
 
May 21, 2015  

3:00 PM 

 

 

 

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
st
 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/
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May 21, 2015  

3:00 PM 

Council Meeting 

 

A. Meeting Called to Order and Roll Call. 

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

B. 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. 

C. Consent Agenda (see attached) 

D. New Ordinances - (First Reading of Title and Setting of Public Hearing) 

Setting June 4, 2015 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

1. Approving a vacation of four public right-of-way corners in the block bound by 2nd 

Avenue South, 4th Street South, 3rd Avenue South and 5th Street South (City File 15-

33000004).  

2. Approving an amendment to the St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land Development 

Regulations (LDRs) related to temporary parking lots associated with Tropicana Field 

(City File LDR-2015-02).  

3. Approving a vacation of air rights over a portion of 1st Avenue North and 2nd Street 

North; and setting forth a condition for the vacation to become effective (City File 15-

33000006).  

4. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in the Joint Participation Agreement (“JPA”) 

including but not limited to the Aviation Program Assurances (“Grant Assurances”), to be 

executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of the Florida Department of 

Transportation (“FDOT”) funds in an amount not to exceed $800,000 (“Grant”) to be used 

for the Southwest Hangar Redevelopment Project (#14168), rehabilitation of the existing 

Shade Shelter structure and Terminal Hangar Project (#13279) excess costs, if needed, 

which, inter alia, require that the City make Albert Whitted Airport available as an airport 

for public use on fair and reasonable terms, and maintain the project facilities and 

equipment in good working order for the useful life of said facilities or equipment, not to 
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exceed 20 years from the effective date of the JPA; approving a supplemental 

appropriation of $50,000 from the unappropriated balance of the General Capital 

Improvement Program Fund (3001) to the Southwest Hangar Redevelopment Project 

(14168); authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept the Grant in an amount not to 

exceed $800,000 and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; and 

providing for expiration. 

5. Ordinance in accordance with Section 1.02(c)(5)B., St. Petersburg City Charter, 

authorizing the restrictions contained in Assurances (“Grant Assurances”) which are set 

forth in the Grant Documents to be executed by the City, as a requirement for receipt of 

the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) Grant (“Grant”) in an amount not to exceed 

$2,500,000 for the Runway 7/25 Rehab Project (#14169) which, inter alia, require that the 

City will not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of the 

City’s right, title, or other interests in Albert Whitted Airport (“Airport”), nor cause or 

permit any activity or action on the Airport which would interfere with its use for airport 

purposes, for a period not to exceed 20 years from the date of acceptance of the Grant; 

authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for and accept the Grant in an amount not 

to exceed $2,500,000; authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute all documents 

necessary to effectuate this Ordinance; and providing for expiration. 

E. Reports 

1. Update on the Bridge Replacement Project - San Martin Blvd over Riviera Bay by Nancy 

McKibben, Project Coordinator at Pinellas County Office of Engineering. 

2. Port Terminal Building Lease Agreement - Pier Aquarium, Inc.  

3. Tampa Bay Estuary Program Oral Report and Approval of Tampa Bay Estuary Program 

Interlocal Agreement. (Councilmember Kornell) 

F. New Business 

1. Referring to the Committee of the Whole to discuss reestablishing the citizens group St. 

Pete Together. (Councilmember Kennedy) 

2. Requesting City Council evidence our support for Red Nose Day in our community and 

seek creative ways to raise funds for children and young people living in poverty. 

(Councilmember Kennedy) 

3. Requesting potential discussion on hosting a Historical Preservation Summit. 

(Councilmember Kennedy) 

G. Council Committee Reports 

1. Public Services & Infrastructure Committee. (04/23/15) 

(a) Ordinance amending the St. Petersburg City Code; providing for enhanced penalties 

for multiple violations of the noise ordinance. 

H. Legal 

1. An Attorney-Client Session, to be heard at 4:30 p.m., or soon thereafter, pursuant to 

Florida Statute 286.011(8), in conjunction with the lawsuit styled Quade Everett, etc. v. 

City of St. Petersburg, etc., Case No. 8:14-cv-2508-T-36AEP. 
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I. Public Hearings and Quasi-Judicial Proceedings - 6:00 P.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. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Lot Clearing Number 1550. 

2. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Securing Number 1199. 

3. Confirming the preliminary assessment for Building Demolition Number 426. 

4. Resolution approving to co-name a portion of 2nd Street, between 6th Avenue South and 

5th Avenue North, to University Way (City File SNC 15-01).  

5. Ordinance 164-H amending the St. Petersburg City Code by adding section 2-299 to 

division 7, Chapter 2, Article V, requiring contractors to employ disadvantaged workers 

on major construction projects; and providing the authority for the POD to promulgate 

policies and procedures to implement, monitor and enforce this requirement. 

6. Ordinance 169-H adopting the Community Redevelopment Plan for the Southside St. 

Petersburg Community Redevelopment Area. 

(a) A Resolution by City Council: 1) approving amendments to the June 3, 2014, 

“Southside St. Petersburg CRA Interlocal Agreement” to ensure its consistency with 

the South St. Petersburg Redevelopment Plan (Plan) and memorializing the terms of 

agreement between the City of St. Petersburg and Pinellas County necessary to 

effectuate the Plan’s approval; and 2) requesting City Administration undertake 

necessary amendments to the Intown Redevelopment Plan, the Bayboro Harbor 

Redevelopment Plan and their related instruments to finalize the terms of agreement. 

First Reading and First Public Hearings 

Setting July 23, 2015 as the public hearing date for the following proposed Ordinance(s): 

7. City-initiated Comprehensive Plan text amendments (City File LGCP-2015-02). 

(a) Ordinance amending Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element; adding new Map 6B, 

Skyway Marina District Activity Center; and amending Map 20, Future Major Streets.  

(b) Resolution transmitting the proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments for 

expedited state, regional and county review, in accordance with Chapter 163, Florida 

Statutes. 

8. Amending the Future Land Use designation of an estimated 256 acre subject property, 

generally located along both sides of 34th Street South, between 30th Avenue South and 

54th Avenue South, in the area known as the Skyway Marina District (City File FLUM-

27-A).  



5 

(a) Ordinance amending the Future Land Use Map designations from Planned 

Redevelopment-Commercial, Institutional and Residential Medium to Planned 

Redevelopment-Commercial (Activity Center Overlay), Institutional (Activity Center 

Overlay) and Residential Medium (Activity Center Overlay).  

(b) Resolution transmitting the proposed Future Land Use Map amendments for expedited 

state, regional and county review, in accordance with Chapter 163, Florida Statutes. 

Second Reading and Second Public Hearings 

9. Amending the Future Land Use and Zoning designations for an estimated 42.1 acre 

subject property, generally located in southwestern St. Petersburg, north of 35th Avenue 

South and south of 26th Avenue South, along Clam Bayou and Boca Ciega Bay (City File 

FLUM-25-A).  

(a) Ordinance 711-L amending the Future Land Use Map designation from 

Recreation/Open Space (R/OS), Preservation (P), Residential Urban (RU), Residential 

Medium (RM) and Water/Drainage (WD/F) Feature Overlay to R/OS, P and W/DF 

Overlay.  

(b) Ordinance 743-Z amending the Official Zoning Map designation from NSE 

(Neighborhood Suburban Estate), P (Preservation), NS-1 (Neighborhood Suburban-1) 

and NSM-1 (Neighborhood Suburban Multifamily-1) to NSE and P. 

10. Ordinance 166-H approving amendments to the St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, 

Land Development Regulations (LDRs) (City File LDR 2015-01). 

11. Ordinance 167-H adopting the City of St. Petersburg’s Downtown Waterfront Master 

Plan.   

J. Open Forum 

K. Adjournment 

1. On Thursday, May 21, 2015 in City Council Chambers, at 4:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter 

as the same may be heard, an Attorney-Client Session, pursuant to Florida Statute 

286.011(8), will be held in conjunction with the lawsuit styled Quade Everett, etc. v. City 

of St. Petersburg, etc., Case No. 8:14-cv-2508-T-36AEP.  Any or all of the following 

persons will be attending:  Charles Gerdes, Chair;  Amy Foster, Vice Chair;  James 

Kennedy; Bill Dudley; Darden Rice; Steve Kornell; Karl Nurse; Wengay “Newt” 

Newton;  Mayor Rick Kriseman; John C. Wolfe, City Attorney; Jacqueline M. 

Kovilaritch, Chief Assistant City Attorney; and Joseph P. Patner, Assistant City 

Attorney.  The open City Council meeting will begin at 3:00 p.m. in City Council 

Chambers, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.  During the public meeting, the 

session will be closed at 4:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the closed session may be 

heard, and only those persons described above together with a certified court reporter will 

be allowed to be present.  The subject matter of the meeting shall be confined to 

settlement negotiations and/or strategy related to litigation expenditures.  At the 

conclusion of the closed session the meeting will be re-opened to the public and the 

closed session will be terminated. 

A 
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Consent Agenda A 

May 21, 2015 

 

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. 

(Procurement) 

1. Approving the purchase of replacement vehicles from Duval Ford, LLC d/b/a Duval Ford 

for the Fleet Management Department at a total cost of $2,746,561. 

2. Renewing blanket purchase agreements with Air Mechanical and Services Corp. and 

Engineered Air Systems, Inc. for HVAC Maintenance & Repair Services at an estimated 

combined total of $600,000. 

(Leisure Services) 

3. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a grant from the State of Florida 

Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (“Department”) in an amount not to 

exceed $542,594 for the City’s summer food program and to execute a grant agreement 

and all other documents necessary to effectuate this transaction with the Department; and 

approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $542,594 from the increase in 

the unappropriated balance of the General Fund (0001), resulting from these additional 

revenues, to the Parks & Recreation Department. 
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Consent Agenda B 

May 21, 2015 

 

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. 

(Procurement) 

1. Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to Gulf States Industries, Inc., 

McMullen Roofing, Inc. and Tarheel Roofing, Inc. for roof repair services at an estimated 

combined total of $450,000. 

2. Accepting a proposal from Premier Magnesia, LLC, a sole source supplier, for wastewater 

odor control services for the Water Resources Department at an estimated annual cost of 

$400,000. 

3. Approving the purchase of tire treading and recapping services from Dan Callaghan 

Enterprises, Inc. d/b/a Callaghan Tire for the Fleet Management Department at an 

estimated annual cost of $340,000. 

4. Awarding a three-year blanket purchase agreement to Nite Owl Irrigation, Inc for 

irrigation system design, installation and repairs at an estimated cost of $195,000. 

5. Approving the purchase of replacement vehicles from Garber Chevrolet Buick GMC, Inc. 

for the Police Department at a total cost of $165,406.95. 

6. Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to Times Publishing Company dba 

Tampa Bay Times and Tampa Media Group, Inc. dba Tampa Tribune and for newspaper 

advertisements at a combined annual amount not to exceed $150,000. 

7. Awarding a one-year blanket purchase agreement to Safety Products Inc. for safety 

clothing and supplies at an estimated annual cost of $140,000. 

8. Renewing a blanket purchase agreement with Tetra Tech, Inc. f/k/a Leidos, Inc. for post-

disaster debris compliance monitoring services. 

(City Development) 

9. A Resolution approving the “2014 Annual Report for the Intown Areawide Development 

of Regional Impact” (IADRI).  

10. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a Lease Agreement with Pasadena Card 

Club, Inc., a Florida not-for-profit corporation, for the use of City-owned real property 

located at Ten Park Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida for a period of thirty-six (36) 

months, at an aggregate rent of $36.00; and to waive the reserve for replacement 

requirement. (Requires affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.) 
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(Public Works) 

11. Approving a First Amendment to the Cooperative Funding Agreement with the Southwest 

Florida Water Management District to extend the Contract End Date to June 1, 2016 for 

the City of St. Petersburg Toilet Replacement Program Phase 14; and authorizing the 

Mayor or his designee to execute the First Amendment. 

12. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute Task Order No. 12-13-AED/W to the 

A/E Agreement between the City of St. Petersburg, Florida and Advanced Engineering & 

Design, Inc., in the amount of $167,737 for design phase professional engineering 

services for the Lift Station 87 Childs Park Master Project (Engineering Project No. 

15058-111; Oracle No. 14809); rescinding unencumbered appropriations from the Water 

Resources Capital Projects Fund (4003), the LST #87 Childs Pk Master FY15 Project 

(14809)  in the amount of $190,000 and authorizing a supplemental appropriation in the 

amount of $190,000 from the unappropriated balance of the Water Resources Capital 

Projects Fund (4003) resulting from this rescission to the SAN #87 Childs Park FM FY15 

Project (14807).  

(Miscellaneous) 

13. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept a Federal Emergency Management 

Agency, Department of Homeland Security (“Grantor”) Assistance to Firefighters 

matching grant in the amount of $478,819 for the specific purpose of purchasing Source 

Capture Exhaust Extraction Systems (SCES) for all eligible fire stations and lightweight 

personal protective equipment for the Fire and Rescue Department under the Grantor’s 

Operations and Safety Program; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this 

transaction; and approving a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $484,455 from 

the increase in the unappropriated balance of the General Capital Improvement Fund 

(3001) resulting from these additional revenues to the 2014 AFG Grant Project (14944). 

14. Awarding a blanket purchase agreement to G.A. Food Services of Pinellas County, Inc. 

dba G.A. Food Service, Inc. for the Summer Food Service Program for the Parks and 

Recreation Department at an estimated annual cost of $419,615.01. 

15. Approving a negotiated agreement with Progressive Waste Solutions of FL, Inc., for the 

processing and marketing of commingled recyclable material collected by the Sanitation 

Department from single family residences and to provide a revenue share of the sellable 

recyclable materials to the City.   

16. Authorizing the City Attorney's Office to file a lawsuit against appropriate parties with 

respect to design and/or construction defects in a City Project. 

17. Authorizing Execution of a Partial Release of Plat Restrictions for the Whiteway Block 7 

Replat. 

( 
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Note:  An abbreviated listing of upcoming City Council meetings. Meeting Agenda 

City Council Meeting 

Thursday, May 14, 2015, 3:00 p.m., Council Chamber 

Consolidated Plan Review Committee 

Friday, May 15, 2015, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 

Budget, Finance & Taxation Committee 

Thursday, May 21, 2015, 8:00 a.m., Room 100 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 

Thursday, May 21, 2015, 9:15 a.m., Room 100 

Youth Services Committee 

Thursday, May 21, 2015, 10:30 a.m., Room 100 

Energy, Natural Resources & Sustainability Committee (ENRS)  

Thursday, May 21, 2015, 1:00 p.m., Room 100 

Fiscal Year 2016 Public Budget Summits 

Wednesday, May 20, 2015, Enoch Davis Center, 1111 18th Ave. S., 6:00 p.m.  

Tuesday, June 16, 2015, Willis S. Johns Recreation Center, 6635 Dr. MLK Jr. St. N., 6:00 p.m. 
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Board and Commission Vacancies 

Civil Service Board 

3 Alternate Members 

(Terms expire 6/30/16 & 6/30/17) 

Commission on Aging 

5 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16) 

City Beautiful Commission 

3 Regular Members 

(Terms expire 12/31/14 & 12/31/16) 

Public Arts Commission 

1 Regular Member 

(Term expires 4/30/18) 

Nuisance Abatement Board 

1 Regular Member 

(Term expired on 12/31/14) 
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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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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of four public right-of-way corners
in the block bound by 2 Avenue South, 4th Street South, 3rd

Avenue South and 5’ Street South (City File No.:15-33000004).

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration and the Development Review Commission
recommend APPROVAL.

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the first reading of the attached proposed ordinance; and
2) Set the second reading and public hearing for June 4, 2015.

The Request:
The request is to vacate the street corner rights-of-way which exist at all four corners of the
subject block. The specific easements proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached
maps and survey sketches. The applicant’s goal is to eliminate these rights-of-way to
accommodate unified redevelopment of the block with a project that has been designed to front
all street corners, which is consistent with the applicable zoning regulations.

Discussion:
The subject corner radii were dedicated to accommodate future intersection widening projects
which are no longer planned. The subject rights-of-way are no longer necessary. The vacation,
if approved, will not result in adverse impacts to the existing network. Allowing these
unnecessary rights-of-way to be vacated will facilitate redevelopment of the block with a new
project that is consistent with the overall goals of the DC zoning district.

As set forth in the attached report provided to the Development Review Commission (DRC),
Staff finds that vacating the air rights would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code and
the Comprehensive Plan. Staff is recommending approval of the proposed air rights vacation to
City Council.

Agency Review:
The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. No objections were expressed. Bright House Networks does not object subject to
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the applicant bearing the expense for relocation of any facilities. The City’s Engineering
Department does not object, subject to any public or private utilities being relocated or protect
by a utility easement.

DRC ActionlPublic Comments:
On April 1, 2015, the Development Review Commission (DRC) held a public hearing on the
subject application. No person spoke in opposition to the request. After the public hearing, the
DRC voted to recommend approval of the vacation of four public right-of-way corners.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the vacation of four public right-of-way corners,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Existing utilities shall be relocated at the expense of the applicant.

2. The applicant shall comply with the conditions of approval in the Engineering
Department’s memorandum that is attached to this staff report.

3. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work, inspections and costs
associated with the vacation.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF
FOUR PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY CORNERS IN THE
BLOCK BOUND BY 2’ AVENUE SOUTH, 4TH

STREET SOUTH, 3’ AVENUE SOUTH AND 5TH

STREET SOUTH; SETTING FORTH CONDITIONS
FOR THE VACATION TO BECOME EFFECTIVE;
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following four public right-of-way corners are hereby vacated
as recommended by the Administration and the Development Review Commission:

ALL of the Public Right-of-way at the four (4) corners (the Northeast, Southeast, Southwest and
Northwest corners) of Lot 1, Block 1, according to the plat of ST. PETERSBURG TIMES
REPLAT, as recorded in Plat Book 111, Page 87, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned right-of-way corners are not needed for
public use or travel.

SECTION 3. The vacation is subject to and conditional upon the following:

1. Existing utilities shall be relocated at the expense of the applicant.

2. The applicant shall comply with the conditions of approval in the
Engineering Department’s memorandum that is attached to this staff
report.

3. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work,
inspections and costs associated with the vacation.

SECTION 4. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it 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 the ordinance
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, 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 immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.
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___

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

st.petershurq DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSIONwww.stpete.or!t STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, Commission member
Samuel resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on April 1, 2015, at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City Hall,
175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 15-33000004 PLAT NO.: F-i

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of four public right-of-way corners in the
block bounded by 2nd Avenue South, 4th Street South, 3d Avenue
South and 5th Street South.

APPLICANT: Times Publishing Company
4901 1st Avenue South
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

AGENT: 4th Street South Residences II, LLC
5309 Transportation Blvd.
Cleveland, OH 44125

ADDRESS: 201 4th Street South
PARCEL ID NO.: 19-31-17-78428-001-0010

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING: DC-i

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION:

Request
The request is to vacate the street corner rights-of-way which exist at all four corners of the
subject block. The specific easements proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached
maps and survey sketches. The applicant’s goal is to eliminate these rights-of-way to
accommodate unified redevelopment of the block with a project that has been designed to front
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all street corners, which is consistent with the applicable zoning regulations. Staff finds that
vacating the subject rights-of-way would be consistent with the applicable criteria.

Analysis
Section 16.40.140.2.1E of the LDR’s contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

1. Easements for public utilities including storm water drainage and pedestrian easements may
be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility
companies.

The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. No objections were expressed. Bright House Networks does not object subject to
the applicant bearing the expense for relocation of any facilities. The City’s Engineering
Department does not object, subject to any public or private utilities being relocated or protected
by a utility easement.

2. The vacation shall not cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially impair or
deny access to any lot of record as shown from the testimony and evidence at the public
hearing.

If this application is approved, no substantial detrimental effect upon access to another lot of
record is anticipated.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.

The vacation, if approved, will not result in adverse impacts to the existing network. Allowing
these unnecessary rights-of-way to be vacated will facilitate redevelopment of the block with a
new project that is consistent with the overall goals of the DC zoning district.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The subject corner radii were dedicated to accommodate future intersection widening projects
which are no longer planned. The subject rights-of-way are no longer necessary.

5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council shall also consider any other
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare.

No other factors have been raised for consideration.

Comments from Agencies and the Public
The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. No objections were expressed. Bright House Networks does not object subject to
the applicant bearing the expense for relocation of any facilities. The City’s Engineering
Department does not object, subject to any public or private utilities being relocated or protect
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by a utility easement. No comments from the public have been received as of the date of this
report.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed right-of-way vacations. If the DRC is inclined to
support the vacation, Staff recommends the following special conditions of approval:

1. Existing utilities shall be relocated at the expense of the applicant.

2. The applicant shall comply with the conditions of approval in the Engineering
Department’s memorandum that is attached to this staff report.

3. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant shall replat the vacated rights-of-
way together with the abutting private property that will be redeveloped.

4. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work, inspections and costs
associated with the vacation and the required replat.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

COR D. MALYSZKA
Urban Design & Development Coordinator
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Dept.

REPORT APPROVED BY:

ELIZABETH ABERNETHY, AICP
Zoning Official
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Dept.
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MEMORANDUM
CiTY OF ST. PETERSBURG

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

i’O: Pamela (‘rook, Development Services

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supei-visor

DATE March 25, 2015

SUBJECT: Easement Vacation — Revised Comments

FILE: 15—33000004

LOCArFION: 201 41h Street South
PIN: 19/31/17/78428/001/0010
ATLAS: F-i
PROJECT: Easement Vacation

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of four Public right of way corners, the Northeast, Southeast1
Southwest and Northwest corners, in the block bounded by 2 Avenue South and 31(

Avenue South between 4th Street South and 5th Street South.

COMMENTS: The Engineering Department has no objection to the vacation request with the
lollowing conditions of approval:

1. The atlas sheet referenced on the distribution letter should be F-i rather than P-12 & P-14.

2. Any public or private infrastructure found within the easements to be vacated shall be relocated by
the utility owner or by the applicant (under the direction of the utility owner) at the sole expense of the
applicant.

3. Public sidewalks must be 10-feet wide in the DC zoning district. In areas where sidewalks must
meander around above grade obstructions (utility poles, traffic signal poles and control boxes, other
above grade utility infrastructure, landscaping, etc.), a minimum 8-foot wide clear sidewalk path must
be maintained around all above grade obstructions. If any portion of the required sidewalk is diverted
onto private property to maintain this minimum 8-foot wide path, then public sidewalk easement may
be required. Final parkway design shall be reviewed to assure that the intent of the sidewalk clear
path criteria is met when plans are submitted for permitting.

NED /jw

pc: Kelly Donnelly
Reading File
Correspondence File
2015 Easement Vacation File— 15-33000004
Subdivision File: ST. PETERSBURG TIMES REPLAT



Sril PIT1RSBU RG CITY COUNCIL

IV1eetiiit ol May 21, 2015

‘[( ): ilie l—Ionorable Charles W. Gerdes. I-sq .. Chair. and Members ui City Con neil

StJBjF(’T: City File LDR—2015—02: Amendiiii St. I&’teisbur City Code. Chapter I (. Land
)evelopmenl Regulations (“LI )Rs’

REQUEST: ( )rdinanee

___________________

amendins. Section I (.40.00.3.S titled “Teinpuivn’

I’(lI*iii IMIS /SV()( 701(’(I it’ll/i lI0/)i( ‘(1110 TOld. Fhe purpose oF this proposed
aniend ment is to temporan I y expand corn merci al parking opportu iii ties through
June 11,2017.

RECOM MEN DAT ION:

Administration:

The Administration recommends APPR( )VAL.

l)evelopment Review Commission:

The Commission concluded a public hearing on May 6. 2015 to consider
the request. The Commission voted 7—0 finding that the request is
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Citizen Input:

A letter of support From the Edge District Business Association is
attached.

Recommended City Council Action:

1. CONDUCT the first reading: and
2. SET the secoiid reading aiid public hearing for June 4.

Attachments: Ordinance
DRC Staff Report



ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT OF
THE PARKING AND LOADING, DESIGN STANDARDS
SECTION OF THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CODE;
AMENDING THE SECTION REGULATING TEMPORARY
PARKING LOTS ASSOCIATED WITH TROPICANA
FIELD; PROVIDING FOR TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL
PARKING ON AN INTERIM BASIS; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1. Section 16.40.090.3.8 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

I 16.40.090.3.8. - Temporary parking lots associated with Itropicana Fileld.

A. Temporary parking lots shall be allowed on properties in the following area, the boundaries of
which shall be, starting at 22nd Street and 1st Avenue N., thence south to 5th Avenue S., thence
east to 19th Street, thence south to 7th Avenue S., thence east to 17th Street, thence south to 9th
Avenue S., thence east to 16th Street, thence north to 7th Avenue S., thence east to Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. Street, thence north to 5th Avenue S., thence east to 6th Street, thence north to 1st
Avenue N., thence west to Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street, thence north to Arlington Avenue,
thence west to 13th Street N., thence north to Burlington Avenue, thence west to 16th Street,
thence north to 5th Avenue N., thence west to 1-275, thence south to Burlington Avenue, thence
east to 17th St., thence south to 1st Avenue N., thence west to 22nd Street. These properties shall
include properties that have existing, direct vehicular access to the streets that form the foregoing
boundary and shall include existing paved areas which are associated with an existing principal
use which are used as a parking lot for principal use. These properties may be used for
commercial parking purposes from March 20 through November 10 of each year to provide parking
for events occurring at Tropicana Field, provided the following design guidelines are complied with:

1. Parking lot layout and dimensions shall conform with this section.

2. Driveway aprons on the right-of-way shall be constructed in accordance with City
specifications.

3. Required accessible parking spaces shall be accessible, shall be paved and shall comply with
all other regulatory requirements.

4. Acceptable surfaces shall include asphalt, concrete, grass, shell, gravel or other similar
surfaces that do not cause erosion, barriers to pedestrian access, or adverse effects to
abutting parcels. When a grass or similar surface is used, the spaces shall be stabilized using
drought tolerant sod. If drive grass aisles or parking spaces are not maintained in a clean and
neat manner or the grass is not alive, thereby causing erosion or excessive amounts of dust,
the POD may require that the drive aisles and the parking spaces be surfaced with a surface
that is sufficiently durable to withstand the use.

5. Each parking space shall have a wheel stop to define the parking space location. On paved
surfaces stripping may be used to define the parking space location in lieu of wheel stops.
Wheel stops and striping shall be located so that vehicles do not over hang lot lines or drives
aisles.

6. The property shall meet all drainage standards required by the Code or other regulatory
authority.

_____________________________________________

LDR 2015-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 4



7. For property abutting a residential use, or across the alley from a property with a ground floor
residential use, or a property with an unexpired site plan approval which includes a ground
floor residential use, a six-foot masonry wall, or decorative wood, vinyl or other comparable
material fence which shall be stained and painted and not less than five feet in height, shall be
erected along the entire side of the property abutting or facing the residential use.

B. Parking loic approved pumuant to thin OLibOOction shall be allowed to be opon and operate
between November 1 1 and March 19 only for events at Tropcana Emici which are reasonably
expected to have more than 20000 attendees.

C. Parking lots located within a boundary beginning at 1 Avenue North and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Street North, thence south to 1st Avenue South, thence west to Street South, thence north to
151 Avenue North, thence east to the point of beginning, may be used for commercial parking
purposes yrr round, not related to Tropicana Field events and subject to the above design
guidelin€n Th exemption shall be on an interim basis through June 11, 2017, to allow for the
development and implementAtion of parking nolLitions that addrens the long term neecisof th
area.

D Enforcement. Each vehicle not parked in a defined parking space shall be a violation of this section
by the property owner, tenant or operator of the parking lot unless the parking lot is in compliance
with the following. When the parking lot is not in use-e-c-on—event-oocr+mn --mTop ana-F-1eld, the
property owner, tenant or operator shall barricade all vehicular entrances and access to the
property in such a manner as to prohibit all vehicular access. The property owner. tenant or
operator shall also post a sign at each entrance which shall state that the parking lot is closed and
no parking is permitted. A defined parking space shall be a parking space which is within the
parking lot and which is either striped or has a wheel stop.

EG. Failure to maintain any required design standard or to violate any approved maintenance plan shall
be a violation of this subsection.

I FL. A parking area which was the subject of an approved site plan relating to an existing legally
operating business shall be deemed to meet the conditions of this subsection if the property is in
compliance with the conditions of approval that were originally imposed by the City.

E-. P-r-iong- lets—aoproved--pwsuont to this suhseot.ens1zraEbe_aewed m be--open and operate
ee-n—Novernber 11 and March 19 only for events at Tropicana Field which are reasonably
e*eote4-to-4iave more

GE. Prior to the commencement of the use of a property for a parking lot, a scaled site plan showing
the lot dimensions and configurations of spaces shall be submitted to the POD for review. The
submittal shall also include a maintenance plan.

H. The allowance of temporary parking pursuant to this subsection shall not prohibit the POD from
issuing a temporary use permit for parking in any zoning district.

Section 4. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck through type is
language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language is language to be added to the
City Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated. Language in the City Code not
appearing in this ordinance continues in full force and effect unless the context clearly indicates
otherwise. Sections of this ordinance that amend the City Code to add new sections or subsections are
generally not underlined.

Section 5. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If any provision of
this ordinance is determined unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such determination shall not affect
the validity of any other provisions of this ordinance.

LDR 201 5-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 5



Section 6. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City
Charter, it 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 this Ordinance, in which case this Ordinance 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, 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 immediately upon a
successful vote to override the veto.

Approved as to for n content:

City Attorney (‘esignee)

LDR 201 5-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards
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PUBLIC HEARING

-
-1

st.petersburg
www.stpelo.org

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department

For Public Hearing on May 6. 2015
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North. St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 201 5-02

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
175 Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

REQUEST: A text amendment related to temporary parking lots located within the defined
Tropicana Field parking area (City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 16, Land
Development Regulations (“LDRs’), Section 16.40.090.3.8 titled “Temporary
Parking Lots Associated with Tropicana Field.” The purpose of this proposed
amendment is to temporarily expand commercial parking opportunities through
June 11,2017.

The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”)
review and recommend approval, confirming consistency with the City of St.
Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”).

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC,
acting as the Land Development Regulation Commission (‘LDRC”), is
responsible for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on
all proposed amendments to the LDRs.

EVALUATION:

Recommendation

The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

LDR 2015-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 1



Background and Analysis

The Edge District (‘District”), generally located along Central Avenue near Tropicana Field,
has been working in partnership with the City of St. Petersburg and the Florida Main Street
Program to recruit new investment, grow existing businesses, and increase the number of
full-time residents and visitors. Starting in 1998 with the inaugural season of the Tampa Bay
Rays, the District was heavily dependent upon support services and activities related to the
Tampa Bay Rays. Since that time however, the District has established a Business
Association, qualified as a Florida Main Street, diversified its collection of businesses, and
significantly increased the number of residential dwelling units.

Whereas the existing City Code accommodates the provision of temporary parking lots to
support the short-term increase in parking demand during events at Tropicana Field, the
City Code prohibits use of the same temporary parking lots when they are not in use for an
event at Tropicana Field. The City Code further requires that the property owner, tenant, or
operator barricade all vehicular entrances and access to the property when not in use. The
barricade shall include a sign indicating that the temporary parking lot is closed and no
parking is permitted. The general purpose of this restriction is to encourage redevelopment
of these vacant lots with meaningful square footage for commercial investment.

The revitalization of the District has been swift, and the need for parking has out-paced the
District’s ability to meet the increased demand. In order to support the continued
renaissance within the District, this amendment proposes to immediately increase the
supply of parking spaces on an interim basis through June 11, 2017. Such an action will
bring relief to existing businesses, visitors, and residents, and it will signal to investors that
the District deserves their serious consideration.

Specifically, the amendment proposes to qualify existing, temporary parking lots associated
with Tropicana Field, by decoupling the time and date restrictions to events at Tropicana
Field. The amendment is proposed on an interim basis and will sunset on June 11, 2017.
The objective is to provide immediate relief to the current parking shortage, while allowing
time for development of a master plan, comprehensive parking study, and consideration of
parking solutions that will address the long-term needs for this area.

ComplIance with the Comprehensive Plan

The following objectives and policies from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the
proposed amendment:

Vision Element 2.3: The Dome District and University Park ... not only have commercial
potential such as niche high-tech employment sites, but could in fact be the premier urban
villages providing varied housing alternatives for nearby office, hospital, university, cultural,
retailing and marina activities ... Surface parking lots should be encouraged to be
redeveloped with urban style buildings. Encourage shared parking in well designed
structures featuring retail and other pedestrian activities on the first floor.

LDR 201 5-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 2



Objective LU2I: The City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider for adoption,
amendments to existing and/or new innovative land development regulations that can
provide additional incentives for the achievement of Comprehensive Plan Objectives.

Policy LU2I.1: The City shall continue to utilize its innovative development regulations and
staff shall continue to examine new innovative techniques by working with the private
sector, neighborhood groups. special interest groups and by monitoring regulatory
innovations to identify potential solutions to development issues that provide incentives for
the achievement of the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

Housing Affordability Impact Statement

The proposed amendments will have no impact on housing, including affordability,
availability or accessibility. A Housing Affordability Impact Statement is attached.

Adoption Schedule

The proposed amendment requires one (1) public hearing conducted by the Development
Review Commission, and one (1) public hearing conducted by the City Council. The City
Council shall consider the recommendation of the DRC and vote to approve, approve with
modification or deny the proposed amendment:

• May 21, 2015- First Reading, City Council
• June 4, 2015 - Second Reading and Public Hearing

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Ordinance
2. Housing Affordability Impact Statement
3. Maps
4. Letter of Support [EDGE District]

LDR 201 5-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards
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ATTACHMENT
City of St. Petersburg

Housing Affordability Impact Statement

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million in State Housing
Initiative Partnership (SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these
funds, the City is required to maintain an ongoing process for review of local policies,
ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions that increase the cost of housing construction, or
of housing redevelopment, and to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative cost
per housing unit from these actions for the period July 1— June 30 annually. This form should
be attached to all policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing
costs, and a copy of the completed form should be provided to the City’s Housing and
Community Development Department.

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Economic Development

II. Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under
Consideration for adoption by Ordinance or Resolution:

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File
[DR 2015-02).

Ill. Impact Analysis:

A. Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, or plan amendment, (being adopted by
ordinance or resolution) increase the cost of housing development? (i.e. more
landscaping, larger lot sizes, increase fees, require more infrastructure costs up front,
etc.)

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes

_____

Explanation:

If Yes, the per unit cost increase associated with this proposed policy change is
estimated to be:

$________________________

B. Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, plan amendment, etc. increase the time
needed for housing development approvals?

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes — Explanation:

LDR 2015-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 7



IV: Certification

It is important that new local laws which could counteract or negate local, state and federal
reforms and incentives created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration.
If the adoption of the proposed regulation is imperative to protect the public health, safety and
welfare, and therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to continue the community’s
ability to provide affordable housing, please explain below:

CHECK ONE:

X The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment will not
result in an increase to the cost of housing development or redevelopment in the City of
St. Petersburg and no further action is required.( Please attach this Impact Statement to
City Council Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development
department.)

[ZA

_____

Department Director (signature) Date

OR

The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment being
proposed by resolution or ordinance will increase housing costs in the City of St.
Petersburg. (Please attach this Impact Statement to City Council Material, and provide a
copy to Housing and Community Development department.)

Department Director (signature) Date

Copies to: City Clerk
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development

LDR 2015-02: Text Amendments to Sections 16.40.090.3.8
Parking and Loading, Design Standards

Page 8
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EDGE District Business Association
11 B Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. St. S.

St. Petersburg, FL 33705

March 10, 2015

City of St. Petersburg,

The St. Petersburg EDGE District has for years been facing an increasingly serious problem of
parking inadequacies that negatively impact its economy and stunt its revitalization, which the
City Council has formally acknowledged and for which it has adopted recommendations. Now,
without having had any additional public parking created to ameliorate the problem, and, with
parking inadequacies at a critical tipping point while property for potential parking development
is rapidly disappearing, the EDGE District by and through the EDGE Business District
Association and the below-signed majority of EDGE District businesses urge the City’s
immediate action as herein described.

WHEREAS the EDGE District, which lies between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street and 16th
Street and between 15t Avenues North and South, is thus currently comprised:

• The District contains nearly 100 businesses employing hundreds of people; and

• The District’s commercial growth is changing rapidly, and includes multiple additional
businesses opening within the upcoming months, several of which will be parking-
intensive (2 restaurants and 1 full service bar), along with additional retail; and

• The District houses over 1,000 residents; and

WHEREAS the EDGE District parking is thus comprised:

• The core inventory for public parking in the District is only 285 spaces (170 on Central
Avenue with a two-hour limit during most hours, 100 on Baum Avenue with no time limit,
and 15 side-street two-hour spaces); and

• An ancillary public parking inventory exists on 1St Avenue North (88 parallel parking
spaces), but restrictions on time (two-hour limit), distance from corridor businesses on
Central, and distance from traffic light crossings - reduce the current usage; and

• The majority of all existing parking spaces in the District are privately owned, and public
use thereof is either prohibited or greatly restricted. These spaces are: private exclusive
(towing by ownership); private restricted (special event parking only); and private
communal (temporary arrangements retractable at any point); and

• Several business areas in the heart of the District (along the Central Avenue corridor)
are particularly vulnerable due to the extreme inadequacies of parking options for
potential customers and visitors, for example:

p. 1



o The Central Avenue corridor on the west end of the District, near l6 Street, contains
7 businesses yet has nearby access to only 28 public parking spaces (two-hour
limit). Of those 7 businesses, 3 are in the bar or restaurant category and comprise a
total area of over 7,500 square feet; and

o The Central Avenue corridor on the east end of the District, near Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. Street, contains 27 businesses with nearby access to a total of only 39
public parking spaces (two-hour limit). Of those 27 businesses, 5 are in the bar or
restaurant category and comprise a total area of over 7,500 square feet; and

o The midsection of the Central Avenue corridor contains 26 businesses with nearby
access to a total of only 118 pLiblic spaces (mix limit). Of those 26 businesses, 9 are
in the bar or restaurant category and comprise a total area exceeding 41,800 square
feet; and

o The minimum ratio for bars or restaurants according to SECTION 16.10.020.1 - USE
PERMISSIONS and PARKING_REQUIREMENTS MATRIX AND_ZONING MATRIX
should be 1 space per 150 square feet of GFA (gross floor area). Using this
minimum ratio, none of the above areas have adequate public parking for their
bar/restaurant businesses, let alone the 43 additional retail and professional
businesses; and

• District residents along the corridor can apply for permitted unlimited use of the District’s
public parking inventory, thereby further decreasing parking for business clientele; and

WHEREAS the EDGE District parking is further limited in a substantial way throughout the year
due to Tampa Bay Rays home games and other special events at Tropicana field, specifically:

• On Rays home game days hundreds of game attendees occupy parking spaces in the
District for up to 6 hours at a time, namely:

o Private communal parking arrangements in the District are mostly cancelled on
Rays home game days to sell parking to game attendees, eliminating that
parking option from the business inventory; and

o The only untimed/unlimited public parking in the District (along Baum Avenue) is
filled quickly on Rays home game days, eliminating that parking option from the
business inventory: and

• The substantial depletion of parking options for EDGE business inventory due to Rays
home games and other large scale events at the Tropicana property significantly impairs
access for employees and clientele in the District, which in turn causes further negative
economic impact for EDGE businesses; and

• As a result of the aforementioned, public perceptions of inadequate parking supply in the
District exist not only during baseball season, but also well into baseball’s off-season,
discouraging potential clientele from patronizing District businesses year round; and

WHEREAS even prior to the recent commercial and residential growth in the EDGE District, the
City identified parking inadequacies and recommended corrections, specifically:

p. 2



• Deficiencies in parking conditions were anticipated by previous consultant studies and
identified in their reports to City Council, with recommendations for correcting
deficiencies to accomplish plan objectives (see attachment); and

• City Council then adopted said recommendations and provided a source of funds to
acquire land (see attachment); and

WHEREAS it is therefore undisputed that substantial parking inadequacies exist in the EDGE
District and correction of that problem with public investment is necessary to sustain existing
businesses and the potential for new development; and

WHEREAS current developments in the EDGE District place even more urgency on a call for
action, specifically:

• Few parcels of land remain in the District that are available for converting into public
parking areas, either temporarily or permanently, and none of those remaining are
currently owned by the City or County; and

• District design plans and studies to address the parking issue are underway in the
EDGE District but will not be completed nor resolutions implemented within the
immediate future (projected plan/study timelines 6-8 months), during which time parking
inadequacies will be exacerbated by another Tampa Bay Rays season, and during
which time the remaining parcels of land described above may — as reasonably
projected by rapid development in the District — become unavailable.

THEREFORE the EDGE Business District Association Board along with the businesses and
property owners named below request the City of St. Petersburg to:

1. Remove the SEP limitation to all lots in the EDGE District as an immediate, short-term
measure which will provide some additional parking during non-Rays game days; and

2. Immediately acquire property in the EDGE District either through purchase, lease, or other
public-private collaboration to make that property available to the public for parking and with
recognition of the following:

a. Any delay in acquiring such property to await further development of the above-
described master design plan or parking study will negatively impact EDGE businesses
and put the District’s economic redevelopment at greater risk; and

b. The additional public parking should preserve space for staff and clientele of EDGE
businesses, especially during peak periods and during Rays home game days; and

c. The length of time the property is designated for public parking should track the
redevelopment goals of the EDGE District as outlined in the master design plan and
parking study as that plan and study are developed; and

d. Strategies to address the short-term and long-term parking needs in the EDGE District
will be developed from the above-described parking study and master plan, and at such
time as they are ready to implement, will be followed accordingly.

p. 3
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City
Council

SUBJECT: Ordinance approving a vacation of air rights (City File No.: 15-
33000006).

RECOMMENDATION: The Administration and the Development Review Commission
recommend APPROVAL.

The Administration and the Development Review Commission recommend APPROVAL.

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
1) Conduct the first reading of the attached proposed ordinance; and
2) Set the second reading and public hearing for June 4, 2015.

The Request:
The request is to vacate portions of the air rights over 1st Avenue North and 21 Street North.
The purpose is to allow for an observation balcony to cantilever over the sidewalks in the 1st

Avenue North and 2nd Street North rights-of-way. The size of the observation balcony is 2,169
square feet; of that 995 square feet encroach over the right-of-way. The observation balcony
will encroach 12 feet over 1st Avenue North and just over 14 feet along 2id Street North. The
observation deck will be elevated 15 feet above the grade of the existing sidewalks. The
expansion will allow the applicant to add additional space to the existing performance venue
known as Jannus Landing. The observation balcony will be open during concerts and also on
non-concert days.

Discussion:
The City has no need for the air rights above the existing sidewalk. The observation balcony
will be elevated 15 feet above the grade of the existing sidewalk. The observation balcony will
not obstruct the existing pedestrian network. The subject application was routed to all effected
utility companies and City departments. No objections were expressed.

As set forth in the attached report provided to the Development Review Commission (DRC),
Staff finds that vacating the air rights would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code and
the Comprehensive Plan. Staff is recommending approval of the proposed air rights vacation to
City Council.



City File No. 15-33000006 Page 2 of 2

Agency Review:
The request has been reviewed by appropriate City departments and public utility agencies.
There are no objections or concerns to the requested vacation.

DRC Action/Public Comments:
On May 6, 2015, the Development Review Commission (DRC) held a public hearing on the
subject application. No person spoke in opposition to the request. After the public hearing, the
DRC voted to recommend approval of the proposed air rights vacation.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Administration recommends APPROVAL of the air rights vacation, subject to the following
condition:

1. The area to be vacated shall not be fully enclosed with a building.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A VACATION OF
AIR RIGHTS OVER A PORTION OF 1ST AVENUE
NORTH AND 2N STREET NORTH; SETTING
FORTH A CONDITION FOR THE VACTION TO
BECOME EFFECTIVE, AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION 1. The following air rights are hereby vacated as recommended by
the Administration and the Development Review Commission:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT FOR BALCONY:

A PORTION OF THE AIR RIGHTS OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF 1ST AVENUE NORTH AND
STREET NORTH, LOCATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 19,

TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 WEST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK 25, REVISED MAP OF THE
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 49, OF THE PUBLIC
RECORDS OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, OF WHICH PINELLAS COUNTY WAS
FORMERLY A PART; THENCE N89°54’48”W, ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 1,
BLOCK 25, SAME BEING THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 1ST AVENUE NORTH, FOR
A DISTANCE OF 39.22 FEET; THENCE LEAVING THE SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 AND
SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE, N00°0507’E, 12.17 FEET; THENCE N89°57’49’E, 37.67 FEET;
THENCE S65°1333”E, 10.41 FEET; THENCE S37°58’30”E, 4.35 FEET; THENCE
S28°27’07”E, 4.29 FEET; THENCE S18°5122”E, 4.30 FEET; THENCE S09°20’19’E, 4.29
FEET; THENCE S00°02’ll’E, 4.29 FEET; THENCE S09°44’45”W, 4.29 FEET; THENCE
S18°59’40”W, 3.83 FEET; THENCE S89°57’04’E, 6.09 FEET; THENCE S34°29’21”W, 9.07
FEET; THENCE N55°30’39”W, 5.22 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO
THE NORTHWEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 24.40 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 29°30’16”,
SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF S49°14’29”W, 12.43 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF
SAID CURVE 12.57 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 25,
SAME BEING THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 2ND STREET NORTH; THENCE
N00°00’12”E, ALONG THE SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1 AND THE SAID WEST RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF 2ND STREET NORTH, A DISTANCE OF 32.38 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING, CONTAINING A SURFACE AREA OF 988.4 SQUARE FEET, OR 0.023 ACRES,
MORE OR LESS.

THE VERTICAL LIMITS OF SAID EASEMENT BEING AS FOLLOWS:

SIDEWALK GRADE UNDER STAIRS: 21.91 FEET (REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE LOWER LIMITS: 36.95 FEET (15-0 1/2” ABOVE REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE UPPER LIMITS: 53.10 FEET (TOP OF EXISTING BUILDING)

SAID ELEVATIONS BASED ON NORTH AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD’88),
MORE PARTICULARLY ON BENCHMARK “Y 63” (PID AG1057), LOCATED AT THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF 2ND AVENUE NORTH AND 3RD STREET NORTH HAVING A



PUBLISHED ELEVATION OF 28.38 FEET. THE ABOVE DESCRIBED EASEMENT CONTAINS
15,962.66 CUBIC FEET, MORE OR LESS.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT FOR STAIRS:

A PORTION OF THE AIR RIGHTS OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF 2ND STREET NORTH,
LOCATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH,
RANGE 17 WEST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK 25, REVISED MAP OF THE
CITY OF ST PETERSBURG, AS RECORDED IN FLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 49, OF THE PUBLIC
RECORDS OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, OF WHICH PINELLAS COUNTY WAS
FORMERLY A PART; THENCE S00°00’12”W, ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1,
SAME BEING THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 2N STREET NORTH, A DISTANCE OF
32.38 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE EASEMENT BEING DESCRIBED:
THENCE CONTINUE S00°00’12”W, ALONG THE SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 1 AND SAID
RIGHT OF WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 5.69 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE
CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 29.62 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 34°20’lO”, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF N51°39’26”W, 17.49 FEET; THENCE ALONG
THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 17.75 FEET; THENCE N55°30’39’W, 5.22 FEET TO THE
BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 24.40
FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 29°30’16”, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF S49°14’29”W,
12.43 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 12.57 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING, CONTAINING A SURFACE AREA OF 79.1 SQUARE FEET, OR 0.002 ACRES,
MORE OR LESS.

THE VERTICAL LIMITS OF SAID EASEMENT BEING AS FOLLOWS:

SIDEWALK GRADE UNDER STAIRS: 21.91 FEET (REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE LOWER LIMITS: 30.70 FEET (8-9 1/2” ABOVE REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE UPPER LIMITS: 53.10 FEET (TOP OF EXISTING BUILDING)

SAID ELEVATIONS BASED ON NORTH AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD’88),
MORE PARTICULARLY ON BENCHMARK “Y 63” (PID AG1057), LOCATED AT THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF 2ND AVENUE NORTH AND 3RD STREET NORTH HAVING A
PUBLISHED ELEVATION OF 28.38 FEET.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED EASEMENT CONTAINS 1,771.84 CUBIC FEET, MORE OR LESS.

SECTION 2. The above-mentioned air rights are not needed for public use or
travel.

SECTION 3. The vacation is subject to and conditional upon the following:

1. The area to be vacated shall not be fully enclosed with a building

SECTION 4. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it 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 the ordinance



shall become elfective 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, 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 immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

c-

Planning & Economic Development Dept. Date

City Attorney (Designee) Date



CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

___

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

____ ____

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION

st..petrsborq DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
www..stpeleorU STAFF REPORT

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
PUBLIC HEARING

According to Planning & Economic Development Department records, no Commission
member resides or has a place of business within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other
possible conflicts should be declared upon the announcement of the item.

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, for Public
Hearing and Executive Action on May 6,2015, at 2:00 P.M. in Council Chambers, City Hall, 175
5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

CASE NO.: 15-33000006 PLAT SHEET: E-2

REQUEST Approval of a vacation of air rights to construct an observation
balcony that will cantilever over the public sidewalk on 2 Street
North and 1st Avenue North

OWNER: Jannus Landing Retail Building, LLC
200 1st Avenue North, Suite 205
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

ADDRESS: 201 4th Street South
PARCEL ID NO.: 19-31-17-78428-001-0010

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File
ZONING DC-C

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION:

Request
The request is to vacate portions of the air rights over 1st Avenue North and 2 Street North.
The purpose is to allow for an observation balcony to cantilever over the sidewalks in the 1st

Avenue North and 2nd Street North rights-of-way. The size of the observation balcony is 2,169
square feet; of that 995 square feet encroach over the right-of-way. The observation balcony
will encroach 12 feet over 1st Avenue North and just over 14 feet along 2 Street North. The
observation deck will be elevated 15 feet above the grade of the existing sidewalks. The
expansion will allow the applicant to add additional space to the existing performance venue
known as Jannus Landing. The observation balcony will be open during concerts and also on
non-concert days.



Case No. 15-33000006
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Analysis
Section 16.40.l’10.2.1E of the LDRs contains the criteria [or reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

A. Land Development Regulations
Section 16.40.140.2.1E of the LDR’s contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations.
The criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff.

1. Easements for public utilities including stormwater drainage and pedestrian easements may
be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility
companies.

The observation balcony will be elevated 1 5 feet above the grade of the existing sidewalk. The
observation balcony will not obstruct the existing pedestrian network. The subject application
was routed to all effected utility companies and City departments. No objections were
expressed.

2. The vacation shall not cause a substantial detrimental effect tip on or substantially impair or
deny access to any lot of record as shown from the testimony and evidence at the public
hearing.

The air rights vacation will not impede or deny access to the public.

3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods.

The air rights vacation is over existing sidewalks and will not impact the existing road network.

4. The easement is not needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for
rights-of-way, there is no present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors.

The City has no need for the air rights above the existing sidewalk.

5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council shall also consider any other
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare.

No other factors have been raised for consideration.

There are no neighborhood or special area plans which affect vacation of right-of-way in this
area of the City.

Comments from Agencies and the Public
The application was routed to all affected City departments and outside utilities for review and
comment. No objections were expressed. No comments from the public have been received as
of the date of this report.
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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed air rights vacation subject to the Following
condition of approval:

1.) The area to be vacated shall not be fully enclosed with a building.

REPORT PREPARED BY:

Urban Design & Development Coordinator
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Dept.

REPORT APPROVED BY:

ELIZABETH ABERNETHY, AICP
Zoning Official
Development Review Services Division
Planning & Economic Development Dept.
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THIS IS I A SURVEY. SEC.19 , TWP. 31S., RNG.17E.
THERE MAY E ADDI1TONAI. RES1RI(flO A&FECTINQ THIS PROPERTY THAT MAY liE FOUND IN THE PJDUC
RECORDS PINELLAS COUN1Y, FLORIDA

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT FOR BALCONY:

A PORTION OF THE AIR RIGHTS OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF 1ST AVENUE NORTH AND 2ND STREET
NORTH, LOCATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17
WEST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA. BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK 25, REVISED MAP OF THE CITY OF ST
PETERSBURG, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 49, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, OF WHICH PINELLAS COUNTY WAS FORMERLY A PART; THENCE
N89’54’48”W, ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 25, SAME BEING THE SOUTH RIGHT
OF WAY LINE OF 1ST AVENUE NORTH, FOR A DISTANCE OF 39.22 FEET; THENCE LEAVING THE
SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 AND SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE, NOCFO5’07”E. 12.17 FEET; THENCE
N89’57’49E, 37,67 FEET; THENCE S6513’33E, 10.41 FEET; THENCE S3T58’30”E, 4.35 FEET;
THENCE S2827’07”E, 4.29 FEET; THENCE S1851’22”E, 4.30 FEET; THENCE S09’20’19”E, 4.29
FEET; THENCE SOCTO2’ll”E, 4.29 FEET; THENCE SO944’45’W, 4.29 FEET; THENCE S18’59’40”W,
3.83 FEET; THENCE S8957’O4E, 6,09 FEET; THENCE S34’29’21”W, 9.07 FEET; THENCE
N553O’39”W, 5.22 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST, HAVING
A RADIUS OF 24.40 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 293O’16”, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF
S4914’29W, 12.43 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 12.57 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BLOCK 25, SAME BEING THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 2ND
STREET NORTH; THENCE N0O0O’12”E, ALONG THE S,JD EAST LINE OF LOT I AND THE SAiD WEST
RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF 2ND STREET NORTH, A DISTANCE OF 32.38 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING, CONTAINING A SURFACE AREA OF 98&4 SQUARE FEET, OR 0.023 ACRES. MORE OR
LESS.

THE VERTICAL LIMITS OF SAID EASEMENT BEING AS FOLLOWS:

SIDEWAJJ< GRADE UNDER STAIRS: 21.91 FEET REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATiON OF THE LOWER LIMITS: 36.95 FEET 15’—O 1/2” ABOVE REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATiON OF THE UPPER LIMITS: 53.10 FEET TOP OF EXISTING BUILDING)

SAID ELEVATIONS BASED ON NORTH AMERICAN VERTiCAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD ‘88), MORE
PARTICULARLY ON BENCHMARK ‘N’ 63 (P10 AG1057), LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
2ND AVENUE NORTH AND 3RD STREET NORTH HAVING A PUBLISHED ELEVATION OF 28.36 FEET.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED EASEMENT CONTAiNS 15,962.66 CUBIC FEET, MORE OR LESS.

NOTES:

1. BEARINGS FOR THIS SKETCH & DESCRIPTiON ARE BASED ON THE NORIH UNE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 21. RE’dlSEI) MAP OF THE CITY OF ST PETERSBURG HAVING A
BEARING OF S89’54’48E, ACCORDING TO RECORDED DEEDS.

2. ADDONS OR DELE11ONS TO SURVEY MAPS OR REPORTS Y OThER THAN ThE SIGNING PARrY OR PARTIES IS PROHIBrTED.
3. ThIS SKETCH & DESCRIPTION IS BASED ON U.S. SURVEY FEET.
4. ThIS LEGAL DESCRIP1TON AND SKETCH WAS PREPARED WiTHOUT ThE BENEFIT OF AN ABSTRACT OF TiTLE AND MAY BE SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS,RIGHTS—OF—WAY AND OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD. ThE GEOMETRY AS DESCRIBED ON ThE RECORDED DOCUMENTS AS NOTED HEREIN AND IS SUBJECT TO ANACCURATE F1D BOUNDARY SURVEY.

ID EU E SS00lATES
L7 CEUC C 7 4N 13E12 320 FLORIDA UCENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER

CONSULTING ENGINEERS ..._ CAN0URVEYO9S LAN7LANNE3S UCENSFOUG5INESSNIJSIUER 107

SKETCH & DESCRIPTION WORK ORDER2OCO-525

AIR RIGHTS EASEMENT DATE: O4/28/1

ORAM4: RM
200 1ST AVENUE NORTH SCALE: N/A

JAMES R. McMATI-I, PSM, LS 5126
ST PETERSBURG FLORIDA EET NO. 1 OF 3

I.p
fl5gfl,•_,_pC O, Ul3 — 1:04pm A:’1.AU

...._ UU lit AVI



THIS IS NDI A SURVEY.

THERE MAY L M)DIflONAL RESTRICIIONS AFFEUflNO THIS PROPERrY 1HAT MAY BE FOUND IN THE PJBUC
RECORDS OF THIS COUNTY.

SEC.19 , TWP. 31S., RNQ. 17E.

PINELLAS COUN1Y, FLORIDA

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT FOR STAIRS:

A PORTION OF THE AIR RIGHTS OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF 2ND STREET NORTH, LOCATED IN THE
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 WEST, PINELLAS COUNTY,
FLORIDA. BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, BLOCK 25. REVISED MAP OF THE CITY OF ST
PETERSBURG, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1, PAGE 49, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, OF WHICH PINELLAS COUNTY WAS FORMERLY A PART; THENCE
SOO’OO’12”W, ALONG THE EAST UNE OF SAID LOT 1, SAME BEING THE WEST RIGHT OF WAY LINE
OF 2ND STREET NORTH, A DISTANCE OF 32.38 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE
EASEMENT BEING DESCRIBED; THENCE CONTINUE SO0’OO’12”W, ALONG THE SAID EAST LINE OF
LOT 1 AND SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE. A DISTANCE OF 5.69 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE
CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 29.62 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
34’20’1O”, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF N51’39’26”W, 17,49 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF
SAID CURVE 17.75 FEET; THENCE N55’30’39”W, 5.22 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A CURVE
CONCAVE TO THE NORTHWEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 24.40 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
2930’16”, SUBTENDED BY A CHORD OF S49’14’29”W, 12.43 FEET; THENCE ALONG ThE ARC OF
SAID CURVE 12.57 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. CONTAINING A SURFACE AREA OF 79.1
SQUARE FEET, OR 0.002 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

THE VERTICAL LIMITS OF SAID EASEMENT BEING AS FOLLOWS:

SIDEWALK GRADE UNDER STAIRS: 21.91 FEET REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE LOWER LIMITS: 30.70 FEET 8’—9 1/2” ABOVE REFERENCE POINT)
ELEVATION OF THE UPPER LIMITS: 53.10 FEET TOP OF EXISTING BUILDING)

SAID ELEVATIONS BASED ON NORTH AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD ‘88), MORE
PARTICULARLY ON BENCHMARK “Y 63” (PID AG1057), LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
2ND AVENUE NORTH AND 3RD STREET NORTH HAVING A PUBLISHED ELEVATION OF 28.38 FEET.

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED EASEMENT CONTAiNS 1,771.84 CUBIC FEET, MORE OR LESS.

NOTF5

1. BEARINGS FOR THIS SKETCH a DESCRIP11ON ARE BASED ON THE NORTH LiNE OF LOT 1, BLOCK 21. RE1SED MAP OF ThE CFfl’ OF ST PETERSBURG HAVING A
BEARING OF S89’54’48’E, ACCORDING To RECORDED DEEDS.

