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Executive Summary

ES.1 Introduction

The Downtown Waterfront is a defi ning feature of St. 
Petersburg and the Tampa Bay Region, providing a 
distinctive aesthetic and a wide variety of land and water-
based activities for the community. The fi rst phase of the 
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan (the “listening” phase) 
emphasized public outreach and data collection. The 
extensive community outreach and preliminary technical 
inventory collected in this workbook will guide future 
improvements to this signature space.

The following executive summary sections summarize this 
Phase I eff ort.  This rest of this report serves to document, 
in detail, the public outreach eff orts and the input that 
was collected.  The technical research is on-going, and 
detailed draft technical memorandums are included in 
Chapter 1.

ES.2 Technical Inventory

The technical inventory contains the technical 
information collected in the exploration phase of the 
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan process. This includes 
an evaluation of the waterfront parks to describe the 
current state of the public parkland at the waterfront. 
Additionally, the current waterside uses of the waterfront 
are described along with a discussion on the environment 
and sustainability-related issues on the waterfront area 
overall.  A high-level review of the economic conditions of 
the waterfront is also included. Finally, the results of the 
statistically valid survey of the residents of St. Petersburg 
on topics related to the waterfront is summarized.

ES.2.1 Summary of Parks Assessment

In order to observe waterfront-wide successes or 
opportunities, the project team evaluated each of the 
waterfront’s parks. A comprehensive criterion was used to 
compare the strengths and weaknesses of each park area. 

Each observed park was assigned a score in 44 elements 
within six categories based on observed conditions at the 

time of evaluation.  The park scores help identify trends 
and opportunities for the Downtown Waterfront parks. In 
addition, project team evaluations are compared to public 
evaluations gathered during walking audits of waterfront 
neighborhoods.

Through the evaluation of each Downtown Waterfront 
park, there are a number of trends in opportunities and 
challenges for the Downtown Waterfront parks. These 
trends include: challenges in implementing sustainability 
techniques, the eff ectiveness of public spaces in meeting 
the needs of users and nearby residents, as well as chal-
lenges in providing a recognized high level of design and 
construction in the waterfront parks.  Many of these noted 
challenges are indeed opportunities to enhance the gen-
eral Downtown Waterfront area and progress can be made 
on a number of these areas by advancement of strategic 
recommendations provided by the public through exten-
sive evaluations of these spaces during walking audit.

ES2.2 Summary of Waterside Uses

The Current Waterside Use Inventory identifi es current 
waterside uses including access, program and operations 
by basin. 

Boating

The Downtown Waterfront is home to over 700 slips 
within three marinas. The majority of the slips are in the 
St. Petersburg Municipal Marina, which is spread over the 
Central and South Yacht basins around Demens Landing 
as well as a mooring fi eld in the North Yacht Basin. The 
North Yacht Basin also includes the Renaissance Vinoy 
Marina. The Central Yacht Basin includes the St. Petersburg 
Yacht Club docks.

Shorelines

The St. Petersburg shoreline east of Beach Drive is 
generally reclaimed land. The shoreline is comprised 
mainly of seawall with some rip-rap toe protection. The 
shoreline also has three beach areas. 

Planning

The pending Marina Master Plan for the St. Petersburg 
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Municipal Marina concluded that demand for boat slips 
is increasing for St. Petersburg. The existing docks are 
reaching the end of their service life and new docks may 
be confi gured to accommodate more boats and larger 
boats to meet current and future demand.

ES.2.3 Environment & Sustainability

A high-level review of the potential eff ects of climate 
change and sea level rise is also included to understand its 
infl uences in plan and policy development. 

Data compiled by USACE & NOAA along with other 
organizations indicates an increasing trend in normal 
water elevations and extreme tides as monitored by 
local tide gages.  The normal water elevation has seen an 
increase of approximately 9 inches in the past 65 years.  It 
is not clear whether the trend will continue at the same 
rate or at an increased rate as some data suggests. 

What is clear is the frequency of impacts observed such 
as local fl ooding will increase. The need to mitigate 
those impacts to protect life and property in low lying 
and vulnerable coastal areas such as the Downtown 
Waterfront will become increasingly important to 
address.  Even minor increases in normal water elevations 
can exacerbate fl ooding potential and cause damage 
resulting from storm events, especially during high tide 
events, given the large land areas and high density of 
development along low lying coastal areas.  

ES.2.4 Market Conditions

The St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront area has 
experienced a signifi cant growth in residential 
development over the past fi ve years. In contrast to 
the city as a whole and to Pinellas County which have 
experienced slower population growth, Downtown St. 
Petersburg is attracting new permanent and seasonal 
residents. Continued residential growth downtown and 
growth in household income regionally will be needed 
for the market for dining and retail to continue to grow 
downtown. A positive trend is that the job market has 
been improving and is now performing better than the 
State as a whole, and that there is continuing demand 
for qualifi ed workers in the fi elds of science, technology, 
engineering and mathematics.

ES.3 Community Outreach

The community outreach included the following 
strategies and formats:

• Public Kickoff  Event. All citizens were invited to meet 
the project team, hear background on the downtown 

Study Area

0 1,600 3,200 4,800
Feet E

Background Imagery: Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
USDA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront 
Master Plan Study Area
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whole city including more landside access to the 
water’s edge and more waterside boating access to 
the eastern “door” of the city

• Activity - additional ‘nodes’ and choices about what 
to do along the Downtown Waterfront

• Connectivity – resolving disconnects between 
Al Lang Field, the port and Lassing Park as well as 
connections into downtown and the neighborhoods 
beyond

• Environment - enhancement and resiliency
• Events – balancing events and community activities 

more appropriately across the Downtown Waterfront 
areas to relieve overburdened areas 

Some broad questions were asked at the community 
events listed above.  The Public Involvement Summary 
sections summarize the most frequent responses.

ES3.2 Public Kickoff  Event

The kickoff  event included a presentation and interactive 
exercises to gather input. After the presentation, 

What is your overall vision for the 
waterfront?

Response # Responses

A year-round waterfront that provides 
equitable access

124

The waterfront as an economic engine 74

A multi-modal, accessible waterfront 74

A thriving and connected waterfront 60

A destination waterfront 60

What do you hope this master plan 
achieves?

Improve connectivity 98

Preserve the waterfront 73

Equitable access 53

A publicly supported waterfront plan 47

A world-class waterfront 27

What must not happen as a part of this 
plan?

Over-commercialization of the 
waterfront

142

Limited public engagement process 53

A generic waterfront plan 36

Restrict access to waterfront 28

Reduce public access through 
privatization 23

Figure 1: Kickoff  Event sticky note exercise summary.

waterfront, learn about the master plan process going 
forward as well as participate in table and individual 
exercises to kick off  the process.

• Four (4) Walking Audits. All citizens were invited 
to walk diff erent areas of the downtown waterfront 
as an on-site, interactive technique for identifying 
concerns of public and private space related to access, 
connectivity, safety, use and economic opportunities.

• Five (5) 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.

• Four (4) Community Outreach Meetings.  All 
citizens were invited to meetings held in North, West, 
Midtown, and Pinellas Point areas of St. Petersburg.  
The purpose was to provide opportunities for 
additional public input by bringing the process to 
diff erent geographic areas of the city.  Attendees 
participated in a mapping exercise and table top 
discussion.

• Interactive Youth Workshop. Teens were bused from 
several city recreation centers to attend a workshop 
that provided an overview of the project and an 
exercise using one of the downtown waterfront parks.

• 20 + Stakeholder Meetings. Stakeholder groups of 
10-20 people were invited to focus on topics such 
as small business and social equity and diversity in a 
small group setting.

• Mailed Survey.  A survey was sent to a randomly 
selected representative sample of citizens, of which 
694 were returned. Questions were designed to 
identify the priorities of the public for the waterfront.

• Project Website.  The city’s project website contains 
background information, related plans and reports, 
maps, schedule and other project-related information 
that is updated as new information becomes 
available.

• StPeteInnovision.com. The city’s “Digital Town Hall” 
where community members can sign up, discuss 
specifi c topics and questions, upload pictures, and 
provide their own ideas as well as comment and 
discuss the ideas submitted.  Rewards are off ered for 
various levels of participation.

• Facebook and Twitter.  Both the City’s Facebook and 
Twitter sites were used for announcements and brief 
highlights of activities in real time for the project.

In general, throughout the community outreach process 
the community has voiced a desire for a waterfront that 
preserves the general sense of green natural views. There 
is also a desire for a higher performing waterfront in terms 
of:

• Access - a Downtown Waterfront accessible to the 
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groups and individuals were given the opportunity to 
brainstorm ideas and engage in a dialogue about the 
waterfront.  Citizens used post-it notes to answer a series 
of questions. Throughout the event, approximately 300 
attendees submitted a total of over 1,000 answers to the 
prompt questions, and the input received represented 
diverse opinions on a variety of issues. The answers were 
categorized, and the top fi ve responses for each question 
are shown in Figure 1.

ES3.3 Walking Audits

A walking audit is an activity that provides an opportunity 
for the community to assess the waterfront and its 
environments with the project team.  The participants met 
at the advertised location near the waterfront and walked 
along the waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods to 
evaluate and observe items participants viewed as being 
negative, positive or just an objective observation about a 

particular space, activity or object. 

Over one hundred citizens participated in the four walking 
audits. Several key themes were expressed among the 
diff erent groups.  The participants expressed signifi cant 
appreciation for the Downtown Waterfront during these 
meetings as they were able to express their opinions and 
ideas about the future of their waterfront.  Below is a list of 
the top takeaways heard throughout the walking audits as 
being important to planning the downtown waterfront:  

• Access - land to water and water to land
• Activities - provide activities for everyone’s use 
• Events - strategy of type and location
• Natural Environment - water quality and wildlife 

habitat
• Physical Connections - clear access to all public areas 

along the waterfront

ES3.4 Community Meetings

A community meeting was held after each walking audit. 
In addition, four community meetings were conducted 
in neighborhoods outside of the downtown area.  
The purpose of the meetings outside the Downtown 
Waterfront area was to provide additional opportunities 
for community input by reaching into neighborhoods 
throughout the city.  At the community meetings, a brief 
presentation was given about the planning process, and 
participants were engaged in mapping exercises related 
to the whole Downtown Waterfront study area. If the 
community meeting followed a walking audit, specifi c 
mapping exercises to that area and a discussion of fi eld 
activities were also conducted.  A series of questions were 
asked at all of the community meetings, and the top fi ve 
responses to each of the questions are summarized in 
Figure 2.

StPeteInnovision.com homepage.

What are your favorite locations along the 
waterfront?

Response # Responses

North Shore Park 20

Spa Beach, Pier Uplands & Waterfront 
Trail 12

Lassing Park 11

Vinoy Park 9

North Shore Park and Gizella Kopsick 
Palm Arboretum 9

What are the problem locations along the 
waterfront?

Lassing Park 13

St. Petersburg Pier 13

Downtown Waterfront Park (Spa Beach, 
Pier Uplands & Waterfront Trail) 10

The North, South and Central Yacht 
Basins 9

Albert Whitted Airport 6

What should be the program locations 
along the waterfront?

Pier Uplands and Seawall/Waterfront 
Trail

19

Lassing Park 17

St. Petersburg Pier 14

Spa Beach Park 10

Coff ee Pot Park 8
Figure 2: Summary of combined community meeting 
responses to overall waterfront questions.
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ES3.5 Stakeholder Meetings

Stakeholder groups of 10-20 people were invited to focus 
on topics such as small business and social equity and 
diversity in a small group setting.  There were about 100 
stakeholder meeting attendees in total.  The following 
bullets list the stakeholder groups:

• Al Lang Site
• Art and Culture
• Concerned Citizens
• Downtown Small Business and Merchants
• Environment and Sustainability
• Festivals and Events
• History and Heritage
• Hotels/Hospitality
• Innovation District
• Large Business
• Marinas and Boating
• Marine Services District
• Neighborhoods: Core
• Port and Airport
• Social Equity and Diversity
• Sports and Activities (land and water)
• Transportation (all modes)
• Urban Design and Development
• Waterfront Park Advocates
• Interactive Youth Workshop

 
The project team spent roughly an hour with each focus 
group to discuss their interests and aspirations for the 
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan.  Notes, summaries 
and highlights of each stakeholder group meeting can be 
found in Chapter 5 of this report.  

Many of the meetings addressed diff erent subject types, 
but resulted in comments following similar themes of 
hopes and concerns.  Below is a list of the major themes 
common amongst the diff erent groups, in no particular 
order.

Parking 

1. Need to think about parking in a coordinated way  
2. As little parking on the waterfront as possible

Activities

1. Balance between active and passive
2. Tempting reasons to continue along waterfront
3. Eateries 

Events

1. Visitors are generally ‘lost’, so they gravitate towards 
Vinoy and park in the residential areas.

2. Enjoy the energy and activity of downtown

Access and Connectivity

1. Resolve areas of disconnection
2. Order of priority based on people, not cars
3. Social equity

Signature Environmental Statement

1. Water quality
2. Want more green space (less parking)

ES3.6 Mail Survey

In Fall 2014, a survey designed to help establish and 
identify priorities for the waterfront was sent to a 
randomly selected sample of citizens across the city of St. 
Petersburg, along with an explanatory letter from Mayor 
Rick Kriseman. By the deadline, 694 surveys were returned 
of which 492 were completed by residents located on the 
waterfront and 202 were completed by residents outside 
of the waterfront.

This survey found that restaurants, parks and shops are 
the most frequently used amenities on the waterfront 
ands that the waterfront facilities are in excellent or 
good condition. As it stands, the waterfront meets the 
needs of the residents of St. Petersburg. Additionally, 
residents believe that the waterfront makes the City of St. 
Petersburg a more desirable place to live, attracts tourists 
to St. Petersburg, and improves physical health and 
fi tness.

Generally, the respondents were supportive of private 
businesses being located on the waterfront. In particular, 
additional restaurants and concessions/café facilities 
are supported on the waterfront if revenues helped to 
operate and maintain the waterfront. The most supported 
use of tax dollars at the waterfront is to preserve more open 
space.

When asked to identify the reasons why their households 
don’t visit the waterfront more, three of the top four 
responses are related to parking. The primary  reason 
was on street parking time limits (51%) followed by lack 
of Downtown Waterfront Parking (40%) and parking is too 
expensive (28%). These responses make sense given that 
this survey found that 88% of respondents indicated that 
they use a private motor vehicle to access the Downtown 
Waterfront. Because of these issues, the convenience of 
parking at the Downtown Waterfront is considered to be 
fair or poor by 45% and 30% of respondents, respectively. 
82% of respondents indicated that improving parking 
capacity and access was a priority. However, enhancing 
walking/pedestrian and bicycle access to the Downtown 
Waterfront was also a high priority. 
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A summary of the fi ndings from the mail survey is in 
section 1.6 and the raw survey results can be found in 
section A.13.

ES3.7 Online Outreach

In an eff ort to reach the widest possible audience for this 
outreach eff ort, the project team developed a website 
that contains background information, related plans and 
reports, maps, schedule and other up-to-date project-
related information. Additionally, the city’s Facebook and 
Twitter feeds were used for announcements and brief 
highlights of activities in real time for the project.

The centerpiece of the project’s digital communication 
eff orts is StPeteInnovision.com. This website acts like a 
“Digital Town Hall” where community members can 
sign up, discuss specifi c topics and questions, upload 
pictures, and provide their own ideas as well as comment 
and discuss the ideas submitted. If a user sees an idea or 
comment they agree with, they are invited to award a 
point to that post. Rewards are off ered for various levels 
of participation. As the planning process continues, 
this forum will continue to allow the public to provide 
feedback.

Public comments on StPeteInnovision.com are ongoing, so 
the summery contained here only includes the comments 
made before December 2nd, 2014. The most popular 
topics that garnered the most responses fall into six 
overall categories: waterside activities, nighttime activities, 
environmental topics, improving the marina, health and 
wellness, and parking. A complete list of comments is 
included in section A.18. Below is a sample of the most 
popular comments for each category:

Waterside Activities

The most popular waterside activity ideas submitted by 
participants involved non-motor boating/boarding rentals 
at the waterfront. Participants felt they were popular, 
environmentally friendly, and provide great activities 
for recreation without disturbing the environment.  
Additionally, this was seen as a way to better leverage the 
economic potential of the waterfront.

Another popular idea was for a large public fountain, 
inspired by Atlanta’s Centennial Olympic Park and 
Chicago’s Grant Park. Robin K. noted “It gets so hot most 
of the year and we need activities that draw families 
downtown. What better ways to do that then cool off  in a 
fountain?” 

Rob R. submitted an idea regarding a high speed ferry 
between St. Petersburg and Tampa.  It received the 

highest number of points out of any single idea posted in 
the waterside activities topic. Robert D. argued the idea is 
“such an obvious idea yet can’t seem to get done.”

Another popular idea discussed was a boardwalk “similar 
to what you see along the Seine River in Paris, these would 
be small “hawker” shops, food carts (not trucks) and semi-
permanent tents that encourage foot traffi  c and shopping. 
It would resemble the Saturday Morning Market, but 
operate from Friday evening to Sunday evening. It would 
encourage buskers, performers, smaller one or two person 
businesses like what you would fi nd abroad. This is not to 
compete with the SMM [Saturday Morning Market], but 
organically fl ow from it, into a co-op garage sale, or an 
open air fl ea market.” This also suggests an interest for a 
business presence (in a Saturday Morning Market style) 
along the waterfront.

The fi fth most highly discussed was the idea of an art 
garden and other activities that emphasize the art scene 
in and around the downtown waterfront area.

Nighttime Activities

The night time activities topic generated ideas consistent 
with the concerns of participants in the waterside 
activities topic.  Greater illumination in the parks (such as 
illuminating the trees) to provide a more comfortable and 
safe walking experience while also emphasizing the parks 
beauty was a popular idea. Many participants saw a large 
fountain was also an opportunity to provide beautiful 
illumination – several suggested a light show in the 
fountain at night.

Another key concern by participants was a desire for a 
permanent soccer presence in the downtown waterfront 
area, which meant some type of change to Al Lang 
Stadium–whether to tear it down or renovate it to be fully 
suited for soccer.

Greater music presence was a key idea as well, especially 
regarding the desire for more free street performers. 
The suggestion for a permanent performance venue 

Waterside Activities

Response # Points

Eco-friendly/non-motor rentals such as 
kayaks and paddle boards

46

Large public fountain 42

High speed ferry to Tampa/Channelside 36

A boardwalk 32

An artpark/garden 28
Figure 3: Waterside activities with the most positive feedback 
from StPeteInnovision.com.
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for private concerts was also proposed and received a 
notable number of points, but comments under that idea 
suggested mixed feelings. There seems to be a goal to 
keep most of the downtown waterfront accessible to all 
and not just for private/paid performances.

While not receiving enough points to be in the top fi ve 
ideas, many people expressed satisfaction with the 
downtown waterfront as is and were concerned that some 
changes could make the waterfront lose its current charm 
or seem like a tourist trap.

Environmental Topics

One of the primary concerns of participants is the problem 
of pollution from stormwater runoff  making its way into 
the bay. One participant suggested using alternate type of 
grass that may minimize runoff .

Another major concern was lack of shade along the 
waterfront. Many participants called for more substantial 
trees that could provide natural protection from the sun. 
It was suggested that this would also encourage more 
walking, biking, and activity along the waterfront. Another 
popular idea was greater numbers of native plants along 
the waterfront, such as mangroves at the seawall to 
provide natural protection from water rise.

Use of solar panels was also popular, with participants 
suggesting solar panels that would allow park visitors to 
charge their phones or laptops and solar panel pathways 
like the type recently introduced in the Netherlands.

Improving the Marinas

This topic was also consistent with previous participant 
ideas. The desire for eco-friendly/non-motor rentals such 
as kayaks and paddle boards was suggested and received 
the highest number of points overall in this topic because, 
according to Robin S., motor rentals “don’t require eff ort,  
make noise, don’t require exercise, as in jet skis (way to 
cheapen a waterfront!) and power boats (SO noisy).”

A non-motorboat boat launch was also suggested with 
positive feedback from other participants.  Greater 
services for visitors and greater accommodation for tall 
ships was also suggested by Patton H.: “add a couple of 
dinghy docks where boaters would like to come into town 
shop or eat, garbage drop off s, free Danish and coff ee 
for the fi rst morning a cruiser ties off  or drops anchor. 
A couple of municipal marinas along the Intracoastal 
welcome visitors in this way. Leave a few face docks open 
for large visiting yachts if they are not already available. 
St. Pete has all the resources at hand to be a world class, 
international sailing center.” 

Waterfront Health and Wellness

Two ideas dominated the discussion on the topic of health 
and wellness: bikes lanes and shade.  Participant Elsie G. 
noted that “most of the benches by the water downtown 
are not shaded.”  One participant also wrote that “Trees, 
esplanades, [and] covered walkways positioned at critical 
points will make it possible for more people, of all abilities, 
to enjoy the outdoors more months of the year. “

Brian Z. summarized the need for bike lanes by writing 
“bikes need adequate bike lanes. No one wants to ride 
a bike if they are being driven off  of the roads.” Cesar M. 
concurs “The walking/bike paths along the waterfront are 
great, but getting to them on a bicycle is unnecessarily 
dangerous. The is due to the absence of protected bike 
lanes in the downtown area (North 1st Ave./Pinellas Trail 
is the only true protected bike lane in downtown) and the 
excessive speeding/speed limit on downtown streets.” 

Other popular ideas included the proposal for a 
meditation area and additional calls for non-motor boat 
rentals.

Parking

The most popular idea to address the parking situation in 
the downtown waterfront area is a bike share program. 
Ryan G had this popular idea regarding biking: “I 
recommend that the City integrate a bike share program 
and stations with the use of “free parking” lots. By using 
strategically placed free lots with the ability to use a bike 
share for increased mobility, this reduces motor vehicle 
traffi  c along the waterfront, with attendant reductions 
is noise pollution, emissions and accidents between 
pedestrians and motor vehicles. Proposed free lots and 
bike share stations could be placed at the Trop (in the off  
season), North Shore Park and Al Lang fi eld.” 

Most of the popular comments regarding parking are of 
the opinion that parking isn’t an issue.  David K. noted that 
“the parking lots.....on 2nd close to the Pier are under used. 
Just have to be able to walk a few blocks to downtown.” 
There was an interest among participants in removing 
some parking lots along the waterfront to make room for 
parkland.  Robin Y. suggested that “if the Rays leave, we 
should use Tropicana as our transportation hub (so many 
parking spots there) and then trolley or bus out of there to 
diff erent areas downtown.”



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook16 St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook16



T
E

C
H

N
IC

A
L

IN
V

E
N

T
O

R
Y

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 17

1.1 Inventory Summary

This chapter contains an inventory of the technical 
information collected in the exploration phase of the 
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan process. This includes 
a brief review of existing plans to contextualize this plan 
within the recent history of the city’s planning eff orts. 
Also included is an evaluation of the waterfront parks to 
describe the current state of the public parkland at the 
waterfront. The current waterside uses of the waterfront 
is also analyzed in this chapter along with a discussion 
on the potential impacts of climate change of these 
uses and the waterfront area overall.  This chapter also 
includes a high-level review of the economic conditions 
of the waterfront. Finally, the results of the statistically 
valid survey of the residents of St. Petersburg on topics 
related to the waterfront conducted by Leisure Vision/
ETC Institute are included. Throughout this chapter, 
some of the GIS maps produced to increase the team’s 
understanding of the topics are included to contextualize 
the content of the inventory.

The Water Inventory identifi es current waterside uses 
including access, program and operations by basin, and 
a high-level review of the potential eff ects of climate 
change and sea level rise to understand infl uences in plan 
and policy development. 

The Market Conditions Review is divided into two 
main sections: population growth and job growth. The 
Downtown St. Petersburg Waterfront area has experienced 
a signifi cant growth in residential development over 
the past fi ve years. In contrast to the City as a whole 
and to Pinellas County which have experienced slower 
population growth, Downtown St. Petersburg is attracting 
new permanent and seasonal residents. For  the market 
for dining and retail in downtown to continue to grow,  
residential growth (increases in number of households 
and growth in household income) will be needed to 
sustain that growth.

TECHNICAL INVENTORY

Chapter 1: Technical Inventory

1.1 Inventory Summary
1.2 Review of Existing Plans
1.3 Parks Assessment
1.4 Current Waterside Uses
1.5 Environment and Sustainability
1.6 Economic Conditions
1.7 Mail Survey
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The job market has been improving and is now 
performing better than the state as a whole. The 
continuing demand for qualifi ed workers in the fi elds 
of science, technology, engineering and mathematics is 
a positive trend to improving households and income 
growth prospects. Section 1.6, Economic Conditions, 
documents expectations about the population and 
economy to inform the discussion of possible waterfront 
plan strategies.

1.2 Review of Existing Plans

The project team reviewed a signifi cant volume of data, 
documentation and previous local and regional plans. 
As the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan evolves, 
additional plans, policies and other data will be reviewed 
including site specifi c plans. Some of the most signifi cant 

documents reviewed during the creation of the technical 
inventory are listed below:

General

• City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan
• St. Petersburg Florida - Forging Connections for 

a Vibrant Downtown Waterfront, September 29–
October 4, 2013, ULI Advisory Services

• Neighborhood Master Plans
• 1999 Airport Master Plan

Reviewed for Current Waterside Uses Analysis

• Marina Master Plan
• Port of St. Petersburg Master Plan
• Low Impact Development – Guidelines (under 

development)
• 1989 Comprehensive Plan Drainage sub-element 

adopted (revised 5-21-09)

View of maintained turf and clustering of shade trees at Lassing Park
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• 1994 Stormwater Management Master Plan (SMMP)
• 1996 Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR)

Reviewed for Economic Conditions Analysis

• St. Petersburg Grow Smarter Initiative Competitive 
Assessment & Target Business Analysis, Market Street 
Services, 2014

• Neighborhood Plans
• Redevelopment Plans

• Bayborough Harbor
• Intown Redevelopment
• Central Avenue

Lassing Park Walking Audit

Design & Construction Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.5 3.3

Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 3 4.1

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 2 3.9

Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineff ective to users? 2 1.5

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 3 4.0

Has the area been improved? 2 2.8

Should the area have improvements? 3 3.3

1.3 Parks Assessment

1.3.1 Introduction

In order to observe waterfront-wide successes or 
opportunities, the consultant team evaluated each of 
the waterfront’s parks. A comprehensive criterion was 
used and is based in part on guidelines developed by 
Project for Public Spaces (PPS), a non-profi t organization 
dedicated to helping agencies create and sustain public 
spaces that build stronger communities. 

Each observed park was assigned a score in 44 elements 
within six categories based on observed conditions at 

Design and Construction

Overall Lassing Park lacks a cohesive design or 
construction style. Groupings of trees/palms are scattered 
in random pattern with clusterings at the terminus of each 
perpendicular street. The park is not accessible to users 
incapable of traversing a curb and traveling on uneven 
turf surfaces. The park lacks any recent site improvements 
and has recently suff ered signifi cant beach erosion in the 
northern area.

The public evaluation rated the park’s poor performance 
at eff ectively meeting the current needs of the 
neighborhood; however, positive scores were provided for 

the time of evaluation.  It is important to note that there 
is no “one size fi ts all” set of criteria that can accurately 
evaluate each type of park. Evaluations are based on the 
consultant’s observations during a limited time period and 
do not necessarily refl ect the recommendations produced 
the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan that includes 
public engagement. However, seeing each individual 
park’s score helps to identify trends and opportunities for 
the Downtown Waterfront parks. In addition, consultant 
evaluations are compared to public evaluations gathered 
during walking audits of waterfront neighborhoods. 
Scores and comments collected during walking audits 
included observations of areas outside of the public 
parks. Comments and scores have been reviewed and 
extrapolated accordingly.

1.3.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit

Containing the southernmost waterfront park, the Lassing 
Park Walking Audit included a tour of the Lassing Park area 
and evaluation of the park and surrounding open spaces 
by 34 participants. A summary of evaluation results by 
public participants is shown in context to an evaluation by 
a Park Planner working as part of the overall Downtown 
Waterfront planning team. Signifi cant observations are 
noted below in six categories.

‘design and construction meeting needs of users served’ 
and the ‘park including appropriate recreation amenities 
for intended users.’ Many of the participants were from the 
surrounding neighborhoods and noted a desire to keep 
the park ‘as is’ with passive uses and manicured turf areas 
remaining.  Some participants, however, noted the park 
needing improvements and provided specifi c amenities 
suggestions such as hard surface walking path(s), ADA 
accessibility, playground, shaded seating areas, and beach 
restoration with potential use of native vegetation.
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Condition

The park is maintained well with freshly cut sod and palm 
fronds collected. The lack of any noticeable litter and 
general high quality of maintenance indicates a sense of 
local pride in the park. 

Public evaluation of the park noted an agreement of 

evidence of a high level of maintenance and sense of 
pride in the space. Comments from the public focus on 
the high level of maintenance, which many liked; however, 
some noted as being excessive and maybe harmful to a 
desired natural look for the beach. Litter along the beach 
was noted as a concern by many citizens as well.

Lassing Park Walking Audit

Condition Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

4.0 4.0

How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 4 3.8

What level of pride is evident from users? 4 4.3

What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff ? 4 4.1

Eff ectiveness

At the time of evaluation, several people were observed 
using the park; however, a lack of groups and various 
age groups was noted. The absence of walking paths, 
workout equipment or interactive signage regarding 
health or fi tness results in a low score for the park in 
multiple categories. There are a number of categories that 
diff er from public evaluation scores, namely in the areas 
of diversity of age groups, site encouraging health and 
fi tness, visitors’ needs being met and serving users’ needs.

Public evaluations included high scores for Lassing Park’s 
eff ectiveness at meeting user and visitor needs and 
attracting people. Many stated a desire to retain the park’s 
passive opportunities and limit permanent structures 
within the park, while some requested the addition of 
limited facilities such as restrooms and a playground.

Lassing Park Walking Audit

Eff ectiveness Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.0 4.2

Are people using the area, or is it empty? 4 4.5

Is the area used by people of diff erent ages? 3 4.6

Are people in groups? 3 4.3

How many diff erent types of activities are currently occurring? 3 4.0

Are there choices of things to do? 3 3.7

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 3 4.0

Does the site encourage health and fi tness? 2 4.5

Are visitors’ needs being met? 3 3.9

Is the site serving users’ needs as intended? 3 4.2

Lassing Park Walking Audit

Comfort and Image Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.5 3.9

Does the area make a good fi rst impression? 4 4.7

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? 2 3.6

Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 3.2

Does the area feel safe? 4 4.0

Are people taking pictures? 3 4.3

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? (low # = yes) 4 3.6
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Comfort and Image:

Lassing Park preforms well in the categories of providing 
a good fi rst impression with a clean, litter free space. The 
openness of the park and adjacency of residences looking 
out towards the park creates a safe feeling. Lack of seating 
options and dominance of vehicles adjacent to the park 
are noted exceptions to the high scores.

Public evaluations included high scores for the park’s fi rst 
impression as a clean and well maintained space; however 
lower scores were noted for litter, though limited litter was 
present at the time of the observations.

Access and Linkages

Though Lassing Park preforms well for providing 
clear open views into open spaces from a distance, 
contributing to a strong feeling of safety for the park as 
well, the park does not connect well to the surrounding 
neighborhood and has little connectivity or awareness 
beyond the immediate neighborhoods. The lack of ADA 
compliant access routes into the park and through it 
results is a low score for meeting needs of users with 
special needs. Though sidewalks exist in the surrounding 
neighborhoods, none connect into the park and many 
streets that connect to the park have been dead-ended to 
limit non-local vehicle traffi  c.

Public evaluations noted clear views into the parks and 
presence of nearby sidewalks; however, lower scores were 
provided for functioning for people with special needs 
and access to nearby transit which is consistent with the 
planning team’s evaluations. A notable exception was 
for connectivity to adjacent buildings. In this case, the 
planning team had noted that the park lacks any actual 
connections across Beach Drive into the park. Public 
comments included requests for better connectivity into 
the downtown area from Lassing Park via bike lanes and 
sidewalks and provision of ADA compliant access points 
into the park.

Lassing Park Walking Audit

Access and Linkages Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.3 3.5

Can you see into open spaces from a distance? 4 4.7

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjacent buildings? 2 4.1

Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 3 4.5

Does the area function for people with special needs? 1 2.0

Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 2 3.7

Are transit stops nearby? 2 1.8

View of maintained turf to water’s edge at Lassing Park
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Lassing Park Walking Audit

Overall Sustainability Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.0 4.2

Social Sustainability Average 4.0 4.4

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 4 4.4

Are people smiling? 4 4.6

Do people use this area regularly? 4 4.6

Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 4 3.5

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily stress? 4 4.5

Environmental Sustainability Average 1.8 3.0

Does the area use energy, water and material resources effi  ciently? 2 2.9

Does the area improve water quality? 1 2.7

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? 1 3.2

Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 3 3.3

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? 2 2.8

Economic Sustainability Average 2.8 3.4

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 1 1.3

Does the area sustain or increase property values? 5 4.5

Does the area contribute to nearby property development or redevelopment 4 3.9

Does the area provide permanent jobs? 1 1.8
Sustainability

Lassing Park performs well in the area of social 
sustainability. As a clean and safe waterfront park, the 
site is regularly visited by residences from adjacent 
neighborhoods. Scores for both the planning team 
evaluation and from the public evaluations were high for 
meeting the social sustainability needs of the community.

Other areas of sustainability received lower scores both 
by the public and from the planning team. Notably, 
environmental sustainability is scored as the lowest by 
both evaluations as the park contributes little towards 
improving water quality or enhancing biological diversity 
and awareness. A lack of interpretive educational 

information throughout park along with the presence of 
intrusive stormwater outfl ows does little to advance the 
park as an environmentally sustainable site. The park has 
recently suff ered signifi cant erosion and the use of sod 
turf to the waterline prevents natural biological diversity. 

Economically, the park is noted by the public and 
planning team as primarily contributing to property 
values and residential property redevelopment potentials; 
however, low scores were provided for revenue generation 
and job creation due to the limitation of the site as a 
neighborhood focused park.

1.3.3 Salt Creek Walking Audit

The Salt Creek Walking Audit included a tour of one public 
park or open space, Poynter Park. The walking audit 
included public evaluation of the park; however, a limited 
number of participants (2) completed the evaluation form. 
Scores from the public evaluation should be noted as 
having limited input. A summary of evaluation results by 
public participates is shown in context to an evaluation by 
a Park Planner working as part of the overall Downtown 
Waterfront planning team. Signifi cant observations are 
noted below in six categories.

View of plinth in Poynter Park overlooking Bayboro Harbor
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Salt Creek Walking Audit

Design & Construction Average Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.7 2.4

Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 3 3.0

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 3 3.0

Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineff ective to users? 2 2.5

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 3 3.0

Has the area been improved? 3 2.5

Should the area have improvements? 2 0.5
Design and Construction

The design and construction of Poynter Park is noted 
as structured spaces with views of the Bayboro Harbor 
area. The site is adjacent to South 3rd Street and the 
University of South Florida – St. Petersburg campus. This 
makes it diffi  cult for the space to function as a public 
park that meets multiple passive and active recreation 
needs. A plinth near the center of the park is used by 
the university for small events and impromptu public 
speaking engagements. Two pathways, one adjacent to 
3rd Street and another adjacent to the water provide 
access and connectivity into and through the site. The 

area is maintained well and was clean upon observations; 
however, the space generally lacks shade, seating and 
other amenities desired within close proximity to campus 
facilities.

Public evaluations noted a desire to maintain the open 
views from the park space across the harbor. Scores from 
the public evaluation are consistent with the planning 
team scores, with a notable lower score for improvements 
needed. Canoe or kayak launch facilities were the only 
requested facility through the public evaluations.

Condition

At the time of observation, Poynter Park had a high level 
of maintenance with grass freshly cut and was litter free. 
The park is generally a clean space for users.

Public evaluation noted the surrounding water’s perceived 

poor quality as a maintenance concern. The nearby Booker 
Creek appears to have signifi cant water quality issues 
which can create an unattractive smell observable from 
the park. 

Salt Creek Walking Audit: Condition

Condition Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

4.0 3.0

How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 4 3.0

What level of pride is evident from users? 4 -

What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff ? 4 -

Salt Creek Walking Audit: Eff ectiveness

Eff ectiveness Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.0 2.5

Are people using the area, or is it empty? 2 2.5

Is the area used by people of diff erent ages? 3 3.0

Are people in groups? 2 5.0

How many diff erent types of activities are currently occurring? 2 2.5

Are there choices of things to do? 2 2.0

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 1 2.0

Does the site encourage health and fi tness? 1 1.5

Are visitors’ needs being met? 2 3.0

Is the site serving user’s needs as intended? 3 2.5
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Eff ectiveness

At the time of evaluation the Poynter Park area had 
little evidence of use. This may be due to the lack of 
opportunities to participate in at-will recreation and 
leisure activities in the park. The park, intended as a social 
gathering space for nearby needs, does meet the needs 
of the university population; however, little else has been 
provided to provide a balance of recreational and passive 
activities.

Public evaluations consisted of a lack of scores for this 
evaluation element, leading to an incomplete evaluation. 
One set of comments were provided for this element 
and focused on providing an opportunity for another 
restaurant in the area with views out to the bay or port 
and a request for a ferry stop with trolley access to 
downtown. 

Salt Creek Walking Audit: Comfort and Image

Comfort and Image Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.5 3.9

Does the area make a good fi rst impression? 4 4.7

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? 2 3.6

Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 3.2

Does the area feel safe? 4 4.0

Are people taking pictures? 3 4.3

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? (low # = yes) 4 3.6
Comfort and Image

Poynter Park was noted as clean and free of litter during 
observations. However, a general lack of seating options 
and the dominance of vehicles due to the long western 
border of the park creates a low score for comfort. The 
open views across the site in all directions along with the 
presence of emergency call boxes nearby create a strong 
sense of safety for the park.

Public evaluations noted few seating options and a 
dominance of vehicles as a negative impact to the comfort 
of Poynter Park. Evaluations had notable exceptions to the 
scores for the park area being clean and feeling safe with 
the planning team observing more positive conditions.

Access and Linkages

Poynter Park is located between two USF – SP facilities, 
3rd Street and the waterfront to Bayboro Harbor. Primary 
access to the park is through two north and south routes, 
one adjacent to 3rd Street and the other adjacent to 
the seawall. The roadway sidewalk includes additional 
vegetation and shade trees between the street and 
sidewalk route, which creates a sense of separation and 
added safety for users. The water side route dead-ends 
into a small parking lot on the north side of a university 
building and is not a marked accessible route. The park 
contains clear views into the and across the space and 
several transit stops are located 2-3 blocks west of the 

park on 4th Street.

Public evaluations noted that views through the park 
out to Bayboro Harbor should not be blocked. The park 
received a medium score for providing paths in routes 
people want to go; however, all other categories generally 
received poor scores. A noted diff erence between the 
planning team scores and the public evaluations was for 
transit access and views into the park from a distance 
which both received higher scores from the planning 
team.

Salt Creek Walking Audit: Access and Linkages

Access and Linkages Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.8 2.2

Can you see into open spaces from a distance? 4 2.5

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjacent buildings? 2 2.0

Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 3 2.0

Does the area function for people with special needs? 2 1.5

Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 3 3.5

Are transit stops nearby? 3 1.5
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Salt Creek Walking Audit: Sustainability

Overall Sustainability Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.9 2.8

Social Sustainability Average 3.0 2.5

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 3 2.5

Are people smiling? 2 2.5

Do people use this area regularly? 4 3.5

Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 4 1.0

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily stress? 2 2.0

Environmental Sustainability Average 1.4 2.1

Does the area use energy, water and material resources effi  ciently? 2 2.0

Does the area improve water quality? 1 1.5

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? 1 2.0

Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 1 2.0

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? 2 2.0

Economic Sustainability Average 3.3 3.9

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 1 4.0

Does the area sustain or increase property values? 4 3.0

Does the area contribute to nearby property development or redevelopment 4 3.0

Does the area provide permanent jobs? 4 5.0
Sustainability

Poynter Park performs best in the economic sustainability 
category primarily due to the presence of USF – SP 
facilities adjacent to the park which contribute jobs 
and increased value to the surrounding areas. Though 
the site itself does not contribute jobs, the amenity and 
draw of the open space may be an added benefi t to the 
university’s facilities.

The park does contribute moderately to social 
sustainability as a place that is used by students and 
faculty for events and informal social gatherings.  This was 
one area of sustainability that the consultant team scored 
higher primarily due to the high level of maintenance 
observed during evaluations.

Environmental sustainability was the lowest scoring 
area by both the consultant team as well as during the 
public evaluations. The lack of innovative techniques to 
improve water quality, promote biodiversity, or the space 
representing a node in a larger ecological footprint meant 
the park has a small positive environmental benefi t to the 
community.

1.3.4 South Downtown Walking Audit

The South Downtown Walking Audit included an area with 
contained one public park, Albert Whitted Park, as part 
of the tour. Due to inclement weather a public walking 
tour was not conducted; however, the consultant team 
completed an evaluation of the park. For this evaluation it 
is noted that consultant scoring will not be compared to 
results of a public evaluation. Signifi cant observations by 
the consultant team’s Park Planner are noted below in six 
categories.

Southern edge of Poynter Park without marked accessible 
route(s)
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South Downtown Walking Audit Parks: Design and Construction

Design & Construction Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.0 n/a

Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 4 n/a

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 4 n/a

Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineff ective to users? 2 n/a

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 2 n/a

Has the area been improved? 4 n/a

Should the area have improvements? 2 n/a
Design and Construction

Albert Whitted Park is one of the newest constructed 
public parks in the entire Downtown Waterfront area. The 
design of the park is largely focused on its use as a major 
staging area for the Grand Prix race. The area houses a 
major grandstand and other event functions on large 
parking and open lawn area. A wide access roadway 
(Dan Wheldon Way), with angled parking creates a wide 
obstacle penetrating deep into the park space, in order 
to provide a through route for the race track. At the far 
end of the site, furthest from the Salvador Dali Museum, 
is a playground themed in aeronautical play equipment, 
due to its proximity to the Albert Whitted Airport, which 
is directly adjacent to the park. The northern edge of 
the park contains a sea wall which overlooks the large 

basin with Demens Landing on the other side. A rentable 
pavilion is provided along with restrooms which were 
locked at the time of observation.  Most user amenities, 
other than parking, are located far away from adjacent 
destinations, most notably the Dali Museum, the Mahaff ey 
Theater and Al Lang Stadium. Bay Shore Drive/ Dali 
Boulevard separate the park from these attractions.

Materials used for the construction of the park are typical 
hardscape and plantings for a waterfront area; however, 
other than the themed playground; little materials were 
incorporated to celebrate the parks location or history. 
It is noted that the park was largely created by fi ll upon 
development.

Condition

The park is maintained well with freshly cut sod. The 
lack of any noticeable litter and general high quality of 
maintenance indicates a sense of pride by maintenance 
staff . At the time of observation, few users were present in 

the park. The condition of the park, potentially from a lack 
of use coupled with a high level of maintenance, is among 
the best along the waterfront.  

South Downtown Walking Audit: Condition

Condition Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

4.0 n/a

How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 4 n/a

What level of pride is evident from users? 4 n/a

What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff ? 4 n/a

Expanse of open lawn and parking at Albert Whitted Park
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South Downtown Walking Audit: Eff ectiveness

Eff ectiveness Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.3 n/a

Are people using the area, or is it empty? 2 n/a

Is the area used by people of diff erent ages? 3 n/a

Are people in groups? 3 n/a

How many diff erent types of activities are currently occurring? 2 n/a

Are there choices of things to do? 2 n/a

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 2 n/a

Does the site encourage health and fi tness? 3 n/a

Are visitors’ needs being met? 2 n/a

Is the site serving user’s needs as intended? 2 n/a
Eff ectiveness

At the time of evaluation, few people were observed 
using the park. The absence of walking paths, workout 
equipment or interactive signage regarding health or 
fi tness results in a low score for the park in multiple 

categories.  The park received low scores in several areas 
due to its lack of apparent use as the site is isolated from 
much of the rest of the waterfront but is connected via the 
Downtown Waterfront Trail.

South Downtown Walking Audit: Comfort and Image

Comfort and Image Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.8 n/a

Does the area make a good fi rst impression? 4 n/a

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? 2 n/a

Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 n/a

Does the area feel safe? 4 n/a

Are people taking pictures? 2 n/a

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? (low # = yes) 2 n/a
Comfort and Image

Albert Whitted Park is a clean and well maintained park. 
The park contains limited seating opportunities, especially 
is areas which provide scenic overlooks to the City or 
museum/theater area.  Vehicles are a dominating element 

in the park due to the large drive (Dan Wheldon Way) 
and parking area which make a large barrier between the 
open lawn and the sea wall. 

