_AREA 1.dwg

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA CERNFICATE OF AUTHORZATION NO. LB 8011

PREPARED FOR:

T INJ cowier N THE FERBER COMPANY
EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION 'ﬁlggj

PROJ: 4FER-J29
DRAWN BY: JOH
CHECKED BY: JOH




£~ _LEGw SITE AREA 3
m —_— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE .
PC POINT OF CURVATURE : >
o w | 7% TR R e e
E R/W RIGHT OF WAY FLUM: IL > Preservation
OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
1 INCH = 100 FEET O CHANGE IN DIRECTION
L1 LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)
E POINT OF COMMENCEMEN y’l\
NORTHEAST CORNER,
LINE | BEARING | LENGTH LOT 1, BLOCK 1 F
L5 $0"12°38"W 92.38 :v:—_\
16 |ns9urasw| 5468 §§
" NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON 5
L7 | St74sorty | 12299 SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. =
L8 | N132937°E | 4418 PROJECT NUMBER 12004 . / ?g é
19 | n1vs'46'w | 1898 | NS
110 | se30016"W | 2249 A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL 7 | §$’—
po IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
L | sisviosw | 4657 13-30- 16~ 76532—001-0010
L12 | S008'09°€ 38.25 POINT EGINNIN
L13 | s150523"w | 11.96 L25 \
1 | noowaasw | 1731 WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON g
— SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. L2 S
L5 | NS0 | 4015 PROJECT NUMBER 12004 = E
116 | Nzo3z'02%E | 4370 =5 X
Wiw O
L7 | ve1918% | 3436 “%;;‘5) E
L18 | N3931M19°E | 17.61 . oL o
35 s
L1s | nss3124E | 3455 EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION __ T 22 B8 ¢
: /ZONING—~AREA - 2 ~ ~ W 3
L0 | NSBSOHE | 3534 8,474 SQUARE FEET D 8 Xeg S
L21 | NSOUS'O3E | 3714 (+0.193 ACRES) \ M = S22
Lor 17 BLOCK 1 2on .S
122 | N262'51'W | 31.24 ROOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th - ADDITION | 52 S8/
2 wseoare | somm PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51 E Qk: 8 =%
126 | n2gzemE | 2131 | oYUl SE
5 T ES Q8
125 | N89B0'39E | 2379 / D ES oF
@ O N2 R
~ / 2 N
/ =nk ~
Q, Wy =
By, S8 x
<%, / WETLANDS gxm (1) §
PREICN (PRESERVATION AREA) 13 & .9 - X
Ton &5 / SNV I x
DIARUEION RO Q Q
R, T SR s | @
N ST A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL LS ~
IDENTIFICATION NUMBER ~ . 5
/ 13-30-16-76532-001-0010 § S =
W
6;%)'% (SEE SHEET 1" FOR DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH) 5
<
N SHEET 2 OF 2 I3

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION || & Dewberry
~OF- D@
g CER TN
EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION i !YI.J j{gﬂcg

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

Drowing nome: S: \4FER\J29-S5t Peta Roosavell ond MLK\DWG—LondDT\4FER~J29 SURSKETCH_EC ZONING TO PRESERVE_AREA Zdwg DEW desc. & skotch Jun 26, 2014 S52lpm by jhallick

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556
PHONE 804.332.8601 Fax 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM
CeRmiFicate OF AUTHORIZATION No. LB 8011

DATE: 06/26/2014 PROJ: 4FER-J29
REV DATE: ORAWN BY: JOH
SCALE: 1"=100" CHECKED 8Y: JOH




LEGEND: SITE AREA 4
—“— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE H .
PC POINT OF CURVATURE Zoning: EC > PRES
e e FLUM: IL > Preservati
] R/W RIGHT OF WAY . reservaton
OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
e PG PAGE
O CHANGE IN DIRECTION — T ——
EE S L1 UINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE) MATCHLINE A
bORSS / 1
g b~
gy §5- -/
S| |ed LS /. LINE TABLE
3|18% F=° NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON / |
5 N g S % SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. . | LINE | BEARING | LENGTH
~ [fe 7= PROJECT NUMBER 12004 . —
S 8 s % A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL L26 | S95426"W | 39.63
2INS IDENTIFICATION NUMBER py—
S| |58 & 13-30~16- 76532—001-0010 : 127 | siedo2zW | 25.80
K S L28 °49°11° 26.61
el & S WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON s LU
| Q SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. L29 | sez28'43° | 7101
PROJECT NUMBER 12004 | 130 | 5491231 | 58.74
i | J T w1 | sersearw | 2283
3 MATCHLINE A | 32 | weasrozw| 4asr
g : L33 | nezvs1rw | 14061
a \—ﬁ / ‘ 3¢ | Nar1824% | 89.04
S LOT 1, BLOCK 1 : [\
al OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADDIION—\ /' ° /l =
) PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49— Qc
5 / | S
3 / / ? g g
“ o i X o
. ; ~Y 9 TEXR o
! / sp 3| Eggs
3 7 52 & S%83%
ax 3 g
o WETLANDS . 5 24l
3 / (PRESERVATION AREA) ST I Q= S
) ~
5 OINT OF BEGINNING 38 = '<7, § NSx
< @ ER LS
g A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL s e (I‘\ é SH ST
IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 3 / v o= S
R 13-30-16-76532-001—-0010 g =E B
¢ L27 s TS X
; ' S'| s¢ ¥
3 EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION 5, Jf G
: ZONING-AREA 3 <l 9% 9
5,949 SQUARE FEET — ~ —
3 (+0.137 ACRES) S || §§
b <z ; 0 50 100
g (SEE SHEET 1 FOR 3 675*,\04, (6‘4 & g 5
=| oEscRPTON OF SKETCH) 4, o @ P : ¥ 5
NN .
EISHEE T20F 2 "©%2 / Ef:: 1 INCH = 100 FEET
g SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.
: &€ Dewbenry
;|| SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION A4
PREPARED FOR:
T~
§ ~0F- | = A
< ! Nl cow/er N
5|| EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION LN o e THE FERBER COMPANY
g N SHIGLETON
g LAND DEVELOPMENT &
pA TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
‘; A FORTION OF LOT 1. BLOGK 1 ROGSEVELT CENTRE PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING
§|| ReLAT 5T ADDITON -~ PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51 7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200 '
s{|  secnoN 13, TownsHP 30 soutH, RanGE 16 EAST alTkeoN £ FlLORDASSSS gg‘r’zma{_{zs/ <ord Ay e
5| LeiveLLas county FLORIDA CERTIFCATE OF Avioroamon No. LB 8011 SCALE:  17=100’ CHECKED BY: JDH




by Pallick

LEGEND:

N— LINE BREAK

POINT ON A CURVE
POINT OF CURVATURE
POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE

r
=

SITE AREA 5

Zoning: EC > PRES

0 50 100 .
E ROW RoNT OF WA oY FLUM: IL > Preservation
OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
PG PAGE
1 INCH = 100 FEET O CHANGE IN DIRECTION
L1 LUINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE)
POINT OF COMMENCEMEN VG\
LINE TABLE NORTHEAST CORNER, (BEARING BASE)
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 50012'38"W
LINE | BEARING | LENGTH POINT OF BEGINNIN 266.08'
L S0712'38°W 112.41
3 A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL
/ L2 | msus20t | 986 IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
L3 | N3O738"W | 4397 13-30-16—-76532—-001-0010
4 | New2zzw | 4435 EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION ~
= ZONING—-AREA 4
/ Lo | seozey | 504 627 SQUARE FEET "
t6 | na11817°c | 2055 (£0.014 ACRES) B wx
L2 T = o
NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON N
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. N
PROJECT NUMBER 12004 J =4
WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON N S&
SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. oy 47 X
PROJECT NUMBER 12004 S| 3§ X
/ 8, & 2
/ ~ e
~ = W
Q X o
~ TE®R o
/ N E92 3
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 S S¥8 2>
OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADD/T/ON ~ 2 0ng S
PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49— Q =
S| Q=8
EEw s
5 | wIEE S
i E5Ko®
e 328
[75} N~
3 g - 5
% 93 g S
%, WETLANDS =5 S
73 / (PRESERVA OV AREA) S .
S5 So W &
RAELZXON / IS x A
F e =3 K
RS N <Sa I |
S A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL S~ S
IDENTIFICATION NUMBER <
J/ 13~30~16-76532-001-0010 T
%:% (SEE SHEET 1 FOR DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH)
=/
N SHEET 2 OF 2 l
SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

DOrawing nome: S: \4FER\J29-S5t Pete Roosevelt and MLK\DWG—LondDT\4FER—I29 SURSKETCH_EC ZONING TO PRESERVE__AREA 4.dwg  DEW desc. & skatch  Jun 26, 2014 5.22pm

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION
—OF-—
EC ZONING TO PRESERVATION

D% BN

M BO\WER
‘ | siGLETGN

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING

& Dewberry’

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556
PHONE: 804.332.8601 Fax: 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORZATION No. LB 8011

DATE: 06/26/2014 PROJ: 4FER-J29
REV DATE: DRAWN BY: JOH
SCALE:  1°=100" CHECKED 8Y: JOH




LEGEND: SITE AREA 6
—N— LINE BREAK
POC POINT ON A CURVE H .
g g - Zoning: PRES > CCS-2
P BOINT OhRTANGENCY FLUM: Preservation > PR-C
R/W RIGHT OF WAY .
gg g;lggML RECORDS BOOK
;S; O CHANGE IN DIRECTION
' 'ilQZ: S L1 LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE) 0 50 100 I’ MATCHLINE A
S
(). B e 3 [
S’y _ @9~ 1 NcH = 100 FET ]
Blled SES NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON A [ bl
(Y& Sg SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. . TUNE | BEARING | LENGTH
s [&Ee P2 PROJECT NUMBER 12004 .
58 QS: LQL A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL / L26 | s954’26w | 39.63
=13 IDENTIFICATION NUMBER —
= ™ : .
S| Sg = 13-30~16- 76532-001-0010 . L27 | S0z | 2680
X L28 49'11" 26.61
21'&8° § WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON =
| Q SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. 129 | sezz843e | 7101
: PROJECT NUMBER 12004 / 020 | searzore | sans
L3 A) i 4499
by l/ d L35 | N4759'41°E | 11062
MATCHLINE A e I| 36 | narsewre | 2705
§ ' 4\\ L37 | NS#44'34°E | 4452
“ &
* / /\‘5‘1' L38 | N8B2112E | 5838
§. LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ,gb:‘ L39 | s315'%E | 2653
§ OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADDIfloN—\ /' A 0 [seseme | so00
5 \ PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-5f p, o T | w2
5 .
3 - '2 | 142 | S514850"W | J9.71
M / P9 143 | sazerirw | se22
§ ~ % L(g L44 | N3028'16"W I3.57
& -/ o O , :
N S S8 145 | S302014°W | 46.29
4 %, / 88 S 146 | s7ev722'w | 4180
e ok WETLANDS S
‘9, '?7‘7/\63‘(\ / (PRESERVATION AREA) I B L47 | N7419°02"W | 37.47
{'3\;\?\%&00’7% £x ° "tte [msroerw | 085
(Oq_'%}- o % 38
N TS A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL S~
o, \ 8 IDENTIFICATION NUMBER < / vr 9
N / 13-30~ 16~ 76532~001-0010 g R
D & N - SEEETE
R R J PRESERVATION ZONING. TO o || >38xkS 3
e o, % S5 CCS-2 ZONING-AREA 1\ » S SE2EQg R
L., 0, % 17,614 SQUARE FEET 40O b~ & JUEEZZ g
3% 76 ézp N Y2 (+0.404 ACRES) % T ) §LL
\ B> A I~ -
KA A N = 5|1 3SBEEE L]
> % = ol ST ZEom 8
h ; 5
‘ 15 8 § EL o
(SEE SHEET 1 FOR S r ¢ &S
DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH) G 5 a ¥
SHEET 2 OF 2  PONT OF BEGINNIN ols” 146 4 2

SKETCH OF DESCRIPON ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

Drawing nome: S. \4FER\J29-51 Pete Roosavelt and MLK\DWG=LondDT\4FER—J29 SURSKETCH_PRESERVE ZONING TO CCS-2_AREA 1.dwg

~0F- D

PRESERVATION ZONING TO Ve B
CCS-2 ZONIN LAND D‘EVELOPMENT&

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING
7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200

JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556
ProNE: 904.332.8601 Fax 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.

A .COM
CeRTIFICATE OF AuTHoRZATION NO. LB 8011

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49—51
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

skercH o oescriemion || @ Dewber Yy’

SCALE:

PREPARED FOR:

DATE: 06/26/2014
REV DATE:

1"=100

THE FERBER COMPANY

PROJ: 4FER-J29
ORAWN BY: JOH

CHECKED BY:

JOH




LEGEND: SITE AREA 7
—N— une Breax
POC 'POINT ON A CUR T
2 - Zoning: PRES > CCS-2
PT POINT OF TANGENCY FLUM: Preservation > PR-C
R/W RIGHT OF WAY :
OR OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK
U PG PAGE
20 O CHANGE IN DIRECTION
| QES L1 LINE TAG LABEL (SEE TABLE) 0 50 100 ) f MATCHLINEA
S
s Es'fjﬁ' ﬁ /
§ B _ E‘Q: 1 NcH = 100 FEET ]
5iled FES NORTHWESTERLY LINE, LANDS DEPICTED ON / / l LINE TABLE
& ;‘h 8% SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. . (| LINE | BEARING | LENGTH
L 2o 52 PROJECT NUMBER 12004 ! .
= 18E 4 PORTION OF TAX PARCEL / 126 | s95426"W | 3963
= |19 IDENTIFICA B —
S|, 28 & 13-30~ 16~ 76532-001—-0010 . 27 | Sidwozz | 26,60
| I18% = 128 | S3849'1E | 26.61
< 1] O WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON —
| Q SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC. L29 | 5422843 | 71.01
PROJECT NUMBER 12004 ¥ L30 | 549123 | 58.74
I J & 1 135 | narsose | 1os2
MATCHLINE A . oY [ 136 | wrsewre | 2705
A L37 | NS#4434C | 44.52
13
/ .\%‘L L38 | Nes2r12e | 5838
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 L39 | NO315'H'E 26.26
OOSEVELT CENTRE REPLAT 5th ADD/ 10N A L49 | NITI9YSE | 14323
\ PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-5f [ 0 | sosrzsw wa2
- 5 L5 | snyzosw | s6.64
5 3|
ros 152 | s221027°'w | 46.33
R
Q
B9 & =
N S PRESERVATION ZONING TO NS 6 s v
<, %y, CCS~2 ZONING-AREA 2 ax 5 e
Y S 826 SQUARE FEET S & =
0B, SR / (+0.019 ACRES) 9,8 > 1T
2 TR e WETLANDS No ol 4
R, W ok, ,  (PRESERVATION AREA) =S < &
N TSR A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL &~ BEes
\ 8 IDENTIFICATION NUMBER 3 /( v S a® 3
/ N 13-30- 16— 76532—001—0010 T SE220 5
Q) L38 SSRE %
% 1 S Q4
(@) \ \:5 Q $~ W o < 2/
o % > 3 T EES =8
2> <2 0 D LEBREE &
@ TR p? =l 96 x 3w 8%
% ne, N0 % s s 5zk B8
0/\4}0 04, (6\ \:5 N © i~ 8;
(SEE SHEET 1 FOR T, 'O "c’%.'PO o S § =
DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH) @\4_,7 =~ . 5 &
R
SHEET 2 OF 2 N

DOrawing nome: S: \4FER\J29-51 Pele Rocosevell and MLK\OWG—LondDT\4FER—J29 SURSKETCH_PRESERVE ZONING TO CCS~-2_AREA 2.dwg DEW desc. & skeich Jun 26, 2014 5:44pm by pallick

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION
—OF-—

PRESERVATION ZONING TO
CCS-2 ZONING

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-51
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 16 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

€ Dewberry

L A
BOWYER|

| !”A
| sixiGLETON

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING

7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32556
PHONE: 804.332.8601 Fax 804.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM
Cermricare OF AuTHORZATION No. LB 8011

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DATE: 06/26/2014 PROL 4FER-J29
REV DATE: DRAWN BY: JOH
SCALE:  1™=100" CHECKED BY: JOH




% ¥

e SITE AREA 8
o™ P
SEC (BEARING BASE) —
EES o/ S001238"W 3768.49' Zoning: PRES > PRES
& . -
%.‘j”{ . FLUM: Preservation > Preservation
2o
SES
o 9 : § (SEE SHEETS 1-2 FOR DESCRIPTION OF SKETCH)
Lu Y
SESS [3 SHEET 3 OF 3
<!~
[N
1138
Rea@s e 0 50 100
558 858 e
N
=37 e~ Z,
SEe oSk B 1 INCH = 100 FEET
x=1 Lye 2z ©
SO W3S .
Te® %3 . =
< "'|3 Qn= o) e > PN
IHR ) © -7'7) 6%\
\wt"% v o A 7’; Y
SQ XN N
WOx B2 B
e X
>,~V’ \ AR ¢'d\ g
ST N Ve X i
S s e 3NN
S5 QF . K6 ~“ 'z
oiF . R R *% % EN
35 N LJ N < 0z - =<
'\E& §% | ¥ 2,
S<d T~ ™| PRESERVATION ZONING TO & \
SgT ¥ | PReseRvaToN Zonwe ) \
SEe 3 | 97.357 souare FeeT o, o
S N (2.235 ACRES) e N
S8 % AN
~38 = WETLANDS <3 o
s 3 (PRESERVATION AREA) SN
=~ < 2 \ N \O
oy N \ B
& | A PORTION OF TAX PARCEL | 2%
S A IDENTIFICATION NUMBER ¢ ~
& 13-30-16-76532-001-0010 N
\\
WETLANDS JURISDICTIONAL LINE AS DEPICTED ON \

3 SURVEY PREPARED BY SUNCOAST SURVEYING, INC.
DR/}D/ZVA“ ?E-ng/? Eggt'_ NTR Py PROJECT NUMBER 12004 (TYPICAL)
PAGES 49-51 | e
SOUTHWESTERL Y S NORTHEASTERLY R/W
LINE, LOT 1, BLOCK 1 L2725 T LINE, ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD
ROOSEVELT BOULEVARD

(PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

WIDTH VARIES) (STATE ROAD NO. 686)

SEE LEGEND & LINE TABLE ON SHEET 2

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION ONLY. THIS IS NOT A SURVEY.