2. ADDfl1ONS OR DELEflONS TO SURVEY MAPS OR REPORTS BY OThER THAN ThE SIGNING PARTY OR PARTiES IS PROHIBITED.
3. ThIS SKETCH a DESCRIPTiON IS BASED ON U.S. SURVEY FEET.
4. ThIS LEGAL DESCRIP11ON AND SKETCH WAS PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF AN ABSTRACT OF TItLE AND MAY BE SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS,

RIGHTS—OF—WAY AND OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD. THE GEOMETRY AS DESCRIBED ON ThE RECORDED DOCUMENTS AS NOTED HEREIN AND IS SUBJECT TO ANACCURATE FiELD BOUNDARY SURVEY.

QEUEL & ASSOCIATES
0 I 0’N 7 20 FLORIDA UCENSED SURVEYOR AND MAPPER

c:ON0UrIN0 ENOI-’iLR JHV-0CR5 UN0 PLAN\f IIc:rN000 3U.NLoo NuMbeo 07

SKETCH & DESCRIPTION WORK ORDERI2000-525

SEE SHEET 1 OF 3 FOR AIR RIGHTS EASEMENT DATE: 04/28/15

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS AND 200 1ST AVENUE NODTH
DRA RM

SURVEYORS SIGNATURE SCALE: N/A

ST PETERSBURG FLORIDA EET NO. 2 OF 3
Apr 28, 2015 — 1:54pm X:\CAD rro.c1s\rroJ.v1\Luuu\Luuu—525—3 200 let Ave N\Survey\Acad\2ODO—525—5LS.dwg



THIS IS NQI A SURVEY.
THERE MAY HE ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS .FFECflNG THIS
PROPERTY BlAT MAY BE FOUND IN THE PIJDIJC RECORDS OF
THIS COUNTY.
THIS LEGAL DESCRIPTTON AND SKETCH WAS PREPARED WiTHOUT
THE BENEFIT OF A TITLE INSURANCE.

1ST AVENUE NORTH

SEC.19 , TWP. 31S,, RNG. 17E.

PINELLt COUNTY, FLORIDA
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SCALE: 1 - 10’
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D1. BEARINGS FOR THIS SKETCH & DESCRIP11ON ARE BASED ON THE NORTH LINE OF LOT I, BLOCK 21, Ci
REViSED MAP OF ThE CITY OF ST PETERSBURG HAViNG A BEARING OF S89’54’48”E. ACCORDING TO
RECORDED DEEDS.

2. AL)OONS OR DELETiONS TO SURVEY MAPS OR REPORTS BY O1NER ThAN ThE SIGNING PARTY OR PARTiES
IS PROHIBITED.

3. THIS SKETCH & DESCRIPTiON IS BASED ON U.S. SURVEY FEET.
4. ThIS LEGAL DESCRIPTiON AND SKETCH WAS PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFW OF AN ABSTRACT OF TITLE

AND MAY BE SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS—OF—WAY AND OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD.
THE GEOMETTh’ AS DESCRIBED ON THE RECORDED DOCUMENTS AS NOTED HEREIN AND IS SUBJECT TO AN
ACCURATE FiELD BOUNDARY SURVEY.
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SKETCH & DESCRIPTION WORK ORDER2OOO-525

SEE SHEET 1 OF 3 FOR L&JR RIGHTS EASEMENT DATE: 04/28/15

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS AND 200 1ST AVENUE NORTH
DRAWN: RM

SURVEYORS SIGNATURE SCALE: 11O’

ST PETERSBURG ftORIDA EET NO. 3 OF 3
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MEMORANI)tJM
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

ENGINEERIN(I DEPARTMENT

K): Pamela Crook, I)evelopment Services

FW)M: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor

I)ATE April 10, 2015 ( RECEIVED
SUBJECT: Air Rights Vacation

APR 1 0 2015
H LE: 15-33000006

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
— SERVICES

LOCATION: 200 id Aenue North
lI N: 19/31/1 7/74466/025/0010
ATLAS: E-2
lROJECT: Air Rights Vacation

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of air rights to construct an observation balcony that will
cantilever over the public sidewalk on 21 Street North.

COMMENTS: The Engineering Department has no objection to the air rights vacation request.
Clearances shown over the sidewalk are acceptable to Engineering since the clearances are greater than
those required cor encroachments of incidental details into the air rights envelope described in City
Code Section 25-275. Since the balcony stair is a required exit for occupancy of the building, vacation
of the air rights seems appropriate.

NED /j

pc: Kelly Donnelly
Reading File
Correspondence File
2015 Right oF Way Vacation File— 15-33000006
Subdivision File: REV MAP OF ST PETERSBURG
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MEMORANDUM

TO: llizabcth Abcrneihy
( ity of St. Petersburg, I )evclopment Services

FROM: I ,ukc C. Williams
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

Assislani. Chief ol Police
APR28 2O1 :

DATE: April 22, 2015
PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPUt :

SUBJECT: Vacation of Alley Way for Application #15-33000006: —

I received your memorandum regarding the proposed vacation of the air space above the

sidewalk ROW at the corner of 1 Avenue North and 21 Street, “Jannus Live.” I provided the

documentation packet to our Special Events Commander, Lieutenant Markus Hughes. He

reviewed all the facts and surveyed the site in person. 1-Je presented three concerns with the

plans as they are currently proposed.

1. Safety of pedestrians in the area below the proposed balcony. Will there be drinks served

to the subjects on the balcony that could present a danger to the pedestrians below,

specifically glassware (beer bottles and cocktail glasses.) These items could be used as

an intended weapon, or even dropped on accident and present a danger to others.

Additionally, what will be done in an attempt to prevent the spillage of drinks and other

items (cigarettes) on to people below the balcony?

2. It is unknown if there will be speakers set up on this outdoor balcony space. The current

City Ordinance that addresses noise limits is under review with City Council, and may

impact this new space if the intent is to set up additional outdoor speakers in this area.

3. Possible blockage of the sidewalk space by the needed support columns for the new

balcony. With the added columns in place in this area, it may become difficult to move a

large crowd of people through the space efficiently. This includes both the large crowds

that may he at Jannus Live for a concert as well as the larger weekend bar crowds at

closing time.

I want to thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. Public safety concerns have always

been a priority issue with the St. Petersburg Police Department in an effort to reduce accidents

and makethefta for our citizens and visitors.

Luke C. Williams, Assistant Chief of Police

Uniform Services Bureau

cc: Accreditation





























ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charles W. Gerdes, Chair and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to execute a Lease
Agreement with Pier Aquarium, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for space within the
City-owned Port Terminal Building located at 250 - 8th Avenue Southeast, St. Petersburg, to
operate a marine science exhibition center for a period of three (3) years for nominal rent; and to
execute all documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date. (Requires

affinnative vote of at least six (6) menthers of City Council.)

EXPLANATION: Real Estate & Property Management received a request from City
Administration to negotiate a lease agreement with Pier Aquarium, Inc., a Florida non-profit
corporation (Tenant), for the purpose of utilizing the City-owned Port Terminal Building
located at 250 — 8th Avenue Southeast, St. Petersburg (Premises), to operate a marine science
exhibition center.

City Administration has been working with the St. Petersburg Ocean Team (Team) to create a

viable use of the Port Terminal Building that would provide an educational outreach to the

community with an emphasis on marine science. The Team is a consortium of marine science,

oceanographic and environmental research agencies and institutes including, USF College of

Marine Science, Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission, SRI International, NOAA

National Marine Fisheries Service, International Ocean Institute, Tampa Bay Estuary Program,

USF Research & Innovation, United States Geological Survey, Florida Institute of

Oceanography, US Coast Guard Sector St. Petersburg, City of St. Petersburg, USF St. Petersburg,

and Eckerd College Marine Science Department.

The result of this collaboration is Secrets of the Sea Marine Exploration Center and Aquarium

and will feature interactive marine science educational exhibits located within the existing Port

Terminal Building to be operated by Tenant, the Team’s official corporate entity. The concept
entails filling the terminal building with interactive marine science/research educational
exhibits and displays sponsored by members of the Team.

Some of the exhibits include marine life touch tanks, ‘Science on a Sphere”, a real-time global
ocean display, “Blue Ocean” films within a small viewing room; and

The Tenant has executed a Lease Agreement (“Lease”) with the City, subject to the approval of
City Council, with the following business points:

1. Term. The initial term of the Lease is three (3) years (‘Term”).

2. Renewal. The City Charter Sec. 1.02. Park and Waterfront Property use and disposition
limits the Lease term to not more than ten (10) years. Due to the initial Term, the Tenant
will have the option of two (2) one (1) year extensions (“Renewal Term”) that may be
exercised during the final six (6) months of the Term or the first Renewal Term.

CM 150521 —1 RE Pert Tcriniiiil Building L’te 00231S82 I



3. Rent. Rent is $10.00 for each year of the Term and any Renewal Term.

4. Tenant Work. Tenant shall be responsible for all costs and expenses for any interior
buildout of the Premises for its permitted use.

5. City Work.
A. Financial. City is providing the building improvements (‘City Improvements”) to

include plans, specifications and construction costs to be funded by residual funds
remaining from the Port Wharf Renovation/Improvements project. These funds are
a combination of State grant and City funds. All City Improvements will be
finalized and managed at City’s direction.

B. Security. City shall provide security in accordance with federal regulations. Any
additional security related costs for Tenants exhibits or public use shall be at
Tenant’s expense.

C. Parking. City shall control all parking and receive all parking revenues at the Port.
D. Utilities. City shall provide for separate connections for utilities, including water

and electric. Tenant shall be responsible for all utility costs.
E. Buildings. City shall, in its sole discretion, make improvements to the buildings

including, but not limited to, selective demolition of interior partitions and finishes
including the existing Port Security Office, construction of new interior partitions,

texturing of existing walls, new floor finishes, new paint, two (2) new floor drains,
installation of piping for new purified water supply, new wall and ceiling electrical
outlets, new track and recessed lighting. Additionally, subject to available funding,
City will design and bid as an Additive Alternate an inverter for connectivity to a

photo-voltaic solar array. City will provide signed and sealed drawings, obtain
plan approvals through the City’s Construction Services cSr Permitting Department
(“CSP”), competitively bid and award the construction contract, and oversee and

inspect the construction work. The City Improvements will be provided to the
Tenant for its use upon obtaining a certificate of completion from CSP and final
acceptance of the work by the City. The construction value of the City Work shall
not exceed $90,000.

F. Theater Space. In the event that Tenant requests City to provide services set forth in
the March 25, 2015 proposal revised on March 27, 2015, from Harvard Jolly entitled
“City of St. Petersburg Port Terminal Building—Supplemental Design Service
Proposal (new Theater Space) for Architectural/Engineering Design and
Construction Administration Services’, Tenant shall reimburse City up to $14,900
for such services.

The Premises are identified on the Parks & Waterfront Property Map as the Airport/Port
Operations Area and has a ten (10) year lease limitation. The Lease is in compliance with
Section 1.02(c)(2) of the City Charter which permits a lease not exceeding the lease terms
permitted by the City Park and Waterfront Map with an affirmative vote of at least six (6)
members of City Council.
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RECOMMENDATION: Administration recommends that City Council adopt the attached
resolution authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to execute a Lease Agreement with Pier
Aquarium, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for space within the City-owned Port
Terminal Building located at 250 — 81 Avenue Southeast, St. Petersburg, to operate a marine
science exhibition center for a period of three (3) years for nominal rent; and to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate same; and providing an effective date.

COST/FUNDING/ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:
Port Wharf Renovllmps FY14, Awards 80972 and 81026.

ATTACHMENTS:

APPROVALS:

Legal: 00231882,doc V. 3

Illustration, Resolution

Administration:

Budget:

Legal:

Funds are available in Project 14122-

(As to consistency v/attached legal documents)
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ILLUSTRATION

8th Ave SE

Building “B ±6,834SF

Building ‘A ±4,746SF

Wharf Area

5k.,, b, A.,, Sk.h
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Resolution No. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A LEASE
AGREEMENT WITH PIER AQUARIUM, INC., A
FLORIDA NON-PROFIT CORPORATION, FOR
SPACE WITHIN THE CITY-OWNED PORT
TERMINAL BUILDING LOCATED AT 250 - 8TH

AVENUE SOUTHEAST, ST. PETERSBURG, TO
OPERATE A MARINE SCIENCE EXHIBITION
CENTER FOR A PERIOD OF THREE (3) YEARS
FOR NOMINAL RENT; AND TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
SAME; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Real Estate & Property Management received a request from City
Administration to negotiate a lease agreement with Pier Aquarium, Inc. a Florida non-profit
corporation (Tenant), for the purpose of utilizing the City-owned Port Terminal Building
located at 250 - 8th Avenue Southeast, St. Petersburg (Premises), to operate a marine science
exhibition center; and

WHEREAS, City Administration has been working with the St. Petersburg Ocean
Team (‘Team’) to create a viable use of the Port Terminal Building that would provide an

educational outreach to the community with an emphasis on marine science; and

WHEREAS, the Team is a consortium of marine science, oceanographic and
environmental research agencies and institutes including, USF College of Marine Science,
Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission, SRI International, NOAA National Marine
Fisheries Service, International Ocean Institute, Tampa Bay Estuary Program, USF Research &
Innovation, United States Geological Survey, Florida Institute of Oceanography, US Coast
Guard Sector St. Petersburg, City of St. Petersburg, USF St. Petersburg, and Eckerd College
Marine Science Department; and

WHEREAS, the result of this collaboration is ‘Secrets of the Sea Marine
Exploration Center and Aquarium” and will feature interactive marine science educational
exhibits located within the existing Port Terminal Building to be operated by Tenant, the Team’s
official corporate entity; and

WHEREAS, the concept entails filling the terminal building with interactive
marine science/research educational exhibits and displays sponsored by members of the Team;
and

WHEREAS, some of the exhibits include marine life touch tanks, “Science on a
Sphere, a real-time global ocean display, “Blue Ocean” films within a small viewing room; and

CM 150521 — 1 RE Port Tc, ‘dna! Building Lease 00231552 1



WHEREAS, the Tenant has executed a Lease Agreement (Lease) with the City,
subject to the approval of City Council, with the following business points:

1. Term. The initial term of the Lease is three (3) years (Term).

2. Renewal. The City Charter Sec. 1.02. Park and Waterfront Property use
and disposition limits the lease term to not more than ten (10) years. Due to the
initial three (3) year term, the Tenant shall have the option of two (2) one (1) year
extensions (‘Renewal Term) that may be exercised during the final six (6)
months of the Term or the first Renewal Term.

3. Rent is $10.00 for each year of the Term and any Renewal Term.

4. Tenant Work. Tenant shall be responsible for all costs and expenses for
any interior buildout of the Premises for its permitted use.

5. City Work.

A. Financial. City shall provide building improvements (“City
Improvements”) to include plans, specifications and construction costs to
be funded by residual funds remaining from the Port Wharf
Renovation/Improvements project. These funds are a combination of
State grant and City funds. All City Improvements will be finalized and
managed at City’s direction.

B. Security. City shall provide security in accordance with federal
regulations. Any additional security related costs for Tenant’s exhibits or
public use shall be at Tenant’s expense.

C. Parking. City shall control all parking and receive all parking
revenues at the Port.

D. Utilities. City shall provide for separate connections for utilities,
including water and electric. Tenant shall be responsible for all utility
costs.

E. Buildings. City shall, in its sole discretion, make improvements to
the buildings including but not limited to selective demolition of interior
partitions and finishes including the existing Port Security Office,
construction of new interior partitions, texturing of existing walls, new
floor finishes, new paint, two new floor drains, installation of piping for
new purified water supply, new wall and ceiling electrical outlets, new
track and recessed lighting. Additionally, subject to available funding,
City will design and bid as an Additive Alternate an inverter for
connectivity to a photo-voltaic solar array. City will provide signed and
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sealed drawings, obtain plan approvals through the City’s Construction
Services & Permitting Department (CSP), competitively bid and award
the construct-ion contract, and oversee and inspect the construction work.
The City Improvements will be provided to the Tenant for its use upon
obtaining a certificate of completion from CSP and final acceptance of the
work by the City. The construction value of the City Work shall not
exceed $90,000.

F. Theater Space. In the event that Tenant requests City to provide
services set forth in the March 25, 2015 proposal revised on March 27,
2015, from Harvard Jolly entitled City of St. Petersburg Port Terminal
Building—Supplemental Design Service Proposal (new Theater Space) for
Architectural/Engineering Design and Construction Administration
Services, Tenant shall reimburse City up to $14,900 for such services; and

WHEREAS, the Premises are identified on the Parks & Waterfront Property Map
as the Airport/Port Operations Area and has a ten (10) year lease limitation; and

WHEREAS, the Lease is in compliance with Section 1.02(c)(2) of the City Charter

which permits a lease not exceeding the lease terms permitted by the City Park and Waterfront
Map with an affirmative vote of at least six (6) members of City Council.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of St.

Petersburg, Florida, that the Mayor, or his designee, is authorized to execute a Lease Agreement

with Pier Aquarium, Inc., a Florida non-profit corporation, for space within the City-owned

Port Terminal Building located at 250 — 8t1 Avenue Southeast, St. Petersburg, to operate a

marine science exhibition center; and to execute all documents necessary to effectuate same.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

LEGAL: APPROVFAD BY:

City Attorney (designee) Clay D. Smith, irector
Legal: 00231882.doc V. 3 Downtown Enterprise Facilities

APPROVED BY:

E. Gfimes, Director
Real Estate & Property Management
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

The Honorable Charles W. Gerdes. Esq.. Chair. and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File SNC2O15—01 : A city-initiated request io cu—name a portion of 2’’ Street
between 5 Avenue North and 611 Avenue South.

REQUEST: Ac ity—initiated request to co—name a portion ol 21(1 Street North. between 5111 Avenue
North and Central Avenue “University Way North” and a portion of 20 Street South.
between Central Avenue and 6111 Aenue South ‘‘University Way South.’’ A request
for co—naming is unique from a re—naming. in that the affected street will retain the
existing 21111 Street address with the additional designation of Uni\ersity Way North
and University Way South. Property owners along the subject corridor vill not have
to change their address unless they wish to do so voluntarily.

ANALYSIS: Pursuant to Section 16.40. 40.2.5. the Urban Planning and Historic Preservation
Division evaluated the proposal against eight (8) criteria. The analysis is outlined in
the attached stall report.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Community Planni n and Preservation Commission (“CPPC”):

On April 14, 2015, the CPPC voted 7-0 recommending APPROVAL.

Citizen Input:

The Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division hosted a public
information meeting on February 26, 2015; attendance was zero (0). USFSP
submitted a letter of’ support (see attached). Two (2) telephone calls and one
(1) email were submitted requesting further details.

Recommended City Council Action:

CONDUCT the public hearing and APPROVE the Resolution.

Attachments: Resolution
CPPC Staff Report

Map Series
Letter of Support from USFSP
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WI II Rl LAS, from September 29 to ( )ctober 4, 20 13, the St. Petersburg Area Chamber of
Commerce in partnership with the City of St. Petersburg. contracted with the Urban Land
Institute (“UL I”) to convene an interdisciplinary Advisory Service Panel (“ASP’) to identify and
exam ne the issues and opportunities ol the downtown waterfront;

WI-IERLAS, the ASP’s findings and recommendations were subsequently published in a
final report titled, “St. Petersburg, Florida: Forging (_onnections lbr a Vibrant Downtown
Waterfront, that included a recommendation to rename a north—south street to improve the
identity, visibility and connection of the downtown core and waterfront with the University of
South Florida St. Petersburg (“USFSP”);

WI IFREAS, on November 6, 2014, the City Council adopted a resolution initiating the
process to co—name a portion of 2 Street, between 5111 Avenue North and 6h11 Avenue South,
“University Way”;

WI-IEREAS, on April 14, 2015, the Community Planning and Preservation Commission
of the City of St. Petersburg (“CPPC”) voted 7—0 recommending that the City Council co—name a
portion of 2d Street North, between 51h Avenue North and Central Avenue “University Way
North” and a portion of 2ujd Street South, between Central Avenue and 6hhl Avenue South
“University Way South.”

NOW, TI-IEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council approves the street co-naming,
as proposed.

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Form and Substance:

City Attorney
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Ciiv ST. PITERsBuRc

COrvIr’IUNITY PLANNING & PREsERvATIoN Co’INIIssIoN

PuBLIc HEARING

April 14, 2015

PUBLIC HEARING

Note: The /Ilowin item (Cliv File SNC 15—01) was de/’rred from the 3/10/15 meeting.

C. City File SNC 15-01 Contact Person: Derek Kilborn. 893-7872

Request: Street Co-Naming of a portion of 2’ Street, between 6th Avenue South and 5ih Avenue
North, to (In iiersitv Way North and University Way Soul/i.

Staff Presentation

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

Public Hearing

No speakers present.

Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Michaels moved and Commissioner Wolf seconded a motion approving
the street co-name fa portionf2Id Street, between 6” Avenue South and 5t1 Avenue
North to University Way North and University Way South, in accordance with the staff
report.

VOTE: YES — Burke, Michaels, Montamiari, Reese, Wolf; Carter, Sinith
NO -None

Motion was approved by a vote of?- 0.



PUBLIC HEARING

st.petersbur
www. stp oto - org

COMMUNITY PLANNING and
PRESERVATION COMMISSION

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

For Public Hearing on April 14, 2015
at 3:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: SNC 2015-01

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
275 5th Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

REQUEST: A city-initiated request to co-name a portion of 2nd Street North, between
Avenue North and Central Avenue “University Way North” and a portion of 2nd

Street South, between Central Avenue and 6th Avenue South “University Way
South.” A request for co-namin is unique from a re-naming, in that the affected
street will retain the existing 2’ Street address with the additional designation of
University Way North and University Way South. Property owners along the
subject corridor will not have to change their address unless they wish to do so
voluntarily.

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the CPPC is
responsible for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on all
proposed street co-naming requests.

EVALUATION:

Recommendation

Based on a review of the application according to the evaluation criteria contained within the
City Code, City staff recommends the Community Planning and Preservation Commission
recommend APPROVAL to the City Council of the requested street co-naming.

Background

In early 2013, the City of St. Petersburg, in partnership with the St. Petersburg Area Chamber of
Commerce, contracted with the Urban Land Institute (“ULI”) to convene an interdisciplinary
Advisory Service Panel (ASP). The ULI is the nation’s premiere nonprofit urban planning and
real estate education and research institution representing the entire spectrum of land use and
development disciplines. The ULI ASP program was conducted from September 29 to October
4, 201 3. Through a series of public input meetings and interviews with community stakeholders,



the program helped identify and examine the issues and opportunities of the downtown
waterfront, and resulted in publication of a summary document titled St. Petersburg, Florida:
Forging Connections for a Vibrant Downtown Waterfront.”

The ULI ASP’s findings and recommendations were organized into four (4) sections: 1)
Observations and Vision, which included key observations in the areas of infrastructure, quality
of life, key assets, and implementation: 2) Economic and Market Study, which evaluated socio
economic trends around the project area; 3) Planning and Development Concepts, which
identified a number of projects and programs that should be undertaken to realize the full
potential of the downtown waterfront and inland area; and 4) Implementation and Organizational
Tools, which identified strategies toward implementation.

Within the section titled “Planning and Development Concepts,” the ULI ASP recommended the
following:

“Rename First Street as University Way. To improve the identity, visibility and connection of
the university to the larger community, the city should consider renaming First Street as
University Way. The panel feels this change would bring the institution into the
consciousness of the residents and visitors who come to the downtown core and central
waterfront, connecting the two.”

On November 6, 2014 the City Council considered a request from the University of South
Florida St. Petersburg (“USFSP”) to co-name the subject portion of 2 Street North and South
for reasons similarly cited by the ULI ASP and timed in conjunction with USFSP’s upcoming 50th

Anniversary Celebration in August 2015. The City Council unanimously approved the Resolution
initiating this request.

CONSISTENCY REVIEW COMMENTS: The Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division staff
reviewed this application in the context of the following criteria excerpted from the City Code and found
that the requested variance is consistent with these standards.

Criteria #1: Request a person’s name who has not been deceased for at least one (1) year. Such
person’s last name should be used unless additional identification is necessary to prevent duplication.

The application does not recommend use of a person’s name.

Criteria #2: Duplicates or is phonetically similar to an existing street name regardless of whether the
right-of-way is designated as a street, avenue, drive, place or other designation.

Within the City of St. Petersburg, no other street is named “University Way.” Further, there are
no phonetically similar variants.

Within Pinellas County, no other street is named “University Way.” There are three (3)
roadways which are similarly titled; however, each roadway is distinguished by a different street
type: 1) University Court; 2) University Drive West; and 3) University Drive South. Each of these
roadways is part of the same subdivision, generally located near the southwest quadrant of the
intersection of Gulf-to-Bay Boulevard and Beicher Road in the City of Clearwater. There are no
phonetically similar variants.

The Pinellas County Department of Emergency Communication’s Communication Center, which
includes 9-1-1, has been sent notice of the subject request and their response is pending.



Criteria #3: Is consistent with the established numbered grid system of street names or other existing
street naming pattern.

The City of St. Petersburg is comprised of both named and numbered roadways. Named
roadways typically begin with a letter corresponding to the number that would otherwise have
been assigned to it. Along Central Avenue for example, there is a historic pattern of moving
away from Central Avenue in alphabetical order such that Burlington Avenue is approximately
two (2) blocks away and Dartmouth Avenue is four (4) blocks away from Central Avenue.

The distribution pattern for named roadways on a north-south axis is more ambiguous. Since
this application requests only to co-name the street, the roadway will retain its existing name of
2’ Street North and 2nd Street South. The historic, numbered grid system will be preserved.

Criteria #4: Reflects a significant event, place, or person in the history of the City, region, state or
nation.

Street names are often proposed to memorialize a significant event, place. or person. In this
instance, the request is to give notice and bring attention to an important institution that is
geographically separate from the downtown core but also important to its overall success.

Criteria #5: Has significance or va/tie as part of the deve/opn7en heritage, or cultural characteristics
of the City, state, or nation, and contributes to civic pride and wider public knowledge or the
appreciation of the heritage and history of the City.

The University of South Florida St. Petersburg (‘USFSP”) has a distinguished history of
academic excellence. First opening its doors on September 5, 1965, classes were original
held in the former barracks of the United States Maritime Service Training Station at
Bayboro Harbor. Following an initial period of success, Florida lawmakers voted in 1969 to
make the college an official branch campus of the University of South Florida (“USF”). Since
that time, the university has embraced enormous change as Florida’s need for higher
education intensified.

In the late 1990s, lawmakers began an effort toward establishing USFSP as a separate
accredited institution. Starting in 2002, the Florida Legislature passed a law creating the
USFS P. In 2006, USFSP was awarded separate accreditation by the Southern Association
of College and Schools, which was later reaffirmed in 2011.

USFSP has a valuable and co-dependent relationship with downtown St. Petersburg,
making their mutual success important to city residents and visitors. This request will help
recognize the invaluable nature of this relationship, and to celebrate the importance of
USFSP’s contribution to St. Petersburg’s history and economic development.

Criteria #6: Names or renames all segments of the same street to avoid confusion that may result
when just a portion of a street is renamed.

The proposed street co-naming impacts a portion of 2’ Street from 6th Avenue South to 5th

Avenue North. Several mitigating circumstances pertaining to this application should help
alleviate concerns about co-naming a portion, and not the whole, of 2’ Street.

First, this request is to co-name, and not re-name, a portion of 2 Street North and South. A co
naming is ceremonial and established in addition to the existing street name, meaning that
existing maps and street signs identifying the whole of 2 Street North and South will be
retained.



Second, the southern boundary of this request at 6th Avenue South is a pedestrian corridor and
park on the campus of USFSP. Just beyond the pedestrian corridor and park is Bayboro Harbor,
an existing waterway and marina that physically divides 2’ Street South, which does not
resume until l3lh Avenue South.

Third, while 2nd Street North continues beyond the northern boundary of this request and into
the Historic Old Northeast neighborhood, there are a number of defining characteristics at the
northern boundary relating to traffic circulation, zoning, development potential, and building
height that provide a logical limit to the street co-naming request.
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Criteria #7: Is consistent with other relevant information identified in the course of review.

No additional relevant information was identified.

Criteria #8: Should be added to all or portions of the street to provide dual name status of the street
within local historic districts or other parts of the City.

Portions of the proposed street co-naming are located within the Downtown St. Petersburg
National Reister Historic District. The subject portions extend from approximately Central
Avenue to 1S Avenue North and from approximately 3 Avenue North to 5k” Avenue North.

Report Prepared By:

DEREK S. KILBORN, Manager
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division
Planning and Economic Development Department

Adoption Schedule

The proposed street co-naming requires one (1) public hearing, conducted by the City of St.
Petersburg City Council. The City Council shall consider the recommendation of the CPPC and
vote to approve, approve with modification or deny the request.

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Aerial
2. Map
3. Letter from USFSP
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Proposed Street Name

University Way North
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USFSP
UNIVERSITY OF
SOUTH FLORIDA
ST PETERSBURG

Mr. Karl Nurse
Councilman
City of St. Petersburg
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, Florida 3373 1

October 8, 2014

Dear Councilman Nurse:

As you know, the University of South Florida St. Petersburg has recently completed its strategic plan and
is now beginning to implement key strategies to move forward. One of the goals of the plan is to define
and articulate the distinctive identity of the institution. In listening forums with students, faculty,
community and business groups, the relationship with USFSP and the City of St. Petersburg was
consistently identified as central to our past and anchored to the future. Some suggested one measure of
success of the plan was for the City of St. Petersburg to be recognized as a college town! As the
University and the City continue to collaborate and grow together, I am requesting your consideration of
co-naming Second Street “University Way” from Sixth Avenue South to Fifth Avenue North.

If approved by the City of St. Petersburg City Council, I would ask for signage to be completed in
conjunction with the kick -off of the 501h Anniversary Celebration in August 2015. Helen Levine, Vice
Chancellor for University Advancement, is serving as my point person for this initiative. Please direct
questions to her at 727-873-4744 or h1eviemail.usf.edu.

I am appreciative of your support and commitment to USFSP.

Best wishes,

94 qL)
Sophia Wisniewska, Ph.D.
Regional Chancellor

cc: Helen Levine, Vice Chancellor, University Advancement

OFFIcE OF THE REGIONAL CHANcELLoR
University of South Florida St. Petersburg • 140 USFSP Harborwalk Ave. So., BAY2O8 • St. Petersburg, FL 33701

(727) 873-4151 • Fax (727) 873-4131 • www.usfsp.edu



































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ST. PETERSBURG CiTY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

The Honorable Charlie Gerdes. Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File LGCP—2015—02: City-initiated Comprehensive Plan text. amendments.

A detailed analysis of the request is provided in Staff Report LGCP—20 15-02,
attached.

REQUEST:
(A) ORDINANCE

______-H

amending Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element;
adding new Map 6B, Skyway Marina District Activity Center; and
amending Map 20, Future Major Streets.

(B) RESOLUTION

_____

transmitting the proposed Comprehensive
Plan text amendments for expedited state, regional and county review, in
accordance with Chapter 163, Florida Statutes.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: No visitors, phone calls or correspondence have been received, to
date.

Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC): On April 14, 2015
the CPPC held a public hearing regarding these proposed text amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan. The CPPC recommended APPROVAL by a unanimous
vote of 7 to 0. (It should be noted that while the CPPC’s unanimous approval
included modifying Policy LU2.l to add the Skyway Marina District as an
activity center, it did not include new Map 6B which was unintentionally left out
of the stall report.)

Recommended City Council Action: I) CONDUCT the Ilrst reading and public
hearing for the attached proposed ordinance; 2) APPROVE the attached
transmittal resolution; AND 3) SET the second reading and adoption public
hearing for July 23, 2015.

Attachments: Ordinance, Resolution, l)raft CPPC Minutes, Stall Report



ORDINANCE No. _-Il

AN ORI)INANCE AMENDING TIlE COMPREI-IENSIVE PLAN
OF TIlE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORII)A; AMENI)ING
CI-IAPTER 3, FUTURE LANI) USE ELEMENT; AI)I)ING A
NEW MAP 6B, SKYWAY MARINA I)ISTRJCT ACTIVITY
CENTER; AMENI)ING MAP 20, FUTURE MAJOR STREETS;
ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

WHEREAS, consistent with the requirements of Chapter I 63, Florida Statutes, the City
ol St. Petersburg has adopted a Comprehensive Plan to establish goals, objectives and policies to
guide the development and redevelopment of the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Administration has initiated amendments to several Comprehensive
Plan objectives and policies; and

WHEREAS, the Community Planning & Preservation Commission of the City has
reviewed these proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan at a public hearing held on
April 14, 201 5 and has recommended approval; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, after taking into consideration the recommendations of the
Community Planning & Preservation Commission and the City Administration, as well as the
comments received during the public hearing conducted on this matter, finds that the proposed
amendments to (he City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan are appropriate;

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA, DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1. Policy LU2.I in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

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 Corridor
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza 6. Skyway Marina District

Section 2. Policy LU3. 1 .E.4.c. in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The Grand Central District In accordance with the adopted Central Avenue Tomorrow Plan
and the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan, the City’s vision for this area is an urban village
development pattern occurring within a pedestrian and transit supportive environment that
includes a compatible mix of residential, office and commercial uses. There are significant
historical features that are recommended for enhancement and protection, through design
guidelines, reconstruction of the traditional streetscape and preservation of historic structures.
The highest densities and intensities are intended for the Village Core area transitioning to lower
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densities and intensities adacen1 to single family residential neighborhoods. Increasing the
amount of residential uses in (his area is a key to successlul Plan implementation.
Range of maximum residential densities: 24 to 40 to 60 units per acre
Range of maximum nonresidential intensities: 0.35 to 2.() I .5 to 2.5 FAR

Section 3. Policy LU3. I .F. I in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as lollows:

Planned Redevelopment — Residential (R) — Allowing low to medium density residential uses
where either single i’amily residential or single Family with accessory residential development
may coexist not to exceed IS dwelling units per net acre, as established in the special area plan;
The lNIlan(’e (1/ the poli(’V remains’ iinchaiiged.

Section 4. Policy LU3. I P.2 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as lollows:

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use (MU) - Allowing mixed use retail, office, service and
medium density residential uses not to exceed a floor area ratio of 1 .25 and a net residential
density oF 24 dwelling units per acre. Higher densities and intensities are acceptable within
activity centers hut not exceeding a floor—area-ratio or a net residential density as established in
the redevelopment plan or special area plan. The balance of the policy remains’ unchanged.

Section 5. Policy LU3. 10 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Through trafflc in residential neighborhoods shall be discouraged except on designated collector
and arterial streets through reviews of site plans, road improvement projects, long range
transportation improvement plans, including the MPO Long Range Transportation Plan and the
St Petersburg Future Traffic Circulation Plan City’s Transportation Element, and through
strategic placement of traffic control signs.

Section 6. Policy LU3.14 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City shall aggressively enforce existing regulations regarding the conversion of single
family structures into multifamily units shall be in accordance with the Ll)Rs, however, any
associated variances will be discouraged.

Section 7. Policy LU7.5 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

When establishing Future Land Use Plan designations through a Comprehensive Plan
amendment for annexed properties located within the Coastal High Hazard Area there shall be no
net increase in residential density as compared to the Future Land Use Plan of Pinellas County
designation(s) existing at the time of annexation of a property without the prior written approval
of l)CA the Department of Economic Opportunity and Pinellas County.
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Section 5. Policy IIJS.2 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as Follows:

Encourage moie consistent i nterpreL tion and administration ol land development regulations
among City Council. the Planning & Visioning Commission, the Community Preservation
Commission, the I )evelopment Review omniissions de.siunated in the LI )Rs and the City tall
Lhrough orientation meetings and joint workshops thai provide a background on the
implementation ol City p01 ides and regulations.

Section 9. Objective LU 10 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The historic resources locally designated by the St. Petersburg City Council and the Community
Preservation Ceommission designated in the LDRs, shall be incorporated onto the Land Use Map
8f into the Comprehensive Plan map series at the time of original adoption or throLigh the
amendment process and protected from development and redevelopment activities consistent
with the provisions oF the Historic Preservation Element and the Historic Preservation
Ordinance.

Section 10. Policy LU 12.3 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Affected neighborhood associations, business associations, the Chamber of Commerce, FICO
and CONA should he sent notification regarding applications received by the Development
Services Department for Future Land Use Map amendments, rezonings, site plan reviews,
special exception reviews and all other Planning & Visioning Commission and Development
Review Ccornmission cases, as designated in the LDRs, within 7 working days of the applicable
application submittal.

Section 11. Policy LU 12.4 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City shall maintain and upgrade the physical quality of St. Petersburg neighborhoods by
continuing and, where necessary, expanding the following programs:

1. Neighborhood Partnership and Community Services and N Team
2. Community Service Coordinator Program and Mayor’s Action Line
3. Neighborhood Revitalization Stratcies and Operation Commitment Program
4. Neighborhood Partnership Grants (Matching and Mayor’s Mini)

N-Team
4 6. St. Petersburg Code Compliance Assistance Program
7. Housing Bli.ht Elimination Efforts
8. Traffic Calming
9. Complete Streets and Bicycle Pedestrian Safety Initiatives
-jQ. Community Policing
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Section 2. Policy LU 14. I in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended In read as lol lows:

Public schools are deli ned iii (lie City Code as elementary schools, special education laci Ii ties,
alternative education kici lilies, middle schools, high schools, charter schools and area vocational—
technical schools uI the Pinellas County School District.

Section 13. The following issue in Chapter 3. the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to iead as Follows:

ISSUE: Annexation Areas

The City is pursuing annexation of contiguous areas. East Gateway and Tierra Verde are
specific areas for \hich annexation plans ha\e been prepared. Annexation of these areas would
increase the Citys tax base and provide a supply of vacant land to accommodate additional
growth. The Feather Son nd area (on lie north side of Ulmerton Road/SR 688 of the City
Boundary) is also a logical area For future additional annexation. Of primary concern is
providing necessary public Facilities and services to the areas and protecting sensitive natural
features.

Section 14. Policy LU 15.4 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as Follows:

The City shall assess the feasibility of additional annexations annexing within Feather Sound.

Section 15. Policy LUI5.5 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Future land use plan designations in potential annexation areas will be coordinated with the
Pinellas Planning Council (PPC) through the procedures specified in Chapter 201 2-245, 73 594
as amended by Chapter 88 464, Laws of Florida, and the Rules Concerning the Administration
of the Countywide Rules. Future Land Use Plan of the Pinellas Planning Council.

Section 16. Policy LUI8.3 in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
deleted:

in order to exercise the office option in new construction on a parcel designated Office
P-id&ntin1’ vthinii1nr nrnpc. .‘.hniild h nvnilnhl In ithi-r (-nIr:i1 Aviniii nr n nniih!niiIh tri-t

Direct commercial access to the First Avenue boulevards should he prohibited.

Section 17. Objective LU2O in Chapter 3, the Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Coordinate growth and development with the Pinellas Planning Council, Pinellas County School
Board and neighboring governments in order to promote and to protect inter-jurisdictional
interests consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the intergovernmental Coordination
Element of the St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and by complying with Chapter 20 12-245 3—
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594, as amended by Chapter XX 464, Liws ol Florida, the special legislative act that led to the
2() I 5 update to the Countywide Map, Rules and Strategies. created the Pinellas Planning Council
(PPC), and the Rules Concerning the Administration of the Countywide Future Land Use Plan of
the PPC.

Section I 8. Policy LU2O.4 in Chapter 3, (lie Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as to I lows:

The City will adopt Land Development Regulations which provide for notice ol requests br
variances and site plans requiring CPC or DRC commission approal, as clesinated in (lie LDRs,
for any property located within approximately 114 mile of a neighboring government to the
neighboring government [or comments pertaining to the proposed action in relation to their
respective plans.

Section 19. Policy LU2O. 10 in Chapter 3, (lie Future Land Use Element, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

The City will 1e continue to he an active member of the PPC’s Planners Advisory Committee

(PAC).

Section 20. Map 6B, Skyway Marina District Activity Center, as shown on the
attached exhibit, is hereby added.

Section 21. Map 20, Future Major Streets, is hereby amended as follows:

The roadway classification for 77t Avenue North, between Dr. ML King Jr. Street North and
1 6 Street North, is amended from collector to neighborhood collector.

Section 22. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be
severable. If any provision of this ordinance is deemed unconstitutional or otherwise invalid,
such determination shall not affect the validity of any other provision of this ordinance.

Section 23. Coding. Words in struck-through type shall be deleted. Underlined words
constitute new language that shall be added. Provisions not specifically amended shall continue
in full force and effect.

Section 24. Effective date. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it shall become effective 31 days al’ter the state land planning
agency notifies the City that the plan amendment package is complete, unless there is a timely
administrative challenge in accordance with Section 163.3184(5), F.S., in which case the
ordinance shall not become effective unless and until the state land planning agency or the
Administration Commission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment(s) to be in
compliance.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2015-

A RES( )LUTION TRANSM ITTING PROPOSEI) COMPREI-IENS IVE
PLAN TEXT AMENDMENTS FOR STATE, REGIONAL ANt)
COUNTY REVIEW AS REQUIREI) BY THE COMMUNITY
PLANNING ACT (CHAPTER 163, PART II, FLORII)A STATUTES):
ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE l)ATE.

WI—IEREAS. the Community Planning Act requires that all text

amendments to the Comprehensive Plan he forwarded for state, regional and county
review and comment in compliance with statutory recluirements: and

WHEREAS. the Si. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation
Commission, acting as the Local Planning Agency, has reviewed and acted on a series of
Comprehensive Plan text amendments as required by Section 163.3174. ES.

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

That the Comprehensive Plan text amendments acted on by the City of St.
Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission on April 14,
2015 attached to this resolution, be transmitted for state, regional and
county review pursuat to Section 163.3184(3), Florida Statutes
(Expedited State Review Process).

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

FORM AND CONTENT: City File LGCP-2015-02

-l-(5-
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April 14, 2015

PUBLIC HEARING

F. City File: LGCP-2015-02 Contact Person: Rick MacAulay, 551-3386

Request: City—initiated amendments to the Comprehensive Plan pertaining to Chapter 3, Future
Land Use Element and Map 20, Future Major Streets.

Staff Presentation

Rick MacAulay gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the stall report with Tom Whalen addressing the
Future Major Streets amendments pertaining to 77 Avenue North, between Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Street
North and I &h Street North.

Public Hearing

No speakers present.

Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Reese moved and Commissioner Montanan seconded a motion
approving the amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the stff
report.

VOTE: YES — Burke, Michaels, Montanan, Reese, Wo/ Carter, Smith
NO -None

Motion was approved by a vote of 7 - 0.



st.piilersburq
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Stall Report to the St. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic l)evelopment Department.

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation l)ivision

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on April 14. 2015
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers. City Hall,

175 Filth Street North, St. Petersburg. Florida.

City File #LGCP-2015-02
Agenda Item IV.F.

Request: City Administration requests that the Comprehensive Plan be amended as follows:

• Proposed [ext amendments to objectives and policies in Chapter 3, Future Land Use
Element.

2. Proposed amendment to Map 20, Future Major Streets, to reclassify 77th Avenue North,
between Dr. M.L. King Jr. Street and 16th Street, from collector to neighborhood
collector.

Staff Analysis: The Following analysis addresses the proposed Comprehensive Plan
amendments in greater detail.

1. Chapter 3, Future Land Use Element

a. It is proposed that Policy LU2. 1 he amended, as follows, to add the Skyway Marina
District as the City’s sixth activity center.

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

I. Gateway 3. Tyrone 5. Central Avenue Corridor
2. Intown 4. Central Plaza 6. Skyway Marina District

LGCP-20 15-02
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Lxplanation: A concurrent City—initiated applicaLioii is beine. J)Wcessed to designate
the Skyway Marina l)istrict as the City’s sixth activity center (City File: ELLiM 27—
A . I )esiLWati ng the district with Activity Center ( )verlay is one o live strategies to
promote revital izaflon, in accordance with the Skyway Marina l)istrict Plan, approved
by the Si Petersburg City Council on May 15, 201 4 (Resolution 2014-2 10).

h. it proposed that Policy LU3. I .E.4.c. he amended as follows:

The Grand Central District In accordance with the adopted Central Avenue
Tomorrow Plan and the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan. the City’s vision br this
area is an urban village development pattern occurring within a pedestrian and transit.
supportive envimnment that includes a compatible mix of residential, of bce and
commercial uses. There are significant historical features that are recommended for
enhancement and protection, through design guidelines, reconstruction of the
traditional streetscape and preservation of historic structures. The highest densities
and intensities are intended [or the Village Core area transitioning to lower densities
and intensities adjacent to Single family residential neighborhoods. Increasing the
amount of residential uses in this area is a key to successful Plan implementation.

Range of maximum residential densities: 24 to 40 to 60 units per acre
Range of maximum nonresidential intensities: 0.35 to 2.0 I .5 to 2.5 FAR

Exolanation: Subsecluent to the Central Avenue Reitalization Plan’s adoption in
September 201 2, the maximum range of densities and intensities were increased for
the Grand Central District, specifically within the CCT-2 (Corridor Commercial
Traditional-2) and CRT-2 (Corridor Residential Traditional-2) zoning districts.

c. It is proposed that Policy LU3. I .F. I be amended as follows:

Planned Redevelopment — Residential (R) - Allowing low to medium density
residential uses where either single family residential or single family with accessory
residential development may coexist not to exceed 15 dwelling units per net acre, as
established in the special area plan; The balance of the policy remains unchanged.

Explanation: The proposed language is appropriate and informative given that the
Planned Redevelopment-Residential category was adopted in 2007, subsequent to the
City Council’s approval of the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan.

d. It is proposed that Policy LU3. I .F.2 he amended as follows:

Planned Redevelopment — Mixed Use (MU) - Allowing mixed use retail, office,
service and medium density residential uses not to exceed a floor area ratio of 1.25
and a net residential density of 24 dwelling units per acre. Higher densities and
intensities are acceptable within activity centers hut not exceeding a floor-area-ratio
or a net residential density as established in the redevelopment plan or special area

The balance of the policy remains unchanged.

LGCP-201 5-02
Page 2 of 9



Explanation: Ihe proposed luagc_ pr0Tiite and inlormalive given that the
Planned RedeVeloplnent—M ixed ( Jse calegory was adopted in 2007, suhseluent to the
City Councils approval ol the Vision 2020 Special Area Plan. In addition, the
Gateway. Central PIai.a and Central A venue Corridor activity centers all include
property designated PR—Mt I.

e. It is proposed that Policy LU3 10 he amended as (‘ol lows:

Through traffic in residential neighhorhoods shall he discouraged except on
designated collector and arterial streets through reviews ol site plans. road
improvement projects, long range transportation improvement plans, inc I udi ng the
MP() Long Range Transportation Plan and the St Petersburg Future Tral’fic
Circulation Plan City’s Transportation Element, and through strategic placement of
tralTie control signs.

Explanation: The City no longer has a Future Traffic Circulation Plan.

It is proposed that Pol icy Lii 3. I 4 he amended as fol low s:

The City shall aggressively entorce existing regulations regarding the conversion of
single family structures into multifamily units shall he in accordance with the LDRs.
however. any associated variances will he discouraged.

Explanation: Single limily structures could he converted into multifamily units if the
property’s zoning permits such and all other land development regulations can he
satisfied. Variances, e.g., i-equired on—site parking spaces, will he discouraged.

g. It is proposed that Policy LU7.5 he amended as follows:

When establishing Future Land Use Plan designations through a Comprehensive Plan
amendment for annexed properties located within the Coastal High Hazard Area there
shall be no net increase in residential density as compared to the Future Land Use
Plan of Pinellas County designation(s) existing at the time of annexation of a property
without the prior written approval of DCA the Department of Economic Opportunity
and Pinellas County.

Explanation: The Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO), Division of
Community Development, manages the state’s land planning duties and
responsibilities.

h. It is proposed that Policy LU8.2 he amended as follows:

Encourage more consistent interpretation and administration of land development
regulations among City Council, the Planning & Visioning Commission, the
Comm unity Preservation Commission, the Development Review ccommissions

LGCP-201 5-02
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desil!nated in the Ll)Rs an(i the City stall’ through orientation meetings and joint

worlshops that pro\lide a hackground on the implementation of’ City policies and
regulations.

I x planation : The City’s LI )Rs will identiFy the speci flc commission responsible
flr reviewing site plans. LI )R amendments, vacations, plats. rei nslatements.
(‘ouprehensi ye Plan and Future land use map changes. rezonings and historic
preservation—related matters, etc. If a coflmisSion name or duties/responsibilities
change. the LDRs will be amended with no need For an associated Comprehensive
Plan text amendment.

It is proposed that Objective Lii 1 () be amended as follows:

The historic resources locally designated by the St. Petersburg City Council and the

Community Preservation Geommission designated in the LDRs. shall be incorporated
onto the Land Use Map or into the Comprehensive Plan map series at the time oF
original adoption or through the amendment process and protected from development
and redevelopment activities consistent with the provisions of the Historic
Peseivation Element and the Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Explanation: The City’s LDRs will identify the specific commission responsible
for the various planning and zoning decisions (e.g., site plan review, LDR
amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and FutLire land
use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation-related matters, etc.). If a
commission name or duties/responsibilities change, the LDRs will be amended with
no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan text amendment. Also, locally
designated historic resources are depicted on maps that are adopted as part of the
Comprehensive Plan map series, and have never been shown on the Future Land Use
Map.

j. It is proposed that Policy LU 12.3 be amended as follows:

Affected neighborhood associations, business associations, the Chamber of
Commerce, FICO and CONA should he sent notification regarding applications
received by the Development Services Department for Future Land Use Map
amendments, rezonings, site plan reviews, special exception reviews and all other
Planning & Visioning Commission and Development Review Ccomrnission cases, as
designated in the LDRs, within 7 working days of the applicable application
submittal.

Explanation: The City’s LDRs will identify the specific commission responsible

for the various planning and zoning decisions (e.g., site plan review, LDR
amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and future land
use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation-related matters, etc.). If a
commission name or duties/responsibilities change, the L1)Rs will he amended with
no need tbr an associated Comprehensive Plan text amendment.

LGCP-20 15-02
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k. It s proposed that Policy 1 2.4 he amended as k1 lows:

The City shall maintain and upgrade the physical qtial ity of St. Petersburg

neighborhoods by continuing an(l. where necessary. cx pand i rig the following
l)(ra ins:

Neighborhood Partnership and Community Services and N Team
2. Commu nity Service Coordinator Program and Mayors Action Line
3. Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies and Operation Commitment Program
4. Neighborhood Partnership Grants ( Matching and Mayor’s Mini
5. N-Team
4 . St. Petersburg Code Compliance Assistance Program
7. Housing Blight Elimination Efforts
. Traffic Cal in i rig

9. Complete Streets and Bicycle Pedestrian Safety Initiatives
(—l0. Community Policing

Explanation: This policy has been updated with input from Neighborhood
Affairs and the Transportation & Parking Management Department.

It is proposed that Policy LU 14.1 be amended as follows:

Public schools are defined in the City Code as elementary schools, special education
facilities, alternative education facilities, middle schools, high schools. charter
schools and area vocational-technical schools of the Pinellas County School District.

Explanation: Charter schools are identified in the land development regulations
as public schools. This policy needs to he updated to identify the same.

m. It is proposed that the following issue and Policy LU 15.4 be amended as shown:

ISSUE: Annexation Areas

The City is pursuing annexation of contiguous areas. East Gateway and Tierra Verde
are specific areas for which annexation plans have been prepared. Annexation of
these areas would increase the City’s tax base and provide a supply of vacant land to
accommodate additional growth. The Feather Sound area (on the north side of
Ulmerton Road/SR 688 of the City Boundary) is also a logical area for future
additional annexation. Of primary concern is providing necessary public facilities
and services to the areas and protecting sensitive natural features,

Policy: The City shall assess the feasibility of additional annexations annexing within
Feather Sound.

Explanation: This modified issue area and policy reilect the fact that

LGCP-201 5-02
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annexations have occurred iii the FeaUier Sound area.

n. Ii is proposed thai Policy LU I 5.5 he amended as fl)I lows:

Iuture land use plan designations in potential annexation areas will he coordinated
with the Pinel his Planning Council ( PPC ) through the procedures speci lied in Chapter
2012—215. 7-3-—594 as amended by Chapter XX 464. Laws of Florida. and the Ru-te
Concerning the Administration of the Countywide Rules. Future Land LTse Plan of the
Pine! 1w; P1 ann iii Cou neil.

Explanation: This policy has been updated to be consistent with the language set
lorih in Chapter 2(1! 2—245, Laws ol Florida.

o. It is proposed that Policy LU 18.3 he deleted:

In order to exercise the ollice option in new construction on a parcel designated
Office Residential vehicular access should he available to either Central Avenue or a
north/south street. Direct commercial access to the First Avenue boulevards should
be pmh i hi ted.

Explanation: This policy is no longer needed, as site plans involving access to
Central Avenue or the First Avenue boulevards are always reviewed on a case-by-
case basis, and are never outright prohibited.

p. It is proposed that Objective LU2O he amended as follows:

Coordinate growth and development with the Pinellas Planning Council, Pinellas
County School Board and neighboring governments in order to promote and to
protect inter—jurisdictional interests consistent with the goals, objectives and policies
of the Intergovernmental Coordination Element of the St. Petersburg Comprehensive
Plan and by complying with Chapter 2012-245 73 594, as amended by Chapter 88
464. Laws of Florida, the special legislative act that led to the 2015 update to the
Countywide Map, Rules and Strategies. created the Pinellas Planning Council (PPC),
and the Rules Concerning the Administration of the Countywide Future Land Use
Plan of the PPC.

Explanation: This policy has been updated to be consistent with the language set
forth in Chapter 2012-245, Laws of Florida.

q. It is proposed that Policy LU2O.4 be amended as follows:

The City will adopt Land Development Regulations which provide for notice of
requests for variances and site plans requiring CPC or DRC commission approval.
designated in the LDRs. for any property located within approximately 1/4 mile of a
neighboring government to the neighboring government for comments pertaining to
the proposed action in relation to their respective plans.

LGCP-20 15-02
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Explanation: The City’s LI )Rs wil I identi ly the speci lie commission responsible
br the Various phinning and Zoning decisions (e.g., site plan review, LI)R
amendments, vacations, plats, reinstatements, Comprehensive Plan and future land
use map changes, rezonings and historic preservation—related matters, etc.). If a
commission name or duties/responsibilities change, the LI)Rs wil I he amended with
no need for an associated Comprehensive Plan text amendment.

It is proposed that Policy LU2O. I 0 he amended as follows:

The City will b continue to be an active member of the PPC’ s Planners Advisory
Committee (PAC).

Explanation: The Pinellas Planning Council’s Planners Advisory Committee is
olten referred to by the acronym ‘‘PAC.’’

2. Map 20, Future Major Streets:

It is proposed that Map 20, Future Major Streets (attached) he amended to reclassify 77th Avenue
North, between Dr. NI .L. King Jr. Street and I 6th Street, from collector to neighborhood
collector. The purpose of this amendment is to allow for the installation of speed humps along
the northern side of 77th Avenue North between Dr. ML King Jr. Street and I 6 Street to address
the issue of speeding along this road segment, which serves Sawgrass Lake Elementary School at
18 15 77th

Avenue North. The affected property owners along the road segment and
neighborhood associations in the vicinity of the road segment have indicated their support for the
amendment.

Presently, 77 Avenue North serves as a collector road between I Street and I 6th Street. The
City maintains 77 Avenue North, which is a two-lane undivided roadway on both sides of a
canal. The definition of a collector road is “a roadway providing service which is of relatively
moderate traffic volume, moderate trip length and moderate operating speed. Collector roads
collect and distribute traffic between local roads and arterial roads and are designed to provide
both mobility and land access within residential, commercial and industrial areas.” The average
annual daily traffic volume on 77th Avenue North between Dr. M.L. King Jr. Street and l6
Street on the northern side of the canal is 1,416. Based on the Florida Department of
Transportation’s Level of Service (LOS) tables, the LOS for this segment of 771h1 Avenue North
is “B.”

In accordance with Policy T9.3 of the Transportation Element, vertical traffic calming measures
such as speed plateaus and raised intersections are reserved I’or local roads and neighborhood
collectors, while collector roads are eligible for horizontal traffic calming measures such as lane
narrowings, neckouts, chicanes, landscaped medians, traffic circles and roundahouts where
practical. The City’s Transportation and Parking Management Department has determined that
speed humps are the most appropriate measure to reduce speeding traffic. Staff conducted
studies within this area and found an average 24—hour operational speed of 41 .30 mph on 77th
Avenue North between Dr. ML King Jr. Street and 16th Street, which has a speed limit of 25

LGCP-201 5-02
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mph. A total of 13S) vehicles of the I .41 7 vehicles (3 I (/ ) eXceeded the speed I imit by 10 mph or
greater. Consequently, the lunctional classification needs to he changed Irom collector road to
neighborhood col leck)r. A neighhorhood collector road is defined as “a specialized type 01

collector road. While they function as a collector, they primarily serve residential areas.
I )esignation as a neighborhood collector is inten(Ied 10 recognize I he role that the roadway plays
in the overall thoroughiare system while acknowledging the importance of preserving adjacent
residential neighborhoods through traffic calming techniques.’’

Speed humps would he unlikely to have a negative impact Oil the level of service of this road
segment, si nec levels of service are based on iictors such as traffic vol u mes, num ber of lanes,
and traffic control characteristics at intersections. None of these lactors will be influenced by the
speed humps. with the possible exception of traffic volumes. Traffic volumes may potentially
decrease if some motorists that use this as a through street choose another route to reach their
destination. If volLimes do decrease, the level of service would stay the same or improve. Since
traffic volumes are low, at 1.416 vehicles per day, a diversion of some ‘. chides to other roads
will have a minimal impact on these other roads.

If designated as a neighborhood collector this segment of 77 Aven LIC North would no longer be
eligible to receive funding under tile City’s capital improvenlents program br projects such as
sidewalk construction along arterial and collector streets. This is not an issue, since sidewalks
already exist along tile northern side of 771h

Avenue North, llorth ot tile canal, and Oil the
southern side of

77111
Avenue North Soutil of tile canal.

The City identified tile owners of the residential properties on tile northern side of
77

Avenue
North, nortll of the canal, and asked them to sign a Neighborhood Comprehensive/Traffic Plan
Petition Form to indicate their support of or opposition to amending the Comprehensive Plan to
change tile classification of

77Ui
Avenue North between Dr. ML King Jr. Street and i6 Street

Irom collector to neighborhood collector and tile installation of speed humps (attached).
Twenty-two residents signed the form in favor of tile proposal. One resident did not sign the
form, and consequently did not indicate if they are in favor of or opposed to the proposal.

There is not all active neighborhood associatioll nortil of 77th
Avenue North. Tile Meadowlawn

Neighborhood Association, wilich is located south of 77th
Avenue North from Dr. ML King Jr.

Street to 16th Street, has provided a letter of support for the proposal (attached). The Fossil Park
Neighborhood Association, located south of 77U1 AveniLe North between 4111

Street and Dr. ML
King Jr. Street, has no objections to the proposal (email attached).

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The iroposed changes presented in this staff report are consistent with the following objective
and policies:

Objective LU2I: Tile City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider lbr adoption,
amendments to existing or new innovative land development regulations that can provide
additional incentives for the achievement of Comprehensive Plall Objectives.