South Downtown Walking Audit: Access and Linkages

Access and Linkages Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

3.2 n/a

Can you see into open spaces from a distance? 4 n/a

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjacent buildings? 3 n/a

Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 3 n/a

Does the area function for people with special needs? 2 n/a

Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 3 n/a

Are transit stops nearby? 4 n/a
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Access and Linkages

Open views into Albert Whitted Park provide a sense of 
perceived safety as well as clean views into how visitors 
are using the park. The park is connect to the rest of the 
Downtown Waterfront via the Downtown Waterfront Trail; 
however, few users were observed traveling to the park via 

the trail compared to other waterfront park destinations. 
The park has few amenities accessible to users with special 
needs such as the playground; however a sea wall side 
pavilion is accessible via  crosswalk on Dan Wheldon Way.

South Downtown Walking Audit: Sustainability

Overall Sustainability Average

Park Planner 

Evaluation

Public 

Evaluation

2.3 n/a

Social Sustainability Average 3.0 n/a

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 3 n/a

Are people smiling? 3 n/a

Do people use this area regularly? 2 n/a

Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 4 n/a

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily stress? 3 n/a

Environmental Sustainability Average 1.8 n/a

Does the area use energy, water and material resources effi  ciently? 3 n/a

Does the area improve water quality? 2 n/a

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? 1 n/a

Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 1 n/a

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? 2 n/a

Economic Sustainability Average 2.0 n/a

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 3 n/a

Does the area sustain or increase property values? 2 n/a

Does the area contribute to nearby property development or redevelopment 2 n/a

Does the area provide permanent jobs? 1 n/a
Sustainability

Albert Whitted Park performs best in the social 
sustainability category primarily due to its location 
adjacent to the museum and theatre.  This promotes the 
park as a great meeting location with waterfront views 
and open space. The park, however, preforms poorly in 
the other two categories of community sustainability: 
economic and environmental.

Economically, the park does not contribute any 
permanent jobs and contributes little of the value of the 
nearby airport property or museum and theatre.  The most 
signifi cant element of economic sustainability is the site’s 
use for special events, namely the Grand Prix which may 
contribute revenue-generation opportunities for the city.

Environmental sustainability was the lowest scoring 
area by the consultant team evaluation. The lack of 
innovative techniques to improve water quality, promote 
biodiversity or the space representing a node in a larger 
ecological footprint meant the site has a small positive 
environmental benefi t to the community. The restroom 
facility contains solar panels which are used to provide on-
site energy needs and is the only facility observed in the 
waterfront parks with such effi  ciency. 

Southern edge of Poynter Park without marked accessible 
route(s)
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1.3.5 North Downtown Walking Audit

The North Downtown Walking Audit included a tour of 
fi ve public parks or open spaces, Pioneer Park, Demens 
Landing Park, Straub Park (North Straub and South Straub 
Parks) Spa Beach Park and the Downtown Waterfront Trail 
in proximity to these parks. The walking audit included 
public evaluation of the parks with 17 evaluations 
received. A summary of evaluation results by public 
participates is shown in context to an evaluation by a 
Park Planner working as part of the overall Downtown 
Waterfront planning team. Signifi cant observations are 
noted below in six categories.

Parks or Open Spaces Observed

Pioneer Park (1.8 ac.)
Demens Landing Park (14.7 ac.)
Straub Park (North 4.8 ac. and South 7.3 ac.)
Spa Beach Park (6.9 ac.)
Seawall/Downtown Waterfront Trail

Design and Construction

The design and construction of each public park space is 
noted below; however, common themes can be diff ered. 
Overall, the public park spaces in the North Downtown 
Walking Audit area have not been improved to provide 
the amenities and opportunities in line with changing 
characteristics. These changing characteristics include 

North Downtown Walking Audit:
Design and Construction
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Design and Construction Average 3.3 3.5 3.3 2.7 3.5 3.3 3.2

Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of 
users served

3 4 3 2 3 3.0 3.4

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, 
biking, all users)

4 4 4 3 4 3.8 3.6

Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area 
ineff ective to users?

2 3 3 2 4 2.8 2.2

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for 
intended users?

3 3 3 2 4 3.0 2.7

Has the area been improved? 4 3 3 2 3 3.0 2.9

Should the area have improvements? 4 4 4 5 3 4.0 4.3

an increase in downtown residents living within close 
proximity to these public parks, which may have daily 
leisure needs not planned in the original 
parks’ plans.

Public evaluations noted a need for the public spaces to 
have improvements. These improvements focused on 
walking and biking facilities, shade for pathways, better 
transit opportunities, lighting for better perceived safety, 
and fewer surface parking spaces.

View at Spa Beach shows lack of active opportunities and 
poor condition of beach and seawall.



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook30

Eff ectiveness

At the time of evaluation users were observed at several 
of the public parks in the North Downtown area with the 
highest concentration on the Downtown Waterfront Trail, 
Straub Park and Demens Landing Park. At these same 
parks, users of various ages were observed and most were 
in groups. Both Pioneer Park and Spa Beach Park generally 
lacked activities for users to participate in. In the case of 
Spa Beach Park, special events are programmed for the 
space, but none were scheduled at the time of evaluation. 

Condition

At the time of observation, each of the parks was generally 
free of litter and there was evidence of a high level of 
maintenance. One notable exception was Spa Beach. 
Though the grass was mowed at Spa Beach, little other 
maintenance, including the removal of sea weed and trash 
from the beach had been completed due to the Pier being 
closed at the time of observation.

Several of the parks have a mix of passive opportunities 
as well as general open spaces that were observed being 
used for informal recreation pick-up sports such as soccer. 

Two areas have notable diff erences from the public 
evaluations of the spaces: people present in groups and 
the sites serving user needs as intended. In both cases, the 
consultant observed fewer groups present and fewer user 
needs being meet than by the public evaluations.

Public evaluation noted a need for more trash and 
recycling bins along the higher traffi  cked areas such as 
North Straub Park. Excessive tree/palm trimming was also 
noted by the public. Though this practice is proactive 
maintenance for the parks, the public has a perceived 
concerned for the overall health and impact this practices 
has on the tree canopy. 

North Downtown Walking Audit:  Condition
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Condition Average 3.3 3.5 3.3 2.7 3.5 3.3 3.2

How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, 
litter)

4 3 4 3 4 3.6 3.5

What level of pride is evident from users? 4 3 4 3 4 3.6 3.5

What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff ? 4 3 4 2 4 3.6 3.6

North Downtown Walking Audit:  Eff ectiveness
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Eff ectiveness Average 2.2 3.4 3.4 2.3 3.6 3.0 3.2

Are people using the area, or is it empty? 3 4 4 2 4 3.4 3.5

Is the area used by people of diff erent ages? 2 4 4 3 4 3.4 3.7

Are people in groups? 2 4 3 2 3 2.8 3.3

How many diff erent types of activities are currently occurring? 2 4 4 2 4 3.2 3.1

Are there choices of things to do? 2 3 3 2 3 2.6 2.5

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive 
opportunities?

2 3 4 4 3 3.2 2.8

Does the site encourage health and fi tness? 2 3 3 2 4 2.8 3.3

Are visitors’ needs being met? 2 3 3 2 4 2.8 3.2

Is the site serving users’ needs as intended? 3 3 3 2 3 2.8 3.4
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Public evaluations noted a few areas of recommendations 
such as better or coordinated wayfi nding, easier access 
to Spa Beach, more retail in the area and less emphasis 
on bars; and current parking confi guration is interrupting 

North Downtown Walking Audit:
Comfort and Image
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Comfort and Image Average 3.8 3.3 3.7 2.7 3.3 3.4 3.6

Does the area make a good fi rst impression? 4 3 4 2 3 3.2 3.6

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently 
located?

4 3 4 2 2 3.0 3.3

Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 4 3 2 4 3.4 3.8

Does the area feel safe? 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 4.1

Are people taking pictures? 3 4 4 4 4 3.8 4.1

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? (low # = yes) 4 2 3 3 3 3.0 3.1

pedestrian fl ow. Public evaluations noted a higher score 
for the sites encouraging health and fi tness, whereas the 
consultant team noted this may be concentrated more 
with activity sites such as the Downtown Waterfront Trail 
and some of the areas used for informal pick-up sports.

Comfort and Image

The consultant team noted that several of the public parks 
in the North Downtown area provide a positive fi rst im-
pression with the notable exception being Spa Beach Park. 
Though Spa Beach Park is an attraction with its postcard 
views to the bay, the park site has had minimum mainte-
nance and the beach was littered with sea weed.  Several 
of the parks provide ample seating opportunities, many 
with shade. Pioneer Park is a smaller park bordered on 
all four sides by streets which give a high level of vehicle 
domination to the site, whereas other parks provided 

spaces further away from the view of vehicles and/or 
parking.

Public evaluations noted a need to incorporate Pier 
improvements to these public parks to create a commu-
nity-wide focal point. Additionally, it was noted that Park 
and Recreation staff  do a good job with litter control, 
especially after events. Other notes requested additional 
shading along paths and walkways, improved walkways 
and fencing, less vehicles, brighter lights, and repairs to 
the sea wall

Image of North Straub Park with active users present. Image highlights lack of engagement of open space by adjacent 
facilities, Museum of Fine Art
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North Downtown Walking Audit:
Access and Linkages 
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Access and Linkages Average 3.8 3.2 4.0 3.3 3.8 3.7 3.4

Can you see into open spaces from a distance? 4 4 4 5 4 4.2 3.9

Are there good connections between the open spaces and 
adjacent buildings?

4 3 4 2 3 3.2 3.3

Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and 
from the area?

4 4 4 3 4 3.8 3.3

Does the area function for people with special needs? 4 2 4 2 4 3.2 3.2

Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to 
go?

4 4 3 3 4 3.6 3.1

Are transit stops nearby? 3 4 5 5 4 4.2 3.6

Access and Linkages  
The consultant evaluation of the public parks in the North 
Downtown area overall scored better than scores received 
from public evaluations. The consultant team noted a 
combination of close proximity of downtown sidewalks, 
bike lanes, parking and transit in the North Downtown 
area as a positive for many of the public spaces.  Two 
spaces were noted as having particular challenges with 
meeting access for users with special needs: Demens 
Landing and Spa Beach Park do to a lack to walkways to 
destinations such as restrooms, facilities themselves and 
picnic tables and pavilions.

Public evaluations noted that the individual spaces had 
good access to and from the space, but poor overall 
connectivity to the collection of spaces on the waterfront. 
Additional notes focused on reconfi guring the layout 
of existing pathways to better align to destinations and 
views as well as additional shading and better defi nition 
of green space without interruptions from walkways.

Image of the east edge of North Straub Park with Bay Shore Drive as car dominated barrier to the waterfront.
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North Downtown Walking Audit:
Sustainability
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Sustainability Average 2.0 2.9 2.8 2.2 2.7 2.5 3.3

Social Sustainability 2.6 3.8 3.6 2.2 3.6 3.1 3.7

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 3 4 4 2 3 3.0 4.1

Are people smiling? 2 4 4 3 4 3.8 4.0

Do people use this area regularly? 2 4 3 2 4 2.8 3.7

Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 3 4 4 2 4 3.0 2.7

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily 
stress?

3 3 3 2 3 3.0 3.8

Environmental Sustainability 1.8 2.4 1.8 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.7

Does the area use energy, water and material resources 
effi  ciently?

2 2 2 2 2 2.0 3.1

Does the area improve water quality? 2 2 2 2 2 2.0 2.9

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to 
biological diversity?

2 3 2 2 2 2.2 2.8

Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 2 3 2 3 2 2.4 2.9

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and 
knowledge?

1 2 1 2 2 1.6 2.2

Economic Sustainability 1.5 2.5 3.0 2.3 2.5 2.4 3.7

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating 
opportunities?

1 3 3 3 2 2.4 3.3

Does the area sustain or increase property values? 2 2 4 2 4 2.8 3.9

Does the area contribute to nearby property development or 
redevelopment

2 2 2 2 3 2.2 3.9

Does the area provide permanent jobs? 1 3 3 2 1 2.0 3.3

Sustainability

 The consultant team evaluations results in scores which 
were notably lower in general sustainability then those 
received through the public evaluations. Signifi cant 
diff erences were focused on environmental and econom-
ic sustainability of the collection of public parks. Many 
of the public parks provide minimum improvements to 
water quality, biodiversity, creation of jobs, or generation 
of revenues, particularly outside of programmed special 
events. Social sustainability was the highest scoring ele-
ment of sustainability by the consultant team due to the 
parks serving as community-wide meeting locations and a 
positive experience of being at the waterfront.
Environmental sustainability was the lowest scoring area 
both by the consultant team as well as the public. Provid-
ing public awareness about environmental sustainability 
was the lowest of all elements and is one of the easiest 
areas to improve with interpretive signage and education-
al information. In general, each of the public parks contrib-

uted minimally to improving water quality, increasing 
biodiversity, and typically did not use resources effi  ciently, 
specifi cally stormwater.
Economic sustainability had the largest range of scores 
from the consultant team and public evaluations. Public 
evaluations noted higher scores for the creation of jobs, 
contribution to property development or redevelopment, 
revenue generation and increases in property values. 
With the exception of jobs created by activities in Demens 
Landing (Municipal Marina) and Straub Park (Museum of 
Fine Arts), few permanent jobs are created in the North 
Downtown parks. Proximity to Straub Park has had a 
perceived positive impact on property values due to the 
presence of several restaurants and retails businesses with 
direct views of the park and waterfront. The Downtown 
Waterfront Trail has contributed an additional selling point 
for nearby condominium developments with quick access 
to a large walking and biking trail.
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The Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit included a tour of 
six public park or open spaces, Coff ee Pot Park, Granada 
Terrace Park, Flora Wylie Park, North Shore Park, Vinoy Park 
and the Downtown Waterfront Trail in proximity to these 
parks. The walking audit included public evaluation of 
the parks with 10 evaluations completed by participants. 
A summary of evaluation results by public participates is 
shown in context to an evaluation by a Park Planner work-
ing as part of the overall Downtown Waterfront planning 
team. Signifi cant observations are noted below in six 
categories.

Park or Open Space Observed: 

Vinoy Park (11.6 ac.)
North Shore Park (33.2 ac.)
Flora Wylie Park (Elva Rouse Park) (11.4 ac. + 0.6 ac.)
Granada Terrace Park (1.9 ac.)
Northeast Exchange Club/ Coff ee Pot Park (2 ac.)
Seawall/Downtown Waterfront Trail

Design and Construction

Scoring for design and construction of each public park 
space is noted below; however, several overall themes can 
be identifi ed. In general the consultant team evaluated a 
lower score for most of the individual parks compared to 
the public evaluations. Noted diff erences between scores 
were observed for accessibility with the consultant noting 
additional barriers to full universal accessibility for several 
of the parks; a higher score from the consultant for eff ec-
tiveness of the parks for users with the noted exceptions 
for Vinoy Park and North Shore Parks which received low 
scores in line with public evaluations due to confl icts of 

park use with surrounding neighborhood context; lower 
scores for appropriate provision of facilities, again with Vi-
noy Park and North Shore Park receiving low scores due to 
frequency of special events in contrast with neighborhood 
context, and the presence of the competitive aquatic fa-
cility at North Shore Park in contrast to the neighborhood 
scale and function of the rest of the park; noted improve-
ments were also note observed by the consultant team to 
the high level as noted by the public evaluations.

Public evaluations noted desires for the removal of some 
‘excess’ roadway signage particularly at the curve/inter-
section of N. Shore Dr. NE and Coff ee Pot Blvd. NE, which 
block views out towards Tampa Bay. Suggestions include 
use of speed bumps instead of signage.  Comments also 
included suggestions to remove some of the less used 
crosswalks on N. Shore Dr. that connect into North Shore 
Park as there seems to be an excessive amount. The Con-
sultant team advises keeping the crosswalks to encourage 
frequent access to a safe crosswalk on N. Shore Dr. which 
also helps promote a clear pedestrian zone running from 
Vinoy Park to Coff ee Pot Park. 

1.3.6 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit

Granada Terrace Park exemplifi es a higher level of design and construction than most Downtown Waterfront Parks as shown in 
the image above.

Seawall, sidewalk and park furniture at Elva Rouse Park
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Other suggestions included the removal of unsightly 
electrical above-grade boxes in the North Shore Park area 
as well as the addition of more shade trees and benches in 
Vinoy Park, North Shore Park, Flora Wylie Park and along 
the Downtown Waterfront Trail. Several suggestions were 
provided for restroom facilities, such as the addition of 
more facilities and addition of a diaper changing station 
in existing restrooms.  Several participants requested the 

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:
Design and Construction
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Design and Construction Average 3.2 2.8 3.3 2.8 3.8 3.7 3.3 3.9

Is the design and construction of this area meeting the 
needs of users served

3 3 3 3 4 4 3.3 4.4

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? 
(walking, biking, all users)

4 4 4 2 4 4 3.7 4.8

Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the 
area ineff ective to users?

2 1 4 4 4 4 3.2 1.8

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities 
for intended users?

3 2 3 3 4 4 3.2 4.3

Has the area been improved? 3 3 3 3 4 3 3.2 4.4

Should the area have improvements? 4 4 3 2 3 3 3.2 3.9

addition of a splash pad to promote more family-friendly 
activities including suggested locations at Coff er Pot Park 
and North Shore Park. Lack of handicap accessibility and 
activities along with confl icts between bicyclists and pe-
destrians and dogs were noted as safety and accessibility 
issues in the design and construction of existing facilities.

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:
Condition
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Condition Average 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.7 3.3 4.0 4.0 4.5

How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass 
cutting, litter)

4 4 4 5 3 4 4.0 4.3

What level of pride is evident from users? 4 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 4.7

What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff ? 4 4 4 5 4 4 4.2 4.6

Condition

At the time of observation, most of parks were exception-
ally well maintained and clean. Coff ee Pot Park and North 
Shore Park both had on-going issues with the odor of sea 
weed and trash collected on rip rap near the sea wall. Sev-
eral visitors commented about the strong odor, especially 
during summer months. Coff ee Pot Park also has some 
litter present in the park, but evidence pointed to recent 
private event held in the park as the cause. Most of the 
parks are heavily used and have a high level of pride both 
from the general public and by maintenance staff . Users 
may need additional trash receptacles or notice about 

trash collection at Coff ee Pot Park.
Public evaluation noted generally high levels of mainte-
nance for the parks. Some suggestions include automatic/
remote controlled locks for the restrooms for consisted 
open and close times; enforcement of litter pick-up for 
special events and picnics; lower water use plantings.
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Eff ectiveness

At the time of evaluation, most of the parks had signifi cant 
numbers of users present. The parks were fi lled with a va-
riety of groups with activities ranging from morning yoga 
at Vinoy Park to baseball at North Shore Park and pick-up 
soccer at Flora Wylie Park. Through all of this went peo-
ple bicycling, jogging and walking along the Downtown 
Waterfront Trail. Many sites encourage healthy activities 
and meet most users’ needs. Some noted exceptions are 
evident at Vinoy Park and Granada Terrace Park, which 
due to their small size and mostly passive use design, do 
not off er a range of activities most waterfront front users 
may expect, nor promote health and fi tness other than 
nearby trail use. It should be noted that these two areas 
may also help balance the division of the more heavily 
programmed and recreation oriented spaces in North 

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:
Eff ectiveness
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Eff ectiveness Average 3.4 4.7 4.1 2.4 3.7 4.0 3.7 4.7

Are people using the area, or is it empty? 5 5 5 3 4 5 4.5 5.0

Is the area used by people of diff erent ages? 4 5 5 3 5 5 4.5 5.0

Are people in groups? 5 5 5 3 4 4 4.3 4.8

How many diff erent types of activities are currently 
occurring?

3 5 4 2 3 4 3.5 4.7

Are there choices of things to do? 2 5 4 2 4 4 3.5 4.5

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive 
opportunities?

2 4 3 2 3 3 2.8 4.2

Does the site encourage health and fi tness? 3 5 4 2 3 4 3.5 4.8

Are visitors’ needs being met? 3 4 3 2 3 3 3.0 4.4

Is the site serving users’ needs as intended? 4 4 4 3 4 4 3.8 4.3

Shore Park and even in Flora Wylie Park, with more passive 
opportunities. 

Public evaluations noted enjoyment of the pop-up 
programs hosted at some of the parks such as yoga. 
Restrooms were suggested for Coff ee Pot Park to make 
the park more eff ective for events and uses at that park. 
Evaluations also noted a desire for fewer events at Vinoy 
Park in favor of more events at the Pier Uplands, Demens 
Landing and Albert Whitted Park. Several evaluations not-
ed enjoyment of the passive aspects of the parks rather 
than the heavily programmed recreation facilities such as 
the baseball fi eld and the aquatic facility. One participant 
suggested adding natural play equipment with interpre-
tive features that highlight history and ecology of the area.

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:

Comfort and Image
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Comfort and Image Average 4.0 3.5 3.8 3.3 3.0 3.2 3.4 4.1

Does the area make a good fi rst impression? 4 4 4 5 3 3 3.8 4.9

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats 
conveniently located?

3 3 3 2 3 3 2.8 4.1

Is the area clean and free of litter? 5 4 5 5 3 4 4.3 4.5

Does the area feel safe? 4 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 4.9

Are people taking pictures? 4 5 3 2 3 3 3.3 4.4

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? (low # = yes) 4 1 4 2 3 2 2.7 2.0
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Comfort and Image

The consultant team noted that the parks in the Coff ee Pot 
to Vinoy Walking Audit provided positive fi rst impressions, 
were mostly free of litter, and had a high level of perceived 
safety. Several of the parks, however, are dominated by 
the presence of vehicles; whether through proximity to 
adjacent roadways (Granada Terrace Park and Downtown 
Waterfront Trail) or access road bisecting the park (North 
Shore Park). Higher scores in this category were provided 
for Vinoy Park and Flora Wylie Park as the primary walk-
ing path (Downtown Waterfront Trail) is routed towards 
the waterfront side of the park which gives most visitors 

a greater sense of spatial separation from vehicle traffi  c 
and both parks do not contain access roads or parking 
inside the park boundaries. The lowest scoring park was 
Coff ee Pot Park primarily due to the presence of litter and 
a slightly lower quality of landscaping and maintenance 
when compared to the other parks. 

Public evaluations noted a fi ne grain of quality with a re-
quest for benches in North Shore Park to face towards the 
water. Overall comments included need for more benches 
and bike racks, more shade trees, screening utilities, and a 
problem with loitering.

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:
Access and Linkages
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Access and Linkages Average 4.0 3.0 3.7 2.5 3.2 4.2 3.4 4.3

Can you see into open spaces from a distance? 5 3 4 3 3 5 3.8 5.0

Are there good connections between the open spaces 
and adjacent buildings?

4 3 4 4 3 4 3.7 4.6

Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to 
and from the area?

4 3 4 2 4 4 3.5 4.7

Does the area function for people with special needs? 4 3 4 2 3 4 3.3 3.6

Do paths and roads take people to where they actually 
want to go?

4 3 4 2 4 4 3.5 4.4

Are transit stops nearby? 3 3 2 2 2 4 2.7 3.3

Access and Linkages

The consultant evaluation of the public parks identifi ed 
themes with slightly lower scores for provision of strong 
connections between open spaces and adjacent build-
ings, a general lack of clear sidewalk routes with con-
nections from surrounding sidewalks into the park, and 
a sense of destination or purpose for existing sidewalks. 
For individual parks, Granada Terrace Park was the lowest 
preforming as the park general lacks access and linkages 
into the manicured landscapes. The park serves more as a 
visual space than one which can be enjoyed universally. 

Public evaluations noted for the parks included in the 
Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit included a number of 
topics; however, the common theme was better access 
and more choices. Ranging from more access by the 
downtown trolley, particularly for large events and crowd 
management; to better access points for kayaks and side-
walks, comments were wide-ranging. Also noted was a 
desire for the City to not add additional parking, especially 
by removing green space. Pop-up Yoga class at Vinoy Park highlights eff ectiveness of 

open space.



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook38

Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Walking Audit:
Sustainability
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Sustainability Average 3.1 3.4 3.1 2.3 3.1 3.0 3.0 4.0

Social Sustainability 4.0 4.4 4.2 2.8 3.6 4.2 3.8 4.7

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your 
friends?

4 4 3 3 3 3 3.3 4.9

Are people smiling? 4 4 4 2 3 4 3.5 4.7

Do people use this area regularly? 4 5 5 2 5 5 4.3 4.9

Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 4 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 3.9

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce 
daily stress?

4 5 5 3 4 5 4.3 4.9

Environmental Sustainability 2.4 2.2 2.4 1.8 3.2 2.2 2.4 3.6

Does the area use energy, water and material resources 
effi  ciently?

2 2 2 1 2 2 2.2 3.5

Does the area improve water quality? 3 2 3 2 3 2 2.5 3.3

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute 
to biological diversity?

2 2 2 2 3 2 2.2 4.0.

Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or 
habitat?

2 2 2 2 4 2 2.3 4.1

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and 
knowledge?

3 3 3 2 4 3 3.0 3.4

Economic Sustainability 3.0 3.8 2.5 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.7 3.8

Does the area create public or private revenue-
generating opportunities?

3 4 2 1 2 1 2.2 3.1

Does the area sustain or increase property values? 4 4 4 5 4 5 4.3 4.9

Does the area contribute to nearby property 
development or redevelopment

4 3 3 2 2 3 2.8 4.4

Does the area provide permanent jobs? 1 4 1 1 1 1 1.5 3.0

Sustainability

The consultant team evaluations results in scores which 
were lower in general sustainability than those received 
through the public evaluations. Many of the public parks 
provide minimum improvements to water quality, biodi-
versity, creation of jobs, or generation of revenues other 
than North Shore Park and hosting special events. Social 
sustainability was the highest scoring element of sustain-
ability by the consultant team due to the parks promoting 
healthy lifestyles and evidence of tremendous use of the 
parks.
Environmental sustainability was the lowest scoring area 
both by the consultant team as well as the public. Improv-
ing water quality was the lowest scoring of all elements 
by the public while enhancing biological diversity re-
ceived the lowest score from the consultant. Both areas 
can require extensive investments in order improvement; 

however, both areas include actions that require minimum 
invest as well.

Economic sustainability had notable diff erences in the 
performance of individual parks as well as comparisons 
between consultant evaluations and those received from 
the public. The public scored the area better for its contri-
bution to development and redevelopment; however, the 
consultant noted a diff erence between a higher impact 
near Vinoy Park versus less potential for development or 
redevelopment near Flora Wylie and Coff ee Pot Parks due 
to the area consisting of predominately single-family and 
lower density multi-family housing units which may not 
experience signifi cant redevelopment potential. The area 
as a special event attraction does have a potential impact 
on the development and redevelopment of North Down-
town properties.
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Conclusion

Through the evaluation of each Downtown Waterfront 
park, there are a number of trends in opportunities and 
challenges for the Downtown Waterfront parks. These 
trends include: challenges in implementing sustainability 
techniques, the eff ectiveness of public spaces in meeting 
the needs of users and nearby residents, as well as chal-
lenges in providing a recognized high level of design and 
construction in the waterfront parks.  Many of these noted 
challenges are indeed opportunities to enhance the gen-
eral Downtown Waterfront area and progress can be made 
on a number of these areas by advancement of strategic 
recommendations provided by the public through exten-
sive evaluations of these spaces during walking audit.

Besides categorical identifi ed trends, the evaluations 
identifi ed geographical trends with the noted quality 
and perceived condition of waterfront parks decreasing 

towards the middle of the study area, near Spa Beach and 
Demens Landing. Exceptions are the bookends of Lassing 
Park and the Flora Wylie to Coff ee Pot Park areas which 
had evidence of strong neighborhood ownership of the 
parks whereas the downtown core waterfront parks lack a 
clear neighborhood support network.

Universal accessibility remains a preeminent challenge 
to many of the Downtown Waterfront parks as well as 
management of special events impacts to surrounding 
neighborhoods and a reduction in the role of the vehicle 
in defi ning the City’s waterfront. With the addition of a 
sustainable plant palette, including more shade trees, 
more areas of seating and at-will recreation activities op-
portunities, the waterfront can improve areas to provide 
more of these basic attractions celebrated by residents 
and visitors.

North Straub Park and stage area with the Vinoy Hotel in the background as shown in the image above.
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1.4 Current Waterside Uses

1.4.1Overview and Tour

As the Downtown Waterfront continues to evolve to 
provide more residential, educational, business and 
recreational opportunities for a growing population, the 
waterside must also evolve to support these interests 
and maintain its vitality while not losing sight of the 
importance of open space preservation and protection of 
natural resources and habitat.

A boat tour was conducted of the waterfront courtesy of 
Jopie Helsen from Sailor’s Wharf Yacht Yard providing key 
members of the project team with a waterside perspective 
of waterfront access and use along the entire project site.

The following areas were viewed from the water:
• Salt Creek
• Bayboro Harbor/Port of St. Petersburg
• South, Central and North Yacht Basins
• Lower Coff ee Pot Bayou/Inlet
• Lassing Park shoreline

The northern portion of the Downtown Waterfront 
consists of a large shallow sea grass covered sand bar with 
dredged channels for boat access to Coff ee Pot Bayou 
and along North Shore beach. The central portion of the 
Downtown Waterfront consists of the yacht basins, pier, 
airport and port which are adjacent to deeper water 
with some dredging for marina and port access by larger 
vessels. The southernmost portion of the Downtown 
Waterfront along Lassing Park is similar to the northern 
portion with a large shallow grass fl at.

Observations:
• Nearly all boat slips are full in marinas
• Most of the downtown coastline is protected by sea 

walls
• Some seawalls refl ect erosion and corrosion
• Top of sea wall elevations vary, new construction has 

higher walls.
• New construction residential along water is at higher 

fi nished fl oor elevation.
• Floating trash in Bayboro Harbor area
• Sea grass washed up on beaches
• Signifi cant wave action inside rock jetty at South Basin 

and in North Basin from easterly winds
• Approx. 300 acres of sea grass habitat in shallow sand 

bars/dredge spoil areas, along seawalls and rip rap 
protected shoreline, adjacent to project area

• Large numbers of shore birds observed along beaches 
and around grass fl ats.

The shallow grass fl ats provide habitat for many species 
of marine life important for the health of the Tampa Bay 
Estuary. In addition to providing water quality benefi ts, 
the presence of sea grass, scallops and similar species are 
indicators of the health of the estuary.

1.4.2 Boating

Downtown Area

The Downtown Waterfront is home to over 700 slips to 
store boats in three marinas. The majority of the slips are 
in the St. Petersburg Municipal Marina which is spread 
over the Central and South Yacht basins around Demens 
Landing as well as a mooring fi eld in the North Yacht 
Basin. The North Yacht Basin also includes the Renaissance 
Vinoy Marina.

• Vinoy Marina (74 slips)
• St. Petersburg Municipal Mooring Field (13 moorings)
• St. Petersburg Municipal Marina (645 slips, fuel dock, 

ship’s store)
- Courtesy Docks (10 located along Beach Dr.)

• St. Petersburg Yacht Club (67  slips)

The Vinoy Basin is limited by the City of St. Petersburg 
Comprehensive Plan to the existing 74 slip Vinoy Marina, 
26 moorings, and dinghy dock (Policy LU6.1).

Visitors to St. Petersburg have access to 10 courtesy 
docks for day use in the Municipal Marina. None of the 
downtown marinas have dedicated transient slips for 
short stays. Boaters are accommodated in vacant slips as 
space allows.

The Municipal Marina is applying for a grant to construct 
25 slips dedicated for transient use (no more than 10 total 
days per month at the transient dock for any single boat). 
The project is in response to community demand for more 
transient docking opportunities in concert with continued 
revitalization eff orts of the Downtown Waterfront corridor. 
The proposed transient dock will accommodate up to 25 
recreational transient vessels in a combination of slip and 
side tie docking arrangements; this combination allows 
for fl exibility in both length and width of the visiting 
vessels. The dock confi guration comprises 14 30-foot long 
slips and a 200-foot long dock with berthing on both sides 
that could also host tourist vessels (tall ships or historic 
vessels).

Salt Creek

Salt Creek is home to several businesses providing boat 
sales as well as maintenance, upgrade, and repair services. 
As of October 2014 these businesses are as follows:

• Progressive Marine
• Sailor’s Wharf
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Port Limits (1999 Master Plan, PBS&J).  Note that the College 
of Marine Science at the University of South Florida (USF) is 
located on the peninsula in this map. The main St. Petersburg 
campus of USF is northwest of this map (bottom left).

• Salt Creek Marina
• St. Petersburg Marine Center (several businesses 

operate out of this facility)
• Embree Marine Service
• Neptune Marine Towing and Recovery

There is some dispute as to who owns the creek bottom – 
the upland owners or the City.

Bayboro Harbor

Bayboro Harbor is home to the Port of St. Petersburg as 
well as the U.S. Coast Guard Station St. Petersburg and 
USF St. Petersburg Campus. The harbor is exposed to wave 
activity from the bay, limiting development to protected 
areas or facilities requiring breakwaters. Current major 
users of the harbor include:

• The Port of St. Petersburg (SRI +Docking for 6 to 13 
large yachts/research vessels)

• The Harborage Marina (300 wet slips + 400 dry stack 
slips, fuel dock)

• USFSP “The Waterfront” (7-10 wet slips)
• U.S. Coast Guard St. Petersburg north and south 

moorings
• USF College of Marine Sciences

The Harborage is a privately run marina located on bay 
bottom leased from the City. The facility includes wet slips 
on Bayboro Harbor as well as a large dry stack storage 
facility on Salt Creek.

1.4.3 Shorelines

The St. Petersburg shoreline east of Beach Drive is 
generally reclaimed land. The shoreline is comprised 
mainly of seawall with some rip-rap toe protection. The 
shoreline also has three beach areas.

Beaches

The beaches along the Downtown Waterfront are 
generally stable and require infrequent nourishment. 
Beaches are at the following locations:

• North Shore Park
• Spa Beach
• Lassing Park

Seawalls

The shoreline from Bayboro Harbor to the north is 
generally comprised of concrete seawall, including the 
areas fronted by North Shore Park and Spa Beach (seawall 
is behind the beach). Salt Creek is a mix of bulkhead and 
natural shoreline varying by property and the eastern 
shoreline of the U.S. Army Reserve Base. The eastern Albert 
Whitted runway shore is re-vetted with rock.

1.4.4 Related Master Planning

Marina Master Plan

The pending Marina Master Plan for the St. Petersburg 
Municipal Marina concluded that demand for boat slips 
is increasing for St. Petersburg. The existing docks are 
reaching the end of their service life and new docks may 
be confi gured to accommodate more boats and larger 
boats to meet current and future demand. The master 
plan also makes the following recommendations:

• Add transient docking along 2nd Ave
- This will help activate 2nd Avenue NE from Beach Dr. 

to the Pier.
- The upland should be pedestrian friendly and the 

docks confi gured to promote boating access to 
downtown.

• Use fl oating docks
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- Floating docks provide natural security – remove 
fences except at gangway access points

• Locate liveaboards closer to Demens Landing
- Consolidate/improve facilities for users while 

providing for more activity (commercial, transient, 
etc) along 2nd Ave NE

• Locate commercial in the North Yacht Basin
- Access to parking in Pelican Lot
- Visible location from 2nd Ave NE and Beach Dr.

• Enhance breakwaters to improve conditions at the 
docks

• Maintain/enhance St. Petersburg Sailing Center 
Facilities

Port Master Plan

The Port of St. Petersburg is the smallest of three seaports 
on Tampa Bay with respect to land and sea operations. The 
approach channel is maintained by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers to a depth of 20 to 25 ft., the shallowest of all of 
Florida’s seaports, limiting the type and size of commercial 
vessels that can call on the port. As a result of the limited 
land area, limited access channel depth, and other 
competing ports in the region, the Port of St. Petersburg 
currently has no active commercial shipping tenants.

In response to regional competition and to qualify for 
grants to support ongoing maintenance of the port, 
the City prepared a Port of St. Petersburg Master Plan in 
1999. The Master Plan identifi ed synergies with the St. 
Petersburg Ocean Team as a unique asset for the Port. The 
resulting master plan vision for the Port of St. Petersburg 
Master Plan is to develop the facility into the premier 
home port for research vessels in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Local affi  liation with world renowned experts from USF 
St. Petersburg, NOAA, FWC, USGS, Tampa Bay Estuary 
Program, Florida Institute for Oceanography, the U.S. Coast 
Guard, the International Ocean Institute, SRI, and others 
act as a draw for national and international interests to 
visit the Port.

The key to the plan is to create momentum for the Port 
through the “Port Discovery” partnering concept. The Port 
will be available for use as a “cutting edge marine science 
research and educational programs.” Potential renovations 
to the existing building would provide exhibition and 
research space. Finally, homeporting of public and private 
research vessels at the port wharf are expected to make 
the Port into the “Woods Hole of the Gulf.”

To achieve these goals, the port has undertaken a 
rehabilitation program for the port wharf that includes 
adding utilities and improving capacity of the wharf. 
The Port is also improving the port building to support 
exhibitions in the existing building space.

Other, yet to be realized, elements of the Port of St. 
Petersburg Master Plan include the following:

• Additional berthing along the USF peninsula
• A new port-of-call facility and intermodal hub
• Improved parking
• Streetscape Improvements
• Redefi ned pedestrian circulation
• A defi ning feature in front of the building to identify 

the Port

1.5 Environment and Sustainability

1.5.1 Sustainability Policy and Practice

Current Sustainable Initiatives & Policies

The City of St. Petersburg has long been recognized by 
the Florida Green Building Coalition as the fi rst “Green 
City” in Florida, noted for its resource conservation, habitat 
and open space preservation, recycling and fuel effi  cient 
programs along with one of the fi rst and largest water 
reclamation programs in the state.

New city policies and initiatives continue to maintain the 
city as a leader in sustainable practices, including:

• Mayor’s Green Executive Order (EO) 08-01
• Mayor’s Green City Action Accord
• Involvement of regional sustainability focused 

organizations:
- Florida Local Environmental Resource Agency, Inc.
- Florida League of Cities
- Florida League of Mayors
- National League of Cities
- Florida’s Energy and Climate Change Action Plan

• Low Impact Development – Guidelines (under 
development)

• CityTrails Bicycle and Pedestrian Program

Current Sustainable Programs & Practices

Building on the St. Petersburg sustainable legacy, city 
leadership continues to strive to improve existing 
programs and implement new practices. A few of these 
programs and practices include:

• Tree City USA award for tree protection and plantings
• Water Reclamation for irrigation use
• Recycling program
• Energy Star building standards for new facilities
• Adoption of USGBC LEED EB & NC standards for City 

facilities
• Energy conservation measures for all major City 

facilities
• Solar PV implementation
• Green procurement guidelines
• Alternative fuels for fl eet vehicles
• Implement energy conservation for existing facilities
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• Convert existing street lights and traffi  c systems to LED
• Parks and Estuary preservation
• Waste Reduction
• Public Education and Awareness
• Stormwater Quality – continued monitoring and 

improvement
• Street sweep program

1.5.2 Utility Infrastructure

Potable Water

The City of St. Petersburg utilities supplies potable water 
to approximately 250,000 residents and businesses. The 
water sources include groundwater from northwest 
Hillsborough County, surface waters and desalinated 
water treated at the Cosme Water Treatment Facility using 
aeration, softening, fi ltration and disinfection along with 
fl uoride additives. The water is distributed City wide via 
two pumping stations.

The water distribution system within the study area 
consists of:

• 6,300 feet of distribution mains up to 16-inch 
diameter

• 73,300 feet of service lines up to 12-inch diameter
• Pipe materials include DIP, CIP, PVC, GALV, and HDPE 
• 80 fi re hydrants
• 395 gate valves
• 93 fl ow meters

Potable water consumption has been reduced by 32% 
since 1986 through water restrictions, reuse system 
expansions, leak reduction, meter replacement, fi xture 
replacement and education programs.

Current Water Conservation Programs include:
• Toilet Rebate Program for high volume fl ush toilets 

with new EPA Water Sense low fl ush models.
• Indoor Water Conservation Kits, for leak detection and 

low fl ow fi xture retrofi t
• Restaurant Spray Valve Replacement Program for food 

service providers
• Water Wise eSplash Electronic Newsletter
• Public Presentations and Workshops
• Sensible Sprinkling Program - Irrigation water 

reductions through FREE CHECK-UP, rain sensors and 
system information/user education 

• Water Use Restrictions 

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan project area 
represents approximately 1.3% of the City land area and a 
slightly higher percentage of the potable water use given 
the land use and higher density.

Sanitary Sewer

The City of St. Petersburg utilities also collects and treats 
wastewater for approximately 303,000 customers within 
four service areas and four water reclamation facilities. 
The collection system, primarily constructed prior to 
1962, consists of over 19,000 manholes, over 912 miles 
of gravity mains, over 450 miles of lateral (service) lines, 
81 lift stations and over 56 miles of force main. The 
water reclamation facility located at Albert Whitted 
Airport is in the process of being decommissioned, and 
the wastewater fl ows diverted to the  Southwest Water 
Reclamation Facility off  the Pinellas Bayway.

The treated water is reused for non-potable needs and 
excess water is discharged into deep injection wells as 
aquifer storage for future use.  Direct discharges to the bay 
were stopped in the late 1970s.  

The wastewater collection system within the study area 
consists of:

• Over 55,560 feet of gravity collection pipe from 3 to 
60 inches diameter

• Over 11,900 feet of force main pipe from 2 to 18 
inches diameter

• Pipe materials include CIP, DIP, PVC, RCP, with a 
signifi cant quantity of older VCP 

• Over 380 manholes, cleanouts and junctions

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan project area 
contains approximately 1.2% of the city’s wastewater 
collection system pipe infrastructure, not including the 
reclamation facility being decommissioned.

Gravity collection systems within low lying, coastal areas 
of the project site are at risk from inundation due to 
fl ooding. Due to the age of the system, infi ltration into 
the collection system from saturated soils can create high 
wastewater fl ows during wet weather and fl ooding events.

Reclaimed Water

The St. Petersburg’s Water Reclamation System is not only 
the fi rst to be built in the United States, it remains one 
of the largest in the world. The city’s innovative system 
provides more than 20 million gallons per day (annual 
average) to over 10,600 customers, primarily for lawn 
irrigation, via four reclaimed water facilities, with 291 
miles of distribution pipe lines and 3,909 valves, and 316 
connected fi re hydrants. One of the existing reclaimed 
water facilities, located at Albert Whitted Airport, is in the 
process of being decommissioned and the fl ows diverted 
to the Southwest Water Reclamation Facility off  the 
Pinellas Bayway.

The reclaimed water distribution system within the study 
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area consists of:
• 38,000 feet of pipe from 2 inches to 48 inches
• Pipe materials include PVC, DIP, GALV, CIP, and HDPE
• Serving 5 fi re hydrants
• 12 fl ow meters
• 6 booster pumps

The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan study area 
contains approximately 2.5% of the City’s reclaimed water 
distribution system, not including the reclamation facility 
being decommissioned.

Continued expansion of the reclaimed water system has 
signifi cantly contributed to reducing potable water use 
for irrigation. This system provides reclaimed water for 
irrigation for parks and public open space, golf courses, 
airport, Al Lang Field, a number of commercial facilities 
and a handful of residential customers within and 
adjacent to the project site. This non-potable water is also 
used for cooling and other process water needs.

Electric Power

Electric power within the project site is supplied by Duke 
Energy/Progress Energy primarily via overhead and buried 
distribution and services. Where overhead service lines 
and ground mounted transformers are located adjacent 
to the coastline and in low lying areas, they are potentially 
vulnerable to impacts from severe storms and coastal 
fl ooding.

Eff orts have been made to reduce City’s electric 
consumption through effi  ciency improvements to 
facilities, the use of solar photovoltaics, and through LED 
street lighting.  However, further discussions regarding 
power purchase agreements with electric providers are 
ongoing to facilitate large capital investment in high 
effi  ciency lighting.

Communications

Bright House, Comcast, Verizon and Time Warner Cable 
provide wired phone and/or cable/Internet services 
to the area. Like electric power services, overhead 
communications are also at risk for damage from falling 
trees/limbs during high winds.

1.5.3 Stormwater Management

Stormwater management and water quality are of utmost 
importance to all coastal communities. The City of St. 
Petersburg has an advantage over some coastal cities 
due to the separate wastewater and stormwater systems 
and the robust reclaimed water system. These systems, 
resulting from the work of forward thinking leaders, 
signifi cantly reduce the pollutants entering Tampa Bay.

Currently, the recommended improvements from 
the Stormwater Management Master Plan are being 
implemented to improve both water quality and fl ood 
control utilizing funding from the Penny for Pinellas sales 
tax, general fund/property taxes and stormwater utility 
user fees.  Available funds are maximized through South 
Florida Water Management District matching program 
and from grant programs.  In addition, compliance with 
increasing regulatory requirements is maintained utilizing 
the available funding without increasing taxes or fees. 