Drowing nome: S:\4FER\J29~5t Peta Roosevelt and MLK\DWG-LandDT\4FER-J29 SURSKETCH_PRES ZONING TO PRES ZONING AREA 1.dwg  DEW desc. & skatch  Jul 17, 2014 I 28m by tterranova

SKETCH OF DESCRIPTION
PRESERVATION ZONING

A PORTION OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 ROOSEVELT CENTRE
REPLAT 5TH ADDITION — PLAT BOOK 89, PAGES 49-5
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 30 SOUTH, RANGE 168 EAST

PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA

& Dewbenrry
DT IS
o, EARH)

LAND DEVELOPMENT &
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING
PLANNING | SURVEYING & MAPPING

1 7220 FINANCIAL WAY SUITE 200
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32258
PHONE: 904.332.8601 Fax 904.332.8633
WWW.DEWBERRY.COM
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION No. LB 8011

PREPARED FOR:

THE FERBER COMPANY

DATE: 07/17/14 PROJ: 4FER-J29
REV DATE: DRAWN BY: JOH
SCALE:  1"=100 CHECKED BY: JOH




= TRt
SIS TV
PP RIS S i

]
+

e
&

CITY FILE

FLUM-20 ﬂ::j SUBJECT AREA

SCALE: 1" = 375'




DR MARTIN LUTHER KING JR ST N

110TH AVE N

RM

Water

LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

CITY FILE

FLUM-20

SCALE: 1" = 375%'

From: IL To: PR-C

(Industrial Limited
-Activity Center)

[:ﬁ SUBJECT AREA

(Planned Redevelopment Commercial !
-Activity Center) ko E

ACTIVITY CENTER
DRAINAGE FEATURES




110TH AVE N

DR MARTIN LUTHER KING JR ST N

Water

PROPOSED LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION

CITY FILE

To: PR-C

FLUM-20

(Planned Redevelopment Commercial
-Activity Center)

SCALE: 1" = 375'

ACTIVITY CENTER

EJ SUBJECT AREA DRAINAGE FEATURES




|

L

110TH AVE N

| NSM-1
|

DR MARTIN LUTHER KING JR ST N

EXISTING ZONING

CITY FILE

FLUM-20

SCALE: 1" = 375'

From: EC

To: CCS-2

(Employment Center) (Corridor Commercial Suburban)

[} SUBJECTAREA




B

110TH AVE N

- NSM-1

DR MARTIN LUTHER KING JR ST N

PROPOSED ZONING

CITY FILE

FLUM-20

SCALE: 1" = 3758

To: CCS-2
(Corridor Commercial Suburban)

[} SUBJECTAREA




GATEWAY-BUSINESS
CENTER
GALEN COLLEGE

OF NURSING
& BANKERS

112TH CIR N

PINELDAS BUSINESS
CENTER

TAMPA BAY
RESEARCH
INSTITUTE

BLUE HERON
LAKE

JABIL

FLORIDA AGENCY FOR

DR MARTIN LUTHER KING JR ST N

PEPPER TREE
VILLAGE CONDOS

CAMDEN LAKE
APARTMENTS

————

110TH AVE N _
VILLAGE LAKE CONDOS

VILLAGE LAKE CONDOS
RCLEXK

INV. & GF

"GATEWAY CROSSINGS"
SHOPPING CENTER

CARRINGTO}
PLACE
REHAB

CENTER

VACANT

JERSONS WITH DISABILITIES
SUPERMEDIA -IBIS WALK

EXISTING SURROUNDING USES

CITY FILE

FLUM-20 D SUBJECT AREA W@E

MDA AILT. Al . AT




C=h 5w
<.

e
st.petersburg

www.stpete.org

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
COMMUNITY PLANNING & PRESERVATION COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING

Council Chambers June 10, 2014
City Hall Tuesday, 3:00 p.m.

Approved as written 7/8/14
MINUTES

Present: Robert “Bob” Carter, Chair
Jeffery “Jeff” M. Wolf, Vice Chair
Will Michaels
Lisa Wannemacher
Jeff Rogo, Alternate
Arnett Smith, Jr., Alternate
Thomas “Tom” Whiteman, Alternate

Commissioners Absent: Ed Montanari ' excused
Gwendolyn “Gwen” Reese'

Staff Present: Derek Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning, Design & Historic Preservation
Aimee Angel, Planner, Urban Planning, Desi gn & Historic Preservation

Michael Dema, Assistant City Attorney, Legal
Vicky Davidson, Administrative Assistant, Planning & Economic Development

The public hearing was called to order at 3:03 p.m., a quorum was present.
I. OPENING REMARKS OF CHAIR

II. ROLL CALL

III. MINUTES

The minutes from May 13, 2014 meeting were approved as written by a consensus vote.

IV. PUBLIC COMMENTS

No public comments made.
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V. QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS

B. FLUM-20 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn
893-7872
Location: The subject property, estimated 1o be 5.1 acres in size, is vacant land generally located
on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Blvd.

Request:

® For 2.02 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited
(Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official
Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban), or other less intensive use.

e For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Industrial Limited
(Activity Center) to Preservation and the Official Zoning Map designation from EC
(Employment Center) to PRES (Preservation), or other less intensive use.

® For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from Preservation to Planned
Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less
intensive use.

Staff Presentation

Derek Kilborn gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.

Applicant Presentation

David Singer with Singer & O’Donniley gave a PowerPoint presentation in support of the request.

Public Hearing

Dr. Margaret Hewitt, 880 S. Village Dr N, #105, spoke in opposition of the request. She is concerned about the
impact to the preservation area and migrating birds along with the increase of traffic.

Cross Examination

By City Administration:
Waived

By Applicant:
Waived

Rebuttal

By City Administration:
Waived

Page 2 of 5
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By Applicant:
Waived

Executive Session

Commissioner Wolf stated that the re-allocation of the preservation area looks good on paper but is unsure of
the effect it would have on the existing elements that are being preserved by the existing designation and asked
for additional information. Mr. Singer stated that the area of square footage does not change; what would be
taken out would be replaced. Mr. Singer then stated that Martin Armstrong, their environmental engineer with
Armstrong Environmental Services is here to address the specific changes.

Mr. Kilborn stated that any application to amend or encroach into what is currently permitted as a wetland
delineated area would require the applicant to go through the process to have those permits amended and

updated accordingly, so a rezoning approval by itself does not grant any authority to encroach into the wetland
delineated area for development or site modification.

Mr. Martin Armstrong stated that the preservation area seen on the map was determined about 2 % years ago
from doing a wetland delineation pursuant to SWFWMD’s rules and regulations and have obtained a
Jurisdictional Declaratory Statement from SWEFWMD. The irregular boundary line of the preservation area was
due to the inclusion of a couple of areas that were dug to be stormwater treatment ponds when the main part of
the business park was developed in the 1980s and they are now trying to make it a workable area for
development as well as enhance the wetland by clearing out the nuisance species.

Commission Chair Carter asked what portion of the subject site had been dug for drainage and not part of the
preservation area. Mr. Martin replied that most of the area they are proposing to fill for development, about
0.29 acres, had been dug enhancing a stormwater pond along with another area where the “finger is located.”
These two areas were not originally wetland but has since become wetland.

Commissioner Michaels asked about the bird nesting concern. Mr. Martin stated that he has been through the
wetland many times and have not seen any nests per se in the wetland and believes the wading bird habitat will
be improved with the removal of the nuisance species.

Commissioner Wannemacher asked if a wildlife or protected species survey had been done and, if so, what
were the results. Mr. Martin stated that a survey was done and that no protected species are currently using the
habitat.

Commissioner Rogo asked about the factor causing staff’s recommendation to change from the previous
application submitted in 2012. Mr. Kilborn stated that because the subject site is an Industrial Limited property
that is physically detached from the adjacent industrial park and because the property is less than five acres in
size; the Countywide Plan Rules enable the location of retail uses at this particular site. Mr. Kilborn went on to
say that this is a unique case where in this instance the interpretation of an accessory use at the City level is
stricter than at the County level.

Mr. Kilborn also explained that when looking at environmentally sensitive properties, wetland delineated
boundaries are necessary for permitting purposes; however, the City also has a preservation zoning district

Page 3 of 5
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of the subject site that has a delineated wetland boundary will have some preservation zoning beyond that
extending out to the property lines and any development proposal received by the City for this site will have to
go through the local and state permitting process for any encroachment into the delineated wetland boundary.
Secondly, they will have to comply with the site and mitigation requirements of the preservation zoning district.

Commissioner Wolf asked who enforces the provisions and determines the boundaries when going through the
permitting process for the delineated wetland boundary. Mr. Kilborn replied primarily the Southwest Florida
Water Management District. Mr. Martin stated that a permit will need to be obtained from SWFWMD as well
as from the Army Corp of Engineers to fill in the wetlands. Mr. Dema added that there is a City review, as
well. Mr. Martin went on to say that their idea is to purchase mitigation credits from the Tampa Bay Mitigation
Bank for the 0.29 acres of fill that will be placed in the wetland for the development. The nuisance species
removal in the remaining preservation area is separate and does not require permitting.

Commissioner Wannemacher pointed out that approving this request will provide employment where there has
been none for the past 30 years even though the current zoning is Employment Center. The reports from the
experts were very compelling in terms of how they have tried to sell/market the site and she feels that the
problem is due largely to the current zoning designation. Commissioner Wannemacher stated that she will be
voting in favor of the request.

Mr. Dema cited, as a point of information regarding wetlands mitigation, a provision in the City Code
16.20.160.11, Subsection 4: “The wetland must be destroyed in such a manner that it may never return to its
natural condition or size; for example, when a bridge is built. A new wetland of similar potential productivity
shall be created within the immediate area to mitigate the loss. Mitigation area shall be at least two to one ratio
of the land area affected.”

Commissioner Rogo asked if the current owner of the subject site, The Pinellas Business Center, is the original
owner. Mr. Singer replied that he believes the answer is yes and believes Mr. Dunholtz is in full support of this
change.

Commissioner Smith asked how the high traffic area as well as the ingress and egress of the site will be handled
if this request is approved. Mr. Kilborn stated that as part of any site plan application received by the City, the
necessary permits are required from the regulating agencies along each of those roadways; showing access
points to the site and meeting all of the minimum standards per the FDOT along Roosevelt Blvd. and the
Pinellas County Engineering Dept. along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St N. Mr. Singer added that on page 14 of
the staff report talks about the existing conditions and then read the following excerpt: “The entire City is
designated as a transportation concurrency exception area. Regardless of this fact, the proposed FLUM change
rezoning proposal commercial development is not expected to degrade existing levels of service on Roosevelt
Blvd. and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St N due to excess roadway capacity available on these streets to
accommodate new trips.” Further up the page of the staff report it states that the total number of new trips
expected to generate from a retail use on the subject site is 48 per day, a very small number when talking about
traffic impact.

Commissioner Wolf stated his understanding of the City’s concern with maintaining industrial land; however,
the staff report addresses those concerns primarily based on the small size of the site as well as the marketing
attempt. Commissioner Wolf went on to say that he is not as concerned about the zoning change because the
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subject site probably will not be functional for an industrial site due to the small size but is more concerned
about the environmental aspect.

Mr. Kilborn pointed out for accuracy in the record regarding traffic counts, it is 48 PM peak hour trips which is
not the total for the day as stated earlier by the applicant.

Commissioner Whiteman asked if this was in addition to what the current store in the other location draws. Mr.
Kilborn stated that the formulas are based on what is the current Future Land Use classification versus the
proposed Future Land Use classification, and not based on comparisons to another same type of business across
the street.

Commissioner Wolf pointed out that what would have to be done to limit access across a divided highway may
have a greater impact on traffic flow than additional trips; however, the Commission’s purview is zoning, not a
site plan review.

MOTION: Commissioner Wolf moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion finding the
requested amendment for 2.02 acres to the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity
Center) and to the Official Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment General) to
CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban ), or other less intensive use consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan in accordance with the staff report.

VOTE: YES — Michaels, Wannemacher, Wolf, Carter, Rogo, Smith, Whiteman
NO - None

Motion was approved by a vote 7 to 0.

MOTION: Commissioner Wolf moved and Commissioner Michaels seconded a motion finding the
requested amendment for 0.42 acres to the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation and to the Official Zoning Map
designation from EC (Employment General) PRES (Preservation), or other less
intensive use; and for 0.42 acres to the Future Land Use Map designation from
Preservation to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and to the
Official Zoning Map designation from PRES (Preservation) to CCS-2 (Corridor
Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan in accordance with the staff report.

VOTE: YES — Michaels, Wannemacher, Wolf, Carter, Rogo, Smith, Whiteman
NO - None

Motion was approved by a vote 7 to 0.
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Staff Report to the St. Petersburg

Community Planning and Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,
Urban Planning & Historic Preservation Division

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on June 10, 2014
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File: FLUM-20

According to Department records, no CPPC members reside or have a place of business located within 2,000 feet of the
subject property. All other possible conflicts should be declared upon announcement of the item.

APPLICANT / Denholtz Associates
PROPERTY OWNER 14 Cliffwood Avenue, Suite 200
Matawan, New Jersey 07747

CO-APPLICANT/ Ferber Company — Roosevelt, LLC
PROPERTY OWNER 100 2™ Avenue South, Suite 705-S
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

AUTHORIZED Singer & O’Donniley, P.A.
REPRESENTATIVE: 712 South Oregon Avenue, Suite 200
Tampa, Florida 33606
SIZE/LOCATION: The subject property, estimated to be 5.1 acres in size, is vacant land generally

located on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and
Roosevelt Boulevard. The subject property includes Preservation Area N-69.

PIN/LEGAL: The subject property is a portion of parcel 13-30-16-76532-001-0010. The legal
description is attached.
REQUEST: The subject property is currently designated as follows:

® 2.44 acres on the Future Land Use Map as Industrial Limited (Activity
Center) and the Official Zoning Map as EC (Employment Center)

® 2.66 acres on the Future Land Use Map as Preservation and the Official
Zoning Map as PRES (Preservation).




PURPOSE:

EXISTING USE:

SURROUNDING
USES:

ZONING HISTORY:

DEVELOPMENT
POTENTIAL:

The application is requesting the following amendments:

e For 2.02 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment -
Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban), or other less intensive use.

e For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Preservation and the Official
Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to PRES
(Preservation), or other less intensive use.

e For 0.42 acres, amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Preservation to Planned Redevelopment - Commercial (Activity Center)
and the Official Zoning Map designation from PRES (Preservation) to
CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), or other less intensive use.

The applicant states that the request seeks to allow a retail use (Walgreens Drug
Store) that is commonly found at the intersection of two arterial roadways, and
that the use can be supported by those roadways. The applicant further states
that the retail use will have a demand from the users in the immediate area and
that it is commonly associated with the surrounding office uses. The applicant
indicates that the site is expected to meet and address all environmental
concerns.

The subject property is vacant, including approximately 2.66 acres of
preservation land.

North: Business/corporate park industrial and office uses

South: Corporate headquarters for Jabil Circuit, and retail businesses (Gateway
Crossing Shopping Center and Ibis Walk to the southeast)

East:  Village Lakes Condominiums

West: Pinellas Business Center (office buildings)

The present EC zoning designation has been in place since September 2007,
following the implementation of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan, the Citywide
rezoning and update of the Land Development Regulations (LDRs). Prior to
2007, the subject property was designated with IP (Industrial Park) and IP-
PRES (Industrial Park-Preservation) zoning.

The subject site is approximately 5.1 acres, or 222,320 sq. ft. in size:

o Current Zoning. The development potential for 2.44 acres or 106,515
sq. ft. of land designated EC, providing all other district regulations are
met is 145,926 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space calculated at
a floor-area-ratio of 1.37, which reflects the activity center designation.

e Proposed Zoning. The development potential for 2.44 acres or 106,515
sq. ft. of land designated CCS-2, providing all other district regulations
are met, is 146 residential units calculated at a density of 60 units per
acre, which reflects the activity center designation; 119,297 sq. ft. of
non-residential space calculated at a floor-area-ratio of 1.12, which




reflects the activity center designation; or a mix of these uses. The
CCS-2 regulations also provide a workforce housing density bonus of
ten (10) units per acre.

e With regard to the preservation zoning on approximately 2.66 acres or
115,805 sq. ft. of the subject property, the City Code states that
development, alteration, or improvement within a preservation area shall
not exceed a floor-area-ratio (FAR) of 0.05 and an impervious surface
ratio (ISR) of 0.10, and if developed, altered or improved, the remaining
area must be left in its natural state. Thus, the “development potential”
for the subject preservation area is approximately 5,790 sq. ft. of floor
area.

SPECIAL INFORMATION:

The subject property is located within the Gateway Activity Center and the Gateway Areawide Development
of Regional Impact (GADRI), described in more detail below. The property is not located within the
boundaries of a formal neighborhood association:

On July 20, 2012 the Community Preservation Commission* (CPC) conducted a public hearing
pertaining to an appeal of the City Zoning Official’s determination that a proposed freestanding retail
store with a pharmacy did not meet the standards for an “accessory use” within the EC (Employment
Center) zoning district (Case No. 12-53000003). The appeal was denied by a unanimous vote of the
CPC (7 to 0).

Subsequent to the CPC’s decision, an application was filed to amend the Future Land Use Map
designation from Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use
(Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-1
(Corridor Commercial Suburban). Following consideration and disagreement among City staff, the
final staff recommendation was to deny the requested amendments.