LGCP-201 5-02
Page 8 of 9



Policy LU2 I . I The City shall continue to utilize its innovative development regulations
and stall shall continue to eXanilne new innovative techniques hy working with the private
sector, neighhorhood groups, special nterest groups and hy monitoring regulatory innovations to
idenli 1Y potent ml solutions to development issues that provide incentives for the achievement of
the goals. ohecti yes and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

Policy TO .3 Vertical traffic calming measures such as speed plateaus and raised
intersections shall he reserved br local roads and neighborhood collectors. Principal and minor
arterials and collectors shall not he ci igihie (or vertical traffic calming measures hut shall he
ehgihle br horizontal traffic calming measures such as lane narrowings. neckouts, chicanes,
landscaped medians, traffic circles and roundahouts where practical.

Recommended Action:

City Administration requests that the Community Planning & Preservation Commission
APPROVE the Comprehensive Plan amendments presented in this staff report, and recommend
that the City Council approve and adopt the amendments.

Attachments:
V Map 20. Future Major Streets
V Neighhorhood Comprehensive/Traffic Plan Petition Form
V Meadowlawn Neighborhood Association, Inc. Letter
V Email from Jerry Wooidridge, President of Fossil Park Neighborhood Association

LGCP-201 5-02
Page 9 of 9



Proposed Change:
Collector, City Road to
Neighborhood Collector, City Road

BOCA CIEGA
BAY

.4
49

I
‘F

FUTURE MAJOR STREETS

Interstate System, State Road

Principal Arterial, State Road

Minor Arterial, State Road

Minor Arterial, County Road

Minor Arterial, City Road

Collector, County Road

Collector, City Road

Neighborhood Collector, City Road

9TH AVE I

5TH AVE N

ISTAVEN I
- I

IStAVES
-.

_______

5THAVES

______

-

—

GULF OF MEXICO



Posn OfocE Box 2842, Sx. PETERSBURG, FLonIn 33731-2842

WEB Son: wwwslpe:e.o,9 Channel 35 WSPF W

Neighborhood Comprehensive / Traffic Plan Petition FormE1EPHoe 727 893-7171

We the undersigned residents of 77 Avenue N (north-side) between Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street and 16th

Street would like the City of St. Petersburg to consider amending the Comprehensive Plan to change the
classification of the above noted roadway from Collector to Neighborhood Collector, and the installation of
speed humps.

• “In order for the amendment to be considered, at least two-thirds or 66% of the residents fronting the
above roadway must sign in favor”.

• Should the property owner NOT be willing to have a speed hump placed in front of his/her property
please indicate by initialing the last column.

2

____

Name of
Property Owner

Jennie M*oo€to

Paul Sauer

Muriel Covington

Charles Wagher

Keith Heiring

Merim Rakanovic

MarK Hrubar

Brian Henderlong

Thanh-Tinh Tran

M

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG

House #
Date: January 13, 2015

In Favor NOT willing to
Yes No have Feature

Lawrence Leitner

Claud Cheshire

Thomas Mucario

Marlene Wendel

Debbie Thompson

Lois Tomlin

Eric Huebener

Radovan Kravarusic

James Dipple

Peter Foerch
———--________________

Please return to: “Department of Transportation, One Fourth Street N, 8th Fir, St. Petersburg, FL 33701”



CITY OF ST. PETERsiuRG

Posr Off CE Box 2842, S. Pnnsxunn, FLnnA 33731-2842

WED STL: ‘wwstpete o Channel 35 WSPF. TV

Neighborhood Comprehensive / Traffic Plan Petition FormE1E: 727

We the undersigned residents0f77th Avenue N (north-side) between Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Street and 16th

Street would like the City of St. Petersburg to consider amending the Comprehensive Plan to change the
classification of the above noted roadway from Collector to Neighborhood Collector, and the installation of
speed humps.

• “In order for the amendment to be considered, at least two-thirds or of the residents fronting the
above roadway must sign in favor”.

• Should the property owner NOT be willing to have a speed hump placed in front of his/her property
please indicate by initialing the last column.

1569 77th Avenue N

1581 77 Avenue

7700 15thWayN,/t

Page2of2

_____

Name of House#
Property Owner

G Frank Meekins 1557 77t1 Avenue N

Signature

Gordon Moller

Au Sultan

Michael Easterly

Date: January 13, 2015
In Favor NOT willing tofl

Yes No have Feature

4-

-4—

Please return to: “Department of Transportation, One Fourth Street N, 8th Fir, St. Petersburg, FL 33701”



Meadowlawn Neighborhood Association, Inc.
P.O.Box21184MLAD LAWN
St. Petersburg, FL 33742-1184
www.meadowlawnna.org

To Michael Frederick,

This letter is to inform you that Meadowlawn Neighborhood Association does not have a problem with changing the
classification of 77w’ Avenue to allow speed humps if necessary. We would suggest however that the residents living on
77th Ave. be informed.

We would like to point out however, that PSTS busses travel that road. We were not sure if that made a difference or
not.

Sincerely,

Marlene Murray, President



Fwd: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street Page 1 of 3

Fwd: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street

From: Michael Frederick

To: MacAulay, Rick

CC: Whalen, Tom

Date: Tuesday - February 17, 2015 8:08 AM

Subject: Fwd: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street

Attachments: TEXLhtm; IMAGE.png

Rick,

Approval from the Fossil Park Neighborhood Associaton for the Comp Plan Change on 77th Avenue N.

M ike

>>> Jerry & Sandy Wooldridge” <DWooldridgeJr@tampabay.rr.com> 2/16/2015 2:38 PM >>>

Mike, we discussed 77th Av at our Board Meeting, and there were no objections the City’s plans to install
speed humps west of MLK. We understand why that would not be feasible between MLK and 4th Street..

I was approached with a request for another speed hump on Atwood Av. I reiterated the results of our last
attempt to install a speed hump on Atwood, nearer the Nursing Home. Unfortunately, the speeding
problem still exist, primarily the workers from the Nursing Home, going and coming from there. We have
requested that SPPD give that area some attention . Jerry

From: Michael Frederick [mailto: Michael. Frederick@stpete.org]
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 3:12 PM
To: DWooldridge.Jr@tampabay.rr.com; Sa nture, Ken and Carol
Subject: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street

Carol,

We are only considering the section between MLK and 16th Street. We just wanted your association to be aware
of the request in the neighboring association and get your comments.

Jerry,

Could you please discuss it at your next board meeting and send me a letter with your comments.

Thanks - Mike

>>> “Ken and Carol Santure’ <kenrol@tampabay.rr.com> 1/15/2015 2:10PM>>>

It is interesting that residents do not think to contact the neighborhood associations when they have a
concern. Associations have power and can be used to get issues accomplished. However, I agree with jerry.
77th Avenue between MLK and 4th Street is used by PSTA buses and doesn’t seem a good thing for buses to be
going over humps. My suggestion is to up (if only temporary) a electronic sign that tells drivers how fast they
are going...that usually slows drivers.

https://webmail.stpete.org/gw/webacc?User.context =20ab 1 759ebc8 1 2534db94eb85 81 d982f... 4/3/2015



[wd: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street Page 2 of 3

Carol Santure, FPNA Secretary

From: Jerry & Sandy Wooldridge [mailto: DWooldridgeJr@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 1:55 PM
To: ‘Michael Frederick
Subject: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street

Mike, That makes perfect sense to me. I agree that speed bumps should not be an option on 77th between
4th St and Martin Luther King St, and could be considered between Martin Luther King and 16th streets.
To date nobody has contacted the Fossil Park Neighborhood Association to request speed bumps in the
neighborhood of portion of 77th St. Jerry

From: Michael Frederick [mrilto:MicIi1Fr-dirck.orJ
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 10:59 AM
To:
Subject: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street

Jerry,

Over the years we have repeatedly received requests for speed humps on the above noted roadway segment
and have not been able to process it, as this roadway is classified as a Collector in the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
We can only install speed humps on “Local” and Neighborhood Collector Roadways. This has therefore
resulted in a request to change the classification of the roadway to “Neighborhood Collector”.

While this request isn’t in Fossil Park, we wanted to make sure you aware of the request and our plan to process
the amendment to the Comp. Plan., that would allow the installation of speed humps. We are considering this
because this section of 77th Avenue virtually terminates at 16th Street and is not a through collector roadway
like the section between MLK and 4th Street through Fossil Park.

Your comments are therefore requested so that they can be included in the official record when the CPPC meets
to consider the amendment in March 3rd.

Thank you and please call if you would like to discuss.

iftidaee .ede’dch, Manager
Neighborhood Transportation
City of St. Petersburg
Department of Transportation
One Fourth Street North
St. Petersburg, Fl. 33701

(727) 893-7843
(727) 551 3326 Fax

https:i ‘webmail.stpete.org’gw/webacc?User.context=2Oab 1 759ebc8 1 2534db94eb858 1 d982f... 43/2015



Fwd: RE: 77th Avenue N between MLK & 16th Street Page 3 of 3

Courtesy Promotes Safety

This emait has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.ou’ost!
• L’øk&d www.avast.com

https:/’ webmai1.stpete.orggw/webacc?User.context=20ab 1 759ebc8 I 2534db94eb85 81 d982f... 4 ‘3 ‘2015



ST. PETERSBU R(; CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

The 1-lonorahle Charlie Gerdes. Chair, and Members of City Council

StJB,J ECT: City—initiated application amending the Future Land Use Map designations ol
appuoxiniatel’,’ 256 acres of land in the area Lnown as the SLyway M anna l)istcici.
generallY located along both sides or 34 Street South. between 3p0 Avenue
South and 54 Avenue South.

A detailed analysis ol the request is provided in Stall ReporL FLUM 27—A,
attached.

REQUEST: (A) ORDINANCE

_______-L

amendin the Future Land Use Map designations
from Planned Redevelopment—Commercial. Institutional and Residential
Mcdi urn to Plan ned Redevelopment—Commercial (Activity Center
Overlay). Institutional ( Activit Center Overla ) and Residential Medium
(Activity Center Overlay).

(H) RESOLUTION

_______________

transmittine the proposel Comprehensive
Plan text amendments for expedited state. regional and county review, in
accordance with Chapter 163. Florida Statutes.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: Four (4) emails and six (6) phone calls have been received, to date,
all requesting additional information. In addition, on March 18th1, City staff
participated in a meeting of the Patriot Square Condo Assoc., attended by 50 to 60
homeowners. Staff presented an overview of the application, including the
purpose and intent of the Activity Center Overlay, and answered questions. There
was general consensus that the overlay would he good for the area.

Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC): On April 14, 2015
the CPPC held a public hearing regarding this matter and voted 7 to 0 to
recommend APPROVAL.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the First reading and public
hearing for the attached proposed ordinance: 2) APPROVE the attached
transmittal resolution; AND 3) SET the second reading and adoption public
hearing lbr July 23. 2015.

Attachments: Ordinance. Resolution, CPPC I)raft Minutes. Staff Report



ORI)INANCE N( ). -L

/\N ORI)INANCE AMENI)ING THE FUTURE LANI) USE ELEMENT OF TI IF
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG. FL()RII)A: CI-IANGING
THE Ft TURF LANI) USE I)ESIGNATIONS OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATFI)
ALONG TI-IF EAST ANI) WEST SII)ES OF 34 STREET SOUTI-I, BETWEEN 3’’
AVENUE SOUTH AND 54 AVENUE SOUTH. FROM PLANNEI) REI)EVELOPMENT
COMMERCIAL. INSTITUTIONAL ANI) RESII)ENTIAL MEI)IUM To PLANNED
REI)EVELOPMENT-COMMERCIAL (ACTIVITY CENTER OVERLAY’). INSTITUTIONAL
(ACTIVITY CENTER OVERLAY). ANI) RESII)ENTIAL MEDIUM (ACTIVITY CENTER
OVERLAY): PROVII)ING FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ANI)
PROVISIONS THEREOF: ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

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

WHEREAS. the City ol St. Petcrshur Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by Ia to be consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and Future
Land Use \ lap and the Pi nd las Planning Council is authorized to develop rules to implement the
County wide 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
Countywide Future Land Use Map; now, therefore

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

SECTION I. Pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government Comprehensive
Planning and Laud 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:

Property

Lot 1, ABR — ST. PETERSBURG. according to the map or plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book
121, Pages 74 and 75. of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. LESS that portion
conveyed to Wal-Mart Stores East. LP in O.R. Book 13207. Page 2404; Public Records of
Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot 1, Block 1, ANDERSON VENTURES SUBDIVISION; according to the map or plat thereof,
as recorded in Plat Book 119, Page 84, of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
The West 417.55 feet of Lot 1. Block 1. BRAGGS LANDING SUBDIVISION, according to the
map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 106, Page 35, of the Public Records of Pinellas
County, Florida.



A NI)
/\ poll ion of I .ot I . Block I . B R( )i\ I )WATI—R TER RACE. according to (1k’ map or phil thereof
as recorded in PLo Book 54. Pae 35 oF the Public Records of I3i nd las Couifly. Florida. hei ng
more particularly described as k)IlOws:
Commencing at the S [— corner of said I A)t I as a Point ol Beginning: Run NK95 I 44W. 293.06
feet along the South line o said Loi I: thence N002720’’E. 102.0K Feet: thence NK95 144W.
66.75 feet: thence N002720’E. 37.92 feet to the North line of said Lot I : thence S59”5 I 44E.
359.54 feel along said North line: thence S002720’ W. 140.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

A NI)
Lot I Block I . B R( )A I )WATER TERRACE. according to the map or plat thereot as recorded in
Plat Book 54. Page 35 of the Public Records of Pinelfas County. Florida. LESS AN I) EXCEPT
the fof lowing:
Commencing at the S.E. corner of said Lot I . as a Poi il of Beginning: run N59”5 I 44”W. 293.06
feet along the South line of said Lot I : thence N00 27’20”E.. 102.05 feet: thence N595 I ‘44’’W,
66.75 Feet: thence N00’27’20”E. 37.92 Feet to the North line of said Lot I : thence S59°5 I 44’E.
359.84 feet along said N orth line: thence S00”2720W. 140.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

ANt)
MCDONALDS LOT 2. BLOCK I. BROADWATERS UNIT POUR ADDITION REPLAT,
according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 122. Page 99 of the Public Records
of Pi nd las County. Florida.

AND
A portion of Lot I. Block I. BROAL) WATERS UNIT 4 ADDITION, as recorded in Pfat Book
68. Page 73. Public Records of Pineffas County. Florida. being more particularly described as
lb II ows:
From the Southwest corner of said Lot 1. run along the West property line of said Lot I.
N00°26’59”E. 252.04 Feet For a Point of Beginning: thence continue along said West property
line NOO’26’59”E. 221.04 Feet: Thence S89”38’32”E. 155.70 Feet: thence S00°2l’28”w. 0.33
feet: thence S8938’32”E, 127.00 feet: thence N0026’59”E. 51.83 feet: thence S8933’0l”E,
282.84 feet to the West right-of-way line of 34tI Street South; thence S0026’59”W. along said
right-of-way 203.75 feet; thence N89°33’Ol”W, 282.63 feet; thence S00”26’59”W, 68.46 feet;
thence N89°38’32”W. 102.00 feel: thence S00°21’28”W. .0.33 feet: thence N8938’32”W.
1 80.92 feet to the Point of Beginning.

AND
Lot 1. Block 1, BROADWATERS UNIT 4 ADDITION. as recorded in Plat Book 68. Page 73,
Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. LESS that portion described in O.R. Book 8841,
Page 1275. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot 1. Block I. BROADWATERS UNIT 4 ADDITION FIRST PARTIAL REPLAT. as recorded
in Plat Book 85. Page 52. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block I. BURGER KING SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in PIat Book 84, Page 69. of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND

7



Ihc South I 65.58 Ie of Lot 2. Block I . CURLLY’S SENl) REPLAT according to the map
or phil thereol as recorded in Phil Book I I 2. Page 3 I . of the Public Records of Pinel las County.
Florida.

ANI)
Lot 2. I .ESS he South I 65.58 Feet, Block I. CURLEY’S SEC( )Nl) REPLAT accorclin to the
map or plal thereol as recorded in Phil Rook I I 2. Page 3 I . of the Public Records of Pinel las
County. Florida.

AND
Lot I . Block I. LESS that portion cons eyed in OR. Rook I $353. Page 1653. CURLEYS
TI—HR I) REPLAT ANI ) Al )DITION. accordini to the map or i’ilat thereol as recorded in Plat
Rook 136. Pave 82. of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. TOGETHER WITH

AND
A Portion 01 Lot I. Block I. CURLEY’S TF-IIRI) REPLAT AND ADDITION. recorded in Plat
Book 136. Pae $3 of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida, PREVIOUSLY
DESCRIBEI) AS:
Lot I . Block I . BRAGG’S LAN DING SUBDIVISION. according to the plat thereol. as recorded
in Plat Book 106. Page 35. Public Records ol Pinellas County. Florida. LESS the West 417.55
feet thereof.
TOGETHER WITH
Parcel A. S.J.S. SUBDIVISION. according to the plat thereof. as recorded in Plat Book 64. Page
32. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. LESS the West 326.70 feet thereof. ALSO
LESS ANI) EXCEPT that part described in Deed to State of Florida. recorded in Official
Records Rook 4894, Page 175 I . Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot 1. Block A. LESS the South 112.00 feet. ENGELKE BLOCK A SECOND PARTIAL
REPLAT. AS RECORDED IN Plat Book 71, Page 48 ol’ the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Flori cia.

AND
The South 112.00 feet o Lot I. Block A. ENGELKE BLOCK A SECOND PARTIAL REPLAT.
AS RECORDED IN Plat Book 71, Page 48 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lots 3 and 4. Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof. recorded in
Plat Book 26. Page 50. of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lots 5 and 16. Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the phil thereof, recorded in
Plat Book 26, Page 50. of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida, LESS that portion
described in O.R. Book 16445, Page 1835. Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
All of Lots 17 and 18 and that part of Lots 5 and 16 described in O.R. Book 16445, Page 1835,
Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, recorded in Plat Book 26,
Page 50. of the Public Records ol’ Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 19. Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof. recorded in Plat
Book 26, Page 50. of the Public Records ol’ Pinellas County, Florida.

AND

3



Lot ikl the West () eel of lot 2. Block K. ENGI1LKE. St BI)IVISION. c )rdinr to (lie nap
or phil thei’eof as i’ecorded in Plat Ro)k 26. 1ae 50. Public Records of Pinellas County. honda.
less that portion conVeyed to the City of St. Petersburg. Honda i OfOcial Records I3ook I 636.
Page 25.

ANI)
The East I 5(1 feet of Lot 2 and all of’ Lot 3. Block H. ENGELK E S U RI)! V IS l( )N. according to
the map or plat thereof’ as recorded in Phil Book 26. Page 50. Public Records of Pi nd las County.
Florida.

A N I)
Lot 4. B lock K. ENG EL KE S U B I )IV IS I( )N. accordin to the map or plat thereof as recorded in
Plat Book 26. Page 50. Public Records of P1 nellas County. Florida. LESS that portion described
in ( ). R. Book 1 6445. Page 6 I 2. Pinch las County. Floi’ida.

A NI)
That part of’ Lot 4. Block B. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 26. Page 50. Public Records of’ Pinch las County. Florida. described as
fbI lows:
Beginning at the Northwest corner of’ said Lot 4; thence run along the Noi’th boundary of’ said
Lot 4. N. 5o) 55’OO” E.. 49.46 feet: thence S. 0011 ‘30” E.. 112.30 feet. to the South boundary of
said Lot 4: thence along said South boundary N. 895536’’ W .50.54 feet to the West boundary
of said Lot 4: thence along said West boundary N 0O2 1 ‘39” E.. I I 2.2 1 feet to the Point of
Beginning.

A NI)
Lot I, Block I, FORDS 34TH STREET SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 85, Page 35, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
A parcel of’ land situated in the South ½ of Section 2. Township 32 South. Range 16 East.
Pinellas County. Florida and being more particularly described as Follows:
Commence at the West ¼ corner of Section 2. Township 32 south. Range 16 East. run thence
along the West line of said Section 2. S. OO0Ol59 E.. 164.94 feet; run thence S. 89°57’03” E..
60.00 feet to a point in (he East right-of-way line of 34 Street South (U.S. 19) the POINT OF
BEGINNING; continue thence S. 89°57’03” E.. 230.06 feet to a point on the West right-of-way
line of 1-275; run thence along said West right-of-way of 1-275. along a curve to the left having a
radius of 2.696.48 feet, a central angle of 5”18’48”. an arc distance of 250.06 feet, a chord
distance of 249.97 feet and a chord hearing of S. 123’25” W.: run thence N. 89°58’08” W..
223.85 feet to a point in the East right-of-way line of said 34th Street South (U.S. 19): run thence
along said East right-of-way line of said 34Ui Street South (U.S. 19), N. OO0OI59s W., 249.97
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
A parcel of land situated in the South ½ of Section 2, Township 32 South. Range 16 East,
Pinellas County. Florida and being more particularly described as follows:
Commence at the Southwest corner ol’ Section 2, Township 32 south, Range 16 East, thence run
North 50.00 feet: thence run East 60.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence run North
200 ftet: thence run Easy 62.00 liet: thence run Southwesterly 205 ftet: thence run West 27 fet
to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
4



1,ot /\. Itlock I. 1K Mi\RI PIi\/A. ad. r(.Iine to the plat (hereof as ree rded in Plat Book 94.
Pages 26 and 27. ol the Public Records o 13i nellas County. Honda.

ANI)
Lot It. Block I . K N/I i\ RT PLAZA. according to the plat ihereol as recorded in Plat Rook 94.
Pages 26 and 27. oF the Public Records of I’i net las County. Florida.

ANI)
Lot C. Block I . 1K MART PLAZA. according to the plat thereol as recorded in Plat Rook 94.
Pages 26 and 27. of the Public Records ol Pi net las County. Florida.

AN I)
Lots I. 2 and 3. Block A. LAKEWOOI) OFFICE PARK as reeorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39
and 40. Public Records o[ Pi nd las County. Florida.

ANI)
That portion of Lot 4. Block A. LA IKEW( )Ol) ( )FFICE PAR K as recorded in Plat Rook 57.
Pages 39 and 40. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. more particulary described as
lollows:
Begi in i ng at the Southwest corner ol’ said Lot 4: thence run North 553.00 feet: thence run
Southeasterly along a curve to the right 545.Ot) feet to the North right-oi-\k ay line of 32uid Avenue
South: thence run Southwesterly along the right—of—way 92.00 feet to the POINT OF
BEG IN N I N G.

AND
A portion of Lots I 2 and 3. as described in OR. Book 1791 8. Paee 255. Block C.
LA KEWOOl) OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40. Public Records of
Pinellas CounB. Florida.

AND
The south 100.00 ftei of the West 28.00 feet of the East 45.00 feet of Lot I and the East 435.00
Iet of the South 100.00 feet of Lots 2 and 3. Block C. LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as
recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block I. MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 ADDITION, according t.o the plat thereof.
recorded in Plat Book 74, Page 55, Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot I. Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 FIRST ADDITION. according to the plat thereof.
recorded in Plat Book 101. Page 93. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot 2. Block I. MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 FIRST ADDITION, according to the plat thereof,
recorded in Plat Book 101, Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 3. Block 1. MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 FIRST ADDITION, according to the plat thereof.
recorded in Plat Book 101. Page 93. Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 4, Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 FIRST ADDITION, according to the plat thereof.
recorded in Plat Book 101. Page 93. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
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A portion of Tract 2. MAXIM() M(X)RINCIS UNIT SIX. according to the plat thereof recorded
in flat Book 62. Page 32 Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. being mow particularly
described as lollows:
Beginning at the Southwest corner of said Tract 2: run thence North (Xr06’59’ West along the
West boundary line of said Tract 2 a distance of 275.(N) feet to the Northwest corner of said Tract
2: thence South 892’2 I” East along the North boundary line of said Tract 2 a distance of
308.50 feet: thence departing said North boundary line run South 00’06’39” East a distance of
125.20 feet: run thence South 63°29’07” East a distance of 38.93 feet: run thence South
0(i’06’59” East a distance of 132.50 feet to a point on the South boundary line of said Tract 2;
run thence North 89”5T2 I” West along the South boundary of said Tract 2 a distance of 343.30
feet to the Point of Beginning.

AN))
A portion of Tract 2 and all of Tract I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT SIX. according to the plat
thereof recorded in Plat Book 62, Page 32 Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. being
more particularly described as follows:
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Section 3, Township 32 South, Range 16 East, Pinellas
County. Florida: run thence South 89°52’21” East along the South boundary line of said Section
3, a distance of 59.40 feet: thence departing said South boundary line, run North 00”06’59”
West. a distance of 68.00 feeL to a poinL on the intersection of the North Right-of-Way line of,.54th Avenue South and the West Right-of-Way line of 34th Street South as now established, said
point also being the Southeast corner of said Tract 2 and the POINT OF BEGINNING of the
herein described parcel: run thence North 0(104’Ol” West, along the West Right-of-Way line of
said 34th Street South, a distance of 275.00 feet, to the Northeast corner of Tract 1; run thence
North 89°52’2 I” West along the boundary line of aforementioned Tracts I and 2, a distance of
251.60 feet: thence departing said North boundary line , South 00°06’59” East, a distance of
125.20 feet; run thence South 63°29’07” East, a distance of 38.93 feet; run thence South00D0659fl East, a distance of 132.50 feet, to a point on the North right-of-Way line of 54th

Avenue South as now established: run thence South 89°52’21” East, along said North Right-of-
Way line, a distance of 216.70 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
Lot 1, Block I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT 7, according to the plat thereof as filed in Plat
Book 88, Page 25, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNITS FOURTH PARTIAL REPLAT, according to
the plat thereof as filed in Plat Book 113, Page 70, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

AND
Lot 2, Block I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNITS FOURTH PARTIAL REPLAT, according to
the plat thereof as filed in Nat Book 113, Page 70, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

AND
Lot 2, Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNITS THIRD PARTIAL REPLAT, according to the
plan thereof as filed in flat Book 113, Page 70, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
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I at 3. MAXIM( ) M( )( )RINGS tNlT 5. SI C( )Nl ) PARTIAL REiPLAT. as per Map or IThit
thereof. recorded in Plat Rook 64. Page 62. Public Records of Pi nd las County. Florida. and the
vacated East 2() f ci of 7th Street South adjacent of the West.

AN!)
I ails I ukl 2. MAX IM( ) M( )( )RINGS UN IT 5. SEC( )NI) PART REPLAT. according to (lie map
or plat there of as recorded in Plat Rook 64. Page 62. of the Public Records of Pinellas County.
Florida: TOGETHER WITH Tract B. MAXIM() MOORINGS UNIT 5 PARTIAL REPLAT.
according to the map or plat there of as recorded in Plat Book 57. Page i5. of the Public Records
of Pi nell as C u n ty, Florida.

A NI)
Tract A and the North 51) ke of Tract B. MAX I M( ) M( )( )R INGS UN IT 5. according to the map
or plat there of as recorded in Plat Rook 54, Page X7. of the Public Records of Pinel las County.
Florida.

A NI)
Lot I . 13 lock I . MEN NA SU 131) IVIS ION: according to the map or phil thereof as recorded in
Plat Book SO. Page 2. of the Public Records of Pinel las County. Florida.

ANF)
Lot I. Block 1. PINELLAS STATE BANK SUBDIVISION, as recorded in Plat Book 71. Page
5 I . of the Public records of Pinel las County. less and except the following:
From (lie Soufiiest corner of said Lot I. as the POINT OF BEGINNING. thence alon the West
line of said Lot I . N. 001 7’06” E.. 275.00 feet. to the Northwest cm’ner of said Lot I ; thence
S.X952’54’’E.. along the North line of said Lot I . 143.45 feet: thence departing said North Line.
S.00”0 I ‘44’’E.. 221 .74 feet: thence S.0S’0 I ‘04’’W.. 53.77 feet. to a point on (lie South line of sai
Lot I: thence N952’54”W.. 137.43 feet. to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
Lot I, Block I. RAHALL’S MAXIMO SUBDIVISION, according to the Plat thereof, recorded
in Plat Book 99. Page 21, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
The W 326.70 feet of Parcel A. S.J.S. SUBDIVISION: according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plal Book 64, Page 32, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot I. Block I. SAFESTOR ONE: according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book
120, Page 47, of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot I. Block 1, ST BARTHOLOMEW’S SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 101, Page 17, Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. TOGETHER
WITH a portion of Lot 1. Block 1, PINELLAS STATE BANK SUBDIVISION, as recorded in
Plat Book 71. Page 51, of the Public records of Pinellas County. more particularly described as
follows:
From the Southwest corner of said Lot I, as the POINT OF BEGINNING, thence along the West
line of said Lot I. N. 00l7’06” B.. 275.00 feet. to the Northwest corner of said Lot I; thence
S.89°52’54”E., along the North line of said Lot 1. 143.45 feet; thence departing said North Line,
S.00°Ol’44”E.. 221.74 feet: thence S.080I’04”W.. 53.77 feet, to a point on the South line of
said Lot 1; thence N8952’54”W., 137.43 feet, to the POINT OF BEGINNING

AND
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Lt I . Block I . Wi\L—MA RT ST PETERSBURG S( )L.ITH. according to the map or pint thcftOi
as recorded in PInt Rook I 29. Page 5. Public Records ol Pinel las County. Honda.

A NI)
Lot 2. Block I . WAL-MART ST PETERSBURG SOUTH. according to the map or pint thereol
as recorded in Pint Book I 29. Page 5. Public Records of Pineilas County. Florida.

ANI)
Lot I . Block I . WENDYS SU Ri)1VIS ION, according to the map or pint thereof as recorded in
Pint Book 82. Page 29. of the Public Records of Pi nellas County. Florida.

Land Use Cateeory

From: Planned Redevelopment—Commercial

To: Planned Redevelopment—Commercial (Activity Center Overlay)

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 h
placing the hereinafter described properly in the land use category as follows:

Property

Lot I and the South 52.00 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275, Block B, LAKEWOOD OFFICE
PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40. Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida

AND
The North 146.00 feet of the South 198.00 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275. Block B.
LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40. Public Records of
Pinel las County. Florida.

AND
Lots 3, 4. 5 and the North 53.24 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275, Block B, LAKEWOOD
OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas
County. Florida.

AND
A portion of Lot 4. Block C. LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK. as recorded in Pint Book 57, Pages
39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. being described as follows:
Begin at the Southwest corner of Lot 4. Block C. LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK; run thence
North 05°45’56” East along the Limited Access R/W line 323.08 feet: thence North 091 3’49”
East along said Limited Access R/W line 276.75 ftet to the Southerly R/W line of 36th Avenue
South; thence North 77°52’23” West along said Southerly R/W line of 36111 Avenue South 79.26
feet; thence South 0°03’36.3” East 611.26 foet to the Point of Beginning.

AND
Lot I. Block D. LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Rook 57. Pages 39 and 40.
Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND



a1 2. Block I). L/\KL\V( )( )I) ( )FIWF PARK as icorded in Plat Book 57. Paces 30 and 40.
Public Records of Pinel las County. Florida.

Land Use Catecory

From: Institutional

To: institutional (Activity Center Overlay)

SECTI( )N 3. Pursuant to the provisions of’ the Local Government Comprehensive
Planni n and Land I)evelopment Act. amended. and pursuant to all appi icable 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 hind use category as ft1 lows:

PATRIOT SQUARE CONDOMINIUM APARTMENTS SECTICN 2. according to the plat
thereof as recorded in Condominium Plat Book 14, Pages 46 thru 48. Public Records of Pinellas
Cou lily. Florida.
TOGETHER WITH
A portion of Lot I . Block 2. BROADWATER UNIT 5. as recorded in Plat Book 67. Page 8.
Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida. more particularly described as Ibllows:
Beginning at the Northeast corner of Section 3. Township 32 South. Range 16 East. Pinellas
County. Florida, thence run S.00”27’20”E., 1,322.76 feet; thence N.89”5 1 ‘44”W., 487.84 feet;
thence N.00’08’ I 6”E.. 34.50 feet to the Point of Beginning: thence N.89°5 I ‘44”W ..5.00 feet:
thence N.0008’ 16”E.. 92.00 feet: thence S.89”54’44”E.. 49.32 feet: thence N.00°05’ l6”E..
58.26 feet; thence S.89’54’44”E.. 93.90 feet: thence S.0008’l6”W.. 65.89 feet: thence
N.89°5 I ‘44”W.. 138. 17 ICet: thence S.00°08’ I 6”W.. 84.50 feet to the Point of Beginning.
(Common Element) AKA Leased Recreational Area

Land Use Category

From: Residential Medium

To: Residential Medium (Activity Center Overlay)

SECTION 4. 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 5. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter. it shall become effective upon approval ol the required Land
Use Plan change by the Pincllas County Board of County Commissioners (acting in their
capacity as the Countywide Planning Authority) and upon issuance of a l’inal order determining
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this aniendniciit to he in c nipliaiice hy the I )epartmcnt ol Economic ( )pportunity (I)( )E) 01. until
the Administration Commission issues a Ii nal order determining this amendment to he in
ciupl iance. pursuant to Sect ion I (i3.3 7, ES. In (he event this ordi mince is vetoed hy the
Mayor in accordance with the City Charter. ii shall not hecome died ive unless and until the Cii.y
Con neil overrides the veto in accordance with the City Charter. in which case it shall hecome
ellecti ye as set lorth ahove.

APPR()VEI) AS To FORM ANI) SUBSTANCE:

__Z

/PLG & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

FLUM 27-A
(Laud Use)

l)ATE

ASSISTANT CITY A?ORNEY DATE

I0



RI S( )I .LITI( )N N( ). 201

A RFS( )IJJ1Y( )N TRANSMITTING A PROIN)SEI) COMPREI-IENSIVE PLAN
AMENI)MENT FOR STATE. REGIONAL ANI) COUNTY REVIEW AS
REQUIREI) PY 1’I IF COMMUNITY PLANNING ACT (CHAPTER 63. PART
II. FLORIDA STATtITES): ANI) PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

WI—I ER EAS. the Community Planning Act requires that amendments to
the Comprehensive Plan be forwarded for state. regional and coLinty review and comment
in compliance with statutory requirements: and

WI—IEREAS. the St. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation
Commission, acting as the Local Planning Agency, has reviewed and acted on a
Comprehensive Plan amendment as required by Section 163.3 174. P.S.

NOW. THEREFORE. RE IT RESOLVEI) by the City Council ol the City
of’ St. Petersburg, Florida:

That the Comprehensive Plan amendment acted on by the City of St.
Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission on April 14.
201 5 attached to this resolution. be transmitted t’or state. regional and
county revie’ pursuant to Section 163.3 I 843. Florida Statutes
(Expedited State Re\iew Process).

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

/
/

PLNNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ASSISTANT CITY ATtORNEY DATE

APPROVEI) AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: City File: FLUM-27-A

DATE
y-/7__-- / c_____
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PuBlic 1-1IARlN(;
ApnI 14, 2015

PUBLIC HEARING

D. City File FLUM 27-A Contact Person: Rick MacAulay, 551-3386

Location: The subject property, totaling appro imatelv 256 acres. is general/v located along 1)0111
sides oF 34 Street SoLith, between 3O Avenue South and 54 Avenue South, in the area known as
the S kyway Marina District.

Request: City—initiated request to amend the Future Land Use Map designations from Planned
Redevelopment—Commercial. Institutional and Residential Medium to Planned Redevelopment—
Commercial (Activity Center), Institutional (Activity Center) and Residential Medium (Activity
Center). There are no Of/icial Zoning Map (lion ç’e.s’ proposed.

Staff Presentation

Rick MacAulay gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.

Commissioner Burke asked ii there has been a real impact to the five areas currently designated as Activity
Centers. to which Mr. MacAulay replied with a resounding yes.

Public Hearing

No speakers present.

Executive Session

MOTION: Commissioner Michaels moved and Commissioner Wolf seconded a motion approving
the amendments to the Future Land Use Map designations, in accordance with the
skff report.

VOTE: YES — Burke, Michaels, Montanan, Reese, Wolf; Carter, Smith
NO -None

Motion was approved by a vote of 7- 0.
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Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department.

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

For Public Head nt and Executive Action on April 14. 20 5
at 3:00 p.m.. in [lie City Council Chambers. City Hall.

1 75 H lih Street North. St. Petersburg. Florida.

City File: FLUM 27-.
i\ge ida Item IV.I)

Accorchng to Planning and Economic De’elopinent Department records, no conlinissioners o’.’n property located
within 2,000 eeL of the sLibject property. All other possible conflicts should be declared upon announcement of the
item.

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
City Hall — 175 5111 Street North
St. Petersburg. FL 33701

SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property. estimated to he 256 acres in size (including right-of-way), is comprised of
the majority of the area known as the Skyway Marina District, generally located along both sides
of 34111 Street South. between 30U1 Avenue South and 54111 Avenue South. (While the Maximo
Marina property. located on the west side of 37uh1 Street South between 46hh1 Avenue South and
50ih Avenue South. is located within the Skyway Marina District boundary, it is not included in
this application due to Coastal High Hazard Area issues.)

LEGAL:

The legal descriptions for the subject property are attached.

REQUEST:

As shown in greater detail in the attached map series, the request is to amend the Future Land
Use Map designations from Planned Redevelopment-Commercial, Institutional and Residential
Medium to Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (Activity Center). Institutional (Activity
Center) and Residential Medium (Activity Center). There are no Official Zoning Map changes
proposed.

City File: FLUM-27-A
Page 1



P(IRP()SE:

I )esignuti ng (lie subject property with the Activity Center ( )verlay on the Future Lund Use Map
is one ol live strategies to promote revilalization, in accordance with the Skyway Marina l)istrici
Plan, approved by the St. Petersburg City Council on May I 5, 2014 (Resolution 2014—2 I 0).

EXISTING USES:

The predominant existing use is retail, including Baypointe Plaza, Marina Village and a Walmart
Superstore, l’ol lowed by office uses primarily comprised of the Ceridian Benefits Services, Inc.
campus. Existing residential uses include the Patriot Square condos, while institutional uses
include the St. Petersburg College Al state Center Campus and church property.

SURROUNDING USES:

The 4(I1 Street commercial corridor continues north ol the subject area, while 34° Street to the
south provides direct access to the Pinellas Bayway/SR 682 as well as 1—275 and the Sunshine
Skyway Bridge. Surrounding uses to the east and west are as ibilows:

East: 1—275 and the Lakewood Estates neighborhood

West: Primarily single family neighborhoods within the Clam Bayou, Broaciwater and Maximo
Moorings neighborhood associations

APPLICABLE REGULATIONS:

The subject property is approximately 256 acres in size, including right-of-way and 209 parcel-
acres, excluding right-of-way. It is estimated that 181 of the 209 parcel-acres, or nearly 87
percent, will he affected by the proposed Activity Center Overlay. While the Activity Center
Overlay is a Future Land Use Map designation, the redevelopment potential is reflected in the
compatible zoning district regulations. As shown in the table below, the redevelopment potential
will increase for those properties designated Planned Redevelopment-Commercial with either
RC-l (Retail Center-i) or CCS-2 (Corridor Commercial Suburban-2) zoning. The balance of the
subject propel-tv designated Institutional and Residential Medium. will not be affected by the
overla’ designation.

RC-l RC-l CCS-2 CCS-2
(Proposed Activity (Proposed Activity
Center) Center)

Density 30 units/acre 45 units/acre 40 units/acre 60 units/acre
Floor-area-ratio 0.75 1 .12 0.75 1 . 12
Workforce 10 units/acre 15 units/acre 6 units/acre 10 units/acre
Housing

As stated previously, while the Maximo Marina property is located within the Skyway Marina
District, it is not included in this application, thus will not be designated with the overlay due to

City File: FLUM-27-A
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(oastal I-I igh I lazaid i\rea (CII I—IA) issues. In summary, the City’s Comprehensive Plan and
land development regulations, the Countywide Rules (administered by the Pine! las Planning
Council) as we]! as Florida statutes essentially prohibit increasing residential density. i.e..
pof)UlatiO[l, within the Cl—I I—IA.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

IC the Activity Center Overlay is approved lbr the subject property. the Skyway Marina District
will become the City’s sixth designated activity center (the other live are Intown/Downtown.
Gateway, Tvrone. Central Plaza. and the Central Avenue Corridor activity center adopted in
December 20] 3).

Skyway Marina District: Background

The Skyway Marina District is St. Petersburg’s southernmost business district, located on 34
Street South W.S. Highway 19) between 30 al 54Lh Avenues South. The Skyway Marina
District started to develop in the 1950’s with the construction of the original Skyway Bridge, and
further developed with the completion of the Pinellas Bayway and Interstate 275. The retail
prominence that this area enjoyed in the past has diminished with the lack of reinvestment by the
private market.

The Skyway Marina District Plan was recommended for approval by the Community Planning &
Preservation Commission on May 13, 2014 and approved by the City Council on May 15, 2014.
The purpose of the Plan is to improve the retail experience, create more redevelopment
opportunities and increase the profits of businesses. The objectives of the Plan are to create a
place with a recognizable identity, increase the population and buying power, increase
employment, create a multimodal environment and promote sustainability. The Plan has five
strategies to promote revitalization:

Land Use and Site Design — Activity Center designation is proposed to maximize
development potential. The promotion of parcel-based urhanism with mixed use vertical
development, ground floor retail, and integrated parking is encoLiraged for sustainability of
the District. Site development is proposed to include multi—modal amenities. off—site
connectivity and native landscaping constructed using best environmental practices.

Economic Development — Additional retail, restaurants and offices are desired in the
District to provide additional shopping, dining and employment. Restaurant and mixed-use
project incenti vesare proposed.

Streetscape — An attractive appearance is desired within the corridor that establishes a
cohesive image, unique identity and safo environment, and includes public art and Florida
friendly landscaping. The creation of gateway Ibatures, addition of landscaping in the right-
of—way, more prominent plantings in the current medians, addition of public art and new bus
shelters is proposed.

I Transportation — The District will incorporate all viable mobility options that are reliable,
affordable and safe. Connectivity and walkability is a high priority and an important
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coiisideration iii prposing additional City Thuil feeders, sidewalks, trolley service and mass
tralisil Stops.

4 l\’larkelin mid Pt )motion — A positive and tim lied brand is )roposed to he created br the
I )istrict that is easily identi liable and marketed. A strong business organization has been
created that will focus on activities that improve the business climate and increase customers
patronizing the I )istrict. Comprehensive marketing activities to promote the Skyway Marina
I )istrict are proposed and include surrounding neighborhoods.

Amending the City’s Future Land Use Map by designating the subject property with the Activity
Center ()vei’lav directly addresses and implements the land use and site design strategy
recommended by the Plan.

St. Petershur Vision 2020 Plan

The St. Petersburg Vision 2020 Plan, adopted by the City Council in October 2002. underscored
the fact that the City was comprised of neighborhoods, corridors and centers. The Vision Plan
noted that the I ntown/Downtown, Gateway and Tyrone centers were Further compri sect of a
highly intensR e mix ol uses, including shopping, education, housing, cultural and employment
opportunities. Two of the Plan’s recommendations were to create a ‘‘future center’ in southern
St. Petersburg and to nicrease aCtli’IIy along comlnL’rcicll corridors. The proposed Activity
Center Overlay l’or the Skyway Marina District addresses both of these Vision 2020 Plan
recommendations.

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

The proposed Activity Center Overlay is appropriate given the subject property’s proximity to
several major transportation arteries, including 34th Street, 1-275 and the Pinellas Bayway (SR
682). Designating the subject property with the Activity Center Overlay is consistent with
several Comprehensive Plan objectives and policies, as follows:

As noted above, the proposed Activity Center Overlay for the Skyway Marina District is
consistent with the principles and recommendations of the City’s Vision 2020 Plan and
Comprehensive Plan Policy V1.1, which states that development decisions and strategies
shall integrate the guiding principles found in the Vision Element with sound planning
principles followed in the fnnal planii ing process.

• The proposed Activity Center Overlay will accommodate the higher intensity and mixed
use development anticipated by the Skyway Marina District Plan, consistent with
Comprehensive Plan Objective LU2, which supports 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.

• The requested designation is consistent with Comprehensive Plan objectives and policies
which support mixed-use development (Objective LU4), as well as concentrating growth
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and (1/11(0 Iini. Iaire—s ale, (/101/nv (lec(’lo/niu’Iil \Vi thin the City’s ac/icily (‘enters ( Polic
LLJ2.3).

• This request is consistent with Policy IJJ3.4, which states that the Land Use Plan shall
providc kr (‘olil/)ali/)/e 1011(1 use lraiisitwn tlirouç’Ii (iii ordeiiv laud use (u’i’aliçelneuit; and
Policy LU3.7, which states that land use planning decisions shall include a review to
determine whether existing Land Use Plan boundaries are logicali v drawn in relation to
existing conditions and evpeeied /uiuu’e (‘Ouiditiolis.

• This request is also consistent with Policy LU3. h. which slates that all retail and office
activities shall he located, designed and regulated so as to heiie/n /1011? tue (1C’SS

a//n’ded lv IiUijoi’ sire/s O’il/ioiIl i1i1j)(iiIiiIt/ the e//!eielle\’ (1/ operaltoil o/ these streets 01

/ooeivil 1/ic LOS he/ow adopted standards; and Policy T1.6. which states that the C/tv
s/ia/I support hiii’Ii—deiisnv, mixed—use deve/opnients (111(1 redei’e/opments, in and cidjaceuit

to /1(111111 Ceiiters, i’eclece/opment areas mid locations f/ia! are supported by mass
tratisil, to reduce the number and length ol automobile trips and encourage transit usage,
bicycling and walking.

It should be noted that a Comprehensive Plan text amendment packae is conctirrently being
processed which will amend Policy LU2.1, adding the Skyway Marina District as the City’s
sixth activity center (City File: LGCP-20 15-02).

Level of Service (LOS) Impact

The Level of Service (LOS) impact section of this report concludes that the proposed Plan
change will not have a negative effect upon the adopted LOS standards for public services and
facilities including potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit, recreation, and
stormwater management.

SPECIAL NOTE
ON CONCURRENCY: Level of Service impacts are generally addressed further in this
report. Approval of this land use change adding the Activity Center Overlay does not guarantee
that the subject property will meet the requirements of concurrency at the time development
permits are requested. Completion of this land use plan change does not guarantee the right
to develop on any of the subject property. 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:

City staff recommends APPROVAL of this City-initiated request is to amend the Future Land
Use Map designations front Planned Redevelopment-Commercial, Institutional and Residential
Medium to Planned Redevelopment-Commercial (Activity Center). Institutional (Activity
Center) and Residential Medium (Activity Center) on the basis that the request is consistent with
the goals, objectives and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
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RESPONSES To RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS

To [IjF LAND USE PLAN:

a. Compliance of prol)able use with goals, ol)jectives, policies and gui(lelines of the
City’s Comprehensive Plan.

The Fol lowing policies and ohectives (torn the Comprehensive Plan are applicable:

V I When considering (lie probable use of land in a development application,
(lie principles and recommendations noted in [lie Vision Element shoLild
he considered where applicable.

V I . I Development decisions and strategies shall integrate the guiding principles
l’ound in the Vision Element with sound planning principles followed in
the formal planning process.

LU3. I (F)(3 ) Planned Redevelopment — Commercial (C) — Allowing [lie full range of
commercial and mixed uses including retail. oHice, 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. Higher densities and
intensities are acceptable within activity centers hut not exceeding a floor
area ratio or a net residential density as established in the redevelopment
plan or special area l)lan.

LU3. I (E)(3) 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 stiited to a more intensive and integrated pattern of
development.

LU2: 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. I 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 Corridor
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.
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I .112.3 To attract large scale quality development and assure the proper coordination.
programmmg and liming of City services in the activity centers the City shall
do the following:

2. Continue to develop, evaluate and implement appropriate activity center
development incentives.

LU3. I .E.3. 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.

LU3.4 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.

LU3.5 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.

LU3.6 Land planning should weigh heavily the established character of
predominantly developed areas where changes of use or intensity of
development are contemplated.

LU3.7 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.

LU3.18 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.

LU4 The Future Land Use Plan and Map shall provide for the future land use
needs identified in this Element:

(4) Mixed-use - developments are encouraged in appropriate locations
to foster a land use pattern that results in fewer and shorter
automobile trips and vibrant walkable communities.

Tl.6 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.
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‘I’l .7 Ihe City shall work with (lie Pinellas County MP() to pnontize midway
and transit projects that serve Activity Centers as identi tied in (he City’s
Future I and Use Element.

T .X The City slial I work with the P1 nd las Couiity M P( ) and PSTA to provide
enhanced transit service to Activity Centers through a reduction in transit
headways, implementation ot passenger amenities and expansion of
existing service.

h. Whether (he proposed amendment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or
areas which are documented habitat br listed siecies as defined by the
Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

The proposed amendment will not impact environmentally sensitive lands or areas which
are documented habitat for listed species as deli ned by the Conservation Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

c. Whether the proposed change would alter population or the l)Ol)tllatiOfl density
pattern and thereby impact residential dwelling units and or public schools.

The proposed change niav alter the City’s population or the population density pattern ii
residential development is marie a part ol a iuture redevelopment plan. It should he noted
that the existing RC— I and CCS—2 zoning district regulations already permit residential
densities in the range of 30 to 40 units per acre. Also, approved Site plans involving a
residential component are shared with the Pinellas County School System.

d. 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, storrnwater management.

The proposed change will not have a negative impact on the City’s adopted levels of
service for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit, storrnwater

management and recreati ott

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 is 2.3
million gallons per day.

The City’s adopted level of service (LOS) standard for potable water is 125 gallons per
capita per day, while the actual usage is estimated to be 79 gallons per capita per day.
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Sh ai 1(1 the pmposed ameiidnient he appmved, there will be no impact n the City’s
adopted U )S standard.

WASTE WATER

The subject property is served by the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility, which
presently has excess capacity estimated to he 3.8 million gallons per day. There is excess
sanitary sewer capacity to ser e the amendment area.

SOLID WASTE

All solid aste di.spo.cuf is the responsibility of’ Pinellas County. The County currently
receives and disposes ol municipal solid waste, and construction and demolition debris,
generated throughout Pinellas Count. The Pinellas County Waste—to—Energy Plant and
the Bridgeway Acres Sanitary Landfill are the responsibility of Pinellas County Utilities,
I)epartment of’ Solid Waste ()perations however, they are operated and maintained Linder
contract by two pri ‘ate companies. The Waste—to—Energy Plant continues to operate
belo\ its design capacity of’ incinerating 985.500 tons of solid waste per year. The
continuation ol’ successful recycling e [forts and the efficient operation ol 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 plins.

There is excess solid waste capacity to serve the amendment area.

TRAFFIC

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) maintains US I 9134th Street, which is
classified as a principal arterial roadway. Thirty-fourth Street South between 30th

Avenue South and 54th Avenue South presently has a significant amount of spare
roadway capacity. Based on the Pinellas County Metropolitan Planning Organization’s
(MPO) 2014 Level of Service (LOS) Report, 34 Street South between 22’ Avenue
South and 54 Avenue South operates at a LOS “C” and has a volume-to-capacity ratio
of only 0.47. This low volume-to-capacity ratio is due to the fact that 34 Street South is
a six-lane divided facility and it only carried an average of 25,437 vehicles pci’ day in

2013, which is significantly less than the traffic volumes on other six-lane divided
sections of’ US 19 north of’ St. Pete city-limits.

The City maintains 54th Avenue South east of 34 Street. Filly—Fourth Avenue is
classified as a minor arterial and is a four-lane divided i’acility between Dr. ML King Jr.
Street to 34 Street. Fifty-Fourth Avenue South operates at a LOS “E” from 3 4 Street to
34 Street, with a volume-to-capacity ratio of 0.927. It should be noted that the Pinellas
County MPO completed a corridor study for 54th Avenue South in 2007. City staff is
now working with the MPO staff’ and other providers of’ transportation ltcilities and
services to implement the recommended strategies, which would help improve traffic
flow. The City is currently constructing an eastbound to southbound right turn lane at the
intersection of 541h Avenue South and 31 Street and installing a new mast arm signal.
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‘Ilie lI)( Il’ also niainlains 54111 Avenue South/linellas Bayway (SR (152) west of 34°
Street. which is classihed as a minor arterial and is a six-lane divided hicilily from 3-It”
Street to I )olpliin Cay I ane. This road segment presently operates al a L( )S ‘‘B’’ and has a
volllme—k)—capacily ratio ol only () .325.

In summary, the purpose and intent ol the Activity Center ( )verlay is to i ncentivize
redevelopment with higher densities and floor—area—ratios. The City’s desire is to increase
economic acti ‘ity within the Skyway Marina I)istrict. Adding the overlay will create the
City’s sixth activity center and result in an increase in daily and p.m. peak hour trips.
Other than the short segment ol 54° A venue South between 31 SI Street and 340 Street, the
surrounding roadway network currently functions with plenty of excess capacity. Thus it
can be slated that an increase in daily and p.m. peak—hour tn ps resu I ti ng from the overlay
will not have a signi licant impact on surrounding roadway level of service.

i1ASS TRANSIT

The Ci t wide LCS lbr mass transit will not he affected. The Pi nd las Suncoast Transit
Authority’s (PSTA) Route 19 operates along

34111 Street/US 19 From Eekerd College to
northern Pinel las County with 20—minute service frequencies. Route 19 had the highest
riclership in the PSTA system in 2013 and 2014. Also, Route 90 provides commuter
service along 34111 Street South and the Pinellas Bayway From Grand Central Terminal to
St. Pete Beach during the morning and aliernoon peak hours.

RECREATION

The City’s adopted LOS standard For recreation and open space (R/OS) is nine (9) acres
per 1,000 population. However, for many years the City has enjoyed an actual R/OS level
of service that is estimated to he 21 .9 acres per I ,000 population. The proposed
amendment will not affect the City’s adopted LOS standard for recreation and open
space.

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
SW FW MD stormwater management criteria.

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

There is both appropriate and sufficiently adequate land area for the use and reasonably
anticipated operations and expansion that the Activity Center Overlay is intended to
create.
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11w aiiioniit .111(1 avmlal)ility ol vacant land or land suital)lc br re(levelopmdnl
shown br similar uses in the City or in contiguous areas.

Not app! icable.

Whether the prol)osed change is consistent with the established land use pattern.

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

Ii. Whether the existing district boundaries are logically drawn in relation to existing
coflditions on the 1)I’OpCrty Pi0l)0SC(t br change.

The existing zoning district boundaries are not being amended.

If the L)rol)oSe(l 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.

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

According to the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), all of the subject property
located south of 421k1 Avenue is located within the 100—year flood plain. The upland area
surrounding the Maxirno Marina is also located within the CHHA (Coastal High Hazard
Area); however, this area is not being designated with the AC Overlay.

k. Other pertinent information. None.
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Ie.al Description

‘Ilial p01’tioti of the SUI)jCCt I)rOpCI’ty hein aniended lr()m Planned Redevelopment—
Commercial to lianned Redevelopment—Commercial (Activity Center Overlay) is leaIIy
(lescril)ed as follow’s:

Lot I , ABR — ST. PETERSI3URG, according to the map or plat thereof. as recorded in Phil Book
I 2 I . Pages 74 and 75. of the Public Records of Pi nellas County, Florida. LESS that portion
conveyed to Wal—Mart Stores East. LP in OR. Book I 3207. Page 2101: Public Records of
Pinel las (joufltv, Honda.

A N I)
Lot I . Block I . ANI)ERSON VENTURES SUBDIVISION: according to the map or plat thereol,
as recorded in Plai Book I I I), Page 84. ol the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
The Vvest 417.55 feet of Lot I. Block I, BRAGGS LANDING SUBDIVISION, according to the
map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 106. Page 35, of the Public Records ol’ Pinellas
County. Florida.

AND
A portion of Lot I , Block I BROADWATER TERRACE. according to the map or plat thereof
as recorded in Plat Book $4. Page 35 ol’ the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, being
more pai1ieularI described as follos:
Commencing at the SE corner of said Lot I as a Point of Beginning: Run N89 5 144W, 293.06
feet along the South line of said Lot I thence N0O27’20”E, 102.08 feet: thence N89 5144W,
66.78 feet; thence N00’2720’E, 37.92 feet to the North line of said Lot I; thence S895 I 44’E,
359.84 feet along said North line; thence S00°27’20”W, 140.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

AND
Lot I Block I, BROADWATER TERRACE, according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in
Plat Book 84, Page 35 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, LESS AND EXCEPT
the following:
Commencing at the S.E. corner of said Lot 1, as a Point of Beginning; run N895 I ‘44”W, 293.06
feet along the South line of said Lot 1; thence N00’27’20”E., 102.08 feet; thence N895l’44”W,
66.78 feet; thence N00’27’20”E, 37.92 feet to the North line of said Lot 1; thence S89’51’44”E,
359.84 feet along said North line; thence S0027’20’W, 140.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

AND
MCDONALDS LOT 2, BLOCK 1, BROADWATERS UNIT FOUR ADDITION REPLAT,
according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 122, Page 99 of the Public Records
of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
A portion of Lot I, Block I, BROADWATERS UNIT 4 ADI)ITION, as recorded in Plat Book
68, Page 73, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, being more particularly described as
follows:
From the Southwest corner of said Lot 1, run along the West property line of said Lot 1,
N00”26’59”E, 252.04 let for a Point of Beginning; thence continue along said West property
line N00°26’59”E, 221.04 feet; Thence S89’38’32”E, 155.70 feet; thence S00”21 ‘28”w, 0.33
feet; thence S89’38’32”E, 127.00 feet; thence N00’26’59”E, 51.83 feet; thence S89”33’01”E,
282.84 feet to the West right-of-way line of 34111 Street South; thence S00”26’59”W, along said
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righl—of—way 203.75 feel; tliice N)’33’0 I ‘‘Mv’, 2$2.13 eel: thence S002(’5t)’’Vv’, ($.46 feet;
thence N$93$’32”W, 102.00 tbei; thence S002 I ‘2$”W, .0.33 feet; thence N$1,)3$’32”W,
I 80.92 feet k the Point of Bei.innini.

ANI)
Lot I . Block I, BR( )Al )WATERS UNIT 4 AI)I)ITI( )N, as recorded in Phil Rook 6$, Page 73.
Iubl ic Records ol Pinel las County, Florida, LESS that portion described in ( ).R . Rook $84 I
Page I 275, Public Records of Pinel las County. Florida.

ANI)
Lot I, Block , l3ROAI)WATERS UNIT 4 AI)I)ITION FIRST PARTIAL REPLAT, as recorded
in Phil Rook $5, Page 52, Public Records ol Pinellas County, Florida.

ANI)
Lot I . Block I , BURGER KING SU Ri )IV ISION , according to the map or plal thereol as
recorded in Plat Book $4. Page 69. ol’ the Public Records of Pinel las County. Florida.

AND
The South I 65.58 led ot Lot 2, Block I , CURLEYS SECOND REPLAT according to the map
or phil thereof as recorded in Plat Book 11 2. Page 3 I , of the Public Records of Pi nd las County,
Florida.