Identifi ed stormwater related concerns requiring further 
action include:

• Floating trash in yacht basins conveyed via 
stormwater collection system

• Dredging Salt Creek and yacht basins to remove 
pollutant and nutrient laden sediment

• Public education regarding importance of stormwater 
management and how to prevent from contributing 
trash, debris and nutrients to the bay

Existing Documents Review

• City of St. Petersburg City Code
- Ch. 16.40.030 Drainage Management
- Ch. 16.40.050 Flood Management

• City of St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan 
- Chapter 4 Conservation Element
- Chapter 5 Coastal Management Element
- Chapter 9 Drainage sub-element adopted (revised 

5-21-09)
- D1:  (Adoption of LOS standard for drainage 

quantity) existing conditions
- D2:  (Rehab/Upgrade Drainage Facilities) City 

stormwater upgrades per CIP plan
- D3:  Stormwater utility fee: primary source of 

funding (85 projects by 2025)
- D4:  (Maximize use of existing facilities) 

extend service life of existing system through 
maintenance

- D5:  (Protection of Natural Drainage Features) 
Comp Plan Conservation Element
1. Drainage system shall not encroach upon 

environmentally sensitive “preservation” areas.
- D6:  (Protection and Improvement of Surface 

Water Quality)
1. New development needs to meet SWFWMD 

criteria
2. Monitor Lake Maggiore (restoration plan)
3. Seek funding via SWFWMD Grants
4. Education for reporting illicit discharges
5. Street sweeping program
6. Aquatic plant control program

• 1994 Stormwater Management Master Plan (SMMP) 
- City system has 26 drainage basins across 133 
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square miles
- 13 miles of large open channels
- 40 miles of small channels
- 423 miles of closed pipe
- 71 lakes (700 acres of surface water)
- 26 detention/treatment facilities
- 4 stormwater pump stations
- 1,400 known outfalls

- Primary purpose:  “ID improvements to prevent 
fl ooding in City.” Comp Plan 9-3

- Identify problems, id fl ooding areas, and 
recommend solutions

- LOS standards modifi ed to fi t budget  (est. $6MM 
per year over 20-years)
- Defi ned as “existing conditions”

- Many outstanding projects exist.
• 1996 Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR)

- Included annexed areas from County (new drainage 
basin areas)

• 1999 Tampa Bay Surface Water Improvement and 
Management Plan

• 2003 Tampa Bay Water Quality Report
• March 2013 – Feb. 2018 City MS4 Permit under NPDES 

program, issued by EPA
- Annual monitoring reports
- Public education 
- Non-stormwater discharges are prohibited 
- Stormwater Management Program

- Pollution prevention measures
- Treatment or removal techniques
- Stormwater monitoring
- Stormwater quality controls
- Program Requirements

Drainage Basins

The City of St. Petersburg collects and manages surface 
stormwater runoff  from 26 drainage basins across 133 
square miles utilizing over 50 miles of open channels, 423 
miles of closed pipe, 71 lakes, 26 detention/treatment 
facilities and four pumping stations, discharging 
stormwater to Tampa Bay via 1,400 outfalls, according 
to the 1994 Stormwater Management Master Plan. The 
drainage basins draining across or through the Downtown 
Waterfront and into the adjacent surface waters include:

• Basin A – Mirror Lake
- Centrally located across much of the Downtown 

Waterfront
- Encompasses 1,300 acres
- Outfalls located at:

- Coff ee Pot Bayou
- North, Central & South Yacht Basins
- Bayboro Harbor

• Basin B – Booker Creek
- Contains sub-basin areas further inland to the west 

of Basin A
- Encompasses 3,218 acres
- Outfalls located at Bayboro Harbor via Booker Creek

• Basin C – Lake Maggiore
- Located south of Basin B
- Encompasses 3,400 acres
- Outfalls located at Bayboro Harbor via Salt Creek

• Basin J – Crescent Lake
- Located north of Basin A
- Encompasses 730 acres
- Outfalls located at Coff ee Pot Bayou

• Basin K – Coff ee Pot Bayou
- Located north of Basin J, at the north end of the 

project area
- Encompasses 576 acres
- Outfalls located at Coff ee Pot Bayou

• Basin W – Coquina Kay
- Located at Lassing Park and south, southern end of 

project area
- Encompasses 900 acres
- Outfalls located at:

- Tampa Bay
- Big Bayou (outside of study area)

Total Area of Infl uence (watershed/drainage area) draining 
to the coastline along the downtown waterfront study 
area is over 10,000 acres or just under 16 square miles.

Stormwater Collection System

The Downtown Waterfront, like much of St. Petersburg, 
consists of a high percentage of impervious area resulting 
in large volumes and high rates of stormwater runoff . 
The system consists of a signifi cant amount of gray 
infrastructure with curb and grated inlets. The primary 
function of the original stormwater management 
system was to prevent fl ooding based on the historic 
philosophies oriented towards removing the maximum 
amount of water in the shortest period of time. As the 
focus of stormwater management continues to evolve 
to off er more robust water quality improvements the 
existing infrastructure is expected to remain in place with 
improvements occurring over time.

The stormwater collection and conveyance system within 
the study area includes the following:

• 15,300 feet of pipe ranging in size from 6 inches to 66 
inches diameter

• Pipe materials include PVC, HDPE, DIP and RCP
• 200 stormwater manhole structures and junction 

boxes
• 410 stormwater catch basins/inlets 
• 24 site specifi c stormwater treatment facilities 
• 5,200 feet of open channels/swales/ditches (includes 

Salt Creek and Booker Creek)
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Stormwater Outfalls

Stormwater outfalls occur across the entire waterfront and 
include a variety of outfall types from direct discharges 
from paved surfaces via curb inlets near the waterfront to 
larger collection systems further inland which are routed 
through complex conveyance and treatment facilities 
prior to discharge to Tampa Bay.  The outfalls identifi ed 
along the downtown waterfront include:

• Coff ee Pot Bayou – 23 outfalls 
• North Shore Beach & Vinoy Park – 7 outfalls
• North yacht basin – 8 outfalls
• Central yacht basin – 9 outfalls
• Demens Landing – 1 outfall
• South yacht basin – 15 outfalls
• Airport – 3 outfalls
• Bayboro Harbor – 10 outfalls
• Lassing Park – 9 outfalls
• Total outfalls along downtown waterfront coastline– 

85 outfalls

Pollutants of Concern

The following are lists of identifi ed pollutants that pose 
water quality concerns:

• Cleaning products & chemicals
• Chlorinated pool water
• Paint
• Fertilizers, see June through September restrictions
• Radiator fl uid, oil, gasoline
• Construction debris and sediment from runoff 
• Garden waste and lawn clippings
• Animal feces
• Litter and garbage
• Nitrogen and Phosphorus

Stormwater Treatment

Based on new technologies and approaches to 
stormwater management coupled with revised guidance 
and policy related to water quality, the City’s approach 
continues to evolve to include more water quality 
controls and improved integrated management, while 
not losing sight of the importance for fl ood control.  
With the continued support of the Water Management 
District, the Ocean team and other stakeholder scientists 
and environmentalists, the water quality of Tampa 
Bay has seen signifi cant improvement in recent years 
which is anticipated to continue increasing the habitat 
and opportunities to integrate the built and natural 
environments off ering a unique downtown waterfront 
setting that encourages growth and investment. 

Observations

With continually increasing knowledge and monitoring 
of pollutants of concern and with guidance from 
partnerships such as the Ocean Team, Tampa Bay 

Regional Planning Council and the Southwest Florida 
Water Management District, coupled with continued 
implementation of capital improvement stormwater 
projects and improved development regulations, the 
quality of Tampa Bay along the waterfront will continue 
to improve.  These water quality improvements not only 
benefi t the quality of the estuary and marine life, but 
also support the continued interest to live, work and play 
along the coastline of this unique waterfront community. 

1.5.4 Climate Change

The following summary is based on meetings with 
stakeholders and review of available reports and historical 
data. 

Events and meetings were attended with local agencies 
and researchers including:

• USF College of Marine Science professors and 
researchers

• Tampa Bay Estuary Program
• Tamp Bay Regional Planning Council, Agency on Bay 

Management, Natural Resource Committee
• Regional Climate Adaptation Technical Working 

Group
• Blue Ocean Film Festival, Sea Level Rise Symposium
• City Public Works, Engineering and Stormwater Dept.
• Environment and Sustainability Stakeholder Group

Document, Research and Data Review including: 
• City of St. Petersburg OCEAN Team Consortium
• EPA Climate Ready Estuaries Program 
• USACE & NOAA 
• Regional Climate Adaptation Technical Working 

Group
• Governor’s Energy and Climate Change Action Team
• Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
• Pier Environmental Forces Study
• FSU Florida Planning and Development Lab
• UF Sketch Tool
• Tampa Bay Water Atlas
• City GIS database
• FEMA FIRM Mapping Tool

Sea Level Rise

Data compiled by USACE & NOAA along with other 
organizations indicates an increasing trend in normal 
water elevations and extreme tides as monitored by 
local tide gauges along the coastline.  The normal water 
elevation has seen an increase of approximately 9 inches 
in the past 65 years as represented by the graph below.  
It is not clear whether the trend will continue at the 
same rate or at an increased rate as some data suggests.  
What is clear, is the frequency of impacts observed 
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such as local fl ooding, and the need to mitigate those 
impacts to protect life and property, especially in low 
lying and vulnerable coastal areas such as the downtown 
waterfront.

Even minor increases in normal water elevations can 
exacerbate fl ooding potential and damage resulting from 
storm events, especially during high tide events  given 
the high density of development along low lying coastal 
areas.  

The data represented in the chart below represents 
monthly mean sea level resulting from fl uctuating tides 
between 1947 and 2014.  While the red trend-line falls 
within the range of high and low values expressing only 
moderate changes over time, the historical data does 
indicate an increasing trend.  This increasing trend is 
anticipated to continue; however, the rate of increase is 
uncertain as it may be aff ected by further development 
and industry at the global scale. 

Heat Island Eff ect

The City of St. Pete is mostly built out with the exception 
of public open spaces, parks and vacant parcels which 
equates to a very high percentage of impervious surfaces.  
Low albedo (dark) pavement and building roof materials 
absorb UV rays and radiate heat, creating micro-climates 
of warmer temperatures.   The heat island eff ects would be 
expected to worsen over time with elevating bay and air 
temperatures as a result of climate change.  

1.5.5 Maps and Notes

Pages 48 to 61 contain maps describing the existing state 
of the stormwater and wastewater infrastructure in St. 
Petersburg. Additionally, this section includes the notes 
from an Environmental/Climate Change & Sea Level Rise 
Meeting on October 28, 2014 held by the project team.

Sanitary Sewer & Reclaimed Water – Utility Map

• Shows sanitary gravity collection lines, manholes and 
pressure mains relative to project boundary, parks, 
coastline and FEMA fl ood zones.

• Also shows reclaimed water distribution system 
including pressure mains and services.

Stormwater – Drainage Map

• Shows regional watersheds, drainage management 
facilities, stormwater collection system, pipes, inlets, 
channels and outfall structures relative to project 
boundary, coastline, sea grass, fi sh habitat, and FEMA 
fl ood zones.

Stormwater – Basin Maps

• Shows drainage basins (watershed areas) draining to 
coastline along downtown waterfront.

• Taken from Stormwater Management Master Plan 

Source: Permanent Service for Mean Sea Level (PSMSL), http://www.psmsl.org/
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Basin A Map 

 
 
Basin B Map 

Stormwater - Basins
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Basin C Map 

 
 
Basin J Map 

 

Stormwater - Basins
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Basin K Map 

 
 
Basin W Map 
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DWMP Environmental/Climate Change & 
Sea Level Rise Meeting

    
Meeting Notes 

DWMP Environmental/Climate Change & Sea Level Rise Meeting 
Tuesday, October 28, 2014 

 

Purpose:  To coordinate and gather information from local science community as it relates to City of St. 
Petersburg and the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan.  Information will be used as part of project’s technical 
inventory and Issues and Opportunities Report as the City finalizes the master plan. 

Attendees: 
College of Marine Science, USF 
Dr. Mark Luther, Associate Professor  
Dr.  Ernst Peebles, Associate Professor 
Dr. Robert Weisberg, Distinguished University 
Professor 
Dr. Steven Meyers, Senior Scientist 
Lianyuan Zheng, Research Associate 
Jason Bird, Sustainable Infrastructure, AECOM  
Michael Herrman, P.E. Moffatt & Nichol 

City of St. Petersburg 
Dave Goodwin, Director, Planning and Economic 
Development 
Derek Kilborn, Planning Manager 
Tom Gibson, Director of Engineering and Capital 
Improvements 
Carlos Frey,  Stormwater Engineering 
Sharon Wright,  Planner 
 

 
Meeting Summary 
General: 

1. In addition to papers, reports, and presentations provided by USF College of Marine Science scientists 
through initial coordination, Dr. Weisberg brought in 13 technical papers.  Attachment A to these notes 
includes a list of papers, presentations, and reports provided by or through USF coordination. 

2. Tampa Bay has continued to improve as an estuary since the 70s and 80s; however, there is still a lot of 
work to be done.  In recent years, there has not been a significant focus on Tampa Bay from a modeling 
perspective.  

3. This project has renewed interest in updating models for Tampa Bay from. 
4. Secrets of the Sea Discovery Center (old Pier Aquarium) is interested in relocating to a repurposed 

building at the Port. 
5. While the scientific community realizes changes are required to improve the water front, they also have 

not lost sight of the importance of preserving the public open space and parks. 
6. Fresh water spring conditions located in Coffee Pot Bayou used by manatees during winter months.  

Good viewing area at Granada Terrace.   
7. Combined, restricting flow of water and adding nutrients contribute to poor water quality. Do not 

recreate this type of scenario in any elements of the plan.   
8. From north to south in the boat basins, you need to apply the right tools to get the right flushing.  

Maintaining water quality within a marina basin depends primarily on flushing as determined by water 
circulation within the basin(s). If a basin is not properly flushed, pollutants will concentrate to 
unacceptable levels in the water and/or sediments, resulting in impacts to the biological resources. 
 

Page 1 of 7 
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Water Quality: 

1. Water quality is directly related to circulation and nutrient loads  
a. good circulation improves water quality 
b. reduced nutrient loads in wastewater discharge and stormwater runoff improve water quality 

2. The water quality in Tampa Bay is improving in many areas as measured by the chlorophyll metric.  
Some areas, like Safety Harbor area, are not improving. 

3.  Improvements in Tampa Bay  believed to be primarily from: 
a.  Improving direct bay discharges of WW to tertiary level treatment 
b. Stopping direct discharges of WW flow (St. Pete)  

i. St. Pete stopped direct discharges in the late 1970s.  St. Pete utilizes deep well 1,000 ft. 
injection.  The Bayside plant is being decommissioned.  

c. Reducing nutrient loading from stormwater management – note contribution of St. Pete’s 
stormwater ordinance requiring water quality and quantity improvements for development and 
redevelopment. 

4. Safety Harbor area of NW Tampa Bay continues to have water quality issues with high nutrients, 
including red algae blooms, in part due to Lake Tarpon outfall canal and causeways crossing the bay, 
inhibiting circulation.  

a. This lower water quality is not believed to have a significant impact on water quality at the 
downtown waterfront since this upper portion of the bay does not flush, but it doesn’t help 
either.  

b. A study was conducted in Safety Harbor comparing sewage and fertilizer as nutrient loads.  It 
was mostly fertilizer. 

5. Poor water quality in the yacht basins is due to poor circulation 
a. Breakwater design is critical as it can either degrade water quality by reducing flushing or it can 

increase water quality through flushing of yacht basins.  
b. Increased flushing of yacht basins would improve water quality.  

i. This can be accomplished by cleaning out/dredging basin connections and correcting 
any restrictions of flow to the larger bay by deepening or widening channels, as 
appropriate. 

ii. Flushing of basins is primarily caused from winds, stormwater flow and difference in 
timing of tide changes. 

iii. Flushing rates depend on many factors and are different in wet and dry seasons. 
iv. Tides do not flush the basins. 

c. Increased depth would improve flushing and circulation. 
6. Habitat physics:  begin thinking in a more complete manner – habitats made in dynamic situations.  

Habitat improvements or creation begins with water quality.  Planting sea grass or placing oyster domes 
will not improve water quality if plants/organisms can't survive due to poor water quality.  If it was 
good habitat for oysters, they would be there.  If you could get oyster beds to survive, it could help 
locally, but not overall water quality.  Note: seagrass doing pretty well in North Shore and Lassing areas. 

Page 2 of 7 
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7. Since many of the large scale municipal discharges into the Bay have already been addressed, the single 

largest opportunity to further improve water quality is to address stormwater runoff. 
8. While sea grass, oysters and similar species do help to improve localized water quality, we cannot rely 

on them alone to achieve the goals, and further engineering solutions are required. 
9. Citizens have suggested that feeling comfortable about swimming at the beaches along the waterfront as 

a goal to work toward.   This goal may not be attainable as Tampa Bay is an estuary which typically does 
not have the same water quality as Gulf beaches, for a reason.  Need to establish what is clean water in 
the context of the estuary and the urban development around Tampa Bay. 

a. However, continued work to reduce pollutant laden stormwater discharges and bacteria loading 
can improve both the overall water quality and public perception by reducing/ eliminating 
beach closures.  

b. Metric is disease – is it possible to show history (metrics and closures) and where we are today? 
c. The City currently performs offshore sampling for fecal coliform.  Ambient sampling occurs in 8 

locations along the water front from Riveria Bay to just north of Bay Vista Park. Sampling 
parameters include pH, Temperature, Salinity, dissolved oxygen, chlorophyll, ammonia, nitrate-
nitrite, TKN, total nitrogen, total phosphorous, Orthophosphate, Total Suspended Solids, and 
Secchi disk depths. 

10. Urban development implications to water quality are evident.  West side of Tampa Bay is developed 
with mostly sea wall shorelines and has lower water quality.  East side of Tampa Bay is mostly natural 
with mangrove shorelines and has higher water quality. Note:  Water quality in Tampa Bay is assessed 
as the Upper, Middle and Lower Tampa Bay segments. The middle and lower Tampa Bay segments show 
very good water quality with no distinction made between east and west sides.  

11. Dissolved oxygen (DO) is a very important indicator of water quality as are a number of other factors.  
Note:  Aquatic animals cannot survive if DO levels are too low.   

 
Storm Protection & Climate Resiliency: 

1. Much of the scientific community agrees that sea level rise is occurring, but the rate is still open for 
discussion.  Plan for reality (0.5 to 1.0 ft.) of rise, but be cautious for the possibility of (2-3 ft.) of rise in 
the next 100 years.  

2. Nature will do what it wants, we cannot stop it. 
3. The best way to protect from storm damage is to build in appropriate locations.  Low lying and 

vulnerable areas should expect to be damaged when major storm events occur.  
4. Inundation causes flooding / wave action destroys & kills 
5. Protecting from wave action may be our best bet to improve resiliency of existing facilities. 

 
 
 

6. Breakwaters help diminish wave action and should be considered. 
a. Harbor breakwater concept could be beneficial. 
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i. Could be designed to not impede circulation; water circulation and quality varies 

seasonally and year to year due to natural climate variability like El Nino.  A range of 
conditions should be considered when designing mitigation or protective strateges. 

ii. Reduces waves during normal and storm events 
iii. Does not stop sea level rise or flooding 

7. Rip Rap protected shorelines offer added benefits over sea walls, including preventing harbor 
resonance, offering habitat and preventing shoreline damage by dissipating wave energy. 

8. Seawall – because of urban waterfront, you must keep structure, but where possible, rip rap can provide 
better habitat. 

9. All shoreline protection measures only work until they are overtopped by storm surge and/or waves. 
10. In general terms, the region is experiencing warming water temperatures, which affects species habitat 

and storm severity.  
11. Climate Adaptation working group has good information and should be consulted. 
12. Beach erosion has been a major issue over the years.  Beach sand could be replaced and protected with 

structural devices. (restore beaches) 
13. Modeling of Tampa Bay during a major storm event indicates the possibility of wave height of 

approximately 2 meters in bay and 1 meter on land.  
14. It is not just the flooding, it is the storm retreat that also causes damage and brings garbage into the 

water. 
15. Katrina provided a lot of lessons for us.  One visual lesson: 

a. “Zones/Levels” of damage – Zone 1 near edge to “wrack-line” death and destruction, Zone 2 from 
“wrack-line” to next zone is where all of the debris gathers, Zone 3 includes wet and damaged 
homes, but people were ok.   

16. Having a sufficient buffer between water and infrastructure is critical  
 
Closing Statements/Takeaways: 

1. The most important factors to improving water quality of the Bay and yacht basins is: 
a. Improve flushing 

i. Circulation is most important, and does not always receive the attention it deserves. 
b. Improve quality of stormwater discharge 

2. Enhance waterfront without changing its character. 
3. For resiliency, identify areas that should and should not be developing – be smart about what we do 

know.  Example:  Northeast St. Petersburg is very low and susceptible to waves.  
4. Restoration of beaches and land will offer continued protection from storm damage.  
5. Consider developing educational elements along waterfront including: 

a. Interpretative signage 
b. Phone app. that allows user to understand the benefits of the waterfront edge treatment and 

habitat. 
c. As an educational institution, USF is here to help with that. 
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6. Dutch example of flood avoidance rather than recovery.  When engineered solution not being used for 

flood avoidance, people can enjoy the space. Links about Dutch/other examples: 
http://gizmodo.com/4-enormous-projects-that-could-save-coastal-cities-in-o-1634746211
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/02/17/arts/design/flood-control-in-the-netherlands-now-allows-sea-
water-in.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0

7. Group is very appreciative for being asked to participate in this project and is willing to help as the 
project moves forward, including possible review of key material and follow up meetings.  
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DWMP Environmental/Climate Change & 
Sea Level Rise Meeting

    
 

Attachment A – Selection of Technical Papers, Reports, and Presentations  
(Provided through coordination with USF College of Marine Science) 

 
Paper or Presentation Title Author 

A Simulation of the Hurricane Charley Storm 
Surge And Its Breach Of North Captiva Island Robert H Weisberg & Lianyuan Zheng 

Circulation of Tampa Bay driven by buoyancy, 
tides, and winds, as simulated using a finite 
volume coastal ocean model 

Robert H. Weisberg & Lianyuan Zheng 

Climate Change and Sea Level Rise – 
Sustainable Floridians Alicia Betancourt, Maia McGuire 

Coastal Ocean Pollution, Water Quality, and 
Ecology Robert H. Weisberg 

Coupling of surge and waves for an Ivan-like 
hurricane impacting the Tampa Bay, Florida 
region 

Yong Huang, Robert H. Weisberg & Lianyuan Zheng 

Gulf of Mexico hurricane wave simulations 
using SWAN: bulk formula-based drag 
coefficient sensitivity for Hurricane Ike 

Yong Huang, Robert H. Weisberg, Lianyuan Zheng & 
Marcel Zijlema 

Hurricane storm surge simulations comparing 
three-dimensional with two-dimensional 
formulations based on an Ivan-like storm over 
the Tampa Bay, Florida region 

Robert H Weisberg & Lianyuan Zheng 

Hurricane Storm Surge Simulations for Tampa 
Bay 

Robert H Weisberg & Lianyuan Zheng 

Implications from the comparisons between 
two-and three-dimensional model simulations 
of the Hurricane Ike storm surge 

Lianyuan Zheng, Robert H. Weisberg, Yong Huang, 
Rick A. Leuttich, Joanne J. Westerink, Patrick C. Kerr, 
Aaron S. Donahue, Gary Crane & Linda Akli 

Influences of Channel Deepening and Widening 
on the Tidal and Nontidal circulations of Tampa 
Bay 

Jun Zhu, Robert H. Weisberg, Lianyuan Zheng & 
Shuzong Han 

Modeling the west Florida coastal ocean by 
downscaling from the deep ocean, across the 
continental shelf and into the estuaries 

Lianyuan Zheng & Robert H. Weisberg 

On the Flushing of Tampa Bay Jun Zhu, Robert H. Weisberg, Lianyuan Zheng & 
Shuzong Han 

Regional Climate Adaptation Technical 
Working Group Libby Carnahan 

Rookery Bay and Naples Bay circulation 
simulations: Applications to tides and fresh 
water inflow regulation 

Lianyuan Zheng & Robert H. Weisberg 
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Paper or Presentation Title Author 

Sea Level Changes in the Southeastern United 
States:  Past, Present, and Future 

Gary T. Mitchum 

Sea Level Rise Projection Consistency:  Needs, 
Capacities, and Alternatives 

William Butler, Robert Deyle, Cassidy Mutnansky, 
Lindsay Stevens 

U.S. IOOS coastal and ocean modeling testbed: 
Inter-model evaluation of tides, waves and 
hurricane surge in the Gulf of Mexico 

P.C. Kerr, A.S. Donahue, J.J. Westerink, R.A. Luettich, 
Jr., L.Y. Zheng, R.H. Weisberg, Y. Huang, H.V.Wang, Y. 
Teng, D.R. Forrest, A. Roland, A.T. Haase, A.W. 
Kramer, A.A. Taylor, J.R. Rhome, J.C. Feyen, R. P. 
Signell, J.L. Hanson, M.E. Hope, R.M. Estes, R.A. 
Dominguez, R. P. Dunbar, L.N. Semeraro, H.J. 
Westerink, A.B. Kennedy, J.M. Smith, M.D. Powell, V.J. 
Cardone & A.T. Cox 

What may have happened here had Hurricane 
Ivan visited us instead of Pensacola? R. H. Weisberg 
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1.6 Economic Conditions

1.6.1 General Economic Conditions

St. Petersburg is part of the Tampa-St. Petersburg-
Clearwater MSA, the third largest metro area in Florida. 
Residential development in downtown St. Petersburg 
has skyrocketed in recent years, challenging citywide 
and MSA-wide population growth trends. This suggests 
that the attraction of downtown living is growing with 
the improved economy and demographic shifts. The city 
overall has rebounded from the population losses of the 
Great Recession and is experiencing signifi cant growth in 
the early part of the decade.

Unemployment continues to decline as the local economy 
recovers from the recent recession.  In St. Petersburg, 
the healthcare and educational services; professional, 
scientifi c and management; and retail trade (including 
food & beverage service) sectors represent signifi cant 
employment sectors. The Downtown Waterfront study 
area and the core downtown serve as the center of 
government services, fi nancial services, tourism, and 
professional services in the city. The adjacent health, 
education and research cluster in the Innovation District is 
a signifi cant employment center. 

Tourism represents a signifi cant part of the economy in 
the area and especially in the Downtown Waterfront. The 
growth of the retail, dining and entertainment sectors 
in the downtown area off ers attractions to visitors to 
spend more time and money in the city. With world 
famous museums and events, the Downtown Waterfront 
provides a range of attractions. Discussion with local 
hotel operators suggest that demand for rooms continues 
to grow. Tourism is also a growth industry with record 
numbers of visitors in recent years. 

1.6.2 Population Growth

To increase workforce that is attractive to employers and 
customers for retail, dining and entertainments venues 
in the waterfront area, the population and number of 
households in St. Petersburg needs to continue to grow. 
Population estimates for the Tampa-St. Petersburg-
Clearwater MSA through the end of the decade show 

low or no growth, with annual household growth below 
one percent. While older retirees will continue to move to 
the MSA and St. Petersburg, the aging population base 
will cause the annual growth rate to drop. Fewer young 
families are moving to Pinellas County and St. Petersburg. 

The ULI study concluded that the current population in 
St. Petersburg is middle-class, moderate income singles 
and families but that the housing choice options are 
limited, thus driving those buyers out of the market. 
The population growth trends in the table below shows 
that the city is likely to struggle to maintain positive 
population growth without a signifi cant attractor, such as 
major jobs centers. In-migration may also be infl uenced 
by continuing to enhance the St. Petersburg “brand” of 
lifestyle, which has a positive image in the region and 
beyond.

In the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Study Area, 
population and household trends shows a pattern of 
higher income, predominately white, older residents. 
During the fi ve years from 2009 to 2014, downtown 
residential permits have grown from a net of 56 units in 
2009 to 738 units in 2014 with more planned in the near 
future. While household data for these new units are not 
yet available through Census information, rent and sales 
prices suggest that these units are bringing households 

City of St. Petersburg Population Trend
Total Population Change, 2010-2014 Change, 2014-2019

2010 2014 2019 Absolute Percent CAGR/1 Absolute Percent CAGR

244,769 244,244 247,541 -425 --0.2% 0.0% 3,197 1.3% 0.0%

1/CAGR = Compound Annual Growth Rate.
Sources: ESRI; AECOM, October 2014.

Population by Age
Age Range 2010 2014 2019

Total 244,769 244,348 247,540

0-4 5.4% 5.1% 5.1%

5-9 5.2% 5.1% 4.9%

10-14 5.4% 5.1% 5.0%

15-24 12.3% 12.2% 11.4%

25-34 12.9% 12.7% 13.1%

35-44 13.5% 12.6% 11.6%

45-54 16.3% 15.1% 13.4%

55-64 13.4% 14.6% 15.4%

65-74 7.9% 9.6% 11.4%

75-84 5.2% 5.2% 5.9%

85+ 2.5% 2.7% 2.8%

18+ 80.5% 81.5% 82.1%

Source: ESRI 2014
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with disposable incomes. The question of whether the 
units are bringing more permanent or seasonal residents 
is important as that will suggest how much more the 
residents of the new units are able to support increased 
retail and dining operations.

1.6.3 Job Growth

With an average unemployment rate in 2014 (through 
August) of 6.3 percent, the MSA is on par with the 
state rate of 6.3 percent and well below the recession 

peak of 12.1 percent in 2010. Recently, St. Petersburg 
unemployment has dropped to 5.7 percent (August 2014), 
below the US and Florida rates and continuing to steadily 
recover. 

The American Community Survey estimates that 64.8 
percent of the population over age 16 is in the labor force. 
Obviously, the signifi cant number of retirees living in the 
community is refl ected in that total. The largest single 

Citywide Population

Source: ESRI, US Census American Community Survey

<$15K 
16.4% 

$15K-$24K 
17.5% 

$25K-$34K 
16.8% 

$35K-$49K 
16.1% 

$50K-$74K 
11.2% 

$75K-$99K 
4.9% 

$100K-$149K 
8.0% 

$150K-$199K 
5.9% 

$200K+ 
3.1% 

2013 Household Income

Source: ESRI, US Census American Community Survey

2013 Population by Race

Source: ESRI, US Census American Community Survey
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employment sector in St. Petersburg is “professional, 
scientifi c, and management” at 25.6 percent. Other 
signifi cant sectors are “educational services, healthcare 
and social assistance” at 25.6 percent. Other sectors that 
play a signifi cant role in the Downtown Waterfront area 
include “fi nance, insurance, and real estate (FIRE)” and 
“arts, entertainment, recreation, accommodation and food 
services”. 

The Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (DEO) 
tracks vacancies in science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics (STEM) from monthly jobs listings. Recent 
reports for September 2014 show an increase in overall 
STEM listings in Pinellas County and specifi c growth in 
listing for healthcare related jobs in St. Petersburg.

The DEO report on average annual wages by county 
reveals an average annual wage of $30,955. ESRI reports 
that the average household income in St. Petersburg is 
$59,264. 

1.7 Mail Survey

1.7.1 Overview of the Methodology

ETC/Leisure Vision, a leading community market research 
fi rm, conducted a Community Interest and Opinion Survey 
in the Fall of 2014 for the City of St. Petersburg to help 
establish priorities for the Downtown Waterfront. The 

survey was designed to obtain statistically valid results 
from households throughout the City of St. Petersburg. 
The survey was administered by mail, web and phone.

The survey team worked extensively with the City 
of St. Petersburg offi  cials in the development of the 
questionnaire. This work allowed the survey to be tailored 
to issues of strategic importance to help plan the future 
system.

A fi ve-page survey was mailed to a random sample of 
2,500 households throughout the City of St. Petersburg.  
The sample was divided between households identifi ed 
as being close to the water and households within the 
city limits but further away from the waterfront. A greater 
number of surveys was distributed to households close 
to the waterfront because it was believed that these 
would yield a greater response rate. Approximately three 
days after the surveys were mailed, each household 
that received a survey also received an automated voice 
message encouraging them to complete the survey. In 
addition, about two weeks after the surveys were mailed 
the survey team began contacting households by phone. 
Those who had indicated they had not returned the 
survey were given the option of completing it by phone.

The goal was to obtain a total of at least 500 completed 
surveys. ETC/Leisure Vision met that goal with a total 
of 694 surveys completed. A total of 492 surveys were 

Downtown Residential Permits 2009-2014

Source: City of St. Petersburg

2013 Pinellas County Employment and Wages, All Industries
Reporting Units Total Wages Average Monthly Employment Average Annual Wages

426 $207,293,963 6,697 $30,955

Source: Florida Department of Economic Opportunity



T
E

C
H

N
IC

A
L

IN
V

E
N

T
O

R
Y

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 65

Document Path: P:\6032\60323560_St._Pete_Waterfront_MP\900-CAD-GIS\920-GIS\MXD\Part 1 - Understanding\ETCbound_8.5x11.mxd
Background Imagery: Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User

Legend
City Limits (202
completed surveys)

Close to Waterfront (492
completed surveys)

Project Boundary

Mail Survey Boundaries

0 1 2 3
Miles E

Mail Survey Sample Area
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completed from residents located on the waterfront 
and 202 surveys were completed from residents located 
outside of the waterfront. The results of the random 
sample of 694 households have a 95% level of confi dence 
with a precision rate of at least +/-3.7%.

Due to the inherent limitations in the survey 
methodology, the results shown below need to be fi ltered 
through the other forms of public outreach data to be 
understood. The project team will use this information 
along with the other public input to inform the planning 
process.

1.7.2 Major Findings

The survey consisted of 19 questions related to the 
waterfront. The following section includes a description of 
the question topic along with the top responses of each.

Private or public facilities and amenities at the 

Downtown Waterfront that respondent households 

have used or visited in the past 12 months: 89% of 
respondent households visited restaurants over the past 
12 months. Other private or public facilities respondents 
have visited include: Vinoy Park (87%), Straub Park (78%) 
and shops (77%).

Private or public facilities or amenities respondent 

households visit the most often: Based on the 
percentage of respondents who selected the item as one 
of their top three choices, 60% selected restaurants as the 
facility their household visits the most often. Other most 
visited facilities include: Vinoy Park (43%), Seawall and/or 
Downtown Waterfront Trail (28%) and Straub Park (26%).

How respondent households rate the overall quality 

of the Downtown Waterfront facilities: Of respondents 
who have visited facilities in the past 12 months, 48% rate 
the overall quality of the Downtown Waterfront facilities 
as excellent. Other ratings include: Good (42%), fair (7%), 
not sure (2%) and poor (1%).

Reasons that may cause respondent households to 

not visit the Downtown Waterfront more often: 51% of 
respondent households indicated on-street parking time 
limits as a reason that may cause their household to not 
visit the Downtown Waterfront More often. Other reasons 
include: Lack of Downtown Waterfront Parking (40%), too 
hot outdoors (29%), parking is too expensive (28%) and 
entry fees are too high (25%).

Primary reasons that prevent respondent households 

from repeat visits to the Downtown Waterfront: Based 
on the percentage of respondents who selected the item 

as one of their top three choices, 37% indicated that 
they were primarily prevented from repeat visits to the 
Downtown Waterfront because of on-street parking time 
limits. Other primary reasons include: Lack of Downtown 
Waterfront parking (31%), too hot outdoors (22%), parking 
is too expensive (20%) and entry fees are too high (19%).

Respondent households desire for Downtown 

Waterfront activities: 91% of respondent households 
desire to walk as a Downtown Waterfront activity. Other 
desired activities include: Dine out (90%), attend a 
concert, festival or special event (88%), visit a museum 
(84%), observe/enjoy natural landscape (79%), go to the 
movies (78%) and shop (78%).

How well Downtown Waterfront activities meet 

the desires of respondent households: Based on the 
percentage of respondents who indicated that their 
need was either “fully met” or “mostly met,” (92%) of 
respondents indicated their need was met for Dining 
out. Other similar met needs include: Walk (92%), people 
watch (90%) and jog/run/exercise (90%).

Downtown Waterfront activities respondent 

households have participated in during the past 

12 months: 95% of respondent households have 
participated in walking at the Downtown Waterfront over 
the past 12 months. Other activities respondents have 
participated in include: Dining out (95%), people watching 
(94%), observe and enjoy natural landscape (93%), shop 
(92%) and attend a concert, festival or special event (90%).

Downtown Waterfront activities that are the most 

important to respondent households: Based on the sum 
of respondent households top four choices, 63% indicated 
that dining out was the most important. Other most 
important activities include: Walking (52%) and attending 
a concert, festival or special event (45%).

Benefi ts that respondent households receive from 

the City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront: 

Based on the sum of respondents who indicated they 
either “strongly agree” or “agree,” (96%) agree with the 
benefi t that the Downtown Waterfront makes the City 
of St. Petersburg a more desirable place to live. Other 
similar levels of agreement include: Attracts tourists to St. 
Petersburg (92%) and improves physical health and fi tness 
(90%).

Benefi ts that are the most important to respondent 

households: Based on the sum of respondents top 
three choices, 64% indicated that the benefi t that the 
Waterfront makes the City of St. Petersburg a more 
desirable place to live was the most important. Other 
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most important benefi ts include: Improves physical health 
and fi tness (43%) and preserves open space (37%).

Modes of transportation respondent households 

use to access the Downtown Waterfront: 88% of 
respondents indicated that they use a private motor 
vehicle to access the Downtown Waterfront. Other modes 
of transportation include: Walk (66%) and bicycle (49%).

Modes of transportation respondent households 

prefer for future use to access the Downtown 

Waterfront: Based on the sum of respondent households’ 
top two choices, 59% indicated that a private motor 
vehicle is their preferred method of transportation for 
future access. Other preferred methods include: walk 
(41%), and to bicycle (39%).

How respondent households rate the convenience 

of parking when visiting the Downtown Waterfront: 

45% rate the convenience of parking as fair. Other ratings 
include: Poor (30%), good (16%), excellent (4%) and not 
sure (5%).

Maximum distance respondent households would 

be willing to walk from home or parking space to 

access an activity or facility or visit to the Downtown 

Waterfront: 32% of respondent households indicated 
that they would be willing to walk 5 city blocks. Other 
distances include: 2-3 city blocks (26%), ½ mile (18%), 
more than a ½ mile (16%) and 1 city block (8%).

Respondent households level of support for continued 

private businesses or other organizations being 

located within the Downtown Waterfront area: 75% of 
respondent households are very supportive of continued 
private businesses or other organizations being located 
within the Downtown Waterfront area. Other levels of 
support include: Somewhat supportive (20%), not sure 
(3%) and not supportive (2%).

Private business opportunities respondent households 

are supportive of if located on public property if a 

usage fee would be paid to help support the operation 

and maintenance of the Downtown Waterfront: 77% 
of respondent households are supportive of restaurants 
paying a usage fee to support the operation and 
maintenance of the Downtown Waterfront if located 
on public property. Other private businesses include: 
Concession/café (68%) and commercial shopping area 
(49%).

Business opportunities respondent households most 

support being located on the Downtown Waterfront 

if revenues helped to operate and maintain the 

waterfront: Based on the sum of respondent households 
top three choices, (68%) most support restaurants being 
located on the Downtown Waterfront if revenues helped 
to operate and maintain the waterfront. Other business 
opportunities most supported include: Concession/ café 
(50%) and commercial shopping area (36%).

Respondent households level of priority for actions 

the City of St. Petersburg could take to improve the 

Downtown Waterfront: Based on the sum of respondents 
who indicated the item as either a “high priority” or a 
“medium priority,” 82% indicated that improving parking 
capacity and access was a priority. Other similar levels 
of priorities include: Enhance walking/ped. and bicycle 
access to the Downtown Waterfront (82%) and preserve 
more open space (80%).

Actions respondent households are the most willing 

to fund with their tax dollars: Based on the sum of 
respondents’ top four choices, 53% indicated they are 
most willing to fund to preserve more open space. Other 
actions respondents are most willing to fund include: 
Enhance walking/ped. and bicycle (52%) and improve 
parking capacity and access (47%).

How respondent households would allocate $100 

in funds if available to spend in the Downtown 

Waterfront area: If respondents had $100 to spend in 
the Downtown Waterfront area they would allocated the 
funds in the following manner: Dining out at restaurants 
or bars ($57.00), admissions and entry fees ($16.00), at-will 
activities such as fi shing, games, exercise, etc. ($7.00), 
picnicking or take out ($6.00), parking fee ($5.00), other 
means ($4.00), local transportation to and from the 
Downtown Waterfront area ($3.00) and souvenirs and 
other tourism mementos ($2.00).

1.7.3 Applying the Results

These results describe the opinions of many citizens of St. 
Petersburg, with particular input by the citizens  currently 
living near the study area.  These results represent a useful 
starting point for understanding some of the opinions 
of the general public.  However, due to limitations in the 
survey methodology, these results need to be fi ltered 
through the other forms of public outreach data to be 
understood.  For instance, the defi nition of Downtown 
Waterfront was not explicitly described in this survey, so 
these results are not necessarily relevant  in the entire 
study area. The project team will use this information 
along with the other public input to inform the planning 
process.
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WALKING AUDITS &
COMMUNITY MEETINGS

Chapter 2: Public Kickoff  Event

2.1 Description of Event
Date:  August 27, 2014. 6:30 PM
Location: St. Petersburg Downtown Hilton Grand Ballroom
Approximate Number of Attendees: 300

The Public Kickoff  Event was the beginning of the 
outreach process for the Downtown Waterfront Master 
Plan. The general public was invited to attend the meeting 
to become informed about the planning process and to 
provide feedback to guide the plan. Deputy Mayor Dr. 
Kanika Tomalin addressed the crowd of approximately 
300 to kick-start the discussions about creating a vision 
for the waterfront. Brochures and other takeaways were 
provided so participants could take home information 
about the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan to share 
with family and friends. The ballroom was equipped 
with large projection screens so everyone could see the 
presentation clearly, and participants were seated at 
round tables seating 10 to facilitate discussion during the 
outreach exercises. Throughout the night, event attendees 
discussed their hopes and concerns for the Downtown 
Waterfront.

2.2 Summary of Event Exercises

The Public Kickoff  Event included two primary public 
participation exercises in addition to the informal 
discussions that occurred during and after the meeting. 

Attendees were asked to place a dot sticker on a six foot 
tall aerial photo of St. Petersburg indicating where they 
live and where they work. The purpose of this exercise 
was to make the participants realize how important the 
Downtown Waterfront area is to the people of the region, 
and that the future waterfront should be sensitive to the 
needs of both the local residents and the people of the 
greater St. Petersburg area.

The second activity involved participants answering three 
questions about their expectations for this planning 
process: (A) What is your overall vision for the waterfront? 

2.1 Description of Event
2.2 Summary of Event Exercises
2.3 Event Exercise Map
2.4 Kickoff  Presentation
2.5 Deputy Mayor Speech
2.6 Activity Coded Response Summary
2.7 Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note
       Activity Responses
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Participants identify their expectations for this plan.

Plan expectations have been written and posted on boards.Consultant Michael Brown presents an overview of the waterfront 
planning process.

Participants placed dots on a map of the city to indicate 
where they live and work.

(B) What do you hope this master plan achieves? and (C) 
What must not happen as a part of this plan?

The answers were written on Post-it notes and participants 
were encouraged to stick them to large posters located 
throughout the room. Several major topics were derived 
from the event’s attendees.  Below are the top fi ve 
responses from each question:

What is your overall vision for the 
waterfront?

Response # Responses

A year-round waterfront that provides 
equitable access

124

The waterfront as an economic engine 74

A multi-modal, accessible waterfront 74

A thriving and connected waterfront 60

A destination waterfront 60

What do you hope this master plan 
achieves?

Improve connectivity 98

Preserve the waterfront 73

Equitable access 53

A publicly supported waterfront plan 47

A world-class waterfront 27

What must not happen as a part of this 
plan?

Over-commercialization of the 
waterfront

142

Limited public engagement process 53

A generic waterfront plan 36

Restrict access to waterfront 28

Reduce public access through 
privatization 23
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Electronic Flier sent to meeting attendees.
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2.3 Event Exercise Map

This map was located in the entry area for meeting 
participants to encounter when they entered the venue. 
Red dots represent where that person works and green 
dots where they live.  The exercise map revealed the 
expected number of interested parties in attendance 
at the public kickoff  event who either live or work 
downtown. More interesting was the fact that this 
meeting attracted the attention of people who either live 
or work further away as noted by the clusters of dots on 
the Gandy Bridge and the Howard Frankland Bridge.

This map not only resulted as an illustration of the 
widespread attention, but also provided a look at the 
importance of the waterfront to people outside of the 
downtown neighborhoods. Participants from the broader 
region continued to participate during the outreach 
process.  
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2.5 Deputy Mayor Speech

Now is the time! In the Mayor’s Offi  ce we have many 
great days…lots of smiles and sunshine in our shared 
service to our City. Our reality is composed of any number 
of wonderful reasons to come to work – you know, we 
truly are a city on the move! But, no call to action gives 
us greater joy and affi  rmation of our representative 
purpose than those exercises that collectively call on 
the engagement, collaboration and input of our entire 

community. The Downtown Waterfront Master Plan does 
just that. 

Thank you for lending your voice, your time and your 
passion to the perpetuation of one of our most precious 
assets. We’re fortunate that our city enjoys a long history 
of successful stewardship – people who have looked 
out for the common good and greater interests not only 
of themselves – but for all who might come to call this 
community home then, now…and in the future. It’s so 
important that our progress happens with purpose, 
according to a plan, that is the will of the people who call 
this community home.