On August 14, 2012, prior to the conclusion of the Planning & Visioning Commission* (PVC) public
hearing, the applicant withdrew the request to amend the Future Land Use Map designation from
Industrial Limited (Activity Center) to Planned Redevelopment Mixed-Use (Activity Center) and the
Official Zoning Map designation from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-1 (Corridor Commercial
Suburban) pertaining to the subject 2.44 acres (City File FLUM-15).

On September 27, 2012, the applicant submitted additional material in support of the application.
The material was reorganized as City File FLUM-16.

On November 13, 2012, the PVC held a public hearing and voted 3-to-2 in favor of a motion to
recommend approval of the applicant’s request. The motion failed however because it did not
receive the required minimum of four (4) supporting votes (Section 16.80.040.3, City Code).

The applicant appealed the PVC determination to the City Council. On December 20, 2012 the City
Council conducted the first reading of the proposed ordinances. On January 24, 2013, the City
Council voted 4-to-4 in favor of a motion to approve the appeal and overturn the Planning and
Visioning Commission’s denial of the applicant’s request. The motion failed however because it
did not receive the required minimum of six (6) supporting votes (Section 16.70.010.6(J)(5),
City Code).

The Planning and Visioning Commission has since been merged with the Community Preservation
Commission thereby forming the Community Planning and Preservation Commission (CPPC).




STAFF ANALYSIS:

The 5.1 acre subject property is a remnant of a 23.5 acre site originally developed with industrial and
corporate office space in the mid-1980s, known then as the McCormick Center (City File SE-804). The
project was described as a “very high quality, attractive development...with nearly three acres in
preservation area and another three acres in setbacks and green area.” A new building was added to the
McCormick Center in 1991, bringing the total square footage of the business park to approximately 200,000
sq. ft. (City File SE-804-D). There are no definitive statements in the files, but it is (arguably) likely that the
subject area had been left undeveloped because of the existence of the wetland (Preservation Area N-69), and
perhaps because (arguably) it served as a nature amenity for the business park employees, clients and
visitors, as well as a natural buffer between the office buildings and the busy intersection of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard. Based on recent engineering and environmental
analysis, it has been determined that while there are approximately 2.66 acres of preservation area there is
another 2.44 acres of buildable land in the subject area.

Existing Considerations

The subject property has a Future Land Use Map designation of Industrial Limited (Activity Center) and
Official Zoning Map designation of EC (Employment Center). Pursuant to the Countywide Plan Rules,
Section 2.3.3.6.1, Retail Commercial is allowed as a “secondary” use; pursuant to the City of St. Petersburg
City Code, Section 16.10.020.1, Retail Sales and Service is allowed as an “accessory” use.

According to the Countywide Plan Rules, the proposed retail use is consistent with the existing Future Land
Use Map designation and requires no change. Specifically, Refail Commercial is consistent with the
Countywide Plan Rules, Section 2.3.3.6.1, which states that the retail use is allowed on Industrial Limited
properties not to exceed a maximum land area of five (5) acres. The buildable area of the subject property
measures only 2.44 acres.

According to the City of St. Petersburg City Code, the proposed retail use is allowed as an accessory use that
has a direct and identifiable relationship to a principal use, for e.g. a t-shirt manufacturer who produces the
textile product on-site and then sells a percentage of the inventory through a small, accessory storefront. The
proposed retail pharmacy has no direct and identifiable relationship to any other businesses located within
the adjacent industrial business park. Despite conditional authorization for retail uses under the current
regulations, the applicant’s proposal does not meet the City’s definition for an accessory use. The distinction
is the basis for submission of this rezoning application.

Preservation Area N-69

The City file for Preservation Area N-69 contains copies of the previously referenced staff reports related to
special exception site plan applications processed between May 1984 and May 1991 (associated with the
adjacent office development). The file also contains a dredge & fill permit application and an aerial photo
with preservation lines drawn in 1984, which appear similar to the present Preservation zoning boundary.
Several of the staff reports make note of the need to preserve the pine canopy and upland pine flatwoods in
certain areas, while a request to modify the existing preservation area (City File SE-804-C) was approved,
which included the placement of a stormwater detention pond in the preservation area and the expansion and
replanting of the wetland in an area occupied by pine flatwoods. In summary, Preservation Area N-69 has
been impacted by the adjacent office development over the years, however, pursuant to the City Code, the
impacts have been off-set with mitigation and related reconstruction of the wetland area.




The language for the City Council ordinances will require a wetland mitigation plan as a condition of any
future site development proposal. The 2.66 acres of preservation area contain a large population of mature
punk trees (Melaleuca quinquenerva), and the designated wetland is surrounded by a dense growth of
Brazilian pepper (Schinus terebinthifolius) in the upland buffer zone. Both of these species are considered
Category 1 on the 2013 Invasive Plant Species List by the Florida Exotic Pest Plant Council (FLEPPC).

The current site plan requires impacting approximately .42 acres of the wetland habitat. Although the
wetland mitigation plan has not been finalized or submitted to the Southwest Florida Water Management
District (SWFWMD), the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) or the City of St. Petersburg for approval, it
is anticipated that the punk trees and Brazilian pepper will be removed from the wetlands as part of the
wetland mitigation plan. These invasive species shall be removed from the site as a condition of any
subsequent development permit even if the mitigation plan approved by SWFWMD and the City requires
alternative action. This will be achieved by cutting the trees at the base, removing the above-ground biomass
from the wetlands, treating the punk tree stumps with an EPA-Approved Aquatic Herbicide, and replanting
with native aquatic/wetlands species. In addition, the upland buffer surrounding the wetlands shall be
cleared of all Brazilian peppers and replanted with native upland species. A monitoring and maintenance
plan shall be instituted to treat and control nuisance aquatic and wetland species in the wetlands for a
minimum of three (3) years or until the wetland meets the success criteria that will be included with the
Environmental Resource Permits issued by SWFWMD and ACOE.

Gateway Areawide Development of Regional Impact (GADRI)

The subject property is located within the Gateway Areawide DRI (GADRI), the Development Order
(Ordinance 1142-F) for which was adopted in November 1989. There is currently 18,063 sq. ft. of available
retail capacity in the GADRI. The GADRI Master Plan identifies the northwest corner of Dr. ML King Jr.
St. N. and Roosevelt Blvd. for office and industrial uses only. The effective date language for the City
Council ordinances amending the land use and zoning will state that the land use and zoning changes will not
become effective until the GADRI Master Plan (attached) has been amended to include commercial as an
allowable use on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Blvd.
(allowing retail to be developed). The process is known as an NOPC (Notice of Proposed Change). The
property owner/developer would be responsible for this process, including all fees, legal ads and other notice
requirements. As of this writing, the Gateway Areawide Transportation Improvement Special Assessment
Fee (GATISAF) is $9,044.66 per 1,000 square feet of retail.

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

Due to the subject property’s location within the Gateway Activity Center, the development potential under
the present Industrial Limited land use and EC zoning is 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space
(reflecting a floor-area-ratio of 1.37). Development potential under the proposed Planned Redevelopment -
Commercial land use and CCS-2 zoning is 119,297 sq. ft. of commercial space (reflecting a floor-area-ratio
of 1.12).

City staff has concluded that the applicant’s request to amend the land use from Industrial Limited to
Planned Redevelopment - Commercial, and the zoning from EC to CCS-2 is, on balance, consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

o Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.21, which
states, “... the City shall continue to expand the acreage available for industrial development in
appropriate locations.” The basis for this original determination was that the requested changes
would eliminate acreage available for industrial development. Upon further review and
consideration, City staff now believes this determination was incomplete:




o First, the Policy states that industrial development should be expanded “...in appropriate
locations.” Given the physical characteristics of the subject property, its isolation from the
adjacent industrial limited uses, its small size (less than 2.5 acres of buildable land), the
existence of a preservation area, and the requirement for traffic access to be located at a
significant distance from the abutting intersection, the subject property is constrained in ways
that make it less-than-ideal for industrial development. Consequently, while the surrounding
geographic area is generally appropriate for industrial development, the physical conditions
of the subject property are not appropriate and exhibit support for the requested amendments.

o More importantly, a rezoning to CCS-2 does not prohibit the types of industrial limited uses
allowed under the current EC zoning district. While city staff acknowledges that the
applicant is proposing a retail pharmacy in the near-term, the following land uses will
continue to be allowed by right or special exception: office, general; office, medical; office,
veterinarian; laboratories, research and development; light manufacturing; fleet-based
services; hospitals; schools; and utility plants and substations.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.26.a, which
states, “Plan amendment applications that propose changing underperforming industrially
designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a non-industrial designation may be
Javorably considered if one or more of the following characteristics exist over an extended period of
time: 1) vacant or underutilized land; 2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor quality job
creation in terms of pay, employee density and spin-off or multiplier effects; and 4) chronic
competitive disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and other
market considerations.”

The basis for this original determination was an assumption that the subject property’s buildable area
remains suitable for development by industrial land uses. A review of the record however, shows that
the subject property has remained undeveloped for more than 30 years. Moreover, the applicant has
submitted a market program conducted by Elliot M. Ross, CCIM, Managing Director, and Jason G.
Aprile, CCIM, Special Office Associate, RMC Ross Realty. The purpose of the market program was
originally to attract qualified buyers. It has since become justification for considering alternative
development options. According to the applicant and RMC Ross Realty, the only inquiries came
from developers interested in building retail. The market program includes additional information to
help illustrate the challenges when considering construction and rental rates for office space and
other industrial limited uses.

The applicant’s request is neutral when compared to Policy LU3.7, which states that land use
planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether existing Land Use Plan boundaries
are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions and expected future conditions. The boundaries
for the present Activity Center and Industrial Limited (IL) land use designation and EC (Employment
Center) zoning district are logically drawn. The attached Gateway Activity Center maps depicting
the Future Land Use and zoning designations for the area clearly show the dividing lines that have
been established for the purpose of accommodating employment generating business and industry.
These designations have been uniformly applied to property located on the west side of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Street North, between 118" Avenue North and Gandy Boulevard, moreover, along
the north side of Gandy Blvd. and the east side of 28" Street and within the Carillon area.

The goal of the City is to attract high quality, job generating business and industry to these areas.
Amending the land use and zoning boundaries to accommodate a stand-alone, low-intensity retail
store on the northwest corner of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard




would appear upon initial inspection to be in conflict with the City’s goal. However, given the
unique physical characteristics of the subject property - a triangular shape of which more than half is
encumbered by a preservation area - staff believes attainment of this goal is already significantly
impaired. For these reasons, the impact of approving the requested change, and its effect on the
City’s goal, is negligible. Moreover, City staff does not believe that approval of the requested
amendments would set a precedent within the Gateway Activity Center.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU3.17, which
states that the future expansion of commercial uses is encouraged when infilling into existing
commercial areas and activity centers, or where a need can be clearly identified, and where
otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The basis for this original determination was that
the requested changes would infroduce new retail opportunities to the subject property and that the
position of the existing preservation area prevents new development from meeting the traditional
definition for infill development. Upon further review and consideration, City staff now believes this
explanation was incomplete. Under the present EC zoning, retail is already allowed as an accessory
use to the industrial business park. The retail land use type is not a new introduction to the subject
property; therefore, considerations about infill development are irrelevant.

The applicant’s request is not consistent with Policy LU16.1, which states that development planning
Jor the Gateway area shall include consideration of the promotion of industrial and office park
development to diversify the City's economic base and generate employment. However, for reasons
already stated, the unique physical characteristics of the subject property make development of the
proposal a reasonable alternative toward generating employment.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU18, which
states that commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited to infilling and
redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages. The basis for this original
determination was that the requested changes would introduce new retail opportunities to the subject
property and that the position of the existing preservation area prevents new development from
meeting the traditional definition for infill development. Upon further review and consideration, City
staff now believes this explanation was incomplete. Under the present EC zoning, retail is already
allowed as an accessory use to the industrial business park. The retail land use type is not a new
introduction to the subject property; therefore, considerations about infill development are irrelevant.

The applicant’s request is consistent with Policy LU18.1, which states that requests to amend the
Land Use Plan to permit retail development in the North Sector of the City on corridors other than
4" Street North should be recommended for denial by City staff, except at appropriate intersections
of major streets or in designated mixed use settings. The subject property is located at the
intersection of two (2) significant roadways, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North and Roosevelt
Boulevard. City staff believes this meets the intent of the Policy.

Previous City staff reports presented that the proposal was inconsistent with Policy LU19.2, which
states that land use patterns that impair the efficient functioning of transportation facilities shall be
avoided through the denial of land use plan amendments that increase the frontage of commercial
strips. While there is sufficient roadway capacity on both Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
and Roosevelt Boulevard, the addition of a curb cut on both roadways for a use permitted under the
present IL designation will negligibly impair the efficient functioning of these transportation
facilities (i.e., it is estimated that traffic would increase by an average of 496 daily trips and 48 p.m.
peak hour trips).




e The applicant’s request is balanced when compared to Policy T1.6, which states that the City shall
support high-density mixed-use developments and redevelopments in and adjacent to Activity
Centers, redevelopment areas and locations that are supported by mass transit to reduce the number
and length of automobile trips and encourage transit usage, bicycling and walking. The proposed
project is a stand-alone, auto-oriented commercial building not associated with any high-density
mixed-use developments. While staff acknowledges that this proposal is not immediately consistent
with the policy, the unique physical characteristics of the subject property, when coupled with the
market demands of the subject area, have rendered the property unused for more than 30 years.
Since mass transit and other mobility enhancements along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street North
and Roosevelt Boulevard will continue to put upward pressure on the subject property for
redevelopment, City staff expects that future redevelopment will complement this policy within the
physical constraints of the subject property.

Other Relevant Comprehensive Plan Policies

The Level of Service (LOS) impact section of this report concludes that the requested Plan change and
rezoning will not have a negative effect upon the City’s adopted LOS standards for public services and
facilities including traffic, potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, mass transit, recreation, and stormwater
management. Moreover, as detailed in the impact section and shown below, if the subject property is
developed exclusively with office uses, there will likely be less demand for potable water and sanitary sewer
service. A summary of the potential impact on the City’s public facilities is provided in the following table:

Existing EC Zoning | Proposed CCS-2 Zoning Net Change
Population 0 225 225
Potable Water 36,400 gpd 29,824 gpd - 6,576 gpd
Sanitary Sewer 36,400 gpd 29,824 gpd - 6,576 gpd
Solid Waste 0 293 tons 293 tons
Traffic (p.m. peak hour) 42 trips 90 48

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Level of Service impacts are addressed further in this report. Approval of the requested Plan change and
rezoning does not guarantee that the subject property will meet the requirements of concurrency at the time
development permits are requested. Upon application for site plan review or development permits, a full
concurrency review will be completed to determine whether or not the proposed development may proceed.
The property owner will have to comply with all laws and ordinances in effect at the time development
permits are requested.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the Future Land Use Map amendment from Industrial Limited (Activity
Center) to Planned Redevelopment Commercial (Activity Center) and the Official Zoning Map designation
from EC (Employment Center) to CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban), on the basis that the request, on
balance, is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the City's Comprehensive Plan.




RESPONSES TO RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS
TO THE LAND USE PLAN:

Compliance of probable use with goals, objectives, policies and guidelines of the City's
Comprehensive Plan.

The following objectives and policies from the Land Use Element and Transportation Element are
applicable:

LuU2 The Future Land Use Plan shall facilitate a compact urban development pattern that
provides opportunities to more efficiently use and develop infrastructure, land and
other resources and services by concentrating more intensive growth in activity
centers and other appropriate areas.

LU2.1 To facilitate compact urban development the City shall adopt the following activity
centers as part of this Land Use Plan:

1. Gateway 3. Tyrone 5. Central Avenue
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza

LU2.2 The City shall concentrate growth in the designated Activity Centers and prioritize
infrastructure improvements to service demand in those areas.

LU2.5 The Land Use Plan shall make the maximum use of available public facilities and
minimize the need for new facilities by directing new development to infill and
redevelopment locations where excess capacity is available.

LU3.1.C.1.  Industrial Limited (IL) - Allowing a mixture of light industrial, industrial park, office
park uses with a floor area ratio up to 0.65.

LU3.1.E3.  Activity Center (AC) - Overlaying the future land use designations in those areas, not
less than 50 acres in size, with concentrated commercial and mixed-use centers
suited to a more intensive and integrated pattern of development.

LU3.1.F.3. Planned Redevelopment — Commercial (C) - Allowing the full range of commercial

and missed-uses including retail, office, service and high density residential uses not
to exceed a floor area ratio of 1.25 and a net residential density of 55 dwelling units
per acre.

LU3.21 The City shall continue to expand the acreage available for industrial development in
appropriate locations provided such expansion is supported by current and likely
long-term market conditions.

LU3.26.a Plan amendment applications that propose changing underperforming industrially
designated areas (Industrial General or Industrial Limited) to a non-industrial
designation may be favorably considered if one or more of the following
characteristics exist over an extended period of time: 1) vacant or underutilized land;
2) vacant or underutilized buildings; 3) poor quality job creation in terms of pay,
employee density and spin-off or multiplier effects; and 4) chronic competitive
disadvantages in terms of location, transportation infrastructure/accessibility and




LU3.4

LU3.5

LU3.7

LU3.17

LU3.18

LU4

LUI16.1

LUI1S:

LUI18.1

LU19.2

other market considerations.

The Land Use Plan shall provide for compatible land use transition through an
orderly land use arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of physical and natural
separators.

The tax base will be maintained and improved by encouraging the appropriate use of
properties based on their locational characteristics and the goals, objectives and
policies within this Comprehensive Plan.

Land use planning decisions shall include a review to determine whether existing
Land Use Plan boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions and
expected future conditions.

Future expansion of commercial uses is encouraged when infilling into existing
commercial areas and activity centers, or where a need can be clearly identified, and
where otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

All retail and office activities shall be located, designed and regulated so as to benefit
from the access afforded by major streets without impairing the efficiency of
operation of these streets or lowering the LOS below adopted standards, and with
proper facilities for pedestrian convenience and safety.