AND
Lot 2, LESS the South 165.5$ feet, Block 1, CURLEY’S SECOND REPLAT according to the
map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 112. Page 3 I . of the Public Records of Pinellas
County, Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block I, LESS that portion conveyed in O.R. Book 18353, Page 1653, CURLEY’S
THIRI) REPLAT AND ADI)ITION, according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat
Book 136, Page 82. of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. TOGETHER WITH

AND
A Portion of Lot 1, Block 1, CURLEY’S THIRD REPLAT AND ADDITION, recorded in Plat
Book 136, Page 83 ot’ the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. PREVIOUSLY
DESCRIBED AS:
Lot 1, Block 1, BRAGG’S LANDING SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, as recorded
in Plat Book 106, Page 35, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, LESS the West 417.55
feet thereof.
TOGETHER WITH
Parcel A, S.J.S. SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 64, Page
32, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, LESS the West 326.70 feet thereof. ALSO
LESS AND EXCEPT that part described in Deed to State of Florida, recorded in Official
Records Book 4894, Page 1751, Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 1, Block A, LESS the South 112.00 feet, ENGELKE BLOCK A SECOND PARTIAL
REPLAT, AS RECORDED IN PInt Book 71, Page 48 of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

AND
The South 112.00 feet of Lot 1, Block A, ENGELKE BLOCK A SECOND PARTIAL REPLAT.
AS RECORDED IN Pint Book 71, Page 48 of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
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I ots 3 and 4. H kcl A. ENGELKE Sl.J B I )l\/ IS ION, according to the plat thereof, recorded in
I3lat Hook 26. Page 50. ol the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

ANI)
Lots 5 and I 6. Block A, ENGELKE SU Rl)IV IS ION, according to the plat thereol, recorded in
Plat Hook 26, Page 50, of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida, LESS that portion
described in OR. Rook I 6445, Page I 835, Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Al I of Lots 17 and 1 8 and that part of Lots 5 and 1 6 described in OR. Book 16445, Page 1 835,
Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, recorded in Plat Book 26,
Page 50, ol (lie Public Records of Pinel las County, Florida.

A NI)
Lot I ), Block A. ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the pInt thereof, recorded in Flat
Hook 26. Page 50, of (lie Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot I and the West 50 flet of Lot 2, Block B, ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the map
or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 26, Page 50, Public Records of Pinel las County, Florida,
less that portion conveyed to the City of St. Petersburg. Florida in Official Records Book 1 636,
Page 25.

AND
The East 150 feet of Lot 2 and all of Lot 3, Block B, ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to
the map or plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 26, Page 50, Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

AND
Lot 4, Block B, ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as recorded in
Plat Hook 26, Page 50, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, LESS that portion described
in O.R. Book 16445, Page 612, Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
That part of Lot 4, Block B, ENGELKE SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 26, Page. 50, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, described as
follows:
Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Lot 4; thence run along the North boundary of said
Lot 4, N. 89°55’OO” E., 49.46 feet; thence S. 001 1’30” E., 112.30 Ret, to the South boLmdary of
said Lot 4; thence along said South boundary N. 8958’36” W., 50.54 ftet to the West boundary
of said Lot 4; thence along said West boundary N. 00’21’39” E., 112.21 fiet to the Point of
Beginning.

AND
Lot 1, Block 1, FORDS 34TH STREET SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 88, Page 35, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
A parcel of land situated in the South ½ of’ Section 2, Township 32 South, Range 16 East,
Pinellas County, Florida and being more particularly described as follows:
Commence at the West ¼ corner of Section 2, Township 32 south, Range 16 East, run thence
along the West line of said Section 2, 5. 00’01’59” E., 164.94 feet; run thence S. 89”57’03” E.,
60.00 feet to a point in the East right-of-way line of 34t Street South (U.S. 19) the POINT OF
BEGINNING; continue thence S. 89”57’03” E., 230.06 feet to a point on the West right-of-way
line of 1-275; run thence along said West right-of-way of 1-275, along a curve to the left having a

City File: FLUM-27-A
Page 14



radius ol 2,696.4 feet, a central angle of SI 4’48’’, an arc distance of 250.06 feet, a chord
distance ol’ 249.97 feet and a chord hearing ol .l”23’25’’ W.; run thence N. 5958’OS” W..
223.5 fo to a p01111 in the East right-of-way line of said 34ih Street South (U.S. 19); run thence
along said East right-of-way line of said 34 Street South (U.S. 19), N. 00() I ‘59” W., 249.97
Feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

ANI)
A parcel ol land situated in the South V2 of Section 2, Township 32 South, Range I 6 East,
Pinel las County, Florida and being more particularly described as follows:
Commence at the Southwest corner of Section 2, Township 32 south, Range 16 East, thence run
North 50.00 feet; thence run East 60.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence run North
200 Feet; thence run Easy 62.00 Feet; thence run Southwesterly 205 Feet; thence run West 27 Feet
to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

ANI)
Lot A, Block I , K MART PLAZA, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 94,
Pages 26 and 27, of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lot B, Block I , K MART PLAZA, accordinu to the plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 94,
Pages 26 and 27, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot C, Block I, K MART PLAZA, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Plat Book 94,
Pages 26 and 27, ot the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lots 1, 2 and 3, Block A, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39
and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
That portion of Lot 4, Block A, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57,
Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, more particularly described as
follows:
Beginning at the Southwest corner of said Lot 4; thence run North 553.00 feet; thence run
Southeasterly along a curve to the right 545.00 feet to the North right-of-way line of 3211(1 Avenue
South; thence run Southwesterly along the right-of-way 92.00 lèet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

AND
A portion of Lots 1, 2 and 3, as described in O.R. Book 17918, Page 255, Block C,
LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
The south 100.00 feet of the West 28.00 feet of the East 45.00 fi.et of Lot I and the East 435.00
feet of the South 100.00 feet of Lots 2 and 3, Block C, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as
recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

ANI)
Lot 1, Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 ADDITION, according to the plat thereof,
recorded in Plat Book 74, Page 55, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

ANt)
Lot 1, Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS 1-275 FIRST ADI)1TION, according to the plat thereof,
recorded in Plat Book 101, Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.
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ANI)
I A)t 2. Block I, rvli\XIfvl() M( )ORINGS 1—275 IIRSI Al)l)IIION, accordin to the l)lat thereof,

recorded in Phil Ro)k I () I, Page 93. Public Records of Pinellas County. Flonda.
ANt)

Lot 3, Block I, MAX IM() MOORINGS 1—275 FIRST Al)I)ITI( )N. according to the phil thereof,
recorded in Phit I-look I () I , Page 93. Public Records of Pine! his County. Florida.

ANI)
Lot 4, Block I. MAXIM( ) MOORINGS 1—275 FIRST A1)t)ITION. according to the plat thereof.
recorded in Plat Book I () I, Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

ANI)
A portion of Tract 2. MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT SIX, according to the plat thereof recorded
in Plat Rook 62, Page 32 Public Records of’ Pi nd las County, Florida, being more particularly
described as follows:
Beginning at the Southwest corner of’ said Tract 2; run thence North 0006’ 59’ West along the
West boundary line of’ said Tract 2 a distance of 275.00 Ccci to the Northwest corner of said Tract
2; thence South 8952’ 2 I ‘‘ East along the North boundary Ii ne of said Tract 2 a distance of
305.50 feet: thence departing said North boundary I inc run South (3006’ 39’’ East a distance of
125.20 feet; run thence South 6329’07’’ East a distance of 38.93 feet; run thence South
00 06’59’’ East a distance of I 32.50 feet to a point on the South boundary line of said Tract 2:
run thence North 89 52’2 I ‘‘ West along the South boundary of said Tract 2 a distance of 343.30
feet to the Point of l3egi n ni ng.

A NI)
A portion of Tract 2 and all of Tract I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT SIX, according to the plat
thereof recorded in Plat Book 62. Page 32 Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, being
more particularly described as follows:
Commencing at the Southeast corner of Section 3, Township 32 South, Range 16 East, Pinellas
County, Florida; run thence South 8952’2 I” East along the South boundary line of said Section
3, a distance of’ 59.40 feet; thence departing said South boundary line, run North 0006’59”
West, a distance of 68.00 feet to a point on the intersection of the North Right-of-Way line of
54th Avenue South and the West Right-of-Way line of 34uh1 Street South as now established, said
point also being the Southeast corner of said Tract 2 and the POINT OF BEGINNING of the
herein described parcel; run thence North 00°04’Ol” West, along the West Right-of-Way line of
said 341h Street South, a distance of 275.00 feet, to the Northeast corner of Tract I; run thence
North 8952’2l” West along the boundary line of aforementioned Tracts I and 2, a distance of
251.60 feet; thence departing said North boundary line , South 0006’59” East, a distance of’
125.20 feet; run thence South 63°29’07” East, a distance of 38.93 feet; run thence South
0006’59” East. a distance of 132.50 feet, to a point on the North right-of-Way line of 54111

Avenue South as now established; run thence South 8952’21” East. along said North Right-ol’
Way line, a distance of 2 1 6.70 ftet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
Lot I, Block I, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT 7, according to the plat thereof as tiled in Plat
Book 88, Page 25, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block 1, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT 5 FOURTH PARTIAL REPLAT, according to
the plat thereof as l’iled in Plat Book 113, Page 70, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.
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ANt)
I ot 2, Block I MAXIM() M( )( )RINGS UNIT 5 F( )URTI-I PARTIAL REPLAT, according (0

the pint thereol as ii led in PInt I3ook I I 3. Page 70, ol the Pub! Ic Records of Pine! las County.
I ( ) iid a

ANI)
Lot 2, Block I, MAXIM() MOORINGS UNIT 5 THIRI) PARTIAL REPLAT, according to the
pint thereol as filed in Piat Book I I 3. Page 70, of the Public Records of Pine! ins County, Florida.

AN!)
Lot 3. MAXIM() MOORINGS UNIT 5, SECOND PARTIAL REPLAT, as per Map or Phil.
thereol, recorded in Plat Book 64, Page 62, Public Records of Pine! las County, Florida, and the
vacated East 20 leet ol 370 Street South adjacent of the West.

ANt)
Lots I and 2. MAXIM() MOORINGS UNITS. SECOND PART REPLAT, according to the map
or plat there of as recorded in PIat Book 64, Page 62, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida: TOGETHER WITH Tract B , MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT 5 PARTIAL REPLAT,
according to the map 01 pInt there ol as recorded in Plat Book 57. Page 85, of the Public Records
of Pine! las Cmiii ty, Florida.

AND
Tract A and the North 50 feet of Tract B, MAXIMO MOORINGS UNIT 5, according to the map
or plat there ol as recorded in Plat Book 54, Page 87, of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida.

AND
Lot I , Block I , MENNA SUBDIVISION; according to the map or pint thereof as recorded in
Pint Book 89. Page 2, of the Public Records of Pineilas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 1, Block I, PINELLAS STATE BANK SUBDIVISION, as recorded in Plat Book 71, Page
5 1 , of the Public records of Pinellas County, less and except the following:
From [he Southwest corner of said Lot I, as the POINT OF BEGINNING, thence along the West
line of said Lot I. N. 00°l7’06” E., 275.00 feet, to the Northwest corner of said Lot 1; thence
S.89”52’54”E., along the North line of said Lot 1, 143.45 feet; thence departing said North Line,
S.00”Oi ‘44”E., 221.74 feet; thence S.08°0I ‘04”W., 53.77 feet, to a point on the South line of sai
Lot 1; thence N8952’54”W., 137.43 feet, to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

AND
Lot 1, Block I, RAHALL’S MAXIMO SUBDIVISION, according to the Plat thereof, recorded
in Piat Book 99, Page 21, of the Public Records of Pinelias County, Florida.

AND
The W 326.70 feet of Parcel A, S.J.S. SUBDIVISION: according to the map or pint thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 64, Page 32, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot I, Block 1. SAFESTOR ONE; according to the map or pint thereof as recorded in Pint Book
120, Page 47, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 1, Block 1, ST BARTHOLOMEW’S SUBDIVISION, according to the map or plat thereof as
recorded in Plat Book 101, Page 17, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, TOGETHER
WITH a portion of Lot 1, Block 1, PINELLAS STATE BANK SUBDIVISION, as recorded in

City File: FLUM-27-A
Page 17



I>lat Iook 7 I , Iaee 5 I , of the Public records of Pinellas County, more particularly described as
II 0 W5

From the Southwest corner ol said Lit , as the POINT OF BEGINNING, thence along the West
line of said Lot I. N. 1)0 17’06’’ F., 275.01) feet, to the Northwest corner ol said Lot I thence
S.X’J52 ‘54’’I-.. along the North line of said Lot I . l43.45 feet: thence departing said North Line,
S.000I ‘44’’E., 221.74 led; thence S.08’Ol ‘04’’W .53.77 feet, to a point on the South line of
said Lot I thence N8952’54”W., 137.43 leet, to the POINT OF BEGINNING

ANI)
Lot I . Block I . WAL—MART ST PETERSBURG S( )UTH, according to the map or plat thereof
as recorded in Plat Hook I 29, Page 5, Public Records ol Pine! las Con nty, Florida.

A NI)
L.ot 2. Block I , WA L—\t ART ST PETERSBURG S( )UTH , according to the map or plat thereof
as recorded in Plat Book I 29, Page 5, Public Records of Pine! las County, Florida.

A NI)
Lot I , Block I WEN DYS SUB DIV IS ION. according to the map or phil thereof as recorded in
Phil Book $2, Page 29, of the Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida.

That portion ol the subject ProPertY being amended from institutional to institutional
(Activity Center Overlay) is legally described as blows:

Lot 1 and the South 52.00 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275, Block B, LAKE WOOl) OFFICE
PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57. Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida

AND
The North 146.00 feet of the South 198.00 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275, Block B.
LAKEWOOI) OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of
Pinellas County. Florida.

AND
Lots 3, 4, 5 and the North 53.24 feet of Lot 2 lying West of 1-275, Block B, LAKEWOOD
OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas
County, Florida.

AND
A portion of Lot 4, Block C, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK, as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages
39 and 40, Public Records of Pinellas County. Florida, being described as follows:
Begin at the Southwest corner of Lot 4, Block C, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK: run thence
North 05°45’56” East along the Limited Access R/W line 323.08 feet; thence North 09 l3’49”
East along said Limited Access R/W line 276.75 feet to the Southerly R/W line of 36 Avenue
South; thence North 77°52’23” West along said Southerly R/W line of 36111 Avenue South 79.26
flet: thence South 003’36.3” East 611.26 feet to the Point of Beginning.

AND
Lot 1, Block 0, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40,
Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

AND
Lot 2, Block D, LAKEWOOD OFFICE PARK as recorded in Plat Book 57, Pages 39 and 40,
Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

City File: FLUM-27-A
Page 18



‘I’lHht 1)0111011 4)1 (1w SLII)jCC( pl’OIWI’fy heiiig amdn(Ie(I 111)111 RCSi(ldflhial Mediiini ()
Residential MediLim (Activity Center Overlay) is legally (lescflbed as lollow’s”.

PATRIOT SQUARE CONI)OMINIUM APARTMENTS SECTION 2, according to the phit
thereol as recorded n Condominium Phil Hook 14, Pages 46 thru 48. PuhI ic Records of Pi net las
County, Florida.
TOGETHER WITI-l
A portion of Lot I , Block 2, BROAI)WATER UNIT 5, as recorded in Phil Book 67, Page 8.
Ptihl ic Records of Pinel las County, Florida. more particularly described as fl)l lows:
Beginning at the Northeast corner of Section 3. Township 32 South. Range 1 6 East, li nellas
County, Florida, thence run S.OO27’2O”E., 1,322.76 feet: thence N.895 I ‘44”W., 487.84 Feet;
thence N.000$’ I 6’’E., 34.50 feet to the Point of Beginning; thence N.895 I ‘44”W .,5.00 feet;
thence N.000$’ 16”E., 92.00 feet; thence S.8954’44”E., 49.32 ftet; thence N.00”05’ 16”E.,
58.26 Feet; thence S.89”54’44”E., 93.90 feet; thence S.0008’ 16”W., 65.89 feet; thence
N.89 51 ‘44”W., 138. 17 feet; thence S.0008’ 1 6”W.. 84.50 feet to the Point of Beginning.
(Common Element) AKA Leased Recreational Area

City File: FLUM-27-A
Page 19
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ST. IEThkSIU TR( (‘ITY (OL IN( ‘II

rvIetiiii of May 21, 2015

T( ): The I lonorahie Charlie Gerdes. Chair, and Members ol City Council

5(1 LU FCT: (‘it File FLU M 25—A: A City—initiated application proposing amendments to
the Future Land Use Map and ( )flicmal Zoning Map designations br
approXi niately 42. I acres ol land ç’cncialIv located in southwestern St.
Petershuri. north of 35° Avenue South and south ol 261h

Avenue South. along
Clam Rayou and Roca Ciega Ray.

An analysis ui the request is provided in Stall’ Report PLUM 25—A. attached.

REQUEST: A. ORDINANCE

_______-L

amendine the Future Land Use Map designation
l’rom Recreation/( )pen Space (R/( )S ). Preservation (P ). Residential Urban
(RU). Resideni ial Medium ( R M) and Water/DrainLuie ( WOlF) Feature
Overlay to R/OS. P and WIDE Overlay.

R. ORDINANCE

_________—Z

amending the Official Zoning Map designation
from NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate). P (Preservation). NS— I
(Neighborhood Suburban— I) and NSM— I (Neighborhood Suburban
Multi family— 1) to NSE and P.

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Acim i nistration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: Thirteen (13) phone calls have been received to date and there has
been one visitor, all requesting additional information.

Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC): On February 10.
2015 the CPPC held a public hearing and voted to recommend APPROVAL by a
unanimous vote (7 to 0).

City Council Action: On March 19. 201 5 City council conducted the first
reading and first public hearing. appi’oved a resolution transmitting the
amendment for state-level review, and set the second reading and adoption public
hearing for May 21, 2015.

Pinellas Phmning Council (PPC): On April 8, 2015 the PPC voted
unanimously to recommend that the CoLintywide Plan Map boundary adjustment
to Recreation/Open Space and Preservation he officially accepted, in accordance
with Section 6.3.8.6 of the Countywide Plan Rules.



loard of (‘olmty (‘onimissioners/Countywide Plannini Authonty: ( )n May 5.
201 5 the P,oard of County Commissioners. act i ng in their capacity as the
Coti ntywide Planning A uthority. unafli mously approved the Countywide Plan
rvl ap hon ndai.y adj tist men 1 to Recreat ion/( )pen Space and Preseivat ion in
accordance wih Section (-.3.S. of the Coti nlywide Plan Rules.

External Acency Review: As with all Comprehensive Plan map amendments
greater than 10 acres in sue, the stall report and proposed “L’’ ordinance were
transmitted to the following entities (referred to as “external agencies’’) For
review: Honda I )epartment of Economic Opportunity. Florida Department of
Transporation ( FD( )T. Distnct 7). Florida Department of State. Florida
Department of Education. Florida Department of Environmental Protection
El )EP ). Southwest Florida Water Manatement District ( SWFWM D). Tampa Bay

Regional Planning Council (TBRPC ) and the Pinellas County Planning
I )epart m cut

March 3 I . 201 5 correspondence received from the Florida I)epartment of
Education contained no comments.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading and
second public hearing for the attached ordinances: AND 2) ADOPT the
ordinances

Attachments: Ordinances (2). CPPC Minutes. Staff Report



ORI)INANCE No. _-L

AN ORI)INANCE AMENI)ING THE FUTURE LANI) USE EIIMENT OF THE
COMPREI-IENSIVE PLAN FOR TI-IE CITY OF ST. PETERSI3URG, FL()RII)A; CHANGING
TI-IE LANI) USE I)ESIGNATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATEI) IN
SOUTHWESTERN ST. PETERSBURG, NORTI-I OF 35TH AVENUE SOUTH ANI) SOUTI-I
OF 26T1-I AVENUE SOUTH. ALONG CLAM BAYOU ANt) BOCA CIEGA BAY FROM
RECREATION/OPEN SPACE. PRESERVATION, RESII)ENTIAL URBAN, RESII)ENTIAL
MEI)IUM AND WATER/DRA INAGE FEATURE OVERLAY TO RECREATION/OPEN
SPACE. PRESERVATION AND WATER/DRAINAGE FEATURE OVERLAY PROVIDING
FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES ANI) PROVISIONS THEREOF: ANI)
PROVII)ING AN EFFECTIVE I)ATE.

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

WHEREAS. the Cliv ol St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use
Map are required by law to he consistent with the Countywide Comprehensive Plan and Future
Land Use Map and the Pine! las Planning Council is authorized to develop rules to implement the
Count wide Future Land Use Map; and

WHEREAS. the Si. Petersburg City Council has considered and approved the
proposed St. Petersburg land use amendment provided herein as being consistent with the
Countywide Future Land Use Map boundary adjustment officially accepted by the Pinellas
Planning Council and the Countywide Planning Authority, in accordance with Section 6.3.8.6 of
the Countywide Plan Rules; 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:

Property

That portion of Lot 1, Block B ol’ WEST SHORE VILLAGE SECTION TWO as shown on
plat recorded in Plat Book 70, Pages 30 and 31 of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida, described as follows: Commence at the southeast corner of said Lot 1 and run thence
North 89°51 ‘21” West along the South Boundary of said Lot I, a distance of 1278.78 Ibet for
Point of Beginning; thence continue North 89° 1 ‘2!” West along the South Boundary of said
Lot 1, a distance of 322.36 feet to a corner on the boundary of said Lot 1; thence North
00021 ‘06” East along the boundary of said Lot 1, a distance of 377. 6 feet; thence South
39°32’20” East, a distance of 22.82 feet to a point of curvature of a curve concave to the
Northeast, having a radius of 353.00 feet and a central angle of 50° 1 9’O I “; thence



Southeasterly akmg the arc ol said curve, an arc distance of 3 10.00 feet (chord hearing South

644 I ‘5 I’’ East. 300. 14 feel.) to a point of tangency: thence South 5o)’5 I ‘2 I East, a distance
of 31.76 feet; thence South 00’08’39’’ West. a distance of 232.00 Feet to Point of I3egi nning
(coitaini n 2.00 acres, more or less, generally located on the north side of 34 Avenue South
and east of the 1—lonorahie Congressman C.W. (Bill) Young Repiat ol the (lain Bayou Nature
Preserve descrihed in Section 2. Parcel 34-3l-l6-%724-002-(ff)14).

Land Use Category

From: Residential fvlediunl

To: Recreation/Open Space

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 tile City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan is amended by
lacing the hereinafter described property in tile land use category as Follows:

Property

Lot I , Block I of tile Honorable Congressman C.W. (Bill) Young Replat of the Clam Bayou
Nature Preserve, as recorded in Plat Book 132, Page 6, Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida (containing 24.86 acres, more or less, bisected by 34th Avenue South and the location
of the South Pond, Parcel 34-31 - 16-99582-001-0010).

Land Use Category

From: Residential Mcdi urn. Recreation/Open Space and Preservation

To: Recreation/Open Space and 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:

Property

Lot 1, Block I of the Clam Bayou Preserve Phase 11 Replat, as recorded ill Plat Book 136,
Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida (containing 14.53 acres, more or less.
generally located north of

301h Avenue South, south of 26” Avenue South and west of
38h

Street South and the location of the Central Pond, Parcel 34-3 1 - I 6-15627-001 -0010).

2



Land Use Caieory

From: Residential Urban. Recreation/Open Space. Preservation and Waier/I)rainage Feature

Overlay

To: Recreation/Open Space. Preservation and Water/l)rainage Feature ( )verlay

SECTION 4. Pursuant to the pro\’isions 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 hereinal’ter described property in the land use category as follows

Property

Lots I through 5, BlocL 2, Roy Scotts Bayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0.61 acres,
more or less, generally located on the south side of 26th Avenue South between 38h Street

South and Kingston Street South. Parcels 34—3 1—1 6—05526—001—0010 through—0050).

Land Use Category

From: Residential Urban and Water/Drainage Feature Overlay

To: Recreation/Open Space and Water/Drainage Featui’e Overlay

SECTION 5. 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:

Property

Lot 20, Block 9, Roy Scotts Bayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0.12 acres, more or
less, generally located on the north side of 30th Avenue South and east of the Clam Bayou
Preserve Phase II Replat described in Section 3, Parcel 34-31-16-05526-009-0200).

Land Use Category

From: Residential Urban

To: Recreation/Open Space

SECTION 6. 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.

3



SECTI( )N 7. Iii the event this ordinance is not, vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter. it shall become elective upon issuance ol a ii intl order
determining this amendment to be in compliance by the I)epartment of Economic Opportunity
l)OE) or until the Administration Commission issues a ii nal order determining this amendment

to he in compliance. pursuant to Section l63.3 I 57, F.S. In the event this ordinance is vetoed by
the Mayor in accordance with the City Charter. it shall not hecome et’lective unless and until the
City Council overrides the veto in accorclaiice with the City Charter. in which case it shall
become eFFective as set lbr(h above.

APPROVED AS TO FORM ANI) SUBSTANCE: FLUM 25-A
(Land Use)

&JNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DATE

ASSISTANT CI’E-’(ATTORNEY DATE

4



ORDINANCE NO. -Z

AN ORI)INANCE AMENI)ING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF ST.
PETERSBURG. FLORIDA; 13Y CHANGING TI-IE ZONING OF PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATEI) IN SOUTI-I WESTERN ST. PETERSBURG, NORTH OF 35TH AVENUE SOUTI-I
ANI) SOUTI-I OF 26T1-I AVENUE SOUTI-I, ALONG CLAM BAYOU AND BOCA CIEGA
RAY FROM NSE (NEIGHBORHOOI) SUBURBAN ESTATE). P (PRESERVATION), NS-I
(NEIGI-l[3ORI-IOOD SUBURBAN-I) AND NSM-I (NEIGHBORHOOD SUBURBAN
MULTIFAMILY-i) TO NSE AND P; PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING
ORDINANCES AND PROVISIONS THEREOF; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORI)AIN:

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:

Property

That portion ol Lot 1, Block B of WEST SHORE VILLAGE SECTION TWO as shown on
piat recorded in PInt Book 70, Pages 30 and 3 1 of the Public Records of Pinellas County,
Florida, described as follows: Commence at the southeast corner of said Lot 1 and run thence
North 89’S 1 ‘21” West along the South Boundary of said Lot I, a distance of 1278.78 feet for
Point 01 Beginning: thence continue North 89°! ‘21’’ West along the South Boundary of said
Lot 1 , a distance of 322.36 feet to a corner on the boundary of said Lot 1; thence North
00°2 1 ‘06” East along the boundary of said Lot 1, a distance of 377.16 foet; thence South
39°32’20” East, a distance of 22.82 feet to a point of curvature of a curve concave to the
Northeast, haviig a radius of 353.00 feet and a central angle of 50° 1 9’Ol “; thence
Southeasterly along the arc of said curve, an arc distance of 310.00 feet (chord bearing South
64°4I’5l” East, 300.14 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 89°5I’21” East, a distance
of 34.76 feet; thence South 00°08’39” West, a distance of 232.00 foet to Point of Beginning
(containing 2.00 acres, more or less, generally located on the north side of 34t1i Avenue South
and east of the Honorable Congressman C.W. (Bill) Young Replat of the Clam Bayou Nature
Preserve described in Section 2, Parcel 34-31-16-96724-002-0014).

I)istrict

From: NSM - I (Neighborhood Suburban Multi fmi1y)

To: NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate)



SLC’l’ION 2. The Official Zoning fVlaji ol the City of St. Petersburg
is amended by placm the hereinalter (.lescnbed pR)per(y in a / ning l)is(rict as lollows:

Pmperty

I ot I Block I of (he I—lonorahle Congressman C.W . (Bill) Young Replat oi (lie Clam Bayou
Nature Preserve, as recorded in Phil Book I 32, Page 6, Public Records ol Pinet las County,
Florida (containing 24.56 acres, more 01. leSS, bisected by 341 Avenue South and the location
ol the South Pond, Parcel 34—3 I — I 6—99552—00 I —00 I 0).

District

From: NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate). NSM— I (Neighborhood Suburban Multifamily)
and P (Preservation)

To: NSE and P

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

Property

Lot I , Block I of the Clam Bayou Preserve Phase II Replat, as recorded in Plat Book 136,
Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida (containing 14.53 acres, more or less,
generally located north of 30h Avenue South, south of 26th Avenue South and west of 38thi

Street South and the location of the Central Pond, Parcel 34-31-16-15627-001-0010).

District

From: NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate), NS-I (Neighborhood Suburban) and P
(Preservation)

To: NSE and P

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:

Property

Lots 1 through 5, Block 2, Roy Scotts Hayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0.61 acres,
more or less, generally located on the south side of 26tb Avenue South between 381h Street
South and Kingston Street South, Parcels 34-31-16-05526-001-0010 through-0050).



I )istricl

Fron : N 5— I ( Neighborhood Sn hurhan

To: NS F ( Neighh rh od S uburhan Estate

SECTION 5. The Official Zoning Map of the City of St. Petersburg
is amended by placing the hereinafter described property in a Zoning I )istricl_ as lol lows:

Pro pe’iv

Lot 20, Block 9, Roy Scotis I-3ayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0. 12 acres, more or
less, generally located on the north side of 3O Avenue South and east of the Clam Bayou
Preserve Phase El Replal described in Section 3, Parcel 34-3 1-16-05526-009-0200).

From: NS— I (Neighborhood Suburban)

To: NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate)

District

SECTION 6. 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 7. 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).

FORM AND SUBSTANCE: FLUM 23-A
(Zoning)

PLANNING & ECON IC VELOPMENT DEPARTMENT l)ATE

4AJ—
ASSISTANT CITY ATtORNEY DATE

APPROVED

3
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CITY ot’ Si’. PiTiisiI u w;
CorvIrvIUNI’rY PLANNING & PRIsIRvATIoN CorviMissloN

PuBLIc HIARIN(;

February 10, 2015

App iv red cis ti/tim 3/10/15

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC 1-IEARING

C. FLUN’I-25-A Contact Person: Rick MacAulay, 551-3386

Location: The subject property, estimated to be 4! .4 acres in size, is generally located in
southwestern S. Petersburg, north of 351ti Avenue South and south of 26 Avenue South, along
Clam Bayou and Boca Ciega Bay.

Request: To amend the Future Land Use Map designations From Recreation/Open Space (R/OS),
Preservation (P). Residential Urban (RU), Residential Medium (RM) and Water/Drainage (WD/F)
Feature Overlay to R/OS, P and WIDE Overlay and the Official Zoning Map designations From
NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate), (P) Preservation, NS—l (Neighborhood Suburban—!) and
NSM— I (Neighborhood Suburban Multifamily—i) to NSE and P.

Staff Presentation

Rick MacAulay gave a PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.

Commissioner Burke asked if the intent of the requested rezoning is to meet what is currently being used. Mr.
MacAulay replied, absolutely, and went on to say that one of the conditions of a grant awarded 15 years ago is
to bring the subject property into conformance with a park or conservation/recreation type of designation.

Commissioner Montanan asked about the two parcels that are not contiguous with the remainder of the
property. Mr. MacAulay stated that the City has tried to purchase property over the past 15 years to make the
property contiguous and with some of the property owners not willing to sell it has resulted in a somewhat
fractured nature preserve area. Mr. MacAulay went on to say that the Parks and Recreation staff will approach
the City Attorney’s Office, probably next month, asking that the ultimate boundaries being pursued by the City
of Clam Bayou Nature Preserve be memorialized and ultimately approved by the City Council.

Public Hearin2

Dolores Ferrone, 3214 — 40111 Lane 5, spoke in support of the request.

Executive Session

Commissioner Wannemacher commented how the City’s Parks and Recreation Dept. has always been a good
steward of their open parks/space and preserves; this would benefit everyone and will support the request.

Commissioner Michaels voiced his support of the request.



AI’l’RUl ‘LI) ;l.S’ WI?I17LN 3/I()/15
COMN’ItJNI’I’Y ILANNINC & PRESERVATION COMMISSION MINUTES FEBRUARY 10, 2015
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Staff Report to the St. Petersburg Community Planning & Preservation Commission
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on February 10, 2015
at 3:00 p.m.. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

City File: FL( I 25-A
Agenda Item IV,C.

According to Planning and Economic Development Department records, no commissioners own property located
within 2,000 feet of the sLibject property All other possible conflicts should be declared upon aimouncement of the
item.

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
City Hall - 175 51h Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

PROPERTY OWNERS: City of St. Petersburg
Attention: Parks & Recreation Dept., and
Real Estate & Property Mgmt. Dept.
P.O. Box 2842
St. Petersburg, FL 33731

Joe Quinn, Senior Real Estate Specialist
Southwest Florida Water Management l)istrict
2379 Broad Street
Brooksville, FL 34604-6899

SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The City-owned and Southwest Florida Water Management I)istrict (SWFWMI))-owned
property, totaling an estimated 42. 1 acres, is generally located in southwestern St. Petersburg,
north of 35111 Avenue South and south of 26(11 Avenue South, along Clam Bayou and Boca Ciega
Bay.

City File: FLUM-25-A
Page 1



IE( AL/PIN:

The lecal descriptions and parcel identi licalion nunihers arc’ attached. ihc lct,’a/ descriptions
iil(li(d(’ (I ç’(ln’lcI/ /o(atu)Ii (1/ the subjeci /uirc’/., u’Iiic/i are sonieu’hat spread /n’ta’eeli

26th

A c(’liiu’ Soul/i mid 341 /1 l’ciiii( .Sout/i.

REOtJESr:

As shown in reater detail in the attached map series, the request is to amend the Future Land
Use Map designations from Recreation/Open Space R/OS). Preservation ( P). Residential Urban
RU), Residential Medium RM ) and Water/l)rainage (WD/F) Feature Overlay to k/OS, P and

W/l)E Overlay and the Official Zoning Map designations from NSE ( Neighborhood Suburban
Estate). P (Preservation), NS— I (Neighborhood Suburban—i) and NSM— I (Neighborhood
Suburban Multi family— I ) to NSE and P. As mentioned above, the attached /ecal descriptions
include a geiieral location o/ the subject parcels, thus, when reciewecl wit/i the map series the

:mii” mid “to” are better understood.

PURPOSE:

A majority of the subject property has been purchased and assembled over the past 15 years,
using federal, state and City funding. The purpose of this City—initiated application is to
appropriately designate the subject property, as the residential land use and zoning designations
are no longer appropriate.

EXISTING USES:

The subject property is comprised of the original Clam Bayou Park, located on the north side of
341h Avenue South, as well as other property purchased and assembled over the past 15 years as
part of the Clam Bayou Nature Preserve Expansion Area. Specific existing uses include two
Southwest Florida Water Management District stormwater ponds, a single family home that has
been converted into a marine science education center (leased by the University of South Florida,
St. Petersburg), portions of the Skyway Trail and a City playground.

SURROUNDING USES:

The surrounding uses are as follows:

• North: City - owned Twin Brooks Golf Course and SWFWMD - owned
preservation land

• South and East: Single family and multifamily residential uses located within the Clam
Bayou and Perry Bayview neighborhoods. The multifamily properties
include the West Shore Village Condominiums and Bermuda Bay Beach
Condominiums.

• West: Clam Bayou Estuary and Boca Ciega Bay

City File.: FLUM-25-A
Page 2



NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS:

The subject property is located within both the Clam Bayou and Perry Bayview neighborhood
associations. Perry Bayview has a neighborhood plan, approved in l)ccember 2009. The plan
supports the Clam Bayou habitat and stormwater treatment project (discussed below), the Clam
Bayou Trail and the overall enhancement of Clam Bayou Park.

APPLICABLE REGULATIONS:

The proposed Recreation/Open Space land use and NSE (Neighborhood Suburban Estate) zoning
designations permit accessory uses that would be expected in a nature preserve, including trails,
picnic areas with shelters, playground apparatus, parking and restroom facilities, and a field
office or nature center. Such uses cannot exceed a floor-area-ratio of 0.20. The proposed
Preservation land use and P (Preservation) zoning designations permit the same accessory uses
but at the much lower floor-area-ratio of 0.05.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

Clam Bayou is a 170-acre estuary located on Boca Ciega Bay, surrounded by the City of
Gulfport and the City of St Petersburg. Approximately 127 acres of Clam Bayou are publicly
owned.

Prior to 2000, representatives from the Southwest florida Water Management District
(SWFWMD), the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (PDEP) and the cities of
Gulfport and St Petersburg were discussing the development of a regional, estuarine green-space
— to be known as the Clam Bayou Nature Preserve. The Nature Preserve was to include all of
the water body known as Clam Bayou, and the majority of its coastal fringe. Efforts were
underway by all four parties to purchase and put into public ownership remaining undeveloped
Clam Bayou tracts with the intent of incorporating them into the overall Nature Preserve.

In January 2000, the St Petersburg City Council approved the first property acquisition within
what was called the Clam Bayou Expansion Area, and these acquisitions continued until
approximately June 2009. Over this time period, approximately 42 parcels were purchased by
the City, totaling an estimated 10.1 acres.

In April 2010, in an effort to restore natural coastal habitats, treat stormwater runoff and improve
the water quality of Clam Bayou, SWPWMD implemented a Habitat Restoration and
Stormwater Treatment project within the boundaries of the Clam Bayou Nature Preserve. The
project, completed in April 2012, will restore Clam Bayou’s ecosystems and treat stormwater
runoff. The stormwater treatment component involves 15.5 acres of ponds designed to improve
the water quality of runoff from a 2,600-acre (four square mile) watershed, which flows from
Clam Bayou into Boca Ciega Bay and ultimately Tampa Bay. A total of three ponds were
constructed, referred to as the North Pond (7 acres), Central Pond (7.55 acres) and the South
Pond (one acre), which will filter the pollutants in the runoff and improve water quality before it
reaches Clam Bayou. The Central Pond is located within the Clam Bayou Preserve, Phase II
Replat portion of the subject property (northern area), while the South Pond is located within the

City File: FLUM-25-A
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Congressman C.W. ‘Bill’ Young Replat of the Clam Bayou Nature Preserve portion of the
sill) jeci property (southern area).

As previously noted, a majority of the subject property was purchased and assembled over the

past I 5 years using Federal and state Fundi iig. ncluding a Florida Communities Trust ( ECT)
grant. ( )ne condition of the ECT grant was changing the future land use and zoning designations
of the property pircIsed to conservation, open space, parks or other comparable designation.

The attached map series identities the residentially—designated properties that require a Future
Land Use Map and OlTicial Zoning Map amendment to correspond with their location within the

Clam l3avou Nature Preser e. It is appropriate that all property located within the Preserve he

designated either R/OS or P on the Future Land Use Map, and NSE or P on the Official Zoning
Map. Water/l)rai nage Feature ( W/DF) is a Future Land Use Map Overlay designation that is
being modified to accurately reflect the location of the waterway that runs along the southern
boundary of the Twin Brooks Golf Course and on the south side of 26 Avenue South.

Section I 6.20. I 60.4 oF the City’s land development regulations (LDRs) identifies the criteria for
preservation designation. including environmental Factors such as vegetation, wildlife and soils,

and a new criterion added last year (government—owned property located within a nature
preserve). For a oPerty to be designated with preservatioI zoning a total of four (4) points is

needed, including at least one of the listed vegetation types. Staff From the Planning and
Economic Development and the Parks and Recreation Departments have examined the subject

property’ and determined that all of the residentially—designated areas should be amended to R/OS

and NSE. except For the original Clam Bayou Park site located on the north side of 34th Avenue

South, which is recommended for preservation designation in its entirety, based on the following

environmental factors:

V The site is government property designated as nature preserve (2 points).
V The site is located within the 100-year floodplain (2 points).
V The eastern portion of the site is characterized by Urban Messic Hammock (1 .5 Points).
V The western portion of the site is characterized by Salt Marsh (2 Points).

Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

This City-initiated request is consistent with several policies and an objective in the

Comprehensive Plan, including Land Use Policy 3.4 which states that the Land Use Plan shall
provide for compatible land use transition through an orderly land use arrangement; Land

Use Policy 3.7 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; and Land Use Objective 4(7), which
indicates that additional acreage of environmental Preservation area shall be designated as
warranted by field inspections of existing sites.

It should also he noted that Clam Bayou is identified as a Large Tract Wildlife Area on the

Biological Resources Map (Comprehensive Plan, Map 14). Thus the request is consistent with
Policy 10.4 of the Conservation Element, which states that the City shall protect the large tract

City File: FLUM-25-A
Page 4



wildlife habitat areas Shown on the Biological Resources Map and expand/enhance these
areas where leasil)le.

Fimil ly, (he request is consistent with the overall goal ol’ the Recreation and ( )pen Space
Element, which is to retain, preserve, restore and develop the City’s open space and
parkiand resources to I)rovide a variety of quality leisure opportunities to residents and
visitors, while provi(liflg maximum long term protection to natural resources such as
vegetation, air and water quality, wildlife and aesthetic values, and also consistent with
Policy R5. I. which states that environmental preservation areas should be designated using
the criteria defined in the Land Development Regulations.

SPECIAL NOTE ON CONCURRENCY:

Not applicable.

RECOMMENDATION:

City stall’ recommends APPROVAL of the proposal to amend the Future Land Use Map
designations from Recreation/Open Space (R/OS), Preservation (P), Residential Urban (RU),
Residential Medium (RM) and Water/Drainage (WD/F) Feature Overlay to R/OS, P and W/DF
Overlay and the Ollicial Zoning Map designations from NSF (Neighborhood Suburban Estate),
P (Preservation), NS— I (Neighborhood Suburban—I ) and NSM— 1 (Neighborhood Suburban
Multifamily—I) to NSE and P. on the basis that the proposal is consistent with the goals,
objectives and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

City File: FLUM-25-A
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RESPONSES To RELEVANT
CONSIDERATIONS ON AMENDMENTS

TO THE LAND USE PLAN:

a. Compliance of probable use with goals, objectives, policies and guidelines ot the
City’s Coniprehensive Plan.

The lollowing policies and objective from the Comprehensive Plan are applicable:

LU3.4 The Land Use Plan shall provide [‘or compatible land use transition
through an orderly land use arrangement, proper buffering, and the use of
physical and natural separators.

LU3.7 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.

LU3. 1 .D. 1 Recreation/Open Space (RIOS) - For designation of recreation facilities,
and open space areas protected from development. Designation of these
areas shall be consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the
Recreation and Open Space Element.

LU3. I .l).4 Preservation (P) - Preservation designation shall apply to all
environmentally sensitive areas within the City that qualify under the
criteria specified in the land development regulations. Said areas shall be
protected from harmful encroachment per the requirements of the land
development regulations.

LU3.l .E.2. Water/Drainage Feature (W/1)F) - Overlaying the future land use
designation for areas of open, undeveloped water or drainage features. No
development will he permitted on submerged lands except as permitted
elsewhere in the land development regulations. Non submerged lands will
be permitted development according to the uses, densities and intensities
permitted in the underlying land use plan category and zoning district.

LU3.32 Preservation sites shall be preserved to the maximum extent possible in
their natural condition in accordance with the goals, objectives and
policies of the Conservation Element.

LU 4(7) Preservation — additional acreage of environmental Preservation area shall
he designated as warranted by field inspections of existing sites and sites
within areas to he annexed by the City.

C I 0.4 The City shall protect the large tract wildliIi habitat areas shown on the
Biological Resources Map and expand/enhance these areas where Ibasible.

City File: FLUM-25-A
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R5 I I )esignale environmental preservation areas using the criteria defined in
the Land I)evelopmen t Regal ations.

I). Whether the proposed amen(lment would impact environmentally sensitive lands or
areas which are documented habitat for listed species as defined l)y the
Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

As discussed on pages three and four, the proposed amendment will further protect

environmentally sensitive lands and areas which are documented habitat for listed species
as defined by the Conservation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

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

Not applicable.

d. 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.

The proposed change will not have an impact on the City’s adopted levels of service for
potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, traffic, mass transit, stormwater management
and recreation.

WATER

Not applicable.

WASTEWATER

Not applicable.

SOLID WASTE

Not applicable.

TRAFFIC

Not applicable.

MASS TRANSIT

Not applicable.

City File: FLUM-25-A
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The City’s adopted L( )S standard or recreation and open space ( R/( )S ) is iii ne ( ) acres
per I ,000 population. However, k)r many years the City has enjoyed an actual R/( )S level
ol service (hal is estimated to he 2 .‘) acres per I ,O() population. The proposed
amendment wi I not aFFect the City’s adopted U )S standard or recreation and open
space.

STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

Not appi icable.

e. Appropriate and adequate land area sufficient for the use and reasonably

anticipated ope1itions and expansion.

Not app) icable.

The aniount and availability of vacant land or land suitable for redevelopment

shown lou similar uses in the City or in contiguous areas.

Not applicable.

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

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

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

The existing zoning district boundaries are not logically drawn in relation to existing
conditions.

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.

j. 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), portions of the subject
property are located in Flood Zone “AE” (map attached). The property is not located
within the CHI-IA (Coastal High Hazard Area).

City File: FLUM-25-A
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Is.. ( )(hci pcr(iiicnt iiilornia(ion. None.
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leal Descriptions and Parcel identilkafion Numbers (PINs)

The 42. I acre suhect property is legally described as k)llows:

• ihut portion of Lot I, Block B of’ WEST SI-lORE VILLAGE SECTION TWo as shown

on pint recorded in Pint Book 70, Pages 30 and 3 I of the Puhlie Records of’ Pinel las
County. Fk)rida, descrihed as follows: Commence at the southeast corner of said Lot I
and run thence North 89°5 I ‘2 I ‘‘ West along the South Boundary of said Lot I , a distance
of’ 1278.78 feet f’or Point of Beginning thence continue North 89° I ‘21” West along the
South Boundary of said Lot I a distance of 322.36 feet to a corner on the boundary of

said Lot I ; thence North 00°2 I ‘06’’ East along the boundary of said Lot I , a distance of
377.16 feet: thence South 39°32’20” East, a distance of 22.82 feet to a point of curvature
of a curve concave to the Northeast, having a radius of 353.00 l’eet and a central angle of’

50°! 9’O I “: thence Southeasterly along the arc of said curve, an arc distance of 3 10.00
feet (chord hearing South 64°4 I ‘5 1’’ East, 300. 14 feet) to a point of tangency; thence
South 89°5 1 ‘21” East, a distance of 34.76 feet; thence South 00°08’39” West, a distance
of 232.00 feet to Point of Beginning (containing 2.00 acres, more or less, generally
located on the north side of 34 Avenue South and east of the Honorable Congressman
C.W. (Bill) Young Replat of’ the Clam Bayou Nature Preserve. Parcel 34-31-16-96724-
002—0014); together with

• Lot I . Block I of’ the Honorable Congressman C.W. (Bill) Young Replat of’ the Clam
Bayou Nature Preserve, as recorded in Plat Book 132, Page 6, Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida (containing 24.86 acres, more or less, bisected by 34

Avenue South and the location of the South Pond, Parcel 34-31-16-99582-001-0010);
together with

• Lot 1, Block 1 of the Clam Bayou Preserve Phase II Replat, as recorded in Plat Book
136, Page 93, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida (containing 14.53 acres,
more or less, generally located north of 30 Avenue South, south of 26th1 Avenue
South and west of 38 Street South and the location ol’ the Central Pond, Parcel 34—31 —

16-15627-001-0010); together with

• Lots 1 through 5, Block 2, Roy Scotts Bayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0.61
acres, more or less, generally located on the south side of 26th Avenue South between
381h Street South and Kingston Street South, Parcels 34-31-16-05526-001-0010
through-0050); together with

• Lot 20, Block 9, Roy Scotts Bayview Terrace Subdivision (containing 0.12 acres,
more or less, generally located on the north side of 30 Avenue South and east of the
Clam Bayou Preserve Phase 11 Replat, Parcel 34-3 1-16-05526-009-0200).

City File: FLUM-25-A
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ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

‘ro: ‘the Honorable Charles W. Gerdes, Esq., Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: City File I,DR-2015-01: Amending St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Land
l)cvelopment Regulations (“Ll)Rs”)

REQUEST: Second reading and final public hearing of the attached ordinance amending the
LDRs making regulatory changes, making clarifications, and improving
consistency with state and local law.

ANALYSIS: The Planning and Economic Development Department, working with the
Attorney’s office, has prepared the attached proposal to amend the LDRs. The
proposal includes 22 items for consideration, generally classified into one (I) of
three (3) categories:

• Regulatory Changes mean amendments resulting from new issues that
were not originally contemplated or whose need has emerged from staff’s
experience in administering the city code. This amendment package
includes 17 regulatory changes;

• Clarifications mean the ongoing effort to provide the clearest regulatory
language possible for staff and customers using the city code. These are
not policy or regulatory changes; they are simply a clarification or rewrite
of existing language. This amendment package includes four (4)
clarifications;

• Consistency Improvements mean to maintain consistency with changes
in federal, state and local law. This amendment package includes one (I)
consistency improvements.

AI)Dm0NS: On April 1, 2015, the Development Review Commission (“DRC”) reviewed the
attached ordinance for consistency with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. Since
completing its review, one (I) modification and two (2) new additions are
proposed. Staff finds that these amendments are consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and recommends approval:

• Modification. Amendment to the proposed regulations for a temporary
sign, when located along a one-way frontage road. The draft ordinance
presented to the DRC recommended that the maximum period of display
shall not exceed 30 days per permit; howev% the attached ordinance



Iecc)nlIllcllds that diIay ol these si.ins shall he allowed on ‘veekeiids.
hot idays. and twice a year or special evcTlts. which shal not exceed seven
(7) das per permit. I See Sect ion 0 oF the attached ( )rdinance

• Addition. A mend ment to Section 6.50. I S().4 pertai iii ng to home
occupations and nuisance abatement. Ihe ciurent language regulates flOiSC

i ilpacts only. The proposed amendment will also regulate odors, which
nay emanate Irom am inal keeping. chemical—based activities. etc. j See
Section 2 ot the attached ( )rdinance

• Addition. A mendment to Section I 2—6( ) of the City Code pertaining to

permit lees. Speci lical Iv. this amendment adds a new Fee For “tree
trimming permit. grand trees.’’ The permit req ii rement was recently
established by Ordinance 149—1—I in December 2014. The recommended
permit lee is $40.00. [See Section 26 ol the attached Ordinance I

RECOMMINDA’I’lON:

i-\rhninistration:

The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Development Review Commission:

On April 1 . 201 5. the DRC reviewed the attached ordinance and
unanimously voted to recommend APPROVAL, based on consistency
with the Comprehensive Plan.

Please note, line item no. 3 amending Section 16.40.040 pertainS to the use
ol chain link fencing. One DRC Commissioner expressed a desire to see
chain link Fencing prohibited along the Central Avenue corridor. The
Commissioner’s recommendation was not part of the DRC’s final vote.
nor is it recommended herein.

City Council:

On May 7, 2015. the City Council conducted a first reading and first
public hearing.

Citizen Input:

As of this writing, no comments have been received.

Recommended City Council Action:

I. CONDUCT the second reading and final public hearing

2. APPROVE the ordinance

Attachments: Ordinance
LDR Amendment Table
DRC Staff Report



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
AMENDING THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG LAND
DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS; CHANGING THE
USE MATRIX RELATING TO PERMITTED USES AND
PARKING REQUIREMENTS; CHANGING
REGULATiONS FOR ACCESSORY STORAGE SHEDS
AND FENCES INCLUDING CHANGES TO
SETBACKS; PROVIDING ADDITIONAL
REGULATIONS FOR RESTRIPING PARKING SPACES
AND THE ADDITION OF DISABLED PARKING
SPACES; AMENDING SIGN DEFINITIONS;
APPROVING NEW EXEMPT SIGNS; APPROVING
NEW TEMPORARY SIGNS; ESTABLISHING A
TRADITIONAL STREETSCAPE PROGRAM FOR
HEXAGON BLOCK SIDEWALKS, BRICK STREETS
AND GRANITE CURBS; PROVIDING ADDITIONAL
REGULATIONS FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENTS AND
LOT REFACING AND APPROVING THE SPLITTING
OF PLATTED LOTS; AMENDING SITE DESIGN
REQUIREMENTS FOR CHILD CARE FACILITIES;
AMENDING FLOOR AREA RATIO CALCULATIONS
TO PROVIDE FOR EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN
BUILDING SQUARE FOOTAGE; PROVIDING FOR
REQUIRED DESIGN ELEVATION LINES; AMENDING
HEIGHT REGULATIONS; AMENDING THE
NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES FOR APPLICATIONS
WHICH ARE ONLY APPEALABLE BY THE PROPERTY
OWNER; AMENDING THE MINIMUM SQUARE
FOOTAGE OF REINSTATED DWELLING UNITS;
AMENDING PRELIMINARY PLAT REQUIREMENTS;
AMENDING AND ADDING DEFINITIONS;
PROVIDING FOR FEES; PROVIDING FOR SIGNAGE
FOR PUBLIC UTILITY BICYCLES; PROHIBITING HOME
OCCUPATIONS FROM CREATING ODORS NOT
USUAL IN A RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT; MAKING
INTERNAL LANGUAGE CONSISTENT; CODIFING
INTERPRETATIVE LANGUAGE AND
CLARIFICATIONS; CORRECTING TYPOGRAPHICAL,
GRAMMATICAL AND SCRIVENERS ERRORS;
REMOVING OBSOLETE LANGUAGE; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Whereas, this ordinance codifies and modifies certain policies established by the
City Council concerning hexagon block sidewalks, granite curbs, brick streets and brick
alleys; and



Whereas, those policies are set forth in several City Council resolutions which are
hereby superseded by this ordinance,

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN:

Section 1. The allowable uses for ‘Health Club (more than 5,000 square feet)’ for
the CCS-1 zoning district in the matrix in Section 16.10.020.1 of the St. Petersburg City
Code are hereby amended to read as follows:

CCS-1 from SE to P

Section 2. The minimum parking requirements for the traditional, suburban and
downtown tiers for the ‘Child Care Facility’ use in the matrix in Section 16.10.020.1 of the
St. Petersburg City Code are hereby amended to read as follows:

Traditional tier - 1 per 10 children and 1 for each emrIoyee; Stacking and
loading areas required
Suburban tier - 1 per 10 g children and 1 for each employee; Stacking and
loading areas required
Downtown tier - 1 per 10 children and 1 for each emtoyee; Stacking and
loading areas required

Section 3. The “Minimum Lot Size, Maximum Density and Maximum Intensity”
tables in Sections 16.20.010.5, 16.20.020.6, 16.20.030.5, 16.20.040.4, 16,20.050.6,
16.20,060.5, 16.20.070.5, 16.20.080.5, 16.20.090,5, 16.20.130.6, and 16.20.150.5 of the St.
Petersburg City Code are hereby amended by adding an unnumbered footnote at the
end of the table to read as follows:

For mixed use developments, refer to additional regulations within the use
specific development standards section for mixed uses (currently Sec. 16.50.200).

Section 4. The St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by deleting Section
16.20.020.7.2, ‘Accessory Storage Sheds on Waterfront Lots’ and removing it in its
entirety from the City Code.

Section 5. Section 16.40.040.3.5.C.4 of the St. Petersburg City Code, pertaining to
Fences, Walls and Hedges, is hereby amended to read as follows:

5. DESIGN ANI) OTHER RELATED REGULATIONS

4. On properties (excluding rroerties with industrial, single-family, and duplex
uses) visible from any major street, fences and walls visible from any street (not
includinQ alleys) shall be decorative or shall be vinyl-coated chain-link (including
stands, poles, and rails). Foncos which are screened by required landscaping shall be
exempt from the docorativo or vinyl coated foncing roquiromont. Vinyl-coated chain
link fences and oaue fences or walls more than 4 feet in heiQht, which abut a street



(not including alleys), shall be setback a minimum of 2 feet from the proQerty Hne and
shall be landscaped in accordance with the section requlaflnq Landscaplnq and
rriq a ti on.
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Section 6. Section 16.40.0903.4.B.8 of the St. Petersburg City Code, pertaining to
restriping existing parking spaces and vehicle use areas, is hereby amended to read as
follows:

8. Striping. All paved parking areas shall be striped in conformance with the
parking dimension standards of this section and any required conditions of approval.
When restripinq an existinq parkinq lot (whether after repavinq, sealinq, or any other
reason), the restripinq shall match the stripinq required in the most recent approval for
the site which addressed stripinq, or the site shall be striped in conformance with this
section, if possible. When state or federal laws require that additional disabled parkinç
spaces be provided, the stripinq pattern may be adjusted to provide for the additional
disabled parking spaces. The stripinq plan for the required number of parkinq spaces
may be modified to allow for the additional disabled parking space, but should
conform to the original plan to the qreatest extent possible. Where the requirement for
additional disabled parkinq spaces reduces the number of available parkinq spaces to
a number less than the minimum required number of parkinq spaces for the site and the
minimum number cannot be provided, this shall not require a variance, but this number
shall become the minimum number of parkinq soaces required for this site until it is
rehabilitated.

Section 7. The ‘Government and public signs’ and ‘Neighborhood and business
recognition signs’ in the Exempt Signs list in Section 16.40.120.3.2 of the St. Petersburg
City Code are hereby amended to read as follows:

Government and public signs. Informational, directional and regulatory signs
located within rights-of-way or on publicly-owned land that are installed by the City or
other governmental signs installed with the approval of the City. Official regulatory or
warning signs upon any body of water (river, bay, lake, or other body of water) within
the limits of the City, informational or directional signs installed by the City or with the
approval of the City upon any body of water within the limits of the City in connection
with a water path or paddling trail. Such signs shall not exceed nine square feet unless a
larger sign is required by law. Directional siqns may include wayfinding sians.



* * * * * *

Neighborhood and business recognition signs. Such signs shall be allowed for
properties that are recognized by a neighborhood or business association as part of a
regular program pursuant to a neighborhood or business plan which has been
accepted by the City. Such signs shall not exceed six square feet and xtee feet in
height.

Section 8. Section 1640120.3.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to add new exempt signs for ‘banners, place of public assembly’ and
‘wayfinding signs’, in the appropriate alphabetical location, to read as follows:

Banners, place of public assembly. Banners at an arena, theater, or other place
of public assembly on a site consisting of five acres or more with 1,900 or more fixed
seats shall be allowed in addition to any other allowable signage, Such banners may
include the name and logo(s) of the primary user of the facility. A company or
corporate logo or name of any entity with a business location on the site, other than the
primary user, may be allowed, provided that such logo(s) or text shall be limited to no
more than 10% of the overall graphic area and shall be located in the lower 20% of the
banner, Any such banners shall comply with any applicable provisions of the Florida
Building Code, St. Petersburg Fire Code, Florida Statutes (F.S. 479 Outdoor Advertising
currently regulates banners within 660-feet from the interstate) and any other
applicable laws. There is no limitation on the overall size of the banner, The banner shall
not cover any character defining feature of the building, including but not limited to
doors, windows, pilasters and other architectural features.

* * * * * *

Wayfinding signs are directional signs within the right-of-way that provide
individual names of private businesses and minimal directions to their location for
pedestrians. Such signage shall be reviewed by the City as part of a districtwide
directory sign program and shall include uniform design. dimensional, location and
other standards as specifically set forth in this section,

Section 9. Section 16.40.120.15.H of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

H. Temporary signs.

1. Temporary signs, banners. Up to two banner signs per site or business shall be
permitted in any zoning district, except at residential uses having ten dwelling units or
less, Such banners shall be attached to an existing freestanding sign structure or to a
legally permitted structure or building. The maximum area of each banner shall not
exceed 48 square feet. The maximum period for display shall not exceed 14 days per
permit.