More than a century ago, our city’s forefathers had 
the vision and foresight to protect and preserve our 
waterfront so that we may experience today – what they 
experienced then – pristine park like settings that serve to 
connect our community in many wonderful ways. If you 
think of our city as a home that we all share, our individual 
neighborhoods are our bedrooms…our beautiful 
waterfront park is our living room. The great restaurants of 
Beach Drive are our dining room. The walking trails along 
North Shore our patio and Lassing Park our lawn. These 
are the shared spaces that connect us. The common areas 
that call us together. Their beauty truly setting us apart…
and, Man, what a view!

As you know, this is a very special resource we are 
considering. My husband has been the Outdoors Editor 
for the Tampa Bay Times for more than a quarter century. 
In that role he has traversed all of the waterways of our 
fabulous state. He’s been down every river and up every 
stream…with and without a paddle…and hands down, 
our waterfront is his favorite place to boat, his favorite 
place to paddle. There’s no place more beautiful. No 
place more plentiful. Tampa Bay is the largest estuary in 
Florida. St. Petersburg serves as the gateway to the Gulf 
of Mexico and as an entry point to Tampa Bay. Anyone 
accessing those waters off  our coastline is experiencing 
our waterfront. What happens here, and how, matters. 

Your continued engagement is key. Our community is the 
primary source of what goes into the plan to ensure that 
the outcome is a guide that transcends administrations, 
economic highs and lows, trends and time. Count on this 
being an accessible, inclusive and transparent process. 
Many tools will help make it so. The planning process will, 
of course, include traditional methods such as community 
meetings like this one…but we’ll also honor our value 
for innovation and add walking audits and technological 
platforms for feedback into the mix.

Our forefathers made sure our waterfront parks system 
Deputy Mayor Dr. Kanika Tomalin addressing the Kickoff  
Meeting Attendees.

2.4 Kickoff  Presentation

The event’s presentation began with an introduction 
by Dave Goodwin, the City’s Director of Planning and 
Economic Development.  He then introduced Deputy 
Mayor Dr. Kanika Tomalin to deliver an inspirational 
message to the audience from Mayor Rick Kriseman.  The 
presentation continued with members of the project team 
providing their  background, their process for this master 
plan and highlighted previous examples of their work in 
other downtowns, waterfronts, parks and neighborhoods.  
The audience was then instructed to begin the exercise 
that would soon yield important input from this project’s 
initial input gathering exercise.

The purpose of this public kickoff  event was to inform the 
public of this project, demonstrate to the attendees that 
their input is important and will drive the master plan 
outcome, and to generate feedback from the public about 
how to proceed.
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2.6 Activity Coded Response 
Summary

After the presentation, participants were asked a series 
of questions. Attendees were invited to discuss and 
answer as a group with their table. Individual and group 
responses were put on poster boards in the front of 
the room to spark discussion on these topics. Many of 
the responses fell into several common themes. For a 
complete list of responses, see section 2.7. The most 
common themes have been summarized into the 
following groups:

What is your overall vision for the waterfront?

Response Total Description

A year-round waterfront 
that provides equitable 
access

124

The waterfront needs to be a space for year-round activities, and cultural, art and 
entertainment events. The activities should cater to the needs of diff erent age 
groups as well as be all inclusive for people from diff erent socio-economic groups. 
The activities and spaces also need to be free and accessible for everyone.

The waterfront as an 
economic engine

74

The waterfront as a key component of redevelopment. Focus on the waterfront as a 
major economic and recreational generator. Highlight maritime history of the city. 
The pier needs to be developed and there needs to be recreational activities focused 
around water sports and swimming. 

A multi-modal, 
accessible waterfront

74

There needs to be more open green spaces and pedestrian-friendly spaces. Facilities 
like bike lanes, bike share facilities, trams and other modes of public transportation 
need to be increased. Access to cars need to be limited. An attempt should be made 
to preserve all existing green spaces, including wetlands, and conserve wildlife 
habitat.

A thriving and 
connected waterfront

60

The waterfront needs to develop a well connected park system. Connectivity 
needs to improve between the city, the green spaces and the water. There is also a 
strong call for north to south connectivity. All of the new connections should have 
enhanced view corridors of the water as well as activities happening all along the 
corridors.

A destination waterfront
60

 The newly developed waterfront needs to become a destination spot for the city 
of St. Petersburg. It should increase community pride,be a visual and historical 
representation of the city, and be able to attract both locals and tourists alike.

was a reality – and now it is our turn to write the next 
chapter of our waterfront’s history. We need your voice, 
your input, we are authoring your plan for our waterfront. 
So, little of this important work is about today…or even 
fi ve – ten years from now. This is the work of a generation. 
This is the planning that determines quality of life in our 
community for many years to come. So, thank you for 
being involved. Now is the time to determine tomorrow! 

The Mayor, who regretfully cannot be here due to an 
obligation with his family - the only thing that could draw 
him away – is spending lots of time strategizing about our 
waterfront and leading our city toward its best future. He 
shares some of his thoughts…and those from other in our 
community in this video. Let’s take a look…

Plan expectations were displayed on boards to spark conversation 
and spread ideas.
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What do you hope this master plan achieves?

Improve connectivity

98

The plan would improve pedestrian connectivity and green space planning. There 
would be ample and continuous connections between the green and blue spaces. 
The plan would also have provisions for increased pedestrian mobility and biking 
facilities along with other modes of public transportation. Car oriented planning 
would not be the focus of the master plan.

Preserve the waterfront

73

The Master plan would preserve the waterfront and also create an effi  cient re-use 
of the waterfront. It would introduce new water based sports and recreational 
activities. The plan would ensure that the waterfront and its activities are accessible 
from diff erent parts of the city, and accessible by all people. More options for dining 
and recreation are desired.

Equitable access
53

The Master Plan should be able to develop the waterfront needs as a location for 
year-round activities, entertainment events that are accessible for all regardless of 
age, ability or income.

A publicly supported 
waterfront plan

47

A high level of public participation is desired during the development of the Master 
Plan. The Master Plan should refl ect the interests and visions of the community. The 
plan would also envision bold statement making transformations. It would be a 
20-30 year master plan. There would be a clearly outlined overarching vision for the 
project, prioritization of projects, timeline and budget.

A world-class waterfront

27

The Master Plan would help reimagine St. Petersburg into a world class destination 
as a waterfront city. There would be multiple options for live, work and play. The 
plan would also address not only the needs of the present generation but would be 
geared towards meeting the needs of future generations too. 

An economically 
contributing waterfront

18
The plan should have economically viable options. It would also be an economic 
generator for the city, creating new opportunities for the people.

Catalyst for 
redevelopment

13

The Master Plan would also envision improvements to existing properties like 
the Albert Whitted Airport, and the Al Lang Stadium. The stadium would become 
reusable as a multi-use fl exible space. The airport would become a gateway for the 
new waterfront development.

What must not happen as a part of this plan?

Over-commercialization 
of the waterfront

142

There should not be any over-commercialization of the area. The area should not 
develop into an overcrowded amusement park like space. Tall buildings and condo 
should not be constructed; chain restaurants and regular beach type establishments 
need to be avoided. Paved areas need to be kept at a minimum. All available green 
spaces and ecology should be conserved.

Limited public 
engagement process

53

Instead of being planned and implemented by a small group of people, the planning 
process needs to be more open and inclusive. The plan needs to have a grand vision 
which can be implemented and should not be disjointed. Private interests must not 
trump over the interests of the public at large.

A generic waterfront 
plan 36

The Master Plan should not be too generic. There should be no homogenized spaces 
that give priority to one form of use over another. Single use spaces need to be 
avoided. The plan should not destroy the identity and history of the area.

Restrict access to 
waterfront 28

Views and access to the waterfront should not be restricted. All new planning should 
avoid any kind of development that blocks these views. Private properties should be 
avoided, making majority of the spaces accessible to the public.

Reduce public access 
through privatization

23

Privatization of spaces or economic decisions that may reduce public access should 
be avoided. The Master Plan should not develop spaces which cater to the needs 
of only a specifi c economic group but should be aff ordable and accessible for 
everyone.
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Salt Creek - Potential dining/shopping, working waterfront, general consumer purposes
Basically, what we have now - our waterfront is beautiful as is; why change it?
A unique, easy to navigate, friendly, inviting cultural opportunity that allows different types of engagement with low-cost 
to no-cost options.
St. Pete identity and unify the commercial end play in downtown

Focus on St. Pete Maritime History. We've been an innovator in yacht building and the pleasure boat building capital for 
generations; arenas, restaurants, family friendly; charming by simple designs; must be boater friendly.

A compelling magnet for a wide variety of activities; a visually arresting location from multiple angles

Reflect history, including pre-Columbian past, maybe recreate an Indian mound; more 'gardens' like the Palm one in 
Kopsck (?) in N. Shore; make a live oak area; prohibit building or parking lots in green space; increase green space

A relaxing, family friendly environment and a place where the community can get together for concerts and other 
activities
Easily walkable and bikeable; more access to parks, more 'nature' in the city environment; more waterfront activities - 
rides and games. A place to sit and enjoy serenity; 'Beachfront' of some sort
A place for people to come together for festivals, events. etc.
To have outdoor facilities where residents can enjoy this City's beautiful weather.
Open, bigger spaces - a less cramped downtown
Continue to have a waterfront; develop the pier as with restaurants, water activities
More family activities such as festivals, concerts, carnivals, and arts and crafts shows; provide for a safe waterfront to 
provide safer pedestrian, bicycle, jogging and walking; better quality water along the waterfront, would include cleaning 
the bottom of silt!
More community involvement in activities for families, dining and recreation. Bring economic improvement in the 'entire 
plan.'
Piazzas (squares) gathering spaces to socialize, strolling non-vehicle sidewalks, water taxis to and from each waterfront 
café, high speed ferry to Tampa, nice beach with white sand, paddle board launching, bike share community program, hill 
amphitheater, monorail to pier, jogging tracks, tracks to run.

Combine design of NYC new waterfront with Bogota's parks, Copenhagen's small soccer areas and skate parks.

Multi-stop experience every 400-800 ft.
A fully integrated visual representation of the City from the Pier and beyond the Tropicana Stadium
Inclusive uses for all community members
For it to be the City's front porch - a place for the community to gather but also welcomes guests.

That we create opportunities to use the water for boating, to use the shoreline for docking and fishing, to use WF parks 
for recreation, to create venues that allow views of the water, and to retain industrial areas to work on boats.

A mixture of housing, retail, social and cultural spots with connectivity that provides interest and activities for locals and 
tourists

Beautiful spaces and many built-in activities that are free or inexpensive. Kayak, paddle, kiteboard, trampolines in water, 
fitness classes, outdoor concerts and lectures, fishing, skateboard park, aquarium, carousel, water taxi, underwater 
gardens, water ski show, hopscotch, chalk artwork on walks, run, rollerblade, bike, moving fountains, usable fountains, 
concessions at beach, outdoor theatre, farmer's market.

Active, accessible, aesthetically pleasing, economically viable
A clean and safe place to enjoy
A contiguous 'walk' or 'roadway' to connect all parts of the waterfront
Seamless transition from/to  land/water via boat
A balanced mix of natural and developed areas that is inviting for all socio-economic groups, and builds on the number of 
activities currently available.
More cultural activities
Plants that mitigate pollution, skate park, place for people 12-35 to hang out for low to no cost (bars suck as an only 
option)

2.7 Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?

Safe walking City, open spaces, no building on waterfront, close streets for walking (but preserve access for residents)

Entertainment District - dining, music, events, parks, parking, walking areas, natural beauty
Maximize use of the land to create a vibrant public community space for shopping, dining, recreation and leisure 
activities for local residents.
I like the way it is now as far as open space, nature, quiet and relatively empty. Water quality and beaches could be 
improved. A few waterfront cafes and a working pier.

I visualize this to be not only fun and exciting, but also profitable for the City. I also visualize it to be a mediocre 
Adventure Island for all ages and a Nature Preserve type feeling - kayaking, sigh-seeing, boat cruises, etc.

Keep open waterfront parks, pedestrian/bike friendly, more parking inland, more drop-ins for kayaks, incorporate art - 
we are the City of the Arts
A connection between modern design and sustainable environmental aesthetic
Natural setting, user friendly, safety, interconnected, public art, handicap access
Environmentally sustainable green space; pedestrian, bicycle and boat accessibility; install water fountains for potable 
water
Places where people can interact with each other and with nature - birds, plants, water. Waterfront will draw people to it 
- for recreation, exercise, renewal, education
To be a center for multicultural growth and development that exposes the next generation to land and sea. A place of 
possibility.

Green space plus continuous walking from north to south with intermittent high-end waterfront boat up restaurants.

Maintain current waterfront space with parks closest to the water. We have space for recreation. Don't mess it up.

Small, cozy yet urban community with active community oriented citizens that support diversity and safe environment.

The waterfront needs to serve as the eastern entrance to the City for boaters and provide access to the water for 
residents and visitors.
A gathering place; market; local vendors
Boat friendly - think Newport, RI
Always belongs to the residents of St. Petersburg; remain as natural as possible with few permanent structures; walk 
from the southernmost waterfront park to the northernmost
Young, active community-pride; outdoors - parks, trails, festivals, races, concerts; Rowdies! - new soccer stadium MLS; 
bike share
Enhance water quality
Bold ideas that take advantage of natural features of St. Pete; festivities that attract world attention.
Open spaces for community activities (festivals)
Outdoor cafes, water taxi, ferries to take people to the other side of the bay, bike sharing programs
A place where there is access for all people, regardless of economic status, and reasons to come regardless of physical 
ability.

More connectivity, less parking (more cheap public transit); cohesive in the way the lens envisions; put beach drive thru 
Al Lang Field, and provide permanent market 'hall' for safe morning market - space for artists; put port to better uses.

Urban area for people who skate to hang out
Areas to enjoy the natural beauty with many opportunities to explore and eat quality food.
I haven't developed one yet. Education me!
Uninterrupted green space from Vinoy to Mahaffey
Combination of boating, walking, entertainment and dining as well as shopping

Seamless connectivity, easy water access - throw a paddle board in the water from a multitude of places along the water, 
cool vibe - limited car accessibility - environment changing feel and purpose from day to night

A place of beauty, tranquility, where our citizens and visitors can enjoy the view, attend concerts, engage in passive 
recreational activities.
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Keep green space, enhance natural features, preserve natural features, wildlife enhancement and habitats, provide more 
variety to fuse safety and comfort

An area that connects the arts, sports, entertainment, nature, etc; no car zones; local shops, entertainment, etc.

More places to sit that dry quickly (it rains a lot); places with tables and chairs in the shade; ways for people to interact 
with the water, both in Tampa Bay as well as other water attractions to help people cool off that also look nice; a way to 
connect using park and spa beach
Groundwater playgrounds that use water; places for people of all ages to interact with the water, both in the Bay and 
freshwater; water fountains and dog water fountains and foot wash stations - Lasing Park needs more water fountains 
specifically.
Pedestrian friendly; teach people the laws; walking trails continuing from NE to SE St. Pete; work on moving the homeless 
out of the area - people are afraid.
Cleaner water; better, safer parks; better picnic areas
Continuity of all waterfront areas, with ability to walk throughout
Preserve the beautiful waterfront and keep it open, user friendly, and improve and connect the parks better so people 
will travel to all of them.
A beautiful elongated pier to help protect our beautiful city and boating. In other words, integrate the breakwater into 
the pier as foundation.
Passive green space with possibilities for lots of activities; no construction of new buildings; artistically designed 
amenities such as benches, chairs, tables

Long-term planning - green space that is flexible for a variety of events; protected basins and preserving our views

Green places where restaurants and tourist can gather and enjoy the waterfront
Pedestrian friendly.
A pedestrian for all - both terrestrial and navigable. Transit availability for travel to docks.
More natural areas - less development
Have St. Petersburg become an attraction for people all around Florida and beyond. Make Downtown St. Pet a sport 
event destination once again (ie Al Lang Stadium)
A marine environment which is equally attractive to locals and tourists
Contiguous park lands with bike/pedestrian trails/paths
International waterfront that residents can say "I live there!"
Iconic plan that designates St. Pete from other cities
Family oriented; young at heart; cultural enrichment
People oriented, recreational, limited commercial except for fishing and related marine industries
Have more parks together; restaurants on the water; boat ramps; less parking; roads on the waterfront; fishing and piers 
out to the water; more trees
Shade; limited parking within 1 block or on waterfront; place for events; save historical buildings; sense of peace-unique 
feeling
Maintain existing green space and add to it if possible; encourage wildlife along the water; allow locals and residents to 
enjoy the spaces every day
A continuous natural, diverse, ecologically representative, publicly accessible and safe environment that incorporates and 
protects existing commercial working waterfront uses.
Lots of green spaces; form follows function; beautiful and practical and inclusive
For a safe and usable environment that attracts residents and visitors alike, and to be recognized worldwide as one of the 
finest waterfronts anywhere

Proper soccer stadium at Al Lang Filed; continuous parkland along the water front; a dynamic and sustainable pier area

A place of scenic beauty where one can relax; also, a place where people can enjoy outdoor activities (ie boating, fishing, 
etc.) with friends and family
Expand the present base with appropriate additions that preserve the natural, passive nature of our special waterfront; 
designate the commercial facilities away from the water's edge and increase the access to the water for pedestrians and 
small non-power boats
Open vistas of the water area with public freedom to use the area

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses



P
U

B
L

IC
 K

IC
K

O
F

F
 

E
V

E
N

T

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 79

What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Have multi-purpose spaces that address many needs and uses (ex fishing, dining, boating, public events, biking, looking at 
marine life, etc.
An environmentally safe place for families and tourists; modeled pier area similar to piers example Venice Beach with 
outdoor restaurants, amusement rides, walking parks; also well lite mixed with the CPTD model also a beach For tourists 
and family use
Even more public access (parking, bike paths, taxis, trollies)
A place with all sorts of activities and destinations, as well as a place for some quiet 'getaway' time, walking, meditation 
and all water activities; a place you can go alone and meet people
A safe, easily accessible waterfront attraction
Attractive year round, awesome place to live, work and play; arts, dining, sailing, sports, conserve park space; maximize, 
utilize
Convert our parks to spaces we can fully enjoy - waterfront dining, beautiful gardens, more shade trees

A welcoming, botanical, historical, illuminated surrounding that can unite a diverse community; we are a world city, and 
activities, restaurants and parks, and rec facilities and socio-economic structures should reflect this; gathering spaces for 
all ages; greater access to marina; accessible boating center as we have here, would not like to see this go; potential large 
scale swim events and our pool - national/international swim events

Retrofit the waterfront to facilitate more civic engagement; allow for the bay to be the center of St. Pete
Active waterfront with interactivity - walking, boating, dining, and urban activities/entertainment
A place where everyone in the community can gather to socialize or culturalize; environmental education facts about the 
waterfront, animals, culture, etc.
Pedestrian friendly, attract people year round; improved transportation; mainstream businesses; beachfront, City square 
or plaza
Extend - water taxis/ferries; Saturday morning market extend; close Bayshore for walking
Continuous access to the waterfront
Community and economic development
To offer a little something for everyone in our community on the waterfront
To link the south basin to Bayboro; connect the runners/walkers to the park through increase of paths; cleaner water 
among beaches
Safe, secure, publically accessible areas for enjoyment and recreation by individuals and families
Connected green space showcasing Florida nature and Florida friendly landscapes that create our unique sense of place, 
and create a buffer for potential water inundation, giving both natural space and protection
Community space - bring us together; flexible - concerts, farmer's market, grass/step amphitheater
An attractive and accessible waterfront, pretty much the way it is; don't change too much, but close the airport - there 
could be much better uses for that land.
Parkland with greater community space; walkable; green transportation = bike shares; more resident based 
activities/opportunities; must be flexible plan!

A place for residents, visitors and workers to gather to relax, be entertaining, and be active outdoors on land and by sea

A combination of the water and the land that seems almost seamless
Accessible, continuous, flexible, beautiful, safe waterfront; something for all ages
Biking, walking, dogs welcome; St. Pete needs to add more parking houses so that more downtown people can access the 
waterfront
Bright, safe, interesting - a little something for everyone
Updates and changes to Al Long Field while not disrupting the current streets
Create an authentic, distinctive connected waterfront
More tourism friendly - clean, safe activities (water acts), bike lanes (dedicated) vs. walking; brighter, cleaner parks - 
more $
Waterfront dedicated to public use and arts, with a continued mandate to NOT BUILD on our waterfront beyond what is 
there now; park-like setting; multi-use
Enhanced plant life, more gardens like palm garden; more art pieces, some touchable, climbable; dining on water, plays, 
movies on water
Relaxing, peaceful place to walk, sit, dine, enjoy the sights and sounds of water; interesting events - concerts, plays, etc. 
adjacent to the water in a park or amphitheater
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
A destination for people to interact and engage in activities that are available-or not; choices to pay for such or not; have 
open areas and intimate spaces to hang out our recreate.
Activities for public-keep it open and accessible to all; tourist attractions and activities; public transportation throughout 
county to bring people to the waterfront
Safe to visit, play
A meeting place for the community - the entire community, not just segments of it; moderately priced restaurants, cafes, 
and stores
Something to make it stand out from the rest of the bay area

Keep the Grand Prix; expand green space and limit construction within 1 to 2 blocks of the waterfront to 3 stories or less

Something that's inclusive for everyone
Contiguous bridges/walkways, light rail, permanent farmer's market
Openness and accessibility
Integrate the City; too many division due to income - poor children go to poor schools and are marked for life; this should 
be a place everyone feels welcome; waterfront should welcome and surprise
Continued beautiful destination
More seating availability; more vehicle free streets  utilized for pedestrians, cyclists, skate-boarders, roller blades (non-
motorized)

Maintain clean bay water; safe; activities; shaded areas; transportation along the waterfront so people won't park on it

Continuous/contiguous green space from area I-4; increased spaces planned to sit, play sports, picnic; parking away from 
waterfront but accessible to it; no structures ON the waterfront except for low public purpose facilities for swimming, 
boating, fishing

Activity centered plan; user friendly access for personal watercraft; no airport; more waterside dining; water taxi

Trees, walkways, beaches, dining/café/ music, boats

Better swimming areas; dog beach area; clean up the water - stop dumping junk from the sewers; local field -  Al Lang

Contiguous waterfront - pedestrian and bike friendly; maintain water views; user access
Accessible; active; green and blue; varied as I am
Multi-use parkland; improve public access to park and water; more parking, properly located
Place for all residents as well as tourists to congregate day and night
A new multi-purpose outdoor venue in replace of Al Lang Stadium; focus on making Al Lang site, Mahaffey, and Dali the 
entertainment sector
Open activities, sightseeing tours, water activity, restaurants to walk to, bike rentals
Integrate the experience of activities on land and water along the shore; improve water quality

Accessible to water related activities - boating, sailing, skiing, fishing, other; and dining and social interaction

Place that people really want to go to; contribute to the economic well-being of the community; best and highest use, ie 
get rid of airport
Active, busy, lively waterfront used by all ages; green space running the entire length - no gaps (contiguous); lots of trees 
for shade and places to walk, skate, bike, exercise, and just site and enjoy the views; lots of trams for the elderly and 
handicapped.
Increase use of cruise ships (area); continue to expand "downtown" area
Well connected, well maintained, pedestrian friendly, welcome mat for the City
Places where one can enjoy - savor the passage of time and appreciate differences depending on one's mood
Waterfront hosts the top marina with safer harbors, jetties, joining parks and cafes/culture; the top destination for small 
recreating day, boats and seasonal luxury yachts.
A fun, safe, beautiful place to visit/gather for a variety of activities and events

Cultural diversity and international attractive venues, rivaling any European, Asian or South American waterfront

An attractive and interesting venue for residents and visitors - including commercial and recreational space; enhance 
wildlife habitat

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?

to improve the quality of life for all residents and visitors though a diverse array of waterfront amenities; skate park!

Fewer vehicles along the waterfront and the roadways near the waterfront to free up roadways for cyclists, walkers, and 
skateboarders
Bike/pedestrian friendly

younger, connected, semi-urban environment with a professional soccer stadium appeals to an international community

People place
A perfect blend of preserved green space and active/engaging areas
To draw new people here to enjoy all that St. Pete has to offer; to rebuild Al Lang Stadium for a soccer/event aka 
concerts, arts and crafts festivals, soccer game, sport stadium
A continuity of spaces and experiences, interspersed with access and connection points from land and water, unified but 
very flexible and malleable for events and unique 'happenings'
Community waterfront - boating activities, water sports, more use of water; working waterfront

Easy access to all facilities - restaurants, entertainment, museums; have walkways over the water; have family friendly 
areas with sun protection, grills and games (horse shoes, badminton, etc); water taxi to other areas on Tampa Bay

Nationally and internationally recognized waterfront that is publicly accessible, drawing our diverse community together 
with improved access and conne3ctivity to the entire downtown
Update parks - more shade and activities; more utilization of the waterfront - dockage, etc.; a beautiful place to come and 
enjoy the waterfront views; connective waterfront for everyone
Wide open vistas; passive parkland that provides multiple recreational options; improved connectivity throughout the 
entire waterfront park system
Keep it open and uncluttered, by buildings and other stuff. Green space!
If plausible, preserve the pier
A very walkable (not so many cars) experience; able to go to a movie or play, walk to a restaurant, and then sit in a park 
bench after
Green and engaging; easy access to and into water; day and nighttime activities; fun and vibrant
A multitude of water related experiences to draw you in
Continuous public green space; space for all locals as well as tourists will be able to enjoy
High level of marine-related activity - water taxis, transient deck space; an area that invites the public to participate in a 
variety of activities; the airport reverts to public land use
Much like it is now, but better connected
An interactive and multifunctional venue that takes advantage of what a bay has to offer - boating, swimming, commerce 
-and helps provide a launching point to generate an economic push that propels St. Pete to be one of the great 
international cities; boating and restaurants are key.
Safe place for community to gather and enjoy the beauty and each other
Al Lang Field - the current structure is incapable of supporting the waterfront into the future, a new vision is needed; a 
facility with a focus on soccer should be explored
Available activities in and around the water; community center that can host big events in a beautiful setting
A global response to emerging coastal urban living that can serve as a model of development that's recognized as smart 
for its climate and location
Vibrant, clean, water and land accessible, eventful, shopping and food, ever changing from festivals to markets to quiet 
(flexible)
Easily accessible opportunities for fun in the shade - fitness trials, sports games, art or music festivals, attractions, pop-up 
dining experiences, etc. for free/cheap
Public transportation, bike trails, open parks, beach and water access, open market, cafes
Accessible gathering community
Public spaces to enjoy natural and build environment that sustain themselves (politically and financially)

Create economic value by having the parks to be more inviting to families, planned events, more lights and seating areas

Something that unites and intermixes different races and economic classes, maximizing activities related to a waterfront

Skate park
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Maintaining the passive recreation aspects of the park; connecting parts of the park with other City green spaces; 
increasing parkland wherever possible
A connected series of waterfront parks specializing in different aspects
Preserve the green; add more places for people to use
Strong connectivity from north to south
A refurbished pier
Increased waterfront usage by transient boaters; have each park have its own unique personality; vary the landscape and 
land scope from park to park
Windjammer generator for green energy; small boat launches - kayaks, canoes, catamarans and tris
Improved parks, increased use of activities spread out throughout the park system
Better traffic flow in the waterfront area
Cohesiveness
A unique urban environment and economic viability and socially engaging venues that bring the public to a world class 
waterfront
Uniquely interactive molti-modal transportation
Development that expands the harbor and envisions waterfront dining, cruise boat theatre entertainment and outdoor 
concerts in the field (ie. Open ampitheatre for sports and other venues)
Interactive district art design that works into the environment and changes with each new vision.
Museums that move with space and outdoor visual elements
A master plan must master the total vision 
I want to see the waterfront easily from 3 blocks into downtown
Connects all the green spaces and the waterfront so people can travel by bicycle and foot safely all the way around 
downtown.
Develop the new Pier to keep all vehicles on Pier head.  Pier itself pedestrian, bicycle only.  Restaurants etc, on Pier head 
only!
Install wind jammer generators all over the waterfront for green electricity
To create a multi-use area that locals enjoy on a daily basis, but is also capable of drawing visitors from the region and 
beyond.

Al Lang is a site that has hosted a sports facility for over 100 years.  It was constructed for baseball, but that sport has no 
future we should construct a new facility that is capable of showcasing soccer, as it is the sport of our future in St. Pete.

A landscaped connected area welcoming to people at all times of the day.  A seating area to explore and enjoy the 
natural beauty
Pedestrian friendly
Give access to water from land and to land from water for locals and out of towners

Create spaces that do not concern, treat all activities in the same limited number of sites, regardless of type of event

Allow people of all economic levels to use the waterfront
Attractive year round work, live and play
Arts, dining, sailing
Sports 
Conserve Park Space
Have St. Petersburg become an attraction for people all around Florida and beyond.   
Make downtown St. Petersburg a sporting event destination once again (i.e. Al Lang Stadium)
Continuity of the waterfront
Ability to walk throughout master plan area and get from one area to another
Many multi-purpose areas for events and other activities
As this is a beginning, inter-connect the five such that they are walkable/bikeable, there is enough area to be diverse, 
lights and places for quiet repose
Mindful of sea-rise and hurricanes
I hope to see an exciting, well-articulated continuity of experiences and spaces, with clear corridors to the "interior" and 
great access from the water
Public transit, trolleys, buses, etc. from remote parking areas, to spare the congestion that will (and does already) happen 
during "the season" and for special events.
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
The waterfront is our city's jewel, meant for everyone to share and enjo and be connected as a city and be connected to 
the rest of the region and the world
Maintaining the passive recreation aspects of the park; connecting parts of the park with other City green spaces; 
increasing parkland wherever possible
To better St. Petersburg as a whole which will draw new people to our community
To rebuild Al Lang stadium to be used for soccer only but also in the off season hold events such as concerts, arts and 
crafts, food festivals
To have a great happy place to raise a family in the next several decades
Emphasize the economic factor in the long run
Bring a major league soccer team to the Al Lang site w/ a new soccer stadium

Uniting and intermixing different economic classes and racial groups; maximize activities related to the location

Green places where restaurants and tourist can gather and enjoy the waterfront
A pier that makes sense!
Tons of activities (i.e. boats, sporting events, music, etc.) geared to all ages
A new aquarium/educational exhibits
I want to see multi-use park land with better public access, both to parks and the water
I disagree with "too much parking".  The parking may be poorly located. 
I like seeing multiple various activities for various age groups
A place where no matter what the time of year, what the weather forecast for the day, how much money I have or don't 
have, how old or young I am, how physically active or sedentary I am, want to be alone or with a large crowd, I can avail 
myself of what my city waterfront has to offer.  Inside or outside.
Something that's inclusive for everyone
Public personal water craft access
Move cafes and restaurants with water views
More public performance space
Extend bike and walking trails, space for people to congregate and enjoy green spaces
Better transportation and parking opportunities to bring outsiders in
More water activities
Trees, walkways, beaches, dining, cafes, music, boats
A world class interated entertainment, green space, dining and health
Focused "experience" that involves the water, shoreline and inland areas via "corridors"
Always belong to the residents of St. Petersburg
Remain as natural as possible with few permanent structures
Walk from the northern most waterfront park to the southernmost park
Create a place for future generations to enjoy as well as current generations
Attract tourists from all around the world with its authenticity and creativity
A place where locals can go to enjoy themselves the environment
More natural edges for wildlife, birds, native plants.  Restore. Less hard edges.
Integrate with Pier
More access for getting in the water (boats)
Places for locals and tourism
Diverse economic opportunities (guys with nets fishing and upscale restaurants)
A place for Saturday market
Extend Beach Drive
A cohesive fun place for everyone in the city to enjoy
A unique skyline
Something to make it stand out from the rest of the bay area
A fun, beautiful place to go
A destination with options of activities, mostly outdoors but some indoors
The Pier was the destination for guests, first dates, etc.
Could the "destination" be a greater area
Connectivity to the beaches via an experience
An over head tram (sky lift to beach)
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Pedestrian - no autos
No more shopping
No on site parking
Green open grass - no pavement
Green and engaging   
Day and night time activities
Better physical connection from north to south for walking and biking
More boats, big, little, visiting, resident - more access opportunity for kayaks, SUPs (rental and access)
Keep it green.
Fun, vibrant activities
Room for a kick-ass farmers market
View corridors preserved/increased
A perfect blend of preserved green space and active areas
Keep natural setting
Make user friendly
Handicap access
Interconnected
Public art
Recognizes the water as open space and integrates the experiences on land and water at the edge
Better access to the water - keep diverse activities and locals
Easily walkable and pedestrian friendly
Easy access opportunities for fun
Shade
Free/cheap
Athletics/sports fitness
Festivals
Pop-up restaurants
Strong connectivity from north to south
Relaxed atmosphere for open areas to walk, bike, run
No car zones
European style walking streets connecting the various areas 
Access to water (no impediments)
Added cafes/restaurants
Along the waterfront (local flavor)
An area that connects the arts, sports, entertainment, etc.
Public spaces to enjoy naural and built environment
Waterfront that sustains itself (not subject to future political/financial changes)
Enhanced pedestrian opportunities
Young, active   
Community pride
Outdoors, parks, trails
Rowdies!  New Stadium
To have the identity for St. Pete for all and the showcase to solidify downtown
Changes to Al Lang Field to be more usable while not distruptin the current streets
Good transportation to and from the waterfront
Good lighting
Combining arts, water, creativity, and connectivity
Job creation for local residents and artists
Inclusive - open and used by all in community
Innovative - sustainable, green, renewable - our leadership seeks to showcase best practices
Community space for activities
Signage 
Wayfinding
Unspoiled parkland with greater community space
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What is your overall vision for the waterfront?
Walkable 
Green transportation (bike share)
Many places for us to go for:  sitting, and just enjoying breeze
Shady seats
Wide pathways/sidewalks
Bike lanes
Fishing piers
Kayak access/sandy beaches
Integrate into a set of principle for St. Pete - what will use as guidelines eg:  no mention of ARTS when St. Pete is known 
as a great small art city….this has to be part of our principles - incorporating ART
Beautiful, active, accessbile walking city
Restorative, walking, yoga, markets, music
Green - from rooftops to solar to shade strategy

Marine science experiments, sponsored and City dwellers/visitors can participate and help, watch, track online

Beauty of landscaping
Maintain open green spaces.  No new buildings taking up valuable space
Reduce the frequency of special events, that infringe on the use of the greenspace by the locals
Give us an enhanced and improved resource and enhanced wildlife habitat
Assessible gathering
To provide something for everyone to enjoy
To improve the quality of life for all residents and visitors   
To provide a diverse array of waterfront amenitities
Skatepark, splash-pad, waterfront cafes, kayaking, paddle-boarding, and rowing facilities, etc.
Provide more family and kid friendly recreational amenities

An integrated waterfront that provides a cohesive and seemless transition from coffee pot down to Lassing Park

Let's get people using the waterfront
Let's get easy access to the waterfront by boat
Seamless transition to/from land/water especially in the North, Central, South basin areas
Park lands connected to each other
Easily walkable waterfront
Connected yet distinct areas that are unique
Lots of potential 
Bright, safe and interesting
A little something for everyone
A fun, safe, beautiful place to visit and gather for a variety of activities & events
Form follows function
Very inclusive
Keep it green and safe
Combines City North and City South (includes cruise ships)
Cultural center for music, art, dance for community involvement - not only professionals 
Include music museum
Year round attraction
Connect North, Center, South St. Pete
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?

To unite the University with downtown; provide continuous use of land for parks and musical events
Help St. Pete to grow and become a leading economic hub while maintaining the charm of the water's edge; 
the maintenance of an estuary and further development; create thriving boating and restaurant communities 
on the water
Longevity - integral part of being in St. Petersburg
Better access to the water - the seawall is a barrier; keep great diversity of activities and spaces
People making friends
A professional version of 'public input' (which is usually not very imaginative); want you guys to stimulate, 
challenge wisdom with this plan
To preserve, but also help us to re-imagine how the waterfront can be used
A plan that we can judge development activities against to insure our vision is maintained
Keep our beautiful waterfront parks mostly as is; integrated master plan with pier process; much of what the 
ULI study suggested
Encompass the diverse interests of the many communities in St. Pete

Bring more tourism to the City to enjoy the waterfront - this would help bring more money to the City
Make it fun for and attract locals as well as visitors; keep parks and outdoor areas usable and beautiful; listen 
to the ideas we submit; implement the ideas we submit
More varied access to waterfront for kayaking/kayak rentals; better connectivity for all parks - between parks 
and to central and remote areas, attention to corridors

Create a seamless stretch of waterfront and parks on which a person can walk uninterrupted for miles
Action plan that can be executed within 8 years; draw people back from water for more options; rediscovery 
of areas not utilized; eliminate single-use airport
A doable plan, and do it
Cohesion of different waterfront areas and activities into a well-designed 'whole'
Community-wide inclusiveness
Take more advantage of the water itself - dining, shops, etc

Bring community together and people out; connect entire waterfront so all aspects can be utilized
Create ideas that can be implemented within the reality of $$ in St. Pete; create opportunities to find $$ for 
our dreams
Minimal environmental negative impacts - do no harm!
Make the waterfront exciting and a place to go and experience the waterfront
A unified voice of residents on a direction for the City
A place that everyone can enjoy no matter their age, gender or interests
Be a location for new business and revenue to grow to keep our city as a place people want to go to , but not 
to overdo the areas with too much construction
A consensus that green space is protected and that attempts to develop waterfront areas are stopped; also 
reduce the amount of special events in the parks
Bring St. Petersburg's waterfront to 'world class' level with an iconic pier recognizable as St. Petersburg 
around the globe - ie Sydney Opera House
I hope it moves St. Pete into the 21st Century; change is good, especially if some of what's 'old' remains, but 
minds are open to the 'new'
Soccer-specific stadium; progress
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
Provide an umbrella document to maximize the potential of various parts; improving sustainability; improve 
pedestrian or visual corridors; get the highest environmental standards; increase green space with balance of 
uses
Better bike facilities (especially secure parking)

Find ways to preserve and enhance the green space we have while procuring new spaces for people to use
Waterfront restaurants, cafes, fountains, artwork; move sea bird habitats
The waterfront becomes a destination for recreation and luxury boat owners to stay and enjoy the facilities of 
downtown St. Pete and amenities at waterfront
Improve on a great resource; keep nature in the picture; be cognizant that climate change is a factor to cope 
with

Promote Albert Whitted Airport as a gateway to the new waterfront developed as part of this effort
Get consensus from general public on the future of the waterfront; some creative solutions that can still get 
public support
Preserve the green/open space we have
Purposeful, improved utilization assets

Easier access for pedestrians to access the waterfront via bicycles or mass transit from remote parking areas
Greatly increased activities in the area; greater racial mixing; more mixing of upper, lower and middle class 
people in common activities
Establish a 20-30 year blueprint for the City to follow; reduce high rise buildings construction except as part of 
the plan
Reconfigure Al Lang Stadium to better connect with the waterfront; incorporate more restaurants and bars 
that are walkable
Less 'nimby' - more community with an urban/semi-urban focus; a pro soccer specific stadium
A vibrant downtown

Address need for a breakwater to protect the water from elements from strong or unusual weather patterns; 
connectivity between the three primary basins, such as a continuous walkway along the waterfront
Would like to see park expanded, particularly on weekends - the park is sure to be filled to capacity with pick-
up games such as soccer, football, frisbee
Connectivity of parks
To create a destination to achieve a place families use inclusively; a hope would be to create a breakwater 
system so paddle boards, kayaks the north harbor pier can be used
High aesthetic values and practical usefulness
Ballsy imaginative but functional with minimal built intrusion
Define the highest and best use of waterfront parks and pier uplands
Welcome tourism; spotlight key business and 'jewels' of the St. Pete waterfront; make it easy for visitors to 
find these jewels
Set St. Pet on the path of becoming a more recognizable city in America and the world
Bold transformation - think big!!
The feeling that the waterfront has been brought to the entire downtown keeping is the reason people want 
to come downtown
Not change the character of the existing parks; encourage people to connect with nature; make parks the 
signature future of the waterfront
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
To bring together all sorts of people form different neighborhoods - diverse cultures; obviously, the 
preservation of all natural resources and to generate income with activities, restaurants, etc.
A haven of natural beauty and inclusiveness; bring community together; a healing space
Develop a plan that incorporates a vibrant pier area
I hope it will satisfy people who feel they really have had a chance to provide input and be listened to; the 
plan should be able to guide the City for years to come

Make the parks one continuous park with more trees, more fishing and piers, boat launches, beaches
Comprehensive view for now and future; a place for everyone
Maintain access to waterfront and open new spaces for public use
Tie the entire waterfront together for everyone to enjoy and utilize; create a draw for tourists who want to go 
where the locals go
The master plan will hopefully preserve the pristine nature of our waterfront, while also allowing for family 
activities and a limited number of attractions and cultural events
A series of gathering places that maintain integrity of natural water and botanical resources, yet bring the 
level of access to the water up an inviting beach and waterfront near north shore; water presently sludgy and 
unusable; better seating
Unite the City in a comprehensive plan of action to implement; a flowing design throughout the City; proper 
soccer stadium and Al Lang Field
A place everyone wants to be; transient boat slips; a friendly place for all to interact with great transportation 
connections; aesthetic and beautiful

Outdoor theater; outdoor dining; increase more options for boaters (docking); no smell in Vinoy Park
Conservation of the natural/passive nature of the parks with very mindful commercial activities and active, 
invasive extreme sports located OFF the waterfront
I hope to achieve a world-class active and passive recreation area along our waterfront that is connected to 
our City and to itself
To establish a long-term vision for the City's waterfront in a public and transparent manner that protects the 
uses and nature far into the future
Roadmap agreed upon by majority to attain #1

To bring the whole waterfront together north to south in one connected and cohesive flowing waterfront, to 
allow more usability (café's, event venues, etc) close to the waterfront and greater pedestrian access
Preserve the great features of the waterfront, while expanding it in a way that reaches more denizens of 
greater St. Petersburg
Bring people to waterfront for activities and cultural events
Very interactive space - sports/entertainment complex for the rowdies
Benefit all town; activities; water taxi - I want it now

Looks toward the future; renovating Al Lang; family friendly - a place where I can take my kids daily
Maintain Bayshore and 1st Street in their current configuration
Greater access to waterfront by modes other than car - bike, walk, bike share, trolley, boat - day docs; 10-
mnute trolleys 1/2 mile and to remote parking 

Extend waterfront; water taxis; more cafes, shops in land, connect road up toward Dali - underutilized
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
Highlight/enhance existing cultural gems such as Museum of History, Fine Arts Museum, Dali and other art 
galleries; offer suggestions on how waterfront can draw additional visitors
More public parking needs; could use vehicle to take advantage of the water
Consensus in St. Pete; a remarkable city that people want to visit and live in; address the Pier!
People being happy with the final result

A good blend of technology, innovation and preservation; something that will last a few generations
The plan needs to merge the needs and missions of the varied users into a reality for all
Adding business and community, nature and cultural opportunities while focusing on water as the connector 
for all
Even more public access
I would like the plan to identify the uniqueness of the waterfront - we have sea horses, snakes, ospreys, 
pelicans, otters and coyotes - I like the messy part of the concept - it is real; minimize the pier to a simple 
structure
Complete buy in by stakeholders, eg USF, City, Port, etc.
Land continuity, bridgeability; cleaner, brighter landscaping; more money spent on Parks
Making St. Pete a destination for tourism and the arts; improving quality of life for downtown
Better connectivity between all areas of the waterfront and the areas bordering the waterfront
Enhanced dockage for transient boaters that bring more visitors to the City by water; enhance educational 
opportunities that are fun
More child friendly areas; bring people together
Environmental-sustainable public waterfront; input by local experts in water quality, estuary circulation, 
ecosystem health, and storm surge is essential
Eliminate the airboat and Al Lang Stadium
Preserve view; comfortable access; connect areas
Green space, waterfront activities; event spaces, calmness
More activities and business directly on the waterfront
Create a flow/continuity of space from end to end; expanded use of pedestrian malls
Keep Al Lang
Less asphalt, more green spaces

Right of way through campus and the airport to permit waling/biking the length; reconfigure Al Lang for 
walking/biking purposes; provide accessible spaces to bring people to waterfront year round
More tourism and business development
Expand the downtown waterfront and enhance the City to draw more people to St. Pete; keep the 
accessibility to the waterfront for people to enjoy; add more waterfront dining and entertainment; preserve 
the public waterfront
Better utilization of the parks for the community with safe access and utilization for all
Improved green places to walk, sit; great views
USF to extend; keep Al Lang in some form; keep embracing arts and diversity
Provide some new and interesting amenities which add to the beauty of our waterfront
A focal point downtown that makes me excited to show off to visiting friends and family
Protect the public use and access to the parks - this includes parking
Keep a lot of what we have - great open spaces, add more for everyone to enjoy/learn
More pedestrian and biking paths and connections
More beaches; better access to ten water



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook90

What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
More pedestrian friendly; improve safety - lighting, crosswalks, reduce homeless; boating - nee floating docks; 
larger grocery, services for residents downtown
Total preservation of our waterfront
Intersect the pier and its uplands with Al Lang; tine in parking and transportation
Change zoning of Salt Creek; increase access/ease of access between Salt Creek and downtown; allow us to 
use our Salt Creek property as more than just a commercial waterfront
LED lighting broken out of bid packages to track saved money
Absolutely nothing; have you considered sea level rise? Why spend millions for waterfront development in 
light of sea level rise?
Don't change the waterfront with more development; informative wildlife posters; more eco-friendly utilities; 
recycled concrete walkways, solar panel/lights
Integrated water with communities; improve water quality; reduce flooding; appeal to children and young 
adults; family centered like Barcelona, Spain; exercise areas
I hope this plan achieves play space for everyone that preserves waterfront views, open spaces and logically 
connects to the working, commercial port, airport, Bayshore Harbor, Salt Creek
Long term economic viability
Bring St. Petersburg into the modern age-put it on the map; more relaxing areas; easily accessible to all 
people of all socioeconomic statuses; sustainability; something that prepares for the boom in population St. 
Petersburg is going o receive
To put St. Petersburg on the map as a top city in our nation; to bring more revenue to our city and increase 
tourism; to clean up the City and make it safer - less crime and less homeless
Develop momentum in making progress based on a compelling visit
Less parking and cars

To turn St. Pete into a place people enjoy to visit and want to work and live by/near the downtown waterfront
Encouragement for people to visit/move to St. Pete; emphasize local culture

Inviting, fun, safe spaces for residents and tourists to enjoy, focusing attention on our spectacular waterfront
Gradual improvement to a classic century old plan
Vibrant and viable asset to the community, both in quality of life and as an economic driver
Maximize use of the land to create a vibrant public community space for shopping, dining, recreation and 
leisure activities for local residents
To provide St. Pete residents and visitors with a memorable place to play, work, relax and be.
Serve as the economic driver of St. Pet - a place that people will always want to visit and feel as if they belong 
here.
Rolling parks - all tied together, trails, sports, exercise, jogging, beaches

A final plan for the community that wont be endlessly debated for years to come - keep it non-political
I hope this plan is able to allow us to develop our waterfront without ruining it
Keep open/green spaces
Builds on unique uses currently in place but/and innovates
Develop strategies to make the full length of the area - Coffee Pot Bayou to Lassing Park - accessible to 
pedestrians, bikers, etc.
Bring a common sense approach for a healthy and attractive green space; plan for rising sea level
It should become a safe place where locals can bring their families - no homeless people
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
Cleaner water in the bay; swimmable water; beach restoration with a few small beaches to choose from; wide 
open empty space with only nature (plants and trees, sidewalks)
Integrate the land and water experience and feature the Pier
More attractive and active waterfront that locals and visitors can enjoy
A sense that the downtown and waterfront belong to everyone who lives in St. Pete - not just tourists and 
those that live downtown
Prioritization of projects; community excitement
To assimilate the many ideas into a consensus that can be drawn on paper, created on the ground, and 
enjoyed by our citizens.
Continuity/extension/expansion of USFSP into downtown St. Pete; how might the 2 be better/further 
integrated for multiuse?
Easy access to downtown via boat
Focus - a direction and timeline, budget, completion
Clean up our City's land and water

Make St. Pete a model for others; set us up to be seen as visionaries who did something INCREDIBLE!
To maintain the romantic local authentic feel of an historic sustainable waterfront
Integrate entire waterfront area into an activity center that will attract locals
Unify our waterfront; create a walking environment from Coffee Pot (and north) to Lassing; more, user 
friendly for fishing, kayaking, etc.