The following future land use needs are identified by this Future Land Use Element:

2. Commercial — the City shall provide opportunities for additional commercial
development where appropriate.

3. Industrial - the City shall provide opportunities for additional industrial and
employment related development where appropriate.

Development planning for the Gateway shall include consideration of the following
issues:

1. promotion of industrial and office park development to diversify the City's
economic base and generate employment;

3. integration of land uses with existing and future transportation facilities
recognizing the special transportation conditions within a regional activity
center;

Commercial development along the City's major corridors shall be limited to infilling
and redevelopment of existing commercially designated frontages.

Requests to amend the Land Use Plan and Land Development Regulations to permit
retail/office development in the North Sector on corridors other than 4™ Street North
should be recommended for denial by Staff, except at appropriate intersections of
major streets or in designated mixed use settings.

Land use patterns that impair the efficient functioning of transportation facilities shall
be avoided through:




T1.3

T1.6

T7

T7.1

T7.2

T7.3

T7.6

T7.7

1. implementation of land development regulations that provide for site planning
practices that limit curb cuts, provide for common access points and ensure
safe and convenient on-site traffic circulation without adversely affecting the
operational integrity of adjacent roadways;

2. denial of land use plan amendments that increase the frontage of commercial
strips;

The City shall review the impact of all rezoning proposals and requests to amend the
FLUM on the City’s transportation system. FLUM amendment requests that increase
traffic generation potential shall demonstrate that transportation capacity is available
to accommodate the additional demand.

The City shall support high-density mixed-use developments and redevelopments in
and adjacent to Activity Centers, redevelopment areas and locations that are
supported by mass transit to reduce the number and length of automobile trips and
encourage fransit usage, bicycling and walking.

The City shall promote the safe and efficient flow of traffic on major roadways
through access management.

The City shall, to the extent practical, reduce or prevent direct access from driveways
to principal and minor arterials by prioritization of primary access. When a site is
adjacent to a principal or minor arterial, the priority of primary access shall be, to the
extent practical, to local roads first, neighborhood collectors second, collectors third,
minor arterials fourth and principal arterials fifth. Access from nonresidential
development onto local roads shall be designed to minimize the intrusion of traffic in
adjacent residential areas.

All development or redevelopment projects shall be required to provide safe and
efficient access to the public road system, accommodate on-site traffic movements,
and provide parking for motorized and non-motorized vehicles as required by
implementation of the Land Development Regulations.

The City shall encourage, through the development review process, adjacent
commercial and office developments to provide cross-access easements, joint use
driveways and connecting pedestrian facilities to minimize the number of trips
generated on the major street system and the associated safety hazards.

Access to new and redeveloped nonresidential parcels with frontage along two or
more roadways should be limited to one access point per roadway.

Access for corner lots or parcels shall be located the greatest distance from the corner
commensurate with property dimensions.

Whether the proposed amendment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas
which are documented habitat for listed species as defined by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.




Approximately 2.66 acres of the 5.1 acre subject property are presently, and will continue to be,
designated Preservation. No evidence has been offered that the area provides habitat for listed
species as defined by the Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

Whether the proposed change would alter population or the population density pattern and
thereby impact residential dwelling units.

Under the proposed CCS-2 zoning, a total of 146 multifamily dwelling units could be developed,
calculated at a density of 60 units per acre, which reflects the activity center designation. Assuming
that there are 1.54 persons per multifamily unit, the buildout population is estimated to be 225
persons. Under the existing EC and Preservation zoning, no residential development is permitted.
An approximate increase of 225 persons would not significantly alter the City’s population or
population density pattern.

Impact of the proposed amendment upon the following adopted levels of service (LOS) for
public services and facilities including but not limited to: water, sewer, sanitation, traffic, mass
transit, recreation, stormwater management. (This analysis does not include the development
potential of the existing Preservation land, which is considered negligible.)

The following analysis indicates that the proposed change will not have a significant impact on the
City's adopted levels of service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit,
stormwater management and recreation. Should the requested land use change and rezoning for the
subject 5.1 acre site be approved, the City has sufficient capacity to serve the subject property.
WATER

Based on the present EC designation, the maximum demand for potable water is estimated to be
36,400 gallons per day as follows:

Residential development: 0 persons x 125gpcpd = 0 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space x 0.25
gpd/sq. ft. = 36,400 gallons/day

Source: Pinellas County, Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

Under the requested CCS-2 zoning, the maximum demand for potable water could reach 29,824
gallons per day, as follows:

Residential development: 225 persons x 125 gpepd = 28,125 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 119,297 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq. ft. =
29,824 gallons/day

Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County,
Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

The rezoning of the subject property from EC to CCS-2 will not impact the City's adopted LOS for
potable water.




Under the existing interlocal agreement with Tampa Bay Water (TBW), the region’s local
governments are required to project and submit, on or before February 1 of each year, the anticipated
water demand for the following water year (October 1 through September 30). TBW is contractually
obligated to meet the City’s and other member governments’ water supply needs. The City’s current
potable water demand, for the 2013 water year (October 1, 2012 — September 30, 2013), is 29.0 mgd.

While the City's adopted LOS standard for potable water is 125 gallons per capita per day (gpcd), the
City's actual gross consumption for the 2013 water year was approximately 79 gpcd. St. Petersburg's
average day demand and gross per capita consumption of potable water are not increasing, and are
actually decreasing in some water years, due to the overwhelming success of the City's water
conservation program and reclaimed water program. In addition, the move to a once per week
watering restriction has alleviated a portion of the potable water demand.

WASTEWATER
The subject property is served by the Northeast Water Reclamation Facility.

Based on the present EC designation, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer is estimated to be
36,400 gallons per day as follows:

Residential development: 0 persons x 173 gpcpd = 0 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 145,600 sq. ft. of industrial or corporate office space x 0.25
gpd/sq. ft. = 36,400 gallons/day

Source: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan; and Pinellas County,
Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

Under the requested CCS-2 zoning, the maximum demand for sanitary sewer could reach 29,824
gallons per day, as follows:

Residential development: 225 persons x 173 gpcpd = 38,925 gallons/day; or

Commercial development: 119,297 sq. ft. of commercial space x 0.25 gpd/sq. ft. =
29,824 gallons/day

Sources: St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan;, and Pinellas County,
Water/Sewer Use Factors Study, 2000.

The rezoning of the subject property from EC to CCS-2 will not impact the City's adopted LOS for
wastewater. In 2013, the Northeast Water Reclamation Facility had an estimated excess capacity of
8.29 million gallons per day.

SOLID WASTE

Solid waste collection is the responsibility of the City. Approval of this request will not affect the
City's ability to provide collection services. The County and the City have the same designated level
of service of 1.3 tons per year per person, while there is no generation rate for nonresidential uses.




All solid waste disposal is the responsibility of Pinellas County. The County currently receives and
disposes of municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris, generated throughout
Pinellas County. The Pinellas County Waste-to-Energy Plant and the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary
Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities, Department of Solid Waste Operations;
however, they are operated and maintained under contract by two private companies. The Waste-to-
Energy Plant continues to operate below its design capacity of incinerating 985,500 tons of solid
waste per year. The continuation of successful recycling efforts and the efficient operation of the
Waste-to-Energy Plant have helped to extend the life span of Bridgeway Acres. The landfill has
approximately 30 years remaining, based on current grading and disposal plans.

Although the subject property is proposed to be redeveloped with a retail business, the following
calculations reflect solid waste generation for residential development that would be permitted under
the proposed zoning designation. Assuming a population of 225 persons under the proposed CCS-2
zoning, it is estimated that approximately 293 tons of solid waste per year may be generated (225
persons x 1.3 tpypp). Such an increase (293 tons) will not impact the City's adopted LOS for solid
wase.
TRAFIC
Summary of traffic impact (p.m. peak hour trips):
Existing Industrial Limited Plan Category 42
Requested Planned Redevelopment Commercial Plan Category 90

48 new p.m. peak hour trips

Existing Conditions

There are two major roads with geographic proximity to the subject property: Roosevelt Boulevard
North and Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North. Both roads are classified as minor arterial streets with
Roosevelt Blvd. maintained by the State and Dr. M.L. King, Jr. St. North maintained by the County.

Based on the Pinellas County MPO’s 2013 Level of Service Report, the level of service (LOS) for
these two major roadways is as follows:

e Roosevelt Boulevard, between 4™ Street North and 16™ Street North, has a LOS of “B” based
on the 2010 average annual daily traffic (AADT) of 25,481.

e Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North, between Gandy Boulevard and I-275, has a LOS of “B”
based on the 2010 AADT of 12,101.

The entire City is designated as a Transportation Concurrency Exception Area (TCEA). Regardless
of this fact, the proposed FLUM change, rezoning and proposed commercial development is not
expected to degrade existing levels of service on Roosevelt Boulevard North and Dr. M.L. King, Jr.
Street North due to the excess roadway capacity that is available on these streets to accommodate
new trips.

Source: City of St. Petersburg, Transportation and Parking Management Department.




Trip Generation

The traffic impact assessment provided here is a “macro” level of service analysis that is based on the
present Industrial Limited designation.

The vehicle trip generation rate under the existing Industrial Limited land use is approximately 42
p.m. peak hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 178 avg. daily trips per acre of IL land x 2.44 acres = approximately 434 avg.
daily trips
Step b. 434 avg. daily trips x .097 percent = approximately 42 p.m. peak hour trips

Thus, the total vehicle trip generation for the existing Industrial Limited designation is 42 p.m. peak
hour trips.

The vehicle trip generation rate under the requested PR-C land use is approximately 90 p.m. peak
hour trips, calculated as follows:

Step a. 465 avg. daily trips per acre of PR-C land x 2.44 acres = approximately 930
avg, daily trips

Step b. 930 avg. daily trips x .097 percent = approximately 90 p.m. peak hour trips

In summary, a Plan change from Industrial Limited to Planned Redevelopment - Commercial will
likely result in a net increase of 48 p.m. peak hour trips. Such an increase would have a minimal
impact on roadway level of service.

(The traffic analysis presented above is based on the applicable trip generation rates from the City’s
Vision 2020 Special Area Plan Update and the Countywide Plan Rules of the Pinellas Planning
Council, Table 1: Traffic Generation Characteristics.)

MASS TRANSIT

The Citywide LOS for mass transit will not be affected. PSTA provides local transit service along
Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street North and Roosevelt Boulevard North (Route 59) with a peak hour service
frequency of 20 minutes and an off-peak service frequency of 30 minutes. PSTA’s Route 58
provides service along Roosevelt Boulevard North, with a service frequency of 60 minutes. PSTA’s
Route 4 provides intermittent service along Roosevelt Boulevard North and Dr. M.L. King, Jr. Street
North. The LOS standard for mass transit is headways less than one hour.

RECREATION
The City's adopted LOS for recreational acreage, which is 9 acres per 1,000 population, will not be

impacted by this proposed rezoning. Under both the existing and proposed zoning, the LOS citywide
will remain at 22.9 acres per 1,000 permanent population.




STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Prior to development of the subject property, site plan approval will be required. At that time, the
stormwater management system for the site will be required to meet all City and SWFWMD
stormwater management criteria.

Appropriate and adequate land area sufficient for the use and reasonably anticipated
operations and expansion.

The land area is sufficient for the anticipated use of the subject property.

The amount and availability of vacant land or land suitable for redevelopment shown for
similar uses in the City or in contiguous areas.

There are approximately 14.42 acres of vacant land in the City designated with CCS-2 zoning. There
are redevelopment opportunities on CCS-2 zoned property located elsewhere in the Gateway and
Carillon area.

Whether the proposed change is consistent with the established land use pattern.

The proposed Planned Redevelopment — Commercial future land use designation is not consistent
with the established land use pattern to the north, west and south which is Industrial Limited and to
the east which is Residential Medium. It is consistent with the established land use pattern to the
southeast.

Whether the existing district boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing conditions
on the property proposed for change.

City staff believes that the boundaries for the existing Activity Center and Industrial Limited (IL)
land use designations and EC (Employment Center) zoning are logically drawn. These designations
have been uniformly applied to property located on the west side of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street
North, between 118" Avenue North and Gandy Boulevard. The goal of the City is to attract high
quality, job generating business and industry to these areas.

If the proposed amendment involves a change from a residential to a nonresidential use,
whether more nonresidential land is needed in the proposed location to provide services or
employment to the residents of the City.

Not applicable, as the present designation is Industrial Limited.

Whether the subject property is located within the 100-year flood plain or Coastal High
Hazard Area as identified in the Coastal Management Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), the subject property is located in
the100-year flood plain. Specifically, the property is located in Special Flood Hazard Area AE,
Flood Zone 9-feet, which requires that the top of the lowest habitable floor be at or above 9- feet
NAVD (North American Vertical Datum). The subject property is also located within the CHHA
(Coastal High Hazard Area) and Hurricane Evacuation Level “A.”

Other pertinent facts. None.




Legal Description of the Subject Property

A portion of Lot 1, Block 1, ROOSEVELT CENTER REPLAT 5TH ADDITION as recorded
in Plat Book 89, pages 49, 50 and 51 of the Public Records of the Pinellas County
Florida.

Commence at the North East corner of said Lot 1, thence South 00°12' 38" West.
along the East boundary of said Lot 1, a distance of 266.08 feet to the Point of
Beginning; thence continue South 00° 12' 38> West along said East boundary of said
Lot 1, a distance of 907.42 feet; thence South 65° 07' 49” West, a distance of 33.06
feet; thence North 49° 57' 02" West, along the boundary line of said Lot 1, a distance
of 42.56 feet; thence North 40° 02> 58" East, a distance of 5.00 feet; thence North
49° 57' 02" West, a distance of 400.00 feet; thence North 47° 05' 17" West, a distance
of 140.61 feet; thence North 41° 18' 24” East, a distance of 714.86 feet to the Point
of Beginning.

Parcel contains 5.10 acres, more or less.
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David B. Singer
813.251.5140
duvidwsodlegal.com

March 31, 2014

Mr. Derek Kilborn

Manager, Urban Planning and Hisloric Preservation
P.O. Box 2842

St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Re:  Supporting Materials to Application for Rezoning/Future Land Use Plan Change
Dear Mr. Kilborn,

Attached please find supporting documentation for the application to rezone the parcel at MLK
and Roosevelt in St. Petersburg from EC to CCS-2.

As you are aware, this five acre remnant from the Pinellas Park Business Center development has
remained vacant for several decades. There is approximately two and a half acres of developable land on
the site, and over half of the site is preservation area.

The current EC zoning designation cannot support development on this site. It certainly has not
been for a lack of effort on the part of the landowner, who has marketed this site extensively to no avail,
There are several reasons that this site remains vacant and would continue to remain vacant but for this
zoning change:

* There is no demand for new office/industrial development in this area.'
o The market is experiencing negative absorption over the last 12 months.
© There are at least five existing, available office suites between 3,000 square feet
and 17,000 square feet currently facing Roosevelt Blvd.
o There is over 1.6 million square feet of vacant office and flex/warehouse space
within three miles of the subject parcel.

® Rents for office/industrial space in this area have declined to between $5 and $11 per
square foot.”

o With the smallest feasible footprint for new office space on the subject parcel,
given today’s construction costs, the rent for office space at the subject parcel
would have to approach $26 per square foot.

o This cost per square foot does not include any cost incurred to purchase the
existing parcel.

! See Exhibits 1 and 2.
* See Exhibits 1 and 2.

712 5. Oregon Avenue, Suite 200, Tampa, FL 33606 T 813.251.5140 | F 813.433.5148 | www.sodlegal.com
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duvidisodlegal.com

The only inquiries regarding this parcel have come from developers looking to build

retail. There has been no interest shown in building office/industrial space on the subject
k]

parcel.

Afler a very thorough discussion regarding this parcel and a request for a zoning change
to CCS-1 over a year ago, City Council gave direction to staff and the property owner to
work to attempt to find an industrial/office tenant/buyer for the site.!

o Over a year later, and after significant efforts, no interest from industrial/office
users has been expressed.

o The most valuable use of this parcel is for retail purposes.

o A zoning change to allow a retail use on this site does not impair the City of St.
Petersburg’s efforts to recruit and retain employment centers and corporate
relocations due to both the extensive availability of office/industrial space in the
immediate area as well as the economic reality that new office/industrial space
on this parcel is not economically viable.

The preservation area on the parcel makes it difficult to develop office/industrial space
with connectivity to existing development.
o The reconfiguration of preservation land on the parcel allows for proper

setb?cks, buffers and continuity of developable acreage that best supports a retail
use.

Absent this zoning change, it is the strong opinion of real estate professionals that this
parcel will remain vacant and unable to attract office/industrial users.®

Sincerely yours,

SINGER & O’DONNILEY, P.A.

David B. Singer

3 See Exhibit 1.
4 See Exhibit 3.
5 See Exhibit 4.
¢ See Exhibit 1.

712 S. Oregon Avenue, Suite 200, Tampa, FL 33606 T 813.251.5140 | F 813.433.5148 | www.sodlegal.com



DATE: May 30, 2014

TO:  City of St. Petersburg

FROM: Clayton Watkins, P.E.

RE:  Zoning Application for MLK and Roosevelt

The above referenced zoning application requests to reshape the existing preservation area due to the
irregular shape of the preservation area and to accommodate the development of the property while
providing enhancements to the preservation area. The proposed reshaping will not change the total
preservation area of 2.66 acre. The proposed project is requesting to convert 0.42 acres of Preservation to
CCS-2 zoning and convert 0.42 acres of IL zoning to Preservation.