2. Temporary signs, cold-air inflatable. One cold-air inflatable sign per site shall
be permitted in commercial corridor, downtown, and suburban center districts. Signs



attached to or integrated into inflatable devices shall not exceed 150 square feet, The
actual inflatable device shalt not exceed 25 feet in any dimension and shall be firmly
attached to the ground. The maximum period for display shall not exceed ten days per
pe rrn it.

3. Temporary signs, freestanding. One freestanding temporary sign per site shall
be permitted in any zoning district except at residential uses having ten dwelling units or
less. Such signs shall have a maximum height of eight feet and a maximum area of 48
square feet. The maximum period for disptay shall not exceed 30 days per permit.

4. Temporary signs, wind feather, In lieu of a temporary freestanding sign or a
temporary banner, one wind feather sign per site or business shall be permitted in any
zoning district except at residential uses hoving ten dwelling units or less. Such signs shall
have a maximum height of fifteen feet. The maximum period for display shall not
exceed 30 days per permit.

5. Temporary signs, one-way frontaqe roads. Additional freestanding temporary
signs shall be allowed on properties that front on one-way frontage roads, subiect to all
other provisions of this Code. A maximum of two temporary signs shall be permitted on
properties with lot frontages of 100 feet or less. One additional temporary sign shall be
permitted for each additional 100 feet or portion thereof of lot frontage (for example, a
maximum of three temporary signs shalt be permitted for properties with lot frontages
more than 100 feet up to 200 feet, and a maximum of four temporary signs shall be
permitted for properties with lot frontages more than 200 feet up to 300 feet). Such signs
shall hove a maximum height of eight feet and a maximum area of 48 square feet,
These additional signs shalt be allowed on weekends, holidays and twice a year for
special events which not exceed 7 days per permit.

& Frequency. The use of temporary signs shall be restricted to four times per
calendar year per site, per business, regardless of the type of sign displayed unless
greater restrictions are set forth herein for a temporary sign, A display of temporary signs
may consist of any combination of the types of temporary signs listed above; provided,
that the maximum period for displays of a sign type shall not be exceeded.

Section 10. Section 16.40.120.19 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to add a new definition for ‘wind feather’, in the appropriate alphabetical
location, to read as follows:

Wind feather sign means a type of temporary lightweight sign comprised of a frame
pole and/or base which may be made of metal, plastic or any other substance, to
which a vinyl, nylon, canvas, polyester, or other type of fabric, sign is affached.



Section 11. The St, Petersburg City Code is hereby amended by adding a new
Section 1640.1 30, Streetscape Preservation, Traditional, to read as follows:

SECTION 16.40.1 30 - STREETSCAPE PRESERVATION, TRADITIONAL

16.40130.1 Applicability
16.40130.2 Purpose
16.40.130,3 Hexagon Block Sidewalk Repair and Replacement
1640.1 30.4 Brick Streets, Brick Alleys and Granite Curbs

16,40,130.1 Applicability

This section applies to a traditional streetscape,subject to the limitations set forth
herein, that includes one or more of the following elements:

1. Hexagon block sidewalks:
2. Brick streets;
3. Brick alleys; and
4. Granite curbs.

16.40.130.2 Purpose

Hexagon block sidewalks, brick streets, brick alleys and granite curbs add to the
historic and architectural character of our community. The purpose of this section is to
preserve these desirable elements.

16.40.130.3 Hexagon Block Sidewalk Repair and Replacement

A. Definition. For the purpose of this section,
1. ‘hexagon block sidewalks’ shall mean any sidewalk surface which is
currently constructed of hexagon-shaped paver block.
2. ‘sidewalk’ shall mean the paved area in the right of way that is intended
for use by pedestrians and is the minimum width required by the Subdivision
Section.



3, ‘parkway’ shall mean lha[ area, whether paved or not, beiween the
sidewalk and curb, and between the sidewalk and property line.

B, Applicability. Hexagon block sidewalks shall be repaired and replaced, in
the manner set forth in this section, in the following areas:

1, All local and National Register historic districts, including districts that have
received official designation or have applied for local or National Register designation
and which contain hexagon block sidewalks which are identified as a contributing
element, Property which is included in an active designation request is only subject to
this section after the POD has determined that the cipplication is complete cind
hexagon block sidewalks are identified as a contributing element of the proposed
district. If the request is denied, the property shall no longer be subject to this section;

2. Old Southeast Hexagon Block Preservation District;
3. Sidewalks abutting local landmarks.
4. The right of way (not including the vehicular driving area) immediately

fronting a subject property may include both a sidewalk and a parkway.
C. Sidewalk Preservation. In areas regulated by this section, where hexagon

blocks currently exist as part of the public sidewalk, the City and the adjoining
property owner(s) shall maintain and preserve the hexagon blocks and are
prohibited from installing any alternative construction material that is different
from the existing hexagon block sidewalks. The use of a decorative hexagon
block surface pattern is prohibited at these locations.

D. Sidewalk Replacement. In areas regulated by this section, when the City is
replacing an existing sidewalk and assessing the property owner, the City
shall install hexagon block sidewalks at no additional charge to the property
owner (over the cost of installing a concrete sidewalk) when the following
conditions are met:

1. The subject area has had an approved historic survey or has been
determined eligible for designation as a National Register Historic District and/or a Local
Historic District;

2. Hexagon block sidewalks are identified as a contributing historic element
in a historic district or a specific block face in a historic survey area;

3. Hexagon block sidewalks were the original sidewalk material;
4. At least one entire block face of concrete sidewalk is scheduled for

replacement; and
5. The property owners of at least 50% plus one foot of the lineal footage

abuffing the sidewalk request that the concrete sidewalk be replaced with hexagon
block sidewalk in writing.

E. Exemptions. Exemptions to the requirements of this section are
discretionary, legislative actions and are not appealable. Exemptions may be initiated
by City Council or an abutting property owner. Requests for an exemption shalt be
made to the Community Planning and Preservation Commission who shall hold a public
hearing afler providing mailed notice to abuffing property owners and at least one
posted notice on each block face.

16.40.130.4 Brick Streets, Brick Alleys and Granite Curbs



A. Definition, For the purpose of this section, “brick streets” shall mean any
street surface constructed of brick and shall include any existing granite curbing.

B.Applicability. All unpaved brick streets or any portion thereof, within the City,
shall remain and be maintained as brick streets, unless an exemption is granted or is
specifically identified in this section,

1. Traffic safety. When a non-brick street or alley within the City intersects
with an existing brick street or alley. and the non-brick street or alley is being
reconstructed or resurfaced, the intersecting area of the existing brick street or alley
may be reconstructed or resurfaced with the materials of the non-brick street or alley in
order to create a smooth transition between street surfaces for vehicular safety. The
intersecting area to be resurfaced or reconstructed shall be limited to the minimum
area necessary to create the smooth transition to the existing brick street or alley and to
promote safety as determined by the POD.

2. Pedestrian safety. When a brick street or alley within the City intersects
with an existing non-brick street or alley, and the non-brick street or alley is being
reconstructed or resurfaced, the intersecting area of the existing brick street or alley
may be reconstructed or resurfaced with the materials of the non-brick street or alley in
order to create or enhance a safe pedestrian crossing. The intersecting area to be
resurfaced or reconstructed shall be limited to the minimum area necessary to promote
and enhance pedestrian safety when crossing the existing brick street or alley as
determined by the POD,

3. Traffic calming devices on all unpaved brick streets within the city are
exempt from the requirements in this section. For the purposes of this section, “traffic
calming devices” shall mean changes in street alignment, installation of barriers and
other physical measures to reduce traffic speeds and/or cut-through volumes, in the
interest of traffic safety, liability or other public purpose and shall include, but not be
limited to, speed humps, speed bumps and plateaus.

C. Brick Street Restoration. Brick streets which have been paved with an
alternative surface material may be converted back to brick by resolution of the City
Council on its own motion or if 50 percent (%) plus one (1) of the owners of abuffing
properties petition the City for such conversion. As set forth in City assessment policy,
abuffing property owners shall be assessed the total cost of converting the street back
to brick, less any cost that might be incurred if the existing street needs repair. City
Council may approve the petition if it determines that it is in the best interest of the City.

D.Granite Curbing Preservation, All existing. granite curbing throughout the City
shall be repaired or replaced in-kind whether or not the curbing is located adjacent to
brick streets. Use of concrete curbs along radii, curb cuts, and handicapped ramps to
replace existing granite curbs is allowed.

D. Exemptions. Exemptions to the requirements of this section are discretionary,
legislative actions and are not appealable. Exemptions may be initiated by
City Council or an abutting property owner. Requests for an exemption shall



he made to the Community Planning and Preservation Commission who shall
hold a public hearing after providing mailed notice to abutting property
owners and at least one posted notice on each block face,

Section 1 2. Section 16.40,1 30 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended
to read as follows:

16.40.140.23. - Lot refacing.

A. Procedure. For procedures, see applications and procedures section.
B. Lot refacing means the reorientation restoration of ahuttinp platted lots tht

are situated on a street intersection, in order to change the location of the front yard
and includes the accompanyinci lot line adjustment.

C. Standards for review, In reviewing an application, the POD, DRC or City
Council shall consider the following criteria:

1. Applications for a lot refacing shall, at a minimum, include two platted lots.
2. In the NT and NS zoning districts, no refacing from a local street to a collector

or arterial, or through street, as shown on the major street map, shall be approved.
3. No lot having less area than the smallest of the lots included in the application

shalt be created,
4. Easements for public utilities, storm drainage, and corner right-of-way

easements shall be provided as required. The applicant shall pay any costs of utility
adjustments, extensions, relocations, and connections.

5. Any unpaid outstanding liens and assessments owed to the City shall be
satisfied as a condition of lot refacing.

6. Consistency with the established neighborhood paffern shall be maintained,
including lot dimensions, utility and parking functions, alley access, and sanitation
services.

D. Replaffing. Replaffing shall bo required if the lot refacing results in tii
property that is the subject of the application beinc divided into a net increase total of
three or more lots more than the original number of plaffed lots that are the subject of
the application.

Section 13. Section 16.40.140.2.4 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.40.140.2.4 - Lot line adjustments and lot splits.

A. Procedure. For procedures, see applications and procedures section.
B. Definition. The term “lot line adjustments” means the adjustment moving of @

the plaffed lot lineç between two or more abutting plaffed adjoining lots of record
which changes the size of the buildable lots. The term ‘lot split’ means the creation of
one or more lots from a platted lot of record which chanpes the number of buildable
lots.

C. Standards for review. In reviewing an application, the POD, Development
Review Commission, or City Council, shall consider the following criteria:



1. Easements for public utilities including storrnwafer drainage as required shall
be provided as required, The applicant shall pay any costs of utility adjustments,
extensions, relocations, and connections.

2. Any unpaid outstanding liens and assessments owed to the City shall be
satisfied as a condition of lot line adjustment or lot split.

3. Consistency with the established neighborhood pattern shall be maintained,
including lot dimensions, utility and parking functions, alley access, and sanitation
services.

4. All lots must be owned by the same entity or have the written consent of the
property owner,

5. Lot line adjustments and lot splits shall not create more than two additional
huildable lots.

6. For lot line adjustments, all lots shall meet the minimum lot size of the zoninq
district, unless one or more of the oriqinal lots do not meet the minimum lot size, then no
lot havinq less area than the smallest of the lots included in the application shall be
created.

7. For lot splits, no variance to the minimum lot area requirements of the zoninq
district is allowed.

D. Replatting. Replatting shalt be required if the lot line adjustment or lot split
results in the property that is the subject of the application beinq divided into a total of
net increase of three or more lots more than the original number of platted lots that are
the subject of the application.

Section 14. Section 16.50.020.4.1 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.50.020.4.1. - Accessory storage structure.
Within Neighborhood districts, one accessory storage structure (typically a pre

constructed shed) shall be allowed, as provided in the setbacks section, so long as it
complies with all of the following criteria. Structures that do not comply with all of the
following criteria shall comply with the setbacks for the zoning district.

1. Size and height. The structure shall not exceed 100 square feet in area and 10
ieR feet in height.

2. Anchoring. The structure shall be properly anchored to resist wind and other
forces.

3. Utility easements. If a structure is secured to the ground by a foundation and
not capable of being moved intact, no portion of the structure shall encroach into a
utility easement.

4. Right-of-way and access easements. No structure shall encroach into a right-
of-way or private access easement.

5. Use restrictions. The structure shall only be utilized for storage and shall not be
used for operation of mechanical equipment.

6. Additional structures. Any additional accessory storage structures, regardless
of size or type, shall comply with the setbacks for the zoning district.

7. Street side and waterfront yards. The structure shall not be located in street
side or waterfront yards. Where such yards exist, the structure shall comply with the
setbacks for these yards for the zoning district,
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8. Special circumstances for storage structure from front property line. On a
through lot which meets the width, depth and area requirements for a lot in that zoning
district, if one front yard has a solid, not less than five-foot high, decorative wall or fence
which allows no vehicular access through that front yard, one accessory storage
structure is allowed no more than ten feet from the front property line.

9. Design standards, Where an accessory storage structure is located within the
rear one-third of a property, 200 square feet or less in gross floor area, ten feet or less in
overall height to the top of roof peak, cinci screened by ci solid rncisonry wall or
decorative wood or vinyl fence measuring six feet or more in height, the accessory
storage structure is exempt from the requirement to utilize the architectural style and
construction materials of the existing principal structure.

10. All accessory storage structures shalt comgly with the Florida Building Code
and St. Petersburg Fire Code (e.g. building separation and egress),

Section 15. Section 1650.0703.2 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

1650.07032. - Site design.

A. Drive through loading areas, if proposed, shall be designed to accommodate
peak hour demand and to avoid vehicles queuing into the public right of way.

8—Vehicles shall be directed toward main roads and not into residential
neighborhoods.

BO. A use operating within a single-family residence is exempt from parking
regulations.

Section 16. Section 16.50.200.3.1 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.50.200.3.1. - Maximum density and intensity.
A. Maximum development of a mixed use shall be governed by the floor area

ratio regulations of the zoning district.
B. The number of dwelling units on the site shall not exceed the maximum density

allowed by the zoning district.
C. For mixed-use developments located within a Ppianned Rredevelopment

Rresidential (PR-R). Planned Rcedevelopment-Mixed-Uese (PR-M U). Planned
Rfedevelopment-Ceommercial (PR-C), Ceentral Business Ddistrict (CBD) or
Qeommunity Redevelopment 4istrict (CRD) future land use category, the floor area
of the residential and nonresidential uses shall be counted in determining the gross floor
area of the building. The gross floor area shall not exceed the maximum floor area ratio
allowed unless an exemrtion is specifically authorized in this Chapter. Unless required
by the zoning district regulations, the floor area of parking structures shall not be
counted in determining the gross floor area of the building.

D. For mixed-use developments located within all other future land use
categories, the number of units and the gross floor area of all nonresidential uses shall
not exceed the number of units allowed per acre and maximum floor area ratio



allowed unless an exemption is specifically authorized in this Chapter, Unless reqLnred
by the zoning district regulations, the floor area of parking structures shall not ho
eun-ted-in determining the gross floor area of the building

Section 17. Section 16.60.010.5.A of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

1660.010.5. - Floor area ratio,
A. Floor area ratio (FAR) is the measurement of intensity of building development

of ci site. A floor area ratio is the relcitionship between gross floor area on a site and the
gross land area. The FAR is calculated by adding together the gross floor area of all
buildings on the site and dividing the sum by the net gr-es land area, For example, a
floor area ratio of 1,0 means one square foot of building may be constructed for every
one square foot of lot area, The following are not included in calculating the floor area:

1. Public atriums, indoor plazas and courtyards.
2. Parking structures, except as may otherwise be provided within a zoning

district, This includes all ramps, stairs, elevators and mechanical rooms which serve the
parking garage as well as any bicycle racks and bicycle storage areas.

3. Other qualified exemptions for land use types, building desiQn, site layout and
orientation features provided within a zoning district,

Section 18. Section 16.60010,6 of the St, Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.60.010.6. - Height measurement.
A. Outside of special flood hazard areas flood zones, building height shall be

measured from the mean elevation of the existing grade to the beginning of the
roofline or roof peak, as determined within the individual zoning districts.

B. Within special flood hazard areas flood zones, building height shall be
measured from the required design @se—flood elevation line as measured to the
finished floor to the beginning of the roofline or roof peak, as determined within the
individual zoning districts,

C. Pitched roofs shall be measured at the point farthest from the side of the
building and flat roofs with decorative parapets will be measured at the lowest point of
the parapet wall,

___i_
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D. For structures other than buildings, height shall be measured from the mean

elevation of the existing grade to the highest point of the structure above the existing
grade.



F. For all properties subject to the Albert Whit[ed Airpor[ overlay regulations. (he
building height shall he measured from the mean sea level elevation datum unless
specified oHierwise,

F, Exemptions to the maximum height requirements are outlined in the height,
maximum allowable and encroachments section,

Section 19. The allowable setbacks for ‘sheds’ in Section 16.60.050.2 of the St.
Petersburg Ci(y Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

Shed (only one shed may
encroach i ito the setback. The

max i mum hon ,ontal dimension
br each side shall he I (I It. and
the max i in nm heiht shall he I 0

It.

No encroachment allowed.
except as noted in the use

F speci tic development
standards Ibr accessory

structures.

A nywhere with in rear 20 b’t.
ob lot

No none than 5 It. from
SS setback line, within the rear

20 Ii. of lot not allowed

No closer to propert Ii ic
than 3 ft.

No encmachme nt al k)wed.
except as noted in the use

speci lie development
standards lbr accessory

structures.

A ii y where w I [Ii in rear 20 ft.
ob lot

No more than 5 It. [mm
setback Ii ne. w thi ii the rear
20 ft. of lot NS- I only — see

district regulations

No closer to property line
than 3 ft.

Section 20. Section 1o.70.010.4.A of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

A. Notice requirements. The City Council, Development Review Commission, and
Community Planning and Preservation Commission shall provide the
supplemental notice set forth in this section for public hearings. For those
applications which the POD has the authority to review and approve and which
are made appealable to a board or commission of the City or City Council, the
POD shall comply with the written and posted supplemental notice requirements
set forth in this section, For applications for which an appeal may only be made
by the property owner, such notice shall only be required to be made to the
property owner.
Such supplemental notice shall only apply to decisions of the POD which are
made concerning a written request or application for which the applicant has
paid a fee and for which the POD gives a wriffen approval or denial.

Section 21. Section 1o.70.0401.14.E.9 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

R

S

W No encroachment allowed. No encroachment allowed.



9. An efficiency/studio A dwellinq unit having not less than 22.Q 320 square feet
and not more than 375 square feet may be reinstated if the site provides at least the
minimum number of off-street parking spaces for the number of units to be reinstated.
No variance from this minimum size requirement or this minimum parking requirement
may be granted;

Section 22. Section 16,70.050.1,7.B of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

B. Application. An application shall include the following information in addition
to the information that the POD may generally require for a preliminary plot application:

1 A 24” x 36” black line print of the subject property prepared by a registered
surveyor at a scale of not less than 1 00 feet to the inch, meeting all the requirements of
this chapter and ES. ch. 1 77. The preliminary plot shall include the following information:

a. The subdivision title, date, north point, scale and a brief description, including
township and range. The title shall as nearly as possible identify the area of the City in
which the proposed subdivision is located;

b. The name and the address of the owner and the surveyor; if the property is
owned by a corporation or company, the name and address of its president or other
responsible party shall be given;

c. The boundaries and dimensions of the tract to be subdivided;
d. Wooded areas, marshes, preservation areas and other conditions affecting

the site;
e. The location of existing and proposed property lines, streets, watercourses,

railroads, bridges, power transmission and distribution lines, sewer, gas and water mains,
culverts and drainpipes, City limits and any public utility easements on the land to be
subdivided; G1 the location of all structures on the land to be subdivided; and the
exact location of the intersections of all adjacent streets within the boundary of the
proposed plot shall be given;

f. The names of the adjoining subdivisions;
g. The locations, dimensions and purposes of proposed rights-of-way, easements

and waterways; street names; and pavement widths when unusual intersections occur
or medians or planter islands are proposed or when paving width in excess of 24 feet is
required;

h. The proposed lot lines, lot and block numbers, and approximate dimensions;
i. The approximate radii of all curves;
j. On acreage or fill areas, a tie to the nearest section corner, quarter section or

other known point;
k. When topography controls the street and lot layout, approximate contours

with a vertical interval of not more than one foot referred to City datum;
I. Existing and proposed parks, school sites or other public open spaces on the

plot;
m. Plot language, when required in conjunction with special developments or

conditions.



Section 23. The definition of ‘gross land area’ in Section 16.90020.3 of the St.
Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to read as follows, and should be placed in
the appropriate alphabetical location:

Not Gross land area means the total land area within the property boundaries of
the subject parcel, but not including submerged land or previously dedicated public
road rights-of-way.

Section 24. Section 16.90.020.3 of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
cimended to add a definition for ‘required design flood elevation,’ which should be
placed in the appropriate alphabetical location, to read as follows:

Reqcnred design flood elevation line means the base flood elevation line plus the
locally adopted minimum required freeboard standard.

Section 25. The ‘permit fee for application with inspections to be performed
outside entity (contracted by applicant)’ in Section 1 2-6 (7)(a) of the St. Petersburg City
Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

Permit fee for application with inspections to be performed outside entity
(contracted by applicant):

The permit fee for an application when the Building Official has approved the
request of the applicant to have an outside entity. contracted by the applicant,
perform the required inspections shall be one-half of the Qermit fee $1.00 per square
tGet of the proposed structure as calculated pursuant to this ChaQter, with a minimum
$55.00 fee (this does not include any fees paid to the outside entity).

Section 26. The St. Petersburg City Code is amended by adding new fees for
‘tree trimming permit, grand trees’, ‘street name change’ and ‘lot line splitting’ in the
appropriate alphabetical locations in Section] 2-6(8) to read as follows:

Lot line splitting:
Administrative review 200.00
Commission review 300.00

Street name change 1,000.00

Tree trimming permit. grand tree, per tree 40.00

Section 27. Sections 26-261920 and (7) of the St. Petersburg City Code are
hereby amended to read as follows:

(2) Maintenance, All bicycle racks shall be made of weather and vandalism
resistant material and finishes which are sufficiently durable so as not to be damaged
by the constant abrasion from bicycles, shall be consistent with any streetscape
furnishings in the immediate vicinity and shall be maintained in accordance with
standards set by the POD. Any damage shall be repaired within ten days.



(7) Signage. In addition to any signs allowed by the sign section of the land
development regulations (chapter 16), where bicycle racks are not directly visible cied
obvious from the public rights-of-way, one directional signs may be provided to direct
the bicyclist to the bicycle rack or parking station. Indoor directional signs to bicycle
racks inside a structure may be posted by the property owner. In addition to directional
signs. two other signs shall be allowed at each bicycle rack which shall not exceed two
square feet and shall not be higher than the highest part of the bicycle rack, Bicycle
parking stations in designated Activity Centers which are visible from a right-of-way may
contain the following additional signage:

a. For bicycle parking stations within 100 feet of a parcel zoned NT or NS,
signage is limited to two sign faces, no more than 4 sguare feet in area
per sign face, which shall not be illuminated.

b. For bicycle parking stations in other locations, signage is limited to two
sign faces, no more than 20 sguare feet in area per sign face, which
must be attached to the bicycle parking station,

c. Electronic messaQe center signs are prohibited.
d. Signs shall not be illuminated except with back lighting.
e. Signs shall not exceed 8 feet in height,

Section 28. Section 16,50.180.4.F of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

Home occupations shall not which create ggy noise not usual to a residential
district between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 9:00 a,m.or which involvc the The
use of power tools er-s prohibited between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 9:00
am. Doors and windows of the principal or accessory structure shall be
closed when such noise is created or power tools are in use. Home

occupations shall not create any odors not usual in a residential

district, nor shall they create odors that are usual in a residential district
to a greater degree than is usual.

Section 29. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck
through type is language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language
is language to be added to the City Code, in the section, subsection, or other location
where indicated. Language in the City Code not appearing in this ordinance
continues in full force and effect unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. Sections
of this ordinance that amend the City Code to add new sections or subsections are
generally not underlined,

Section 30. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable. If
any provision of this ordinance is determined unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such
determination shall not affect the validity of any other provisions of this ordinance.



Seclion 31. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the City Charter, it 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 this Ordinance, in
which case this Ordinance 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, it shalt 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 immediately upon a successful vote to override the veto,

APPROVED AS TO FOM-AND CONTENT:
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PUBLIC HEARING

a____

st.pelersburg
www.eie.org

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION
Prepared by the Planning & Economic Development Department,

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

For Public Hearing on April 1, 2015
at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall,

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida.

APPLICATION: LDR 2015-01

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
275 51h Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701

REQUEST: The applicant requests that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”) review
and recommend approval of the attached proposed amendments to the City of St.
Petersburg’s Land Development Regulations (LDRs), confirming consistency with
the City of St. Petersburg’s Comprehensive Plan (‘Comprehensive Plan”).

AUTHORITY: Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC, acting
as the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), is responsible for
reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on all proposed
amendments to the LDRs.

EVALUATION:

Recommendation

The Planning & Economic Development Department finds that the proposed request is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends APPROVAL.

Background

In October 2006 and August 2007, the City Council adopted several significant ordinances
related directly to the implementation of the St. Petersburg Vision 2020 Plan and the new Land
Development Regulations (LDRs). The adopted ordinances included text amendments to the
City’s Comprehensive Plan, including a new Vision Element, amendments to the Future Land
Use Map (FLUM), the rezoning of the entire City and establishment of new land development
regulations.



Proposal

The Planning and Economic Development Department, working with the City Attorney’s office,
has prepared the attached proposal to amend the Land Development Regulations (LDRs),
Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances. The proposal includes 20 items for consideration,
generally classified into one (1) of three (3) categories:

• Substantive (Regulatory) Changes means amendments resulting from new issues that
were not originally contemplated or whose need has emerged from staff’s experience in
administering the city code. This amendment package includes 16 substantive
(regulatory) changes;

• Clarifications means the ongoing effort to provide the clearest language in the city code
for benefit of staff and customers using the regulations. This amendment package
includes four (4) clarifications;

• Consistency Improvements means to maintain consistency with changes in federal,
state and local law. This amendment package includes one (1) consistency
improvement.

For the benefit of City staff, residents and customers interpreting and using the City’s land
development regulations, the proposed amendments are part of the department’s ongoing effort
to provide the clearest language possible. Most of these amendments involve aspects of the
LDRs that are applied city-wide. The appendix of this report includes the full list of items
proposed for amendment.

Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan

The following objectives and policies from the City’s Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the
attached proposed amendments:

Objective Vi: When considering the probable use of land in a development application, the
principles and recommendations noted in the Vision Element should be considered where
applicable.

Policy Vi. 1: Development decisions and strategies shall integrate the guiding principles
found in the Vision Element with sound planning principles followed in the formal
planning process.

Oblective LU7: The City will continue to revise and amend the land development regulations, as
necessary, to ensure compliance with the requirements of Chapter 163.3202, Florida Statutes
and Chapter 9J-24 F.A.C. The City will amend its land development regulations consistent with
the requirements of Chapter 163.3202, Florida Statutes and Chapter 9J-24 F.A.C. so that future
growth and development will continue to be managed through the preparation, adoption,
implementation and enforcement of land development regulations that are consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

Policy LU7.i: Pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 163.3202 F.S. and Chapter 9J-
24 F.A.C. the land development regulations will be amended, as necessary, to ensure
consistency with the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

Objective LU2O: The City shall, on an ongoing basis, review and consider for adoption,
amendments to existing and/or new innovative land development regulations that can provide
additional incentives for the achievement of Comprehensive Plan Objectives.



Policy LU2O. 1: The City shall continue to utilize its innovative development regulations and staff
shall continue to examine new innovative techniques by working with the private sector,
neighborhood groups, special interest groups and by monitoring regulatory innovations to
identify potential solutions to development issues that provide incentives for the achievement of
the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.

Housing Affordability Impact Statement

The proposed amendments will have no impact on housing affordability, availability or
accessibility. A Housing Affordability Impact Statement is attached.

Adoption Schedule

The proposed amendment requires one (1) public hearing, conducted by the City of St.
Petersburg City Council. The City Council shall consider the recommendation of the DRC and
vote to approve, approve with modification or deny the proposed amendment:

• May 7, 2015: First Reading and First Public Hearing
• May 21, 2015: Second Reading and Adoption Public Hearing

Exhibits and Attachments

1. Proposed Ordinance
2. Table of Proposed Amendments
3. Housing Affordability Impact Statement



City of St. Petersburg
Housing Affordability Impact Statement

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million in State Housing

Initiative Partnership (SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these
funds, the City is required to maintain an ongoing process for review of local policies,
ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions that increase the cost of housing construction, or

of housing redevelopment, and to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative cost

per housing unit from these actions for the period July 1— June 30 annually. This form should

be attached to all policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing
costs, and a copy of the completed form should be provided to the City’s Housing and
Community Development Department.

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Economic Development

II. Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under
Consideration for adoption by Ordinance or Resolution:

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File
LDR 2015-01).

Ill. Impact Analysis:

A. Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, or plan amendment, (being adopted by
ordinance or resolution) increase the cost of housing development? (i.e. more
landscaping, larger lot sizes, increase fees, require more infrastructure costs up front,

etc.)

No X (No further explanation required.)
Yes

_____Explanation:

If Yes, the per unit cost increase associated with this proposed policy change is
estimated to be:

$________________________

B. Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, plan amendment, etc. increase the time
needed for housing development approvals?

No X (No further explanation required)
Yes Explanation:

LDR 2015-01: [DR Text Amendment Package
Page 1



IV: Certification

It is important that new local laws which coLild counteract or negate local, state and federal
reforms and incentives created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration.
If the adoption of the proposed regulation is imperative to protect the public health, safety and
welfare, and therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to continue the community’s
ability to provide affordable housing, please explain below:

CHECK ONE:

[1 The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment will not
result in an increase to the cost of housing development or redevelopment in the City of
St. Petersburg and no further action is required.( Please attach this Impact Statement to
City CoLincil Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development
department.)

Department Director (signature) Date

OR

L The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment being
proposed by resolution or ordinance will increase housing costs in the City of St.
Petersburg. (Please attach this Impact Statement to City Council Material, and provide a
copy to Housing and Community Development department.)

Department Director (signature) Date

Copies to: City Clerk
Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development

LDR 2015-01: LDR Text Amendment Package
Page 2



PETERSBUR(; CITY COUNCIL

Meeting of May 21, 2015

The Flonorahie Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members ol City Council

SU B.J ECT: I )own town Waterfront Master Plan
In accordance with the City Charter and City Code Section I 6.()S. a I )owntown
Waterront Master Plan has been prepared through an extensive community
outreach process. The Plan is an integrated vision that will be used to guide the
Future protection. preservation, enhancement, and cultural and economic
development ol the downtown waterfront.

REQUEST: ORI)INANCE

_______-L

adoptine the Downtown Wateriront Master Plan

RECOMMENDATION:

Administration: The Administration recommends APPROVAL.

Public Input: The extensive community outreach is briefly summarized in the
CPPC stall report April 14, 2015), documented in detail in the Downtown
Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook (March 9, 2015), and
summarized in Section 1 of the Proposed Downtown Waterfront Master Plan
(April 20, 2015).

Community Planning & Preservation Commission (CPPC): On April 14, 2015
the CPPC held a public hearing regarding this matter and voted 6 to I to that the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan is consistent with the city’s Comprehensive
Plan.

Recommended City Council Action: 1) CONDUCT the second reading and
public hearing for the attached proposed ordinance; 2) APPROVE the ordinance.

Attachments: Ordinance, CPPC Staff Report, CPCC Minutes, Proposed
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan

Links: Project webs ite:
http:I/www.stpete org/city initiatives/downtown waterfront master plan.php

Site Inventory Workbook:
http://old.stpete.org/downtown waterfront master plan/docs/FINAL Si teinvento
ryWkbk small.pdf

Issues & Opportunities Report:
http://old.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront master_planldocs/FINAL IssuesOppo
rtunities 20150313 srnall.pdf



( )RI )INAN( ‘I N( ).

AN ORINNANCI: 011111 (‘FlY (N SI’.
I1:’II;RSIl lIU, Ii .( )RlI)A AIik( )VIN(i .ANI)
AI)( )P’l’IN( ‘II 111 i)( )WN’I’()WN WA’ILRI’RON’i’
MAS’I’Ik PlAN IN A(’(’OkI)AN(’L Will I
SI’( ‘‘liON 1.02(g) 01’ ‘i’lii’ (‘FlY (‘I1AR’I’IR
ANI ) SI C’l’lON 16,08 01” ‘II II’, (.‘I’I’Y C’( )l )I
AM) PROVII)IN(i /\N l1tlX’’l’IVI’ l)A’FL

Will RI AS. through a re ferend mu conducted on N ovember 8, 20 1 the
electorate of the C’ ity of’ St. Pe1ersburL, Florida chose to approve an amendment to the C ity
Charter, which required the City to initiate a master plan for its downtown waterfront; and

WI I ERLAS. as a result of the referendum, Section .02(g) was added to the Cit
C harter, which required the City to adopt by ord manee a process to create the master plan, the
criteria to he addressed, the manner of adoption and a process to assure that adequate inclusive
public input is obtained print to adoption and a requirement for review and update: and

WI IF R[:AS, the City created Section I 6,08 of the City Code to outline the
procedures to He fbI lowed in the development and adoption of the master plan; and

WI IERLAS, alter adopting Section 16.08 of the City Code, the City was reqturccl
to comply with its procedures in the Creation of the master plan on or betbre .1 uly 1, 201 5; and

WHEREAS, the City conducted numerous public meetings, workshops, and
informational meetings in its efforts to assure that public input was solicited throughout the
creation of the master plan, per its requirements under Section 16.08.050 of the City Code; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Downtown Waterfront Master Plan, attached hereto as
exhibit “A,” addresses the criteria outlined in Section 16.08.030 of the City Code; and

WHEREAS, the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan is a conceptual planning
document intended to provide guidance to the City and its people in their stewardship of its
downtown waterfront eiiv ironment; and

WHEREAS, the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (“Master Plan”) shall help
guide the City in initiating and designing capital projects and programs; and

WHEREAS, on April 14, 2015. the Community Planning and Preservation
Commission of the City of St. Petersburg voted 6-1 to find the Master Plan consistent with the
City Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg finds that the Master
Plan as submitted is also consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the procedural and
substantive requirements of Section 16.08 of the City Code.



11 II CITY 01 SI’. PI’IiRSHtIR( 1)OIS ORDAIN:

Section I . Pursuant to Section 1 .02(g) of the City Charter and Section 1 6.08
of the City Code, the l)owniown Waterfront Master Plan, attached hereto as lxliihil A, is hereby
approved and adopted by the City oF St. Petersburg, IHioricla.

Section 2. In the event this ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in
accordance with the Ci1’ Charter. it shall become eflctive upon the expiration of the Fiflh
business day aller 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 the ordinance
shall become eFibctive 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, 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 efflctive immediately upon a successful vote to override
the veto.

Approved as to Form and Coiitent:

City Attorney (desi ‘ee)
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Cliv OI Si’. PETERSBURG

COMMUNITY PI.ANNIN(; & PRESERVATION COMMISSION

PUBLIC HEARING

April 14, 2015

PUBLIC FIEARING

A. Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Contact Person: Sharon Wright, 551-3396

Request: Review of the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan for consistency with the SL
Petersburg Comprehensive Plan.

Staff Presentation

Dave Goodwin publically thanked the following staff members for their participation in this review; Derek
Kilborn, Sharon Wright, Michael Dema and the various departments involved. Mr. Goodwin then thanked the
AECOM team, including Michael Brown and Pete Sechier who are here toda and Vaughan Davies who is not
present. Mr. Goodwin then thanked the citizens of the City or their participation in all of the various public
meetings and workshops; giving their thoughts and ideas for the waterfront that was heard over the last several
months and of which this Plan reflects. Mr. Goodwin then introduced Sharon Wright who began the
PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report and then Pete Sechler continued with a PowerPoint
presentation reviewing the Plan.

Commissioner Michaels stated ihat he liked the Plan overall (e.g. shared street idea, grand entrance to the Pier,
conversion of the Poynter site to green space) hut was concerned with the hotel element in the South Basin
District; does not fiel it is in keeping with the Comprehensive Plan. The land use designation for that site is
institutional with a proposal ol a commercial hotel.

Mr. Sechier explained that the Comprehensive Plan talks about usable green space; they did not see any usable
green space hut saw important land to the City tied up with surface parking and felt that there is a handful of
parking surfaces that would be candidates for a handful of uses that would be highly complementary to the
things already there. This is a cultural institutional area that is not walkable and is the geography of most
significant disconnect in terms of people being able to feel like they can get from one part of the City to the
other, and they felt the best answer to the problem is to fill out the area; to complete itself as a cultural and
institutional area. Mr. Seehier went on to say that they felt that the best outcome for this area is to continue to
grow into an integrated cultural and entertainment area with a much better pedestrian connectivity and activated
ground floor uses of which none of the current buildings have today. This area needs to be more vibrant with
new connections to the waterfront.

Mr. Goodwin further explained that when creating a plan, that plan will often have recommendations that will
have implementation steps which may lead staff to initiate changes to whatever the zoning and/or future land
use designation is for a particular piece of property, and may include a referendum.



COMMUNITY PLANNING & IuIISIkVAT1ON COMMISSION MINUTFS APRIL 14, 2015

Commissioner Montanan asked about the southern end of Beach L)rive. Mr. Sechier stated that the pedestrian
movement is what they were trying to facilitate, not cars, with more interest in the sidewalk environment. Mr.
Sechier went on to say that these drawings are representations of ideas that they think will advance the five
dimensions, not necessarily to he taken as literal representations of what exactly has to be built (e.g. the hotel).
They are trying to p01 nt out opportunities and how to think about them as the City moves forward.

Commissioner Montanan stated Ihat he really liked the concept of the Bayhoro District and Salt Creek
reminding him of Baltimore’s Inner Harbor. I—Ic then asked if the fuel tanks on the waterfront just west ol Salt
Creek’s entrance will be moved in the future. Mr. Goodwin replied that they are owned by Duke Energy and
that there. are no plans at this time lbr them to be moved.

Commissioner Montanan asked about the high speed ferry in the nort.h dock basin, which was not mentioned in
the presentation. Mr. Sechler stated that it could go in the north basin but believes tIia a high speed ferry would
come into just one spot. The south dock basin has a heavier use sith more people who arc probably coming tor
a specific reason (theater, sporting event, etc.): keeping this area as a more active. plice. Ni r. Sechier went on to
say that they do think there are water taxi stops all the way along in all of the basins in terms of local
movement.

Commissioner Reese stated that she. really hopes that the history of Demen’s Landing will be included in

whatever changes occur in this area. It was a major part of the black community, it was the colored beach and
is very important to understand the purpose and significance of Deniens Landing. Mr. Sechier stated his

agreement.

Commissioner l3urke voiced his approval of the Plan and feels the South Basin District needs something done;
he is not afraid of the proposed uses. Commissioner Burke asked about the consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Sechier outlined the elements to which the DWMP complies with the
Comprehensive Plan.

Commissioner Burke asked administration if elements of the DWMP are not consistent with the current land
use designation (Institutional) in the South Basin District, can the Plan still be considered consistent with the
City’s Comprehensive Plan, as a whole. Mr. I)ema replied he believes so. He went on to say that right now it
was important to view this Plan as a non-binding conceptual document in many facets. The document is putting
forth some concrete planning principals and policies, as well as suggestions for what may be done in the future
to maximite some of the opportunities that arc available in each of the Districts. Finding of consistency today
does not bind the City to any of these types of projects. Mr. Dema then cited from the Comprehensive Plan in
terms of interpretation: “The Comp Plan is intended to be utilized as a document in its entirety. No single goal,
objective or policy, or minor group of goals, objectives or policies should he interpreted in isolation of the entire
plan. The Comprehensive Plan shall be construed broadly to accomplish the purpose and intent of the plan.”
The job of the CPPC is to look at the entirety of the DWMP versus the entirety of the Comp Plan, and not get
stuck at what might be a suggestion at this point and may be in the future a starting off point of a discussion of
what may be developed in this area.

Mr. Goodwin went on to explain that the current zoning designation for most of the South Basin District is DC-
3; the current Future Land Use designation which sits on top of the zoning and provides further limitation is
Institutional. The DWMP does not supersede the Future Land Use Map, Zoning Map or Charter requirements,
but does allow us to look into the future and identify where the City wants to go, which may involve future
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implementation prOce55es and actions. Mr. Sechler added that this Plan identi lies cerlai ii opportunity areas that
are candidates for the City to thi uk about in a new way the Plan is trying to advance a set of new ideas.

Public 1iearin

Peter Belmont, 102 Farehani P1 N voiced his concern with the proposal br the South Basin I)istrict. He agrees
with Commissioner Michacis’ concern and suggested that the Commission approve the Master Plan with the
exception ol the South l3asi ii I )istrict which should he looked at separately in a more appropriate manner.

Dan liarvey, Jr. spoke in favor of the Master Plan.

Executive Session

Commissioner Michaels slated that he would like to vote for the Plan hut is concerned with the hotel element
(private use) versus something for public use (e.g. museum) which is in keeping with the institutional
definition. He is having a difficult time with not considering certain elements of the Comprehensive Plan hut to
consider other elements with this particular project. He could vote in favor if the hotel element was eliminated.

Mr. Goodwin stated that they feel the recommendation is sound and there are multiple objectives and policies of
the Comprehensive Plan to support the recommendation of approval. If the Commission is uncomfortable with
the hotel, a recommendation can be made that the Plan goes forward with the caveat that the hotel be removed.

Commissioner Wolf slated that he felt the DWMP is extremely consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and
took it as presented that any ol the specilic uses are just suggested uses. He has no objection passing on to City
Council the concerns of the Commission that a hotel begins to cross into a private use versus a public use. On
whole, the consistency with the (‘omp Plan far outweighs any elements that are inconsistent and will vote in
favor.

Commission Chair Carter voiced his agreement with Commissioner Wolf and will vote in favor.

MOTION #1: Commissioner Michaels moved and Commissioner Wolf seconded a motion finding the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan is, on balance, consistent with the St. Petersburg
Comprehensive Plan.

VOTE: YES — Michaels
NO - Burke, Montanan, Reese, Wolf, Carter, Smith

Motion failed by a vote qf 1 - 6.

MOTION #2: Commissioner Wolf moved and Conimnissioner Reese seconded a motion finding the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan consistent with the St. Petersburg Comprehensive
Plan and refers to City Council with the comments addressed at this meeting.

VOTE: YES — Burke, Montanan, Reese, Wolf, Carter, Smith
NO - Michaels

Motion was approved by a vote of 6 -1.
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COMMUNITY PLANNING and
PRESERVATION COMMISSION

I-c inred by the Planning and Economic Development Department,
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division

For Public I—lean ng and Executive Action on April I 4, 2() I S
at 3:00 p.m., in the City Counci Chambers, City Hall,

175 FiFth Street North, SL Petersburg, Florida.

SUBJECT: Proposed Downtown Waterfront Master Plan

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg
275 5° Street North
St. Petersburg, Florida 3370 I

REQUEST: This is a city-initiated request that the Community Plarming and
Preservation Commission review the Proposed Downtown Waterfront
Master Plan and find it consistent with the City of St. Petersburg
Comprehensive Plan.

EVALUATION:

Recoinmeiidatioiz:

City staff recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission find the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan CONSISTENT with the Comprehensive Plan and Ibrward
the Plan to City Council for APPROVAL.

Overview:

The downtown waterfront has long served as the City’s greatest physical asset. Following the
centennial anniversary marking the creation of the City’s downtown waterfront park system and
the evolution of the City’s downtown, it is appropriate to revisit the City’s downtown waterfront
looking forward for the next 20 to 50 years. Honoring the legacy of the downtown waterfront
and seeking to advance the great work of this city’s early leaders, the voters approved a City
Charter amendment on November 8, 2011 mandating that a new Downtown Waterfront Master
Plan (DWMP) he adopted before July 1, 2015.
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I id ndcd in this package is the Proposed I )owntown Wateriront Muster Plan (I )W M Ii. The
Proimscd I )WMP is thìe result oh extensive community and stakeholder outreach, technical
in ventory review, economic’ review and analysis and workshops to engage the public and reline
ph an concepts.. Work leading up to the Proposed 1)WM P includes a Site Inventory Workbook
(54o) pages ol community input and technical inventory documentation located here:
itlp://oh Li p( I ‘.( n/i lo\\ I l a ‘ \\;‘icrfi mI :It cl p!an/n cs/iI N Ic uiory\k’khL ii a!

pd!). an Issues and Opportunities Report (5 pages summarizing community input, issues.
opportunities, and approach with starter ideas to the plan located here:

t //o’i! tII( (I ()n/(Ifl\hlioi 1 L1’u FOtc l)LLLOL/’_LLspfcLt1hi 2UI”
iou! I odD.

Plan COin jNIU cots:

The following list outlines key sections included in the enclosed Proposed DWMP:

• Vision Statement (page 6)

• Section 1: Public Outreach Strategy and Input (page 12)

• Section 2: Plaiming Framework. Section 2 (page 21) explains the five dimensions of
the \\ atcrfront and the levels at’ enhancement:

Five Dimensions of the Downtown Waterfront
1. Stewards/np of da Waterfront Efl.ViroIflnLflt

A sustainable relationship between the natural and built environments

2. Enhancing the Exj,erience of the Water
Expanding St. Petersburg as a waterfront destination for boaters and non-boaters

3. An. Aciive Waterfront Parks System
Diversifying the activities of the waterfront to meet a changing and dynamic community

4. Economically Vibrant Downtown Places
Leveraging the. economic potential of in-water and upland areas along the water’s edge

5. A Connected, Accessible Downtown + Waterfront
Continuous linkages, service oriented parking and transit, increased public access

Levels of Enhancement
o Baseline
o Targeted Enhancement
o Transformative Change

• Section 3: Program Refinements & Master Plan Recommendations. The program
refinements and recommendations address the Comprehensive l)owntown Waterfront
Needs (page 35). These are issues and opportunities that should be addressed for the
whole downtown waterfront, such as coastal resiliency, social equity and diversity,
parking, and public art enhancements. The Program Refinements and Master Plan
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Reconiineiidaiions also pr ‘ide cOntext Sellsi(i\/e i’ecomniciidations and key actions or
(lie six (‘liuieter Districts along the seven mile length ol (lie project area:

(.oI’lee Pot I)istrict

2. North Shore I)islrict

.. Pier I )istrict

4. South l3asi n Sports & Entertainment District

5. Rayhoro Harbor/Salt Creek District
(i. Lass I ng Park I) s tn ct

Section 4: implementation Strategy. Section 4 (page. t6) discusses potential Ilinding

sources and implementation tools including taxes, special assessments, grants, and
public-private, partnerships (P3s). Section 4 also discusses preliminary prionitization
ciii en a.

How will the DWMP be used?

The DWMP is intended to provide, the first integrated vision for the City’s entire downtown

waterfront and its many uses by establishing a master plan and policy framework of guiding

principles (‘or future decision making, The Plan will be. used as an umbrella policy document and

is not intended to pro’icle specific details for proposed projects or improvements. Future public

and private development iroiosals and any significant physical changes to the character of the

downtown waterfront will he reviewed for consistency with the adopted Plan. Further, as the

City’s individual park and facility master plans are updated, they will be reviewed for
consistency with the adopted Plan.

The DWMP is a conceptual planning document intended to provide guidance to the City and its

people in their stewardship of St. Petersburg’s singular downtown waterfront environment, parks

and amenities. The DWMP is subordinate to federal and state law, the City Charter, the City of

St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan, and the City Code of Ordinances. Therefore, specific

recommendations contained within the DWMP may require a vote of the City electorate in a

referendum, or other acts of City government and public input, before implementation may
occur.

The DWMP will also serve as an implementation strategy that identifies and guides needed
protections, enhancements, and development efforts along the downtown waterfront. Areas such
as the Pier uplands, Bayboro Harbor, and the South Basin are recommended for substantial
further planning and improvement (targeted improvements and transformative change). Smaller
scale or baseline improvements are also identified in the DWMP, including bike share, bike
lanes, additional boat slips, and stormwater quality improvements. These types of improvements
can be made in small increments over time and are included in current CIP budgets.
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lion’ often will I/u’ I) I’VJlIP he luJ)(l(IIC(l?

IIIL I )ownlown \‘‘ ierInìni fvlasier Plan shall be revi wed and updated not less than every seven
years alter the adoptioi date. Amendments to (lie I )ownlowii Waterlront Plan may be made at
any time and the ( ‘ity Council shall determine whether an iiiendnient is sullicient 10 lie
considered an u pdale of the )owntown Waterl ronl Master Plan which would begin lie seven—
year time frame (or the next update (Code Section I

Pul)lic input:

In initiate the iu hi ic discourse about the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan, the City of St.
Petersburc, in partnershil) with the St. Petersburg Area Chamber ol Commerce, contracted with
the Urban Land Institute (“DLI’’) to convene an interdisciplinary Advisory Service Panel (ASP).
The DLI ASP program was an intensive live-day planning exercise, including numerous public
input meetings md interviews i th community stakeholders. The Iwosram helped identify and
examine the issues and opportunities of the downtown waterfront, and resulted in publication of
a summary document titled ‘‘St. Petersburg, Florida: Porgi rig Connections for a Vibrant
Downtown Waterfront.” The results were used to help inform the consultant selection process,
and pros ided another source of in formation and analvsi used to create the proposed Plan.
(0o /1 \\ )0/Oj)L0’l 1 o R

Following completion 01 the ULI ASP program, the City solicited bids horn national planning
firms and selected AECOM, in part because of their proposed planning process which included
extensive community outreach and comprehensive tools for soliciting public input. The
community outreach and public input process included:

• Public kickoff event
• Four (4) walking audits
• Five (5) downtown waterfront area community meetings
• Four (4) community-wide outreach meetings in the:

o North End;
o West side;
o South — Pinellas Point; and
o Midtown areas.

• Interactive youth workshop with youth bused in from five community centers around the
city

• Multi-day “Exploring” Workshop
o Presented what was heard in Phase I and developed starter ideas

• Multi-day “Deciding” Workshop
o Presented and refined concepts

• Mailed survey
• Three (3) City Council workshops:

o Two (2) of the meetings were combined City Council I Community Planning and
Preservation Commission workshops.

• 20 plus community stakeholder meetings
• Two (2) public presentations of the draft DWMP in April 2015
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• 1hi’ () )I’ t1ion lu the St. PetL huie, Area (Ieiiiilwi ul (‘oniiueiee I)ownlown
‘V’II(’III()IIt \‘1I.SIr’T isI Iuir’.

• ( )ntine aIi(I ()L;II N’1eilia IIesel)Le

I )erl eaterl Iij1 ‘k’ehsiie
0 StPr’teInnuvsfleofl ( I)iitaI [on I mIt
0 I t(CI)OOI, I!1(t I’v\I1IC[

,ArIditjn:uI clel at the community ( )LI Ireach piocess and documented conmitinity input can be
reviewed 1 the I )W M P Site Inventory Workhook, the I )WM I- ISSLIeS and Opportunities Report.
and on the St Pete Innovisioncom wehsite.
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ReIcJ’(l,I( Objcclires (111(1 Poiicies/roin the CoiiipreIieixii’e Pini,:

Ihe lollow 11w. (1 eetiveX aCId policies loam the City’ S Comprehensive Plan are appl ieahle:

OBJ F( ‘I’I V I I A 2: The Future Land (Jsc Element shal Lici Ii tate a compact urban development pattern
thai provides uplioritilliileS to more ci liciently use and develop iastructui’e. land and other resources
and services by concentrating mole intensive growth in activity centers and other appropriate areas.

L U2.2 The (‘i ty shall concentrate growth in the designated Activity Centers and prioritize
in irast ructu ic improvements to service demand in those areas.

LU2.3 ‘Fo aitraci large scale quality development and assure the proper coordination.
programm ng and tilling ol City services in the aeti \ itv centers the City shall
conhi flue. to develop, evaluate and implement appropriate activity center development
meentives

LU25 The Land Use Plan shall make the maximum use of available public lacil itiesancl
minimize the need for new facilities by directing new development to in fill and
redevelopment locations where excess capacity is available.

OBJECTIVE LU3: The Future. Land Use Map (Map 2) shall specify the desired development pattern
for St Petersburg through a land use category system that provides (or the. location. type. density and
intensity ol development and redevelopment All development will be subject to any other requirements.
regulations and procedures outlined in the land development regulauons including, hut not limited to:
minimum lot size, setback requirements, density. floor area ratio. and impervious surface ratio.

LU3.l 7 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.

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.

LU3.22 Industrial uses shall be concentrated in suitable locations taking advantage of existing
infrastructure and natural site characteristics.

OBJECTIVE LU12: The City of St. Petersburg shall continually strive to maintain and
enhance the vitality of neighborhoods through programs and projects developed and
implemented in partnership with CONA, FICO and neighborhood associations.

LU12.i Participation by neighborhood groups in planning activities and decisions shall be
encouraged through informational mailouts and direct notification to neighborhood
association officers of workshops, meetings and public hearings that address issues
that may concern or interest any or all neighborhoods, and through presentations to
neighborhood groups.
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OB.IKCTIVK LIJI7A: Maintain anti enhance the City’s Waterfront Park system.

LU l7A. I Opportunities to establish a continuous waterfront park system from Coffee P1)1
Bayou to Lassing Park shall be pursued.

LU I 7A.2 ‘11w waterfront park system should provide a variety of passive and active
recreational and cultural uses as identified in the Waterfront Master Plan.

OBJECTIVE IAJI7B: The City shall continue to implement a downtown waterfront zoning
district (I )C’-3) that enhances the waterfront park system, preserves view corridors and ensures
pedestrian oriented, human scale development and redevelopment.

LU 17B. I l)cvelopment within the downtown waterfront area, generally extending westward to
I st Street between the 5th Avenues, should be sensitive to the aesthetic quality of the
waterfront by addressing design issues related to building heights terraced away from
the water, building orientation, scale and mass; creating open spaces and view
corridors; and creating a pedestrian oriented, human scale environment at the street
level.

LU I 7B.2 New development and redevelopment along Beach Drive and the intersecting avenues
in the waterfront area should create street level activity through a mix of pedestrian
oriented uses including, retail, entertainment, service, cultural, and recreational uses.

LUI7B.4 Reeognizing that all development has an impact on an existing view from one
vantage point or another, waterfront development projects shall be designed in a
manner that minimizes adverse impacts on all identified view corridors. Land
development regulations have been adopted to implement this policy. Important view
corridors include, in descending order of importance:

1. direct views of parks and the waterfront

2. views resulting from east-west roadways tenninating at the waterfront

3. views of the city from the waterfront, with an emphasis to promote a terracing
(low buildings to tall buildings) skyline away from the waterfront

4. views of the central business district resulting from north-south roadways.

LUI7B.5 Human scale waterfront development shall be promoted through DC-3 Zoning
District regulations that require building facades to terrace away from Beach Drive
(building envelope standards). Land Development Regulations have been adopted to
implement this provision.

OBJECTIVE LU19: To provide a transportation system that is integrated with the Future Land
Use Plan, the City shall implement the goals, objectives and policies of the Transportation
Element

LU19.3 The land use pattern shall contribute to minimizing travel requirements and anticipate
and support increased usage of mass transit systems.
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OIJ1( ‘‘I’IVI lL 22: ‘the (dy shall inipleineni Fiscally and environmentally sound energy
milservatioli and ( H l( rL’(IlIclion lratee,ies throiw,h the I ,l)Rs and the Comprehensive Plan.

IL 522.1 ‘11w ( ‘ily shall continue to pursue strategies which reduce (1 IC emissions and vehicle
miles traveled thnnih the Folhowin initiatives:

• Increase permitted densities and intensities in appropriate areas o the City to

enhance transit opportunities:
• I ‘ucus n Irastruct [lie and transit mprovements in employment and activity

centers: and

• Rc\ oil i.e commercial corridors to provide for increased mixed—use
de\ c opmen 1,

LU22 .2 The City shall encou age “green” construction practices.

‘,‘

OBJECTIVE C4: The City ol St. Petersburg shall protect green open space areas and the

native vegetation and \\‘ildli Fe in St. Petersburg in the manner identified in the Recreation/Open
Space Element ol the Comprehensive Plan so as to niai nlain a citywide total of 5CY green
permeable open space.

C4. I ‘The City shall preserve and increase vegetation (trees, shrubs, herbaceous plants)
through enforcement of the existing Land Development Regulations and promote

further restoration of native vegetation to produce oxygen and lifter air poii utants.

C4.2 The City shall maintain and seek to expand the City’s inventory of green permeable

open space so as to provide maximum area for shallow aquifer recharge and
Storm water filtration/percolation, oxygen production, visual buffer and vil dl ife

habitat. This shall be accomplished through implementation of land development
regulations as described in Section 3 of the Recreation/Open Space Technical Support
Document, Objective R4 and Policies R4.l - R4.2 of the Comprehensive Plan.

C4.4 The City shall support ongoing education programs about native plant and animal
species; endangered, threatened and species of special concern and the diversity of
natural communities.

OBJECTIVE C16: The City shall continue to implement energy conservation initiatives.

Cl6.8 The City shall maintain its preservation, recreation and other natural areas and assets in

order to protect their valuable role as natural “carbon sinks,” i.e., trapping atmospheric
carbon emissions.

Chapter 4: Coastal Management Element

OBJECTIVE CM6: The City shall work toward reducing the existing quantity and improving
the quality of storrnwater runoff to surface water bodies, and improving water quality in Tampa
Bay through implementation of the SWIM Tampa Bay Management Plan.
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( ‘Ms. Niatural (Iral nage ciaracleristics II he retained, restored and enhanced, where
possihle, tur hltration ol pollutants, control ol ninolt rates and aquifer recharge.

( )BJ IiC’1’i V E UM9: The approximately 9 linear mites and approximately 147 I acres of
puhlicly accessihie waterfront sites, as inventoried in the coastal element, shall he maintained or
I m proved.

C’N49 I Ihe City shall assure that watertront public access points are well marked.

Crvl9.2 The City shall provide and improve opportunity or recreational and passive
enfuvlnent ct coastal resources.

C1vl9.3 Pu vale poperty rights shall be protected in providing additional public access points

to I he water! ront

CM9.4 Public use of City facilities shall take precedence over private activities.

CMO.6 Signage of waterfront parks shall he consistent with the Parks Department sign
system and applicable City regulations.

OBJECTIVE TI: The transportation system shall he coordinated with the map series and the
goals, objectives and policies of the Future Land Use Element to ensure that transportation
facilities and services are available to adequately serve existing and proposed population
densities, land uses, and housing and employment patterns.

Ti .6 The City shall support high-density mixed-use developments and redeveiopments 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.

OBJECTIVE T2: The City shall protect existing and future transportation colTidors from
encroachment.

T2.3 To promote efficient use of land resources and minimize adverse impacts on the City’s
urban fabric, right-of-way widths for new roadways shall be the minimum needed to
accommodate the proposed roadway aid sidewalks, bicycle lanes, trails or utilities.