An area next to Al Lang field for a Saturday morning market that would include the whole block with 
structures usable by the market but with multi-purposes all week (stages, play areas, fountains)
Better cohesiveness between all the different areas within the waterfront area
Improved safety downtown and inland; access to water and water activities
A unique waterfront for all to enjoy; when other see it they know it's St. Pete
Cultural diversity
A greater sense of community, safety, a unique city, less cars, concerts, festivals and markets
Livability pedestrian lifestyle, waterfront like Italy, never want to leave
Get people out of their houses to relax and play; opens port for day trips (not just for dolphins) and travel to 
Tampa
A unique small City that supports urban development and still engages the community adequately; would like 
to see more bicycling, composting and sustainability
Improved water quality, encourage walking and biking, cars away from waterfront, improve public 
transportation access, support Saturday market
Continued development that unites our city with the water
Better means to unite the parks for easy travel
Ease of transportation, easy access to Cafés, enhance the area
Cohesive plan for waterfront, moderates future growth, plans for future growth
Energy from the natural environment complimented by the man-made elements that are in sync, and with 
purpose of the jewel - the water
Unite City to waterfront

Economic and cultural growth mostly, putting St. Pete waterfront on the map as best place in the world, keep 
the downtown area as an intimate location not a sprawl like other cities, more connectivity
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?

Program for the future, not for the current generation, in terms of activities, appearance and access
Items that can be achieved with a budget that is attainable; public/private partnerships within constraints of 
the City charter; needs a leader, not naysayers and 'hometown democracy'
Reduction of traffic; a multi-use plaza; good transportation

Preserve our beautiful waterfront but add additional opportunities for recreation and leisure activities
An environmentally friendly place to spend time where people of all ages can enjoy the waterfront; if there 
was a way to clean up the water that would be wonderful; more access to affordable boat rentals and bike 
rentals for the public

Wetlands development; preparation for sea level rise; amphitheater; seating places to watch shows; 
affordable restaurants and shops; places for creative play; places for people of all ages to play
Keeping the waterfront beautiful and a fun place to go
Enhance a more positive public flow
Drawing more tourists to downtown; attraction that will draw people downtown
Provide a plan for an area that can be enjoyed by everyone
Pay for itself and generate revenue for St. Pete

Add auto bike rental racks (see Boston, MA); add some exercise sculptures for a health walk; more blooming 
foliage - use a master gardener; maintain pedestrian walking as #1 priority, #2 bikes, #3 public access
A balanced approach to private/commercial development, while protecting the environment and preserving 
the present public status access to the waterfront
Attract locals and tourists
A connected, user-friendly accessible park system that is multi-use, bike and pedestrian friendly
What the people want! Listen to the surveys; a wonderful international atmosphere - charm for instance that 
of San Antonio; beautiful illumination
Connecting parks; unit neighborhoods; better focal points; Hill Park = Spa Beach; concerts; barge
Showcase St. Pete as a sustainable, livable city with water as the connector
Connectivity between all areas of the waterfront
Better connectivity between the waterfront and the neighboring areas
Flow between areas
Walkability
An international flair with long term economic sustainable growth and clutural diversity
Defines the city like Miami or Orlando to international tourists (ie. Puts the City on the international map as a 
global destination starting with the Pier!)
Things stay low rise and close to mature-like it is now.  Not too over sanitized.
Improved pedestrian only Pier - all restaurants and commercial space limited to the Pier.

Connect Albert Whittel Park to downtown parks to keep people moving and enjoying the South waterfront
Redesign the Al Lang Park to be more green and user friendly for more people, Al Lang is obsolete. It could be 
a better open market event space.
A unified voice of residents that will be proud of their city and want to follow through with whatever this plan 
decides.
A shorter pier
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
More shade trees
Great landscaping
Quick inexpensive transportation to be able to move around w/out cars
A plaza for multi-use events and gatherings
Program for the future, not for the people who currently run the city, elected, appointed or by virtue of social 
or monetary status.
Interactive space
Sports/Entertainment complex for Rowdres

Set the City of St. Petersburg on the path of becoming a more recognizable city in American and the world.
Let St. Petersburg become a "monotone" city where everyone cannot find their niche.
Provide a plan that effectively brings locals to entire waterfront area and put St. Pete on the map from a 
world wide perspective
Bring about a wholeness to living in St. Pete

Further refinement of some downtown spaces and linkage between these and the "messy" parts, the 
industrial waterfront.  A flow of experience, accessed on water, on foot, or by bicycle.  We are becoming a 
VERY cycle-oriented city.  Please pay special attention to this aspect of our evolving urban life.
I hope to achieve a world-class active and passive recreation area along our waterfront that is connected to 
our City and to itself
Would like to see park expanded, particularly on weekends - the park is sure to be filled to capacity with pick-
up games such as soccer, football, frisbee
Be a destination for people across the US to come for vacation, to live, shop and go to school
Keep St. Petersburg local, yet expand the vision so the rest of the world recognizes us
Recognize soccer as an up and coming spor tthat it is the future in downtown St. Petersburg
Greatly increased activities and bodies in the area
Greater racial mixing
More mixing of the different economic classes
Keeping the waterfront beautiful and a fun place to visit
A balanced approach to private/commercial development, while protecting the environment and preserving 
the present public status access to the waterfront
Generate interest, exitement and usage from all segments of our city

This plan needs to protect waterfront activities that work, enhance and develop other activities for locals
Access includes parking for waterfront and nearby restaurants or Bayshore activities

Keep much of what we have that is great.  Add to it and connect it to other parts of the city in a way that is 
safe and moves people to a more active lifestyle. Use trolley from Cresent Lake, Lassing Park, etc.
Plan for sea level rise.
Provide some new and interesting amenities which add to the beauty of our waterfront
Master plan should benefit locals and tourist alike
Nothing elitist. Bring people to waterfront for cultural events
More beaches; better access to the water
Add water taxi
More transiant dockage to bring boats in
A holistic, contiguous waterfront park
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
More activities for public enjoyment on land and in water
Strengthening of the environment, flora and flauna
Unify the entire St. Pete waterfront from north to south
Create a walking environment with access for all ages, disabilities, income levels
User friendly for fishing, kayaking, canoeing, etc.
I hope to see a place for recreational activities as well as social activities
Maintain the natural beauty of the waterfront and the species that live in or around it
Different cultural events, food, activities, etc. in one place for a day or the weekend
Connections between parks
More pedestrian walkways
Beach Drive=car free!
Clean water into the bay
More park land, less development
More beaches from dredged sand
Better signage and ENU education information
Have a WOW at the Pier
Get rid of surface parking
Keep expanding biking trail
The completion of the Pier
More activities and businesses directly on the waterfront
Easier access w/ public transit from inland areas
More usage of the water ex:  the beachfront
Al Lang field to be updated and more modern
More multi-purpose
Improved great places to walk, to stop and sit, great views
More people around transportaion boat docks
Activity space ball, soccer, tennis - all that we have just more
Fishing and bait
People touching shoulders w/ each other on paths
More palm parks
Create ideas that can be implemented within monetary restraints
Find opportunities for money for the future
A design for locals
To preserve but also re-imagine how the waterfront is used.
Cohesive plan for waterfront 
Moderate future growth/development
Plan for future growth
Moving St. Pete into the 21st century
Preserving the good of what's "old" while bringing in the "new"
Soccer specific stadium
Progress
A connected community
A vast, easily accessible area utilized by all and for all
A connection with all the "green" gaps
Green spaces for generations to enjoy
Added "family" friendly/picnic areas

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
Preserve the green space we have
Maintain economic opportunities and attract new ones
Account for sea level rise
Identify funding opportunities to implement plan elements
Identify legal avenues for keeping public spaces public
A greater sense of community  
Safety
Unique City
Less cars 
Concerts, festivals, markets
Full integration of land and water experience 
Activities and incorporate the pier
Mountain Bayshore and 1st streets in their curent forms
Expanding areas of "walkability" making St. Pete more pedestrian friendly
Bike lanes
Sea level protection
Showcasing unique nature of research facilities and innovation already in place
Waterfront can't be a playground just for the rich
Loss of open green spaces.
Highlight existing cultural gems - museums/art galleries
Better pedestrian walkways along water's edge
Keep waterfront open to all
Public transportation (bus, trolley, horse carriage, bike, taxis)
Actionable plan in my lifetime
Method for consensus vs. lots of input
Lovely city that attracts tourists and residents and offers plenty to do (vs. sit and watch)
Inspiration for the arts (museums, theatre, music, photgraphy and sponsorship of local art)
Address the Pier!

Concenus that green space is protected and that new development, buildings etc. are not encouraged
Reductions in frequency of special events
Improve a great resource 
Keep nature in the picture
Intentional design purpose
Utilize assets 
Better connection to the water
Community wide inclusiveness
Better cohesiveness between all the different areas within the waterfront area
Waterfront parklands remain public space for another hundred years
Easy access to downtown via boat
More things on the actual water
Connectivity
Take down old pier
A good blend of technology, innovation and preservation   
Something that will last a few generations
Cohesion of different waterfront areas and activities into a well-designed 'whole'
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What do you hope this Master Plan to achieve?
Green, beautiful and practical area to bring community together
To provide a city that welcomes the youth (university) to become active in city development
Hurricane proof buildings, solar - green energy capital of the world
Solar sidewalks (You Tube)
Pre-season soccer
St. Pete currency like Berkshier dollars
Year round destination 
Universal music day an important part of the continuing dialogue 
Solar capital of the world

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
Ordinary, vanilla, status quo; simply more green space; not be able to do activities/entertainment
Must not be non-LED or bought from non-Pinellas County merchandisers
Over commercialization that takes away from the natural beauty of the waterfront
Watch our budget; don't miss the economic use of over taxes $'s
Not degrade ecological stability in the marine life Audubon
A plan that shows too much emphasis on a single direction; for example, creating new park space
No overdevelopment - need lots of open, green space left for people to enjoy; no stadium on the waterfront
Not introduce too much more pavement
Homogenized places, experiences; general places ; loss of the airport
Overly commercial development
Must not raise taxes; must not serve any political groups; must not put work out to bid to contractors outside the area - 
keep it local
We must not fill our beautiful parks with new construction
Do not take any of the current green space
A generalized sameness - to be authentically different here and there
Overdevelopment
Building on the water is not the most important goal; no tack amusement park stuff
Restrict accessibility; restrict view; must not be overbuilt
No Disneyfication of waterfront; no ferris wheel; don't lose the green
Not to destroy the ambiance of being able to see the waterfront from downtown
A pier that is not friendly for the entire community
Good and dedicated leadership by City leaders; open communication with the public; reduce influence by commercial 
interests
Too much overdevelopment
Block waterfront by walking or bike
Congestion; status quo because of fear of change or noise from small group; too much regulations that prohibit creative 
life
the plan become too large and too complex to implement; plan become too focused on economic development tourist 
dollars and not focused on the simplicity and success of preservation of green space
Nothing - as in nothing coming to fruition or the process stalling out and taking forever
That a small group, who never gets involved in this planning, tries to railroad the whole thing; speak now or forever hold 
hour peace!
The waterfront must not become private commercial real estate but instead aid in the development of commercial real 
estate inland
Airport layout plan is not to change. City is committed to maintain the airport as an airport forever. The sewer plant is on 
airport property. Future use of it is governed by Airport Master Plan and FAA approval. It must be used for aeronautical 
purposes, not anything else.
Over commercialization of waterfront; developers have been gnashing their teeth to get various properties, e.g. Albert 
Whitted Airport; this must be balanced with the idea, very valid, of 'value added' opportunities
Do not commercialize our waterfront!!
Failure to connect intermodal transportation to get citizens from upland areas to the waterfront
More concrete or asphalt
Not destroy our unique character; we have a sailing history dating back to SORC and Havana Eux race.
Don't replace grass with concrete
Lose the green/open space we have
Boring, generic, overdevelopment
Any economically drawn decision that limits our future options or in any way limits public access and community 
enjoyment or views
Sleepy bedroom vibe; stodgy 'stuck in the past;' return of the green benches; 19th century vibe
That the boating, community, recreation and luxury are not given top priority with improved harbor facilities and safer 
docking bays
No restaurants, no shops or retail, no cars, no parking
Exclude certain groups such as skateboarders or cyclists
Limit 'tourism' based vendors along waterfront
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
Parking blocking waterfront view
Do no harm
Making it oriented primarily to wealthier people and their interests; reducing access to the water
Do no harm to the environment, or at least as minimal harm as possible
To not include all income levels
Disneyland
Private interests must not trump the interest of the public at large, such as the improvements to Albert Whitted that is 
focused on less than 300 home owners
Permanent structures built on waterfront land including restaurants; big events moved north of Vinoy Park; must not 
limit public access to the beautiful views
Have you ever gone to a concert and watched dolphins? Please don't pave Vinoy Park - Please!
Yes, I agree with above - if parks are so great, why screw them up?
Adding seawalls should be avoided unless absolutely necessary
No commercial development
Any tacky invasion of commercial activities and/or active extreme sports and any noisy invasive activities that detract 
from the peaceful environment
Be decided by the planners. Be non-inclusive
Loss of park area; loss of public access
No restricted areas; 24-hour access; minimal "snooty" factor

To create a social divide because the waterfront was designed for a particular user group, ie high end shops/ restaurants

Don't do nothing - get more community involvement
Too much commercialism
Converting public access to the waterfront by letting business take over; example, the Gulf Beaches with no view of the 
beach from the road
Only used by one economic group or type of individual; ex - only young yuppies, only for the rich, too much of a working 
harbor, too many boats; do nothing
Do nothing; too many boats; parks to be shared by everyone
Demolish or remove Al Lang Field
Overdevelopment of the parks; the selling of public property to private interests as "added value"; destruction of 
environment and natural habitats
This should not be a bunch of high end stores and shops geared toward tourists; also should not be cheapy gift shops like 
John's Pass; this is for us!
Commercially developed areas that prohibit public enjoyment
Limited development on parkland, even for 'public' facilities
Protect champion trees (on Fa area); no net tree loss; more natural areas; less hard edges
Wasting time and money to develop anything the people won't use!
Car grid lock; no baseball field; no speed humps
The waterfront should not become a carnival; I would not like to see another Disneyworld, or tourist trap with rides and 
circus attractions
Change the nature of the City's waterfront, particularly to promote economic development and increase local tax 
revenues
Plan needs to be flexible as St. Pet changes - not too specific; amenable; not navy pier; not all open-active area; don't 
burden City with unreasonable annual maintenance costs
We can't get bogged down by those who oppose some or all of the plan

High rises along waterfront; less trees/gardens; more parking in space near water; separation of university and airport; 
fewer people enjoying downtown and the waterfront; only high-end or only low-end restaurants or facilities

Loss of the integrity of the history, botanical, and natural eco-systems that many birds call home
lose local feel/support; not connect waterfront entirely
For there to be no significant change; for established buildings, etc. to be allowed to interrupt the plan (Al Lange); for 
government to obstruct say the relocation of the coastguard station
Expansion of commercial and private spaces; retrofit takes place without young people in mind
Ugly parking lots; price prohibitive for families; too much cement - keep it green

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
Do not destroy what already exists; no high rises
No carnival atmosphere; bicycles and pedestrians do not mix
A highly programmed, Disney-like park

Whatever happens, do not remove what beautiful already exists; no more high-rises or other buildings on the waterfront

Large developments such as large apartment buildings, extremely expensive restaurants; very expensive area segregated

Changes to configuration of Bayshore and 1st Streets from Albert Whitted to Central
Selling or privatizing any of the land

Add waterfront restaurants on or near parkland that would block view of water from existing parks; no carnival rides!

Don't raise taxes - make efficient
Restrict accessibility; restrict view or horizon; must not be over built
Allow older generation with money to run away with the combined pier/waterfront plans; this is 2014, not 1950; PS I am 
76 years old but want a new vision for St. Pete
Let St. Petersburg become a 'monotone' city where everyone cannot find their niche
Al Lang stays status quo with a baseball field
Entire City of St. Pete - default to bars as best income strategy and become Ybor City
No restrictions to access
Be redeveloped strictly for tourists; must not be overdrawn with big businesses
That we get bogged down in trying to be all things to all people
Staying behind the times; not thinking outside the box
Less park space
Should not turn into 'seaside' or 'Atlantic City boardwalk'; keep Al Lang and Albert Whitted Airport
too rigid of a plan for specific elements of the waterfront
Must not tear down the pier
No more building on the waterfront
More car traffic; more loud concerts; destroy animal habitat, trash problems; loss of view
Concrete everywhere; high rises on water; traffic congestion; no parking garages on water
More parking garages on the waterfront; block the view of the waterfront; limit access
Limit public access to views and water

Poor lighting; poor planning; same ole' thing, because that is how it has been done for 100 years - we all do not fish!

Provide for nothing but retail functions; satisfy only the revenue generators; provide for only one segment of the 
population
More vehicular traffic
Become a tourist spot
Restrict access to waterfront
Political interference
Attract more homeless; price out the middle class; oversaturate the housing/retail markets
Access must not be limited
No more housing; no airport; no shopping mall
Increased auto traffic; loud, destructive concerts and music events; no more high rises

Keep: don't change -- St. Pete Grand Prix, Saturday morning market, Al Lang Field or a park - don't allow a building there

No restriction to waterfront access
One concentrated 'blob' of funding on one small project so the rest is neglected
traffic issues; limit high rises; corporate logos
We must not change our waterfront in ways that make our city less resilient to hurricanes and sea level rise
No residences and/or high rises
No 'privatization' of any of the waterfront; no 'sell-off'
Implementation; threaten wildlife, impact water quality
Salt Creek must not get left behind, nor must everything become completely consumer rather than commercial; want 
freedom of use
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
People not agreeing
Nothing like Baltimore's Inner Harbor - residents hate it - horrible recent develpoment
Environmental degredation; unequal access; voices of the youth not being heard and considered -we are the future of 
this city!; must not focus on interests of certain populations
An over-commercialization of St. Pete
To get halfway thorugh and lose motivation; not have another 'les-pier' issue happen
the WMP must intersect with pier plan
Lassing Park remain a quiet wild park; keep car and truck access off the pier - bicycle and pedestrian only
People losing jobs; long over extended process where porject never gets started or finished
Going against the classic century old plan that lead the City development
Disconnected and non-cohesive; grand vision that is not realized or implemented
Become too touristy - needs to keep a peacful, beautiful, yet local feel
Having a disjhointed plan that does not take a holistic approach in the beauty of the City
No more loss of green space; removal of shade; selling oland for commercial development
Not acted upon; realists to implement
Poor planning; political interference
Overbudget; raised taxes; briges; sail; bad publicity
Inaction and divisiveness that accompliches very little; doing nothing or very little will lead to disaster
Don't allow too much input from the publci; they don't know best and only angry, backward thinking people speak the 
loudest
Don't change too much of the waterfront; no restaurants closer to the water; leave open space
It must not be driven by one gap of stakeholders; it must include diverse perspectives, needs and hopes

Not have a waterfront that lacks nature/natural beauty and is so businessy that the City loses its small city charm!

No construction of new buildings without voter approval
Dissatisfied citizens

No structurews on waterfront (ie private); change the feel/flaver of the waterfront; make area too commercial/tacky

We get so immersed in what to do about the pier that we forget about all the other vast opportunities
This plan should united, not divide
Avoid over-commercialization; balance new busienss ventureswith protected recreational space
This plan must not single out certain individuals, it must be a plan that everyone can benefit from
No loss of open green spaces
Lose green space; lose view of the waterfront
Not allow for modernizing the waterfront; please maintain the history of St. Pete
Pollute more

It must not have too much concrete - natural setting; it must not invite and accommodate crowds, like a Bar Harbor or 
Fisherman's Wharf; it must not become an overcrowded toursit hang; it should not cater only to the wealthy tourists

No more taxes; no restriction access to water or marinas; no back room deals
Produce soemthing that doesn't reflect our diversity -- too focused on any one special interest
Don't waste the opportunity to do something outstanding; don't wast our money
Private greed such as the City of Naples; there should not be a sacrifice to the environment and public land
We must not forget the history of the architecutre of our City
We must not allow some to shut out the plans of others; there should be a place, no matter how msall, for almost every 
dream and vision, for joggers, picnicers, boaters, swimmers, diners.
Residents are 'second' to tourists; maintain quite after certain hours; stop TRYST and establishments like that from 
destroying resident's peace
Dences by the water
That it would be expensive for people to access it, like charging fees
Too ambitious and impossible to implement; be flexible
Keep generic national chains out
Get stalled by too much of design by committee
Naples, Miami, only retirees

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
Privitatization; permanent structures; 'amusement' parks
Developmetn of high-rises; multi-story condos
No expansion of ball field; add car traffic
More talk and less action, as often happens here
Protect views and access to and from the water by limiting size, density and placemnet of any and all permanent 
structures
Circus or them park attractions - cheap, too touristy; chain stores and restaurants
Meetings where you want our input but talk most of the time; chain restaurants
Morph into 'beach tacky' eg t-snirts and shell shops; heavy car traffic

No commercial development; restrictions to public access, reduction of gree space (ie limit new permeable walkways)

Eliminsate traffic where people are using cars near the waterfront
Divide the residents
Only the City has the voice; not to listen to what the citizens of St. Petersubrg wish; not to use Florida company to build 
pier
Design by referendum
Become a financial hardship on residents
to become a place only for tourists or overly corporate; the loss of open green space; no access to the water; super 
expensive things like restaurants and shops
Please don't ruin our beautiful waterfront by overdeveloping with restaujrants, condos, etc.
No tall building on waterfront; rember the residents living downtown - nosie level, have cut-off time
Closing 'in' or closing 'off' the waterfront; the openness and open access give a terriffic vibe.
Privitations and over commercialization
Parking should not be 5 or 6 bl cks away where people would have to park and then take a bus, tram or walk down to 
the waterfront
congestion, confusiion, no more speed humps, no ball park
No buildings - or few -- only structures that create comfort, economic development, commerce, water/snacks stations, 
restrooms
Fishing, walking, kayaking opportunities (kayak dropoff?)
Planting of edibles for job creation, health and community involvement
Set in store what we are doing w/ various elements of the waterfront
Focusing on the pier too much
Impact the ecological stability of the waterfront. It must be environmentally friendly.
Not loose any more wetland, see grass or other natural barriers to storm losses and possible sea rises.
Lassing Park stay quiet wild park!  No structures.
No renovation of existing Pier unless non-motor vehicle accessible.
All green spaces remain green!  No housing or commerical development in the green spaces!
A single focus plan, we cannot allow for a plan that emphasises an extreme, whether that is an overemphasis on park 
space or new structures
Add or prioritize car traffic 
No expansion of soccer field
No aquarium

Nothing to impede visions of from land to water and vice versa, be it buildings, activity sites, items on the water

Limit buildings to the west side of Beach Drive and keep east side free of permanent construction to 1 story, transparent 
and area of 200 sq. ft.
Limit public access, don't overbuild
"Business as usual"
Hope to avoid over-comercialization of waterfront. I know this must be balanced w/ opportunities for revenue 
generation for the city
We must not change our waterfront in ways that make our city less resilient to hurricanes and sea level rise
To not destroy the ambiance of the waterfront and surrounding locations that we alread have
Nothing done at the Al Lang site (i.e. keeping baseball)
Adding too much waterfront park space
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
Orienting primarily to upper and lower middle class people, rather than all
Reducing access to the water
Gobbling all the resources, taking them away from needier areas like Midtown

Privatization and over commercialization
Do not create any impediments to the existing views!
No "privatization"
No selloff
Less park space.
Restricted waterfront access
No restriction to waterfront access
No residences and/or high rises
More housing
An airport
A shopping mall
Less access to waterfront
Privatization   
Amusement type parks
Permanent Structures   
A place made strictly for motorized vehicles
Don't want to see all concrete or pavemented infrastructure
The beauty of the waterfront ruined by too much business
Champion trees (banyan, kapok, ficus); must be protected (MFA area)
No tree loss but more vegetation, natural areas, open space
Become an extremely touristy area
Become over crowded and hectic
Restricted access to waterfront
No big lighting (no light, see the sky and stars)
No shops
No cotton candy and fudge shops
No eateries
No more cars or parking….must be remote
Don't overdo it - No Disney
No amusement park and ferris wheel
Over development
Must prohibit any public/private waterfront development
Change the feel and flavor of waterfront
Make area too commercial/tidy
Homogenization. Generic places.
Loss of airport
A small group not involved in the planning process preventing progross
Nothing, as in nothing coming to fruition or the process stalling out or taking forever
Limit "tourism" based vendors along waterfront
Do not want to turn into the beach
No barriers to access (water views, water access)
No fences separating areas or views
Lose green space or exisiting economic opportunities
Distraction from other necessary projects, i.e.  Pier and Rays stadium
Naples, Florida (only retirees)
It goes on the shelf
Lose Bayshore in its current form 
From the rest of the community
No more diamond stores please

Raw Kickoff  Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses
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What must NOT happen as part of this plan?
No more craft beer
Additional construction other than Pier
Lose any part of what we have now
Restrictions anywhere
Ybor City, drunken brawl
Building on the waterfront
Elimination of Al Lang or airport 
Dedicated leadership by City leaders
Open communication with the public
No tacky amusement park
Over development
Generic
Too much development (condos, retail, etc.)
Plans that call for converting "working areas" (marine, parks, airport) into more park and/or open spaces
No additional pavement than needed
Restrict accessibility
Restrict view or horizon
Overbuilt
Restrict view, restrict accessability
Must not be overbuilt
Ugly parking lots
Congestion of cars
Not move too fast - watch our dollars
Not all white & rich
All belong
Not limit public view
Keep up beauty
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WALKING AUDITS &
COMMUNITY MEETINGS

Chapter 3: Walking Audits & Community 

Meetings

3.1 Summary of Activity
3.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit
3.3 Lassing Park Community Meeting
3.4 North Downtown Walking Audit
3.5 North Downtown Community 

Meeting
3.6 Salt Creek Marine District Walking 

Audit
3.7 Salt Creek Marina District 

Community Meeting
3.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking 

Audit
3.9 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Community 

Meeting
3.10 South Downtown Community 

Meeting

3.1 Summary of Activity

A total of four walking audits and fi ve community 
meetings were conducted for the fi rst phase of the St. 
Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan project. The 
purpose of these activities was to identify areas of concern 
within the study area, to determine the favorite aspects 
of the waterfront and to identify locations in which the 
public and private use should be reconsidered as a part of 
this planning process. Responses were related to access, 
connectivity, safety, use and economic opportunities 
within the Downtown Waterfront study area.

In both the walking audits and community meetings, 
attendees were asked a series of questions about the 
overall waterfront and about specifi c areas on the 
waterfront.  Questions asked include:

“What are your favorite locations along the waterfront?”
“What are the problem locations along the waterfront?”
“What should be the program locations along the 
waterfront?”
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What are your favorite locations along the waterfront?

Response Total Description

North Shore Park

20

North Shore Park: Respondents like the natural setting of the park with large open 
green spaces along the waterfront. They also like the various sports facilities like 
swimming pool, tennis courts and soccer fi eld available at the Aquatic Complex.  
Apart from these, the shared-use trail and dog park are some other favorite features 
of the park. Overall, people like the mix of activities of the park.

Downtown Waterfront 
Park (Spa Beach, Pier 
Uplands and Seawall/
Waterfront Trail)

12

The Spa Beach, Pier Uplands and Seawall/Waterfront Trail are favored for biking and 
pedestrian facilities. People like to use the continuous bike path and the walkway 
along the seawall. The Boating Center and waterfront dining options are other 
attractions of the waterfront. 
Total number of responses

Lassing Park

11

Respondents like Lassing Park for its open green spaces, and the peaceful 
atmosphere. The access to natural water along the shore of the park is another draw 
for the people. People use this shore front for fi shing, windsurfi ng, paddle boating 
and for kite sailing.

Vinoy Park
9

Respondents like Vinoy Park as it is the venue for a large number of festivals and 
events like the Rib Fest, music shows, and art shows. The park is also liked for the 
beautiful views of the waterfront and for enjoying the sea breeze. 

North Shore Park and 
Gizella Kopsick Palm 
Arboretum

9

 The beach along the North Shore Park and arboretum is a favorite place for a large 
number of the respondents. Activities like the fi tness classes and the volleyball 
courts are other attractions of the Arboretum. People also like the Arboretum as an 
educational center. 

Elva Rouse Park
7

This actively used park is a favorite for its beach front and open green spaces. People 
would like the park to remain the way it is with minimum interventions.

3.1.1 Walking Audit Community Meetings 
Overall Waterfront Question Summary

The following is a summary of responses provided 
throughout the series of community meetings held after 
walking audits for the overall waterfront:
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What are the problem locations along the waterfront?

Lassing Park

13

Drainage problems and the resultant smell are quoted as some of the major issues of 
the park. Storm water run-off  is another problem for the park. There is also high silt 
and debris build-up. The park being disconnected from the rest of the waterfront has 
been quoted as another key issue. 

St. Petersburg Pier

13

A majority of the people do not like the plan or layout of the pier. They feel that 
there are too many paved parking lots, which need to be removed. According to the 
respondents, the existing pier needs to be removed and replaced by a smaller one 
without any permanent built structures on it. It also needs to be well connected and 
as a part of the overall waterfront plan. 

Downtown Waterfront 
Park (Spa Beach, Pier 
Uplands and Seawall/
Waterfront Trail)

10

 The Spa Beach, Pier Uplands and Seawall/Waterfront Trail lack adequate pedestrian 
and biking connections from adjoining neighborhoods. The current existing 
pedestrian crossings are confusing. Respondents generally view existing surface 
parking lots on the waterfront as wasteful use of prime real estate. For some 
respondents, this area of the waterfront does not feel very open and inviting and has 
a more private beach feel to it.

The North, South and 
Central Yacht Basins 9

The Basins lack a proper water circulation system and therefore commonly have 
unattractive smells. The fuel spillage from boats has polluted the waters further. The 
Central Yacht Basin looks disorganized. There is also a need for more breakwaters in 
these areas.

Albert Whitted Airport
6

People do not like the airport as it blocks views and breaks the continuity of the 
waterfront, and has minimal public access. People also feel that the airport occupies 
a large area, most of which is underutilized.  

Al Lang Stadium
6

The Stadium is underutilized in its current status as only a sports venue. The space 
needs to be made multi-purpose and opened up for more community based events. 
The physical structure and layout of the stadium also requires improvement.

What should be the program locations along the waterfront?

Pier Uplands and 
Seawall/Waterfront Trail

19

Respondents generally stated a need for more biking trails along with separate 
pedestrian pathways along the seawall/waterfront trail, which would provide proper 
access to adjoining neighborhoods. More canopy trees and shade structures need 
to be added. Public art, seating spaces, and bike rental places are other preferred 
amenities. 

Lassing Park

17

The park requires a silt and water clean-up. The amenities lack play areas, restrooms, 
seating, and bike racks. The park also needs to address its connectivity issues and 
have biking and pedestrian connections to neighborhoods as well as trolley or bus 
stops. The park can also become the venue for small community events and off er 
spaces for local businesses to set up shop.  However, the quiet atmosphere of the 
park needs to be retained.

St. Petersburg Pier

14

The pier needs to be equipped with transient docking spaces for boats and ferries. 
In addition, fl oating shops and restaurants would make a good addition to the 
pier, along with a gathering space, and a Saturday market on the approach to the 
pier. These were commonly identifi ed as ways to activate the pier more frequently 
throughout the year.

Spa Beach Park

10

Many of the respondents recommend constructing a splash park in Spa Beach Park. 
A waterfront retail village, public docks, and a skate park were suggested as other 
useful programmatic additions to the park. Improving the existing green spaces and 
providing access to the water are also suggested.

Coff ee Pot Park
8

Restrooms, small boat and kayak access ramp, a washing facility, and a trail leading 
to the park were noted as some of the main programmatic requirements for Coff ee 
Pot Park. 
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3.1.2 General Community Outreach 
Meetings Overall Waterfront Question 
Summary

The follow is a summary of responses provided 
throughout the series of community outreach meetings 

held at four locations dispersed around the community 
including the North End, South/Pinellas Point, Southside - 
Midtown, and Central/West:

What are your favorite locations along the waterfront?

Response Total Description

Gizella Kopsick Palm 
Arboretum 4

The beach along the Arboretum is a favorite place for a large number of the 
respondents for walking and playing. People like to watch marine animals like 
dolphins along the Arboretum waterfront. 

St. Petersburg Pier
3

The Pier has been described as a good destination location for the city. People like 
going to the pier to fi sh. The view of the waterfront is another draw of the pier.

North Shore Park
2

Respondents like the natural setting of the park with large open green spaces along 
the waterfront. They also like the various festivals and events that take place in the 
park. 

Lassing Park
2

Respondents like Lassing Park for its open green spaces and the peaceful 
atmosphere. The access to natural water along the shore of the park is another 
attraction. 

What are the problem locations along the waterfront?

Lassing Park 2  The park is disconnected from the rest of the waterfront and pedestrian accessibility 
is not good.

Pier Uplands and St. 
Petersburg Pier 2

Some respondents feel there are too many paved parking lots close to the pier. 
Parking lot spaces should be reused for other activities. Respondents feel that the 
pier is not well accessible by foot, especially by older people or by people with 
disabilities. 

North Shore Park

2

 Overall, respondents feel that the sea wall needs upkeep and maintenance. People 
dislike the smells emitted near the sea wall. Respondents also noted that the park 
and open spaces are not well designed, especially the stretch from North Shore Park 
to Coff ee Pot Park, which is mostly a sidewalk adjoining a road.

Albert Whitted Park
2

The parkland and the park are underutilized and have very little parking available.  
Respondents request more activities in the park to encourage daily use.

What should be the program locations along the waterfront?

Al Lang Stadium

6

The stadium needs to be reconfi gured as a multi-use, multi-purpose space. 
Connectivity from the stadium to all surrounding parks and open spaces needs to 
be established further. Respondents feel that the basic functions of the stadium for 
sporting events needs to be retained even after the addition of more activities to the 
space. 

Demens Landing Park

4

Respondents feel that the park needs to host more events and activities, and 
facilities like seating and parking needs to be added to make this space well utilized. 
Features such as water sports equipment rental would be a good addition to the 
park and encourage daily use by visitors.

Spa Beach/Pier Uplands 
and Seawall/Waterfront 
Promenade

4

The Pier Uplands and Spa Beach areas need to be connected with more public 
transportation so that people can arrive at the park using these forms of transit, and 
a large number of the existing parking lots can be removed.  Historic trolley rides can 
be added, that would loop around downtown. 

Gizella Kopsick Palm 
Arboretum 3

Respondents feel that the Arboretum needs to be cleaned up. Although no major 
changes are needed, basic features such as well lit parking lots are a requirement. 
Small, personal watercraft launch areas are also requested for the adjacent North 
Shores Park area.
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3.1.3 Walking Audit Community Meetings 
Neighborhood Specifi c Waterfront 
Question Summary

Participants at the community meetings following the 
walking audits were given a second map including a 
closer view of the waterfront area to encourage a more 
fi ne-grained discussion of waterfront features. Note 

that because diff erent community meetings used maps 
that focused on diff erent areas, the total number of 
responses for a specifi c facility may be infl uenced by 
varying attendance between meetings. The following is a 
summary of responses provided in this exercise:

What are your favorite locations along the waterfront?

Response Total Description

Beach Drive between 
17th and 19th Avenues 
South

8

The stretch of Beach Drive between 17th and 19th Avenue has large open spaces 
and great views of the water. People want Lassing Park to be retained as green belt 
and a passive park along this drive. The low tide beach on the north of the park is 
another favorite.

Tampa Bay
6

Respondents like the sand bars and the low tide beach of the Bay. They like the 
activities of windsurfi ng and paddle boating in the bay. 

Marina along Bay 3 The marine sanctuary, the scenic waterfront and the marine services are some of the 
favorite locations of the people.

 Poynter Park 2 Respondents like the open green spaces of the park. They also like the arrangement 
of having no docks in this park.

Albert Whitted Airport
2

Respondents like the functionality of the airport and would prefer to retain it like it 
is.

Booker Creek 2 The estuary area of the creek, along with its good water quality, is liked by many.

What are the problem locations along the waterfront?

Beach Drive

15

Drainage, water erosion, and general maintenance issues have been highlighted as 
some of the major issues of the drive. People also feel that locations along the drive 
lack proper play areas, restrooms, and ADA accessibility. An invasion of Brazilian 
peppers is another issue along north Beach Drive.

Lassing Park 8 Drainage, storm water, the smell of sewage, and poor water quality are some of the 
main problems of the southern part of Lassing Park. 

The waterfront 4 Lack of surface parking at the waterfront. Views of the water get obstructed by the 
developments along the waterfront. There is also lack of public art work and seating.

Albert Whitted Airport 4 The airport occupies a large area most of which is underutilized. The airport needs to 
be enhanced visually without losing its functionality. 

Salt Creek Marina 4 The watershed of the creek is polluted and has led to silt deposition. 

What should be the program locations along the waterfront?

Al Lang Stadium 9 The stadium needs to be reconfi gured as a multi-use, multi-purpose space. 
Connectivity from the stadium to Beach Dr. and downtown needs to be created. 

Beach Drive
5

Some respondents suggested converting Beach Drive to a brick road for slower 
traffi  c. There are recommendations for more public seating spaces and community 
access to the water. 

St. Petersburg Port 4 Adding water taxis to the port area was recommended. Replacing the waterfront 
parking with green space was also suggested.

Albert Whitted Airport 4 A perimeter park around the airport and a new route for the grand prix is 
recommended. The airport needs to be repurposed for community uses.

Pier Uplands/Spa Beach
3

A few respondents suggested replacing the parking lots with green spaces. There 
also needs to water sports rental and docking space for boats. Adding more tree 
canopies and art work in parks along the waterfront was suggested. 
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Lassing Park’s shoreline.

3.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit

3.2.1 Description of Event

The public was invited to engage in a walking audit 
of the Lassing Park Area. A walking audit is a type of 
data gathering activity where participants experience 
the study area on foot and complete a questionnaire 
designed to identify the strengths and weaknesses of an 
area fi rst hand. Participants met in Lassing Park near the 
intersection of Beach Drive SE and 19th Avenue SE and 
were given a map of the route (shown on Figure 2.2.3) and 
a questionnaire related to the existing conditions of the 

park and surrounding neighborhood. Approximately fi fty 
individuals participated in this walking audit.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Maintain the passive open space and views to the 

water
-  Provide accessible routes into the park
-  Light touch improvements and minor park additions
-  Mitigate erosion at the edge of the water
-  Fix foul odor at the southern tip of the park
-  Improve water quality
-  Plant trees to provide shaded areas to sit
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3.2.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Participants frequently commented on the lack of access 
to the park for people with disabilities.

The park’s scenic beauty was frequently noted. Many 
participants stated that they enjoy watching the bay from 
the parks benches.  Also noted was that many bench 
locations did not include shade from trees.

Hexagonal sidewalk pavers were cited as a positive and 
historic attribute in the neighborhood by some, but cited 
as a potential liability by others because they quickly 
become uneven.

Parking for Lassing Park is easily accommodated on the 
local streets because so many park users walk from their 
nearby homes.

The walking audit was well attended by locals 
passionate about Lassing Park.  The group discussed the 
environmental edge and how erosion and water quality 
can be improved in this zone of the park.

Lassing Park is a magnet for fi eld activities among the 
neighborhood residents.
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Walk Starting Point:
Beach Dr and 19th Ave SE

Approximate Walking Route (1.2 miles)

WALK STARTING POINT

Lassing Park
OLD SOUTHEAST
NEIGHBORHOOD

TROPICAL SHORES
NEIGHBORHOOD

COMMUNITY MEETING LOCATION

Community Meeting Location:
Quaker Meeting House
130 19th Ave SE

6:00 pm

7:30 pm

19th Ave SE
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3.2.3 Route Map

The following provides the route map prepared for the 
walking audit of Lassing Park. The group deviated from 
the map during the actual event to walk through the park 
rather than its street edge.  The result was positive as the 
group was able to engage in meaningful dialogue about 
key areas within that park that needed to be evaluated 
and discussed.
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3.3 Lassing Park Community 
Meeting

3.3.1 Description of Event

The Lassing Park Community Meeting was held at the 
Quaker Meeting House following the walking audit and 
involved a discussion about the future of the waterfront 
and its surrounding neighborhoods. The project team 
presented their process for the project and then provided 
instruction for the mapping activity.  The participants 
provided strong opinions  and aspirations for Lassing Park 
and the overall Downtown Waterfront areas.

3.3.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Roughly fi fty participants were given an overall study area 
map and a map of the nearby waterfront neighborhood. 
They were asked to identify their favorite locations, 
problem locations, and potential locations for future park 
program. The program locations were meant to allow 
the participants to think of items or activities they would 
like to have in and around the park.  Many participants 
used the program location category as an opportunity to 
express specifi c ideas about how to make the waterfront 
better meet their needs.

Participants generally identifi ed the need to provide 
better pedestrian access and connectivity to the Lassing 
Park area from downtown. They also expressed a desire to 
maintain the passive open space and views to the water, 
improve water quality and accessibility into the park and 
plant more shade trees.

Raw data is shown in sections 3.3.3 and A.3.Participants describe their concerns about the waterfront.

Using colored dots and markers, participants were invited to 
describe good and bad aspects of the waterfront.