The scoring for the proposed preservation area is a six (6). The six points are distributed as the following;
four (4) points for the soils classification, (two (2) for the soils being poorly drained and two (2) for the
site located within the 100-year floodplain) and two (2) points for the proposed enhancement area of
freshwater marsh. The majority of the new preservation area is being proposed as floodplain mitigation
area. The creation of the mitigation area will require the removal of the invasive plant material and the
area will be planted with native wetland plant material expanding the existing wetland. The previous
application stated that the 2.66 acres of wetland preservation was pending approval from SWFWMD and
the ACOE and uplands are dominated by invasive species. As we have continued in the permitting
process we conducted a pre-application meeting with SWFWMD to discuss the drainage design. During
that meeting it was determined by SWFWMD that the site would be required to provide floodplain
compensation for the wetland impact area. This new requirement to create floodplain compensation area
will enhance the uplands.

We believe the above reasons validate the request to reshaping the existing Preservation area and
accommodate future development of the site.



m 4401 W. Kennedy Bivd.
Suite 100

Tampa, Florida 33609
Ph: (727) 726-2800 Fax: (727) 726-6780

ROSS REALTY

March 25, 2014

Re:  Roosevelt Blvd. & 9" St Land Marketing Summary & Results
To whom it may concern,

Please find below the market program conducted by RMC Ross Realty, specifically Elliott M. Ross, CCIM,
Managing Director, and Jason G. Aprile, CCIM, Senior Office Associate, in an effort to attract a qualified buyer
for the 5.1 gross acre site located on the NE corer of Roosevelt Blvd & 9™ St, St. Petersburg. Throughout the
process it became clear that the only interest in this site came from developers looking to build retail. In fact, the
existing 204,000 SF office/flex park we were also marketing saw negative absorption over the last 12 months
and asking rental rates declined to $5-7/SF NNN and we continue to have five (5) available office/flex suites
between 3,000 SF and 17,000 SF available facing Roosevelt Blvd. For these reasons, it is our expert opinion
that there is currently no demand for office/industrial development on this site nor will market pricing support
the cost of new construction for the next 10 to 15 years at a minimum.

ACTIVITIES COMPLETED
» Conducted detailed market study of competing properties
® Gathered all required due diligence materials

Drafted custom sale marketing flyer and offering memorandum

Designed and Installed for (4) custom For Sale road signs with potential site plan rendering
facing Roosevelt Blvd & 9™ Street

e Listed the property on all websites including, but not limited to: FGCAR (Catylist), LoopNet,
CoStar, RRG Website, Total Commercial, CCIMnet, pced.org, Mid Florida MLS

Press release sent to broker and developer database announcing new listing

FGCAR e-blast sent to approximately 215 targeted Brokers sent on several occasions
Discussed opportunity and several real estate association events including REIC, NAIOP,

FGCAR & CCIM

¢ Cold called active Pinellas County developers & surrounding office tenants/sent offering
memorandum

e CCIM MailBridge sent to a national audience of approximately 5,000 members on several
occasions

Attended monthly FGCAR Mid Pinellas and So. Pinellas Pitch Sessions
REA database & Loopnet E-Blast sent
Followed up with all inquiries

For reference, I am enclosing my bio and the offering memorandum for the site. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to call.

Regards,

Elliott M. Ross, CCIM
CADocuments and Settings\MBE\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\Content.IE5S\46ZPMKMW\Exhibit 1{1].doc



Currently there is almost 1.65 Million SF of vacant office and flex/warehouse space within three
miles of the proposed project. Within the Industrial category, vacancy is about 8.5% while office
vacancy sits at nearly 11%. In comparison, the vacancy for retail in the immediate area is 5.5%.
Furthermore, most of that retail space is broken up into multiple suites in different properties.

PRODUCT VACANCY
(3-Mile Radius)

Industrial
Office

740,826

909,365 SF

SF

Retail

129,383
SF Gateway
Retail

15,742 SF
15.4%




As you know, we are proposing a 16,500 SF drugstore on the remnant parcel. Our budget for
this construction, excluding land cost, is around $4.5M. In comparison, if we were to develop
the parcel as currently allowed, the likely SF would be just shy of 23,000 SF in two stories. This
is simply because any SF greater than this would require parking garages. The cost to construct
an office building on this remnant parcel is approximately $1.5 Million more than a drugstore,
simply given the larger building size and the detailed interior finish. Again, this assumes the
land for the project is provided by the owner at NO cost. Given the cost for an office building,
and using typical returns required by developers and investors, the building would need to be
rented for more than $26 PSF to be considered economically worthwhile.

DEVELOPMENT COST COMPARISON

* 16,510 SF Drug Store: $4,513,375
* 22,800 SF Office: $6,045,895
* Above development cost EXCLUDES land!

* Industry trends for office development suggests a 10.0%
return on costs for a comparable project.

* This would result in the need to achieve a rent of $26.51 PSF
(excluding land consideration) for the entire office building
should the rezone be denied and office be constructed on
the property.



The rent needed for a two story office building, assuming current zoning and land use
guidelines, will need to be far in excess of what is currently being achieved by other office and
industrial properties within the subject’s immediate trade area. In the category of Office, where
there currently sits 740,000 SF of vacant space, you can lease space for slightly more than $11
PSF, assuming triple net rents. And in the category of industrial, which the adjacent business

park falls under, average rents are just under $6.00 PSF with more than 900,000 square feet of
vacant space.

COST FOR DEVELOPMENT

Required Rent for
Office Project
Feasibility
$26.51 PSF
AVG Office Retail
Rentin
Submarket AVG Flex-
Warehouse Rent in
Submarket

$5.82 PSF $17.33 PSF

$11.34 PSF




PINELLAS BUSINESS CENTER COMMERCIAL LAND

10901 Roosevelt Blvd. and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. St. North (9th Street)
St. Petersburg, FL 33716

RMNMC

ROSS REALTY

4401 W Kennedy Blvd, Suite 100
Tampa. Florida 32609
Tel (T27) 725-2800

Carrollvood Corporate Gentor
8902 N Dalc Mabry Hwy. Suite 300
Tampa. Flonda 33614
Tel (813) 960-8154
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Pinellas Business Center - Otpurc

RMC ROSS REALTY is retained to represent the owners in the sale of an outparcel adjacent to desirable
Pinellas Business Center located at 10901 Roosevelt Bivd. in St. Petersburg, FL.

OFFERING HIGHLIGHTS OFFERING SUMMARY

< 5.1 Gross Acres (2.44 estimated net usable

County Pinellas

acres) FOR SALE
< Commercial land site located adjacent to the Land Area 2.44 estimated net usable acres

Pinellas Business Center on the NE corner of

Roosevelt Blvd. & Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Utilities Electric: Duke Energy

St. (9th St.) North Water/Sewer: City of St. Petersburg
% Centrally Located within the Gateway/Mid- Zoning EC - Employment Center

Pinellas submarket just off of 1-275
% Zoning: EC - Employment Center Future Land Use Industrial Limited, with Activity

Center Overlay
< Owner will sell subject to zoning change if S A N S S SR SN s e
needed

Asking Price  $ 2,100,000

< Entitlements: Up to 22,800 SF Office Use

M

Exclusively Marketed by RMC ROSS REALTY
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1-275 1 Mile 2 Minutes
St. Pete - Clearwater international Airport | 5 Miles | 11 Minutes
Downtown St. Petersburg 8 Miles { 14 Minutes
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PROPOSED WALGREENS

CONCEPTUAL PLAN - PHASE |

g

PRESERVATION
MITIGATION
LI

PROPOSED WALGREENS WAS NOT
APPROVED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION

[}
En!_in‘gennn, Inc. NWC ROOSEVELT BLVD. AND MARTIN LUTHER KING ST.
L CITY OF 8T. PETERGBURG, FLORIDA
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BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY
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FLOODSOURCE

FLOODSCAPE"

4401 W. Kennedy Blvd, Suite 100
Tampa, Florida 33609
Tel. (727) 725-2800/ Fax (727) 726-6780

FLOOD MAP

PROPERTY ADDRESS:
10801 Roosevelt Bivd N, St Petersburg, FL, 33716

® 1889-2012 SourcePruse Corporation AR nghis reserved Protected by U'S Patent Numbers 6531326, 6878815, 6342688, and 7038881

I FLOODSCAPE™ )

Flood Hazards Map

Map Number
| 12103002076

| Effective Date
§ September 3. 2003

! Flood Legend
: High fiood nsk
Moderete food risk
Low flood nsk
M Thisceportmakms no
representaions or warrenties

[l concemng ns content, sccuracy
| | or compistenoss

| STDBonline.com
1 469574 1234
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SECTION 16.20.130. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT ("EC") Page 1 of 6

St. Petarsburg, Florida, Code of Ordinances >> PART Ii - ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE >> Chapter 16 - LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS >> SECTION 16.20.130. EMPLO YMENT CENTER DISTRICT {"EC*) »>»

SECTION 16.20.120. EMPLOYMENT CENTER DISTRICT (“EC")

i ALV 0 ) Wl A rssad

EC General

16.20.130.1. Composition of employment center.

The employment conter district is a piace of coneentrated ectivity focusing on qualty employment opportunities
with accessory opportunties to live, work, and play. This district is designed for business uses which carry on thelr
operation In enclosed facilities in such a manner that no negative impact is created cutside of the site boundaries. The
district promotes intense employment aciivity with accessory planned mixed-use developments that create
aesthatically pleasing environments while allowing the functional Interaction of a variety of land use types. Ali land
uses parmited within the district shall mest strict performance standards to discourage offensive odors, noise, fumes,
smoke, gases, dust, vibrations and other simiiar objectionable deovelopment impacts.

Codo 1992 § 16 20130 1)

16.20.130.2. Purpose and Intent.

The purpose of the EC district regulations is to aliow and encourage the attraction of a variety ofuses including
all office types, highly specialized and technologicel industries, research and expetimental institutions, light industrial
support facllities, business services, and support oriented hotels, retail and multifamily residential uses. This district
shall enly be applied to land within activity centers that are identified in the ptan and s primarily intended for the
Gateway Primary Activity Center.
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Code 1992 §16201302)
"
d' 16.20.130.3. Permitted uses.
A Uses in this distriot shall be allowed as provided in the Matrix. Use Panmissions and Parking Requirements
n 8 New residential development is prohibited except for the properly with preexisting residential development
| rights fka the “the Sod Fam.”
i (Code 1992 § 16 20 130 3)

16.20.130.4. Requirements for master development plans.

A A development that includes a multfamily use shall obiain approval of @ master development plan for the
development that identifies the type and scale of uses, permitted densities and intensities, and relationships
among plan components. The master davelapment plan shall

1 Show the location and area of the existing and proposed uses, structures, parking and loading areas,
green spaces, and street, pedestnan and bicycle netwarks
2 Include sufficient [nformation to demonstrate that the residential uses are integrated with the other uses

3 Include sufficient information to demonstrate the relationships between, and compatibilty of, the

proposed uses and adjacent uses. Criteria used to determine compatibility shall be.

8 The functional relationship between the residential use and anticipated demand for this housing
created by the remainder of the proposed uses;

b The phasing or sequencing of the construction to coordinate residential construction with the
anticipated demand for and timing of the nonresidential uses,

c The percentage of the wages of the proposed uses pald over and above the average metropolitan
statistical area (MSA) wage for this area;

d The adequacy of infrastructure in relationship to the phasmg and scale of the development, and

e An appropriate buffer batween the residential use and adjacent nonresidential uses. This buffer
will teke Into congideration

1 The nature and characteristics of the adjoining nonresidential uses, including nolise, air,
odor, and visual operating characteristics;

2 The distance from and elevation of the adjoining nonresidential use, including the
intervening land form, building or structural opaque barrier, and type and dimensions of
landscape buffer; and,

3 Any county ordinance that lawfully regulates the satback of residential uses from a county-
owned solid waste disposal facility

8 The master development plan and all amendments to the master development plan shall require DRC
approval. Ta the extent required by lawful authority, the master development plan and all amendments thereto
shall be subject to review and recommendation by the Pinellas Planning Councl (PPC), and review and
approval by the county board of county commissioners sitting as the Countywide Planning Authority (CPA)
which shall oceur prior to final approval by the DRC or the POD of the master development plan and any
amendments thereto, a final site plan, a building permt, or other development order

C.  ifthe property included in the master development plan is adjacent to or within 500 feet of another municipabty,

) the master development plan shall be submitted to that municipality for review and commant at the same time

that it is submitted to the PPC. The failure of the municipality to comment upon the master development plan

| within & reasonable time efter such submittal shall not be grounds to delay or deny approva!l of the master

davelopment plan.

! D Construction shall procesd in a manner that is consistent with the approved master development plan Site

plans subnutted for approval shall be consistent with the approved master development plan
E  Uses shall comply with the following addiional conditions
1. All pervious areas shall be covered with a vegetative covenng and landscaping.
2 Usas shall prevent the escape of all fumes, odors, smake, vibrations, and loud, sharp or penelrating
noises which are offensive or which constitute a nuisance to surounding actvities or which interfare with
the conduct of any other uses

=1
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3 No motor vehicles shall be parked on private property within 25 feet of any nght-of-way or residentially
developed property. All parking areas and driveways shall be hard surfaced (e g , concrete, asphalt, or
somo similar heavy-duty surfacing material)

4 All frelght should be loaded and unloaded on those sides of bulidings which do not face any street or

residentially zoned property. Afl such facilities shall be screened from the street and residantially zoned

property.

No waste materlal or refuse shall be placed on any part of a property outside of bulldings

6. No materials or supplies should be stored or placed on any parl of the property outside of the buildings
Any linished or semi-finished products storad or placed culside of the buildings shall be aflowed In the
rear one-half of the property, and shall not be stored or placed on the side of a building adjacentto a
streel or residenlially zoned property. All materials shall be screened from the street or residentially

2oned property.
(Code 1992 § 1620 130 4)

(4]

16.20.130.6. Requirements for multifamily developments; Sod Farm property only.

A A development that includes a multifamily use shall not be less than 100 contiguous gross acres under
common control at the time of application

B.  The mutifamily use shall be located within 1,000 feet of a designated public transit corridor and connection
point.

Cc The multifamnily use shall be integrated with other usas in the development, which shall include uninterrupted

podestrian connections, an Internal roadway system to reduce Impacts to offsita areas. open space and

racreational facilties, public spaces abulting uses, bicycle faclities, and accommodalion for mass transit. Such

integration shell be designed to increase the interachion batween on-site uses, to reduce the neead for

automobile use within the development, to reduce off-site automobile trips and to encourage the provision of

shared infrastructure

The multifamily use shall not exceed 25 percent of the area subject to the master development plan.

The muitifamily use shall not be lncated within the coastal high hazard zone.

The mullifamily use shall not be located within the 65 decibel day-night sound leve! area as identified on the St

Petersburg-Clearwater International Airport Noise Contours Map, Apni 1996, by Greiner, Inc., and as adopted

by the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners in Ordinance No. 97-58 (section 142-39(b))

G.  The muttifamily use shall not be permitied to transfer density outside of the epproved master development plan
area

(Coue 1992, § 1620130 5

mmop

16.20.130.6. Development potential.

Achleving maximum development potential will depend upon market forces, such as minimum deslirable unit
size, and dovelopment standards, such as minimum fot size, parking requirements, helght restrictions, and buliding

getbacks. N
Minimum Lot Sl2e, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity
EC
Minimum lot width All Other Uses Schools
N/A 300 fr.
Minimum lot area 1.0 scre N/A

Maximum residential density  Residential density within
fctMty center {units per acre) 75

Hotel density (rooms per acre) 40
Madmum nonresident!al intensity within activity center (floor  Maximum by right Madmum with TOR
area ratio} 1.37 [1.5 |

hitp2/library.municode.com/HTML/14674/lcvel3/PTIISTPECO CHIGLADERE $16.20.130E... 9/10/2013
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Maximum impervious surface (site area ratlo) |0.85
{1) Applies to Sod Farm only.

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of lot dimensions, calculation of maximum residential density,
nonresidential floor area and Impervious surface.

(Code 1992 £ 16201306 Ord No 876-G & 14. 2.21-2008 Ord. N 985-G. £ 34, 7-15-2010)

16.20.130.7. Building envelope: Maximum height and minimum setbacks.
Maximum Building Height

Building Helght £C

Alt bulldings Helght shall be governed by the floor area ratlo, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and
other alrport guidelines that may be established.

Refer to technical standards regarding measurement of building height.

Minimum Building Setbacks

Building Satbacks EC

Adjacent to streets 20 ft.
All interior yards abutting nonresidentially zoned property 10 ft.
All interlor yards abutting residentiatly zoned property 50 ft.

Additional criteria may affect setback requirements including design standards and buillding or fire codes.

Refer to Technical Standards for yard types.

A property with an approved plan pursuant to the Large Tract Planned Development Overlay, shall utilize the setbacks set forth
In that approval,

(Code 1992 §16201307)

16.20.130.8. Building design.

The following design criteria ellow the property owner and design professional to choose therr preferred
archtecturat style, building form, scale and massing, while creating a framework for good urban design practces
which create a positive expenence for the pedestrian. For a more complete introduction, see saction 16 10010

Site layout and arienfalion. The City is committed to creating and preserving a network of linkages for pedestrians
Consequently. pedestrian and vehicle connections between public rights-of-way and private property are subject to a
hierarchy of transportation, which begins with the pedestrian.

Buildmg and parking layout and orianlation.

1 Buildings shall be located adjacent to streets to improve access and shall provide walkway connections
to bus stops and public sidewalks

2 All service areas and loading docks and shall be focated behind the front facade fine of the principal
structure.

3 All mechanical equipment and utilsty functions (e.g elecirical conduits, meters, HVAC equipment) shaf
be located behmd the front fagade fine of the pnincipal structure. Mechanical equipment that 13 visible
from the primary street shall be screened with a matenal that 15 compatible with the architecture of the
principal structure

htip://library.municode.com/HTML/14674/1cvel3/PTIISTPECO CHIGLADERE $16.20.130E.. 9/1072013
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Parking structures are encouraged to be intemal to the site and include architectural features related to
the principal structure and shall meet the general development standards for paridng structures

Pedestnan conneclions
1 Where multiple store fronts or muitiple bulldings exist within the same development, each storefront and
buitding shall be connected by an intemal sidewalk system that is clearly delineated from the vehicular
pavement. The Intemal sidewalk system shall connect to any public sidewalk that abuts the property
2 Cross easements which connect the internal pedestrian system are encouraged between abutling
proparty owners.