OBJECTIVE T4: The City shall exempt the area shown in Ma]) 30 from transportation
concurrency requirements to promote urban infill development and urban redevelopment, the
preservation of historic resources and the restoration of existing buildings, and encourage the use
of public transportation. This area shall be referred to as the Transportation Concurrency
Exception Area (TCEA).

T4.3 Bicycle and pedestrian facilities such as bike lanes, hike paths, bike racks, bike lockers,
sidewalks and pedestrian pathways, shall be given a higher priority for implementation in
the City’s Capital Improvement Program if located in the TCEA. Bicycle and pedestrian
facilities that improve access to transit routes shall be given the highest priority.
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It.4 11w City shall eiicouragc high density, mixed—usc developments at appropriate locations
witlnn 11w T( iA to icoiirarc alternative modes ol Iransporlation.

.51’he City shall mitigate the ililpact of the TCEA on the Strategic Intermodal System and
roadway laci lilies Ilmnded by the Iransportatmon Regional Incentive Program hy providing
nnding or iniprovenients oil parallel roadways and investing in the infrastructure for

Irmisit, Incyclists and pedestrians.

T4. 5 ‘Ihe (‘ity shall continue to seek funding for construction of the remaining gaps in the
major north—south trail lacility that will parallel the Interstate system From downtown St.
Petersburg to the Candy l-ri dge in northern Si. Petersburg.

OBJECTIVE T9: The City shall preserve neighborhood integrity by using appropriate trail ic
cal in i ng devices to in in i mii.e tra lTic intrusion and protect neighborhoods from the adverse
impacts of through traffic.

TQ.6 The City shall support a proposal that reduces the traffic carrying capacity of the road
network, such as the conversion at one-way streets to two-way streets or a reduction in
the number of through lanes or lane widths or an increase in the number of on—street
parking spaces, if the proposal’s benefits, such as neighborhood preservation, community
and economic development, and promotion o F alternative modes of transportation,
outweigh the loss al road way capacity.

OBJECTiVE TIO: The City shall coordinate with the PSTA to provide an efficient and
ettective pi.iblic transportation system that conveniently serves existing and proposed major trip
generators and attractors and reduces traffic congestion by providing a viable, environmentally—
friendly alternative to the single occupant vehicle.

T10.9 The City shall encourage increased use of transit by extending sidewalks and bicycle
routes to mass transit stops where Feasible.

Tb. 10 The City shall include bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the design and construction of
all transit projects where feasible.

Ti 0. 11 The City may eliminate on—street parking to enable the development of public transit,
bicycle and pedestrian systems.

OBJECTIVE T14: The City shall coordinate the provision of efficient transit service and
facilities with the location and intensity of future land use patterns as designated in the Land Use
Element and encourage transit through the Land Development Regulations.

T14.4 The City shall require development to provide, where appropriate, facilities that support
alternative modes of transportation. These facilities shall include bus stops, bus
shelters, bus toni-outs, sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, crosswalks, bicycle racks and
bicycle lockers.

OBJECTIVE T16: The City shall encourage and increase bicycle and pedestrian travel
throughout the City of St. Petersburg for commuting to work and school as well as l’or recreation.
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II (.2 l’he City shal incorporate bicycle— friend y design standards on principal and liii nor
nteriaIs, collectors and neighborhood collectors When ioad construction,
rec()nstruclion, resu lacing and rcslriping occur, where appropriate and feasible. An
area where bicyclists may travel adjacent to the outside vehicle lanL’ shall be
i nc’orporaled on these roadways as follows:

Where sufficient pavement width exists, a designated bicycle lane should he provided
that is a minimum of four (4) Feet wide on streets having a curb and gutter, excluding
the curb and gLitter, and a mini mum of I ye (5) Feet wide on streets having no curb
and gutter. The bicycle lane shall he designated hy marking and signage and interior
vehicle lanes shall meet minimum v•idth standards;

2. Where pavement width is not sufficient, a designated bicycle lane should not be
provided. However, the width of interior vehicle, lanes may he set at the minimum
standard and the outside vehicle lane may he macIc as wide as possible.. preferably
Four een (14) Feet or more, to accommodate both automobiles and bicyclists.

TI 6.5 The City shall prioritize sidewalks and bicycle paths leading to and from recreational
areas and school sites.

TI 6.7 The City shall strive to increase amenities For bicyclists at City parks and recreational
Facilities.

Objective Ri: The City shall ensure that parks, open space and recreation facilities are
efficiently and adequately provided and effectively maintained for all segments and districts of
the population according to the level of service standards established for the. City.

RI .4 There will he no net loss of usable recreation and open space acreage as a result of land
usc plan changes and sale of parkiand, or non-park uses. The revenues from the sale of
parkiand should be used for the acquisition and development of parkiand.

OBJECTIVE R2: The City shall, as improvements are macIc to individual parks, develop a
plan for the park system to provide public access to all existing and planned recreational areas,
especially waterfront areas, through vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian access facilities.

R2. I Park property identified on the City Charter Park and Waterfront Map will not. be sold
without voter approval.

R2.2 Waterfront access points will be well marked; additional waterfront public access points
will be provided in the future while private property rights will be protected.

R2.3 Public access to waterfront consistent with public safety concerns and private property
rights shall be provided as described by Plan Objective CM9 and Policy CM9.l through
CM9.6.

R2.4 The City shall continue to maintain and further develop bicycle trails.
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Ihe (‘ily shall continue to inleerale lilnspurl;ItioII systems such is )ikeways and public
Iranspuiiatioii to piovid’ ccess to iecrealioii and open sice laCililies.

( )Bj lC I’I\” E R3: Ille City shall maintain am_I coordi mate iii inventory ol pm vale, semni—puhl ic
and public recreational and cultural lacilities to assume (Imslrihution amid prevent duplication ol
services throughoul I he City.

• I Lncouraee [lie im vale sector to continue to provide recreational miLl cull nra! laci lilies and
programs.

R3 .2 Coordinate innovatiVe and coopeniti ye recreational and CLII tural projects between the City
and the pri va Ic sector.

R. .5 Cosponsorship ot recreational and culiui’al events such as race, icstival s and athletic
events, using City lici lilies as a location lor these events, \•vi II eonti mine to he eneouraced
by the City.

OBJECTIVE R7: The City shall provide adequate recreational opportunities for all persons
wi [hi ii the community regard less of age, race, religion, ancestry, sex, place of birth, handicap or
national origin and shall implement thc’ improvements necessary to provide access to recreation
foci lilies for all persons.

R7. I When a City recreation foci lity is renovated, handicapped accessible [eatures such as
wheelchair ramps, wheelchair accessible restrooms and paths will he added whem’e
teas i b Ic.

R7.3 New municipal recreation facilities ilI be designed and built to be handicapped
accessible, under the advisement of CAPI, the City’s task force on handicapped
accessibility.

R7.4 The City will reexamine recreation programs and their fee structures to ensure the needs
of special populations, including the economically disadvantaged, are being met.

R7.5 The City shall continue to create and provide recreational programs and activities
specifically designed for pre-teen and teen involvement.

Chapter 93. Drainage Sub1ement

OBJECTIVE D5: The City shall protect natural drainage features and sensitive environmental
resources. The maintenance, upgrade and improvement of the municipal drainage system shall
not encroach upon the environmentally sensitive areas designated by the City as “preservation.”

D5.3 Draimiage improvements will utilize best management practices to reduce potential for
adverse environmental impacts.

Recommendation

Recommendation:
City staff recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission find the
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan CONSISTENT with the Comprehensive Plan and Forward
the Plan to City Council for APPROVAL.

Page 12 of 12
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A Word from Mayor Kriseman

Dear Friends,

The jewel of our Downtown Waterfront is one of the reasons the sun shines on the City of St. Petersburg. A century
ago, our forefathers entrusted us with this precious community asset, a waterfront that sets the tone for our vibrar:t
downtown, and thiough our Downtown Waterfront Master Plan process, we are serving as good stewards of the
waterfront for our children and future generations.

The decisions we make today will shape our Downtown Waterfront for generations to come That is why
community input was so important in developing this master plan. Preparing this plan required a collective vision,
a sense of civic pride, and insight provided by the community. As we move from plans to action, the cty will
continue to seek the collective wisdom of the unified community voice.

I am proud of the work put into the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan. With this plan, we can contnue to serve as
good stewards of our waterfront and develop a sustainable relationship between nature and potential downtown
development. This plan also calls for enhancing the experience of the water, our park system, and ensures our
downtown remains economically vibrant for years to come.

This Downtown Waterfront Master Plan is your plan — it is a plan for everyone who enjoys our treasured waterfront
in the City of St. Petersburg.

Thank OLi for youi voice and for caring about our waterfront.

st.pterhur
www.zpete .oFg
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Stewardship of the Waterfront Environment
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Enhancinq the Experience of the Water
F YpJnnFIr rol St. Peten sbLroj as a w irerfiont desrination Ion oaiv and non- ho air 15

An Active Waterfront Parks System
EaVersiiyiri(J the’ activities of tire vv tel 1001 tc meet a growing commurirtys needs
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A Connected, Accessible Downtown + Waterfront
Creating continuous linkages, service oriented parking + transit, and increased public access to the waterfront
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tntroduction ,

Historic Context
Ilii’FitiwpivvriW,itr’iliorrl lii’ Iorirj’,i’rvi’ ,islh’iilv’,
(In’,iiest A”ii il i’ll I H’t ‘itlled ri ltthb li\/ y
Eii’rriirc at liii-’ t’rii iiriu tel of lie, Cii,iiiqe belt It,iilw,iv,

H k iuvI hr )V,i W,it’i ii(ii it It ill. Is lv flu ‘viii u’ will
iiiikiin,il laiirl iii”, iiiil tliii in

I ibrili liii uoi (“‘ir knit, liiiiileiy,iiul arid uriin ioic

wiri’hrii ii-”. lv 1001), to-’ lri’,trial u’: ivrt’o so
l,rrciic’cI liii tiiiwi tm-vu Wats ifrorit thai couitlet

witlu tire (siVVU’fl tOuriSt ii irle icilr’d OViC iSt ri
eil iki ly ii I )ovvi iluwi Water front.

In 902, debate over thi’ future of the Downtown
\A/atertront binian when [hr Board otirade, a
pueelecmsoi ti the (ibw of Conuneru i’ appiov d
esolLitron ciilinq for ,i uf lie waterficrit park betvv ‘err

2nd and 5th Ave. N F he resolution was l:mckecl by
Wdiare Strait, drrur for the St Pr 1’ burqTnrm, who
made creation of the watur torn rk :Vs,tepi a key qo,2
of his owir ,imbitioir and prculession5rlpublicatioii.

In 1 905, J, M. [ wis prcre’rrted a plan to convert nearly
rh (re ire Downtown Wa orfiont n to a park. Levvis
plan became a major issue in the 1 906 city elections,
and the public waterfront supporters eventually won
a majority of the seats on the City Council. The new
City Council quickly passed a resolution to acquire the
waterfront ar-rd by the end of 1909 the city held title to
most of the waterfront.

As best as can be historically documented from reliable
sources, most of the water lots were filled sometime

lietvvvun 1915 rid l 19. lIre [lou a lii rr,l,rlnire passerl
Specials Acts ri 017 and I Ott qranliriq olD to the city
lot those ‘ulnrreiqc’d lnd’ urn ( (thee lot bayou to

Lu ,inq ‘irk Hull,iu ‘ut to rIm city owned
‘litHe piu’sriit d,uv I iuiw’hliiWii W,ntr’itroiii

i’,n’-l of t’,t,ih Dr ,rird east of is! St. lnu.’lwu-’eu ‘tb Ave.
“IL nil 5th Ave. SE was oeated Ity hIt.

bi’tviec ii he yuan ul 10 lb ,5rid Dill, I Inc city L:Ldiuired
sevrial rem,iininq pieces of Irid arid oinrnn-ricc’d
siqriihcjrit improvements to er,talulk,h scenic water
vistas ann public ii -cimrtion opportnunituef. The value
of the Dor-vntown Waterfront was subsequently
m( morializccl by a speciai provision in the City Charter
rc’quurincj voter approval hfo e any bet iqi-iated park
property can be rolcI, donated, or k ‘ased for a term
eu<cerdinq those le,:e terms specifically authorized for
the waLer front or park piopertiu s

To prote’-t, r nharnce and prorrorH St. Piterrburq’s
Downtown Watertroni as one of the premiere
waterfront i:lestin5rtioris and attractions in the
woi Id, voter’, aç )provc’d a City C barter Amenclment
in November 1011 manclatnq the creatron of a
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan, Tire Plan is
intended to provide the first integrated vision for tine
city’s entire Downtown Waterfront and its many uses
by establishing a master plan and policy framework
of guiding principles for future decision making. The
guiding phncipler are represented in the Plan as the
five Dimensions of the Waterfront, the ComprehensIve
Waterfront Needs, and the six District Concept Plans.

Municipal Pier and Yacht Basin circa 1926.
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Legal Context
(ii liui,iiv .01 ljl’ lvi himi l’viwuiiniiiiuii
(‘c IT P (oiiV(-’no( With (h(’ Iii 1101’ 11 IiU( )OSH ii

l(’iiJIii(’iil’t0thi1cily((illt0I,t0l)(’VO1ed(1Ili)V
hICrIlVsOlO( 101,111 iii ii’lvii’iiikiiii Novi’iiihoi ol

iltit veai. Aiiioii ‘,iVoIU( 110(1000 iii’iiiiiiioiii’.

1101’ out II iii’ ( Kt (trIll 101,10011 Wi’ 1110)101(1
,1llneiit ui OiL l(velopnhi’nt ol thu Dowritorvn
Vt/il ‘iiiuiii Mori ‘lan (‘t)WMV). (a I NuaenJ r I 0,

011 . l5-’l’.I’rWI V)tuI ‘ approved an am ndii ‘iii to
ihctilv llIIIII(lI’ataiujleclIon l.()2(0)aiiducli.jiilnq
thin City Coi nici to approve a DWMP on oi beton
ll 1, 2015. 1 he hartci Imc’itcilnr’nl also coWlS-Il
the Liv c mire ii 10 adopt ar oldinince , tuna foiih
the proceciuies foi the adoption 01 the DWMP The
ams re (meW required the City Council, pi or tO July 1
2012, to adopt by oir(inlnce, a process to dreatr- cldi

inclusive master plan tar the Dovintown \‘Vaterf rant,

the criteria to be aclclres’ sd, the maui I of adoption
and a piocero to assure that Uccc(uatr inOnsive nuhlic
input is obtinr ci 1:1 or [a adoption and a requir rrient

(or review UI (i upcLte. The ordinance was adopted by
City Council in June 2012, and created a new section

of the City Cocks, Section 1 P.073, which governs the
DWMPs rev ‘n-year raview and update prciceclures
The LAVMP shall be amended by ordinance, with
notice given to the public and at least arm public
hearing before City Council

The DWIsIP is a conceptual planning document
ntended to provide guidance to the city and its
people in their stewardship of St. Petersburg’s singular
Downtown Waterfront environment, parks and
amenities. The DWMP is subordinate to federal and
state Jaw, the City Charter, the City of St. Petersburg
Compreherisl\’e Plan, and the City Code of Ordinances.
Therefore, specific recommendations contained within
the DWMP may require a vote of the city electorare
in a referendum, or other acts of cIty government
and public input, before implementation of plan
recommendations may occur. The city shall perform
a consistency review of certain proJects in the context
of the DWMP. including hut not limited to, capital
improvements and programming proposed for the
Downtown Waterfront area. The DWMP shall be
nterpreted broadly to accomplish its purpose and
intent. The DWMP shall he read in its entirety, with
no simile facet to be constiued in :soaton of the
remainder of the document. After developmer:t
of the DWMP and other documents that may from
time to time he created to implement this plan, the
administration and enforcement of the DWMP shall
be performed by the city in its sole dIscretion. The

JIi0Vi5iuli’ iii III,’ NV/MO 51011 1)1 (‘ii)’) iivi’ pull

10 liv the St i’-iI’I’,lulli kiwi (iurc 1.

Recent Context
iheCltvIll Pt. S’tc’IslIrIiiJ has heen ii invi slim;

in its clrv,’i 1cm/i I tc) rriake it mow and evolve rita

a 11010 clynai rae, chveisr’, inn i.iihar [lIar 0 With
snasret like (iellowrtorsii\/r,ieitioiii,thr’citvis

iaecomalq a hole plea ant envirorimr’rit to live, work,
inch lay. i-hqh cl risity rosiclential ch’crbopmr’nt it

brinic1eicb 110W ;secple and vitality and is cresiciiiq
24/7 clcviritowii urban nciqhborhoocls The ohm I
en1eit,iinient, arts and culture scene is also

Oisl ribut inn to clov’iiewn’s success as a local, icqicrial
and international destination. Recr’rit additions to
this scene incli.ille the new home of the Salvador Dali
Museun , the Chihuly Collection, the Museum of the
Arm ‘rican Arts rind Crafts Mov’merit and the many
different art cjrlileries and studios and craft breweries.
Neic;rirsoihcocl em sertmerit continues to Llcceierdte

in the Historic Old Northeast, Crescent Lake, Crescent
Heqht Rarer bin:, Bartlc tt Park, Old Southr’ast,
and other rid iqhborhoocls cIa e to do’.i’. ntown. Re
investment in these placer. continues to iiicrease
thc vitality and cdimmuriity of the cur and provides
places for young fanmke, singles, arid othee. to call

home. These neiqhhoi hoods are also being connected
to other parts of the city through transit, b(keways,
end sidewalks to encourage better multi-modal
transportation in the chy

University ot South Florida St. Petersburg (USFSP),
Bayfront Health and All Children’s Hospitals/Johns
Hopkins are supporting the community with
educatonal and healthcare related services while
these local public institutions are also growing and
producing an expanded work force that helps drive a
stronger local c’conomy.

The res:dents and iisitors of St. Petersburg also feel a
strong connection to the bay and the Guif The c;ty
is proud of this natural amenity and is dontunuing to
foster and strengthen its connection to the waterways
and surrounding natural environment.

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan was adopted
to rotect, enhance, and redevelop one of the city’s
greatest assets in line wtb community desires to
create a community that is socially, economlcaky, and
environmentally sustainable for generations to come.
This plan supports social, economic, and environmental
trends that are makng th.s great city even greater.
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About the Plan
I he )owiiuvvn 5/Viitilr. ii fV1i.1(-’l It1ii i th
C0II(flUHilt\ \liSiOIi {t)lIiiV hina tit tlw cityS

DoWhilciWn \A/alcrlu.a it. liii: vision is cicvrlopecl into

a lranwwiiil pDn hat .xoViclcI a basis for ii)ttkH(t I

ic (‘ItHOS liii (IiIt( tiit WiiiHllOiii ti(VliOi) ill tli
kilure. tile ldlRj( SOV1EhiCic ami oithis 1.tLlll SPLiflS

ion) Northcost Lxcliariqe Club Coffee Pot Park on the
north end to Losing Pi kon di soith end. Roughly
seven ann oaks make up th Downtown Walxa hunt
pkinnii p nit

H teriIVC COniinnlH Uty (lutiCUch including itCH 0lOL(S
member, of the commUn)tv, SIHlcLhOICk I qroLip, th
C hnml:wr of Commerce DWMP Task Force, local rncline

ECi. tots, and otliei technical qusups, enahkd the
proert teens of consultants and city stiff to develop
a ii stc r plan that his been championed by the local
commrinits. On-site assessments with the community
as well as community-wide meetings helped to

Itti))li111V11fftii’)V(tli)lk’fiti iitIiHItIltlii liii)

iii)ltItiliiiiliIIOI).

Plan Organization
hi pHi is a (I of uilidlint Hi)) iplc’ 11)11 piuvinli- 1

hllmvttt til, Pa 11)1)) I iIuaIlV)liH ii a-u )i(tfVL lute
uiif’l(iltenl(-duVil liiliO. lh)OIiluitW)Hl’J’)l)ad(upOi

(iVItuil hHHt tllnii)VS (alit-il the live I i)tfiC((’iOltS of the
Wtrfnc;liu why 1i ltaracltri’t and pruvick a hoci 0 Co
all the Valious input ror ).iVe).i horn the ccnnmunitv. The
vaIl i hunt is divided rib six distinct i’iaiecr District
Ilt uhdlueirltila’pni.iivtarea nitozuiiesofstiecihn
use and foc u’ along with a si I nf con ipinlienstve
Wterl rout Needs. Levels of Enisancernerit have been

applied to the waterfront project recommendations
to )t) ‘oF a guiclelinr tool foi lout hug cihc project
opporlullilito. fhn se k-vls ccinsisl cif baseline nrncfs
improvements within the public realm, targeted
enl’iancei”onts which pru’’icli additional opportunities

or coRe smcific localized prohieiiis within the
Downtown Waterfront, and transformational changes
vvhich are lcinq-terrn, larqe-scelc c hanqes of regional
importance. The Live Dimension,, Comprehensive
Needs, Character Ditrcts, and Levels of Lnsanc:rmnnt

pro\’iue a framewoi k for master plan recommendations
I hat lead to specifIc action;.
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Master Plan Assumptions
liii I 1’ U HO ‘i lU’ “.‘ ii ii Ii U H I I ii ‘I S Ii H ‘VI\AJ

lil,illV\/,IIVII1(J5II(”,WII[lIHIhi i(ii.(I l)0lIii(IHVIQr

Ii ii h “i iu•s i Ir(l ruin uble iiiicl’. ii

lie V1’,iIi Ii’ )Ht Iii j )IIVar i)wH(i’hil) rluWiiIOwH.

I 0,1111 IllS ii side [hr Iullowiiiri ‘sumpnoiis ui

(ii. li’’ii”.wi (‘‘livIVuH.’,i. IIH.’AIl.ailq
‘tiiiiuHi pioviilrn a I ii’ or ‘1 iiH i’veiil. md othei

lii lily (‘VIII. I io ii vu si H ulsI iIi
.

ml ts

lucIit\ old ile’ pbii iclchess’s lmplu\’emell[s to [hi’
Silt oouiul the ‘lidicirn. [Iii’ /,ll)i 1 Whil.Ieii Aiipoii.
has also hen a siti’ ks plunnH’lq C0llSil.l( LIt iOn and s
,Ui:Iie’,sedlIilhelilnIorplIl,illI’’”orklnq:llpcui

with OC)lPlllOI (ii ‘VPIOf)fllE flt Oppiutrinitirn that VU0LIid

is nehI the qei Houil public on is rtei n and south’:rn
I )lOj )ertv horn cI,n CI.. The Ml’inlTey Theater iiii Dali
Museum have hera rlcvnlc:ped on public lands. The
LUll operates .ini irs a long tei m case anreernent with
iliC city. Thoe two site: have been nccIrvssecl in the
ola by m:ki ig nipiuvement ICC omrnend’tions to
icijucent sticiats inch urface parkinci lots foi potvntil
development opportrnities. TIre Museum of F inc

Ails and Museum cf History have’ been treated as sites
of press’rnil:on, rrn’ pa tine future tx noon plans

and providinci ecornmr ndution’ to make there i/VL;

IT1O5E urns moie act:ve Icr tm ocric ml puhic.

Review of Existing Plans
The prciect team reviewed a sigrsbcant amount of
data, documentaton and previous local and regiona.
plans. Some of the most significant documents
reviewed during the creation of the technical inventory
are listed below:

• Cty of St. Petersboig Comprehensive Plan
• St. Petersburg Elonda - Forging Connections for

a Vibrant Downtown Waterfront, September 29—
October 4,2013, ULI Advisory Services

• Neighborhood Plans
• 1999 Airport Master Plan
• Marina Master Plan
• Port of St. Petersburg Master Plan
• Low Impact Development Guidelines (under

development)
• 1989 Comprehensive Plan Drainage sub-element

adopted (revIsed 5-2-09)
• 1994 Stormwaosr Management Master Tan

(SMMP)
• 1996 Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR)
• St. Petersburg Grow Smarter hn.tit.ve
• Redevelopment Plans

Bayboro Harbor

Ii howl i Kit lvi ‘I II shill

(r’iiti,iI Aveiri.ir’ Fles’iI,ihiunliiiii 1km
,lrilv ‘f) II l’k’i Wiu king (citcilfi I’icioinn,ilic
Eli-’iriei it her on niiei H Li Cii Is

• ‘(115 n’view iii oven Hici di “,llIi bulpos ii’,

Summary of Technical Review
The ti.hri,il ii1vsi1toi’coIItans till 11:1 IiI’iib il
intormil ion collected in thi 1>1 ‘loranun phase ot
the Downtown VV erfroi’iI Mcsst’i Pin’: p1CC ss. Tins
incluchi’s an evaluation of tIre SALterfiorit parks t’:r
i.li “,t nbc the cunent ‘horn of 1.1 ie public DahLIa id dl. Use
vvterfion(. Adoitionallv, the curni’iit svui:cnsh,.ii’ risc’s of
the matte 101 it He described alonc’ with a discussion
on the ens liorimi nt and r,untnhirsilaliitv-lr latch issues on
the vvaterfi out area overall. A high-level review of the
economic conditions of I he water fri inn is also incluileci.
This nionr:’iatior can be found in Chapter 1 ot the ‘ite
Inventory World: ook, dat’- d March 9, 2015.

Hirtoni md He nituje
Festisnis rind Events
Poi
Airport
iVianine Uses
Infrastructure and Di’;iir,:or
Frnffic and Parking Patterns
Parks Department Inventory
Existing Land Use
Neighborhoods
Ownership

Economic / Market Scan

.4 land use map
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Integrated Public Workshops
lr1IDi_it Stratcjf ‘‘[..isteriirg IHl(ie)l(l(I i((tii1.J. I IS (X1(:I1 lyE C )l!ll11CII1IIV

Phase” 01.1110111 (ILIICILIf tin cirlOun of tho Plan irl i
¶.ililI1JIIZEuI in rlrttli ii the 1tC lflvCiltClvWolEl.uok.

I he hot pfl55E 01 the Downtown P/ni tot:

lan (:mpharlzvcl liter lint in tltt. oil nrc thiourjli tIn
Pie pnhlic wnikliop. nilucIec iwo plenary formats

ha 1 al h n hi lU >lic 0 cii d nv comn inn
CC 131 iii cii II ic folIo ii p

outreach mnmctinqs, onlir ii itriach and SUIVCV5, and -

Four Walking Audits
All citizens WOIC invited to w 1k clii [cent arcas of
the Downtczn Waterfront as an on-site, intoracuve
technique for clentiinq concerns of public and
private space ri Lii ed to accrss, connectivity, safety, use,
nc1 economic oppori unitieS

Wullnq audits are a usciul tool for public indut when
developng a oLin because I hey n (Zt.E; the pubic
end work as a sort of hands-on dernon;trauon of Sne
strengths and weakrsmr c of an croci on-the-ground for
the project team. Viaikinq audit oersicipcnrs vvaILeci a
predetermined route as a group, st000in:t occasionjly

to evaluate charactcrstics peopie vvanted to discuss
al :nq tire way. Part;cipants completed a survey v.’hie
they walked to record ther observations n a structured
manner. Walking audits finished at or near the venue
for the Downtown Waterfront Area Community
Meetings.

Five Downtown Waterfront Area
Community Meetings
All citizens were invited to identify programmatic
opportunities and common themes, hear the walking
audit debrief and to engage in a group mapping
exercise and table top discussion. See Chapter 3 of the
Site Inventory Workbook for more information on the
waH<ing audits and community meetings.

Schedule of Public Workshops

Lassing Park 9/3/2014

North Downtown 9/5/2014

Salt Creek Marine District 9/12/2014

9/13/2014

9/19/2014
* Indicates Community Meeting was held without a walking audit
due to weather

Walking Audits and Community
Mootings

Walking Audits

Coffee Pot to Vinoy Park

South Downtown*

1 2 Proposed Master Oan
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___Corn

mnity Outreach Meetings
Ii a lalition to the Downtown Watrrfron An ea
C ommunitv Mmtaiqs,comrnunity meetings were

I ield thronqhout the (1W (locations in figure to
night). An lntvractivr’ Youth Workshop was also
lield at a city recreation center. These community
euriech meEtings wene held to piovde Jd!itiOi1cl

oppor I unities to neiqhborhoc cit thi ouqhout the city
Ic) pno’icle in[Dut, detnrminc the favorite aspects ol th
wJtC manor, and idertifv locations in which pL)bW and
private uses should be reconsiderrcl as a part of this
plrr1inq process. Responses were relased to access,
connectivity, satety, use, and econom:c opportunities
vvithin the Downtown Waterfront planning area See
ChaptEr 4 of the Site lnenrory Workbook for more
information

Schedule of Community Outreach
Meetings

______

I._____

___

North End 9/6/20 14

South - Pinellas Point
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YthWorkshqp
lliYoiItlIWIl\lIuFwiIIllIlL]IIill(lIIik
(( natioii CeiiUr. Aiii :imiIs’iwtiily hve yoiiriq

iloUrili U ( il/lu CI[IlleIl l[l. lie l)[ujV( I

biicflv ti ill lIft .k)wlii’,wn Wilr liulit Mn
I in IIli.I Ii[cjIilJUliIU liii in :iiw UI lieu uuupiii 1

thy j)Ie[i II ft (:5 flu: c)roruu:i \W.5 a seuies

ul qu ,i;uusaiucuuul cfuiureuItln- Luusntovjuu
WrutU[fIc.i[I.

Th: ID [tic itUfltS clis ussec] their I houqhts uloul the
walu-rtuouur irucluuiinrj whit they would like to chuiqs
arid U uiiRJ they hke to (i(u then. Aliyu tie CliS( usuo’u,

the quuuups pailicipun (J iiuDl(rttkCi(iCInDCIIVI1VDIIU

presented their tables dr as to the pruect [earn.

Pictuus of typical D( tivutuer Lund anlenitirn couiroony

teatured on great watcifronts weie given to the
fiLl tiC il)u[ut iioruq With clU iersl VIEW Of Spa F;eich
ISiik. hue participants were i cci tc cul cut thr
picturrn of Shops they wanted to sc-c in that park
and “designthe park by qluing the pictures to the
aerial photo. Son-ic pirticipants chose to supplement
the pictures with drawings in marker. Collage maps
puepared by the participants are shown to the ight.
The participants presented their finished ideas to the
larger group. See Section 4.6 of the Site Inventory
Workbook for more information about the workshop.

i4afr( - b diPtt,mmct, if...

.CJim s/rc C

____ ____

5TttS 1yii..r4

ST PETERSBUPG DOWNTOWN

I4WSTEU PIWN
interactive Youth Workshop

Spn*er 18,h 204
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Online Outreach and Surveys
Online Outreach
In ,iii(ll(it ‘,icli1l wiclc’sI ossibleicjience
IUI dii ‘.LIIIUdCh nifoit, ihc pluicCi len’ mrOcI in

l)1UViCIC (:‘IOr]C]li i j(’i I iiities Ioi the voices of dl
nlEi’ l’l *iitJes to he heard. The ‘,m clcvelnpecl a

VJf:IDSiii H ic coitains cfcmiii;J iii1omaton, eL cc
ilocui I i l,.iiiun, maps, schedule, nd other uptu

1,51’ pir( tic’Icicd inlorrikition. Additionally, ilie CLIV’S
I acebook anc wiW’i feeds were used to ul.)dlate the
public in real time for the pmject.

ho c ‘nterpic’c’ ol the proje Us digital Colnunication
cfh)rls was S(It’Ii’/iniuv,sicr,.r ulli. This wehsirc acted
like a “Digird Town Hall’ where community members
could son up, rli’u’, specific topics and gui: tiui is,

uploac1 pictu r’, and prov.de their own ideas as well
as comment on and ciscuss the ideas submitted.

his gave the i nany people who attcndocl public
Tier t,rigs nd wV hr d to conflnue to be a part of
the con’r r’ aten the ab’:ty to remain erqaged
with the project. Those who were unable to attend
the commurity meetings due to woi k, family, or
other oblqatons were also giver an oproitunity to
participate and he heard through this website.

The StPetelnnovision.com platform allows the
community to iatc ideas and comments with one
to five stars and to comment or have a conversation
on idea submirtals from residents. The platform also
allows staff to run statistics and reports on what peope
are sayLng in the’Digital Town Hal’: Bicycling, walking,
and parkng were the most used key words throughout
the rounds of topics, rankIngs, and quesoons. The
list below summarze further some of the ‘deas that
rece;ved the ighest ratings and the ideas or toDics
that received the most InteractIons Born communIty
members.

• More pedestrIan frendly
- At night turn Beach Drive nto walk only
- Boardwak from V:noyto Dali a;ong Bayshore

• High speed ferry con nect:ng St. Pete toThm:aa

• Keen manarees safe
• Convert Al rang Stadium to soccer/mu’ti-use
• Permanent home for Saru:day ,Viorng Marker
• 3 cycng - safety, lanes, sharng
• Darying .ssues (ocaton ad convenience)
• Water features (oun:ans, splash pads)

InnoVision Total Visits
This”[)igital Towi flall”allowecl citizmis tu ‘1 ci’ U ii

ihnun is cii he I )cwntc,wn W tcc’orc

4,663 LH cue c/eat

Dl flQ’)
_ i ,‘jL Page Views

Sharing InnoVision
ii 1i’Iii,Vi5iU/,.L,illl was shared acFoss a variety of

I media platforms.

11 125
Linkedln Total

InnoVision Engagement nnd
Participation
The users generated a flood of meaningful input
that continues to inform the planning process.
InnoVision draws a diverse group of users from
across the city. Visit StPetelnnovision.com to see the
discussions about the waterfront.

78
Facebook

10
Twitter

8
Goog le+

8
Email

27
Total Topics

298
Participants

3,283 54%
Interactions Male

409 46%
Comments Female

6 i rco IiiS1 i’,n



Mail Survey
iii ilufti I 110111/1150 \‘t,illh(rl 1(1 (iii (liiIiiOIiS (iii

it iii iWI iii Wi Wi1( fi (ii ill ii ii liii’ (il/ i’ c’l ii Ii’.
ll(iil(iii,iSiirvc’ywd5(i)iiil ili’iliiifiii’ Iluf )0l1
llll)iOallllililil)IiLufortht-V/aO’iluhrK lii
survry we lesii i.l to iHeiii SOil aiieIR’ velki cults
l>illCei’eI1oldclhioiiuill Kit it.ctuIic:iIvvo

ehiiiiii’tt.’itil IiviiiriiI,wrIi,ici p[onc l.iva !eidiii’i
(OiIlIityl)diC’(l iicHlsVI iesejjcli Orm.

fir five PiU SUiVi’ W0 iiiiilr’d toe Iii iduni SenhlDif’
if 2,00 housri iolds I HOUC lout U e Civ of So
l’t4isbuiq. lii tofu, i. rirvryc were cur ipletti] honi

i sidc fliS located fl/3i the ‘rfront intl 202 re irecys
iA’t ii HI il.ilt tll(J fi()Iii 1i’ idE/nP lOOiLi/(l fui ihi i. away.

i/veial of the survey quo lions had been nc luclod in
dozens of pievioijs sm ieys conduclitd by the markit
i/K/IC h him loi oihr client iii the United td’L’

over tne i/iSthVK yrars. This akovied for a CLdfloaflsofl

boteen the esonsvs from the City of St. Puteisburq
to be made vvth thob e from other communities
riationa Ily.

Benefits of the Downtown Waterfront

Improve physical health and fdnc’ss

Preserves open rpace

Other I 4%

None chosen

)viiilI, hi. rIcH nip u orE’ il 01 il ivv tie r at noel
ciVKicit.f(’ fl iii ii talC wit . lii flails oLe, the pee riced
cfualilvof K ililit ‘ruiwl u0’tileiIly miii” ih/nthe
ivore Audit ii)illIly, respnnclt nts hr Levi’ thu thc

\t/iRifi()iit (iii ililiiiii, nior uowcirclsmakirrotlieii city
d ii Oil: ilt ‘.iil.ilt’ Picic to livi and frornotre iouiern to
ii city i now ti ill I I li ii itiunl ‘( Hit

The rmult of the survey can be found in Appendix 5
Section A. 4 of the Site Inventory Uit/rkbuolc along wth

drsci p000 of tonic of tIm irri ori/rit outcomes.

The ictults horn this urvey informed the dee eloprnisnf
of ihi Uovvritoesri Wtlcrfroot Meter PLin end aiere
cised in :onuncticr i with the data ollnctecl from other
met hcdc of public outi each.

9%

8%

0% 20°/b
• Most Important • 2nd Most Important

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December2014)

37%

43%

40% 60%
3rd Most important

40% 60%

_____

64%

0% 20%

Makc the city of St. Petersburg a more desirable place to live

1

increases properly values
——-- 24%

Protect h:storical atlubutes of the City and Downtown Waterfront

__________

23%

Attracts tourists to St. Petersburg - - 21%

Improves mental health and n-duces stress 19%

Helps attract new residents and businesses to St. Petersburg • 1

Increases environmental awareness 12%

Increased opportunities for people of different cultures to interact I

80%

80%

E-os-; ran 1 7



Stakeho)der Meetings
Core Are,i Nekjlihor hoods

Sports and Activities

Wal cr1 root Park Advoc I

l-listorv and -leritaqe

Socd Equity and Diversity

L{ .1 i part.
H ii Oil

Al Lang u.
when not i sod for ro

llocate or ‘ ;‘ ; , ways tofurri the
nanncen vot and maintenance of a

siun(3ture, world class waterfront park
while rojiotain ing current budget for
regular parks.

iii water festival, seafood
festival, local atmosphere.

I sailing programs for
kids and adults including
the under-privileged. Add
transient visitor docks &
noorir

Try to I v0 something
b everyone. There

I be things for
kids arid families to do.

Continual and
mixed opportunities
for spontaneous &
planned art. Education
and discovery.

Alt it0ti is c ar I i, participate, plan
and enjoy h benehi s of social
goods:
• Strive for equal rrterqenerati000l
interaction arid access.

‘Accessible to and enjoyed by all.
• Incorporate history and heritage,
including African American
Heritage, to tell the real story of
the city and the waterfront.

Permanent amenities: reorganize/
reallocate into efficiently organized
open space, streets, or paving. More
accessible / walkable usable space
for events in proximity to Bayshore
Dr. Make Bayshore Dr. a’shared
street’that can be open or closed.

Marine Services District

The Stakeholder Group meetings were heid to bring
together representatives from the various institutional
and non oroht interests within the Downtown
Waterfront study area. The project team wanted the
wtiterfont to continue to he a great pace to do
business whie still being compatible with the visons
of the various people and organ:za:ions that call
the waterfront home. Additionaiiy, these core group
members provided an important local perspective
about the history of the area and about the dfhcuJes

11.1.1.,:
4

Arts & Culture

Marinas & Boating Festivals & Events

nherent in organizing large events on the waterfront.
Comments from people representing the various
cjroups were conbdered along with the informaton
cathered n pub!:c worKshops, surveys, and onne to
deveop ths master plan.

The general proqom for the stakehoider mcci ogs
consisted of one prolect team member asking a reres
o’ genera questons obot the stakeholders to get te
conversation started whi:e other team members wou d
note toe esoonses. The team soent oinpoxmme y
one hour with each stakehoider group cscjss:nq toer
oterests and aspirators for the Downtown Warer”ont.

The various qmcps rangec in size from ve iricivicuas
to a group of near:y twenty peope.

n addrt:on to toe Common Themes :5mG on the
foLowrng page, eaco soecifc s:akehoder meetng
aso generated ideas about the waterfront that nepeb
guide the vs on and goals dr bse foture pian. As toe
meetings progressed, ideas brought un and oscussed

Environment & Sustainabitity

18 Pronosed :.‘a.ter Pian



l-rrends of Al I_ar ig

Hotels & HospitIity

Dovviitown Small Business & Merchants Innovation Districl

Concerimed Citizens of St. Peter sbui q

Al Lano is tourcnm dr
coricom t seru s cr shoe’s,

ii ho’, rrrl ‘..mturr lay
Morruriq M,mrket,

is he e that tb
whole ci y .k character from.
The Downtown Waterfront can’t be
someone’s private yard. It needs to
always be available everyone.

Access to .iu cc ‘, cc with free/low COSt
events, High rent prohibits certain small
businesses.

rh( F )owrtorvn
‘Vater Fr ccci be
‘asy’ access and

ci Id be r I’
into the l ccc
neighbor hoods.

I cc waterfront should drive
c grovvth throuqi

education, business,
tourism, and research.
Improve neighborhood
connectivity at the mouth of
Salt Creek.

Achieve a sense of
community by sharing
revenue stream for public
realm benefit. Make the
waterfront a destination for
the community.

Waterfront Parks Foundation

Al Lang Transportation

were similar to ideas developed from previous groups.
These similarities are captured above.

Many big ideas were generated from the oLitcome of
these meetings. The information coHected was used
to guide the vision for the future of the Downtown
Waterfront. Notes and dates from each sukehoIder
meeting can he found in Chapter 5 of the Site
Inventory Workbook.

Port & Airport

Urban Design & Development

Common Themes
• Environment - enhancement and resiliency
• Access - social and physical to / from the water
• Activity - provide options not only events
• Connectivity - connect areas along waterfront

- —-,—‘.

4
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N
J

0 -U
, 0 0 D

‘
1



I

Section 2: Planning Framework
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Plan Themes: Five Dimensions of the Waterfront

Stewardship of the Waterfront Environment
Deselopinq a ,uitaii able relationhip etween the natui and built iviionmeflts

Enhancing the Experience of the Water
Exp<ndin i St. [etersburg as a vJjti fc>nt destination hii boaters and nonboup-rs

An Active Waterfront Parks System
Diversifying die at vine of the waterfiont to meet a growi communitys need

Economically Vibrant Downtown Places
Lviaqinq the cnnorn,c potential of in water and upland areas ainrj the wner edge

A Connected, Accessible Downtown + Waterfront
Creating continuous linkages, service oiienttd parking + transit and increased pubhc access to the waterfront

Levels of Enhancement
each of these dimensions has specific owes associated with it that will drive the planning process. To better

undertund the component issues they can be divided into three levels of enhancement, described be!ow.The

following pages classify the common themes and issues identified in the public outreach process.

Transformative Change

Targete; Enhar cements

Baseline Needs

A I

I

22 t.Aaster Piar



Appying the Framework:
11w Mitii ILin ni uiIIiil(u(I)tiuii iii liiid iIJ.iOii 1 lililiiiiw ili)i(WuIk thu iii IV(’ul I iuid \/uhi(hutit)H liuiii Iii’

(l(’iitiul (i)[iuluiiuuillV, hil.ilituliit, IIlOiI[c,ili(I city Itiduiship liv) t)iiiit:iii0ii’ tuf1liiWu(iiliuiui Iii iii \/(lO)Hiq

11w ic ual 1)1115 It IS ii( Ou]uui.’-il th swiliul ISTIC cii liii I iiIIiifl’iOIl such as sO( al sqilly ml de’iiiy, linen

liai5u1C, I(,iliti ii V \‘VuiuSi qulililY, ii tI liiiiisf.ioititi’ii end Cli) tilmtit>ii (id iliituiitoi IS they eii qnmchii iu ideas Om

I eEhi)Ii ‘wdus miii utmui p i’, liii should Pt i’almbli eiid tmcl eCi0s tIe wince prulhic is/utc’i hriiit to

Ii Vime Ilime tul ic1mntous I ie c ame c vied iii the (orricrehe’i sivc \i\Jiturtrcnt Ntitl scx lion Othir

ii i f tandi is of ill lIjil1-V,K : 5fl’ I 1 described witlmii I flic six hIatt ‘r Hinds .c:ius lic epplic anon of

the trmiimewoi I. a’ Ieee I 01 ipropi laIn I er,’snioi’i will very from i lace to i)luce.

lhmretoue, Cii music hurl iS stiudturr cI to ISCIUdIC the i.uJiicl di s foi 11 entire wateriroili or ‘Cornpre[mrrsive

Rinds sitiomi. Fohlowiriq this high level rlesc rife ii of values cl expei irnces, the plan pmnvidns clet iilcl

concepti iii e’<plom’cmtions of opportunines wit bin the context oft he six C harecter Distrk ts where the planning

I rumework is applied to address issues or opportunities spei:ihcuhly identifier t hroucjh the public input and analysis

oh forts.

The three I. cvi Is of uhanc mont, (B mseline Needs, Target rd Enhaner ments and Transformative Change) are

not ii itmni( lii Ito he a ptiori/ rSnl..uij, they are OilS ncled to chifherintiate piOj(( ts of diihncnt cost, complexity arid

I iTipLiC I

Concept clrawingf; end sketches in the Chnractei Di trict: am ntrrudec; to mihoi rate possible s )lutonc ann

opporti.urines iliat can inipleirisci tI it’ Five Lsmensons ii the Watiniront. The concept dravvrig’ ire not the oniy

cumin teat may resIn’ an optic rtunit\’ or needno ini7rn. ely ns. They uould, however, be used to helo harm and

guide specific Downtown Waterfront pro)ects.

Transformative Changes are long-term, large scale changes to the waterfront that have significant, substantial,
or even regional benefits. These changes may include improvements like increasing the size or quality of natural
habitat, creating additional breakwaters to improve the functionality of the marinas, increasing multi-modal
access to the waterfront, and developing additional regional attractions on underutilized land.

Targeted Enhancements are changes that can be implemented in a phased approach with additional funding
partners to provide additional opportunities for activities at the waterfront. These changes may include
improvements like increasing water circulation through the marina basins, providing more transient visitor
docks, building additional restrooms, concessions and water activities, and accommodating water transportation
options.

Baseline Needs are changes that can be imlemented in the short-term at a relatively low cost per item. These
changes may include implementing low-impact development guidelines to protect water quality, provide
better facilities for human-powered watercraft storage and access, provide additional shade with Florida-friendly
tree species, provide seating, recycling bins and trash cans, wayfinding and other amenities to make a better
waterfront park experience, and improving the quality and quantity of biking infrastructure.

Proposed iviasti Pan 23



Dimensions of the Waterfront

Ohs erva ti on s
• The waterfront is the shared amenity for the entire city.
• The waterfront provides cultural and economic value to the city.
• Maintenance o water quality and natural ecosystems is a challenge.
• Insufficient treatment of stormwater runoff direct tolampa Bay.
• Dynamic wave action in basins during typical rain and wind events.
• Siltation and lack of flushing in basins and channels.
• NOAA tide data shows mean sea level increase of 8-10” in last 65 years.

Concerns
• Poor water quality in the bay and bayou,
• Loss of habitat and hiodiversity.
• Boating facilities are not well protected.
• Wave impacts of a potential tropical storm or hurricane.
• l.ack of understanding of the importance of these issues.

Values
• Waters edge that is clean enough to swim and fish in.
• No floating litter in the bay.
• Protection from the wave action of storm events.
• Maintained natural views to Tampa Bay.
• Ability to see flora and fauna within the bay environment.

Ideas
• Improvements to stormwater structures before outfall, in the basins,

watershed, and region.
• Enhanced green practices and education.
• Metrics and community education to track enhanced water quality.
• Enhance seagrass and mangrove communities in key areas.
• Improved basin flushing and maintenance.
• Updated concepts for breakwaters and storm protection.
• Continue to work with USF marine scientists and other agencies to

monitor climate change and sea level rise.

I Stewardship of the Waterfront Environment
s))’

4i .

A.

Introduction

St. PeI ershurq will realize a susi ainablu’ relal ionship
between the built and naluial Onviro mentS This includes
a .

ornTut mont to a hcall by bay ecology by ii riplenn’i it mg
1)051 management prac.tir’s 10 P’.’” ri it acid repai point
Soil, ce and non po ni sou’ ui ban poluunn in the bay.
Fhe city should celebrate its vj.1c’cl’ (‘( ()lO5I/ i’icI
expaiiii viable habitat whr n pia in l. h Ity .Iioiild
also create <Ill r’nvirOnnP(’nIdIIy irsilient ;elilioi ship with
the waterfi ont in the form of stoi in surge protection
through natural and man niadi br hiiiquos to buftei vvive

action while maintaining writer quality iiich efls’i flifl(fll il
habitat. All cleveloprneiil will oiiply v.iilhi floodplain best
maniqernent practices. The inc rernental rise in mean tide
(lLvdticifl ‘.‘ilI he inciniturc’d ,iOfi ackiiuwh’clcjecl in iuturc
dvelopiiii ut pia is.

01

Resulting Plan Components

• Ecology of the city, flow-
ways arid bay

- Water quality — habitat and
swimming

- Urban outfalls and drainage
basins

- Maintaining the basins and
waterways

• Resilience and climate
adaption

Protecting the city and
boating economy

- Sea level rise and storm
surge

- Urban canopy
- Shoreline protection

24 Proposed Maste’ P’an



• Vinci the watertroi 1 for
futun: generations

• Safe fishing
• No floating litter in the bay
• Demonstration projects
• Enhanced water quality and

monitoring programs
• Mitigate pollutants and

contributing land uses
• Defining metrics to measure

progress
• Fertilizer and landscaping

ordinance
• Low impact development

guidelines

Target((1 F haricements

• No uinreud stornwater
dumping ‘to Tampa Bay

• Improve existing recycii g
system

• trnpr i basin fiuhing
• Implement living shoreline

(pilot prj s) appropriately
located and scaled

• Establish sustainable dstrias
and overlays (ecologic&, net
zero energy, zero waste, or
carbon neutral)

• Flexible and informal space
along waterfront with targeted
areas for activities and access to
water

‘1 ie Change

.

Water quclity suitable for
Swimming at beaches

• Breakwater system to improve
and increase habitat and
provide storm protection

• Reduce impervious areas
(parking lots) and increase use
of natural areas

• New pograms to re-establish
mangrove habitat in targeted

A sustainable relationship between the natural and built environments

1
.

•• c’.) •

Baseline Needs

areas

• Intergovernmental coordination
• Educational signage

I

IS
‘EN

f i FOR SV1IMMIN
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[)irnensions of the Waterfront

hancing the Experience of the Water
Introduction

St. Pc tershurcj will h the leading Dowr it:own Waterfront
destination on the (ulf Coast a piro ofdivers \Nt’;r)i.’

acci ss for ill its CitiZ(rrIS .10(1 VI’.ilnI MacHit? based
recreation will he expander] irid eriii.eaect t1111 U(JIi

im rras( d do kiqe for large arid nail vessels. New
forms ol regiorral coliflec tivity will be ti with fri y
connectiOns between lies and witer taxi services
along the walerlront. Recorrhqtiiccl basins with effn cm]
organizatior rind sri tired wave protection will support
water front activities. Non boaters will enjoy nc ft’i5UC

opportunities to •xperierlc the water front throrigi boat
rentals rT rotor zr ‘d I rica r root or zed, increased a ess

to the waters edge, mcI fewer fence and parking lot
()hsta( 1(5.

-

Observations
• The use of boating lacilities has increased from past decades.
• The size, scale arid quantity of water vessels increased over time.
• Short term clor kaqe is not meeting regional needs or existing

demand.
• There is a strong relationship between water tourism and boat

maintenance.
• Salt Creek siltation is reducing the functionality of maintenance yards.
• The current mar na fencing and parking separates pedestrians from

water’s edge.
Very limited options for rentals, food or activity at water’s edge.

Concerns
• Basins are too dynamic to fully utilize, particularly North /Vinoy.
• Difficult to sail or kayak the water’s edge when northern or eastern wind

are blowing.
• Not enough locations for non-boaters to access the water.
• Seawalls limit access to water.

Values
• Develop and expand St. Petersburg’s”Eastern Door’asa regional or Gulf

destination.
• Enhance the use of the bay and basins as a recreational asset for boaters

and non-boaters.
• Leverage and expand the value of the waterfront as an economic engine.

Ideas
• Consistent, wide sidewalks along water’s edge.
• Reduced parking, fencing along water’s edge.
• Modernize the marina, dockage and breakwater facilities.
• More transient visitor docking opportunities.
• The city should plan for water taxi and ferry opportunities.
• More facilities to store, rent and put in non-motorized watercraft.
• Enhanced beach and swimming opportunities.
• More waterfront dining.
• A larger, protected ‘intra-harbor’ boating experience.

1

I
nrc
((Si 1

gri,i q
m ifl

e1 ‘ iPI
,1 W! “

•:4$t’W
••W

4*I UiWp’,li1tWfl 2:

______

-

-

Resulting Plan Components

• Boating and marina
enhancement

- Basin protection and
channel maintenance

- Transient visitor docks, ferry
and total capacity

- Viable boating and marine
support services

- Increased programs for
water related education

• Access to Water’s Edge
- Public access along

the bulkhead (reduce
and relocate parking
immediately adjacent to
water)

- Waterfront dining and
respite in downtown areas

- Opportunities to touch the
water (beach and steps)

- Rentals for motorized and
non-motorized watercraft
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Expanding St. Petersburg as a waterfront destination for boaters and non-boaters

r

Baseline Needs

Transformative Change
‘, ;

ldrgeted Enhuncen ienl s

• Preserve afl(,1 enlrirce \ vi,

• Credie vdks in is seavvali to
provid dCC ess to w tr

• Consistent, w k ic Ic sIk aionq
the water

— ,
• Vv’avtrding for waterfront

facilities
• Human powered watercraft

storage and dcl vsS

• Breakwcrr system to enhance
boat protection and create blue
way for non-motorized craft

• Reallocate streets dnd parking
away from waterfront / make
pedestrians the priority along
water’s edge

• Mo, e visitor I (it clocks
• Mod nize th marinas
• More ware rroni dining
• Fnháfre Spa 8ëCh
• Water taxi

Ferry service (lampa, Apollo
Beach)

• Pedestrian swing bridge at the
mouth of Salt Creek

• Bridge connecting fine art and
history museums

I
•‘ •q.

..: ,;.;.
L_..... •.-
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Dimensions of the Waterfront

3 An Active Waterfront Parks System
Introduction

lhe Waterfront Parks ol St. Petersburg will baldn(c
lw historic character of open grecnspace with new

uppor I ui ru vs br rer realuon to serve the needs ol a
hanging conirnunuty. The parks wilt retain their traditamal

sense ot elaxed community green space with clear site
lines and Ilexible USe, but with ‘light touci ‘vol ranc ements
to baseline c hat acter and c omfort such as hade, water,
seatil ig, art, discovery, and play. Specific locations will
bc developed at a higher level as nodes for targeted
corurni inily experiences and places of transformational
change. This dpplOa( h will allow the parks system to
rem,un a pli( reflect iv’ of hot Ii St. Peter shurg’s hiStoric
character as well as its diverse and energetic luture.

Observations
• Beautiful views to water and hay.
• Parks are regularly used by walkers, runners, cyclists, and boarders,
• Some areas have a dated appearance or limited maintenance.
• Limited amenities, inconsistent pedestrian access, lighting, shade.
• The parks do not fully meet the needs for community recreation.
• Difficult to have an ‘extended’ experience of multiple activities.

Concerns
• Tension between local and neighborhood uses and large events.
• Tension between desire for passive appearance and active needs.
• Cost of enhancement to waterfront and other city parks.

Values
• Public access for everyone in community.
• Maintain and enhance comfort, beauty, shade, seating, and views.
• Incorporate new activities while maintaining green space with water views.
• Continue to limit private development in parks to small facilities (i.e.

concessions, band shells, and small buildings for public restrooms).
• The Saturday Morning Market and seasonal events.
• Continuous waterfront trail and pathway.
• St. Petersburg’s history, arts community and sense of environment.

Ideas
Create more consistent comfort, character and pedestrian access.
More child friendly places and casual activities: hammocks, game tables,
swings, bocce, fishing.

• Tell the story” with interpretive signage including African-American
Heritage, integrated art, history and heritage, and discovery
opportunities.

• Nodes of Activity: splash pad, skate park, rentals, concessions, picnic
amenities.

• New facilities for Saturday Morning Market & other uses.
• tiered events venues locations.

Resulting Plan Components

• Preserve and enhance St.
Petersburg’s character

- Community parks, informal
green, open vistas

- Increased ‘baseline
treatment and comfort

- “Tell the story” — art,
discovery, education

- Nodes of activity to support
emergent uses

- Context sensitive
response: “Baseline needs,
targeted enhancements,
transformative change”

• Supporting large
community gatherings

- Diversify event locations
- Support Saturday Morning

Market
- Maintain a ‘sports on the

waterfront’ experience

.
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Diversifying the activities of the waterfront to meet a changing and dynamic community

• New shade trees
• Open vistas
• Benches
• Drinking fountains
• Improve pedestrian and bike

access to parks
• Site furniture standards
• Integrated art in parks
• Natural play areas
• Interpretive signage and less

sign clutter
• Maintenance
• Florida-friendly planting
• Planted stormwater areas
• Balance uses and demands
• Child-friendly events
• Affordable activities

Targeted Lrrhanceri’rts

• Splash pad(s)
• Skate Facility
• RestLoms

Liqhtconcessions
• rrnotorized boat rental
• Equipment storage
• Picnic areas (shelters, tables,

chairs, grills)
• Beach maintenance program
• Reduce or reallocate parking
• Saturday Morning Market venue
• Small music venue
• Access to water / swimming

1 ‘ansformative Change

‘ Convert Bayshore Dr. to a
“convertible street’

• Acquire additional waterfront
land to ‘thicken” parks

• Arts destination - art trail & art
“anchor pieces”

• Multi-modal access to parks and
events

• Reallocate events across
waterfront parks

Baseline Needs

:—

iiI
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Dimensions of the Waterfront

4 Economically Vibrant Downtown Places
Introduction

Observations
• Waterfront proximity provides value to adjacent properties.
• Waterfrontaccessii’.ik ‘ value to inboard neighborhoods.
• Many places on the waterfront are single purpose and not

consistently active.
• The area from 1st Ave. S to Salt Creek is not as active on a daily basis.
• The technology based jobs potential of the deep water port and

‘Innovation Districts
• Very limited food and beverage opportunities along water’s edge.

Concerns
• The economic potential of the city is not being fully realized in the

Innovation District.
• Over development will create noise or activity impacts for downtown

residents.
• I ‘I Aly owned land will be given up to private development.
• Obsolete facilities on the waterfront.

Values
• Economic expansion through medical, Technology, research and marine

sciences.
• Measured locations for economic development.
• Partnerships and collaboration between entities.
• Multi-use places and facilities.
• Opportunities for both high and low price points.

Ideas
• More pathway, activity’places’ that engage the water.
• New opportunities for startup business and inexpensive retailing.
• Enhanced working waterfront and Salt Creek Marine District.
• ‘Collaboration Zone’ with USFSP, hospitals, research, airport and port.
• Collected opportunities for linked small museums.
• New uses for water treatment plant.
• Re-arrangement of some land holding and facility locations.

Resulting Plan Components

• Preserve and enhance
neighborhood character

- Extend the waterfront value

_______

into the neighborhoods
- Neighborhood park levels

of service
- Local access and activities

lrnking all parts of the city

_____

• Realizing St. Petersburg’s
economic potential

- Collaboration with
‘Innovation’ partners

- Deep water port, research,
sciences and airport

- Salt Creek marine industries
- Pier redevelopment as local

and global destination
- Active or’urban’ cultural

entertainment venues
- Opportunities for small

business incubation

The waterfront should continue to hE’ dfl as’.c’t at id VCflUC

br economic vitality for the entire community. Access to
the water should be a source of social and economic value
to the rescleriIral neighbor hoods. the water front should
be a place of economic activity lot small hr ‘inc’s in ni Ire
lot ations to energize oven Is and provide I in iii & d day In
day omforl scc h as rereational rentals and sr mndric’s. And
tire wdt( rtront should be lcvcraqt.d as an opport unity
for job roating c’cor mmmc development to sup tort 11w
rec e,mtion,ml rnirini’ industry, Scientific eSeaft h, cciuc ation,
trmirsportitiorm, ,mncl C riltrrrl tourism.