The Lassing Park Community Meeting drew the attention of many neighborhood residents.
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3.3.3.1 Raw Lassing Park Map Responses:
Overall Maps

Favorite Locations
USF - Poynter Park
Peaceful Greenbelt - Lassing Park
Cultural - Museum of Fine Arts
Trees - North Vinoy Yacht Basin
I like this little beach & aborarium (Elva Rouse Park)
Close to our homes, windsurf, paddleboards, fishing (Lassing Park)
Playgrounds and toilets (Demens Landing Park, Albert Whitted Park)
Nice view of boats and bay students and drivers (Poynter Park)
Lots of shade (Bay Shore Drive by Museum of Fine Arts)
Great breezes and views (Vinoy Park)
Great educational arboretum (sports, pool, tennis, volleyball) North Shore Aquatic Complex
Fishing, breezes, bay view (North of Flora Wylie Park on North Shore Dr.)
Kayaks, canoes (Coffee Pot Park)
Nice green space (Demens Landing Park)
Nice Beach area (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Continuous bike path (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Multi-use park (North Shore Park)
Open space/quiet (Lassing Park)
Continuous bike path / trails (Coffee Pot Park)
Lassing Park -open area 
Pioneer Park 
Dog Park (North Shore Park, by North Shore Aquatic Complex)
Bike path (North Shore Park)
Swimming pool (North Shore Park)
Soccer (North Shore Park)
Mangrove fringe (North Shore Park)
People meet on beach for church gathering (North Shore Park)
Dogs (North Shore Park)
Tennis courts (North Shore Park)
Palm garden (North Shore Park)
Kayaking and paddle boarding (North Shore Park)
Music festivals (Vinoy Park area)
Boat shows (Vinoy Park area)
Green space (Vinoy Park area)
Like restricted access for security of students (University)
Neighborhood hangout (Lassing Park)
Frisby
Beach 
Dogs
Something for everybody
Waterfront dining (Beach Dr. & 4th Ave)
Excellent Beach area (Stella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Natural, unstructured (Lassing Park)
Picnic, boating (Demens Landing Park)
Continuous path for walking, biking (between Flora Wylie Park and Elva Rouse Park)
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Problem Locations
Connecting bike land trail (North Shore Drive)
And people actually swim here (Ozella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Pollution, need natural environment & catch systems to clean water (Tampa Bay)
People like the way it is - afraid of over development (Lassing Park)
Obvious problem (Pier)
Poorly planned (Pier)
Not accessbile (Poynter Park)
Why parking lots? (Pier)
Break water (North Straub Park)
Eye sore/disconnects waterfront (shore along Albert Whitted Airport)
Drainage ditch - smells (South Lassing Park)
Airport - inaccessible to public (airport)
Parking not needed (Museum of Fine Art)
Not enough green space (Albert Whitted Park)
Leave walkway open during events (Vinoy Park)
Airport dominates - little public benefit 
Needs underground stormwater treatment (Lassing Park)
Too developed too much liter (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
More shade (Lassing Park)
Pier
Debris gathering (North Shore Park)
Debris buildup, smell (S. Lassing Park)

Raw Lassing Park Map Responses:
Overall Maps
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Program Locations
Kayak, paddleboard rentals - no jet skis (Central Yacht Basin)
Pay by the hour boat and kayak stop (South Yacht Basin)
Reef for fishing/diving (limit powerboat access) -Bay
Picnic shelters somewhere (Beach Dr. at 21st Ave.)
Under utilized (Spa Beach Park)
Artifical reef for fishing (Bay)
Vinoy Hotel needs shade trees (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Connector path (bikes, walkers) from Lansing to Poynter 
Better plan for the field/parking (Al Lang Park)
Green space, project area (US Coast Guard)
Clean up the muck (Lassing Park)
Bike path on all waterfront 
Public docks (Spa Beach Park)
More natural shade (Beach Dr.)
Small concert venue Demons Landing (Museum of Fine Arts)
Waterfront retail village - Spa Beach
Want a park person specifically for our parks - someone who takes pride in its splendor
World class skateboard park (Vinoy Park area)
Kiteboard launch area (Lassing Park)
Restaurant/bar working waterfront (Salt Creek Marina area)
Kiteboard launch area (N. Shore Dr. area)
Wave pool for surfing (Spa Beach Park)
Restrooms (Lassing Park)
Restrooms (Barlett Park)
Possible location for bike/pedestrian bridge for waterfront connectivity (look into roll bridges) - Salt Creek 
Marina area
Open zoning to small local businesses/restaurants/waterfront rental (Lassing Park)
Small 20'x20' docks with built in wooden seating benches (Lassing Park)
Open to possbile local events small market/art shows (Lassing Park)
Blue light safety call boxes
Waterfront rentals?
Paved access to benches (ADA), add side sidewalk on Beach Dr. (on the park side)
Retain passive nature of park (Lassing Park between 15th & 16th Ave.)
Mixed opinion on existance of restroom (Lassing Park between 15th & 16th Ave.)
Public market or usable public space (Al Lang Field)
Educational space, museum, passive waterpark (Museum of History area)
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3.3.3.2 Raw Lassing Park Map Responses:
Site Specifi c Maps

Favorite Locations
Open Areas - Beach Dr. between 18th and 19th Ave.
Great view - Beach Dr. between 17th and 18th Ave.
Love sand bar - Bay
Keep Lassing Park as a green belt for spontaneous use - Beach Dr. between 18th and 19th Ave.
Low tide beach on the north of the park
Sand bar - we like it (Bay)
Windsurfing & paddle boarding 
Walking on beach at low tide 
Kites 
Passive Park 
No picnic tables (a good thing)
Sand bar (Bay)
Blue light emergency towers (17th Ave.)
Retain passive nature of the park
Keep all the park green 

Problem Locations
Drainage - Beach Dr. South
No artificial structures (playground, etc.) - Beach Dr. between 19th and 20th
Better maintenance - Beach Dr. 
Look into option for minimizing erosion (especially on North end of the park) - N. Beach Dr.
No overbearing lights-it confuses animals (solution is to have more patrol) - Beach Dr. between 16th and 17th 
Ave. 
Clean up smell on the south side of the park
Stormwater needs treatment and stop erosion on the south area of the park
Water quality on the south side of the park
Homeless sleeping (North Beach Dr.)
Water erosion (North Beach Dr.)
Underground water treatment sewers (Beach Dr.)
Handicapped access to bench closest to street (Beach Dr.)
Remove invasive Brazilian peppers (North Beach Dr. )
Water treatment (South Beach Dr.)
Repair low spot where water sits "Lake Lassing" (Central Beach Dr.)
Update current water fountain - don't add any (Beach Dr.)
No toilets (South Beach Dr.)
Beautify cud-de-sac (Beach Dr. and 15th Ave)
Home less (14th Ave.)
Much Smell at the South Area of the Park
Improve drainage on the south part of the park
Sewage smell (S. Lassing Park)
Lack of public restrooms, some ADA acccess (N. Lassing Park)
Cul-De-sac at the north of the Park
Location of restroom at the north side of the park
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Program Locations
Prevent further beach erosion - N. Beach Dr.
Upgrade bench areas (beautification) - Beach Dr. between 16th & 17th Ave.
More shade where trees are - Beach Dr.
Bike path by road - Beach Dr. & 21st Ave.
Opportunity for unique way to clean water with plants - Beach Dr. between 20th & 21st Ave.
Public restroom (Lassing Park)
Dog park fenced ( between 16th & 17th Ave)
Toilet somewhere 
Wheelchair ramp somewhere 
More shade trees 
Community water access (Beach Dr. & 15th Ave.)
Beach Dr. returned to brick road to slow traffic 
Update existing benches 
Some kind of art installation (sculpture) 
Quarterly art show (Lassing Park)
Beach Dr. back to Brick 
More trees carefully located (Beach Dr. & 19th Ave)
Less prostitution and drugs (Beach Dr. and 20th Ave)
Restrooms 
5m (20x20) docks with seating on benches at edge of park (between 19th & 20th Ave.)
Paths for access to area for people with walking problems 
Open to local events 
Couple more trash cans
Kiteboarding, launching area (on south side of the park)
Bars/restaurants  on the north of the Park (around the Salt Creek Area)
Public restrooms (accommodate homeless) on 3rd Ave and 17th ave (off the park area)
Quarterly artist show (South Beach Dr.)
Provide Handicap Access
Kayak and Bike Racks (not ramp)
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3.3.3 Additional Feedback

Received by the project team via email on October 1st, 2014:

Regarding the need for rest rooms in Lassing Park.  First, when walking the park and at the meeting after I noticed no 
African Americans. Just west of   4th street south is the large area of St. Pete’s African American community and their 
children that use Lassing Park for enjoyment. Picnics, Fishing, games ,etc. sometime for the day – all day. Of course, 
this is not limited to African Americans. There are no rest rooms for this use. Then there’s the park use for organized 
and casual sport that takes 2 or 3 hrs. I also have a anecdote about a recent event where a man came from the park 
to between our garages and relieved himself – #2. My neighbor saw him and asked why. He said he was in the 
Park and had to go – badly. There was no bathroom. Other neighbors have told me of similar experienced on their 
property. Running over from the park and peeing on their yard behind a tree. Walking my dog early in the morning 
I will occasionally fi nd feces on the beach in the north area of the park behind the mangroves. This is a large park 
without a bathroom. Larger than the park at Demens Landing and there is a attractive  bathroom there. This is a real 
need for Lassing Park. Please pass this request on to the Project Team for consideration. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Thank You. 
Jerry & Patty Bean (and other neighbors)

Home owner at 225 19th Ave SE
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3.4 North Downtown Walking Audit

2.4.1 Description of Event

The public was invited to join a walking audit of the 
North Downtown Area. Participants met at the Museum 
of History and were given a map of the route (shown in 
section 3.4.3) and a questionnaire related to the existing 
conditions of the park and surrounding downtown area.  

3.4.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Approximately 35 participants joined in this walking audit.  
The group fi rst walked to Spa Beach Park and discussed 
the existing conditions and future possibilities for this 
area.  Next, the group walked along the water’s edge at 
Bay Shore Drive NE and observed water quality issues, 
pedestrian and vehicular confl icts and park spaces that 
precluded gathering and activities.  Many of the primary 
fi ndings from this exercise can be found in the picture 
description on this page. 

Some participants noted that the bridge to Demens 
Landing Park separates it too much from the city.  The 
poor quality of the bridge design aesthetic was also 
mentioned.

The walking audit was attended by interested citizens 
from across the city.  The group observed groups of trees 
in the park that seem out of place and don’t provide a 
framework for a civic space for people to inhabit and use.

Spa Beach Park has wide open spaces that many 
participants believe could better be utilized.

Substantial waterfront real estate is dedicated to parking, 
making the amenities of downtown seem farther than 
they are.

Water quality within the harbors associated with a lack of 
circulation and untreated runoff  was a common concern. 
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Walk Starting Point:
Trolley Station At Museum of 
History

Approximate Walking Route (1.5 miles)

WALK STARTING POINT

COMMUNITY MEETING LOCATION

6:00 pm

7:30 pm

Community Meeting Location:
Museum of History
335 2nd Ave NE

Spa Beach Park Pier Park

Demens Landing  Park

South 
Straub 

Park

North 
Straub 

Park

Pioneer 
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St Petersburg Municipal Marina
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3.4.3 Route Map
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3.5 North Downtown Community 
Meeting

3.5.1 Description of Event

The North Downtown Community Meeting was held at 
the Museum of History following the walking audit and 
involved a discussion about the future of the waterfront 
and its surrounding neighborhoods.  The project team 
presented the planning process and then provided 
instruction for the mapping activity.  The attendees were 
divided into small groups by table to facilitate discussion. 
Groups were animated by people discussing what they 
had observed and learned during the walking audit.  The 
groups had roughly forty fi ve minutes to participate in 
the mapping activity and present their table’s ideas to the 
project team.

3.5.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Participants were given an overall study area map and 
a map of the nearby waterfront neighborhood. They 
were asked to identify their favorite locations, problem 
locations and program locations. 

Participants were given an overall study area map 
and a map of the nearby waterfront neighborhood. 
They were asked to identify their favorite locations, 
problem locations and potential locations for future park 
program. The program locations were meant to allow 
the participants to think of items or activities they would 
like to have in and around the park.  Many participants 
used the program location category as an opportunity to 

The community meeting generated a lively discussion about 
the future of St. Petersburg’s waterfront.

Participants identifi ed the locations within the study area they are most passionate about.

express specifi c ideas about how to make the waterfront 
better meet their needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Spa Beach Park and Pier Approach would be better 

served with less parking/paving and more activities 
and program destinations for the whole City to use

-  Additional transient docks
-  More and better access to the water from the land and 

land to the water
-  Potential water taxi and ferry could use south edge of 

Vinoy Basin
-  Water quality should be improved along the sea wall at 

Bay Shore Drive NE.

Raw data is shown in sections 3.5.3 and A.5.
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3.5.3.1 Raw North Downtown Map Responses:
Overall Maps

Favorite Locations
Keep as is - nourish the beach (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
No massive breakwater (east of Museums of Fine Arts/History)
Boating Center is terrific (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Love American Stage in park (Demens Landing Park)
Passive park - we love (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Ok as is (SE Water Recreation Facility, Downtown Waterfront Park, Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum, and Spa 
Beach Park)
Like having downtown airport-watching plans take off and land (Albert Whitted Airport)
Like having an athletic stadium downtown-nice asset (Al Lang Field)
Great open space for new venues instead of Vinoy (Demens Landing Park)
Lassing Park, Duke Energy Center for the arts, Dali Museum, Demens Landing Park, 5th Ave NE boat docks, 
Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum, St. Pete Pier, Flora Wylie Park
Beach Drive is great! Sidewalk cafes, lively nightlife.
Access to water and bay views (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum/North Shore Park)
North Straub Park - movies in the park
Vinoy Park - all the great events that take place here
Downtown Waterfront Park area good
Dali Museum, Duke Energy Center for the Arts, South Straub Park, Vinoy Park
Great park!! (Lassing Park)
We love the open, green space (Demens Landing Park)
Love movies in the Park. May need larger venue. (1st St SE at 5th Ave NE)
Love North Shore Park pool!
Love the parks and the ability to run, bike on the waterfront (North Shore DR NE)
Love biking, kayaking, Coffee Pot and Bird Island
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Problem Locations
Safety of walkers/bikers north of Snell Island Bridge
Improve rules for use (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
No or limited overnight moorings for visiting boaters between Vinoy Park and Demens Landing Park)
Improve lighting (near South Straub Park)
Disconnected from rest of waterfront (Lassing Park)
Safety a concern (Poynter Park)
Block view and breaks up continuity of waterfront (between Albert Whitted Airport and SE Water 
Reclamation Facility)
Underutilized space/need direct path (Albert Whitted Park/Duke Energy Center for the Arts/Dali Museum 
and Spa Beach Park)
Blocks view/1 activity place (Al Lang Field)
Parking blocks access (Museum of Fine Arts/Museum of History)
Vinoy Park overutilized/lacks shade
Need to refigure like the concept that was presented (Al Lang Field)
Surface level parking on waterfront=wasteful use of land, no imagination (near Downtown Waterfront 
Park/Demens Landing Park and St. Pete Pier)
Better organized for shade canopy effect (east of South Straub Park)
Marina feels closed-in and inaccessible (South Straub Park)
Spa Beach Park is not used daily-need revision
Albert Whitted Airport - open to public. Redo referendum
The Central Yacht Basin is not organized and can be more visually appealing. 
South of Salt Creek Marina, Poynter Park, Museum of History, North Straub Park, St. Pete Pier, 
I play softball at night and noticed lots of birds fly on the field-the lights are confusing to them
Need access to Lassing Park (use looper trolley?) and the park needs shaded seating.
Al Lang - too restrictive to just a sport venue. Make it more multi-use. Also needs an east-west wide walkway 
so it's not a barrier.
In general -- for Sunshine City in the Sunshine State, US Surgeon General said sun induced skin concerns up 
200%, so concentrate on lots of shade areas. Have evening events as he suggested.
Waste collects in the corner of 5th Ave & Bayshore
More dockage for public access to downtown (North Vinoy Yacht Basin)
The waterfront without active sports and/or view obstructions
Needs more pedestrian access and destinations (south of Downtown Waterfront Park)
Pedestrian stop lines are very confusing and dangerous in whole downtown area. Get rid of them!
Bike access from South St. Pete not adequate

Raw North Downtown Map Responses:
Overall Maps
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Program Locations
Putting in Kayak/Canoe is a problem (midway between Coffee Pot Blvd NE and Flora Wylie Park)
Attend to issues of sea level rise, storm surge (east of Demens Landing Park)
Micro exercise station throughout park system adult focus (Lassing Park, Downtown Waterfront Park, North 
Straub Park, Vinoy Park)
Connecting Lassing Park
Connect all parks and have multiuse path right next to water
More bike paths separate from pedestrian paths
Need transient dockage-not sure best location
Ferry dockage? Need ferry to TDA
Expanded space/reconfigure stadium to face water (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Possible splash park (Demens Landing Park, Spa Beach Park)
Skate park (east of Dali Museum/north of Albert Whitted Airport, and Demens Landing Park)
Need for parking garages connected to trolley, wayfinding signs (2nd St. N at 1st Ave SE)
Aquatic Marine Education Center (St. Pete Pier)
Convertible street use of north side of MFA for events, concerts, etc.; shade canopy (Bayshore Drive NE near 
Museum of Fine arts/Museum of History)
Transient boat slips and high speed ferry terminal (part of pier)
Need for public art-gateway, anchoring pieces, place for permanent and temporary pieces, including 
fountains-fountains you can walk into and moving fountains for display/show (5th Ave NE at Bayshore Dr NE)

Concessions at beach (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
High industrial area. Water access for passive use like kayaks, paddle boards, not active. No skate board park 
or active, extreme sports on the waterfront. Skate parks can be anywhere (east of Salt Creek Marina near 
Tampa Bay)
Multi use on Al Lang Field
Demens Landing Park is not a high use location
More functions in North Shore
Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum, St. Pete Pier, NW edge of North (Vinoy) Yacht Basin, Demens Landing Park, 
1st St. SE at 1st Ave SE, Lassing Park)
Create an uninterrupted 'waterfront walk' around all water areas, with occasional small cafes or food trucks 
(Lassing Park)
On Bayshore - expanded bike/walk lane
Need transient docking space for downtown visitors on boats-floating shops, retail, cafes - that can change; 
not permanent (near pier)
Play areas, restrooms, development needed (Lassing Park)
Saturday market along the pier approach
Splash Zone for kids (Spa Beach Park/pier)
Picnic areas; more trees for shade (North Shore Drive parks)
Frisbee Golf Area/field (North Shore Drive parks)
Demens Landing Park needs a draw to attract people on a daily basis (ie ferry)
Water access for pedestrians (east side of Spa Beach Park)
Yacht/Marina need upgrades. Only used by small percent of the population.
More open spaces, more tree canopies
Pretty, but not inviting and hard to access (Harborage Marina)
Green space and events, Center for Arts (north of Cruise Terminal near SE WRF)
Needs more pedestrian access and destinations (south of Downtown Waterfront Park)
More venues at Demens Landing Park
Day boat moorings at Central Yacht Basin
Year-round, more frequency. Market/destination/crafts/farmers, etc. (pier)
Bicycle connector from downtown to Crescent, Mirror
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3.5.3.2 Raw North Downtown Map Responses:
Site Specifi c Maps

Favorite Locations
Keep airport as a working airport
Beauty spot! Mahaffy & Dali 
Plays/shows in Demens Park
Keep Soccer team, and can be used as total community use area (Al Lang Field)

Problem Locations
No waterfront parking
Demens Landing Park expansion/access
Kick out Coast Guard and put parking with trolley to St. Pete Downtown-Coast Guard can station more south

Light rail or trolley with connector to proposed commuter rail (1st St SE)
More restaurants at more modest prices (1st Ave NE, west of South Straub Park)
Garbage collects in these areas (Dali Museum/Duke Energy Center/Albert Whitted Park, Bayshore/Demens 
Landing Park, Museum of History/Bayshore)
Under used - possible skate park (Albert Whitted Park)
Disconnected to rest of the area (Al Lang Field)
Canopy needed (South Straub Park)
Less asphalt and better maintenance needed (Spa Beach Park)
Albert Whitted serves as a landmark to St. Pete. Can it be enhanced visually without losing function, and open to 
the public?
Al Lang multi-use, but no new stadium!
Yacht/Marina needs upgrades. Only used by small percentage of the population.
No more surface parking. Convert hard surface parking to less asphalt and permeable
Public Art missing everywhere 
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Program Locations
Splash Zone for kids and families (Spa Beach Park/pier)
More public dockage for access to restaurants and downtown activities
Gazebo-shade to sit and enjoy the waterfront. Venue can be used for small events also, ie concerts, 
Dolphin viewing area at Demens Landing
Walking market area (east end of 2nd Ave NE)
Tampa Ferry port? (Demens Landing Park)
Free Wi-Fi for all walkable downtown
Put a casino on the pier
Make more white sand beach areas for swimming and picnics (Spa Beach Park)
Transient boaters and floating retail, cafes, library (North Vinoy Yacht Basin)
Concerts, needs more connection (Duke Energy for the Arts)
Market year round. Pike St Market Seattle (Al Lang Field)
Water sports rental/dockage opportunities along waterfront (south of Demens Landing Park)
Bike facilities for entire area; bike access and parking - safe and secure (Bayshore Drive)
Needs more free or low cost opportunities-museum, maritime, market destinations (Spa Beach Park)
Add more bick access and safe and secure parking on Bayshore Dr
5th Ave should have open view to Dali Museum as you come off the highway
Reconfigure use into multi-purpose space, contemporary theme (Al Lang Field)
Connect Beach Drive to Bayshore Drive SE (throught the Al Lang Parking Lot)
Possible splash park (Demens Landing Park)
Walkway right next to the water to complete path around Demens Landing Park (1st Ave)
Deep six parking lot - art space/ amphitheater (near water south of Spa Beach Park)
More transient dockage (pier)
Marine science/ anthropology/ history complex campus (Museum of History)
More events needed at splash park; needs to be connected, as no one knows its there (north end of Spa 
Albert Whitted serves as a landmark to St. Pete. Can it be enhanced visually without losing function, and 
Al Lang multi-use, but no new stadium!
Water access for pedestrians (east side of Spa Beach Park)
More open spaces, more tree canopies
Solar Panels on Roof 
Water Access to for pedestrians
Keep waterfront public access
Put art in the parks
Marine Center (Bayshore Dr NE at 2nd Ave NE)
Universal design standard (ADA)
Outdoor Amphitheater (near pier)
Bayshore Drive pedestrian/bike or promenade/eliminate vehicles
Beach Drive extension (southward)
Performing arts/reimagine multi-use (Al Lang Field)
Repurpose for greater community uses (Albert Whitted Airport)
Light rail or trolley with connector to proposed commuter rail (1st St SE)
More restaurants at more modest prices (1st Ave NE, west of South Straub Park)
Love Skate Park. World Class! (Spa Beach Park)
Use solar panels on roofs
Possible skate park (Albert Whitted Park)
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3.6 Salt Creek Marine District 
Walking Audit

3.6.1 Description of Event

The public was invited to join a walking audit of the Salt 
Creek Marine Services District. Participants met at the 
Harborage Marina Overfl ow Parking Lot across from 
1110 3rd Street South and were given a map of the route 
(shown in section 3.6.3) and a questionnaire related to 
the existing conditions of the port and marina areas. This 
walking audit included a trolley ride through part of the 
study area.

3.6.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Roughly twenty people participated in this walking audit.  
The group fi rst walked to Harborage Marina and met with 
the dock master to discuss current trends in transient dock 
usage, his business operations and potential future marina 
slips in other basins along the waterfront.   The group then 
walked over Booker Creek into the Salt Creek boat yard 
areas.  Many of the primary fi ndings from this exercise can 
be found in the picture descriptions on this page. 

The pedestrian environment was diffi  cult to navigate 
through some of the marine services area.  Upland water 
quality and siltation issues were observed and discussed 
with the group.

Many participants expressed a desire for additional 
transient docking facilities to encourage more tourism by 
boat.

Water quality was a frequent concern in Booker Creek. This 
is caused by a lack of water circulation in Booker Creek 
and the harbor, the presence of industry along the water 
and the frequent occurrence of litter in the water.

Improved bicycle facilities were suggested by the meeting 
participants to better connect this area to downtown.

Participants discussed the importance of the marine 
service district in the local economy and St. Petersburg’s 
identity.
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Walk Starting Point:
Harborage Marina Overflow Parking Lot
1110 3rd Street South, 33701 (across/
west side of street)

Approximate Walking Route

Community Meeting Location:
Cruise Port Terminal 1 (in south downtown)
250 8th Avenue SE

Walking Audit Parking at Harborage 
Overflow Marina Parking lot.

WALK STARTING POINT

6:00 pm

P

P

Approximate Trolley Route

TROLLEY STOP 1 - Salt Creek

TROLLEY STOP 2

Poynter Park

Harborage Marina

Marine Science Peninsula

US Coast Guard 

USF  - St. Petersburg

4t
h 

St
 S

16th Ave S

3r
d 

St
 S

13th Ave S

18th Ave S

3r
d 

St
 S

11th Ave S

8th Ave SE

1s
t  

St
 S

E

Port of St. Petersburg

US Army Reserve

Duke Energy

Poynter 
Institute

14th Ave S

17th Ave S

18th Ave S

14th Ave S

B
e

a
c

h
 D

r 
S

E
15th Ave S

COMMUNITY MEETING LOCATION 7:30 pm

P

P

Community Meeting Parking along 8th 
Ave SE at Cruise Port Terminal

15th Ave SE

3.6.3 Route Map
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3.7.1 Description of Event

The Salt Creek Marina District Community Meeting was 
held at the Cruise Port Terminal 1 and was attended by 
approximately 20 people.  The project team fi rst presented 
the planning process and how their feedback will be used 
to inform the plan. Then the participants were divided into 
groups by table for the mapping activity.  The room was 
animated by people discussing what they had observed 
and learned during the walking audit.  The groups 
presented their table’s ideas to the project team.

3.7.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Participants were given an overall study area map and 
a map of the nearby waterfront neighborhood. They 
were asked to identify their favorite locations, problem 
locations and potential locations for future program 
activities. The program locations were meant to allow the 
participants to think of items or activities they would like 
to have in and around the study area. Many participants 
used the program location category as an opportunity to 
express specifi c ideas about how to make the waterfront 
better meet their needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Improve pedestrian connections to this area from 

downtown
-  The general public is attracted to the boating industry
-  Maintain the existing character of the place
-  Water quality issues from boat activities and upland 

watersheds should be addressed
-  Needs more activities for public to engage in 

(restaurants, seafood markets, boat yard spectators)

Raw data is shown in sections 3.7.3 and A.10

Participants fi lled out the walking audit evaluations at the 
end of the tour.

The waterfront planning process was described at the beginning of the community meeting.

3.7 Salt Creek Marina District 
Community Meeting
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3.7.3.1 Raw Salt Creek Marina District Map Responses:
Overall Maps

Favorite Locations
Saturday Morning Market (SE corner of 1st Ave. SE and 1st St. SE)
Poynter Park is beautiful
Like the green space all along the waterfront (North Shore park area)
Maintain existing density (Salt Creek Marina area)
Green space (Lassing Park)
Green Space (Spa Beach Park)
Like the beach (Elva Rouse Park)

Problem Locations
Fuel overflow (Central yacht basin/Salt Creek Marina)
Stormwater runoff (Northern Lassing Park)
Security vs. Environmental (north half of Lassing Park border of Beach Dr. SE)
Airport does not serve the majority of the community and no public access to the water (Albert Whitted Airport)

Unprotected, not boat friendly (water around St. Petersburg Pier)
Dredge area, too much silt (off shore of Lassing Park)
Road runoff (Lassing park)
Smell, poor water circulation (Poynter Park shore/SW corner of Central Yacht basin/shore near North Shore 
Aquatic Complex)

Program Locations
Improve water quality (shore of Lassing Park)
Debris from storm drain and ocean wash, garbage catch all (South Yacht Basin/Central Yacht Basin)
Erosion (Spa beach park)
Smooth transition between water, gateway to land from water (South Straub Park)
Breakwater (beyond pier, protecting entrance of North and Central Yacht Basin
Public access fishing pier (Cruise Terminal)
Skatepark-Good for local business (Spa Beach Park)
Waterpark-Features lighted (Spa Beach Park)
Green Space (between Spa Beach Park and Museum of History)
Park needs improvement, bathroom, boat ramp (Coffee Pot Park)
Destination option (shore between Cruise Terminal, US Coast Guard)
Bike path to Coffee Pot
Free or low cost docks (shore of Vinoy Park/South Yacht Basin/North Yacht Basin)
Trolley or Bus Stops (south Lassing Park on Beach Dr. SE/Poynter Park on 3rd St. S)
Handicap accessibility, bike racks (north Lassing Park)
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3.7.3.2 Raw Salt Creek Marina District Map Responses:
Site Specifi c Maps

Favorite Locations
Green space (Poynter Park)
Open water, no docks (Poynter Park)
Leave it the same (marina along Bay St. SE, by 14th Ave SE)
(Dan) Water quality Booker Creek into Roser Park outflow contained
(Dan) Marine sanctuary (off short of Lassing Park)
Scenic working waterfront (Marine services area north of 16th Ave. S)
Bike access to downtown (3rd St. S)

Problem Locations
Watershed - Pollution (Creek under 3rd St. S/Canal under 3rd St. S by Harborage Marina/Mouth of Salt Creek)

No Grand Prix (Albert Whitted Airport)
(Dan) Breakwater very difficult (between US Coast Guard and Albert Whitted Airport)
Salt Creek is "silting in" (Salt Creek near Salt Creek Marina)

Program Locations
Better water circulation (shore by USF St. Petersburg)
Non-Motorized access (Salt Creek near 3rd St. S bridge)
Ferry system (Cruise terminal)
Better connectivity to downtown (1st St. SE and 6th Ave S)
Marine Science (US Coast Guard, Cruise Terminal)
Skate Park - Not at Spa Beach (Albert Whitted Park)
Spruce up fountain (On waterfront in front of Mahaffey Theater)
More trees (Albert Whitted Park)
More places for students off campus but closer so they can walk/bike (USF St. Petersburg, near Binnacle 
Park (in surface lot surrounded by Power Pl., 2nd St. S, 3rd St. S, 14th Ave. S)
USF (on north end of Bay St. SE and at US Coast Guard)
Boat yards and boardwalk at Cruise Terminal
Oyster reef (SE corner of Lassing Park)
Ferry (between Marine Science Peninsula and US Coast Guard)
Move painting of boats to Cruise Terminal area (From south side of Salt Creek)
Extend Poynter Park South
(Dan) Canoe Launch w/ very limited parking (corner of 2nd St. S and 16th Ave. S)
Create public access/Park-dock-restaurant view (NW corner of Bay St. SE and 13th Ave. SE)
Create pedestrian/bike path along sea wall (Marine Science Peninsula)
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3.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking 
Audit

3.8.1 Description of Event

The public was invited to join a walking audit of the 
shoreline between Coff ee Pot Park and the Aquatics 
Center. Participants met at the Masonic Home of Florida 
and were given a map of the route (shown in section 3.8.3) 
and a questionnaire related to the existing conditions of 
the park and surrounding neighborhood. 

3.8.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Approximately thirty individuals participated in this 
walking audit.  First, the group walked to Coff ee Pot Park 
where they observed the current state of the park, the 

Families enjoy Flora Wylie Park.

boat ramp and sea wall edge condition.  The group then 
boarded two trolley buses and were shuttled to Grenada 
Terrace to discuss the current state of that area and talk 
about the importance of the Historic Old Northeast 
Neighborhood.   The group also learned about the habitat 
for migratory birds in this area and the importance of 
preservation of these waterways.   The trolleys then 
shuttled the group to the parking lot near Flora Wylie 
Park.  The group walked along the sea wall and stopped 
near the restroom building to discuss that particular area.  
Finally the group continued south to Vinoy Park to discuss 
the many events that take place in that stretch of park.  
Many of the primary fi ndings from this exercise can be 
found in the picture descriptions on the following page.
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Participants identifi ed clean, safe restrooms and other 
facilities as a basic component of a major park.

Some participants expressed a desire for the seawall to 
include handrails.

Portions of the Walking Audit were conducted by trolley 
to allow more ground to be covered up to Coff ee Pot Park.

Beach activities like volleyball were identifi ed by 
participants as a healthy part of an active waterfront.

Boat ramps providing public recreational access to 
the water were identifi ed as an important part of St. 
Petersburg’s character.

Debris along the shoreline and storm water pipe outfalls 
lead many participants to express concern over the water 
quality.
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Renaissance Vinoy 
Golf  Course

North Shore Aquatic Center

Renaissance Vinoy Hotel

Renaissance Vinoy Marina

Flora Wylie Park

Elva Rouse Park
Gizella Kopsick Palm  Arboretum

Coffee 
Pot Park

HISTORIC OLD NORTHEAST 
NEIGHBORHOOD

SNELL ISLE

NORTHEAST PARK
NEIGHBORHOOD

WALK STARTING POINT 9:00 amP

COMMUNITY MEETING LOCATION 11:00 am

TROLLEY STOP 1 - Granada Terrace

TROLLEY STOP 2 - Flora Wylie Park

TROLLEY PICK UP - Vinoy Park

Crescent 
Lake Park 

1s
t S

t N

34th Ave NE

30th Ave N

22nd Ave N

9th Ave N

5th Ave N

4th Ave N

4t
h 

St
 N

Be
ac

h 
Dr N

E
Nor

th
 Sh

or
e D

r N
E

Walk Starting Point:
Masonic Home of Florida - Parking Lot
3201 1st Street NE

Approximate Walking Route

Community Meeting Location:
Masonic Home of Florida - Meeting Room
3201 1st Street NE

Parking available at Masonic Home of 
Florida

P

Approximate Trolley Route

3.8.3 Route Map
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3.9.1 Description of Event

The Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Community Meeting was 
attended by approximately thirty people. The event was 
held at the Masonic Home of Florida following the walking 
audit and involved a discussion about the future of the 
waterfront and its surrounding neighborhoods.  The 
project team presented the planning process how public 
input will inform the plan. After that, attendees were 
divided into groups by table for the mapping activity.  
The room was animated by people discussing what they 
had observed and learned during the walking audit.  The 
groups had roughly forty fi ve minutes to participate in 
the mapping activity and present their table’s ideas to the 

project team.

3.9.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Participants were given an overall study area map and 
a map that illustrated the area of the walking audit. 
They were asked to identify their favorite locations, 
problem locations and potential locations for future park 
program. The program locations were meant to allow 
the participants to think of items or activities they would 
like to have in and around the many diff erent park areas.  
Many participants used the program location category 
as an opportunity to express specifi c ideas about how to 
make the waterfront better meet their needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Water quality needs to be addressed and improved
-  Maintain the overall character of the promenade along 

Coff ee Pot Boulevard 
-  The promenade trail seems narrow in certain locations 

and causes confl icts between cyclists and pedestrians
-  Restroom facility area near Gizella Kopsick Palm 

Arboretum could be a node of activity for park users
- Vinoy Park is heavily programmed with events and 

the waterfront needs to have alternative sites to host 
events

- The parking lots are not best suited to be located at the 
water’s edge. 

Raw data is shown in sections 3.9.3 and A.8.

The event activity required participants to carefully consider 
the future of their waterfront.

Participants worked in teams to describe their vision for the waterfront.

3.9 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park 
Community Meeting
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3.9.3 Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Map Responses

Favorite Locations
Maintain open water - no new boat docks in Marine Science area
Love activity in this space (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Great mix of activities (North Shor Aquatic Center)
Leave alone-like it as it is (Elva Rouse Park)
Park is always active (Elva Rouse Park)
Sidewalk along Coffee Pot is used by many
Like pool area, picnic areas nice for families (Coffee Pot Park)
Great green space (Elva Rouse Park and down by Poynter Park)
Use Florida friendly trees and plants
Waterfront dining - Frescos
Improve access (Demons Landing)
Marine sanctuary (south of Flora Wylie Park)
Entire waterfront is a treasure
Added volleyball courts (Gizella Kopsick)
Classes for fitness (Gizella Kopsick)
Segway, double bike rentals

Problem Locations
Too much signage (north of Flora Wylie Park)
Debris and odor (Harborage Marina)
Consistant park furniture design/materials (Elva Rouse Park)
Prohibit roofs on docks -limits access to view (Coffee Pot Blvd. north)
No bridge (Central Yacht Basin)
No building (permanent structured on the uplands) - Pier
Parking (North Shore Aquatic Center)
A lot of wasted space (airport)
Blow up the Pier-build one closer and smaller, tie into Bay Shore and Beach Dr. - also allow fishing from new pier

Traffic problems-too much speeding and diff. traffic (along Coffee Pot Blvd. NE)
Fix seawalls before any new construction
Need break water (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Breakwater (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Pier/uplands intersect w/ WMP
Outer breakwater (bay out past Pier)
No diaper changing areas in restrooms (Gizella Kopsick)
Clean up boat ramp (Coffee Pot Park)
Stagnant water, algae accumulation - expand the beach area-add sand-so people can swim in it (Gizella Kopsick)

Pier should be part of waterfront plan 
Neighborhood has no acess to waterfront 1st Ave. to 6th South
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Program Locations
More small boat access (Coffee Pot Park)
Washing facility (Coffee Pot Park)
Bathroom (Coffee Pot Park)
Put speed bumps/traffic calming, brick surface (North Shore Dr. south of Flora Wylie Park)
Shaded seating (North Straub Park)
Connect trail top to bottom (Al Lang field)
Splash Park, pad zone (south of Spa Beach Park)
Revitalize a Pier for everyone (Pier)
Automated lock on public restrooms for longer access
Use available parking (Museum of History)
USF plans to grow to 35,000 students - don't let them do the easy way by using waterfront land (USF)
Alternate use of available sites to reduce impact on Vinoy or North Shore Park (Al Lang field)
Add trash cans w/ Pelican image "thanks for dropping in" (North Shore Park)
Keep the airport 
Flashing pedestrian lights during events (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Dredge the mud (Coffee Pot Park)
Raise bridge to allow more boats (Coffee Pot Blvd. NE)
More airport in favor of more recreation area 
Restroom and paddleboard/kayak access (Coffee Pot Park)
More shade along walk (Granada Terrace)
Connection north and south (Downtown Waterfront Park and Harborage Marina)
Major bird area (Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Courtesy docks (North Vinoy Yacht basin)
Open space - used for flag football, soccer, etc (Al Lang field)
Active space - heavily utiilized (Albert Whitted Park)
Vinoy Park-great venue could use more shade
Beautiful small park with spot for small events (Spa Beach Park)
Great venue spot-could be improved-alternative to Vinoy (Lassing Park)
Reclaim some or all of the Dali Air lot parking for Parkland-can use this whole area for events
Improve Al Lang
More grass (Alfred Whitted Park)
Improve S. Straub Park
Improve Spa Beach and grassy spaces
Synergy - Saltcreek Port 
Redesign Al Lang (no stadium)
Rent beach umbrellas, kayaks, beach facilities (between Gizella Kopsick and North Shore Aquatic Center)

Food trucks (along North Shore Dr. just north of Elva Rouse Park)
Path from Masonic Park to Shell Isle (Coffee Pot Park)
Better access to info (Pier)
Kids activities stop-water, splash points (south of Elva Rouse Park)
Corridors for more western neighborhoods 

Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Map 
Responses
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3.10.1 Description of Event

The South Downtown Community Meeting was held in 
a conference room at the Cruise Port Terminal 1 Building.  
The walking audit that was scheduled to occur before this 
meeting was canceled due to poor weather conditions. 
Approximately twenty fi ve individuals attended this 
meeting and were eager to discuss the Downtown 
Waterfront.  The project team presented the planning 
process and described how the public input will inform 
the plan. Next, participants were divided into groups by 
table for the mapping activity.  The energetic participants 
were happy to discuss what they would like the waterfront 

to look like in the future.  The groups presented their 
table’s ideas to the project team.

3.10.2 Summary of Event Exercise

The participants were given an overall study area map and 
a map that illustrated the area of the previously canceled 
walking audit. They were asked to identify their favorite 
locations, problem locations and potential locations for 
future park program. The program locations were meant 
to allow the participants to think of items or activities 
they would like to have in and around the many diff erent 
park areas.  Many participants used the program location 
category as an opportunity to express specifi c ideas about 
how to make the waterfront better meet their needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Vinoy Yacht Basin receives wave action that can harm 

the boats, need breakwater
-  Need better connections to Lassing Park
-  Too much parking at water’s edge
-  Events are great but need to be balanced along 

waterfront
-  Museums need to have a greater presence on the 

waterfront, programmed events

Raw data is shown in sections 3.10.3 and A.6.

The scope of the waterfront master plan was described to participants.

Participants presented their comments to the rest of the 
group.

3.10 South Downtown Community 
Meeting
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3.10.3.1 Raw South Downtown Map Responses:
Overall Maps

Favorite Locations
Fishing at Pier (St. Petersburg Pier)
No Change (Elva Rouse Park)
Location (Al Lang Field)
Love walking along the waterfront, treasure (Flora Wylie Park area)
Enjoy seeing boats come and go (Central Yacht Basin)
Palm Arboretum is great facility-educational (Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum)
Only natural water access (shore of Lassing Park)
Great Views, out of airport line of view (St. Petersburg Pier)
Pleasant neighborhood w/ historic character (Granada Terrace)
Salt Creek-Renovator Yacht and Embree Marine are great! (Corner of 17th Ave. S and 3rd St. S)
Love the jogging paths and open areas (North Shore Park near Aquatic Complex)
Keep access to the water for boaters (Central and South Yacht Basin)
Kite sailing/Beautiful park (Lassing Park)
City skyline view amazing (Albert Whitted Park)
Love Vinoy Walk/Water Walk (Flora Wylie Park)
Charity events like Rib Fest (Vinoy Park)
Love Movies in the Park (North Straub Park)

Problem Locations
Structure of Al Lang (Al Lang Field)
No Connection (across mouth of North and Central Yacht Basin)
Disconnected from the rest of the waterfront-Not linked (Lassing Park)
Has a private feel, not inviting (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Too much asphault (Parking lot on south side of St. Petersburg Pier entrance)
Wave action beats the hell out of the boats (entrance to North Yacht Basin)
Many boats with expired registration, Key system for gates needs to be updated (South Yacht Basin)

No connectivity between Lassing Park and Poynter Park
Stadium needs major improvement (Al Lang Field)
(Dan) Get rid of pier (St. Petersburg Pier)
(Dan) breakwaters alternate wave action (mouth of North, Central and South Yacht Basins, and Port of St. 
Petersburg)
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Program Locations
Extend Beach Dr. (end of Beach Dr. SE near Al Lang Field)
Improve Pier (St. Petersburg Pier)
Water Taxi (Marine Science Peninsula)
Lassing Park Access (Lassing Park)
Poynter Park Access (Poynter Park)
New Stadium -Near/Replace Current (Al Lang Field)
Improve/Connect (Mahaffey Theater)
Needs Better Accessibility for biking and walking (Demens Landing Park)
Provide remote access to the pier (St. Petersburg Pier)
Potential for more shade-hard and not pleasant to access (Marine Science Peninsula)
Potential for streetscape, better connectivity and access (Albert Whitted Airport)
Make more inviting, has more private feel (Marine Science Peninsula)
Make pier more useful, music, exercise, dining, etc. (St. Petersburg Pier)
Breakwater along the entire waterfront (Off shore past airport)
Multi Purpose/Soccer Stadium (South of Al Lang Field)
Bring back manatee (Granada Terrace shore)
Opportunity for future public use (SE Water Reclaimation Facility)
Rich gardenscape opportunity (South Straub Park)
Public Art all along waterfront (Elva Rouse Park)
Outdoor market plaza (Parking lot north of Al Lang Field)
More integration with waterfront (Museum of History)
Picnic/Grill location (Demens Landing Park on east shore)
Pier project needs to intersect with WMP(?) I want to use old caisions (?)(base of St. Petersburg Pier)
(Dan) New facility with gathering places closer to land, not far out (St. Petersburg Pier)
(Dan) Make more user friendly (Vinoy Park)
(Dan) major opportunity for relaxation, benches, resting points for elderly walkers, Destination for 
wheelchair set (Palm Arboretium)
(Dan) Walking Area (Bayshore Drive in South Straub Park)
(Dan) opportunities for more energy efficiency in interpretation exhibits, shade and benches (Albert Whitted 
Park)
(Dan) Development redo (Al Lang Field)
(Dan) Market needs a new situation-esplinade/plaza/pavilion(Parking Lot north of Al Lang Field)
(Dan) Al Lang holds the key to the plan
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Favorite Locations
Mahaffey, Dali & park are like a mini Lincoln Center
Neatest thing since sliced bread (Albert Whitted Airport)
Just right (North Straub Park)
Estuary area (Booker Creek)

Problem Locations
Terrible pedestrian connectivity between Hampton Inn and Al Lang Field
Too much pavement/parking (Museum of History parking lot)
Every time I take my boat to a mooringball, I have to go to the office and fill out a long form with carbon paper, 
even though the marina has all my data on file. I am happy to pay the fee, it's the hassle of the form that 
discourages me (North Yacht Basin)
Public access by Dali Blvd. is broken up (Dali Blvd. and 1st St. SE)
Direct access to Dali Blvd. needs a better connection (5th Ave. S and 3rd St. S)
Too many view corridors of the water cut off by development along the water (intersection of 1st St. SE and 4th 
Ave. S)
Limited breakwaters (Mouth of North Yacht Basin, Central and South Yacht Basin, Port of St. Petersburg)

Salt creek sediments and pollutants (Salt Creek)

3.10.3.2 Raw South Downtown Responses:
Site Specifi c Maps
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Program Locations
Music venue/south end destination (Albert Whitted Park)
Convert Al Lang Field to a soccer/multi-use stadium
Public plaza multi-use daytime events (Parking lot north of Al Lang Field)
Downtown Trolley to events and running daily (1st Ave. S)
bicycle parking/racks (intersection of 1st Ave. NE and Beach Dr. NE)
Waterfront campground (parking lot of Museum of History)
Complete path around this peninsula for walking and biking (Marine Science Peninsula)
Multi purpose/soccer specific facility (Al Lang Field)
Connect Beach Dr. to south downtown (Al Lang Field)
remove parking lot, parking space for plaza for events (Parking lot north of Al Lang field)
Every Saturday night, the homeless are fed here. Excess food ends up in garbage cans around Demens 
Provide public access (treatment plant by US Coast Guard)
Connect Bayshore Dr. SE and Beach Dr. SE
Potential of looking at ease of vehicular access management, especially during shows (Parking lot and garage 
Potential of extending bike trail
Better utilization of Demens Landing-bike and pedestrian access (Demens Landing Park)
Waterfront walkway too narrow (Bayshore Dr. SE in front of Mahaffey Theater)
Land bank for long term (Albert Whitted Airport)
Market opportunity-square,pavilion, multiuse, but specifically useful for market (Parking lot north of Al Lang 
More user friendly, more facilities should have beaches (Spa Beach Park)
Needs to be put to better non baseball use (Al Lang Field)
Integrate Pier park into Waterfront Masterplan, it is lost now (Parking Lot near Museum of History)
More shade, more seating in direct engagement with water and views (Vinoy Park)
Needs public discussion for reuse plans (Water treatment facility north of US Coast Guard)
Perimeter Park around Airport
Find new route for grand prix
Fill this in-maintain water flow for basin flows, but connect Pioneer Park with Demens Landing, eliminate 
Extend Beach Dr. (from intersection of Beach Dr. SE and 1st Ave. S to Bayshore Dr. SE by the stadium then 
Tear down and reposition stadium for multi-use (Al Lang Field)
Light rail hub (parking lot north of Al Lang Field)
Boardwalk, vendors, food trucks (shore along Bayshore Dr. SE at South Yacht Basin)
Redevelop, Saturday market (1st Ave SE along Demens Landing Park)
Replace waterfront parking with greenspace (Demens Landing Park, Museum of History lot, St. Petersburg 
Add breakwaters, pedestrian bridge (across the mouth of North Yacht Basin)
Water Taxi (Port of St. Petersburg)
Improve parking-grarage (surface lot SE of Mahaffey Theater)
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COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
MEETINGS

Chapter 4: Community Outreach Meetings

4.1 Summary of Activity
4.2 North End Community Outreach 

Meeting
4.3 South - Pinellas Point Community 

Outreach Meeting
4.4 Southside - Midtown Community 

Outreach Meeting
4.5 Central/West Community Outreach 

Meeting
4.6 Interactive Youth Workshop

4.1 Summary of Activity

A total of five community outreach meetings were 
conducted for the first phase of the St. Petersburg 
Downtown Waterfront Master Plan project.  Four of the 
meetings were open to the general public and located at 
a distance from the waterfront. This was done to ensure 
that the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan would reflect 
the vision of the entire city instead of just those who 
live or work close to the Downtown Waterfront. The final 
community outreach meeting was a youth workshop 
attended by teens from community centers across the city.