Building and architeclural design standards. All buildings should present an inviting, human scale facade to the public
roadway, internal drives, parking areas and surrounding neighborhoods. The architectural elements of a building
should give It character, richness and visual Interest.

Building style.

1 New construction shall utilize an idantifiable architectural style which Is recognized by design
professionals as having a basis in academic architectural dasign philosophies

2 Renovations, additions and accessary structures shall utilize the architectural style of the existing
struclure, or the entire exisling structure shall be modified to utilize an identifiable architactural style
which Is recognized by design professionals as having a basis in academic architectural design
philosophles.

3 The use of features deemed to be "integral features of a recognized architectural style® shall be
compatible with the elevation of a principal structure and the pattern, proportions and materials of
surrounding structures. The following shall not be considered recognized architectural styles:

a. Highway or commercial prototype architecture, uniess it is consistent with other requirements of
this chapter.

b. Iconic, advertisement, and other road side attraction architecture. Examples of such include
igloos, tepees, quonset huts, castles, plants, animats, foods and dinosaurs.

4, All accessory structures including, but not limited to, drive-throughs, canapies, storage buildings, and
solid waste container enclosures shall be compatible with the architectural design of the principa!
structure. Compatibility shall be deterrmined by reviewing building materials, finishes and other significant
features,

Wall composition. Wall composition standards ensure that ground-lavel storefronts and multifamily and single-family
residential buildings offer attractive features to the pedestnian. Wall composition also mitigates blank walls and
ensures that all sides of a building have visual interest.

1. Structures which are situated on comer lots, through lots, or by the nature of the site layout are clearly
visible from rights-of-way shall be designed with full architectural treatment on all skies visible from
public rights-of-way. Full architectural treatment shall include roof design, wall materials, and
architectural trim, and door and window openings. While it is recognized that buildings have primary and
seoondary facades, the construction materials and detailing should be similar throughout.

Roofs. Rooflines add visual interest to the sireetscape and establish a sense of continuity betwaen adjacent buidings.
When used properly, rooflines can help distinguish between residential and commercial land uses, reduce the mass of
large structures, emphasize entrances, and provide shade and shelter for pedestrians.
1. Buildings shall provide a pitched roof or a flat roof with a decorative parapet wall compatible with the
architectura) style of the building

Buiding materials. Bullding material standards protect neighboring properties by holding the building's value longar,
themby creating a greater resale value and stabilzing the value of neighboring properties.
Building materials shall be appropriate to the saelacted architectural style and should be consistent
throughout the project.
2 Extenor walls shell be constructed of finished materials such as stucco, natural brick or stone, finished
concrete, wood or other similar material on all sides. Exposed smooth concrete block or metal finishes
shell not be permitted, except where it is an integral feature of a recognized archtectural style,

http./ library.municode.conVHTML/ 14674/1cvel3/PTIISTPECO CHIGLADERE $16.20.130E.. 9/10/2013
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Signage Signage standards ensure that signage is part of the overall design approach to a project
1 Permitted freestanding and wall signs shall be designed to be compatible and integral with the principal
structure Sign boards, canoples, fascias and other architectural features shall be designed to
incorporate signage or 8 uniform sign program. The base lrestment of all freestanding signs shall ba
compatible with the color, materials and finish of the principal structure

Accessory structures and equjpment. Accessory structures shauld relnforce the pedestrian character of the City
Above-ground utility and service features shall be located and designed to reduce thelr visual impact upon the
sireetscape
1 All machanical equipment (ground or roof), Including, but net timited o, alr conditioning condensers,
heating units, elactric meters, satellite dishes, irmgation pumps, ice machines and dispensers, outdoor
vending machines, and propane tanks, displays and refilling areas vislble from the public right-of-way or
adjacent residential use shall be screened using architectural features consistent with the structure or
landscaping of sufficient density and maturity at planting to provide apaque screening
2 Site furnishings including benches, bicycle racks, light standards, trash receptacles, newspaper racks,
and any other similar features shall be compatible with the architectural design of the principal structure
3. Any fence or walf which is visible from any public right-of-way shall be designed as an integral feature of
the architectural design of the principal structure. Such design shal! include the use of similar materials,
colors and finishes as the principal structure, shall have breaks, columns or bends and shall incorporale
required landscaping.
a The use of walls or fences, other than chain-link fences, around retention areas is aliowed
b. The use of chain-link fences shall only be allowed for properties which do not front on a major
street or where existing vegetalion or proposed landscaping will screen the fence from view from
the major street
4 Extemal downspouts shall be enclosed within the building structure on the front and side facades and
any other facade visible from a right-of-way.

(Code 1992 516201308, Ord No 876-G. § 14, 2-21-2008. Ord. No 1029-G, 5 26 9-8-2011)
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FUTURE LAND USE

2.3.3.6 INDUSTRIAL CLASSIFICATION.
2.3.3.6.1 Category/Symbol - Industrinl Limited (IL).

Purpose - It is the purpose of this category to depict those areas of the county that are now
developed, or appropriute (o be developed, in a limited industrial manner; and so as to encourage the
reservation und use of consolidated areas for industrial and industrisl/mixed-use in a munner und
location conmsistent with surrounding use, transportation facilitics, and natural rosourco
characteristics.

Use Characteristics - Those uses appropriate to and consistent with this category include:

* Primuwry Uses -  Office; Reseurch/Development; Light Manufacturing/Assembly (Class A) and
(Class DB); Wholesale/Distribution (Class A) and (Class D),
Storage/Warchousc (Class A) and (Class B);

¢ Sccondary Uses - Residential (subject to master dovelopment plan approval by the CPA); Retail
Commercial; Personal Service/Office Support; Commercial/Business Service;
Commercial Recreation, Temporary Lodging, Institutional; Transportation/
Ulility; Recreation/Open Space; Transfer/Recychng, Incinerator Facility;
Agricultural

Locational Characteristics - "Ihis category is generally appropriate to locations with sufficient size to
encourage an industrial park arrangement, as well as integrated industrial/mixed-use projects, with
provision for intemal service access in locutions suitable for light industrial use with minimal
adverse impact on adjoining uscs; and served by the arterial and thoroughfare highway nctwork, as
well as mass transit.

Traffic Generation Characteristics - 'The standard for the purpose of calculating typical traffic
impacts relalive to un amendment for this category shall be 178 trips per day per acre. Traflic
impucts for indusirial/mixed-use projects shall be determined based on the composition and
density/intensily of the specific project.

Density/Intensity Standards - Shall include the following:

® Residential Use - Shall not exceed thirty (30) dwelling units per acre.

» Temporary Lodging Use - Shall not exceed: 1) fifty (50) units per acre; or 2) in the alternative,
upon adoption of provisions for compliance with Section 4.2.7.6, the density and intensity
standards sct forth in Table 3 therein,

e  All Other Uscs - Shall not cxcced a floor arca ratio (FAR) of .65 nor an impervious surface ratio
(ISR) of .85, oxcept as provided for in Scction 4.2.7.6. The standard for the purposc of
establishing relative intensity and potential impacts shall be a FAR of .39 and an ISR of
65,

Other Standards - Shall include the following:

* Industrial Uses Adjacent to Residential Categorics - An appropriatc buffer, as determined by tho
local jurisdiction except for an industrial/mixcd-usc project requiring the submission of a
master plan as outlined below, shall be provided in and between the Industrial Limited
category and an adjoining Residential classification.

“Countywide Plan Rules 232 June 20, 2011
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FUTURE LAND USE

2.3.3.6.1 Industrial Limited (IL))

¢ Acreage Limitations for Nonindustrial Secondary Uses That Are Not Part of a Master Development
Plun - Institutional; Transportation/Utilily; Retail Commercial; Personal Service/Oflice Support;
Commercial/Business Service; Commercial Recreation; Temporary Lodging; Agricultural Uses -
shall not cxceed a maximum area of five (5) acres. Any such use, alone or when added 1o
existing contiguous like use(s), which exceeds this threshold shall require a plan map amendment
which shall include such use and all contiguous like uses. Secondary residential uses are only
permitted pursuant to the requirements set forth for “Projects That Include Residential Use.”

Standards for Industrial/Mixed-Usc Projects — Industrial/mixcd-usc projects shall require the following:

e Number of Uses  Provision for two or more primary or secondary uses that are mutually
supportive, and designed to be physically and functionally integrated,

e Public Transit Location within reasonable proximity, and with specific provision for access, to a
designated public transit corridor and connection point.

e Project Components — Integrution of project components, including uninterrupled pedestrian
conncctions, an internal roadway system to reduce impacts to offsite arcas, open space and
recreation facilities, public/common spaces in relationship to key project uses, bicycle facilities,
and accommodation for mass transit, as appropriate. Such integration shall be designed so as to
increase the interaction between uses, to reduce the need for automobile use within the project,
as woll as reduction of off-sitc automobile trips attributable (o the projeet, and to encourage the
provision of shared infrastructure.

o  Master Development Plan — Preparation of a master developmont plan that stipulates the typo and
scale of uscs, permitted densitics and intensitics, and relationships among plan components. Such
plan shall distinguish the industrial/mixed-use project from the unplanned placement of uses on a
site or sites, resulting from separate unrelated actions of distinct developments that fuil to
provide for synergism between uses.

Master Development Plan _Regquirements for Industrial/Mixed-Use Projects Shall include the

following:

e  Projects Thut Do Not Include Residentinl Use — An industrial/mixed-use project which comprises
not less than fifty (50) acrcs may include sccondary Institutional; Transportation/Ultility; Retail
Commercial;, Personal Service/Office Support; Commercial/Business Service, Commercial
Recreation; and "Temporary Lodging uses subject to the following:

1. The secondary nonindustrial uses that are part of a planned industrial/mixed-use project
shall be subject to a master development plan, providing for unified control of the entire
project.

2. Such secondary nonresidential uses, alone or in combination, shall not comprise more than
25% of the area of the project governed by the master development plan.

3. The master development plan requircd for industrial/mixed-use projects that do not include
residential use shall be approved by the local government with jurisdiction.

4. Where the property included in the master development plan is adjacent to or within five
hundred (500) feet of an adjacent municipal or county jurisdiction, the master development
plan shall be submitted to that adjoining jurisdiction for review and comment.

Countywide Plan Rules 2-33 June 20, 2011
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FUTURE LAND USE

2.3.3.6.1 Industrial Limited (IL)

¢ Projects That Include Residential Use - An industrial/mixed-use project which comprises not
less than one hundred (100) contiguous acres under common control as of the effective date
of this ordinance (sic)! may include secondary residential use subject to the following:

1.  Such residential component shall not:

a. Comprise more than 25% of the area of the master development plan;

b. Be located within the Coastal High Hazard Area;

c. Be located within the 65 decibel Day-Night Sound Level area as identified on the St.
Petersburg-Clearwater International Airport Noise Contours map, April 1996 by
Greiner, Inc., and as adopted by Pinellas County in Ordinance Number 97-58 (sec.
142-39(b));

d. Be permitted to transfer density to other Countywide Plan Map categories or outside
of the approved master development plan area discussed below;

e. Be permitted to use density averaging, outside the master development plan area, as
provided for in Section 6.1.3.

2.  The secondary residential use that is part of a planned industrial/mixed-use project shall
be subject to a master development plan, providing for unified control of the entire
project.

3. The master development plan required for industrial/mixed-use projects that include
residential use shall, upon preliminary approval by the local government with
Jjurisdiction, be submitted to the PPC for review and recommendation to the CPA. The
CPA may approve, approve with conditions, or deny the master development plan;
which action shall require a majority plus one vote of the entire CPA if such action is
contrary to the PPC recommendation. The local government with jurisdiction shall not
approve a final site plan or issue a development order other than as is consistent with
the action of the CPA.

4.  Where the property included in the master site plan is adjacent to or within five hundred
(500) feet of an adjacent municipal or county jurisdiction, the master development plan
shall be submitted to that adjoining jurisdiction, at the same time that it is submitted to
the PPC/CPA, for review and comment by that adjoining jurisdiction.

5.  The master development plan shall include sufficient information to demonstrate that
the secondary use components are integrated with the other uses in the project. The
master site plan shall also include sufficient information to demonstrate to the PPC and
CPA the relationships between, and compatibility of, the industrial, secondary
nonindustrial and residential uses within and adjacent to the project. Criteria used to
determine an acceptable, integrated industrial/mixed-use project that includes

residential use shall include:
a.  An appropriate justification for the residential component, including consideration
of the following:

1) Functional relationship between the residential component and anticipated
demand for this housing created by the remainder of the development
proposal;

2) Phasing or sequencing of the project to coordinate residential construction
with the anticipated demand for and timing of the nonresidential portion of the

project;

} Bditor’s Note: This subsection adopted by Ordinance No. 04-5, effective January 14, 2004

Countywide Pian Rules 2-34 June 20, 2011
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FUTURE LAND USE

2.3.3.6.1 Industrial Limited (IL)

3) Contributory nature of the employment created and the percentage of the
wages paid over and above the average Mctropolitan Statistical Arca (MSA)
wage;

4) Adequacy of infrastructure in relationship to the phasing and scule of the
prajecl.

b.  An appropriatc buffer in and between the residential component of the master
planned industrial/mixed-use project and adjoining categories or uses in those
catcgorics. This buffer requiroment will consider the following:

1) the nature and characteristics of the adjoining nonresidential uso(s), including
noise, air, odor, and visual operating characteristics;

2) the distance from and clcvation of the adjoining nonresidential use, including the
intorvening land form, building or structural opaque barricr, and type and
dimensions of landscape buller; und

3) Any county ordinance that regulates the sctback of residential uses from a county-
owned solid waste disposal facility.

6.  For any jurisdiction 10 provide residential uses within the Industrinl Limited category, the
land development regulations of that jurisdiction shall be amended to requirc the PPC
review and CPA approval of thc mastor development plan, as a condition precedent to
approval of the locul site plan and/or development order.

7. Development of the project shall proceed in a manner that is substantially consistent with
the CPA approved master development plan. Any amendment required to maintain that
consistency shall be reviewed by the PPC and approved by the CPA.

‘Countywide Plan Rules 2.35 June 20, 2011
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FUTURE LAND USE

2.3.3.9 SPECIAL DESIGNATIONS - CONT.
2.3.3.93 Category/Symbo! - Activity Center (AC).

Lumpose - It is the purpose of this category to depict, utilizing an overlay, those areas of the county that
are now developed, or appropriate to be developed, in a concentrated and cohesive pattern to facilitate
mixed-use development as focal points of commerce, employment and housing of countywide
significance; and to provide a mechanism whereby separate standards for density/intensity of use are
employed, consistent with their special purpose, character, and capacity for service.

Use Characteristics - See applicable underlying categories

Locational Charucteristics - This category is generally appropriate to those concentrated commercial and
mixed-use centers that are well-suited to a more intensive and integrated patiemn of development; that
are situated to serve a significant arca of the countywide population; and to recognize and provide for
those concentrated activity conters in a manner consistent with their relationship to adjoining uses and
the transportation system, including mass transit. There will be two types of Activity Cenlers:

* ‘These locations shall be a minimum of fifty (50) acres in size and shall be of countywide
significance.

¢ 'The designated locations for activity centers shall include mixed land uses and may include regional
shopping centers, major office and employment centers, public facilities, commercial recreation
complexcs, and high density residential.

Traflic Generation Characteristics - The standard for the purpose of calculating typical traffic impacts
relative to an amendment for this category shall be based upon the underlying categories, adjusted to

account for the proposed density/intensity within cach category.
Density/Intensity Standards - Shall include the following:

o Shall not exceed 2.5 times othenvise permitted density/intensity.
Other Standards - Shall include the following:

¢ Special Area Plan Required - The utilization of this category shall require a special area plan as set
forth in Section 4.2.7.5.

Countywide Plan Rules 2.56 June 20, 2011

——— e
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DEMOGRAPHICS

10901 Roosevelt Bivd N, Saint Petersburg, FL, 33716 Prepared by Elliott Ross
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Rings: 1, 3, S mile radil

1 mile 3 miles S miles
Populstion

2000 Populstion 9,971 47,566 140,891
2010 Population 10,672 51,764 146,256
2013 Population 10,619 52,347 146,529
2018 Population 10,729 53,493 148,347
2000-2010 Annual Rate 0.68% 0.85% 0.37%
2010-2013 Annual Rete -0.15% 0.35% 0.06%
2013-2018 Annual Rate 0.21% 0.43% 0.25%
2013 Male Population 46.3% 47.7% 49.5%
2013 Female Population 53.7% 52.3% 50.5%
2013 Medlan Age 337 421 42.0

In the identified area, the currant year population is 146,529, In 2010, the Census count In the area was 146,256. The rate of change since
2010 was 0.06% annually. The five-year projection for the populstion In the area is 148,347 represanting a change of 0.25% annually from

2013 to 2018. Currently, the population is 49.5% male and 50.5% femals.

Median Age

The median age in this area is 42,0, compared to U.S. median age of 37.3,

Race and Bthnleity
2013 White Alone 75.1% 82.2% 80.8%
2013 Black Along 14.6% 8.3% 7.7%
2033 American Indlan/Alaska Native Alone 0.2% 0.3% 0.4%
2013 Asian Alone 3.7% 4.4% 5.5%
2013 Pacific Isiander Alone 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
2013 Other Rece 2.9% 2.0% 2.7%
2013 Two or More Races 3.4% 2.6% 2.8%
2013 Hispanic Origin (Any Race) 12.4% 9.5% 10.7%

Persons of Hispanic orlgin represent 10.7% of the population in the Identified area compared to 17.4% of the U.S. population. Persons of
Hispanic Origin may be of any race. The Diversity Index, which measuras the probability that two paople from the same araa will be from
differant race/ethnic groups, is 46.5 in the Identifiad area, compared to 62.1 for the U.S, as a whole.