U
U

iiI
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Baseline Needs

• ;\eighhn ((l :in-i flflH\!

focr.irnd, I ci, i il

• ReqNre ii(’V lopn lint to
be ci ‘,n,tnt with existi’
neiqhio: ci character

• Seating, shade, recycle bins,
trash cans, drinking fountains

• Signage and w iyti ciii rig

(directional and I’duc ational)
• Art component in new public

spaces
• Maintain and increase local

business opportunities

Tarqeted Enhancements J

• Fac lit ie pedestrian r1O\vI flent
• nprov’ staqir for vc ns

• 5ihCi’i --(ni I)cear.j
Connect aiea’trft its worlang
waterfront story -

• increase entertainment/event
venue options to reduce
burden on Vinoy Park

• Outdoor market place
• Water sports rentals
• Water taxi

1ansfornttive Change

• Al Lang IbId 1€-cl’ velopment
• Pier U - nds with restaurants

and entertainment
• Large covered market pavilion
• Conference/Hotel destination

near the South Basin
• Arts destination -art trail & art

“anchor pieces”
• Leverage USFSP and other

Innovation District institutions
to improve K- 12 opportunities

r

--.,;

I

s-s

Leveraging the potential of in-water and upland areas along the water’s edge

,
,

—
—

• Gathering spaces with food
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Dimensions of the Waterfront

5A Connected, Accessible Downtown Waterfront
Introduction

I Ii’ St. P(ttIs1)rIrc VVdt(9 front wiH be place (ItO l)rioritl/eS

people ever alitOIflol)iI(’S. I h( C ommunhly will COrttiflU(
[s evül lition as Hi urbaii f)lrlie Wit Ii 11010 peciesl lair

ic cc’ss to tlir ‘,iti—r eclcje, ‘111.)1lorted by bicycle”,, local
jitney, and trolky service. Parking will n ligrate away from
waters edge so I hat a highei prir entage of auloniobile
access will occur on street or in paikinq truc(ure.s within
walking distance. Navigation will be enhanced with clear
wayfinding and a continually improved urban experience
that includes a continuous linked, branded system of trails
from the Coflee Pot to L assinq Park.

Observations
• St. Petersburg is largely a traditional grid which allows for a walkable

city.
• Superblocks and geographic obstacles reduce access below 1st Ave. S.
• St. Petersburg is moving toward a more multi-modal culture.
• St. Petersburg is predominately car-reliant.

Concerns
• Difficult to understand how to access downtown parking and circulation.
• Parking location, time restrictions, and cost may not be optimized to meet

the needs of the waterfront parks, businesses and residents.
• Trolley system is not well understood or consistent.
• Wayfinding system for public parking and circulation is not fully functional.
• Insufficient bicycle facilities.
• Special events close large sections of the waterfront to locals.

Values
• Pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
• Sidewalks, short crossings and slow traffic.
• Reward the pedestrian experience with active ground floor development.
• Land, water and air access to St. Petersburg.

Ideas
• Bike share and more prevalent bike facilities.
• Shared-use (flush curb) streets and parking for Saturday Morning Market,

and other Bayshore Dr. events.
• Enhanced trolley service linked to public parking, particularly during

events.
• Expanded trail systems leading inboard neighborhoods to water.
• Linkages to Central Ave. corridor development as well as Mirror Lake,

Roser Park, Bartlett Park and other inboard nodes of activity.
• Wayfinding system that assists with access to destinations and public

parking.
• Affordable and optimized public and private parking locations.

Resulting Plan Components

A fully connected system
- Heels and wheels
- High quality streets,

sidewalks and trails -

Downtown to Lassing Park
- ‘Pearls on a string’

An integrated multi-modal
system for moving people

- Wayfinding system
- Coordinated parking with

multi-modal access (public
and private)

- Increased service, reliability
and branding for trolley and
other transit services

- Bike share and bike facilities
- Reward the pedestrian

experience and behavior

Ar

ki
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Continuous linkages, service oriented parking and transit, increased public access

• ovnd biicn lanes (increase

Ci1iCJC()iii(1iVIy

• Shade 1ii bncl i- at tr(iIl(y
stops

• Wider via ks
• Reduce pedestrian crossing

distances
• Lower vehicular speeds
• Wayfiriding signage — all modes
• Canoe and kayak trails
• Buffers from nc net vehicle

traffic

Targe ed EnhaIlnI

Ii reased quality of service mi

bike and i strian facli ic’s
r• ies’cd i. ,s to downtowi

and
publictransportation

• Create more nj si-west corridors
nto the city from waterfront

• i-modatliriks
• Links to parking garages
• Bike and kayak lockers
• Bridge and pathway systems to

connect Old Southeast
Reallocate parking, shift away
from water’s edge
Seawall maintenance
Bridge connecting fine art and
history museums
Water taxi

Transformative Change

• Cross-bay ferry service
• Bike shnre program
• Pedestrian . bridge
• Bn ikwater system for improve

boating use and protection
• Repurpose Bayshore Dr. to a

“convertible Street”
• Pedestrian and street corridors

to have water views from
avenues

• Demand-driven variable-rate
pricing for parking

Baseline Needs
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The It tlluwir pIn ‘curi Hi it.’i dii 1 )flS wc’ie di.’vroj: cl
I’ 1 lEg mit to U it ii iii II hO I it )i ‘at ids of

ciir’eiis who piiti ipaHd Hi ivariou,foiim,o1

pul lit ()UtiOiCh (i hod ,o( lion I
((H II 101 (‘hOVE’ witifioiti ru’ed’ an.’ diciii anti

oj ti.’ralioniI COli( t’jais U i1 SI QUId ho aj ph ci vvti’ re

rpjHoprcntc’ ciCiO’S 1110 €‘nirire VVdiPi Iront planning i0tt

g )( ihc individual pruj’( 15 am Ut velopod. I-lore they
air listed iii a qetirral (rck’b of intportanco; however
the pecific need’ for individual projects may vary by
their location along I he waterfront.

Social Equity and Diversity
Social l-qi.uty and Diversity should he included in
all tets if Ito Doss rlrviii Watt itrout. Sari 015

class and I cc should be ircken down rncl a new
Downtown Waierfrons hoofs br’ accessible to all
in the City of St. Pctorshuiq. Malinq multi-macia I
connections to till neighborhoods and oettincj a
business climt.r that allows srrull i:usiness o trove
in downtown will create a more diverse ann viable
community in the future.

Future improvements should nor only be sensitive to
St. Petersburg’s past, but embra:e diverse cultures as
part of the Dovintown Waterfront. Event prOgrammIng
with a variety of content activities and price-points,
interpretive signage and artwork, and small business
development should make the Downtown Waterfront
a showcase for St. Petersburg’s diverse tanestry of
business and culturai entrepreneurs.

Improvements should also contnue to increase access
to the waterfront for people with disahDties. New
additions and upgrades to facilities and public space
on the waterfront should include universal design
principles from the inception to create world-class
inclusive public spaces for people with the entire
spectrum of physical abilities.

Climate Change, Resiliency, and Water
Qua) ity
History snovvs that communities typically adapt
over time, e;tfler organ:calfy or through Planning,
to changing trends :n the coastal environment. The
Impacts to waterfront infrastructure due so variations
in sea level, storm frequency, and storm intensity are

b4r 2 ‘ .I. I:

‘u

i’ 1

Hstvric Old
‘ Northeast, .

4’fr’

- -
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ClIIlill&(lIIII(l(’(0ii’I(fQftItiOIi ilIi()IIiQtl(’VCk uI

(if (V(IV vitiuIiuiil pic 1. Iii’ ( lv of St. PilelllIjfti5

Cuiuluiuuui’il iiIijulIiofl lull It VII (iSCLuli(f Iiriiut
(.hi?lqi5h0CiIlJO((urin 1 SillilIll \VdV,

CIIIi1ll(Cl1ui1ClcIluCojsiiiorrunuLlruuriCsIs(lo n

d5’OC LltI:’(l Wit Ii 5cc) ii CU C. Sta leVels ii U PCC;jeCte(I

to iliCiC3SC 110111 liii. hes (0 SOy ‘i 1001 OVOI the ule>t

50 y(-ClS d hl(jhly VJirUIblU and UIICCrlLlIfl 111ICJ( of

possibility. Iii iiiditioiu, rising wild wn)lJ(eliLIres did

OCp(C t5 Ito molt in SOCOnCLICV iii pict nt loPing

110 UP:. rome 101111 and iiitii’ Pyt(I1C’C C0OS1:3

p
lliu(u(fIlltJ with t-’(elitjutilI varlaluhilyl’rcdictiruqsiaa

1 ri ii ti I he j ‘Ui iii’ ii t’( 11111 lii Ii iplI 15 i’

lluqfll\’ CII1CUIIulli iiicl dlOOi jililidi Jul1 (OIUtIIICtIT1Q a

[11(1(1 1 lodV lo au 11)1 1 ccilirulCiflhlvs iiitiie shoreline

1w liii lixI SO to 00 years . hot acfvhable chti to thu
hiicjhi (ciSI 1(1 COilStuII(l Hill lilt’ P luiuuiP vcirtufiiluty
lOJOCI 1)115 1)1 (hilYlitl Chiuii1u..

Decuqlluultb t cIi rluue’ protUC lion pe :1:1 today for a

CItVS entire waterhont based On li1ESc highly LiflCEOOifl

clii lUte chanqi piedCtions would cost tolls of miHions

Cit dollars to (OlisticiCt and may not meet the desired
oal if thu chiniato chdlnqe is later shown to be rnoie

I ‘Xl COliC I lull i pihicted. As soc H, Iommuruities adopt

IC) climate chanq in a piecemcal marini r over time as

iJ

Spa Beach Park with the North Yacht Basin and downtown beyond.
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Comprehensive Waterfront Needs
dir’ ii itlcel inliini ul Ilni liririt’’ plujies’r lie1 u’iirq

11w’ wI ‘,l,ilrli iii1uiii )tRii ii In till) tIW J[E0’

iirlfl lire l 1(1)0 1)0 inv’ 10111’) 1 and indc’vc’luped.

I he appiopiiale i.limilr 1.1.1 nih ii 1)01Kv for St.
1 Iii’ ri!! 1 ft’i 1)1:15111 1110 )‘lJlr.iliOilI LJ11JC ((WHIr

edt vrlotnlent Sc) he lode unsich-’eilorr ci 11w
llIoip( 1’ 1110 cvle ,iiirl 1110 P[0R’CI1’1c liryyte charipes
w bed i iso, slorrn bn:cuency, sloi in intensity)
over tlit life’ ( ycle. or v ample, development or
iodrvc Iopmeiit of bmnldinqs miqht typically be
1-) ocr ed tC lust loi SO to SI yer:. When designing
buildings I1JLItIICI )1(’dI 1110 0/ItEl 1)0111 the desirii
sIlould nclucfr elevations and llar( lenin to wthstand
not only the cuirc’nl catr: m lewIs but also the xp eted
ost,rl din 0 e•vei that 50 w751 year life cycle.

Sirrulamlv, uthities, swiwdlls, roacu, and parks in the
WaterfrOnt urea that unclercio I edeveloomnent or np irs
Silould nclude c.onsiclerrlion of piojocted sea levels
and ‘,tcirmn e’. .ntr over tlieh life cycle. In this way, the

‘arerront adap to c!ilTiatd change in ci pecemva:
speading the costs over ome arid desiqiing

using the best information available at that time.

New development or redevelopment in city waterfront
areas should include consderation of climate change
over tile project’s life cycle. All efforts should be made
to use state-of-the-art science for the prediction of
climate change available at the rime of redevelopment.
Roads, open spaces, and seawalls should be raised
as they are redeveloped. Dual purpose features
such as seating herr-os, knee waSs, and other similar
structures should be included in new development
or redevelopment projects so impede flooding.
Critica infrastructure should be moved away from
the waterfront and elevated ahcve flood levels where
possible. AdditIonally, salt tolerant pantings should
he included along the waterfront in areas of expected
inundation.

Basin and Shoreline Protection
St. Petersburg’s Downtown Waterfront is vulnerable to
natural systems and forces. The City of St. Pesersbarg
w5 complete a long range plan for basin function,
water quality, and boatng facikties in conjunction
with measures so mitigate inc’e.ased storm surge and
wave acton. Community wide storm exposure creates
wave action in the yacht basins and rough condtons

Living breakwaters would improve water quality, protect the
marinos and improve booting occess to the Downtown Waterfront,
ond create o shoreline more resilient to extreme weather.

for small craft while degrading natural habitat and
eroding soft edges. Protection is needed and comes
in many different fbrms.This may nciude traciitiona
and non-tradrtiona; (living hreahwater) opportunities to
allow the entire waterfront to be more resilient to wave
Impacts and more navigable for small craft.

Conven:iora breakwaters are syp.cahy associated ‘Nith
bgh cost, hgh visua mpact, and greater potential
or permitting challenges. Living breakwaters a e
a natural-based potective technicue that provide
many henehts to the community. These techniques
improve aesthetics and usabIlity, enhance and increase
habitat, improve water quality, provide educational
opportunses, and most importantly protect the

Crescent
Heights

Crescent
Lake

Uptown

Roser
Park

Bartlett
Park
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lii)iiIiiIiIiI(ll)iWiIi(iViij)(Hli(IWt(IIAIV

fui JIiH]I riP Ii) liiViqili lriirli]i lliI, )ii

ii’,iii’. Iiiitl i i’;iriiriiHl iily.. liii] di ipir,

Il I II 1(11 di 1 i’( I ii liii iii ‘iii. I H ‘Ii ‘I I Ui

liViri(J IHikWlNiS 110111(11 UiiIiiIii( 1(1 I iiili I OV(i 11111

lviii ii iii i iii hnst MlirH)Un ii it liii ill (5 slini A
i(l1Eiii(i1lIiIOi1Ilj)0iiit,I0WH1ii(I

(11 Si(Iii Iitiis 101 I ii Iciii(J lots, iiols and pirk
and nvirorinlr ntallv sensilivc solutions to vvatoi sidr

I ii.akwJIl IS dIirlI iliSiri WdtUI iluahtv

A Resilient Waterfront
As a vision plan and liii novorl. Lor furure qroo P
lU L7owntowi i Watciliorit Mastoi Lii Icc us. Oh

eflhaPiofl( U-in vibrancy 01 tIn core arca witlnn
ifl Url)(in control loluiIhQrinlpr0vOfiinCti0nnd

icsthctics while promotirin economic vilalily throurjl i

)riVatc iii\’iisImrrit. The success of the p1 in is
rhiouph thoughtful H flp mi riidtion from engaged
stakeliolders and leadership, and with continued
input from the community, focused on integrating

2 I5’,_ —— -

tIiiiiIlIiilIiuiIIHicIsUriIDilviriiiiiIiIwitlHiiciili
11111 iI)V(i iii iii ii 1 II 115 ii ti (11111)11 iii )Vil Ii [Iii
1iitIliiii t lov’IkIu liclillill .VSIMI11efllIiIi( no ihe

\‘JiIiIc)iii liii (01 i1iIi(iWliil( OUr rim rot iloir
acviiii irjHiIIil.lId,i(,iIItiilqfi(IiillauiiHiq

I IISfii ill H Ii -ill

liii \Nlli)I1 Sylein HlilOiiat( III rlii a ill 1] )Piori. h
iS Ciiti(il in aicm iini thi resiliricy of the St
[S tci U )Ui CC clovri[ovvn waterfront nc] allovvii it the
ViSiOil 10 bE’ ieUoi’cl. IllilOi 11] a fle>iI.)li’, a(la1)tihle and
well-rrini nieci set of quidinq pm muIr s cornprisr’cl
of ri1evnt aid nilpIementabie mitigation strategies
p0/id m tim City wir I hI conScIence necessary rr)

m Iha lace of S ir unccrtairt’

The Downtown Water ror.[ Master Plan offers in
opportunity to move the City towards resiliency and
to pilatE CE narural and man-made is cls through
nteqretion of adapt ive planning 51 ratcoir s and to
begin cLLtvatinq a paiadigm shift related to living
with the natural environment The plan also provides a
platform to elevate the resiliency d.scussion and inform
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11w coininunity of its inil il,iilL’ ni ilic’ luIii ol tie
ily.

‘ç 5! chii5il(5’ aiid land clevelo:iiient code
ic’cluiieiTient are a kcv COmpOriJSt to lead tI

IV tCO\/CFLls resilicncv ilitsr .JOhCi5 could be
iioplenseiiorl us voliintuc thiouqh oral conp
iiitiCHVOS, rVetedroflt dir [lict or ZOnnq spccihc,
!uichircIEs for r:!, indtii[lvized CociplonCe Or as
rnaricl,9tes, ofiorinq implemeniaoc n fleibilty.

Lxansole poHcy c1 iiiqes beinc conodered by other
rornn iui lilies that w uld be niost mpactful in the
vv]tertroriterivii)iii n lit include:

and wlieel’coiinec tivity lioni ihe Cohen Pot area tC)

Lissiiiq Park, with increased ujspoi tinq access to the
macri ‘ edge.

A luHy connected pedestrian svsr em should be
pursued as part of tilO plic. St. Petersburg currr’ritly
ha a number of proorarns and I uture plans to
i nierle, enhance. and c<pand the pccle,lrian and
bicycle c ircuDlion within its iOWlltOWti and ;vaterfrorit
areas. Key projects and initiatives houlcl be cor sclereci
to cievulop a fully connected waterfront community.
Th€su multi-modal rystems include, but ale not limited
to hike lanes, cycle tracks, park trails arid promenades,

Ban on saD of styrcto.r a Pups, takeout containers, etc.)
Reduces quantity of floating trash ending up in
stormwater colDctiori system and wateiwr,.s.
(Adopted by: Miami Beach, Washington DC,
l2oriland, Minneipolc, Now j’ork, Seattle, San
Frencsco, over 50 otncr Caiforna commun:tes,

and nanny others)

Ban on plastic bags end straws
Reduces quantity of floating trash ending up n
stormeiater cciUection system and waterways.
(Adopted in some fashion by: Honolulu, San
Francisco, Santa Cruz, Los Angeles, Malibu,
Fort Collins, Boulder, Chicago, Portland, Seattie,
Olympia, Washington DC, and many others)

Example code/public works manual changes being
considered by other coastal communities nclude:

• lrcorporate additional freeboard in minimum
building finish floor elevation

• Design for protection of crtica .nfrastructure
• Elevate sea-walls (estabi:sh mnimum eievation

reative to base flood)
• Elevate ow-lying roads (establish min:mum

elevation relative to base flood)

Transportation and Circulation
Transportation and circulaton should he flexible and
multi-modal. Enhanced trolley services, jitney golf cart
or pedicabs, bike share, bicycle facilities anc a highly
connected walkIng enVIronment should enjoy priority
access and prox:mity to water’s edge over automobile
parkIng wherever practica. A con:ineous north-soL:tb
linkage should oe expandec to provide born heels’

Comprehensive Waterfront Needs
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The Downtown Waterfront is well connected to pedestrian (yellow)
and bicycle (purple) trails. These connections should be expanded in
the future to bring the waterfront within reach of more of the city.
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liokaqes tO exisnnq traks, hehtaqe tr b. nd a
clertiroiion ,io walk alno the waler

F OEOi’tdi changes to did ti nsportarion ntiorr shrcld
be subject to an an ilysis et tho trde-offs :nherent ro
i.hr’ cJfftier jD()1dfltiil i ioiches to iiJflSpVil.d’JCO
probi ms. Jheie sl-iould be an ,ippieciatfrri among
the public and decision-makers 1 the sometiniss
conflicting dearr to have active, Ole35ant outdoor
environments and the need to accommodate the local
and regional trips into the clovintown waterfront area.

Parking
Downtown St. Petersburg continues to draw visitors
and large crowds to its waterfront environments.
Parking should be re lauvely close to where people
want to be without compromising the experience
along the vvaterfront. Parking relocation and
reallocation is necessary to create a positive pedestrian
experience along the waters edge. Parking areas
will he incrernentaky relocated away from water
edge to increase pedestrian access and park use.
While some parking will remain on the upland areas
arid near marina access points, the water’s edge
will be positioned for wde pedestrian and bicycle
promenades.

The total number of spaces removed from the
Downtown Waterfiont study area Will not reduce the
parking supply below peak demand. The numbm of
excess spaces within walkng distance of the study
area will be determined by the upcoming Downtown
St. Petersburg Parktnq Study. Before any parking is
removed at a specific location, the city snould make

Bartlett Old
Park Southeast

Ample parking supplies exist along the Downtown Waterfront.
Much of the unused capacity lies just a block or two from the
waterfront, and could be better utilized with appropriate policy and
wayfinding.

sure that the location will remain within a comfortah.e
walk or transit trip from underutilized parking capacty.

Additional oarkinci management policy changes such
as variable-rate narldng should he considered within
the Downtown Waterfront area. This could reduce
congestion from people “cruising” for parking spaces
in lmgh-der-nand areas and lead to a more fair price to
park wile ensuring convenient parking access all cay.

a

‘inq rownids an imptovec -moL! transportation syslom,

Roser
Park

Tampa
Bay
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Nodes of Activity and Events
lie’ Pr tr’iI nip vijtn noel nnrks tytein wUl nit lndt
od” of uciivilv rn Oliniliun itv illiclin Initilini

iiitCIiStiV i:nlny, anO hV(’i ili(’d ‘,)C 0,11 (:Viiit lOcaln()In

IlOCItS alt’ dr siciation t Iocuns aIm ig tIe’ rvat’ifrci it

II at piovuk the ii ii iimivsith a chvi ire ranoc of

activitiEs Vai yinq tyj vs of activities shoi.ild lay ire luded
in these nodes svitlnn the vvatrrfront parks and pubUc
Sades FIie activit vs should ranoe from picnics
\,Vith grills and ht 1cr’ 10 pbyqioui dr splroli pads,
ientr opf:i trinities, and concessions. These ri tivities

sIiouII aisci be Iiiikd lA/itil strong phyocil and visual

Bartlett
Park

Nodes ofActivity should be spread across the Downtown Waterfront
pork system. Additional Nodes ofActivity designed to cater to
specific event types can spread major events across the waterfivnt
near the downtown core while reducing the strain on Vinoy Park.

edestriann rri tim tions. lhr’ rvtertront should b’ 1

to ‘.pviid tim (Jay enjcn’ii itt a nunniLci of Jitivient
,)cti\/i its sh1nncd Liv the entie’ ommui itv.Thenc’cles
of curitva(poach wiN aHow the bilurcir for desired
ripen and fIt hm çIret nspece wit ho ,lO oveitiK po is
svt tern ili,it is pc ICCILII and relaxing.

L lvrtersl:iurq currently is host to over our hundred
piogrammocl events that take place along the
Dcvritown V!aterfront. The North Shore and \/inoy
Rwks contnue to be a destination for the lame cvents
while ctlei public sp cm alonci the vvaterfronl should
orovidc’ alternative venue so balance the henehtf and
irxipa( ts of festivals and events across the waterfront.

Criteria based decisions for cvvrt bc non In cd on
crowd, noise, ood, and amking demand, need to he
consiclcirc to spread out the number of events taking
olacy on the waterfront. Event fees should be based on
he prcijected economic impact, operating costs to the

parks department, arid ability to create a destination
downtown without over-utihaing specihc locations or
public resources.

Arts and Culture
St. Petersburg’s vibrant arts and cultural tradition wIN
he reflected throughout the waterfront in the form
of both ‘nntegrated arC cultural events and conic /
object art. This can he delivered through baseline
investments (such as benches), unictue spatial desgn
(such as playgrounds or overlooks), local ‘P’ein AIr
actnvities, touring exhibits, and permanent installatIons.
An ‘Art Walk” should also be considered as part of the
waterfront experience. This unique wak should be
anchored with more substeutnal art peces that orovce
a sense of permanence and add a specia. desnatlon
wnthin the parks and public realm.

Concessions
Retail and concession services should he availab’e at
nodal ocrnfons or rentals, suncries and light food!
aeverage services as par: of:he waterfront experience.
Concessionaire agreements should be of a mur-year
basis sufficient to accommodate a viab!e husness
model. Unauthozed concession activities will be
prevented.

Comprehensive Waterfront Needs
1
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lw
Signage and Wayfinding Park Materials Palate

pik CikltlidiS !iiti-’ ‘ii! ii .Iiiclc:r [n !( VEI of
E4UdfitV, C0fl0it, 0 ki 1CiiJiiCC, nnd VEUdI CoSEtenCV
IcH iSEIIiIC irlic tIoi, (if ljniii1 ii., hrirJcipe,

ti luirriturU, ligliliriR, arid arc I iitcctr.iral UIErrrenh
Ilin’i riratCi jaR shoot! ie;pect tin’ bc contcxt,
nei lihuihood rh,ir,ntei HE I !ri’li)iV nd h rii,iin

nit! c iiI, C’ where ty I U5EIU. Incorporation 01

local ck sign tExtures along tin mat riOnt he p to
([cOO’ Jfl authecn iLic that I C t(iiu( 5 cOnOCOtron
to its Rn itanje. Ex t.le of such Raturno for the
Sc Pvtersbuiq ciuvvniown w,iti’nfront include: thu
hexaciori block paver, self promotion stunts (e.g. St.
Pctersli nj [only League inc hathing 5jit inspectors,
Focint,in of Youth), grir n la nchcs, First Hight (Tony
Jannus), lonciust home run (Babe Ruth), MEc serranean
Revival ant! Crafta.rnan s:yie architecture, Salvador Dah,
and more,

j

“iaic,irilv\’vlcirntwiliucvil:i (ii in’iil(itiOii

to nr,in: l(5tIltIi is, as vvell a’ iifu atk ii ii CI
inter!. retaticir if tin Si.!. tir’l inq cultural and
E’OVIIOi’ in in nt,iI context, within iii ii to! juasuntatic

I at ad I to tho si nsc’ of pHi

I

—

Hexagon block payers help to maintain the historic character ofa downtown neighborhood.
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lie In wnlowri Wanif rent pitrci ama is

ai penal l5it(lV .(vlfl nimles in (-i mqlh amid is rumpmmel I
em many rllii*imt palCels, ownership, use and
COIflflui[hty viii 15. The Tinisir I pie has identified
a sem ins of special distinct areas alone he ienqtl
time [n;wntown Walem fmcim it, These nuns [mave been
iciermtilmr’d as Chamacter Dish ictS Ibis plan proviclic
reconmnmi udat momis that ht wmthin time cr)ntn:t ol nac Ii
clip mnct district. Respectinci thi n ciil±em net areas will
insult ri a mom dmvurse, interestinq and sustainable
Dowm It v,in tVatnrfm Grit
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Fin CuIfer Pot i{ri(t 1!! Ii 11031! Norh
Excliriqc (Jul (if lot Park to h 1(rti ii ci
O No; 0 ih3( Pa1k fj ::i:,3f

Ne1tIt1lu.I I (3 FIii tuthO weSt

and makes lie unque ( harm of this pa! of the
V: it i: tecini a wctural details can be found
on the Snell Isle Biidqe, historically desirjnatJ Granada
Terrace, and the neiqhknT hood hi n us that make this a
character rich Oct along the waterh ont.

Build;! 0 Upon the aesthetic of the Granada Terrace
architecture, this area should relate to the Historic Old
Northeast Neighborhood. Stung physical and visual
connections should be utilized to create a seamless
line between the wate street, and

Key Acton
Baseline
• Develop clock space for small craft and kayaks
• c ream planted stormwater basin
• Utilize qardui; architecture / Die, ieda rerrace

aesthetic
Pyovide new site furnishings swings / seating at
edge

Targeted
• Provide new public restrooms and seasonal pop

up concession for kayak rentals and food
• Trailhead park
Transformational
• Reconfigure Street section

,- r;

— L - - -

Pioposeci Maste ia 47



Coffee Pot Bayou

1..
-

The NE Exchange Ciub Coffee Pot Park
is located at the northern terminus of
the project boundary and serves the
well-established Historic Old Northeast
Neighborhood and other adjacent
areas of the city. While the park does
serve a few different users, the park area
should he improved to he more shaded
and comfortable, treat stormwatet
and provide better access to the water.
This park should also accommodate a
restroom facility, area for small pop-up
concession, small craft rented facility,
and small craft launch and dock.

4’,

Boat Dock

•

ON THE BAYOU A u w b it dock rves ne sin 311 ( it hu hug imi un y Wi ff3 N J( ( 0 tie p Tht oi should
s rye as a multi I icr n d tr il h id mi boating walking 3nd ycing as w II as ic inmodating p 31k useis that want to rt st

‘‘on tiit n’dge ol thn wnn’i ‘1 play in the park. Improvements slioi id be iiade to seating, pIin nq, and park facilities.

/

Improving the Park

.1 I .

ZEP

Coffee Pot District Architectural Design Character KEY MAP
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The exisitng road ha; been degradinq over Limf and will need In be repaired in the future.
When the time comes to repair the road, special consideration should be given to tan analysis of the right-of-way
dimnnsions. This analysis shoud provide a basis for shifting the priority to the pedestrian promnnade.

Accommodating the Pedestrian
Coffee Pot Blvd. is a beautiful dnve along Coffee Pot Bayou and should be
maintained to preserve its current character. The old brick street provides a sense
of neighborhood identity while calming trafhc along its route. Portions of the
existing brick Street are in nend of repair due to settlinq bricks. The replacement
of these areas. can be leveiaqed to analyze the street section and minimize travel
lanes to give additional width to the adjacent pedestrian promenade.

KEY MAP

lBOP( )hl I)
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C I

— \djaLs
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2: North Shore District
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Iii Noilh Iun Di Ii (tic lone. 1 iiidiV

are] niiiiti hiiTiily horny. oviI kinq •ii arid
liiy Beal d( Ci”S, Ililliloly Ui rio ;)mnhi.iiiy

r:Vi- it au ri en iv’ icitiori] Jrc rims make up his

a hull of the Dowu it wn Wan i fiout This dictri t

dISC) il)CIu( Ir iirqe Oj vii vistas dod rnt.)re passive park
ii iences while connect ia hc dowritovv n to the

in iqhimihoiiris to the north I in )lrk tiso r lii ]v
1! e_’ Gi;ella Kopir k I aIm AILOIEti i which includes a
arl C coHeclion ol p Ii and cycaci spec ics horn around
tie Ws ii Ic I.

Key Actions
Baseline
• f\hiiitit (4 ii ii ‘1 (i i ‘1 vistas
• Mr Iflldu1 iid preserve searass/wil Ho estuary
• Acid bikc’ lane to both sli es of North Shore Dr. NL
• Pu Jude art :nsts;lItir)u in lacility in upiu.’:nents

Targeted
• Create nodes oact’v1\’

• Move parking away from water’s edge
• En hanc stormwater treatment
• rlcuiuurshment program at the concesso acovusy

node

Transformational
• Create roundabouts for traffic calming ana art

expressions of the North Shore District
Develop an active recreation zone with baseball,
swimming pool, arid relocated tennis courts

Proposed Master Plan 5 1
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cAL

NIING TRAFFIC WITI i th in allowing a s c. divick isc aniJ i Inc n i SI iore t )i v NI shoc
serve as ci unifying oloinnt between neighborhood crd park. Utilizing adjacent neic;l iborhood a hitoctural characIkr

,dnd park gicen space to torrn a linear space that is both functional for vehicles and pedestrians.

Sike lanes should be added to North
Shore D while providine back
n angle parlong along is edges.

Certain key rctersecJons a:ong Norm
Shore Dr. NE should also provde
traffic ca:ming dev;ces such as raf5c
crcies and cura bu:b-outs :o increase
pedes:rian safety at designated
crossings.

-j

Designing Streets for
Multiple Uses

-— N

*

-J.
KEY MAP
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FPI,MLYFIJNAINORJHBEACH. e exista q k’Sti OOIfl huietincj 00 Ol (.0 te pavnq ai .i siloul(i he U mnvlormed into an
nvfii ig and tive heachf ont plac =. A day i k’park can be realized with multiple activit cs for thu farnlty to take part in.

_lhis place shouki celehiate both land and watel with active recreation, art, food and beverage and rental opportunities.

— —

—

-,
.,

Park Improvements
One of the consistent values identihed in the community meetings was the abiHty
to spend the day in the park. St. Petersburg should provide improvements and
enhancements to the park to create a more comfortable place for recreation. A
park visitor should have varying levels of activities to choose from and feel safe
and comfortable during daytime and evening hours. Shade, seating, ighting, and
drinking fountains should he included in baseline treatments to meet the needs of
the community. An activity node has been Identified at the existing restroom facility
and should include small concessions for Ibod sales and rentals of small craft and
sporting equipment. Picnic shelters should also be located at appropr;ate actvty
nodes to provide visitors wth a shaded environment to enjoy.

KEY MAP
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NTINTHEPP.RK. [)enressecl park topography shoutd he celehtated and enhanced to create
a sustainabL appr)ar of treating urban stormwaer runoff. Planted basins collect a d treat stomwater from adjacent

ark land and nearby mpe vious neas such as parking lots rind roof-fops. These basins also create upporturutes for
ducation, discovery, and play. Native plants should be used in these areas.

Stormwater Enhancements
Careful consderaon should be made while evaluating stormwater outfas
and park space. A small percentage of cnderutzed green space should
be dedicated to environmental enhancements within the parks. ocaring
stormwater basins adjacent to the source will reduce pipe length and costs
and also reduce the footprint of the basin, A treatment train approach of
smaller basins should be considered to not disturb large areas of park land.

I.

• PROJECT
LOCATION

I.—

KEY MAP
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_QfQRfyyO_NEThe North Shore Parks make pr huge portion of park land ihtlre
norrh errn of I in (IowntoVJn waterfront. everdl acres of and in eadi zone urn recCiniflendu (1

to serving the nreds of the communty. From relaxing in the north end of the park to an
event celebration occurring in the south, this large park has a zone for everyone.

O’ganizing the Parks
The City of St. Petersburg shouki n cintain
this park area as a large community park that
provides many different use zones within
its borders. The park should continue to
functiorr as a large green space while creating
different zor res of varying types of activity.
The northern portions of the park should he
more open and provide space for passive
use. The existing beach and adjacent park
areas should he designated as programmed
spaces for active play. Parking for this zone
should he maintained to provde access to
Flora Wye Park and provide stormwater
treatment facilities. South of the active pay
zone is an area that should be designated for
active recreation nclud.ng the exisnnq North
Shore Pool and its expansion, tennis courts,
playgrounds, and baseball elds. Parking for
this area should be close to these active uses
and the Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum while
respecting the pedestrian edge where the
park meets the bay. The southern portion of
the parc should accommodate some arge
events and be maintaned as an open green
space. All park zones shoud maintain open
vstas to the water from the street and within
the park.

KEYMAP
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Key Actions
Baseline
• Iin[)1)\ ..jiOiiifl accessibihlv
• Create oh ui open hO

• AddC icr il hoit slips for Liqe Ic o -+ idc1i in

tidllc(Th1 (lCCkS

Targeted
• Cr osrqi I LOLJ1h tri ib Cii C
• Pr -i pedesti ‘ii dcess iT witer s edge
• Creite o ioi ks ir the Sci Lii

• D colop C iflOl efltiy to pri np )c cc h with
10110101./oil ror art piece

Move pu king away from waters edge
Restore and expand Spa Beach
Beach café and concessions
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Pier District/VinOy Basin
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Redesigning Straub Parks
South Straub Park should be
redesigned to pro ide a clear and
cohesive quaHty to the space.
Currently the park is broken down
Into smaller spaces divided by
groups of trees and a meandering
sdevvalk. St. Petersburg should
design this area to have better
defined edges and a larger open
central green space to be used
for passive recreation and also
Drogrammed events. In North
Staub Park the norm exterior wail
of sne Museum of Fine Arts (MFA)
mould be used as a backdrop for
events and movies in the park.

Specialty Paving

Reconguring Bayshore [)rive
Downtown streets should be treated as multi-faceted
civic spaces shared among many different types of users,
and serving many different functions. St. Petersburg
should pursue the removal of Bayshore Dr. as an
automobile centered use and create a shared use spice/
promenade along the waterfront connecting Beach Dr.
to the water without the barrier of the street. This linear
plaza space can be used to facilitate events, museum
functions, and day to day activities along the wateifront.
Stor. water treatment should also be an integral part of
the design aesthetic and an add’:onal function of the
space.

The promenade shoud ne designed to mantain the
Museum of Ene Arts (,MFA) funcionalty. This space is
.ntended to he open to automobile and service traffic and
cosec only for speca events. The multi-use nature of this
great waterfront promenade wIll require communication
and cooperation amongst its stakenolders to create
mutually sutabie operational standards and procedures
during specia events.

MA expans;on snoud be done In a way that :mproves
the Museum’s :ntegration wtn the pisc realm. This
will requre spatial coordination w:tn the Pier entry plaza
space at 2nd Ave. NE betvveen Beach and Bayshoe Dr.

• ‘-s
i, - — - .—--—.

I- - I
-.——— —

ASI—fARI DUSE PUBLIC SPA(.i I v i coni’ ii i ) b ii ‘Hi I n ilized i (tin I qrowin u ‘‘ii

5 :hu 1’ husrn to dv a bii,e i;i wak. has ito a vision of crnaling a shuied spna, along Bayshore Drive This mace will
v i ‘nh1iJ(H vei irk, 0011 viii aiv r’it’ m a wide r rirsi, n. biking, stiolling and resting a ‘iv; the ivy: u it A cui LDss
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Water’s Edge
A view from North Straub Park to
the North Yachr Basin. The park
and promenade create a barrier
free pubc space from Beach Dr to

. the water. KEY MAP
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Cri in t[io oc. to i to he Pier is ehout nreatinq nteret e,onq hr
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Developing the Pier Approach as a Place

—,

/

.
- I

?e thtg viLivQ.j

Si. Petersburo shoud rake special care to ivea the
rull value of the Pier and prov:ce community actvties
that can function as a stand-alone program and also
be associated with the Pier. A grand entry sequence
beginning at Beach Dr. should lead people onto the Pier
Uplands. A grand central pedestrian promenade should
be developed to provide direct pedestrian access to
the Spa Beach area. Shifting cars away from the water’s
enge to provide pedestrian access to the water a’ong the
perimeter of the Pier Approach is necessary to maintain the
balance between cars arid pedestrians. A market square
should also be created to provide a place to Park cars
within the context ofa large plaza space that mould be
used forThe Saturday Morning Market and other evenrs.
This marrer square area snouic aeo accommodate Ferry
and water taxi service, market pavilions, restroom, and
food and he erage serv;ces. The Museum of History’s
nhysical footprInt should be increased to accommodate
a museum expansion and provide space for a restaurant
at the Museums nort;iwest corner overlookIng the canal
and Vinoy Bas’n. Spa Beach Park should be designed to
accommodate large groups of neonle, events, daiy park
use, and he environmentally sensitive. The :emovai of
certain seav’di.s along Spa Beach Park within the Vnoy
Basin should transform the Vinoy Basin into calmer water
body and provide environmental hene6t to the park. A
restaurant and narking should be located at the root of the
Pier while mnnrriininq public access to tne water’s edoe
and vistas.
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Creating a Navigable Channel for Small Craft
Environmentai sensitivity hakinced with the need for a resiHent
waterfront makes the boating scene very dynamic. 3reakwaters shoud
he consdered to break wave action anc create a safe envronmen:
for smai craft recreationdi boaters. This hueway shoud he cart of St.
?etershurgs downtown transcota:ion and cubic space pian.. A growing
number of indivduas are usng kayaks, paddle boards, canoes and
other smaii craft for recrearionai purposes. These peopie soud have a
pDtected and safe way to get arounc the oay and var ous basins w:hn
the Downtown Waterfront, connecting rosidental con munities to
downtown attractions can make this a viahie system to consider.
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Expansion and Maintenance of Spa Beach
For many years and for many individuab, Spa Beach has served as
the local beach for downtown St. Petersburg. This beach should he
considered as an sset to the city and cared for accordingly. Regular
maintenance and beach renurishment should be considered to cHow for
this area to be as successful as it was in the past. The expansion of the
beach should also be considered as a way to activate it with programs
and activities such as beach volleybali, small craft rentals and a beach
cafe/snack bar. A plan for pop-up or rnoble vendors should also he
provided. A day at the beach can be realized with regular upkeep and a
general care for this unique gem in the cty.
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Key Actions
Baseline
• a mite m 1c;’- aT [he seawall
- F-;u rir’aucJe.1ioboatslpi;mO;

[ía si ‘at dockage
Develop n; emil and concession nodes along
the mmal at Demens Landing

r

Targeted
• Redes:qc Dernens Landing green space and

parking
• Connect 4th Ave SE to Bayshore Dr. from 1St St. S
• Provide continuous trail linkages from Bayshore Dr.

to 1st St. SE
Examine the parking lots as an infill development
site

>14

Anchor art piece

Transformational
• Redesign Saturday Morning Market parking lot into

multi-purpose plaza
Develop water taxi and cross-bay ferry terminal at
terminus of 4th Ave SE.
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Reconfiguring the Saturday Morning Market Space
The current parking ot located north ofAl Lang Stadium should he
reconfigured into a multi-use plaza space. This plaza space should he
designed as a muitifunctional space and accommodate the Saturday Morning
Market, provide parking for the pubic, and be another venue for outdoor
community events on the waterfront. This plaza should respect the Grand
Drx route and its paving and dimensiona requirements. Other poruons of the
plaza space should utilize specialty paving treatments, landscape, and water
features to create a space that is comfortabe and engaging.
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Reconfiguring the Sports and Entertainment Zone
edeveloprnent opportunLes should be pursued adjacent to the
Mahaffey Theater and Dali Museum. The existing surface parking lots
should be re-examined as opportunities for redevelopment potential.
The area located west of the Dali and south of the existing parking garage
should he reserved for Dali Museum expansion of roughly 65,000sf of
space. The existing parking garage should accommodate parking for
aOtei, Mahafly, conference/meeting facilities, and any retail. Areas north
of the parking garage and south of 4th Ave. snould be redeVeloped as
notei program with retail at the Street level. The A Lang Stadium biock,
£rom 2nd Ave. to 4th Ave. SE., should also be redeveloped with sports
associated prcgram, retail, and commercial uses. The revenae created by
this type of development can he put hack into the improvements of other
public spaces along the waterfront identfied in this document.
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Reconfiguring Bayshore Drive

Smilar to the conversion of Bayshore Dr. aong the Straub Parks,
this area of Baysnore Dr. should also be converted to a shared
space. Potions of this area should respect the crtca dimenson
reqLnrements of the Grand Prx route and not Interfere w:th the
pavIng treatments. The spaces adlacent to tne seawa should be
des:gned to accommocate pecesthans and aso create areas for
overooks. The e>:stng founzan .n front of the Mahaey Theater
should be ma;ntained as a oua;n paza soace on the water’s ecçe.
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Redesigning Demens Landing Park
Demens Landing Park should be redesigned as a multi-functional park environment.
This park should serve the boating community, park users, programmed evenis
utilizing garden amphitheater and passive recieation Reconguring the parlcing
lots and vehicular circulation to provide large contiguous green space would
allow for larger gathering to occui and provide another venue on the waterfront
to host events. The redesign needs to maintain some vehicular access to the boat
slips and marina building and boat launch and ships store at the Central Yacht
Basin. Currently there are approximately 300 parking spaces. This plan incluom
approximately 375 spaces.

Honoring the Past
Demens Landing Park played an mportant role in St. Petersburg’s African-American
community. The story of the history of the “South Mole’ shouo he included in
nierpretive signaqe and art in the park.

KEY MAP

Pro2oseci Master Fin 73



5: Bayboro & Salt Creek District
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Key Actions
Baseline
• Develop 1st Sluoc SE streetscape to 8th Ave SE
• Maintain Salt Creek with dredging program
• Create public edge at USFSP College of Marine

Science, Peninsula Dr. East & West

Targeted
• Create art icon and access to water at 1st Street

terminus
Expand USFSP Campus on west side of 3rd St. SE

Transformational
• Develop new museum institution
• Create new deep water piers
• Relocate and consolidate Coast Guard to north side

of Bayboro Harbor
DevelopCreekworks development along SaP
Creek and South side of Bayboro Harbor
DevelopTall Ships Wharf along south side of
Bayboro Harbor
Create pedestrian edge with trail link from south
side of Bayboro Harbor to Lassing Park
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Creating an Innovation District
This area of St. Petersburg has ong been den:hed with
marine sdences, aeronautical, and nautical industries, Th.s
“innovation district”should leverage the varynq similar
p ‘vate and nsttutionai uses to deveop a des:, nation for
commerce, scence, community services, arid tourism. Deep
water piers should he consdered to serve megayachts,
research vessels, and museum stes. The Coast Guard should
aso te up large vesses to me new oier ad;acent to theIr
nortoern nroperty.

Developing a Working Waterfront
‘es between the ooatng industry .n the Salt Cree.< area

and the nnovation Dstr c: should oe strengthened to take
advantage of the UnIque synergy opportuntes between It

and the Port, Coast Guard, and mar tie research rsttutions.
Salt Creek and ts assocIated boatng Industry should oe
celebrated ann ts exposure increased to the corrirnun’ty as
a place to vis;t, snop and connect to the bOatIng incustry.
Marine ieated development should occur aong Salt Cree
and the southern edge of Bayboro Harbor.

Creating Linkages to Downtown and South
Neighborhoods
1st Street SE snoLd terminate at 8th Ave SE and celeDrate
the marine and aeronautcal uses in the aea. A pedes:ran
swIng nrdge shoid be constructed a: the mouth of Salt
Cree to pro/dc the community w.th access to the areas
south of Bayhoro Harbor.
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Connections over Salt Creek
Deveopng a strong relationship with the workng waterfront, the marine science community, dowr.town and the variousneighborhoods can be faciltared in many different forms, Sidewalks, bike lanes and other phyCcal connections allow peopleto move around the city and explore the various area types that make up the waterfront. A pedestrian swing hrdqe should DCconsidered to connect over the mouth oi Salt Creek. This rnechanicf swing bridge allows for boaters to navigate the waters ofSalt Creek and also aiows pedestrians to cross over when boats are not needing to move through the mouth of Salt Creek.
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View of the new Creekworks development opportunity site from the USFSP Peninsula’s water taxi station.The Creekworks vision is an assembly of existing and new development along the south edge ofBayboroHarbo, This new development should compliment the local industry of fishing, boating and the arts
while providing an edge for tall ships. The pedestrian swing bridge is on the right side of this illustration.
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Expand Pedestrian/Public Edges
Sirni:ar to the Pier Aporoach, this area of the city also has a car dominated edge. Shifting cars away from the edge and giving
this space to pedestrans wiH create a more frieridy ann invting environment. This plan does not state that all parking shou d
he removed hut rather shfted away fom the edge. The USSP Peninsula has other areas to park cars and there areas need to he
consicered as Dart of this plan to make a more wa,kahe, livable and hosoitabie envrnrrnent cor oeople.

Port Discovery Concept
The Bayboro Harbor area should he leveraged to provde a venue that celebrates the varying uses and marit:me ndusty pound
aong :ts waterfront. The c.ty should consider an attraction along the northern ecges ohhe harbor utilizing new deep water
wharfs and per structures.
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A Gateway to the Innovation District
A strong gateway gesture should be the terminus to the view ooking south
on 1st Street S. There is a great opportunity to brand this area as the hub of
science, research and ndustry In this portion othe city. Curreniy the view
to the water and the Harborage Marina beyond is hocked and a oarkng ot
105 In the bregrour:d. Open:ng up this view and creating a gateway a,ong
1st Street S. shoud be considered to cenrate tne dtferent uses in tlns
area and promote pedestrian activity throqh here and along the edge o’
Bayboro Harbor. An anchor art nece should also be consideed for this area
to mark the research and industry in this area.
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Poynter Park Re-Imagined
Poynter Park should be le\feraged as a south end park fbi speciai events,
local gatherings and USFSP programmed activities. An opportunity for an
anchor art piece should be considered foi this area as a marker of the South
Basin, USFSP and the entrance into the working waterfront and southern
neighborhoods. Access to the water and aeas to sit under shade should ac
considered in this park environmeni.
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Key Actions
Baseline

• Develop Storrnwater treatment enhlncemel its
• Iroide clew site furnishings ilke vV(cCl ‘HUg

• Create tUestrian access paths across Beoch SE
rib the park and throughout the park

Restore water’s edge and protect the shore from
erosion

Targeted
• Provide new public restrooms
• Kayak launch at north end of park

Transformational
Provide a protected, branded multi-use trail
connecting the southern neighborhoods to the
waterfront along 3rd St. South.
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L.assing Park is located at the southern terminus of the project boundary and serves
the well-established Old Southeast and Tropical Shores Neighborhoods. The park
serves the residents of the surrounding neighborhoods weH; however, the public
engagement process did discover several ways to make the park even more successful
at serving its users. This should be accomplished through “light touch” incremental
Improvements to protect the character of the park. Seating areas throughout the
park area should be improved to be more shaded and comfortable. Accessible
pedestrian paths should hne Beach Dr. SE from 22nd Ave. SE on the south along the
eastern boundary of assinq Park, past the cul-de-sac up to 5th Ave. SE. Additonal
sidewalks should provide limited access to the water by crossIng the park east-tcewest,
being careful not to change the character of the park. New andscapng should arena
stormwatei before it flows into the bay while enhancing the beauty of the park.

This nark should d150 accommodate a restroom faclity for the comfort of park users
near the northern border of the park. Tna!y, a kayak-aunch shoad be created on tne
border of Lassing Park and the Army Reserde parcel.

Beach Dr. SE forms the western boundary of the park, and is a beautiful drve along
the bay. However, the Street lacks accessible sidewalk and crosswalk connections
between the neighoorhood and the park. New crosswaks shou’d be cons:ucted at
each cross-street along with appropriate treatments to provide for the safe crossing of
pedestrians.
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Improving the Park
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Improving Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity
To connect Lassncj Park to the Bayhoro & Salt Creek District, a muiti-pJrpose trail
should be constructed along the waterfront from the northern border of Lassing
Park along the shore between the Army Reserve station and the Coast Guard station
to ths Bayboro & Salt Creek District. This will require negotiation with the defense
agencies which operate facilities here and may involve land swaps or special design
considerations for security purposes. Regardless of the specifc structure of the
agreements which allow for the creation of the trail, such a connection would allow
continuous waterfront access to Lassing Park from the north.

Connections oetween Lassing Park and downtown are restkcted geographcaky
by Salt Creek and Bayboro Harbor. To Improve connectivity for the non-motorist, a

shared-use trail should be constructed along 3rd St. S to improve the north-south
connections to the Lassing Park area.This will provde a safer and more comfortable
journey and encourage the use of non-motorzed transportation within tfe
Downtown Waterfront.
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Section 4: Implementation Strategy &
Action Plan
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Capital Improvements Funding
sinnaji (I c).ls ul ih ropo in caplil
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iii Inicj II 1(1:

• Bisekne NoV05: 525 — 0 million
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• Transini n tiBor il C llallqo: 5100 500 nrilliun
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the tarcretecl er h ncimort: such iS thc m-docqn of
Demons Lanchrnt. Other Iniqetuct ellhdill einents irlcl
Il;nfolmliluIllcharlnte’uch is tire nt-devekipnrrnt
of the South Pain C uk or I/i nler tainrrv nt District,
v. ould he (inch 0 trouqh pubkc- privati prrtneo hrc
(P3s). Many urban waterfronts qenerate ebout $8 — $9
of private investment for every $1 of pubc investment.
in the case of Pittsburqhs Rivei life redevelopment,
after Ove years every dollar invested n riverfront parks
has attracted $32 in adjacent related development. It
is also anticipated that baseline needs and targeted
enhancements will he bnanced through a combination
offunding strateqies. City ofhciuls, staff and residents
will need to determine the most appropriate
techniques. Common funding sourcuc may include,
but not be lnited to:

“Pay-As-You-Go” Sources:

• Property taxes’general fund
• Sales tax, eq. Pennies for Pinellas
• Bed tax, e.g Tourism Development Council (TDC)

Special assessment, e.g. a Waterfront improvement
District
BusIness Improvement Distr’cts (BIDs)

• County, state, andor ederaI grants
• Parking districts
• Specal assessments
• Sales tax
• Tax Increment Financing (liFs)
• Park:mpactfees
• Grants
• User fees
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Projected funding, FY 2015 - 2020
The cey currently funds capital mpio\cmeiits p1 imanilv
throuqh its ooneiil fund (CapItal lrirprovemr’nti
Prcicjeuiq; saks tax (Per iry for Pinellas); tix Incrirnent
lirl,ncir19 (11:); ornellulse. tuncls; grant:; parl.inci
fer’hTSX bid Nix; mcI V oncl. II is anrx ipcted
ilit Ilr and otlIEl revonur ouc i could
ger Irate pprci. :rmata I’! 58,5 million for nv eel font
improvements over the ri > t five years, us follows:

Current Capital Irnprovernent Pi oqram (CIP)/ Eenns for
Pin ella;:

Item
. Cost

Seawall repair (400,000/yr) $2 Million
Trail improvements $1.5 Million
North Shore Beach, other restoration $1.5 Million
Streetscapes ($200,000/yr)
Courtesy Docks

Wayfinding and signage $500,000
Street improvements ($100,000/yr) $500,000
FDOT Trail $500,000
Sidewalk repair

Bicycle/pedestrian improvements
($25,000/yr)

Total $8,455,000

An additional $10 million may be available through
bonding of TIE revenues bnnqinq the possible
available funding toa1most $20 mk1ion for 2015 — 2020.

$1 Million

$630,000

$200,000

$125,000

‘A
Small Medium Large
Pay as you go _Grants County
Local philanth priations 5tte.

lunds •Fecteral
I Finar’c Deve,ptpentP

An Implementation Format for different types ofprojects and their
potential funding sources.
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Projected funding, FY 2020 - 2025
IL is easonable to assume that the funding sources

diner above will oenerce anorhi’r 5 10-20 mill:on in
Y 2020- 2023. Aclditioiially, the city should consider

tcr ml charge for parcels within a to-be-designated
Water front lrnpro\/ernvr it District’ (WID). Anal sir

ot H ii funding concept should he conducted to
Jeternmne options for applying a V\/iD in tm ms of
cteocrra mc area and ‘m are or aSsittSm ft rates.
WID evenuc’s could be used for operations and
irriritenairce costs as well as capital improvements.

Public-private partnerships (P3s)
V\Ihile the city focuses on improving the public
components 01 the waterfront, it is assumed that the
pi veto ;ector will invest in concessons and leases on
public land, as vvell as the neclevrlournent of adjacent
properties. Speciiic opportunities for P3s include:

Pin r District
• Restaurant/c if d at the St. Petershurq Museum of

H story
• Restaurant somewhere near the pier approach
• Market space
• Con essi rot and café dt beach ama

South Basin Cultural, 3ntrnia:nment Cistrict
• 300-room hotel
• Retal and sports-related restaurant/club on parcels

near Al Lang StadiLirn
Conference center

• Panicing structure
Canal zone restaurant and concessions

Baseline

Using a combination of private development on
municipal ground leases, city-developed spaces
leased to concessionaires, arid loint developments
trerweeri the city and private developers could
generate significant revenue over 1 5—years. In addition,
the Bayhoro Harbor/Salt Creek Dvi ct presents
opportunities at the deep-water port and airport
r operties.

Currently, lease terms are restc,cted on municio.3 s:ter
in the \A/ite rfront area. While the Dali Muse-urn as a
O0-ver Poe, most Ir are terms ace currentl\’ restniclect
by Charter to 5, 10 arid 2 -year terms. Th city mill need
to clr’trr mine the best combination of privately and
puhlicly-cle\’eloprd ares.

For the prc’ate development of major feclites such as
a hotel, it will be necessary to offer a term of at east
50-years to allow the cievr’lopers tO realize a reasonable
return. Major rcrtauiant s:tas developed privately
wiJ vvcnt a 5-ycar rare at mirrinium; if buildings cre
ch veloped by thc city tl-ieri a S to 1 0-year term should
he reasonahie.

ther the: cay 01 th prvate perle can have tire
olaIcrabon to bu2d the oncect, nut .f the tenant does, it
factors into what the rent and the minmum lease term
will be. If the city funds construction rent revenues will
be higher and lease terms lower.

Small Medium
Local initiative
Pay as you go

Comfort and design standards
enhancements, incremental
investment, quality and character

Large
Regional Support
Partnered
Financed

Target

Transform

“Project” focused activities such as
streetscape, upland parks, basin
enhancements

Inland wave protection, parking garages,
significant parks (Spa Beach), new community
cultural venues

An Implementation Format for different types ofprojects and their potential funding sources. p.
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Prioritization criteria
Iv lii’, ilu( I(ll iniil h Iiniliiiq ui

0/ill ‘I lOll 1HH 11/01 lilt I IC I i>1 5, (1, , ifl( I
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iItil’( 1’ 111111 [iC l0)1Itl/0 I. Hi IlVi[IlJ/dIli)lI ,lIl(i

till rhi 1) ul l11h’ IC li Iily(hIi iniioI by
tI’iIl’hiidi[CMlyiii iil’riiicil,willi
iiiiiii iuiiitv Ii ill. A i .‘eus watu inO aclvec:iy
oCif oiilcl e friiiicd to rip luuj tIii (ommuiliry

ill II ic iillI’)mC’iitutiOii phase of this plafl.
1 he lollurvu io clint outlines ir Iinsinciy
CIII) Id foi ronidi ilior:

Wiliitiiil.i i)iiIiiiwIl’liiiIiJi”,{’ivli(
tOll/il i,iilslii(i tliir.ll, irR (IC/I public
( l’,

• llieiii(iirIislisterliiiIhrit\’’ni’iit 5’jvn
C. dliii al Ii i1 in lvi ‘liii (I lii 1,110 H Ill

• liii piu(i miik’, a’”ioi iiiIiiil\l w “( Inilnilied
rintii’.i.”iiwxl’lislediiitlnlihli (ill/il

CIT cl Noib Ar’ liii it

I iiiiclaiq ‘ available lii IlliphI: ( lit Iii pro1rct
• A I irlvLlt( :IIiiorshi1as avnlahle to implement the

ftc) (DC I
• Tle proj ‘ci will stabili:e an r’ istincl asset ncl

prevEnt fuithr I det:rior tc:n

riiiiii

Preliminary Prioritization Criteria:

• The project advances 2 or more of the following
waterfront dimensions:

— Stewardship of the Waterfront Lnvionment: A
sustainable relationship between the natural
and buit environments

- Enhancing tha Experience of the Water:
Expanding St. Petersburg as a waterfront
destination for boaters and non-boaters

- An Active Waterfiont Parks System: Dversifying
the activities of the waterfront to meet a
growing community

- Economicaiy Vibrant Downtown Races along
the Water: Leveraging the economic potential
of in-water and upland areas along the waters
edge

- A Connected, Accessible Downtown +

Target

Transform

• The project will increase usei safety
• The project WEll generate direct revenues

Public J Private J Institutions

Local
CIP Annual Budget
CRA Annual Budgets
Bonding
Grants

Pinelias County
State of Florida
Federal

Construction delivery methods
Typical constructIon delivery methods for public
capita: improvement projects Include DeSIgn-3d-Bud,
Design-Build, and Construction Manager (CM)-at-Risk.
Wh:e mere are advantages and dsacvantages of each
method, it is strongly recommended that the city hire

Baseline

10-20 Years5-10 Ye:

A Time//ne that describes a way to implement different sizes ofprojects over time.