The purpose of these meetings was to identify areas of 
concern within the study area, to determine the favorite 
aspects of the waterfront and to identify locations in 
which the public and private use should be reconsidered 
as a part of this planning process. Responses were 
related to access, connectivity, safety, use and economic 
opportunities within the Downtown Waterfront study 
area.
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4.2 North End Community Outreach 
Meeting

4.2.1 Description of Event

The North End Community Outreach Meeting was held in 
the Roberts Recreation Center.  Five participants attended 
this outreach meeting.  The attendees were eager to 
share their opinions about the waterfront. The project 
team began by giving a brief presentation on the scope 
of the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan. After that, the 
mapping activity began and participants were free to talk 
to the project team.

Participants sat together and shared their opinions 
on the future of the waterfront and its surrounding 
neighborhoods. For reference, a map was used by the 
participants to describe their opinions as they relate to 
specifi c features in the study area.

4.2.2 Summary of Event Exercise

The group was given an overall study area map that 
included the area from Coff ee Pot Park south to Lassing 
Park. They were asked to identify their favorite locations, 
problem locations and potential locations for future park 
program. The program locations were meant to allow the 

participants to think of items or activities they would like 
to have in and around the Downtown Waterfront Master 
Plan study area.  Many participants used the program 
location category as an opportunity to express specifi c 
ideas about how to make the waterfront better meet their 
needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  The group discussed diff erent parking scenarios they 

use to access the waterfront
-  Provide better pedestrian connection to south end of 

waterfront
-  Beach Drive has a nice feel but is expensive to eat
-  Provide better access to the water 

Raw data is shown in sections 4.2.3 and A.11.

The North End Community Meeting was held in the Roberts Recreation Center.
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4.2.3 Raw North End Map Responses

Favorite Locations
Commercial Access, resturants (Beach Dr. NE by Museum of Fine Arts)
Favorite parking garage (Intersection of 3rd Ave NE and 1st St. N)

Problem Locations
Al Lang Field lack of use
Parkland and park are underutilized (Albert Whitted Park)

Program Locations
Expand use of parking lot (north of Al Lang Field)
Get sports team (Al Lang Field)
Historic Trolley (North-South along waterfront, through Historic Old Northeast neighborhood)
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4.3.1 Description of Event

The South - Pinellas Point Community Outreach Meeting 
was held in the SPC - DeSoto Room.  The eight individuals 
who attended this meeting were passionate and driven 
to share their thoughts about the waterfront.  The project 
team presented an overview of the planning process to 
explain the scope of the project and to set expectations 
about the iterative nature of developing the plan.  After 
that, participants were engaged in a mapping activity.

During the map exercise, the project team engaged with 
the participants in a dialogue about the waterfront (see 
section 4.3.3 for the notes from this discussion).  After the 
map exercise, participants shared their maps with the 
group.

4.3.2 Summary of Event Exercise

The small group was given an overall study area map that 
included a aerial photo of the city from Coff ee Pot Park 
south to Lassing Park. Participants were asked to identify 
their favorite locations, problem locations and potential 
locations for future park programing. The program 
locations were meant to allow the participants to think of 
items or activities they would like to have in and around 
the park.  Many participants used the program location 
category as an opportunity to express specifi c ideas about 
how to make the waterfront better meet their needs.

Participants made suggestions about future programming and other changes to the waterfront.

Participants were given a presentation about the waterfront 
planning process.

4.3 South - Pinellas Point 
Community Outreach Meeting

The opinions of participants were shared with the group to 
foster discussion and debate about the waterfront.



C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

O
U

T
R

E
A

C
H

M
E

E
T

IN
G

S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 151

4.3.3 Flip-Chart Notes
Below are notes that represent the ideas of the 
participants as recorded on fl ip charts:
1. Use of waterfront

- 50% event
- 25% dining-extend an experience
- 25% Passive/walking

2. Comparable:  Chicago
3. Public waterfront – don’t sell or privatize
4. Can we expand the beach area – add recreational 

activities for kids
5. Pride in the waterfront

- Naturalistic
- Local-easy

6. Property level
- Median income
- Median age
- Will happen – but don’t let it exclude the locals and all 

the residents
7. Lassing - Jogging/grandkids

8. A place to go “downtown”
9. Would like to see boating access – boat visitors
10. Safety – handrails at seawall

Additional fl ip chart notes:
• Both active and passive (not either/or)
• Goals:  easier access (HUB-transportation)
• Amphitheater – music/concerts/plays
• Access – don’t let income inhibit access
• Co-exist – quiet and active
• Package – ability to get in and out
• New ideas – new needs
• We must not create a plan that is not easily, 

economically, accessibly, or programmatically 
inaccessible to the general community 

4.3.4 Raw South - Pinellas Point Map Responses

Favorite Locations
Benches, green, concerts (North Shore Dr. by North Yacht basin)
Spa Beach- historically black
Dolphin watching, walk, ride, play (Gizella Kopsick Palm Aroretum)
Pier - destination 
Favorite spot (Demens Landing Park)

Problem Locations
Need access to Lassing - easy to walk to-not just private front yard
Wish for a higher use than parking (south of Pier)
Replace valuable parking? (Museum of History/Demons Landing)

Program Locations
Small outdoor open seating (classroom, poetry, community) - Lassing Park
More transient dockage (North Yacht Basin)
Connections north/south (across Port of St. Petersburg)
Bike Paths (Beach Dr. near Al Lang Field)
Water transportation/taxi (around the airport)
Ferry to Tampa (somewhere on downtown waterfront)
Demens Landing is underutilized and has potential
Tiered space between Mahaffey Theater and Dali Museum is rarely used.
Use Al Lang Field (or space) for more activity. Modified for concerts?
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‐ Decompression, walking along waterfront
‐ “Being on vacation at home”, i.e., Copa Cabana Beach
‐ Need to have better communication with 

neighborhoods
‐ Inclusive, welcoming
‐ Transportation to downtown
‐ Eliminate barriers
‐ Moderately priced shopping, businesses
‐ Alternative, low scale architecture, cabanas
‐ Barriers to inclusiveness

- Heightened security
- Lack of programs, events oriented to African 

Americans and other ethnic groups
- Aff ordability
- Playgrounds, work‐out facilities
- More youth sailing, water programs
- More opportunities for small business

‐ Greater access to parking
‐ Pull out parking meters
‐ Food truck rallies
‐ Portable vending spaces
‐ Splash pads
‐ Pavilions
‐ Encourage church events
‐ More frequent outdoor theater events
‐ Aff ordable, free events
‐ Low cost boat tours
‐ School events, weddings
‐ More free educational events
‐ Underwater attraction
‐ More dolphins

4.4 Southside - Midtown 
Community Outreach Meeting

4.4.1 Description of Event

The Southside - Midtown Community Meeting was held at 
the Enoch Davis Auditorium. Seven individuals attended 
this meeting.  The project team sat at a table with the 
participants to discuss their approach to the project.  The 
small group sat and discussed how they perceived the 
Downtown Waterfront areas.  This informal discussion 
format allowed the participants direct access to the 
project team and a unique opportunity to contribute to 
the planning process.

4.4.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Because of the modest number of attendees at this 
meeting, an informal discussion about waterfront issues 
was chosen instead of the map exercise.

4.4.3 Flip-Chart Notes

‐ Master plan should aff ect people’s use of the City
‐ Intersect with Central Avenue, art and transit
‐ Preserve open space and views and access to water for 

all
‐ Refl ect equity, openness, equal access
‐ Don’t want another silo solution, want an integrated 

approach
‐ Think about the waterfront in time and space
‐ Use the waterfront for recreational use, pier and 

exercise classes
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4.5.1 Description of Event

The Central/West Community Meeting was held in a 
conference room at the West St. Petersburg Community 
Library.  The meeting began with a presentation by 
the project team in which they described the planning 
process and then provided instructions for the mapping 
activity.  Participants discussed what they would like 
the waterfront to look like in the future.  The groups 
had approximately thirty minutes to participate in the 
mapping activity and present their table’s ideas to the 
larger group.

4.5.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Participants were given an overall study area map and 
were asked to identify their favorite locations, problem 
locations and program locations. Many participants used 
the program location category as an opportunity to 
express specifi c ideas about how to make the waterfront 
better meet their needs.

General fi ndings from this activity:  
-  Support for small craft rentals in the parks
-  Desire for better lighting throughout park areas and 

parking lots
-  Need to improve connections between Al Lang and 

parks
-  People are concerned about water quality, foul odors 

from water throughout Downtown Waterfront area

Raw data is shown in sections 4.5.3, 4.5.4 and A.13.

Local knowledge was shared between members of diff erent groups.

Participants were encouraged to discuss their ideas for the 
waterfront in small groups.

4.5 Central/West Community 
Outreach Meeting

The group’s comments were presented to the other attendees.
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4.5.3 Flip-Chart Notes

• Use of public facility
• Bring the water into the City
• The water is the touchstone
• Access for all and safety
• Parking lots provide element of concern w/ safety
• Biking the entire WF/exercise

• Events
• Boating

• Issues with access to water
• Maximo boat launch

• Less street parking/more in garages
• Working waterfront is a special/interesting place
• Museums
• Need better public transportation
• Connect Gulf to Bay
• Small craft access/beach, soft edge
• Fishing on the pier

4.5.4 Raw Central/West Map Responses

Favorite Locations
Like area (Palm Arboretum)
Great museum (Museum of Fine Arts)
Fishing off pier (St. Petersburg Pier)
Palm arboretum (Palm arboretum)
Porpoise watching, walking holding stuff (Vinoy Park)
Nicest spot to people watch (Downtown Waterfront Park)
Museum and events (Museum of Fine Arts)
Love the pier and water (St. Petersburg Pier)
Shakespere in the Park (Demens Landing Park)
Playground pocket park (Demens Landing Park)
Solar Park (Albert Whitted Park)
Marine Science (Marine Science Peninsula)
Love Lassing Park, level [terrain], not crowded, access to water at grade-good for boats, people and wildlife

Preserve Vinoy Park and Straub Park
Preserve North Shore Park
Preserve Palm Arboretum
Preserve Please! (But even out landscape because people twist their ancles (Lassing Park)
Good mixing zone (Downtown Waterfront Park)

Problem Locations
Need better parking and access to the end of the pier. Older people have problem walking, even a few blocks 
(St. Petersburg Parking)
Parking not good (Bay St. south of 4th Ave. NE)
Limited parking (Albert Whitted Airport)
Sea wall stinks! (North Shore Park)
Move the buses out of Williams Park 
From Coffee Pot Park to North Shore Park the plan area is basically sidewalk and the road, the lots are privately 
owned. I never understood why this area is within the plan area.
North Vinoy Yacht Basin is basically only used by Vinoy residents.
Break in continutity (intersection of 3rd St. S and 11th Ave S)



C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

O
U

T
R

E
A

C
H

M
E

E
T

IN
G

S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 155

Program Locations
Needs lighting in parking (Palm Arboretum)
Need more parking (Demens Landing Park)
Palm arboretum needs tidying up, it has been scruffy lately (Palm Arboretum)
Opportunity for better small craft access (North shore park near aquatic complex)
Museum and events need better transit access (Museum of Fine Arts)
Love to have nice new pier and structure at head (St. Petersburg Pier)
Kayak rental needed (Demens Landing Park northern tip)
Cruise Terminal not utilized
opportunity for parking structureand trolley connection to downtown/waterfront from (Dome parking acreage)

breakwater (from US Coast Guard south)
Port is ineffective and has potential to be a Mega yacht basin because it is in deep water (Port of St. Petersburg)

Better pedestrian and biking paths to connect north and south (1st St. N near Al Lang Field)
Improve accessibility of Saturday Morning Market (parking lot north of Al Lang Field)
Move parking off the waterfront and encourage the use of mass transit (intersection of Central Ave. and 3rd St)

Easier access (ie. designated) personal watercraft launch (near parking for Palm Arboretum)
Better signage (ie. Parks, where to park at the parks, name of parks and museums, etc.)
Vinoy Park events often impede residents access to parks, swimming pool, dog park (Vinoy Park)
Trolley to and from west with good signage (Central Ave.)
Demens Landing as green space potential-it is under utilized (Demens Landing Park)
Future USFSP expansion sites (South of Poynter Institute/Port of St. Petersburg/SE Water Reclaimation Facility)

Sightseeing boats, etc. cound use this for docking purposes (North Yacht Basin)
Should remain baseball oriented (Al Lang Field)
Underwater sanctuary, ie. John Pennekamp Park Site ((Off shore of Elva Rouse Park)
Exposure to outside industry (Salt Creek just east of 3rd St. S)
Connection north to south (3rd St. S near Poynter Institute)
Multi-use water activity (Spa Beach Park)
Improve integration between Al Lang and nearby parks
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4.6 Interactive Youth Workshop

4.6.1 Description of Event

The Youth Workshop was held at the Campbell Park 
Recreation Center.   Approximately twenty fi ve young 
people attended this meeting and were eager to discuss 
the Downtown Waterfront.  The project team briefl y 
described the waterfront master plan process and 
highlighted the importance of their input to the planning 
process.  The group was asked a series of questions about 
the future of the Downtown Waterfront.  The participants 
discussed their thoughts about the waterfront and 
their responses can be found in section 4.6.3.  After the 
discussion, the groups participated in the park design 
activity and presented their table’s ideas to the project 
team.

4.6.2 Summary of Event Exercise

Pictures of typical activities and amenities commonly 
featured on great waterfronts were given to the 

The participants explained the thought process behind their design.

participants along with an aerial view of Spa Beach 
Park. The participants were asked to cut out the pictures 
of things they wanted to see in that park and “design” 
the park by gluing the pictures to the photo. Some 
participants chose to supplement the pictures with 
drawings in marker.  Collage maps prepared by the 
participants are shown in section 4.6.4.  The participants 
presented their fi nished ideas to the larger group.

Common themes from this activity:  
-  Water activities, kayaking, snorkeling and swimming
-  Park activities, volleyball, grills, picnic tables, sidewalks
- Many individuals understood the importance of 

creating a destination for the whole family to spend 
the day engaged in various activities.
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Participants cut out typical examples of park activities and 
facilities.

Park designs were presented to the group.

4.6.3 Flip-Chart Notes

What do you use/do at the waterfront?

- Dining/eating
- Biking
- Go to parks
- Teen event

- Mud wars
- Football

- Fourth of July
- Pool
- Sightseeing
- Beach
- Ice cream
- Concerts
- Movies
- Fishing
- Museums (school fi eld trips)
- Laser tag
- Kayaking
- Shopping
- Skateboarding
- Saturday morning market
- Walking
- Jet Ski
- Tree climbing
- Christmas Parade
- Mud wars

- Van’s Warped tour
- Teen Fest
- Rib Fest
- Free museum day
- Grand Prix
- Dance Line
- Beach Bash
- S.W.A.T

What do you like at Spa Beach Park?

- Big fi eld
- Volleyball on beach
- Going down to beach
- Snorkeling
- Sand castles
- Make more commercials about waterfront/Spa Beach
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4.6.4 Youth Workshop Collage Maps
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Youth Workshop Collage Maps
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Youth Workshop Collage Maps
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Youth Workshop Collage Maps
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Chapter 5: Stakeholder Meetings

STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS

5.1 Summary
5.2 Neighborhood Core
5.3 Waterfront Park Advocates
5.4 Sports and Activities
5.5 Social Equity and Diversity
5.6 History and Heritage
5.7 Environment & Sustainability
5.8 Marine Services District
5.9 Marinas & Boating
5.10 Festivals & Events
5.11 Arts & Culture
5.12 Friends of Al Lang
5.13 Downtown Small Business & 

Merchants
5.14 Hotels & Hospitality
5.15 Innovation District
5.16 Al Lang
5.17 Port & Airport
5.18 Urban Design & Development
5.19 Transportation
5.20 Additional Materials

5.1 Summary

The Stakeholder Group meetings were held in various 
civic  buildings in downtown St. Petersburg.  The 
purpose of these meetings was to bring together 
focus groups that represent the larger community.  
The general process for the meetings consisted of 
one project team member asking a series of general 
questions to get the conversation started while other 
team member(s) would note the responses. The team 
spent approximately an hour with each stakeholder 
group discussing their interests and aspirations for the 
Downtown Waterfront. The various groups ranged in 
size from fi ve individuals to a group of nearly twenty 
people. 

Although the topics of the groups were all diff erent, 
many groups formed similar conclusions when 
discussing the issues and opportunities of the 
waterfront.  

Major themes from meetings:  
-  Environment - enhancement and resiliency
-  Access - social and physical to and from the water
-  Activity - provide many options not only events
-  Connectivity - connect areas along waterfront

The following sections consist of meeting notes 
including discussions on the six questions that 
were asked to each group by the project team. 
Flip-chart notes are also included if any were taken. 
Unless otherwise noted, the content within 

these stakeholder meetings was informally 

discussed and not fact checked. Participants were 

encouraged to speak candidly. The notes are used 

to understand the perspective of the stakeholders, 

and any empirical data discussed within these 

notes will not be used in any analysis without 

external validation.
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5.2 Neighborhood Core

5.2.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #1    Sept 4, 2014:  8AM 

Name & Organization:  Neighborhoods Core    

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. On the Dntn Waterfront Task Force, OK with the process, kickoff very successful.  
b. Need to make sure we involve the rest of the City.  

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Use the Natural Part of the Waterfront, Particularly the Northern Part. Regular 

workouts.  
b. Walking, Exercising, seeing Dolphins.  Etc.  

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. See the Downtown Waterfront Mission Statement.
b. City has done a good job of having the pieces Planned – but what is needed is an 

overarching plan to unify the Plan.  
c. Be a nationally recognized waterfront

i. Maximize public access
ii. Improve upon the green space

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Communication in general to the general public, especially tourists.  

i. Wayfinding, especially for visitors
b. Environmental Sensitivity
c. View Corridors

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
Removal of Green Space

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Improvements / Goals / Program

Parking 
1. Need to think about parking in a coordinated way.  
2. Could we have better coordinated parking, for events, (Pelican Lot?) with shuttle service 

to Vinoy.  
3. As little parking on the waterfront as possible
4. Want less paved / parking areas.  
5. More multi-use parking structures to west of Beach Drive.  
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Activities

1. Walking (fitness, strolling, environmental appreciation)
2. Balance between Active and Passive.
3. Need a visual and tempting reason to continue along waterfront

a. Some additional park ‘destinations’ 
b. Open Al Lang to Kids sports when not used for Sports
c. Art Installations to express the Arts community in St. Pete.  (local, Benches, 

or ‘high art’)
4. Food

a. Pier – Fast Casual, to Sit Down, Market.  Pier and Beach Drive are the focus.
b. Pier can also be the focus of active play space.  
c. Saturday Morning Market in Al Lang Park parking lot. 
d. Food Trucks and PopUp events are OK.  Not lots of permanent restaurants 

(other than on the Pier)
5. Use the Al Lang as a Usable Public Space.  

Events
1. Visitors are generally ‘lost’, so they gravitate towards Vinoy and park in the residential 

areas.  
2. Enjoy the energy and activity of Downtown.  

a. Noise is generally under control.  Noise Sheds should be understood
b. Many of the Activities are set up north of Vinoy, but the parking is not proximate and Spa 

Beach Park is completely un-used / unconnected.  (is that a good thing or a bad thing?)
c. The Al Lang Site should be part of the connected open space.

a. Soccer with a one-side grandstand
b. Concerts
c. Saturday Morning Market

Access and Connectivity
1. Need a continuous Walk (12’ wide) for the Dntn Core (5th to 5th)

a. Well connected along North Neighborhoods
b. Not well connected to the South Neighborhoods

2. Resolve areas of disconnection
a. When the Grand Prix is set-up, you can’t walk along the southern Basin because 

it’s blocked off.  
i. Coming a block off, can’t see the Water
ii. Can we do a boardwalk on the waterside that can provide permanent 

waterside walking trail (waterside of the race)
3. Some areas, such as Dali Blvd, have minimal sidewalks, minimal green.
4. Need to finish the southern portion of the dntn trail to connect to the Pinnellas Trail.  

a. (some under construction now near USF)
5. View Sheds Need to be understood. 
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a. North, pretty well conserved
b. South, disconnected

6. Order of priority based on People, not Cars
a. People First, Bikes Second, Transit Third, Cars Fourth

7. Need to connect Vinoy Park to Spa Beach and Pier via swinging bridge.  
8. Connect Bay and Beach Drives Through.  

a. Access to Water
b. Don’t let Central Ave be a dividing line
c. Reconnect the Grid.
d. Beach Drive Dead-Ends into Al Lang Parking Lot.  

Signature Environmental Statement
1. Water quality
2. LEED Bldgs
3. Want more Green Space (less parking)
4. Want to be recognized as setting the standard for environmental stewardship.
5. 100 Year Vision (get the MESH Architecture Plan – Tim Clemmons)

Airport
1. Rework the old Water Treatment Plan
2. Who is using it?  What is the Business Case?

END NOTES

 

Neighborhood Core Meeting Minutes
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5.3 Waterfront Park Advocates

5.3.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #2    Sept 4, 2014:  9:30 AM 

Name & Organization:  Waterfront Park Advocates    

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Strong Families and Young Adults advocates

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Preserve open space, but enhance by adding more things to do 365 days / yr, not 

just 52 weekends (big events).  

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Bold Transformation 

i. Go from Green Space to Park
ii. Connect Waterfront to Downtown

b. Dedicated Funding thru PPP Corp Entities, Philanthropy & Dedicated Public Funding

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. No overt commercialization

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

COMPS –
o Look at RiverPark in Tulsa – dedicated funding, great quality.
o Riding the Beach in LA – lots of surprises
o Curtis Hixon Park in Tampa as an ‘event space’ that is also a great park when 

open to public (non-event)
o Gulfview / Clearwater – took all the parking off the street and required the private 

development to provide some public parking
o Cincinnati, Denver, Green Spaces – High Quality, High Finish, High Maintenance

Improvements / Goals / Program

Parking 
1. Less parking lots, proximate parking garage (a block away).

Safety
1. Lighting (daylight savings)
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2. Restrooms (need more, but need to patrol)
3. Enforcement of rules during Big Events

Amenities 
1. Places to Stop, Restrooms, Shade, Seating, Lighting – for Safety and Comfort

a. Kids, Dogs, Water, 
2. Pearls on a chain –

a. Eating, Dogs, Water, Tie Kids Shoes, Markers, Restrooms
3. The “Journey” is the destination.
4. Interested in preservation and enhancement for purpose of enjoyment. 

a. Underground or hide our visible utilities (utility ‘blight’).  Backflow preventers, etc.
5. Is this a Park or a Green Space
6. A ‘surprise’ like a food truck.  
7. Should be lots of small things to discover.  

Maintenance and Funding
1. Some areas (like Spa Beach) look Horrible
2. The Parks are a ‘mess’.  It’s just a green space – too often used as a Big Venue location 

(like a fairgrounds).  
3. Maintenance – there is no specific special funding for recognizing the special needs of 

the waterfront park.  
a. The concern is that if Waterfront is improved, others will perceive that City needs 

to fix all spaces.  
b. How to prioritize the Signature Spaces in a way that the entire community 

supports?
c. The Waterfront MUST be seen as a relevant amenity to the ENTIRE City.
d. Is there a way to maintain the current budget for the regular parks, and allocate 

or identify ways to fund the management and maintenance of a signature, world 
class waterfront park.  

e. Where does the ‘extra’ money come from to fund the enhanced finish and 
condition of a ‘world class’ waterfront.  

4. Are there new ways to consider the revenue add?  Fees?  New Business, new 
development, enhanced Taxable Value.

5. Does St Pete need a specific funding vehicle for the Waterfront, peel it out of the general 
fund.

6. Special Assessment?  

Events
1. Need to review the City On-Line Calendar.  What is specific to the Waterfront?
2. Convertible / Shared Streets – Walking Streets would support more events.  
3. Need a second venue to run big events.

a. Do we ‘love Vinoy Park to death’.  

 

Waterfront Park Advocates Meeting 
Minutes
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b. An Amphitheater type of venue would be really great
4. Can we balance the need to accommodate ‘Big Events’ with actual ‘Park’ uses.  

Access and Connectivity
1. Linkage between all the parks – all the way.  Biking and Walking.  For Seniors, Adults 

and Kids.  The whole 7 miles.  
2. Continuity is not good for ‘new’ bikers or scooters.  The transitions are not easy.
3. The “Journey” is the destination.

Need more accessibility to the Water.  
1. Too many private boater / marina frontages downtown
2. Access means locations to:

a. Touch the Water
b. Fishing (realizing this is messy and sometimes dangerous for other users)
c. Swimming
d. Put in a boat (paddle board, kayak)

Seawall Repair – Water Edge Repair
1. Seawall isn’t getting enough attention.
2. Some natural areas (not hard edge) would be good.  
3. Recognize that the seawall protects the City from backwash, flooding and erosion.  

Environmental
1. Stormwater Runoff is coming off 4th Street – straight into the Basins.
2. What can we do for the next 100 years to be sustainable, green, etc.  

Education
1. Something with the Marine Sciences

Boating Access
1. Not enough Transient Opportunities or tie up locations.  
2. Need protected areas (wave action) inside the basins.  
3. Need multiple locations / choices.
4. The Vinoy Basin on the south and SE area of that basin is safe (wave action) and under-

utilized.  Who owns this basin area?  
5. Marina is not part of parks and rec.  

a. There is a management component to transient slips – maintenance, derelict 
boats, etc – how police / what are the laws?

END NOTES
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5.4 Sports and Activities

5.4.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #3    Sept 4, 2014:  11:00 AM 

Name & Organization:  Sport and Activities

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No.

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Locally based activities (organized) as well as enjoyment of the park as a passive 

recreation venue and enjoying the large events (rib-fest).  

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Accessible for Everybody.  (meaning ‘passive’ for everybody).
b. Connectivity.  
c. Beautiful for everyone.

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Water Quality.  
b. Can we attract locals and tourists – and attract people to come here, instead of St 

Pete Beach.  
c. Activation of underutilized areas.  
d. A hierarchy of needs and opportunities.

i. Satisfy the Baseline uses.  
ii. Then look for opportunities for underutilized areas and enhancement of 

‘Signature Places’.  
iii. The Pyramid Model.  

i. Baseline Needs
ii. Basic Enhancements
iii. Popular Facilities
iv. Special Events
v. Signature / Special Use Places

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Don’t sell off public land!  No privatization.
b. More Pollution in the water, esp the boating basins.
c. Driving down Beach Drive and not being able to see the water.

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Improvements / Goals / Program
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Parking 

1. Not enough parking on weekends near the active use functions north of the Vinoy. 
2. A little more parking or staggered programming between Ballfield, Pool and big Events.   
3. Central Location with Trolley Circulator
4. How to figure out how to keep people from bleeding into the Neighborhoods with Parking

around the active park areas at North Shore Park.

Activities
1. Skate Park

a. There is no facility in St Pete.  There is in Lakeland. (has probably best skate
park in SE US).  Bradenton has a great facility right on Manatee River.  

b. It is a use that is relevant to young people, teens, young adults, as well as attract 
internationally sanctioned events.  Inno-skate event.

c. Would be relevant to Kids, Teens, Young Adults.  
d. Currently St. Pete has two locations

i. Fossil Park & South St Pete (Skate Spots, Neigh’hd for 2000-8000 sf).     

2. Kids and Cubs  (adults, about 50 members, live throughout the City and beyond)
a. Make sure the ball-field remains available to adults
b. Softball and Soccer pick up needs to remain accessible and usable  
c. Most Drive, some walk from the Neighborhoods.  

3. Bikes, Peds, Pickup Games, Exercise Classes, Volleyball.  
a. There is a demand for a multitude of users
b. Try and have something for everyone
c. Volleyball is ALWAYS in heavy use.  

4. Need things for Kids and Families to Do

Water Based Activity
1. Fishing
2. Paddle Boats 
3. Transient Boat dockage
4. Water Taxi  (starting now with MacDill to Apollo Beach)
5. The Beach is very hard to maintain. Swimming is tough because the beaches are small 

and the water quality is questionable.  

Multi-Use / Inclusivity of Uses
1. Can we get joint use out of park facilities.
2. Can we make Al Lang Block and Park Joint Use?

Access and Connectivity
1. Connect the Neighborhood Parks (physically and programmatically) such as Mirror Lake.  
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2. Trails along the park.  
3. Trails to the Park.
4. Trolley – larger circulator routes that connect close-in neighborhoods.
5. Tie neighborhoods and neighborhood parks to the Waterfront.  

a. Look at the City’s bike / trail master plan.  
6. Access means a reasonable way to drive nearby and get to your activity.  
7. More clear bike boulevards / bike streets.  

Underutilized areas (connectivity, program, proximity?!?)
1. Albert Whitted Park
2. Spa Beach Park

END NOTES

 

Sports and Activities Meeting Minutes
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5.5 Social Equity and Diversity

5.5.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #4    Sept 4, 2014:  1:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Social Equity & Diversity

Social Equity Means / Includes:  
Equal Intergenerational Interaction and Access
All Citizens get to participate, plan and enjoy all the benefits of social goods.
Accessible-to and Enjoyed-by All
Include Residents and Visitors
Physically accessible, including disabled
Both Access / Opportunity for Gender, Race, Ethnicity, Lifestyle, etc…
Direct Involvement and Representation
Education and Information

Barriers to Social Equity in St Pete:
Transportation 
Disposable Income
Geography (isolation of group)
Perception (homeless population)
North / South Divide (Airport and University divide North and South as physical)
Central Avenue is a psychological racial divide.  
Physical linkages – usable roads and pathways.
Historic non-preferred status (racism and socio-economic).
Historic non-preferred status – corridors of being unwelcome.
Understanding historic pain of segregation in St Pete. (not known or not talked about)
Because we don’t discuss the historic context, things just deal with the Symptoms and 
not the Root issues (such as the Green Bench background).
It’s a strongly pronounced dynamic here in St Pete, more so than in other places.

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. Can we plug into and incorporate the 2020 Plan to understand that initiative and 

effort.  

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. We need to address ways to mitigate the Barriers by better understanding what 

drives people to feel unwelcome or not relevant.  

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. A waterfront that is accessible to everyone.

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Community Spirit and true sense of Public Welcome-ness to the Waterfront.
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5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Improvements / Goals / Program

Activities
1. Not much going on ‘in’ the water or waterfront.  Need more to do.  
2. Blue Ways and Greenways.
3. More family oriented facilities

a. Young, old, the whole spectrum
b. Skating
c. Places to enjoy as a family

4. Appeal to young adults of all types (retain young talent)

Comfort
1. More incorporation of Shade and Water Fountains

Access and Connectivity
1. Need to repair physical connectivity as well as social connectivity.  

Education / Communication to those that live down on the Waterfront
1. The Waterfront is not ‘yours’
2. A clear understand that places are welcome

Economic Equity
1. Places that are easy to do small business (kiosks)
2. Some low and middle income (workforce housing) maintained in Town
3. Opportunities for recreation for people of lower economic means to introduce them to 

something they might not normally have economic access to
a. Sailing
b. Art
c. Biking
d. Reconcile issues for homeless.  

4. Opportunities for Jobs
5. Academic Institutions need to be engaged and participating.

Airport
1. Don’t keep the airport

END NOTES

 

Social Equity and Diversity Meeting 
Minutes
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5.5.2 Social Equity and Diversity Flip-
Chart Notes

Social Equity and Diversity

- Intergenerational opportunities
- Public participate, plan, enjoy benefi ts of social goods
- Accessible to and enjoyed by all
- Including residents and visitors
- Physical access (package, driving, etc.)
- People with disabilities
- Access
- Representation

• Gender
• Economic status
• Ethnicity
• Race
• Physical activity

- Barriers
• Transportation
• Geography (North/South divide, Central Ave)
• Disp. Income
• Perception (diff erent dynamics)
• Physical (streets)
• Historic non preferential status
• Inaccessibility
• Education – not knowing the full story – history of 

the City
• Green bench concept

- Big events “Tarmac”
- Relevant daily use and beauty
- Don’t touch it (fear + love)
- Add activity (hope + love)
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5.6 History and Heritage

5.6.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #4    Sept 4, 2014:  1:00 PM

Name & Organization:  History and Heritage

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Historic and Cultural history

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. See City’s history and culture included in the plan

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. How to actually expand the available space for the park.

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. No permanent structure and building on the waterfront

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Improvements / Goals / Program

Books and Resources
The Making of St Petersburg
22nd Street
From Mangrove to Bayshore (by Rick Baker)
Get local register of historic places from Sharon

Character
1. Return and Enhance the Hex Block sidewalks where they were used.
2. What are the historic pathways of key parks? – North and South Straub Parks.
3. What was used in the areas where the I275 and Trop came in, and removed the 

neighborhood?
4. Historic Statuary in Old NE and the Balustrading.

Maintenance
1. Graffiti and ‘Mish-Mash’ and Poorly maintained plant material.  
2. Budget Sources?  Parks Foundation?

Linkages
1. Booker Creek and Roser Park to Waterfront
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2. The African-American Trail
3. Need to link into Lassing Park
4. Need to include access for people by Bus, by Bicycle by Bus.  
5. Need access to information.
6. Connect the Waterfront into the City.
7. Trolley Service from Dntn to the African-American Trail.  (get 22nd St South on the Map). 
8. Connect Sunken Gardens to Crescent Lake to Waterfront.  Also, connect Pier to Mirror 

Lake.

Historic Protection
1. There may be some assets that may need to be designated to protect them further.
2. Dedicating the waterfront to Parkland was a fundamental strategic decision by the City.  
3. Symbolically what do the Parks represent toward the City sense of place and identity.
4. Pier was a historic symbol for the City.  The current inverted pyramid is a replacement 

for the original Million Dollar Pier (Med Rev Style).  
5. The Green Benches are a difficult symbol because African-Americans couldn’t use them.  

When they were removed, the White community interpreted that as being a disrespect of 
their contributions to the community.  

6. Comfort Station #1.  
7. South Mall Baptism Spot.  

Education and Tourism
1. The history of the waterfront – Interpretive / Educational

a. 5 Piers
b. African American History

2. Walking Tours
a. We do have a waterfront walking tour.  (A tourism attraction)
b. Need a map and a narrative.  (Can we create a map?)

3. Need to get and scan the African-American Heritage Trail Map / Brochure.
a. Get photos of the 22nd and 9th area and follow the route.

4. Fountain of Youth
5. Hotels and Historic Architecture
6. Four specific Tours

a. Waterfront
b. Downtown
c. North East
d. Now, the Afr Am Walking Tour is now part of this.  (1868-1968)

7. How to incorporate all these histories into the real Story of the City and the Waterfront?
a. High Tech online
b. Low tech Markers
c. Branded Trails and Streets.
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8. World’s first Airline was here in St Pete (Airboat) – monument across the street from the 
History Museum, south of Pier.

9. Native American History is neglected.  

END NOTES

 

History and Heritage Meeting Minutes
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5.7 Environment & Sustainability

5.7.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #7    Sept 7, 2014:  8:30 AM

Name & Organization:  Environment and Sustainability

Environmental Topics (focal areas for the group)
• Habitat Restoration
o Birds
o Fish
o Flat areas
o Scallops
• Water Quality
• Sea Level
• Low Impact Development
• Runoff from big Green Turf Areas 
• Less Seawall, more natural edges
• Equity of the Community and how it 

relates to the Waterfront
• Tampa Bay Estuary Program
o Nitrogen Loading
o Stormwater Quality
o Seagrass and Ecosystem Diversity
o Soft Edges between land and water
• Competing Issues – Anchorages 

and Outfalls

• Long Range Vision of maintaining 
natural activities of water/land 
interface

• Long Range Vision of how Industrial 
Users are going to participate

• Economic Viability of Industrial 
• Don’t slow down the economic 

engine, yet improve the 
environmental health.

• TMDL Loading off the Bay.
• Vinoy Basin – the muck basin can 

be cleaned up
• Storm Surge
• Sea Level Rise
• Study of Future Affects of Sea Level 

Rise – Local Science
• Science, Society and Sustainability.
• Marine Education – Canterbury 

School:  Cleaning Up Bay, 
Participating in Research, etc.  

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Swimming, jogging, bird watching, environmental enhancement

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. To be able to swim in the bay! (if this is possible, then all problems solved)
b. We are all connected by Water (a Tag Line?)
c. The environmental edge is a protection to the community
d. The plan enhances ecological health
e. Diverse, Economically, Active Viable, Urban Landside

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
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a. We must plan for Adaptation:  The Sea Will Have It’s Way
b. Sea level rise while maintaining uses along the waterfront.  
c. A clear guidebook (a management plan) given to the City with the inclusion of the 

local Science regarding what the City needs to do.  
d. That we create groups and dialogue that extends beyond the plan.  
e. Incorporate new technology and technology regarding environmental Sustainability.  

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Do Not Do anything to decrease the upward trend of increasing water visibility and 

seagrass re-establishment.
b. No more seawalls.
c. Don’t let the City ‘look like any other City in the US’
d. Development that blocks views of the Bay
e. No more development right at water’s edge – it’s not sustainable for the future.  

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Chicago Active Waterfront
West Palm Living Docks
Clam Bayou Management Plan (SWFWMD Website, Grant Henningsen)
Regional Climate Adaptation Group (a local / regional scientific working group)

Goal is to provide scientific input.  
Libby Carnahan
lcarnahan@co.pinellas.fl.us

Punta Gorda Adaptation Plan after Hurricane Charlie

King Tide is coming up October 9 – a good example of high water condition

Uplands + Open Space
1. A linear open space for human species that maintains the environment
2. Adaptable solutions for the City – where possible can we soften
3. Tree Ordinance has to relate to our local ecology (we aren’t South Florida)
4. We should have stuff to do (activities, restaurants, etc) but we need to address Parking
5. Place to bring kids for relaxation, entertainment and educational enrichment

Water quality
6. Manage water quality of stormwater runoff.  
7. Improve the drainage structures and creeks that feed the bay
8. Look at the entire watershed to identify specific locations / techniques to improve 

waterfront.
9. Educational Understanding – and remarking about the Connections between land and 

water
10. Start with Outfalls

 

Environment & Sustainability Meeting 
Minutes
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Habitat + Environmental Management
1. Living Shoreline
2. The Sea will have it’s Way” (the dutch have figured this out)
3. We are all connected by Water
4. An Eco-District of Best Practices Techniques

a. Bio Swales
b. Rain Gardens along streets and parking lots
c. Living Dock
d. Oyster Reefs
e. Solar and Wind energy

5. Net Zero Solutions
6. Need a management and maintenance program

Cultural Waterfront
1. Marine Discovery Center and Education (at the Pier)
2. Permanent Outdoor Structure - Something Artistic and Sculptural that would allow for 

outdoor events 
3. Opportunities for all levels of watercraft.

Basins
1. Remove the Muck Layer in the Vinoy Basin

END NOTES
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5.7.2 Environment & Sustainability Flip-
Chart Notes

Environment and Sustainability

- Sea level
- Habitat
- Low impacts
- Run off 
- Sea walls
- Storm surge
- Social equity
- Reduce nitrogen loading
- Water quality
- Sea grass
- Soft infrastructure/shoreline
- Multi-use
- Long range vision for land/water, multi-use interface
- Industrial users
- Economic viability
- Promote economic viability as well as health of bay
- TMDL loading
- Industrial runoff , pollutants
- Lack of breakwater at Vinoy basin
- Science, society and sustainability
- Red tide
- Education

Aspirations

- Education
- Not status quo
- Management plan
- Innovative
- High standards, unique to St. Pete
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5.8 Marine Services District

5.8.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #8    Sept 7, 2014:  10:00 AM

Name & Organization:  Marine Services District

Marine Industries 
• See online the Master Plan for the Marine Master Plan (18 professionals who make their 

living in the boating industry)
• Upcoming mtgs with USF St Pete
• Florida #1 boating industry in Nation and Pinellas County #1 State
• Marine Industries at this location are primarily recreational

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Boating Community / Operators

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Make St Pete the #1 all-inclusive Premier Waterfront in US

i. Access for all forms of boating
ii. Continuous Activities related to the Water to attract people to downtown retail 

and cultural uses (self directed and programmed)
iii. Large increase in Transient Boating Slips 

i. More activity
ii. More economic development

iv. An easy transition from Land to Water and Water to Land.  
v. Less obtrusive Security (fixed marinas are very secure; transients less so)
vi. More Public Access
vii. Make Water Taxi a tourist experience
viii. St Pete is viewed by other Port Cities as a Transient Destination (TX, LA, etc)
ix. Service capabilities for even the largest boats (not heavy repair needs)

i. Concierge Service
x. Protected Entire Waterfront (protective breakwaters).  

i. Other big cities have this, and all paid for by Federal Gov’t
ii. Congressman Jolly is responsible for improvement of Ports

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Maintain Salt Creek as a working waterfront – current and future needs of Marine 

Services Industry.  
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5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?

a. Ignore the needs of the industry for protected boating.  

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Chicago, Cleveland, Victoria Harbor in Vancouver.
Ft Lauderdale “Gateway to Bahamas”.  Best Upland Waterfront Example
Old Dinner Key / Coconut Grove Miami

Protection of Basins
1. Breakwaters – can be usable for people.  
2. Protection from Sea Rise / Environmental Impacts.

a. USF Marine Scientists have clearly stated the facts that sea level change is 
coming and when the next hurricane comes there will be significant value losses. 