Households
2000 Households 5,547 24,460 63,106
2010 Households 5,761 26,155 64,985
2013 Tota! Househo!ds 5,718 26,443 65,085
2018 Totel Houssholds 5,788 27,079 65,977
2000-2010 Annual Rate 0.38% 0.67% 0.20%
2010-2013 Annual Rate -0.23% 0.34% 0.05%
20313-2018 Annuai Rate 0.24% 0.48% 0.27%
2013 Averege Household Skze 1.727 194 2.17

The household count in this area has changed frem 64,985 in 2010 to 65,085 in the current year, a change of 0.05% annually. The five-year
projaction of households is 65,977, & change of 0.27% annually from the current yesr total. Averzge household size is currently 2.17,

compared to 2.17 In the year 2010. The number of familles in the current year Is 35,004 in the specified area.

Data Note: Income is expressed in current dottars

Source; U.S. Census Burepu, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri forecasts for 2013 and 2018. Esrd converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

October 17, 2013
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m 4401 W. Kennedy Blvd, Suite 100

Tampa, Florida 33609
ROSS REALTY Tel. (727) 725-2800 / Fax (727) 726-6780

DEMOGR APHICS

SECial e 10901 Roosevelt Blvd N, Saint Petersburg, FL, 33716 Prepared by Elliott Ross
— Rings: 1, 3, S mile radil

1 mile 3 miles S miles

Madian Household Income

2013 Madian Household Income $40,194 $44,378 $42,428

2018 Median Housahold Income $44,979 $51,7¢4 $50,144

2013-2018 Annual Rate 2.27% 3.14% 3.40%
Average Household Income

2013 Average Household Income $49,421 $59,776 $58,178

2018 Average Household Income $55,175 $67,3717 $66,526

2013-2018 Annual Rato 2.23% 2.42% 2.72%
Per Caplta Income

2013 Per Capite Income $26,619 $30,270 $26,162

2018 Per Capita Income $29,683 $34,158 $29,891

2013-2018 Annual Rate 2.20% 2.45% 2.70%
Households by Income

Current median household income is $42,428 in the area, compared to $51,314 for all U.S. households. Median household income Is
projected to be $50,144 in fiva years, compared to $59,580 for all U.S, households

Current avaerage housahold income is $58,178 In this area, comparad to $71,842 for all U.S households. Averaga household income Is
projacted to be $66,526 in five years, compared to $83,667 for all U.S. households

Current per capita income is $26,162 In the area, compared to the U.S. per capits income of $27,567. The per capite income is projected to
be $29,891 in five years, comparad to $32,073 for all U.S. households

Housing
2000 Total Housing Units 6,188 27,274 70,742
2000 Ownaer Occupled Housing Units 1,112 13,574 42,078
2000 Owner Occupied Housing Units 4,434 10,886 21,031
2000 Vacant Housing Units 642 2,014 7,636
2010 Total Housing Units 6,648 30,283 74,662
2010 Owner Occupled Housing Units 1,145 13,763 40,294
2010 Renter Occupled Housing Units 4,616 12,392 24,691
2010 Vacant Housing Units 887 4,128 9,677
2013 Total Housing Units 6,633 30,380 75,062
2013 Owner Occupled Housing Units 1,008 13,204 38,349
2013 Renter Occupled Housing Units 4,710 13,238 26,735
2013 Vacant Housing Units 918 3,937 9,977
2018 Tots! Housing Units 6,673 30,560 75,695
2018 Owner Occupisd Housing Units 1,068 13,706 39,397
2018 Renter Occupiad Housing Units 4,720 13,373 26,579
2018 Vacant Housing Units 888 3,481 9,718

Currantly, 51.1% of tha 75,062 housing units In the ares are ownar occupled; 35.6%, ranter occupied; and 13.3% are vacant. Currently, in
the U.S., 56.4% of the housing units in the area are owner occupled; 32.3% are renter occupled; and 11.3% are vacant. In 2010, thare
were 74,662 housing units in the arsa - 54.0% ownar occupled, 33.1% renter occupied, and 13.0% vacant. The annual rate of change in
housing units since 2010 is 0.24%. Median home valuo In the aree is $113,874, compered to a madian home valuo of $177,257 for the U.S.
In five years, modian value Is projected to change by 5.21% annually to $146,788.

Datn Note: Income is expressed in current doflars
Source: U S Census Buseay, Census 2010 Surmemary File 3. Estd forecasts for 2013 and 2018 Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.

October 17, 2013
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Tampa, Florida 33609
ROSS REALTY Tel. (727) 725-2800 / Fax (727) 726-6780

Exclusively Listed by:

ELLIOTT M. Ross, CCIM
JASON APRILE, CCIM

RMC ROSS REALTY
CentreS at Feather Sound
3001 Executive Drive, Suite 250
Clearwater, FL 33762-5324
Phone: (727) 725-2800
Fax: (727) 726-6780
www.rmcpg.com

DISCLAIMER

Any information given herein is obtained from sources considered reliable. However, we are not responsible for misstatement of facts,
errars, omissions, prior sale, withdrawal from market, modification of morigage commitment, terms and considerations, or change in price
without notice. The information supplied herein is for informational purposes only and shall not contain a warranty or assurance that said
information is correct. Any person intending to rely upon the information supplied herein should verify said information independently,
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
Report Item

Mayor and Members of City Council

July 25,2014

August 7, 2014

NLC Youth, Education and Families

ACTION DESIRED:

Would like to provide City Council with an oral report on the National League of Cities
Youth, Education and Families.

Karl Nurse
City Council



MEMORANDUM

TO: The Honorable William H. Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

FROM: Rick Kriseman, Mayor. %

RE: Pier Working Group Report

DATE: August 1, 2014

For your review is the final report from the Pier Working Group. Iam very proud of this group’s
hard work, community outreach, and ability to clearly identify common ground elements for the St.
Petersburg pier. To provide more insight into the process and results, the group’s Chair, Peter Clark
of Tampa Bay Watch, will be available to provide a report at your August 7, 2014 Council meeting.

cc: Mike Connors
Peter Clark (Tampa Bay Watch)



Pier Working Group
Programmatic Element Recommendations

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Pier Working Group (“PWG”) was formed in May, 2014, to confirm the
programmatic priorities for consideration in the new St. Petersburg Pier. At the direction
of Mayor Rick Kriseman, a 21-member volunteer citizen committee was appointed to
create an inclusive and detailed public input process that reviewed relevant historical
programmatic data, .along with providing additional opportunities for the public to
comment on essential elements of a new pier.

The following elements were classified as “required” by the PWG:

e Observation and viewing area’s are critical to the success of any program at the
pier.

e Dining options, from casual to destination, are important to a wide variety of the
community. '

e Cycling, walking and jogging paths are more than a functional element; they are
integral to the new pier experience.

o Transportation options from the pier uplands to the head are an essential
element to a successful pier.

¢ Fishing.

e Courtesy and transient docks to accommodate both motorized and non-
motorized watercraft. '

e The new pier should have an environmental education element with the potential
for an interactive marine discovery center.

e Some flexible event space and performance area(s) that include picnic areas and
green space - adding a park-like atmosphere for visitor rest and recreation.

e Bike and watercraft rental.

o Retail opportunities that support the recreational elements of the new pier and
enhance the visitor experience. '

The PWG recognizes that all elements are subject to the current capital budget,
sustainable operating costs and compliance with city design/permitting criteria.
Additional factors such as shade, air conditioning, and coordination with the Downtown
Waterfront Master Plan, are detailed further in the report.

July 2014 Pier Working Group
Programmatic Element Recommendations : . Page 1




RECENT PIER HISTORY & COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT - TO DATE

The St. Petersburg Pier has a rich history dating back over 100 years. The current pier
bridge and pier head completed construction in 1926, and are in need of replacement.
The most recent structure at the pier terminus, the inverted pyramid, opened in 1973
and is supported by a separate foundation system (completed at the same time) which
appears to still be sound.

In a 2004 report to City Council, it was stated that the structural maintenance program
for the Pier approach and Pier head were no longer cost effective, and its replacement
should be planned for in the next 10 years. In 2005, with Pinellas County, a TIF (tax-
increment financing) mechanism with subsequent amendments was put in place to
replace the Pier approach and head, with an agreed upon allocation of $50M for the
pending work.

In 2009, a mayoral appointed Pier Advisory Task Force was formed, and over 14
months, met extensively with the public, hired outside consultants, and provided options
for both the pier itself as well as the program. These options were not limited to the
over-water portion of the Pier, but included the uplands contiguous to the pier approach.

Following the Pier Advisory Task Force recommendations in 2010, additional
community input and consulting activities were performed, resulting in a City Council
authorized design competition in 2011. A juried selection of a new pier called the “Lens”
was approved by City Council, and the design process continued into 2013. During that
timeframe, opposition formed in two primary groups, one to save the inverted pyramid,
and one opposed to the Lens design. In August 2013, a referendum to cancel the
architectural contract for the Lens was successful, allowing the City to begin a new
process for the pier.

In January 2014, Mayor Kriseman took office and, shortly thereafter, recommended a
new Request for Qualifications (“RFQ”) to select a design consultant. In order to
incorporate community input and create a new RFQ, the Pier Working Group was
established to review, update, and recommend common activities/elements consistent
with the desires of the community. This list of elements would then become the basis
for what would be considered the programmatic elements necessary for the new St.

Petersburg Pier. ‘

July 2014 Pier Working Group
Programmatic Element Recommendations Page 2



PIER WORKING GROUP PROCESS & PUBLIC INPUT

The citizen-led PWG was comprised of citizens from a wide variety of backgrounds for a

well rounded community based result.

Peter Clark, Chair

Founder & President — Tampa Bay Watch
Jackie Dixon

Dean — USF College of Marine Sciences
Emily Elwyn

President — St. Pete Preservation

Jen French

Rep. - Committee to Advocate for Persons with
Impairments

Jopie Helsen

Owner — Sailor’s Wharf / Chair — Tampa Bay
Marine Industry Region

Paul Hsu

Rep. - West Central Business District & Pier
Advisory Task Force

Carter “Bud” Karins

Karins Engineering / Rep. - Concerned Citizens
of St. Pete

Robin Link

Mainsail Art Festival

Lorraine Margeson

Environmental Activist

Brother John Mohammed

Rep. - Midtown / President - Childs Park
Neighborhood Association

Jim Moriarty

Rep. - Build the Pier

Ed Montanari, Vice-Chair

American Airlines / Rep. — Pier Advisory Task
Force

Marlene Murray

President — Meadowlawn Neighborhood
Association

Marilyn Olsen

Past President — Downtown Neighborhood
Assoc. / Rep. - Pier Advisory Task Force / Rep. -
DWMP Task Force

Ross Preville .

Rep. - St. Petersburg Chamber of Commerce /
Raymond James

David Punzak

Rep. - St. Petersburg Chamber of Commerce /
Carlton Fields

Barbara Readey

General Manager — Vinoy Renaissance Hotel
Joe Reed

Ret. Investment Exec. / Rep. - Vote on the Pier
Angela Rouson

Board Member — Juvenile Welfare Board
Steve Westphal

Restaurateur / Board Member FRLA / Downtbwn
Resident '

Lisa Wheeler-Brown

President — Council of Neighborhood

Associations

Members included individuals from community and neighborhood associations, the
historic preservation society, the marine industry, environmental and accessibility
advocates, many of whom also served on or participated in the Pier Advisory Task
Force, Build the Pier, Vote on the Pier, and the Concerned Citizens Group.

July 2014 Pier Working Group

Programmatic Element Recommendations
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As the first item of business, the Mayor recommended the following Mission Statement
& Objectives which were adopted by the PWG:

MISSION STATEMENT & OBJECTIVES

The Pier Working Group will review and refine a cohesive programmatic
proposal to the Mayor and City Council and community regarding the next St.
Petersburg Pier. The Pier Working Group process will be inclusive and
detailed, merging the best common ground elements proposed to date
balanced with recognition of fiscal constraints and potential subsidy
implications. The Pier Working Group’s recommendations are intended to
.remain flexible, prioritizing the essential elements as gathered from both
extensive analysis currently available and public outreach allowing a viable
program proposal to be incorporated into the Request for Qualifications
process soliciting new pier design teams at a future date.

1. Review all work products to date to establish common program elements
to proceed with -

2. Confirm programmatic requirements for viable uses and activities

3. Evaluate alternatives and essential characteristics for program
components

4. Rank the selected program components into a “required” list and an
“optional” list

5. Provide issues and constraints to be considered with selected
programmatic components ,

6. Solicit public input regarding the proposed program to inform the group’s
final report

The PWG set out in June 2014 to review all relevant materials presented to date, with a
focus on a) prior public input results, b) the Pier Advisory Task Force Report, c) the
OpinionWorks survey, d) the Lambert Market Assessment and e) the 828 Alliance
Report. Staying focused on the program, rather than what the structure will be that
contains the program, the PWG established a subcommittee to focus on obtaining
current public input.

The subcommittee, consisting of PWG members Peter Clark, Jen French, Carter “Bud”
Karins, Robin Link, Lorraine Margeson, Ed Montanari (Subcommittee Chair), Joe Reed
and Steve Westphal, began the process of obtaining public input. Their first steps were
lengthy reviews of past program and public input to date, which became the quantitative
elements of a Potential Pier Program Elements Survey (Exhibit A).

July 2014 Pier Working Group .
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The top elements under consideration were:

Fine Dining Flexible Event Space Fishing

Open-Air Casual Dining Comm. Gathering Space Tram/Trolley

Fast Food Amphitheater Water Taxi

Café / Snack Bar Exhibition Vessel Berth Spa Beach to Vinoy Park
Banquet Space Hotel Bridge

Picnic Area Observation Areas Family Entertainment
Shopping Cycling/Jogging/ Walking Center

Kiosks Motorized Boating Amusement Park / Ferris
Bike / Watercraft Rental Non-Motorized Boating Wheel

Support Retail Water Park Marine Discovery Center
Performance/Stage v Courtesy Docks Environmental Education

To be transparent and inclusive, ample opportunities were provided for citizens to list
additional programmatic elements that may have not been included or fit a category
above.

Public input sessions spanned five locations throughout the City, including the Childs
Park Recreation Center, the Coliseum, Roberts Recreation Center, Lake Vista
Recreation Center, and the J.W. Cate Recreation Center. Total attendees across these
venues totaled 375 citizens.

In addition to the “in-person” venue driven meetings, an online survey was conducted
simultaneously, resulting in an additional 1,585 respondents. '

75 additional surveys were received from an independent citizen’s neighborhood and
recreation center outreach.

When completing a survey, respondents were asked to rate the individual elements
from “highest to lowest” and, once completed, select their “top ten” program priorities for
the new pier. A benefit of being able to attend the sessions in person was that
individuals were seated at tables, consisting of approximately eight citizens per table,
where a separate process of discussion and “table ranking” could take place. During
the review of this subject over the last six years, many citizens’ opinions have held firm
in some areas, while many opinions have evolved over time. The table top sessions
afforded individuals to share their rankings and work towards consensus, no different
than what the City as a whole needs to do to complete this project. The resulting data is
summarized in Exhibit B. '

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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Following the public input process, the PWG reconvened to compare the results of their
work to previous work on program elements, including the OpinionWorks Survey
(December 2013), the Lambert Market Assessment (March 2010), and the Pier
Advisory Task Force Report (June 2010).

RECOMMENDATIONS

The resulting highly rated elements from public input sessions conducted in June/July
2014 and online survey results were generally consistent with the body of work leading
up to the PWG effort. While elements were rated and ranked in the public input
sessions and all were considered desirable and consistent with past review, several of
the elements have become recommended as top priorities by the PWG.

REQUIRED ELEMENTS

¢ Observation Areas. The pier experience is focused on public interaction with
the water and observation areas. Both dedicated and passive elements are an
integral part of the experience. Maximizing vistas, both of the waterfront and of
the city from the pier, and minimizing potential view obstructions are critical to the
ultimate design. The ability to have observation areas at various elevations are
desirable elements as well. _

e Dining Options. The dining option element was heavily discussed by the PWG.
There was no disagreement from either the PWG or public input that creating
both open-air casual and destination full-service air conditioned dining
opportunities are required at the new pier. There was universal agreement that a
variety of dining experiences and price points are welcome, including café/snack
bars and fine dining. B

e Cycling / Walking / Jogging. It is critical to provide flexible and safe lanes for
this transportation element, mixing and, if needed, separating them to
accommodate different speeds of transport that will accommodate all users.
Linking to the. city’s existing trail system provides a functional and experiential
adventure that should be included in any new pier design.

e Transportation Options. As important as the specific type of transportation
option is ensuring the ease, speed and headways of any transportation element.
Consideration should be given, but not limited, to a tram/trolley as well as a water
taxiferry in conjunction with the cycling/walking/jogging element above.
Environmentally friendly methods are encouraged. Fully accessible fixed
linkages to parking and public transportation, ensuring seamless access, are
required. Any transportation recommended must be viewed as part of the overall

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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pier experience, thoughtfully and efficiently carrying passengers to the pier
terminus.

Fishing. A most basic and required element of this pier is fishing.
Recommendations included the potential to separate the fishing experience from
the pedestrian experience from both a safety and cleanliness perspective. The
inclusion of fish cleaning stations and potential for some type of attificial reef
system, as well as thoughtful consideration as to where fishing areas should be,
will benefit the overall pier experience. The PWG further recommends that the
City engage the Ocean Team to assist in the details related to this element.
Marine Discovery / Environmental Educational Element. The PWG
recommends that the City engage the Ocean Team to further develop an
environmental educational element and potential interactive marine discovery
center. Designs must consider the unique water and environmental conditions of
the site and the opportunity to enhance the public’s awareness of the Gulf of
Mexico with a focus on the Tampa Bay Estuary. '

Courtesy & Transient Docks. Consideration should be given to providing safe
and effective courtesy and transient docks and to accommodate both motorized
and non-motorized boating. The potential for a water ferry or water taxi rated
highly in recent input and consideration for this, whether tied to the uplands or
the pier itself, should be given consideration. Additionally, the potential to exhibit
larger vessels has historically been a part of the pier experience and would be
welcomed, again tied to either land or the pier itself.