Philanthropy
Foundation and
AffinIty Organizations

Partnered Development
Private Development

Shared Mission
Brand Collaboration
Partnered Development

‘roDosci ii,i:e Plan 91



a CM-ar isk to manaori the phased imnIemtiu ion of
the wateiltont capital improvements ilioctuim

Operations and Maintenance Funding
It is c it cat to hind the operations and mintenance
of the watei front in order to 1) piotect the capital
:nvectmrnts, and 2) con tinue to generate m onomic
ere’rronmerral md social bc nehts or nbc city.

O& M fundsig i estimated to cost apprD\imauIv
3 5P3 oft Eipital costs annually. For examnlm the Losts
of operating and mninLinilq the Taroposd baseline,
tar ctel:ed iiliplOvE mci P will be apprOimDtel\/ $2.25-
6.25 million annually once all the projects are
constructed. Many of the pay-as-you-qo funding
sources for captal improvements (listed above) can be
used for O& M funding as well.

A VVaterfiont Cpeiations and Maintenance Hun (OMP)
should DC dev opcc! to cu.ce ho opm/mionr ccci
rnanacrc mont of the city’s waterfront. EIernent of the
OMP should in(:lude:

• Purpose/Mission (including roles Withfl tile overaK
city parks systenl

• High pefornlance ooak
• Long range vision
• Capital improvements estimate/phasing Plan
• Staffina plan

• Security plan
• Social equity plan
• Programming plan, including special events criteca

and approvai process
• Maintenance plan (including standards, repar and

replace mont sched tile)
• Annual 0 & M budget
• Revenue plar (including goals and subsidies)
• Governance plan (including decision-making

authority of cty departments, other public
agenc es, and private agencies)

• Risk rnunagenlent plan
• Markeicnq plan
• Volunteer plan
• Concession and lease agreements
• Other P3 Agreements

All Annua Performance 3vaiuation shoud be
conducted each year, culminating wto an update to
the OM to refcc: necessany catanges no the OMP

i-I
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I
l(St.lUlVi’iiiIlil)WIIIVVI1Wit(iliilHl Maslii
II iliii fiu(rssiliH (slik 1ioslruIfI(ilili1inq

UI (II UI (IV ( ii Vii ‘(1111 ,ii (II 110 liii Ui U hi.
(‘i l’.l)lii’l’.si’UIki iI,i’’ ‘J’?,iO 11(1(1 llii’’laiivvi’

lir(tVllWItliililillIf(IiU(i,,iIlrl’.Oflii[Li(”ai(i

i, iiid is dedicated 1(1 hiiiic1 iiieii shared vision
tO PC. lii IIUCIUrIS of his 1bii will loud in a iiilum

with Il(’atc I oppe 1tU iaV Ioi iCOl0 Of iH \il’ of
liIC1I)iiIfOytli(’ilWili’ifTOI(I.Hi(ifUl Ihcwuo iiUlit

IoCOlltiiiUt(’tclii.vitihtvOftIlEircuilililUllity.

the Baseline Need, birrjote iii nh,incements, and
Fianstorniutei i ol einqo provide in ap mach 0)
prim ituc’ public pIojccls. As Ii iv piai I is ill ipiernllited,

new ( hdliC(i(JO’ i1li\/ ill ‘1’ WhOS(pOteIlti,ll soii.itioiis
can he i afl)ifldd thi oi.iqh the appioich dc so beef by
this alan.

Aiiri Illi’,li(C(’s’,Ul tic (lVik(SiiIiIhI(ifitisiiVli(’(’li
iIdkioIlcv(il’vth(’wlsr’disioIl’iliidiInhli11vi’t
by Ili tv’, ioUn(fc’iS. locDy, the loqac v of iii iii

: ,i(l( 1dHf (iOlii tti pillifid fl(Cl ‘Ii\di ‘(‘1 tillS I l)iitiIlUo

to 11011.011’ the’ Downtown Walei hoi hI ilo ih ii it ote.
Ii will h’ j iui Ilic icsoiiieo that seives tin I i( P of
lu Ciivof H. t’’tul.blilc} and Si’,iiUi’ ifOlTi round the’

wild foi IfCI1C’Oit inn’ to come.

This plan alls for changes Ic) the public, iiistitutPiiP,
and irivdhi’ Prni alonij 1ii n’ tmoo U. Prom its
O\VflCi thit. in ‘ols’es Ii ial iv piyE’rs to Dung toqedier

some of the concepis in this plan. As ndiv’cluil
properties ale redeveoped 01 public Pcilties ore
updated, the opportunity to address baseline needs
should he explored. This could he as simple as
I estriping bike aries vjhen an underground utility is
ofoened for maintenance or it could be a long-term
strateg. to 5ysrematica y address a need identified in
this plan acioss the waterfront.

The challenges at the waterfront are signihcant, bus
there are many areas where people, institutions and
the city have already come together to create great
places at the Downtown Waterfront. Past successes
indicate the importance of the public, private and
institutional sectois orkirig together towards a
common vision This planning process has created a
framework that will allow the city to take a facilitating
role to implement the shared voon for the waterfrons.
Private developers should he sensitive to the role they
play in creating a successful waterfront because they
realize that development compatible with this plan wll
bring greater economic success to themselves and the
city as a whole.

To achieve the vision outined within this document,
city, institutional, and private sector leaders need to
support this framework pan to achieve success. S.
Petelsburg is fortunate to nave such a magnificent
natural resource with its shoreline along Tampa Bay.
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Carol KranickDeveloinient A)aIy,L Rudy Webb Meeting
Carol Mkkett

Miyi ‘ Offc(-’
MikeHernandez,GISAnaIyst AndyHayes

Attendees Carol Smith
Cheryl Stockowski, Project Andrew Nestor

Adam Lessen
Carolyn Hoack

Ass slant
The Honorable Rick

Anne McMullen
Adam Martin

Carolyn Warren

Kriseiisan, ‘

Vicky Davidson, Project Benjamin Diamond
Adrienne Ruga

Cathy Harrelson

Or. Kanika Tonialin, Dciiity
Assst,inl Bob Cliuruti

Albert Scafati
Chad Shakespeare

Mayoi
Brittany McMullen, PI,,nnei Brian Bailey

Alexis Foster
Charles Fitel

Kevin King, ( i of 51ff
Carlos Daniels, CarnibrlI Bud Risser

Aifredo Anthony Charles Flynt

Ben Kirby, Diiector I
1cr rsation Cs ntei Cindy Bush

Alice & Wayne Szczepanski Charles Frago

Commune ations
Carlos Frey, Lni urn flci and Cris Coffin

Alicia Conroyd
Charlie Justice

City ()Ll flcI I Stormwater M,.n,i rn nt Daryle Flamel
Alistair I lynn

Charlie Osterholt
Gary Crosby, Planner Dave Puniak

Allen Loyd
Chen Mank

Charlie Geides, Cliaii, Gary Jones, Planiier David Perlleshi
AnsandaTaylor Chris Burke

Distist 1 Jessica Eileiman, mall Emmanuel Cerl
Andrea Krzystam Chris Dominguez

James R. Kennedy, Lush ct 2 EiiiCne’ Liaison Ed Montanan
Andy Bell (liris Moore

William H. Dudley, Distort Kathryn Younkin, Deputy Estella y
Andy Manerman

Chris Scherer
Darderi Rice, Diu,tnct ‘ Zoning Official Gene Smith

Angela Rouson Clint Massey
Steve L. Kornell, Disti I( t Kim Tyre, M,irketinj & Harvard Jolly

Angela Strain Connie Keiten
Karl Nurse, Dati ict 6 Communications Helen Levine

Anne McMullin
Coiinie Kone

Weniqay M. “Newt” Newton Kimberly Hinder, Histonc Jason l{otsko
Annette Baesel Constance Price

Sr., Hilt st I f’iesecja%oriist Jay Miller
Annette Grooms Corinne Evans

Amy Foster, Vice Ch,ii, Lt.Terry Barber, Fire Jen Lathrop
Antonio Jenkins

Courtney Wallace
District 8 Pievunt on Jim King

Arnert Smith
Cyndi Forncnc’e,

Lynn Gordon, F’, k’ & Joel
Art & Marcia Ketchersin Dan Brown

C ty Staff Recreation Manager John Jackson
Art Griffith

Dan Harvey
Dave Goodwin, PIer in; Maj. Dade Carron, Police Jopie Helsen

Aubri Shauger-Haley Darren Stowe
nd En onomic DoveR pnamt Michael Connors, Public JP Getting

Bandi Murphy Dave Voner
Director Works Administrator Kent Lydecker

Barb Schottman David Ellis
Derek Kilborn, Planning Mike Dove, Nc Ibborliouci Kent Williams

Barb Thomas
David Johns

Mni (or
Aft Olisricir Kyle J Parks

8irbara Ellis
David Knowlton

Sharon Wright, Planni Pam Lee, Planner Lars Hafrier
Ben Fisher

David Perillo
Susan Ajoc, Car linLirily Paul Stellrecht, Event Lee Allen

Benjamin Hetrick David R. Punzak
Services Director Recruitment Lisa Wannemacher

Bernice Darling
Deb Close

Chris Ballestra, Rich Lesniak, Airport Logan Devicente
Beth & Neil Ellis Debbie Reeser

Development Coordination Manager Margaret Sullivan
8ev Goldstein

Debby Hill
Managing Director Richard Craft, Parks & Marilyn Olsen

Bill & Kathy Stover Debi Mazor
Robert Danielson, Director, Recreaton Superintendent Mark Johnson

Bill Adams
Debra Hempel

Marketing & Communications lick Smith, CRA Coordinator Melanie Jackson
Bill Belltone

Denise Remus
Tom Gibson, Engineerng sgt. Joe Pratt, Police Michael van Butsel

Bill Bucolo
Diana Fusco

& Capital Improvements Sgt. Randall Morton, Police Michele Cavallo
Bill Harvard

Diana Sander
Director Sophia Sorolis, Economic Michelle Bauer

Bill Heller
Diane McKinstry

Nina Mahmoudi, Marketing DevelopmenllGreenhouse Mike Harting
Bill Kast

Diane Willis
Manager Manager MingGao

BillMann
DickOliver

Mike Jefferis, Parks Thomas “Jet”Jackson, Paul Carder
Bill Stokes

Dick Rathlen
Recreat,on Director Recrealson Manager/TASCO Paul Matthews

Bill White
Don Howe

Sherry McBee, Lesure Thomas Skirchak, Paul Renker
Blakemore Kearney Donna Chen

Set vices Administrator Recreation Leader Peter Betzer
Bob Carter

Donna Marie Kostreld
Dave Metz, City Tony Leno, Event Peter Plautz

Bob Deskin
Dorothy Buckshorn

Developmenf Senio’ Recrutment Phil Graham Jr
Bob Hauch

Doug Robison
Administrator Wayne Atherholt, Arts Phillip Czarnec

Bob Hslieh Dr. Karen L. Reese
Walter Miller, Port end & Inter national lelations Rick Baker

Bonnie Agan Duane Kaufield
Mar,na Manager Manager Rob Kapusta

Brady Smith Ed Montanan
Evan Mory, Transportaton

Rose Reynolds
Brian Grogan

Elena Jancetic
& Parking Management st. Petersburg Ryan Givens

Brian lacofane
Elizabeth Ottman

Director
Area Chamber ChrisSpencer

BrianMcNeely
FrankFageSusan Jezek

Brian VanSlyke Frank Gernert
Cheryl Stacks,
Raul Quintana, C ty Architect

of Commerce Tami Simms
Brian Wright

Franklin Alves
Transpotation Manager Downtown Tee Gnizzard

Bridget Nickens
FriedaClael

Phil Whitehouse, Parks and Waterfront Tim Hughes
Bruce Fuller

G.Johansson
Recreation Superintendent Master Plan Task Tim Ramsberger

BruckNissen
Gail Eggeman

Joe Zeoli, Administration and Force Tony Collins
Bryan Eichle

Garrett TozierTravis Norton
C. Murphy Gary Grooms

Finance Manag,ng Director;
Ross Preville

Will Conroy
Calvin Samuel Gene Smith

Downtown Enterprise
Amanda E. Taylor

Will Michaels
Candice Reshef George Billias

Facilities Director
Bill HortonCate Lee, Planner
Calvin Samuel

Carl and PatTurner Gerry Moore
Nicholas Stees, Webste

Carmen Triana
Gloria Grooms

Coordnator, Marketing
Michael Shapiro
Lynn Cissna

Carol Gallagher
Grant Wood

Brian Caper, Lconomic
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Greg Wilson Justin Quinn Oretha Pope Steven Meyers ailinihility I otim itGregg Peiitz thu Warren P. Henry Summer Finck Charlie Osterholt,Gwen Man ii Ka reii Bra till lircjer PAD Baker Susan Jeze k ii wi it wi Wtc i (runt Rn csGwen Rise Katen Kovacks Pat Remus Susan Mt Gratlu uiinilitinnH. Brady Karen Lumpkin Patricia Mturplu Susan P. Golden Christy Hu’rrmann, SwcmH. Tulloch Karin l3raunsherger Patti Yarranton Susan Robertson I )iviHal Freedman Kathi F. Ward Patty Bean Susan Wade Cody LeClair, EchelonHarry Rothwell Kathleen lord Paul Bailey Tami Sirnms Constance Pike,Helen Feldman Katrjna Kaufield Paul l3oudreaux Tara Morgan uttitribility CouncilHerb PoIson Keith McCairon Paul Carder Tee Grizzard Dan Harvey Jr., DIEberth Shaefer Keith Rupp Paul Craig Teral Htlliaid David Bruzek bitEs EnercvHope Sewcll Kelly Bray Paul Geisz Tetese billiard David Metz, City of SIHoward Johnston Kelly McFrederick Paul Ries Terry Rimer Petit burpJ. Wood Kent Lydecker Paula Clair Snuitli Todd Acremann Deborah Kelley, /trIi 151.Jack F hristie l(iiii CouncIl Paula Hainmede Todd Mecklenburg PnIisbui g Arts AllianceJa( k Tunstill l(ip That titan Paula 7.itzelberger Torn Block Don Howe, DowntownJackie Dixon Lala Vi Pete Olivares Torn Lally Wcileifiont Parks FoundationJaclyn Lopez Larry Fernald Peter Crockett Tom Wallace Dr. Yvonne ScruggsJacob Diaz Laura Engleby Phil Graham Toni Whiteman Leftwich, Ccnler forJamie Day Lauren Reilly Priscilla GoodwinFerra Tomas Cavalier Cotitmutrity & EconomicJan Brizas Laurie Davison B. Swanson Tommy Garvin JusticeJanet Barriball Lawren Louli Randy Johnson Travis Norton tEd Baird, Captain America.J,nt Sin Lee I4iion Panzo Tylor Trudy Newl.tnci Cup C hampionJanice Prince Lenore Sinibaldi Rebecca F alkenberry V. Gakharn Ed Montanan, AripoitJasmina Kuljanac Linda Rothweli Rebecca Knight Valerie Hyman Advisory Committr-e /Jason Bruzzichesi Linwood Gilbert Rebecca Malloy Valerie Legqett Community Planning andJason Mctlhaney Lisa Skiver Richard Dill Van lvey Presi rvation CommissionJason Saxon Lisa Wanneniacher Richard Doyle Vicki Cooper-Naughton Elaine Mann, Ndmctiid MccliiJay Allison lii Heiiukel Richard F)arnm Victoria Paradise SoluttonsJay Marshall Logan DeVicente Richard Lawrence Walt Jaap Elite Schreiner, Historc OldJay Sokolously Lola Seifert Richard Orinan Warren Sin Not theast NeighborhoodJean S. Johnson Lori Famiglietti Rick MacAulay Warren Trio! AssociationJeff Danner tori Rice Rita Brands Will Michaels Elizabeth Markie,Jeff Rogo LouAnn Ray Rob HolDaway WiNi Rudowsky wc1rnagine.cornJeff Soward Lucille Ruga Rob Ruzicka Yann Weymouth Emily Elwyn, SI. PetersburgJeff Wolf Lucinda Johnston Robby Thompson Zach Seijas Preservation
Jeffrey Dismukes Luke Baichunas Robert Garcia Eric Carlson, DowntownJenee Skipper Lynn Cravey Robert Sivith Stakeholder Looper
Jennifer French Mackenzie Avallone Robin O’Dell Meeting Erik Smith, VislpakJerrod Mann Marilyn Olsen Robin Stirling Attendees Fred Whaley, ConcernedJerry Bean Mark Ellis Robin Young Citizens of St. PetersburgAl Bartolotta, PineliasJerry Lance Mark Feldman Rolando Maya Gail Eggeman, SaturdayJill Cloar Mark Ferrulo Rui Farias County MPO

Morning Markettee Allen, St. Petersburg
Gary Grooms, Downtown

Jim Bedinghaus Mark Guthrie Ryan Givens
Museum of History

Neighborhood Association
Jim Clees Mark Johnson Sam Falco
Jim Grant Marta Pryborowski Sandra Holsor Allen Loyd, First Night Gene Smith, ConcernedJim Nixon Mary Khosh Sandy Helsen Andrew Hayes,

Citizens of St. PetersburgJim Schottman Matthewvarbrough Sarah Craig HsyesCumming Arcnitects Gwen Reese, AfricanJoanne Bird May Deskin Sarah Smith Anne Dowling-Hess,
American HeritageAllendaleJoe and Robin Reed Melissa Newton Sharon Janis Association of St. PetersburgAnne McMullen, Doyle
/ Community Planning and

Joe Griner Michael Bindman Sharon Joy Kleitsch
Joe Pugliano Michael Morrisey Sharon Withers Wealth Management

Preservation CommissionJoe Trubacz Mike Chen Shaun Drinkard Bill Kent, George F. Young
Helen Levine, USFSPBill Stover, Museum of FineJoe Zamms-Taro Mike Milvain Shawn Macking Helen Rhymes,ArtsJohn Bagg Monica Abbott Sheila Monahan Neighborhood AffairsJohn Bowman Monica Kile Shep Massar Bob Berry, Marinetelc
Jack Tunstill, Airport

Brett Andress, Ale and theJohn Darby Musa-jaman Shepherd Grimes . Advisory CommitteeJohn Ogden Nancy Bataille Sherry Suttrich Witch
Jackie Dixon, USF Coliege ofJohn Sinibaldi Natalie Oliver Sofia Kim Brian Sweeney, Harborage Marine ScienceMarinaJohn Voisten Newt Newton Sophia Battle Jane Ferguson, Mainsail ArtBud Karins, ConcernedJopie Helsen Nicholas Napoli Stephanie Henningsen FestivalCitizens of St. PetersburgJoseph Pratt Nicholas Wise Stephanie Ruiz Jay Marshall, CommissionCarol Mickett, Mickett/Judith Bryant Nick Nicks Stephen Cundiff on Aging

Stackhouse StudiosJuli Kempner Nick Rogone Steve Came Jay Miller, J2 DevelopersCassandra Borchers, PSTAJulie Wong Norm Naughton Steve Chumbris Jeff Danner, GreerilightJustin Klinger Officer D.C. Kelly Steve Rauenul Cathy Harrelson,
Pnellas
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Jen French, C 01111011 ten

In Advocate Persons with
Ii[ii il(. its (CAP5
Jim (lees, i-Iai vw ci Jolly
Architc’c lure
Jim Neader, Cty Sports
t:onsc II itt
Hinareva Bertholon, SI.
Petit burg lntei n urInal Folk
I-i ir Society
Joe Kubkki, Past City
Ii tspoitatlon and Parking
Director
Joe Zeoli, City ct 51.
Petersburg Downtown
Enterprise Facilities
John Baqg, Kids & Kubs
John Sin ibaldi, St. Pc’tershut g
Bicycle Club
Jopie Helsen, Sailor’s Win
Joseph C. Pratt, St.
Pi’tershcirrt Police
l<arl Johaisssen, ‘Ian pion
Inn
Kathryn Howd, Public Art
Comet ission
Kent Lydecker, Museum of

re Arts
Kevin Savoi’ee, Fite’tanr
Grand Pr ix of St. Pet rshu p
Kim Green, Firestone Gland
Pnix of St. Petersburg
Kim Hinder, City of St.
Petersburg

Kimberly Leggest,
tick-ta lion olin nor City
Organizations
Kristina Aispaw, St.
F’etorsbcirg Area Chamber of
Continence
Larry Langebrake, SRI
Lindsay Cross, Threpi Bay
Estuary Prugran’
Linwood Gilbert, Appraiser
l.isa Charest, St. Pete Bicycle
and Fitness
Lisa Wells, Mainsail Art
Festival
Logan DeVincente, l-iistol’ic
Old Norti’ east Neighborhood
Assoo .ition /Wiils Fargo
Advisors
Lorraine Margeson,
F nvironrnent’alist
Lotta Baumane, St.
P c. n to rrst ona 11:01k

0, let y
Ni. Padilla, Sut tanawltv
Council/Awake Pinellas
Marilyn Olsen, Downtown
Neighborhood Association
Mark Johnson, Saturday
Mi .rnrlp Market
Matt Shapiro, Downlown

Natalie Oliver, City Bc’autlul
C urn It i’’ .i on /51. Petert,hi rq
;arden Club

Nick Nicks, St. Petersburo
Skatepsi k Alliance
Officer Robert Taylor, St.
Petersburg Police
Patty Smith, Sustio, h/by
Council
Paul Kurtz, PineCas C ounty
MPO bicycle Pdc -.trn
Advisory Comrnittrre
Paul W. Bailey, Savory Spice
Shop
Peter Betzer, St. PetersbuTg
Downtown Partnership
Peter Veytia, Red Mesa
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SAINT PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL is
lI1L

Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 21, 2015

To: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

Subject: Awarding three-year blanket purchase agreements to Times Publishing Company dba
Tampa Bay Times and Tampa Media Group, Inc. dba Tampa Tribune and for newspaper
advertisements at a combined annual amount not to exceed $150,000.

Explanation: The vendors will run advertisements which include public notices and hearings,
notices for City elections, ordinance and zoning notices and hearings, special assessments, notices
to taxpayers, notices of intent, orders to show cause and notices to bidders. They will also run
classified advertisements including advertisements for employment, grant notices, inserts, and
special events. Retail advertisements will also be placed for special events, shows, and festivals.
The primary users of these are agreements are the City Clerk, Water Resources and Sanitation
departments.

The Procurement Department recommends for award:

Newspaper Advertising $1 50,000
Times Publishing Company
Tampa Tribune

The vendors meet the terms and conditions of RFP No. 7822 dated February 18, 2015. Blanket
purchase agreements will be issued and will be binding only for the actual advertisements placed.
Amounts paid to awardees pursuant to these agreements shall not exceed a combined total of
$1 50,000 during the term of the agreements. The agreements will be effective through May 31,
2018.

CostlFundinglAssessment Information: Funds have been previously appropriated in the General
Fund (0001), Parks and Recreation Department (190) [$18,000], City Clerk Department (210)
[$27,000], Sanitation Operating Fund (4021), Neighborhood Services Demolition (110) [$15,000],
Water Resources Operating Fund (4001), Water Resources Department (420) [$19,000], Law
Enforcement Trust Fund (1023), Police Department (140) [$6,000], and other departments such as
Planning and Economic Development (370) [$7,000], Billing and Collections (350) [$4,000],
Downtown Enterprise Facilities (282) [$3,700].

Attachments: Price Schedule
Resolution

Approvals:

Budget



Price Schedule
915-71 Newspaper Advertising

Item Description 2015

ST PETERSBURG TIMES

Employment Classified (per line)*

Sunday $19.45

Daily 14.60

2 Legal ROP (per inch)

Sunday (City & State) 61.45

Daily (City & State) 56.80

3 Legal Classified Liners (per line)

Sunday (South Pinellas) 4.29

Daily (South Pinellas) 3.30

4 Retail Advertising (per inch)**

City and State, Thurs, - Sat 118.00

ROP, Thurs - Sun 193.00

St. Petersburg Times - Sun -

St. Petersburg Times - Wed -

Main — Sunday 219.00

TAMPA TRIBUNE

Employment (per line)*

Sunday Full Run 23.50

Daily Full Run 23.50

2 Legal ROP (per inch)

Sunday 117.65

Daily 91.46

3 Legal Classified Liners (per line)**

Sunday Full Run 8.35

Daily Full Run 8.35

4 Legal Classified Display Ads (per inch) 157.10

5 Retail Advertising (per inch)*

ROP Mon — Wed 96.00

ROP Thu - Fri 96.00

ROP Saturday -

ROP Sunday 135.00



A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BIDS AND
APPROVING THE AWARD OF THREE-YEAR
AGREEMENTS (BLANKET AGREEMENTS)
TO THE TIMES PUBLISHING COMPANY
D/B/A TAMPA BAY TIMES AND TAMPA
MEDIA GROUP, INC. D/B/A TAMPA TRIBUNE
FOR NEWSPAPER ADVERTISEMENTS AT A
COMBINED ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$150,000; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR
MAYOR’S DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE
THESE TRANSACTIONS; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department received two
bids for newspaper advertisements pursuant to RFP No. 7822 dated February 18, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the Times Publishing Company d/b/a Tampa Bay Times and Tampa
Media Group, Inc. d/b/a Tampa Tribune have met the specifications, terms and conditions of
RFP No. 7822; and

WHEREAS, the Procurement & Supply Management Department recommends
approval of these awards.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
St. Petersburg, Florida that the bids and award of three-year agreements (Blanket Agreements) to
the Times Publishing Company d/b/a Tampa Bay Times and Tampa Media Group, Inc. d/b/a
Tampa Tribune for newspaper advertisements at a combined annual cost to exceed $150,000 is
hereby approved and the Mayor or Mayor’s designee is authorized to execute all documents
necessary to effectuate these transactions; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these agreements will be effective through
May 31, 2018.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

Approved as to Form and Substance:

City Attorny (Designee)

































ST. PETERSBURG CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda

Meeting of May 21, 2015

TO: The Honorable Charlie Gerdes, Chair, and Members of City Council

SUBJECT: A Resolution approving the “2014 Annual Report for the Intown Areawide
Development of Regional Impact” (IADRI)

EXPLANATION: An approved Development of Regional Impact (DRI) is required to submit an
annual report describing development activity within the DRI during the past year. Attached is the
annual report that has been prepared consistent with the requirements of Section 380.06, Florida
Statutes and the Development Order for the Intown Areawide DRI. The reporting period is from
1/30/2014 to 1/29/2015. The report indicates that development activity is in compliance with the
adopted Development Order.

In 2014, the City issued 402 building permits in IADRI totaling more than $107 million. Nearly all of
the new investment is concentrated in the multifamily sector, totaling 739 units. These include The
Hermitage (348 units), Residences at 330 (357 units), and Arlington Apartments (34 units). The
Hermitage (2,000 SF) and Residences at 330 (6,602 SF) also contributed more than 8,600 SF of
retail. The remaining permits were for renovations to existing buildings. Through the issuance of
demolition permits, more than 16,900 SF of office, 2,240 SF of retail and 6 dwellings were removed
within the lntown Areawide DRI. The net effect of this permitting activity on the IADRI
development capacity is indicated in Exhibits B through D.

During 2014, the Development Review Commission, Community Redevelopment Agency and/or
City Administration approved the following site plans within the Intown Areawide DRI:

O.N.E. (145 4th Ave NE) 72 units
One St. Petersburg (100 blk Central Aye) 253 DUs/173 hotel rooms/10,000 SF retail
Free Clinic Women’s Shelter (808 4th Ave N) 50 beds
Office Building (456 4th

St N) 9,500 SF
Bliss Condos (176 4th Ave NE) 29 units
Salvador (200 blk 5th Ave 5) 74 units

A1TACHMENTS:

APPROVALS:

Administrative:

Resolution and Annual Report

Legal:



RESOLUTION NO._________

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE “2014 ANNUAL REPORT FOR THE
INTOWN AREAWIDE DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT”; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED By the City Council of the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, that pursuant to
Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, and Ordinance No. 1072-F, adopting the Intown Areawide
Development of Regional Impact Development Order, the Council approves the “2014 Annual
Report for the Intown Areawide Development of Regional Impact.”

This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROV AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

City Attorney (designee)



2014 ANNUAL REPORT

Intown Areawide
Development of Regional Impact

(DRI #97)

a—
st.petershurg
www. stpete - org

AprI 24, 2015
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INTOWN AREAWIDE DRI
2014 ANNUAL STATUS REPORT

1) Describe any changes made in the proposed plan of development, phasing, or in the
representations contained in the Application for Development Approval since the
Development of Regional Impact received approval. Note any actions (substantial
deviation determinations) taken by local government to address these changes.

The original Development Order (Ordinance #1072-F) was adopted by the City of St.
Petersburg on February 2, 1989. The first amendment of the Development Order
(Ordinance #21-G) was adopted by the City of St. Petersburg on July 16, 1992, and
adopted as amended on October 1, 1992. Ordinance #21-G made only one change to
the original Development Order in Section V.B.l., pertaining to the timing of
transportation mitigation projects in Phase I and stating that all Phase I roadway
improvements shall be completed prior to the issuance of any construction permits for
Phase II. The Intown Areawide DRI is still in the first phase of development.

The second amendment to the Development Order (Ordinance #709-G) was adopted by
the City of St. Petersburg on January 6, 2005. Ordinance #709-G made two changes to
the Development Order in Section 13: 1) extending the buildout date of the DRI from
December 31, 2000 to December 30, 2010; and 2) extending the expiration date of the
DRI from December 31, 2005 to December 30, 2010. (Subsequent actions by the Florida
Legislature as well as through Executive Orders by the governor extended all DRls in the
state by three years in 2007, and then by four years in 2011, and finally by two years in
2012. Consequently, the expiration date of the Intown Areawide DRI is now December
30, 2019.)

The third amendment to the Development Order (Ordinance 852-G) was adopted by the
City of St. Petersburg on September 18, 2007, to clarify the requirements to reserve
development capacity. The amendment reserves IADRI capacity at the time a building
permit is approved. To maintain that reservation the project must begin vertical
construction within 6 months of permitting.

In 2008, the City of St Petersburg executed a tradeoff in development capacity to
accommodate the numerous residential site plan approvals within the IADRI. The
tradeoff included the development needs of LFC-SP Development (Harborside), which
was proposed to replace Urban Edge in the 300 block of 4th Avenue South, added 124
dwelling units, 16,000 SF of retail, 70 rooms of assisted living and 40 rooms of skilled
nursing above what the City approved for Urban Edge (see September 3, 2008, Memo
entitled ‘9ntown Areawide DRI-Tradeoff for LFC-SP Development.”)

In 2009, the City of St. Petersburg subsequently rescinded the tradeoff in development
capacity because it was made unnecessary by two events. First, the developer of
Harborside cancelled the project in June 2009 citing borrowing difficulties in the current
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lending environment. Also, the two-year grandfathering of approved site plans in IADRI
enabled by the third amendment to the Development Order expired in November 2009.
Both of these events leave significant remaining capacity to accommodate the project if
it is resurrected in the future as well as other downtown projects.

In 2012, the City executed a tradeoff to increase the amount of residential capacity
available in IADRI. With more than 1,200 dwelling units approved since May 2012, it
was necessary to provide developers certainty that capacity would be available before
preparing and submitting construction documents for building permit approval. To that
end, the City added 816 dwelling units to its residential capacity by trading-off 168,526
SF of retail/sales from its prior 866,510 SF capacity. The net result of the action yielded
an amended capacity of 1,483 dwelling units and 697,984 SF of retail /sales. After
including building activity in 2012, the remaining capacity in these two land use
categories is 1,388 dwelling units and 722,290 SF.

In 2014, the City executed a tradeoff to increase by 2,000 units the amount of
residential capacity available in IADRI. The City added the residential capacity by
trading-off 414,343 SF of retail/sales. The net result of the action yielded an amended
remaining capacity of 2,613 dwelling units and 297,839 SF of retail /sales at the date of
trade in August 2014. After including building activity in 2014, the remaining capacity in
these two land use categories is 1,880 dwelling units and 278,477 SF.

la) Describe changes in the plan of development or phasing for the reporting year and for
the subsequent years.

None.

ib) State any known incremental DRI applications for development approval or requests
for a substantial deviation determination that were filed in the reporting year and to
be filed during the next year.

None.

ic) Attach a copy of any notice of the adoption of a development order or the subsequent
modification of an adopted development order that was recorded by the developer
pursuant to Paragraph 380.06(15)(f), F.S.

None.

2) Has there been a change in local government jurisdiction for any portion of the
development since the development order was issued? If so, has the annexing local
government adopted a new Development of Regional Impact development order for
the project? Provide a copy of the order adopted by the annexing local government.
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No.

3) Provide copies of any revised master plans, incremental site plans, etc., not previously
submitted.

No changes to the master plan occurred during the reporting period.

4) Provide a summary comparison of development activity proposed and actually
conducted for the reporting year as well as a cumulative total of development
proposed and actually conducted to date.

No specific development activity was proposed in the Development Order.
Development activity is to occur as market conditions allow over the life of the D.O.

5) Have any undeveloped tracts of land in the development (other than individual single
family lots) been sold to a separate entity or developer? If so, identify tract, its size,
and the buyer. Provide maps which show the tracts involved.

This information is not relevant to an Areawide DRI.

6) Describe any lands purchased or optioned adjacent to the original Development of
Regional Impact site subsequent to issuance of the development order. Identify such
land, its size, and intended use on a site plan and map.

This information is not relevant to an Areawide DRI.

7) List any substantial local, state, and federal permits which have been obtained,
applied for, or denied during this reporting period. Specify the agency, type of permit,
and duty for each.

Attached as Exhibits C and E which summarize building permits issued, site plans
approved and demolition permits granted within the IADRI in 2013.

8) Provide a list specifying each development order condition and each developer
commitment as contained in the ADA and state how and when each condition or
commitment has been complied with during the annual reporting period.

Attached as Exhibit A.

9) Provide any information that is specifically required by the development order to be
included in the annual report.
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As required in Section 10.2 of the Intown Areawide DRI Development Order the
following summaries are provided:

a. Authorized development within the DRI, for the past reporting year and
cumulatively is attached as Exhibit D.

b. Remaining surplus development capacities within the established thresholds are
attached as Exhibit B.

10) Provide a statement certifying that all persons have been sent copies of the annual
report in conformance with Subsections 380.06(15) and (18), F.S

Person completing the questionnaire:

Name: Rick D. Smith, AICP & CEcD

Title: CRA Coordinator

Representing: City of St. Petersburg

Address: Planning and Economic Development Department
One 4th Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33701
Phone: (727) 893-7106
Fax: (727) 892-5465
E-mail: rick.smith@stpete.org

This statement is to certify that the following agencies have been sent a copy of this report on
May 27, 2015, by U.S. mail.

Signed:

1. Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
2. Florida Department of Economic Opportunity
3. Florida Department of Environmental Protection
4. Southwest Florida Water Management District
5. Florida Department of Transportation
6. United States Army Corps of Engineers
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EXHIBITA

Development Order Conditions Assessment
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2014 CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT REPORT
Intown Areawide DRI

Section V. A. — Land Use

V.A.1. Response:

No changes.

V.A.2. Response:

None.

V.A.3. Response:

Attached as Exhibits C and D.

V.A.4. Response:

Attached as Exhibits C and D. There are no approved advanced reservations.

V.A.5. Response:

In 2012, the City executed a tradeoff to increase the amount of residential capacity available in
IADRI. With more than 1,200 dwelling units approved since May 2012, it was necessary to
provide developers certainty that capacity would be available before preparing and submitting
construction documents for building permit approval. To that end, the City added 816 dwelling
units to its residential capacity by trading-off 168,526 SF of retail/sales from its prior 866,510 SF
capacity. The net result of the action yielded an amended capacity of 1,483 dwelling units and
697,984 SF of retail /sales (see November 30, 2012, memo entitled “Intown Areawide DRI-Land
Use Trade-Off to Add Residential Capacity). After including building activity in 2012, the
remaining capacity in these two land use categories is 1,388 dwelling units and 722,290 SF (see
Exhibit D).

In 2014, the City executed a tradeoff to increase by 2,000 units the amount of residential
capacity available in IADRI. The City added the residential capacity by trading-off 414,343 SF of
retail/sales. The net result of the action yielded an amended capacity of 2,613 dwelling units
and 297,839 SF of retail /sales at the date of trade in August 2014. After including building
activity in 2014, the remaining capacity in these two land use categories is 1,880 dwelling units
and 291,207 SF.
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Section V. B. — Transportation

V.B.1. Response:

The Dr. Martin Luther I<ing, Jr. Street North (9th Street North) and 22nd Avenue North
intersection is operating at LOS C and, thus, will not require improvement as this time. Funding
has been provided to construct pedestrian safety improvements for the intersection. The 54th
Avenue North widening between Haines Road and 1-275 has been completed.

V.B.2. Response:

No activity has occurred related to Phase II transportation improvements.

V.8.3. Response:

No activity has occurred related to Phase Ill transportation Improvements.

V.B.4. Response:

Since Phase I of IADRI has not yet been completed, no Chapter 380.06 transportation network
analysis has been conducted.

V.B.5. Response:

The City is in the process of implementing a multi-tiered program of transit service
improvements in downtown St. Petersburg and along the Central Avenue corridor to areas
located west of downtown. The first tier was implemented in 2005, when the City worked with
the Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority (PSTA) to improve the Downtown Looper Trolley by
decreasing headways to 15 minutes and reducing the fare per trip to 25 cents.

The second tier was implemented in 2009 when the City and PSTA initiated the Central Avenue
Trolley Shuttle between the Grand Central Terminal and The Pier. The Central Avenue Trolley
service was expanded in 2011 to provide residents and visitors a “one-seat” ride from the St.
Petersburg Pier to Pass-a-Grille Beach. The service is a combination of routes previously served
by the Pier Trolley, the Looper Group’s Central Avenue Shuttle, PSTA’s Route 35 and the
Suncoast Beach Trolley. This improved service features extended hours of service for the
Central Avenue Trolley making it easy for riders to enjoy evening visits to the shops, attractions
and restaurants in downtown St. Petersburg and along Central Avenue and Gulf Boulevard. The
Central Avenue Trolley also features a new multi-zone fare system that offers free transport
between the Pier and Sundial, a $0.50 fare between Sundial and PSTA’s Grand Central Station
and regular PSTA fares between Grand Central Station and Pass-a-Grille.
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Bus Rapid Transit

The third tier in the program involves the development of a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service
along 1st Avenues North and South. Since the early 2000s, the City, County and PSTA as well as
other stakeholders in Pinellas County have been actively working to develop the area’s first BRT
project. The goals of the project are to develop and implement a successful BRT project along
St. Petersburg’s Central Avenue corridor that supports local revitalization and economic
development plans; improves long-term livability; enhances safety and access for pedestrians
and bicyclists; attracts new ridership; supports the unique character of the area; and provides
service in a cost-effective manner. To date, an alternatives analysis has been completed. The
BRT project will connect downtown St. Petersburg to St. Pete Beach on the Gulf of Mexico and
will provide service to major destinations in downtown St. Petersburg such the Central Business
District, museums, Duke Energy Center for the Arts, Al Lang Stadium, University of South
Florida-St. Petersburg and the Bayfront Medical Center/All Children’s Hospital medical district
along 6th Avenue South. The City is in the process of improving pedestrian connections between
1st Avenues North and South (one-way pairs) and the Central Avenue corridor in preparation for
the BRT.

Total BRT project costs are expected to be in the $30-35 million range, but this budget will be
further refined in the engineering analysis. The vision of the Central Avenue BRT is to support
local efforts to create a transit-friendly, pedestrian oriented development pattern by
coordinating with other local initiatives such as the Comprehensive Plan, the Vision 2020 plan,
the Central Avenue Revitalization Plan, and the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. This transit
enhancement will connect to an improving PSTA bus system as well as provide the opportunity
for coordination with regional transit initiatives. The City has identified sites for BRT stops
throughout the projected service area, in addition to Downtown. The City and PSTA are
working together to identify potential funding sources for the service.

In preparation for the Central Avenue BRT service, the City has applied for and been awarded
$975,000 in Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grants to implement the Central Avenue BRT
Corridor Enhancement Project. The City has also programmed $1 million in local funding as a
match for the federal grants and the PSTA is contributing $300,000 towards station
development. The Central Avenue BRT Corridor Enhancement Project has several components.
A Steering Committee has been formed to guide the Central Avenue BRT Corridor Enhancement
Project and the work of the Arts Project Committee and Technical Committee. The Arts Project
Committee oversees an artistic team that was selected to develop an artistic theme for the
Central Avenue corridor. City Council approved the artistic theme in 2014. It is anticipated that
this theme will influence the design of transit facilities and other capital improvements along
the Central Avenue corridor. Artistic transit shelters and stops are planned to be installed on
both sides of Central Avenue at 4th Street, Dr. ML King Jr. Street, 16th Street, 22nd Street, 49th
Street, 58th Street and 66th Street, along with enhanced transit facilities could include shelter
flatwork, trash receptacles, posted transit information, bike racks, kiosk with video screen that
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provides community information, as well as artwork and landscaping. The artistic transit
shelters and stops will serve the Central Avenue Trolley.

The Technical Committee has met several times to review the transit stop locations along
Central Avenue and the 1st Avenues and determine which side of the street would be most
appropriate for the new transit facilities. The City’s Engineering Department has surveyed all of
the transit stop locations along Central Avenue and the 1st Avenues. The Technical Committee
has reviewed enhanced shelters that are used in other US cities and countries to determine
what may be appropriate for the BRT route.

Enhanced transit shelters are planned for the northern side of 1st Avenue North and the
southern side of 1st Avenue South. The enhanced shelters will be located at the Midcore
parking garage, 4th Street, Dr. ML King Jr. Street, 16th Street, 22nd Street and 28th Street.
Each shelter will probably have a similar appearance but may differ in size depending on their
location. The City’s and PSTA’s goal is to develop attractive shelters that provide a comfortable
and pleasant environment for transit riders. The artistic theme that is developed for the
Central Avenue corridor will influence the design of the enhanced shelters. The enhanced
shelters will include trash receptacles, bike racks, posted bus information and may include a
monument to identify the service as well as artwork and landscaping. The enhanced shelters
will provide an immediate benefit to PSTA’s riders that utilize the popular transit routes that
operate along 1st Avenues North and South such as Routes 18 and 52. Pedestrian
improvements may also be identified at certain locations, and could include brick imprinted
crosswalks, sidewalk improvements, ADA ramps and bulbouts at intersections that will reduce
the crossing distance.

Mixed-Use Transportation Facility

To support the trolley and BRT transit plans, the City is planning to relocate its downtown PSTA
transit hub at Williams Park to a new transportation facility, and is investigating several
locations. The City has determined that a new transfer operation at an attractive, safe and
service oriented site with more amenities could encourage new ridership amongst residents
and visitors and help the City reclaim the recreation/open space land use of Williams Park. A
new downtown transportation center would contribute significantly toward creating a transit
system everyone can access throughout downtown, the city and region.

During 2009, the City began identifying sites for its Downtown Transportation Facility, a portion
of which was approved for funding with tax increment financing as part of the 2005
amendments to the IRP. Consultant Parsons Brinkerhoff initially identified twenty sites, and
after combining several adjacent sites, the list was culled to seventeen (17) sites. These sites
were evaluated as to their potential to serve as: 1) a traditional transit terminal; 2) a mixed-use
joint development project that contains commercial and/or residential development and
parking; 3) a multi-modal facility; and 4) an on-street transit mall. Sites within the lntown tax
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increment financing district, which is the City’s desired area for such a facility, were given
special consideration.

Based on the site selection process, six (6) sites were identified for further study and
evaluation. Based on input from the Planning and Visioning Commission (now the Community
Planning and Preservation Commission) and the general public and communication between
City staff and the property owners of the selected sites, three sites were removed from the list.
The remaining sites include:

Site A Pheil Hotel Site (block between 4th and 5th Streets and between Central Avenue
and 1st Avenue South)

Site B 600 block of Central Avenue (block between 6th and 7th Streets and between
Central Avenue and 1st Avenue South)

Site C American Stage/Echelon Building Site (block between 3rd and 4th Streets and
between 2nd and 3rd Avenues South)

The City is currently working with PSTA to reevaluate the potential use of these sites for a
downtown transit terminal in coordination with PSTA’s Community Bus Plan and changes that
have occurred in the downtown area since the original evaluation was conducted.

The City of St. Petersburg continues crosswalk, signalization and pedestrian/bicycle
improvements throughout IADRI. These projects continue pedestrian and multimodal
improvements made over the last few years, including the extension of Pinellas Trail into
Downtown in 2008 and the construction of streetscape improvements along Beach Drive NE
and 2’ Avenue NE to support the revitalization of the Core in general and Sundial in particular.
Second Avenue South has been converted to a two-way street between Street and loth

Street.

The Transportation and Parking Management Department is embarking on the first of a three-
phase intersection bulb-out plan for Downtown. City Council has approved capital improvement
funding to provide these intersection modifications along Beach Drive, Central Avenue and 1st
Street. The Department has also applied for Florida DOT Safety funding to provide additional
intersection bulb-outs along 3rd Street and 4th Street. The three phases are expected to cost
more than $530,000.

The intersection bulb-out improvements is part of the City’s “Downtown Complete Streets
Program”, which is a long-term strategy to implement a transportation network that accounts
for roadway users at every stage of transportation project development. The goal is for people
of all ages and abilities to safely move along and across streets regardless of how they choose
to travel. “Complete Streets” makes it easy to cross the street, walk to shops, and bicycle to
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work. Intersection bulb-outs are an integral component of our complete streets plan that
directly addresses traffic safety by reducing severe and fatal crashes.

More streetscape improvements are on the way in the western part of IADRI along the Central
Avenue Corridor. In late 2009, the City amended the Intown West Redevelopment Plan to allow
the use of TIE revenues from the Intown West redevelopment trust fund to implement
streetscaping improvements within public rights-of-way such as installation of traffic mast
arms, landscaping and street trees, enhancements to transit sites, bike lanes, wayfinding
signage and decorative sidewalk improvements. The work, which began in 2011, focused
primarily on First Avenues North and South and Central Avenue between Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. Street and 16th Street and was completed in early 2013.

Section V. C. — Public Facilities and Services

V.C.1. Response:

The City’s commitment to provide police, fire, EMS rescue, potable and non-potable water,
sewer and solid waste services to IADRI remains intact.

V.C.2. Response:

Review for emergency access is a routine City review function applicable to all development
activity.

V.C.3. Response:

All private property connections to City services are reviewed and inspected by the City.
Providing adequate fire flows is required of all development.

V.C.4. Response:

Capacity for water, wastewater, solid waste and electrical service for the IADRI is provided by
the responsible service entities consistent with the requirements of the IADRI.

V.C.5. Response:

The City continues to supply water to the Intown Areawide DRI consistent with all local and
regional regulations and policies.

V.C.6. Response:

The City continues to supply wastewater service to the Intown Areawide DRI consistent with
federal, state and local regulations and policies. The City routinely undertakes future-needs
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studies based on projections of development capacity in the IADRI and environs.

V.C.7. Response:

The City continues to collect and dispose of solid waste in the Intown Areawide DRI consistent
with federal, state and local regulations and policies.

V.C.8. Response:

Assessment of electrical service availability is a routine development review and inspection
function of the City in cooperation with Duke Energy.

V.C.9. Response:

The City uses the Florida Energy Efficient Building Code as the standard for review of building

plans.

Section V.0. - STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

V.D.1. Response:

The City adopted a drainage ordinance on December 20, 1990 (Ord. #2017-F). That ordinance

requires treatment of stormwater quantity and quality in a manner that exceeds SWFWMD
regulations. A stormwater management master plan for the entire City was completed in 1995.

The plan was developed to identify stormwater improvements needed to achieve consistency
with all applicable state, federal and local regulations. Regular cleaning of public streets and
parking lots is an ongoing part of the City’s overall stormwater management program.

V.D.2. Response:

As of January 1, 1990, the City began assessing property owners a monthly stormwater utility

fee. The stormwater utility fee was increased by 11% in 2001. In 2002, the City Council
approved Ordinance #566-G, amending the stormwater management system utility fee
reducing the fee for privately owned (such as non-single family residential) and operated
stormwater management systems as well as those properties that do not contribute
stormwater runoff directly or indirectly into the City’s stormwater management systems. The

City also established a uniform schedule of utility rates as well as a fee for non-single family

residential parcels.

In October, 2004, the stormwater utility fee was increased to $6.00 per single family unit as a
result of the adoption of Ordinance #684-G. This amount is revised each October by an amount

equal to the increase in the Consumer Price Index.
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V.D.3. Response:

Internal drainage facilities are the responsibility of the property owner.

V.D.4. Response:

A Policy in the Comprehensive Plan recommends payment in lieu of drainage improvements for
development sites (e.g. in the IADRI area) with limitations to incorporate water quantity and
quality controls systems on site. The drainage ordinance was subsequently amended to include
the payment in lieu option. The 11-acre lake (Mirror Lake) was designated a water quality
treatment site for use of stormwater treatment by an Alum injection system. The system is
used to purify untreated water offsite from developments in the IADRI area. Construction was
completed in 2000. One of the goals of the project is to reduce the nitrogen loading (by almost
80 percent) into Tampa Bay, which is also a goal of the Tampa Bay Estuary Program.

V.D.5. Response:

All the options described in this condition designed to improve stormwater quality, including
use of porous pavement, rooftop storage, offsite improvements, and additional erosion and
sediment controls, are available to developers in the DRI provided they meet the minimum
requirements of City and SWFWMD regulations.

V.D.6. Response:

Provision of maintenance easements for drainage facilities has not been necessary to date.

Section V. E. — Architectural, Historic and Archaeological Resources

V.E.1. Response:

Historic Preservation Ordinance #832-F and Ordinance #567-F are still in place and continue to
be enforced. In 2010, City Council authorized the Community Preservation Commission and
Staff to undertake an extensive review of the ordinance. Several subcommittees met
throughout 2010 and into 2012, and studied various issues affecting the City’s historic
preservation program, such as transfer of development rights, economic incentives, landmark
designation and notification requirements, archaeology and public involvement. Each
subcommittee formulated recommendations. City Staff has evaluated these recommendations
and prepared responses. City Council is expected to take action on the recommendations in
2015.

V.E.2. Response:

No discovery of archaeological resources has occurred during the reporting period. In 2014, the
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City designated the Lang Court Subdivision, which is located in the 700 block of 4tu, Avenue
North, as a Local Register Historic District.

V.E.3. Response:

The following properties determined eligible or listed on the National Register of Historic Places
located within the Intown Areawide DRI had exterior alterations or demolition done during this
reporting period.

1. St. Petersburg Federal Savings and Loan (556 Central Avenue). The building is a Local
Historic Landmark and a contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National
Register Historic District. The City approved a roof replacement.

2. Detroit Hotel (215 Central Avenue). The building is a Local Historic Landmark and a
contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District.
The City approved installation of an external HVAC unit.

3. Comfort Station #1. The building is a Local Historic Landmark and a contributing building
to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District. The City approved
substantial repair and historically appropriate renovations.

4. First United Methodist (212 3td Avenue North). The building is a Local Historic
Landmark, individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places and a
contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District.
The City approved roof repair and replacement, rehabilitation of portions of masonry
brick exterior, and window rehabilitation.

5. Binnie Bishop Hotel (260 1st Avenue North). The building is a Local Historic Landmark
and a contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic
District. The City approved exterior signage and a door replacement.

6. The Pier Hotel (253 2 Avenue North). The building is a Local Historic Landmark and a
contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District.
The City approved fire protection devices.

7. The Coliseum (535 5th Avenue North). The building is a Local Historic Landmark and a
contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District.
The City approved replacement windows.

8. S.H. Kress Building (475 Central Avenue). The building is a Local Historic Landmark,
individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places and a contributing building
to the Downtown St. Petersburg National Register Historic District. The City approved
minor modifications to the building entrance as well as installation of a blade sign.
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9. St. Petersburg Shuffleboard Court (536 4” Avenue North). The building is a Local
Historic Landmark and a contributing building to the Downtown St. Petersburg National
Register Historic District. The City approved installation of a sign.

Section V. F. Hazardous Waste

V.F.1. Response:

Compliance with Ordinances 937-F and 938-F is required of all development in the City. No
permitting of hazardous materials storage, handling or transporting has been required in the
IADRI.

Section V. G. — Recreation and Open Space

V.G.1. Response:

No displacement of recreational lands has occurred. By amendments to the tax increment
financing fund for lntown Community Redevelopment Plan in 2005 and 2006, the City of St.
Petersburg expended over $2.5 million to improve the Waterfront Park system, including the
development of a plaza separating the Mahaffey Theater and the new Salvador Dali Museum
that opened on January 11, 2011, on the former Bayfrant Center site. (Some of this funding
was spent to build Albert Whitted Park on three acres of former parking east of the Mahaffey
Theater. This lot is located just outside of the IADRI boundaries but within the Intown

Redevelopment Area.) The Plaza was completed in 2010 in advance of the Dali’s grand opening,
which occurred on January 11, 2011.

Since 2013, significant progress has been made in the development of the first overall plan for
the downtown waterfront, which is required by a voter-approved 2011 amendment to the City
Charter requiring City Council to “develop and approve an inclusive Downtown Waterfront
Master Plan by July 1, 2015.” In 2013, an Advisory Panel of the Urban Land Institute convened
from September 29 to October 4 and completed its Report in January 2014. A Request for
Qualifications (RFQ) for consulting services was issued by the City on December 6, 2013 and 18
responses were received by the January 17, 2014 deadline.

In March 2014, the City selected the consulting firm AECOM to prepare the Plan, in part
because of their proposed planning process which included extensive community outreach and
comprehensive tools for soliciting public input. During the summer and fall of 2014, AECOM and
the City of St. Petersburg embarked on an intensive community outreach and public input
process, which included a public kickoff event in September with four walking audits of the
different waterfront park segments from Coffee Pot Bayou to Lassing Park. In addition, AECOM
convened five downtown waterfront-area community meetings and reached out to City

residents throughout St. Petersburg by holding meetings in the North End, West Side, Greater
Pinellas Point and Midtown. In addition, the waterfront master planning effort included an
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Interactive youth workshop with youth bused in from five community centers around the city, a
mailed survey, charrette-based workshops, twenty community stakeholder meetings, and three
City Council workshops.

From this input, AECOM prepared a proposed Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (DWMP) in
early 2015. The proposed DWMP will serve as an implementation strategy that identifies and
guides needed protections, enhancements, and development efforts along the downtown

waterfront. Areas such as the Pier uplands, Bayboro Harbor, and the South Basin are
recommended for substantial further planning and improvement (targeted improvements and
transformative change). Smaller scale or baseline improvements are also identified in the
DWMP, including bike share, bike lanes, additional boat slips, and stormwater quality
improvements. These types of improvements can be made in small increments over time and
are included in current CIP budgets.

The DWMP is currently scheduled for adoption by City Council on May 21, 2015.

Section V. H. — Hurricane Evacuation

V.H.1. Response:

No development has occurred that is subject to this D.O. condition for evacuation plans.

Section V. I. - Housing

V.1.1. Response:

No dwelling units in the IADRI were demolished in 2014 as a result of City acquisition.

V.1.2. Response:

Through the variety of programs available, residents who are displaced as part of private
development have the opportunity to relocate to safe, suitable housing in the vicinity of IADRI.

V.1.3. Response:

See attached Exhibit D.

V.1.4. Response:

Investigation of housing programs is an ongoing effort. The Housing Department is responsible
for creating and implementing housing rehabilitation and development projects and programs.
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The City has developed a comprehensive housing strategy with funding from a number of

sources including AMERICAN DREAM DOWN PAYMENT INITIATIVE, HOME, SHIP, CDBG and the
City’s own Housing Capital Projects Fund. The programs include strategies for new construction
and rehabilitation for low and moderate income families. The funds are targeted to specific

neighborhoods that are adjacent to the Intown Areawide DRI area. In addition, City Council
established an “Affordable Housing Committee” in 2004 by Resolution 2004-24. The Committee

has been meeting on a continuing basis since then.

Workforce housing incentives were added to the City’s development incentives as part of the
overhaul of the City’s land development regulations in 2007. These include a density bonus of 6
DUs/acre for developments providing workforce housing in the City’s “Corridor” zoning districts

(Corridor Residential Traditional, Corridor Residential Suburban, Corridor Commercial

Traditional and Corridor Commercial Suburban). The Downtown Center zoning district also
exempts workforce housing from FAR calculations (up to 0.5 FAR) and FAR bonuses for onsite

provision of housing to income groups below 150 percent of the median income or provide

funding to the City’s Housing Capital Improvement Projects Trust Fund.

The City has also approved construction of several senior and workforce housing projects in

IADRI since 2010. In 2011, the Portland (801 3 Avenue North), which is a workforce housing
project with 68 units, opened in the Mirror Lake neighborhood. The Portland is located just

north of City Place Senior Residences, which opened in late 2010 with 82 affordable units. In

the same year, the City approved Bob Pitts Villas, a 16-unit townhome complex at 1007

Arlington Avenue operated by Boley Centers, which opened in 2011. In 2014, Campbell

Landings, a 96-unit senior housing complex, opened in the 300 block of 6” Street South. The

City also approved a $6 million renovation to Viridian in 2010, which is a senior housing project
located at 518 3rd Avenue South. Finally, 2014 saw the opening of Urban Edge, which is a 125-

unit senior housing complex located at 300 4t1, Avenue South.

Section V.J. — Capital Improvements Program

V.i.2. Response:

The Phase II and Ill capital improvements were not included in the City’s “Adopted Program

Budget and Capital Improvement Program: Fiscal Year 2012.” In addition, none of the Phase II
and III transportation improvements are included in the County’s 2014 capital improvements

program.

Sections V. K. to V.N. — Miscellaneous Conditions

V.K. Response:

Compliance with FEMA regulations is a routine review and inspection function of the City.
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V.L. Response:

Compliance with all applicable building codes, land development regulations, ordinances and
other laws is assured through the City’s integrated development review process that includes
Planning and Economic Development, Engineering, Transportation and Parking, Public Utilities,
Fire departments.

V.M. Response:

The Intown Areawide DRI brochure is available to all interested persons.

V.N. Response:

The conditions agreed to in the tn-party settlement are being implemented, including water
quality monitoring and manatee protection. Two water quality reports have been submitted to
establish base line water quality condition. The Manatee Protection Plan approved by the
Department of Environmental Protection has been implemented.

In 2008, the City of St Petersburg constructed 52 slips in the South Mole. The project was
reviewed and approved by Florida Department of Environmental Protection. Among the
conditions of approval was erecting signs around the Mole basin notifying boaters of the
presence of manatees and providing manatee educational materials.
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EXHIBIT B

Development Capacity Summary
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EXHIBIT C

Projects permitted in 2014
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EXHIBIT D

2014 CumulatiVe Development
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EXHIBIT E

Site Plans Approved in 2014
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EXHIBIT F

Map of Intown Areawide DRI
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Intown Areawide DRI Boundaries
St. Petersburg, Florida
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