Flexible Event Space Including Picnic Areas & Green Space. Providing
spaces to encourage social interaction that remain flexible are highly desired.
The potential for a performance area, particularly one that does not appear
empty when not in use, as well as flexible community space carry forward the
best and basic elements for pier use and function. St. Petersburg and its
downtown waterfront thrive on special events and providing a platform for this will
benefit all. There should be an active balance of all types of areas, with a priority
given to appropriate green space. ‘
Bike & Watercraft Rental. The ability for visitors to rent bicycles and watercraft
is desired.

Retail. Consideration should be given for support retail that enhances the
recreational and visitor experience at the pier.

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

After reviewing a significant amount of qualitative data contained in the comment
sections of the surveys, the PWG recommends the following elements be given due
attention in the RFQ submission:

¢ Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (“DWMP”). The DWMP is a Charter

required master plan with a required completion date of July 1, 2015. This plan

| focuses on a broad and diverse area of the City connected to the waterfront and,
following its adoption, will be amended every seven years at a minimum. The
pier process has been ongoing in earnest since 2008 and ensuring that future
pier alternatives, particularly those on the uplands, should stay consistent with
the direction of the DWMP. Likewise, the DWMP must track and intersect with

} the vast input to date on the pier to ensure a symbiotic relationship and seamless
connections from the pier throughout the waterfront.

¢ Green Building/LEED Certified Building. The new pier must have a
sustainable development platform, employing innovative and cost effective
energy conservation techniques and potential to obtain LEED certification.

¢ Capital/Operating Costs & Economic Sustainability. The PWG recommends
that the City fully analyze any selected concept(s) for long-term operating and
economic sustainability.

-« Economic Development. The new pier should become an engine for long-term
' economic growth, including providing jobs to the city’s local economy.

e Visitors. Recognize that the highest functioning pier will serve locals as well as
tourists. Family-friendly activities and spaces will continue to resonate with this
city’s population as well.

e Shade & Air Conditioning. Providing the ability to get out of the elements,

" including shade opportunities along the pier's approach and the potential for air
conditioned space at the terminus, is essential.

e Parking. Consistent with the required transportation element previously
mentioned, the success of the pier and arguably the entire visitor experience
depends on the ease with which parking can be accessed. It takes many
elements to achieve that result and the PWG recommends ample parking
proximate to transportation linkages be incorporated.

e Accessibility. Compliance with all Federal and State of Florida standards and
access codes under the Americans with Disabilities Act (“ADA”) is needed for
any pier design. Consideration should be given to “Universal Design”, which
covers a broader spectrum making any built environment aesthetic and usable to
_the greatest extent possible by people of all abilities.

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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NEXT STEPS IN THE PROCESS

The PWG recommends the following to ensure a seamless result regarding the program
for the pending design:

1. Continue to coordinate with the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan process.
Particular attention should be paid to the programming on the uplands as it
relates to the DWMP. ‘

2. Conduct an updated market assessment, in a manner that will not adversely
affect the overall project timeline, to assist shortlisted RFQ respondents in their
programming exercise.

3. Conduct a restaurant request for proposals at the appropriate time to gauge the
market opportunities, interest, and selection of future dining options.

This report focused capturing both a historical perspective and recognizing consensus
items that exist in the St. Petersburg community today. The recommendations
contained herein can serve as a guide for program direction in the pending pier RFQ to
deliver concepts that will satisfy our community’s common ground ideas for a new pier.

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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Exhibit A

Exhibit B

Exhibit C

Exhibit D

Exhibit E

Exhibit F

Exhibit G

RESOURCES

Potential Pier Program Elements Survey

Pier Working Group Publicrlnput Summary

Additional Elements Provided Through Public Input

Located at htto.//www.stpete.org/thenewpier/documents.asp

Pier Advisory Task Force Report
Located at hitp://www.stpete.org/stoete/PierAdvisoryTaskForceFinalReport6310.pdf

OpinionWorks Survey
Located at hitp.//www.stoete.org/docs/StPeteVoterSurveySummary122013.pdf

Lambert Advisory Market Assessment
Located at http://www.stoete.org/thenewpier/docs/StPetePierLambertAdvisorySummary.pdf

828 Alliance Report
Located at http://www.stpete.org/thenewpier/docs/Mayors828Alliance.pdf

July 2014 Pier Working Group
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Exhibit A
Potential Pier Program Elements Survey
(Front Page)

POTENTIAL PIER A

ADDRESS:

PROGRAM ELEMENTS  |zecone e

The Pier public engagement process begins with you. Below are elements that have repeatedly syrfaced as .

important to citizens over the last five years, many of which were noted in the Pier Advisory Task Force Report, a NOTICE: All information voluntiered
market assessment, and a recent opinion survey. Please take the time to: 1) Rate thevarious program elements ;‘:r:':f:q':? oy ;‘:‘Zﬁgiﬁ:f;
ona scale of 1-5 and 2} rank the top ten, starting with the mostimpertant element required in a new Pier.

Please prioritize the following potential program elements Lowest Low Medlum  High Highest
Note: Elementdescriptions located on.back of this sheet ) 1 2 3 4 |

s PERC RS

Open-Air Casual Dining @] O

DINING

RETAIL/
COMMERCIAL

OTHER  ENTERTAINMENT

ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORT

ATTRACTIONS

o
@]
o
(@)
)

o o 0o o o

t Please use this left hand space to rank your top TEN program elements 1-10
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Exhibit A
Potential Pier Program Elements Survey
(Back Page)

1]

ST. PETERSBURG PIER PROGRAM ELEMENTS

Public engagement is essential to the success of the next Pier
process, This process starts with establishing the program, of
which there has been extensive public input on to date.
Aftached are program elements brought forward from the Pler
Advisory Task Force Report (2010), the Lamnbert Market
Assessment Study (2010), a recent Public Opinion Survey
(2013), and mutiple public input sessions. These are not
all-inclusive, but a starting point for consideration, and agreed
upon as a starting point by the Mayor's Pier Working Group
(2014). .

Your review! rating and prioritizing the attached elements, as
well as adding additional elements into blank spaces, is
welcomed, The elemments brought forwand previously by the
public are categorized on the attached sheet, with room to
Include any additional elements as desired,

DURING THE TABLE TOP DISCUSSIONS,
PLEASE DO THE FOLLOWING:

INDIVIDUALS

1. Please input your name. address and zip code on the
individual sheet.

2. Rate each element on a scale of 1 -5, with 5 being
"Highest Priority” for the new St. Petersburg Pier.

3. Feel fre¢ to add any additional elements to the sheet,
which will be shared with all respondents for the grotp
discussion,

4. Once elements are rated, please rank your top ten
elements in order of Importance to you.

TABLE
1. Once Individual rankings are complete, your table will
work together to review and reach consensus as a
group on a "Master Sheet” to rate elements.
2. Of alt elements considered, please rank the top ten in
order of importance (as a group).

Project Area UnderConsideration For Elements

The project area above is focused on over-water development as well as the adjacent/complimentary
uplands of Spa Beach and the parking lot south of the approach with its respective 10 year lease

opportunities for leveraging private dollars.

To turther clarify elements, basic definitions include:

Pier Program: Desired actiities, uses
Fine Dining: Could mean a "destination" restaurant

Space: Flexible space, potentiaily connected toa
restaurant, for banquets. events, weddings, avallable for group
activities

Kiosks: Exhibit or retail, free standing

Support Retail: A museum gift shop fer example that
supports a commercial venture, vs a dedicated retail
establishment

Flexibte Event Space: Coutld include area for an shows,
entertainment, dances, open air markat, could be aif
conditioned or open air

Comnunity Gathering Space: Public meeting space
Exhibition Vessel Berth: Area within project capable of

berthing a moderately sized transit or display vessel
accessible by the public

Motorized Boating: Marine activity designated for motorized
boats of various sizes

Non-Motorized Boating: Marine activity designated for
boats without motors such as sallboats, rowing/paddiing,
kayaks, etc.

Water Park: As simple as a splash pad for kids or significant
such as Adventure Island

Courtesy Docks: Docks dedicated for transient or temporary
visitation of the Pier area and downtown

Tram/ Folley: ADA accessible transportation
Family Entertainment: An arcade for example

Amusement Park: Designated area providing a variety of
amusement fides and activities, for example, a ferris wheel

Marine Discovery Center: A marine education center similar
to "Great Explorations”

July 2014 Pier Working Group
Programmatic Element Recommendations
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EXHIBIT B

Pier Working Group Public Input Summary

Pier Working Group
Juty, 2014
Public Input Venues Date
Childs Park Rec Center 06/19/14 Total Participants At Venues: ars
The Coliseum 0624114 Other Surveys Submitted® 75
Roberts Rec Center 0626114 Online Survey's: 1,585
Lzke Vista Rec Center a8/30/114 Total Survey's Received: 2,035
JW Cate Rec Center 07/02/14
— - : 1. fndeg y 1fom 3 cTizen's A& RecCenter .,
Lo - - cumulativeResults-Online+InPerson” : - "~ " - - - &
ELEMENT PRIORITY RANKINGS ELEMENT RATINGS
) QUANTITY] QUANTHY
ELEMENT . IN TOP 10 ELEMENT RATED RATING
Open-Air Casual Dining 1,192 | Observation Areas 1,162 5 Highest Rating
Observation Areas 1,006 Bike / Watercraft Rental 619 4 High Rating
Cycling / Jogging / Walking 977 Fine Dining 549 3 Medium Rating
Tram / Trolley 780 Support Retall 390 2 Low Rating
Fishing 663 [Hotel 1,249 1 Lowest Rated
Shopping 626
Marine Discovery Center 612
Caté / Snack Bar 611
Fine Dining 573
Bike J Watereraft Renta) 573

Highest Rated Elements

e ey

Highest #5
Rated Elements Quantity
Ohservation Areas 1162
Open-Air Casual Dining 1012
Cydling / Jogging / Walking 989
Tram / Trolley 808
Fishing 690
Courtesy Docks 564
Marine Discovery Center 504
Water Taxd 504
Emvironmental Education 498
Bike ! Walercraft Rentat 4886
Performance f Stage Asea 480
Flexible Event Space 469
Nan-Motorized Boating 429
Shapping 407
Cafe J Snack Bar 398
Cammunity Space 393
Picnic Area 387
Fine Dining 351
Motosized Boating 299
Ampitheater 280
Amusement / Ferris Wheel 275
Family Entertainment Center 266
Water Park 242
Exhibition Vessel Berth 237
Spa Beach to Vinoy Bridge 223
Support Retail 218
Fast Food 140
Banquet Space 135
Kiosks 135
Hotel T1

Highest #4 + 5
Rated Elements Quantity
Observation Areas 1659
Open-Air Casual Dining 1618
Cyding / Jogging / Walking 1489
Tram ! Trolley 1377
Fishing 1146
Bike / Water Rental 1105
Courtesy Docks 1035
Performance Stage 1035
Flexible Event Space 1033
Marine Discovery Cenfer 1001
Café I Snack Bar 994
Water Taxi 968
Environmental Education 956
Picnic Area 932
Non-Motorized Boating am
Shepping 882
Community Space 876
Fine Dining 770
Ampitheater 652
Motorized Boating 635
Exhibitton Vessel Berth 619
Support Retail 616
Family Entertalnment 601
Kiosks 493
Spa Beach to Vinoy Bridge 489
Amusement / Femris Wheel 486
Water Park 454
Banquet Space 387
Fast Food 342
Hotel 162
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MEMORANDUM
City of St. Petersburg City Council
Meeting of August 7, 2014

TO: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and City Councilmembers
FROM: Dave Goodwin, Planning and Economic Development Director
DATE: August 4,2014

SUBIJECT: Initiating Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Map, Official Zoning
Map and Land Development Regulations to allow the Adaptive Reuse of Harris School
for a Homeless Teen Residence

The City of St. Petersburg , Pinellas County School District and the Starting Right Now non-profit
organization are working together to allow the adaptive reuse of the Harris School, located at 4600 Haines
Road, as a teen residence. Allowing such a use on the Harris School property will require amendments to
the City’s Future Land Use Map, Official Zoning Map and possibly the Land Development Regulations.
The City Code allows City Council to initiate amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use
Map, Official Zoning Map and Land Development regulations.

The attached Resolution initiates the process for the appropriate amendments necessary to allow the
Harris School adaptive reuse project to move forward and refers them to the Community Planning and
Preservation Commission and the Development Review Commission, as may be necessary, for study and
public hearing.

Attachments (2) Resolution
Location map



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION INITIATING TEXT
CHANGES TO THE LAND DEVELOPMENT
REGULATIONS AND AMENDMENTS TO
THE FUTURE LAND USE PLAN MAP AND
THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP FOR
PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT
4600 HAINES ROAD (HARRIS SCHOOL),
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City is working with Pinellas County Schools and Starting Right Now (a
recognized 501c3 non-profit organization) to adaptively reuse the Harris School property for the purpose
of establishing a facility for high school students that have become homeless, and

WHEREAS, Starting Right Now’s mission is to end homelessness for an unaccompanied youth
by providing a stable home, obtaining employment, teaching financial literacy, life skills and promoting
educational achievement, and

WHEREAS, the Harris School has been vacant for an extended time and is presumed suitable for
adaptive reuse to a residence type of use, and

WHEREAS, the current Future Land Use (PR-R) and Zoning Map (NT-1) designations do not
allow a residence use of the type proposed, and

WHEREAS, City Council is authorized by Section 16.70.040.1.1.B of the City Code to initiate
amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land use Map, Official Zoning Map and the Land
Development Regulations, and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg,
Florida, that this Council hereby initiates amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, and to the Future Land
Use and Official Zoning Map designations and the Land Development Regulations, as may be necessary,
to allow the Harris School, located at 4600 Haines Road, to be converted to a supervised residence for
high school students that have become homeless, which shall be referred to the City’s Community
Planning and Preservation and Development Review Commission, as may be necessary, for study and
public hearing.

This Resolution shall become effective upon its adoption.
APER/O}{ ED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE

- 5-4-1%

Plafining and Economic Development Department "DATE
E-4-14
DATE

City Attorney’s Offic
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Meeting of August 7,2014
To: The Honorable Bill Dudley, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: An Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)A., St. Petersburg City Charter,
authorizing the restrictions contained in a Site Dedication (“Site Dedication”) dedicating the boat
ramp project area (“Project Area”) at Crisp Park to the public as a boating access facility for the
use and benefit of the general public from the date of execution of the Site Dedication by the
City to June 30, 2034, as a requirement for receipt of Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission (“FFWCC”) Grant from the Florida Boating Improvement Program, Boating and
Waterways Section for boat ramp improvements at Crisp Park; authorizing the Mayor or his
designee to execute a Site Dedication for the Project Area for a period ending June 30, 2034, and
all other documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; and providing an effective date.

Explanation: The Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC?”) offered the
City a Grant from the Florida Boating Improvement Program, Boating and Waterways Section
(“Grants™) for boat ramp improvements at Crisp Park. On October 17, 2013, City Council
adopted Resolution 2013-405 accepting the Grant for the construction of boat ramp
improvements at Crisp Park. FFWCC requires the execution of a dedication (“Site Dedication”)
for the Project Area to the public as boating access facility for the use and benefit of the general
public from the date of execution of the Site Dedication by the City to June 30, 2034, as a
requirement for receipt of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (“FFWCC”)
Grant and as a condition of the Grant.

Section 1.02(c)(5)a of the City Charter provides:

(c)
The disposition of park and waterfront property. With respect to the disposition of
waterfront or park property the following shall govern:

()

Exception for acceptance of grants. Notwithstanding any other provision of this
Charter, the following properties may be encumbered with assurances as to future
uses in order to receive grants from governmental agencies upon the approval of
City Council by an Ordinance receiving a public hearing and receiving an
affirmative vote from at least six members of City Council. Each such
encumbrance must be approved by a single ordinance dealing with only that
encumbrance:

A. Perpetual encumbrances or restrictions for property or portions of
property classified as Park or Waterfront property where such restrictions would
restrict the property to recreation uses provided such restrictions could be
removed by replacing the grant facility and transferring the encumbrance to a new
comparable park purchased at City expense or at the option of the Granting



Agency repaying the grant money. The City could also accept similar grants
having restrictions that are less than perpetual using the same ordinance adoption
procedure. :

The proposed Site Dedication is subject to the above procedures.

Recommendation. Administration recommends that City Council schedule a public hearing on
August 28, 2014, for the attached Ordinance. -

Cost/Funding /Assessment Information: There are no expenditures or receipts associated with
the passage of the Ordinance. Funding for the construction of the boat ramp improvements has
been previously approved.

Approvals:

Legal: m Administration:@éaq f( //lcé&(
| 7

Legal: 00199332.doc V.1




Ordinance No.

AN ORDINANCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION
1.02(c)(5)A., ST. PETERSBURG CITY CHARTER,
AUTHORIZING THE RESTRICTIONS CONTAINED IN A
SITE DEDICATION (“SITE DEDICATION”) DEDICATING
THE BOAT RAMP PROJECT AREA (“PROJECT AREA”) AT
CRISP PARK TO THE PUBLIC AS A BOATING ACCESS
FACILITY FOR THE USE AND BENEFIT OF THE GENERAL
PUBLIC FROM THE DATE OF EXECUTION OF THE SITE
DEDICATION BY THE CITY TO JUNE 30, 2034, AS A
REQUIREMENT FOR RECEIPT OF THE FLORIDA FISH AND
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION COMMISSION (“FFWCC”)
GRANT FROM THE FLORIDA BOATING IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM, BOATING AND WATERWAYS SECTION FOR
THE BOAT RAMP IMPROVEMENTS AT CRISP PARK;
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR HIS DESIGNEE TO
EXECUTE A SITE DEDICATION FOR THE PROJECT AREA
FOR A PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30, 2034, AND ALL OTHER
DOCUMENTS .NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE TH<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>