3. Could be $30M to Build
a. Breakwater costs can be mitigated by using the demolition of existing bridges 

that are slated for removal.   
b. Difficult to Permit, would need political momentum.  
c. Need to be able to prove what return would follow this type of investment

4. If we don’t do the breakwaters, we can’t build up the quantity of boats to support the 
surplus of boat repair industry service providers.  

END NOTES

 

Marine Services District Meeting Minutes
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5.8.2 Marine Services District Flip-Chart 
Notes

Vision

- Premier waterfront in U.S.
- Continuous activities
- Self-directed and programmed
- Transient
- Smooth, easy transition from water to land
- Less obtrusive security
- Water taxis
- Public access
- Transient destination
- Ability to service largest boats
- Protected environment
- Inter modal
- Multi-use
- Comparables: Dinner Key, Miami, Bayside, Ft. 

Lauderdale

Improvements

- Breakwater to create protected environment
- Transient docking and mooring
- Rentals, restaurants, services, etc…
- Master plan must accommodate needs along Salt 

Creek
- Need to address the surplus of boatyards
- Relationship between breakwater and viability of 

boatyards
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5.9 Marinas & Boating

5.9.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #10    Sept 11, 2014:  11:00 AM

Name & Organization:  Marinas and Boating

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Boating, Captains and Marine Operators
b. Fishing, Sailing, etc

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. To have adequate carrying capacity to support future use.

i. Downtown use on foot and bike, parking, visitors and locals
ii. Enough dockage for boating
iii. Boats of today are different than in 50’s
iv. Better technology today for floating docks, as opposed to fixed docks.

b. To increase access to water related activities.  
i. Look at the Water as opposed to the land, the eastern entrance to City.  

i. Look at the ‘sheet’
ii. Destination for Sailing 

i. Regattas out of Demen’s Landing.  
c. Increased Access for Boaters

i. Increased public access to the marina and boats
ii. Easy transition from Land to Water & Water to Land
iii. Not nearly enough transient docks.  Just no place to tie up.

d. Promote Tampa Bay @ St Pete a destination for transient Boaters for other locations 
in Gulf of Mexico. (from Texas, LA, etc). 

i. Who promotes Tampa Bay as a destination?  Pinellas Co tourism board?

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Expand boating of all types
b. Make the Water an Eastern Front Door to the City.

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Concern that the Waterfront gets too crowded, or goes beyond the carrying capacity 

of the current facilities.
b. Unique uses like the Sailing Center getting pushed out because one or two uses get 

so big that they push others out.  Don’t let the unique used get pushed out. 
c. Condos on the public land.
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6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 

the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Chicago, Miles of coastline.  Annapolis, San Diego, Newport RI.  
Charleston Regatta

Need help with the things that the boating community can’t do for itself

Promotion
1. Awareness within the Boating Community.  
2. Add Water Festival, Seafood Festival, Local atmosphere.  
3. Put Tampa Bay out there as equal to the Beaches.  
4. St Pete used to be known as the Sailing Capital of the South. 
5. Expand sailing and boating programs for kids and adults including under-privileged kids.

a. Currently about 380 kids in summer
b. $225 for a two week program
c. Program partnerships with YMCA.

Programming
1. Need a staff member to program and promote sailing and boating events.

a. There are some politics that there are more important things to spend money on.

Marina Management and Rehab
1. Implement the master plan (M&N) and add transient docks.
2. MP hasn’t been officially brought to City Council for approval.  Boaters agree with it.  Not 

yet reviewed / approved by City Council.  
3. More space for the St Pete Sailing Center.  

a. Learn how to sail for Kids and Adults
b. Host disabled and wounded warrior types of things.  

END NOTES
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5.9.2 Marinas & Boating Flip-Chart Notes

Vision

- Concern about over-use
- Need to have adequate capacity (eg. Parking, access, 

docking)
- Continue to increase access to water-related activities 

– destination for sailing, regattas, other programs
- Serves needs of boaters today and the next 50 years
- Access
- Transition land and water
- Accommodate today’s boats
- Floating docks
- More docks, visitor docks
- Access to downtown by water (docks along Bay Shore)
- Liveaboards
- Charter/tour boats
- Promoted as waterfront destination (Tampa Bay) not 

just beaches

Improvements
- Awareness, promotion of water
- Breakwater
- Capitalize on sailing legacy (eg. Charleston)
- “Sail St. Pete”
- Implement marina master plan
- Transient docking
- More space for St. Pete sailing center, also more 

collaboration w/ City
- Need to continue providing wide range, unique 

activities
- Continue providing support: dredging, parking, 

docking, water quality, promotion, events (eg. Deeper 
water in creek provides better access to services)

- Infrastructure for water – related services (eg. Ferry 
parking)
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5.10 Festivals & Events

5.10.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #11    Sept 11, 2014:  1:30 PM

Name & Organization:  Festivals + Events

Group Needs / Activities
• All festivals and co-sponsored events.
• Weekly Market (Oct-May at Al Lang Stadium Pkg – 130 vendors, 10,000 people, 33 

weeks / year)
• North Vinoy 
• PD is involved with events, particularly open container issues.  Also safely in and out.
• Summer Market in Williams Park (40-50 vendors, 800 people)
• First Night / New Years Eve, 22 yrs (29 venues across the public dntn waterfront)
• Science Festivals
• Shakespeare
• About 105 events annually within the Park properties.  
• Mainsail Art Festival in North Vinoy Park, 6yrs running there, 40 yrs overall
• Bringing New Events to City
• American Stage in Park (at Demen’s Landing).  Great location because ‘out of the way’.
• 5 performances a week for 4-6 weeks (30 yr history)
• Grand Prix – Central thru Albert Whitted Park.  Strong Econ Impact.  Good Image for 

City.  1.5M viewers in US; 7.5 worldwide.  900M impressions worldwide.  
• Life safety
• Recruitment and management of the events.
• St Anthony’s Triathalon.  Starts in Vinoy Park.  
• Santa Parade down Central Avenue, really affects the turnout at Market.  Coordinate 

Parades and Special events.  

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Events

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. More Attendance.
b. Wider and Diverse Events tailored to different users.  
c. Keep the Grand Prix Course in-tact.  (about half the course is on the airport).  (circuit 

needs to be about 1.8 miles in length + paddocks and grandstands, etc).  
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d. Goal for market – become the most unusual market event 15,000-20,000 
people and 200 vendors outdoors.  

e. Art in unexpected places
f. Mainsail is one of the top juried art shows in US.  About 1000 applicants.  

With Live entertainment and food.  

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Expand opportunities for multiple opportunities.  
b. More unique from place to place, and authentic, but some unifying elements.  (but 

not ‘themed’ like Disney).  
c. Available Power for Events.  
d. ‘Smart Lights’ so we can turn off zones or single lights for unique situations / 

performances.  

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Don’t lose any green space

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Chicago, Oregon Country Fair (market); Pioneer Square / Oregon; 

Needs:
• Grand Prix is a temporary street circuit.  Generally works with City street system.  
• Not enough indoor space to accommodate 1000’s of people

o Indoor Expo Center
o Larger indoor stadium or something to accommodate concerts.  (capture the 

general concert tours).  Something for a multi-use stadium.  
o Replace Al Lang stadium.

• Market needs permanent location – that provides other opportunities for social 
experience.  Special Social and Community experience. 

o Redo the parking lot as a high performance public square
o Permanent Amenities

Stage
Low rise Seating
Different activity Zones for adults, kids, and uses.  

• Reorganize / Reallocate into efficiently organized open space, street/paving, etc.  
(Today, it’s disorganized)

• More accessible / walkable usable space for events that is proximate to Bayshore.  
• New Years Eve Dance performance – 30’x20’ stage with performance quality lighting.  

(urban ballet)
• Great Public Space 6 days / per week, with the market on Saturday and special events
• Outdoor arena with retractable roof.

 

Festivals & Events Meeting Minutes
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• More interactive things, to create places for events, multi-use.  Splash pad, stage area, 
etc).  Build for active use with more permanent facilities, updated, more modern.  

• Make Bayshore a ‘shared street’ flush condition that can be open or closed.  
• People just don’t go down to the southern locations, like Mahafee.  
• Clear directions, clear wayfinding, and temporary for special events parking.  

Parking + Circulation
• Need more parking capacity.
• Bicycle parking and bike share.
• Need to make the parking less expensive.  
• And need better Access and Circulation.
• Parking garages are not closes to Vinoy Park.  
• Shuttle – can we solve transportation issues with shuttle systems?   Shuttle doesn’t get 

to the key locations today, including.  Move people along (N/S) as well as to and from 
(E/W) movement.  What is the status of the BRT on 1st Streets?

• If Mahafee, Rowdies, etc are all going all the time, there isn’t enough parking.  
• We need a free, At-Grade Circulator.  

END NOTES
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5.10.2 Festivals & Events Flip-Chart Notes

Relationship to the waterfront

- Festivals, special events
- October-May market – parking lot Al Lang
- International folk fair at Vinoy
- Roadways, access
- Maintenance of businesses
- Summer market in Williams Park
- Historical, science, celebration
- 1st night
- Main sail @ Vinoy Park art show
- American stage at Demon’s Landing
- Grand Prix
- Fire/life safety
- St. Anthony’s triathlon
- Vinoy Park

Improvements, Programs, Activities

- More parking
- Storm drainage improvements
- More indoor space/convention center
- Larger indoor stadium (10,000-15,000 people)
- Transform Al Lang parking lot into engaging public 

space
- 2nd Ave. NE (Pier approach) well organized open space 

and access, re-organizing and re-interpreting
- Space on New Year’s Eve for dance performance
- Outdoor arena with retractable roof, stage for 

alternative locations, inclement weather
- Good parking, aff ordable transportation to and from 

the event
- Parking
- Bicycle parking
- More permanent facilities, upgrades
- Mass transit (monorail, shuttle, trolleys, etc.)
- Bicycle friendly
- Temporary vacation of road along waterfront for 

bicycling

Vision

- More participants
- Wide diversity of events
- Similar street pattern / Grand Prix race course (1.8 

miles)
- Paddocks, grand stands, etc. (ideal course)
- Ability to accommodate other (larger) opportunities, 

events, venues
- Saturday morning market – become the most unusual 

weekly event in the US/World, doubling attendance 
(eg. Oregon County Fair)

- First night – art in unexpected places
- Mainsail – one of the top juried art shows in the US
- More interactive opportunities: splash pad, dog park, 

amphitheater, etc.
- Effi  ciently, quickly, aff ordable move people to and 

from, within the waterfront (eg. Portland, Chicago, 
Charlotte, etc.)

- Great events space
- More seating for special events
- Al Lang parking lot is a barrier
- Signage/wayfi nding for parking, special events
- Need to coordinate parades and special events – 

routes and times
- Quality over quantity of events – use criteria to defi ne 

min. quality/STDS
- Don’t want “Disney”, need to refl ect St. Pete
- Unique but unifi ed waterfront
- Particular attention to lighting

- Don’t over illuminate
- Power outlets for vendors

- Don’t be individual event
- Specifi c – look at all events
- Don’t lose any green space
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5.11 Arts & Culture

5.11.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #11    Sept 11, 2014:  4:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Arts + Culture

Types of Arts + Culture Activity in Orlando
• Fine Art
• Performing Arts
• Sculpture
• Drawings
• Historic Arch
• Photography
• Glass
• Dance
• Theater
• Symphony
• Eco-Art
• Story Telling
• Performance
• Light
• Festivals
• High Tech 
• Comedy
• Murals
• Mosaics
• Culinary

• Cultural Tourism
• Music
• Video & Film
• Architecture
• Textiles
• Ceramics
• Library
• Baseball + Sports
• Watercraft
• Literature
• Wood Turning
• TV & Video
• Education
• Cartography
• Labyrinths
• Craft
• Graphic Arts
• Wayfinding
• Auto Racing
• Integrated Art

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. Purpose and Geography
b. Pier Collaboration

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Art + Transit – an illuminated avenue of the arts with ongoing engagement.

i. Central Avenue is the spine – the backbone.  
b. Outdoor Sculptures.  (currently only two locations for this in town)
c. Florida Orchestra (37 days / yr perform at Mahafee) and a large concert 

annually at Vinoy Park (15,000 people).  
i. Rolls in a larger experience of Dining and Shopping
ii. Art as a larger experience – Expansive, Inclusive, Linked
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d. Museum is 90 yrs old – tells the story of St Pete and Pinellas County (official 
city archives).

e. Museum of Fine Arts has been in St Pete for 100 yrs.
f. MFA restaurant on water is appealing.  
g. Community Memories.

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. A robust Palette for cultural expression in all forms.  

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. More opportunities for locations for public art in the community.
b. Response to the changing character of the community and influence a greater sense 

of awareness, behavior and civic opportunity.  
c. Preserve access for all people to the water.  
d. Reflect openness and equity
e. Master Plan needs to intersect with the Central Avenue Plan.  
f. Temporary Art Areas
g. Venues for different forms of Expression (performance and art)

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. No private development on public land

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Portland Riverfront Area, Millennium Park

Access
• Traffic and Parking Coord
• The Grand Prix Coord
• Getting to the Museum and other facilities by Boat
• The Pier ‘democratizes the water’ because you can go out ‘over’ the water.  

Connected, Visible Places
• More Inside / Outside Environments
• Vibrant / Urban Street Environments
• Things to discover – Beads on a String
• Plein Air Art Festivals
• Urbanism that allows constant interaction
• Socially inclusive, to draw all members of the community

Physical Connections
• Trail and linkages from Mahafee to Dali to USF, etc as one campus

 

Arts & Culture Meeting Minutes
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• The Areas behind the Mahafee is disconnected, has poor urbanism and seems ‘hot’.

Immersive Experience
• Continual and mixed opportunities for spontaneous & planned art
• Creative Energy mixed with the quiet sensation of the landscape and boats
• Education and discovery
• Art embedded in the community landscape
• View the Creation of Art.  A space that allow for that.  

Interactive Public Art
• World Class
• Engaging / Kinetic
• Water Features
• To be successful without having to be told it’s art.

Information
• A one-stop location for all the ART, Event and Cultural Opportunities

END NOTES
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5.11.2 Arts & Culture Flip-Chart Notes

Arts and Culture

- Grand Prix
- Sculpture
- Paintings
- Drawing
- Historical Arch
- Photography
- Glass
- Dance
- Theatre
- Symphony
- Poetry
- Story telling
- Performance
- Light
- Festivals
- High tech phenomena
- Folk art
- Comedy
- Culinary
- Blues, rock, genres
- Architecture
- Temporary art
- Murals
- Library Archives
- Baseball
- Environmental
- Eco art
- Installation
- Cultural tourism
- Video, fi lm
- Textiles
- Ceramics
- Wayfi nding
- Tattoos
- Watercraft
- Antique cars
- Reading
- Wood turning
- Public TV and radio
- Universities
- Education
- Cartography
- Labyrinths
- Craft arts
- Graphic arts
- Integrated art
- Sidewalk art
- Temporary art
- Organic, evolutionary art
- Only two places for public art “truth at Vinoy”, “sundial 

at Straub North Shore” (North end)

- Art in transit – visually unifying Central Ave. from water 
to water: “an illuminated avenue of the arts with 
ongoing engagement”

- “Backbone”
- Central Ave. has been a dividing line historically
- Tampa Bay connected to the Gulf
- Sculpture as wayfi nding
- Symphony performs at Mahaff ey including shopping, 

dining experience
- Annual symphony concert at Vinoy Park
- Museum of History – 92 years on the waterfront, 

including City’s archives, education, public art
- Current location since 1917, Museum of Fine Arts, 

thousand stories, memories, at intersection of water/
Pier approach

- Arriving via boat, air
- MFA restaurant on the waterfront
- Vision

- Robust palette for cultural expression in all forms 
with diff erent spaces, variety

- Art as a larger experience, expansive, inclusive, 
linked (E-W, N-S)

- Artistic connectivity
- Creative energy
- Outside the 4 walls
- Expression of St. Petersburg (eg. Quiet, sounds of 

boats and water)
- Evolves organically
- An arts, culture, education “campus”
- Breaking outside the grid
- Successful without knowing that its art
- Good design
- Pier democratizes the water
- Designed to be attractive, draw people to waterfront
- Improvements, activities, programs
- Protected connectivity (shade, weather, etc.)
- Awareness of other activities, programs
- Randomness, heightened sensitivity
- Improved access via sidewalks, bikeways
- Spontaneous, continuous activities
- Plazas, open environments
- Connect downtown, Mahaff ey, Dali, Vinoy, MFA, 

University as a campus through shade
- More interactive public art (eg. Portland w/ wading 

pools)
- Interactive world class art
- Water features
- Safety, need to feel safe in the City
- Whole city needs to be connected – everyone should 

feel safe to move freely, fl ow through the City
- Use art to move people
- Central calendar/source of information for arts and 

culture
- Green line, public transportation
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- Pier parallel to shoreline for connectivity
- Continuous green space, shade, connectivity
- Programming
- Communication, promotion
- Public art and performance spaces, “protected”, 

dedicated
- Exercise, etc.
- Transit, available aff ordable
- Parking
- Meters are a problem
- Circulation
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5.12 Friends of Al Lang

5.12.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #12    Sept 12, 2014:  2:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Friends of Al Lang

Interests in Al Lang
• Rowdies
• Chamber
• Activity
• Economic development
• Dntn Waterfront Task Force
• Al Lang field, historical site for sport

Al Lang Stadium – 7000 people + 1000 
in the stands

Rowdies – 5000 avg attendance; 22
home games / yr + Friendlies.
$15/general admission, $35/reserve 
seating

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Jogging
b. Dining, 
c. Biking,
d. Festivals and Events, 
e. Picnics
f. Boating, slip on Demen’s Landing
g. Fishing, around Port.  
h. Sports at Kids and Cubs.
i. Art and Park
j. Pier is too far

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. St Pete is THE largest public open space park in the nation.  
b. St Pete should be a city that is known for quality, intimate experiences.  
c. Unique and Real.  

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Take some pressure off North Vinoy Park
b. North Vinoy Park is far away
c. Connect biking thru Innovation Ares to Fish Tails and beyond in an easier way
d. Build a permanent outdoor performance environment / stage (or two)
e. True Community Engagement.  Often times, decisions get made by Fairly 

Small Groups. 
f. More opportunities for Kids and Families
g. More Casual Dining
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h. Playgrounds
i. Splashpad / Touch the Water
j. More Transient Slips – bring the boat and use the City from the Boat
k. More kayak / paddleboard rental
l. Inclusive and Playful
m. Relocate some of the parking
n. Extend Beach Drive towards Dali and USF
o. Make Southern Half of parking lot a park – top half joint use parking and 

sports field.
p. Diversify the use of the Mahafee parking garage.  

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. To not address the Al Lang Road-Block

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  the  ‘Montreal Model’ – expandable stadium.

Family
• Casual Dining
• Splash Pad
• Mix of active and passive uses

Boating Public Access
• More Transient Slips
• More non-motorized 

Multi-Use Athletics Facility
• Professional Sports is part of the permanent programming of experience
• That the Pro-Sports experience is a venue to diverse activities linked to waterfront env.
• Al Lang is ‘hard wired’ for  Baseball
• Host a 2nd Tier Bowl Game
• To be able to ‘see in’ to the field.  
• To look great on TV
• Seats – start at 10-12k; expand to 18-20k.  
• Market Concourse to house the market in summer
• Band Competitions (High Schools, DCI)
• Boutique Sports – Lacrosse, Rugby, Field Hockey
• Natural Turf

END NOTES
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5.13 Downtown Small Business & Merchants

5.13.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #13    Sept 18, 2014:  8:15 AM

Name & Organization:  Small Business & Merchants

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Small Business

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Maintain Green Open Space
b. Don’t change anything

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Need awareness center, info kiosks
b. Chamber to do better job of helping visitors
c. Safety/security

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. No surface parking lots
b. Don’t privately develop the green space
c. No railings at the seawall, water edge walk
d. Al Lang remaining the same

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables: St. Augustine and Charleston as comps for parking and visitors center

Transportation / Parking
• Need better signage for parking
• Access and convenience to downtown for visitors 
• Park Mobile App
• No coins/change near parking
• Need more public avail parking
• Bike share
• Supply of privately owned parking is much different than publicly owned parking
• Central parking with Visitor center
• City-wide valet service
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• Wayfinding signage for peds and cars
• Need more bike parking
• Connect waterfront to Central

Hospitality & Inclusiveness
• How to attract diversity of visitors to DT
• Access to DT with free/low cost events
• Perceived barriers for low income folks
• Movies in the park
• First Friday
• Williams Park – Busses, church frontage, not an inviting space.

Businesses and Shopping
• Wayfinding signage
• High rent prohibits certain small businesses
• Supports transient boat slips
• Downtown design guidelines

New City Development/Projects
• Bill Edwards - Al Lang, Sundial

Park Areas
• Arboretum & Northshore Beach needs better maintenance

END NOTES
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Stakeholder Mtg #14    Sept 18, 2014:  9:30 AM

Name & Organization:  Hotels & Hospitality

Beach and Culture is currently marketing approach.  Nightlife - not family friendly

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. ULI report.  AECOM to use this document.
b. Budget for master plan projects?
c. Pier project to include info from DWMP.

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Tourism/Hotels

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Attraction for tourism
b. Better access to DT

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Better access to Port & Airport
b. Boating community accessibility
c. Maintain open green space, no private development
d. Al Lang property to be converted for future Rowdies
e. Permanent structures for Saturday Market

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Parks that attract homeless and sense of safety issue

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

Comparables:  Savannah-Transportation low tech.  San Fran Farmers Market

Tourism
• Make it friendly for DT Businesses
• More hotels
• Pier as a catalyst
• Markets
• Promoting DT
• Cultural Diversity
• Boat tours/dinner tours

 

5.14 Hotels & Hospitality

5.14.1 Meeting Minutes
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• Connection to Gulf and Bay via Central.  Use of transit. Convenience
• Pier as City icon
• Al Lang as tourism draw.  Concert series, car shows, home shows, market
• Johns Pass, Clearwater Beach Boating, Charters – waterside activities.
• Stay DT and visit beach.

Transportation / Parking
• Ferry Service to Tampa
• Trolley down Central Ave to beach
• Access and convenience to downtown for visitors 
• Vehicular and ped wayfinding signage
• $1.2mil wayfinding plan
• Transit to move people to and from DT events (sports, events)
• Reconfigure streets to provide angle parking vs. parallel 
• One way streets are confusing
• Transportation DT MP
• Most of City streets have been converted to 2-way, a few 1-way pairs remain in place
• Traffic plan. As DT grows, traffic will increase

Hospitality & Inclusiveness
• Improve access to visitor info.
• Affordability, family friendly shops and restaurants, parks and playgrounds
• Boating community needs better access and available slips

Businesses and Shopping
• Boat access, transient docks for visitors

Park Areas
• Parks and Pier to be implemented soon, don’t let plan drag out for a number of years

END NOTES
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Stakeholder Mtg #15    Sept 19, 2014:  8:10 AM

Name & Organization:  Innovation District

Attendees: USFSP, SRI, Mayor’s Office

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. Timeline, general process

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. SRI – non-profit research institute, born out of marine science from USF.

i. Education & digital education. 
ii. Theme as diversity – environment of inclusiveness.   
iii. Promoter of being inclusive re business and community, visitors. 
iv. Businesses – aquaculture, enhancements to education.
v. Collaboration w USF to offer business, ie algae fuels
vi. More research oriented.
vii. Florida Institute of Oceanography
viii. Bio medical engineering

b. USFSP – partners w SRI on grants and educ programs.  
i. College of Marine Science, one of the best in the US
ii. SRI uses PHD from USF.  6,000 students, 10% residential, growth 

10 years to 10,000.  Water use – sailing team.
iii. Offers 33 degrees.  New programs – financial needs, healthcare, 

stem areas.  
iv. Maintain access to water, acquire prop to continue to grow.  
v. Being close to City is very important.
vi. Acquire property for additional student housing and general growth 

to the south
vii. Faculty and students live in the Old Southeast Neighborhood.
viii. Students that live within 30miles of campus are not required to live 

on campus
ix. Faculty with children are having a hard time with public schools.
x. Potential magnet school, town and gown
xi. Collaboration with in town hospitals. Programs: Healthcare admin
xii. Intellectual capital
xiii. Public edge with private water uses
xiv. Great relationship with City

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Waterfront to remain accessible to all public and not private interests.

 

5.15 Innovation District

5.15.1 Meeting Minutes
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b. Livability, stickiness to keep you in town

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Grow research of the Port, Salt Creek Area.  Growth strategies.
b. Community access, connectivity
c. Redevelopment at mouth of Salt Creek
d. Create Common Language.
e. Touchstone of diverse elements, education, business, tourism, research
f. Do no harm
g. Accessibility, connectivity.  Connection to Old SE.
h. Recognition, acknowledge presence, exposure throughout City

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Don’t privatize the edge.

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

END NOTES
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5.15.2 Innovation District Flip-Chart 
Notes

Innovation District

- SRI – Key Theme
- Diversity
- Inclusive to large commerce
- Business development (wider spectrum of business)

- Business
- Aqua Culture
- Stem/badging
- New forms of rec biofuel

- A common language
- Dimensions:

- Res. Tourism Research
- Ed. Business Restoration

- Do no harm
- Maintain access (increase access); connect old SE
- Institutionalize/recognize the importance of the USF/

hospital/research function
- Research Themes

- Florida Institute of Oceanography (Water dependent 
uses)

- Vision
- More research vessels
- Use the wharf/cruise terminal areas/repurpose
- Accommodate new business

- Marine Biology – key growth programs
- Academic UMEF needs – can the institutions engage 

and aff ect schools
- Entrepreneur program
- Financial services
- College of Business
- Support medical complex
- Data (HSN)
- USF St. Pete is the intellectual capital

- Residents
- Stickiness
- Stay around and cross populate
- Issues

- Quality of schools
- Available $ $$ $$$ housing
- Mobility

- 6,000 Students – 600 on-campus residents
- 10,000 students in 10 years – 10% on-campus 

residents
- Goal – 30% residence halls

- Growth:
- Healthcare
- Stem

- Students
- Commute
- Home rentals
- Policy: Students within 30 miles do not have to live 

on campus
- Needs

- Access to water
- Connect to City
- Land for growth
- Waterfront Access
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5.16 Al Lang

5.16.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #16    Sept 19, 2014:  9:30 AM

Name & Organization:  Al Lang Site

Attendees: Sat morn market, sports assist to mayor, Firestone grand prix rep.

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. No

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Grand Prix – 11th year for this route.  Footprint change due to Dali and airport.

i. 3rd oldest street race in North America
ii. Provides weekend festival for public/fans.
iii. Economic impact approx. $30mil. for entire event
iv. (3) bridges across route for peds to access other institutions
v. Al Lang as part of the route
vi. Paving materials are now asphalt and concrete
vii. Concessions are Grand Prix owned
viii. Sat morning market, impact $100,000 for the one day.
ix. City makes $150,000 contribution, police, fire, public safety
x. Great city exposure, Dali, DT
xi. Indy provides race day end of March
xii. One airport runway is closed for 10 days.

b. Al Lang Stadium
i. Aging facility, needs TLC
ii. Used fairly regularly, rowdies – 20 games. (2,500–5,000 crowd)
iii. Baseball Schedule: Feb 1st – end of March

1. College, Big 10, Big East
2. International Teams (500-3,500 fans)
3. High school spring training

iv. Saturday Morning Market.  Min of $100,000 per Saturday
v. Fit for minor league.  Facility needs upgrading to attract team
vi. Blocking Mahaffey Theater, USF, SRI. Area acts as road block
vii. Parking Deck serves Mahaffey and Dali, too far from sat market
viii. Difficult to convert baseball and soccer
ix. Soccer seating orientation is not ideal.  Large percentage of seats 

behind the goal
x. Management - St Pete Baseball commission
xi. City provides some capital funding to maintain, $200,000/yr.
xii. $500,000 to operate/yr.
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c. Market
i. Growth based on feel of neighborly, human scaled
ii. Potential for town square, plaza space
iii. 200 vendors rotating through 130 spaces, 10,000 visitors
iv. Maintain the 1-day, no multi-day
v. Market Hall, permanent structure for full week operation
vi. Conflict with stadium program, 8-10 times/year.

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a.

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Scale and size of facility is important
b. Recognize the sensitivity to the historic story of stadium
c. Parking around stadium
d. Continue to co-exist.
e. Analyze the south end of WF vs. North end
f. Connection past Dali with no disruptions.

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a. Don’t lose sight of importance of sports and other activities presence.

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

END NOTES

 

Al Lang Meeting Minutes
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5.16.2 Al Lang Flip-Chart Notes

Grand Prix

‐ 11 years
‐ Third oldest street race in North America
‐ $30M Economic impact
‐ 3 Crossing bridges
‐ Over time – a loss of paddock/open space
‐ Race courses: asphalt or concrete (non‐brick)
‐ Need storage, rest rooms and parking
‐ Race controls inside the fence
‐ City pays $150K to support the event
‐ The current runway has always been part of the track
‐ Held in March
‐ Great international exposure

Saturday Morning Market

‐ Impacted by race ($100K or more)
‐ October 1through end of May
‐ Goal:

- Great social experience – public square
- 200 vendors
- 130 vendor spaces
- 10,000 people
- Multi‐day is not in the vision
- Be in a Town Square – a “new” unusual public square 

(pioneer square in Portland). Include a pavilion.

Goal/Master Plan Vision

‐ Sports on the waterfront is important to local culture
‐ Coexist (baseball, soccer, multi‐use)
‐ Translate the events to fewer impacts and greater 

economic impact
‐ Pedestrian experience continue and be engaging

Soccer & Baseball

‐ The fi eld conversion is not ideal for either
‐ St. Pete baseball commission to manage and maintain

- Needs
- $500K Operating
- $100K Capital

- City provides
- $100K Operating
- $100K Capital

- Market provides several $K
‐ Al Lang is an aging facility – not up to standards for 

major league baseball or for minor leagues
‐ NA Soccer

- 20+ games
- 2,500‐5,000 fans per game

‐ Baseball
- February through end of March
- College tournaments (Big 10/Big East)
- Some touring teams ‐ international or MLB touring 

sports
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5.17 Port & Airport

5.17.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #17    Sept 19, 2014:  11:00 AM

Name & Organization:  Port and Airport

Attendees: Reps from:  USF, Airport, Port and Marina

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. ULI Report

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?
a. Airport

i. General Aviation, Commercial service airport, training, refueling 
Bayfront hospital, coast guard.   Corporate planes

ii. 120 private aircraft by local citizens
iii. Water treatment plant – 20%, $200,000.  Replaced with 

aeronautical function.
iv. Currently $1,000,000 annual revenue
v. Charter restrictions – keep the airport in perpetuity.
vi. Comprehensive plan in place
vii. Relationships with terminal area
viii. Large demand for hangers
ix. T-Hangers are a big source for revenue
x. Can the underwater additional land be sold to use money for other 

development areas?
xi. Feasibility study of the water treatment plant land for future use.

b. Port, deep water use
i. Walt’s Land - 1200’x60’ , 3.9 acres currently.  Zoned to go 15stories 

in height.
ii. Port Discovery – USF Marine Sciences & Research

1. Stem education
2. Parking is an issue
3. Terminal building is dated, looking to renovate
4. Branding with Innovation District
5. Build a community with common theme of USF, SRI, Health 

Sciences
6. Host of Paul Allen’s super yacht
7. Power pedestals now available at deep water port area.
8. FIO – research vessels (2) currently
9. Designation as a Port.   FDOT providing support

iii. Oceanographic institute for whole of Gulf of Mexico
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iv. NOAA ship and other research vessels
v. St Pete Ocean Team – economic development
vi. American Marine University – maritime technical training

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?
a. Work together in a new focus to use port for research and public face as 

research and science hub.
b. Achieve sense of community, sharing revenue stream for public realm benefit
c. Destination for the community
d. Airport to be involved in community, exposure, public access & convenience
e. Heavy development of the marine land area for marine science education
f. Improve public access.

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Improved connections to the south
b. Partnership with NOAA, USF, City, SRI, Draper
c. USF to have an aviation program, drone technology
d. Safety and security around port and airport
e. Breakwater/add’l runway beyond the current runway

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?
a.

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

END NOTES
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5.17.2 Port & Airport Flip-Chart Notes

Vision

‐ Coordination of the institutional entities
‐ Increased HUB of research
‐ Sense of community

- Some sharing of revenue, place and benefi t for the 
public destination ‘face’

‐ Use the water treatment for aviation linked uses
‐ The home of gulf exploration and marine science 

education
‐ More public access
‐ ACOE does most of the maintenance
‐ City owns the submerged lands

- Is there an opportunity to sell rights for some 
submerged land?

- Mitigation?

FAA/FDOT (23’ draft)

‐ Niche: research mega yachts
‐ Looking for new users to ‘sink teeth into’ as far as 

matching grants/funding

Future Uses

‐ Sewer plant
‐ Drones and research
‐ Aviation education (Embry-Riddle USF)
‐ Hangar space
‐ American Marine University – technical training

Port

‐ ‘Port Discovery’ concept (fi lls the facility)
- Marine science and research
- Education
- USF and SRI

‐ Looking at a NOAA preserve
- Serve oceanography for Gulf out of St. Pete

‐ Research vessel
‐ Ocean exploration vessels
‐ 800 Scientists

- $24M payroll
- $64M economic impact

‐ Future
- Bob Ballard (Nautilus and Stem Education – STEM 

ED)
- Historic vessel (?)
- More public access/use
- Mega yachts
- Adding new power posts

‐ Challenges
- Parking
- Terminal building is very old
- A branded community
- Connectivity to downtown via taxi

Al Whitted

‐ Commercial use
‐ Hospital transport
‐ US Coast Guard training
‐ Private craft (corporate and charter)
‐ 100‐120 Locally based pilots/users
‐ Airport has changed the boundary (to accommodate 

Dali)
‐ Need hangar space (T‐hangers)
‐ Base tenants

- Maintenance
- Teaching/training
- Users

Sewer Plant

‐ Provides about $200K of revenue. That revenue will 
have to be replaced when it is gone.

‐ What aeronautical use will be proposed?
‐ What non‐aeronautical uses?
‐ Any new use needs a 20‐year time frame/grant 

process.
‐ Replacement will likely be aeronautical
‐ $1M annual revenue gross – same debt service
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5.18 Urban Design & Development

5.18.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #18    Sept 19, 2014:  1:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Urban Design & Development

Attendees: Reps from:  USF, shopping cntr development, jay square developers, 
Eschelan developer, real estate appraiser, George F Young civil engineer

Comparable:  Chicago - public street in common

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. Timeline, process

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Stronger connection to the rest of the WF around Al Lang
b. Multi-modal connectivity
c. Al Lang to be realized as flexible, multi-function space, sporting events.

Night time activities analysis, noise sheds.

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

a. Resilience, environmental –
i. Ground water storm water nutrients
ii. Reasonable measurement sea level rise
iii. Social Equity
iv. Land Use.  Highest and best use

b. Economic activity
i. Marine research 
ii. USF
iii. Office use in DT
iv. Bayboro Harbor – lack of vision
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v. Maximum utilization of WF
c. Access & Equity

i. Convenience for everyone
ii. Linkages
iii. Maintain open space
iv. Tourism, dinner boats, non-motorized craft rentals

d. Marine services
e. USF
f. Pier needs boat tie-ups
g. Maintain and improve working waterfront
h. Sky Pods – Google
i. Boating community convenience

i. Expand & enhance transient boat slips
ii. Provide experience from the east 
iii. Breakwater to provide boat protection

j. Employment Opportunities
i. Innovation District Growth
ii. Office jobs DT

END NOTES

 

Urban Design & Development Meeting 
Minutes
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5.18.2 Urban Design & Development Flip-
Chart Notes

Urban Design & Development

- A new space to foster activity – it doesn’t work 
anymore

- Al Lang
- Activity vs passive
- Distribute events (Vinoy)
- Tourist experience water
- Barriers to development
- Jobs – Grow bioscience/medical professional services
- Mixed price point housing – all with access to public 

waterfront
- Connectivity to extend value linking activities
- Architect
- Educator (VA Tech)
- 100-Year plan
- Shopping Center Development J2 (Trader Joe’s on 4th 

Residential north of Vinoy live in Old NE)
- Real estate development – residence, offi  ce & mixed 

use
- Downtown redevelopment
- Real estate appraiser
- Waterfront and Bay redevelopment
- Boater
- Downtown professional

Vision 1

- Environmental resilience
- Water runoff  quality
- Sea rise and storm surge

- Economic equity
- Access
- Economic
- Transportation

- Land use
- Ranging from baseball to market

- Economic activity and jobs (economic heartbeat)
- Marine research
- Offi  ce buildings

Vision 2

- Utilization
- Provide the support uses and functions needed to 

operate and serve
- Package circulation standard of care linkages

- Ensure that everyone who lives downtown can 
access the water

- Drive value up into City
- Activate, but preserve shared green space – beacon 

of activity
- New folks with diff erent needs and wants

Vision 3

- Open green space
- Expand USF and help them grow
- Maintain Salt Creek Marine
- Al Lang reconfi gure/redevelop
- Boat access at pier
- Tall ships
- Mass transit with intercept package off  the water
- Anchor the Dali with urbanism and connectivity
- Transient boaters and safe harborage
- Breakwaters and protection
- East Door experience
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5.19 Transportation

5.19.1 Meeting Minutes

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #19    Sept 19, 2014:  3:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Transportation

Attendees: director of transportation with City, Bike store owner, former city council 
member/friends of Greenlight, County MPO, people first, persons with impairments
Wayfinding signage plan

Key Questions:

1. Do you have any questions regarding the project or our planning process?
a. no

2. What is your relationship with and use of the waterfront area?

3. What is your overall vision for the Downtown Waterfront?

4. What do you hope this master plan will achieve?
a. Convenient transportation
b. Accessibility
c. Convert Beach Drive to pedestrian promenade
d. Parking improvements
e. More program activities along waterfront
f. Not everything should be on Beach Drive

5. What must not happen as a part of this plan?

6. What specific activities, programs and/or improvements are needed along 
the Downtown Waterfront? Please specify location(s) if possible.

a. What does transportation mean to each individual:
i. Transition into public transit
ii. Greenlight Pinellas

1. Bus plan 
2. Rail plan

iii. Accessibility
iv. About People
v. Access to life and development
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vi. Flexible
vii. Connecting destinations without the need of additional parking
viii. Most important visionary product of our lifetime

b. Bike/Ped
i. Peds. and cyclists first
ii. More bike parking city wide
iii. Make more DT streets more attractive, human scale

c. Public Transit
i. Transit line connection study
ii. Looper service $400,000/yr to operate
iii. Get people to the water
iv. Multi-modal 
v. Downtown circulator, 2016

d. Vehicular
i. Don’t know where to park, esp. parking garages.
ii. Parking study – supply & demand study
iii. Convenient, wayfinding, parking garage signage

e. Boating
i. Need more Transient Docks

END NOTES
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5.19.2 Transportation Flip-Chart Notes

Essential Features

- “Heels & Wheels” clarity
- Repurpose/re-balance
- Some streets with capacity to diet down
- Downtown looper $400K/yr

- 10-5 S-T
- 10-12 F-S
- Green light funds start Jan 2016
- Includes support for a circulator zone in downtown 

to amplify the looper
- Need to confi rm rail alignment and looper alignment
- Wayfi nding signage (approved for FY 2015)
- Easily know where trolley goes
- Available parking garages (are we spoiled?)
- Consistency (also for ADA access) – demystify the 

experience
- Routes
- Hours
- Events

- Organization between parking, bikes, trolley
- Bike share, bike rental, bike racks – lots, simple, 

functional
- Bike Corrals in on-street parking
- Drive retailing value up to the west (1st, 2nd, 3rd)
- Need waterfront lifestyle/things to do
- Visitors- bike share / locals – have our own bike
- Boating – transient docks
- See the water
- Connect destinations without adding parking
- Visionary requirement for transformative change
- An essential part of the guest experience – we are all 

guests
- Transition – become more “mature” relative to autos

- Multi-modal
- Safety
- Funded

- Cycling/fi tness/lifestyle
- Need options for economic development
- People
- Accessible – physical, economically aff ordable
- Access
- Development
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5.20 Additional Materials

5.20.1 Brett Andress
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5.20.2 Concerned Citizens of St. Petersburg

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg Sept 18, 2014:  3:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Concerned Citizen’s of St. Petersburg

Key Issues
Density growth and associated parking issues
Need to get our work to intersect with the Pier Effort.  
Waterfront is the piece that the whole City takes its character from.
Interested in hearing our ideas as in advocating their ideas.
The downtown waterfront can’t be someone’s private yard.
Needs to always be available to everyone.
Needs to be economically accessible to everyone.

We need to describe our ‘dimensions of the waterfront’ as a way of reflective 
highly diverse, valid viewpoints of stakeholder perspective.

Framework for making decisions and guiding values.

How to think about the whole thing?

The Blueway - Reposition three key factors:
The Downtown’s Relationship to Nature
The Waterfronts Relationship to Itself as an experience
The City’s Relationship to the SE / Gulf region as a destination

We need special funding assistance for the signature parks.  But, how do we make sure 
that the ‘baseline’ City funding is maintained, and the Foundation is a value add.  

Al Lang – Not a good site for baseball.  Better suited for small scale soccer crowds and 
the ‘game’ of soccer.  Need a multi-purpose facility.  Concerts.  

Parking is a key issue.  St Pete is moving towards a more urban model.  Over time, St 
Pete will continue to move towards a more multi-modal solutions to transportation with 
intercept parking garages with walking/bikes/trolleys, etc to support.

Can we layout the next 20 years as a way of reframing some issues?  Thinking about 
the future….and identifying where St Pete is on the growth and change evolution.  
Especially on Transportation.  The Parking Study will occur in FY 2015.  

Lens Experience / Lesson’s Learned:
• Form Follows Function
• We can’t be perceived as somehow ‘knowing more than the citizens’
• People ignore the function of the difficulty in just getting out there.  
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END NOTES
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Concerned Citizens of St. Petersburg
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5.20.3 Saturday Morning Market
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5.20.4 Waterfront Parks Foundation

   
 
Stakeholder Mtg #12    Sept 18, 2014:  2:00 PM

Name & Organization:  Waterfront Parks Foundation

Geography:
Tip of Flora Wylie to Poynter Park

Mission:
To provide funding or assist in pursuing funding to insure that the waterfront parks can 
be maintained at the level they deserve (which is a higher level).

Advisory Board (18) and Board of Directors (4, the money flowers).

Key Ideas / Issues
Some member of committee are concerned about ‘filling up’ the park with monuments, 
etc, and there is a general concern about not having any major appurtances that are not 
‘park appropriate’.  

A broad set of Foundation Members to represent many of the types of stakeholder 
groups that we are meeting with now.  

The Arts Museum can grow to the south, very close to the property line.

Bocce Ball Tournament next to Elva Rouse Park.  Hopeful this will become an annual 
event.  200-300 people, evening event.  Potential future permanent Bocce Ball?  Should 
this be part of an ‘activity node’?  

Should we think of the park as a ‘Green Stage?

Can we bring the mass and void more into focus?

Licensed Concessionaire at 1 or 2 specific activity nodes?  Near the Restrooms or 
Pool? Play out to the great lawn, and launch off into the seagrass?

Shade, Water

Keep view corridors to key corridors water open.  

Multiple Event Venues

Reduce parking in the parks
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Sculptural Monument to the Beniot Airplane near the south frontage of the Pier.  That’s 
‘out there’ and we should be aware of it.  

How do we do guidelines and process for public art?  Where are the sites for public art?  
Iconic locations?  

Splash fountain(s)

Skate park at Albert Whitted; with airplane sculpture there?

Al Lang – make the area a ‘flexible venue’.  Not necessarily a ‘stadium’ setting.  Keep 
soccer.  Use it to decant North Vinoy for some events.  South Straub could take a few 
smaller ones.  Natural Amphitheaters.  There are better uses than Baseball.  Pay 
homage to history of baseball, but don’t need to keep a baseball field.  

Fitness equipment?  Want the use but not the equipment.  Spinning Class in the park?

Special Lawn (great lawn) with higher level sod and finish, with conventional grass 
around.  

Check out Governor’s Island Play Locations

END NOTES

 

Waterfront Parks Foundation
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Appendix: Raw Outreach Materials

RAW OUTREACH MATERIALS

A.1 Public Meeting Presentations 
A.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit
A.3 Lassing Park Community Meeting
A.4 North Downtown Walking Audit
A.5 North Downtown Community 

Meeting
A.6 South Downtown Community 

Meeting
A.7 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking 

Audit
A.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Community 

Meeting
A.9 Salt Creek Marine District Walking 

Audit
A.10 Salt Creek Marine District 

Community Meeting
A.11 North End Community Outreach 

Meeting
A.12 South - Pinellas Point
A.13 Central/West Community Outreach 

Meeting
A.13 Mail Survey
A.14 USFWS, Florida Audubon 

Correspondence
A.15 DWMP Environmental/Climate 

Change & Sea Level Rise Meeting
A.16 Concerned Citizens of St. Petersburg
A.17 Additional Public Comments
A.18 StPeteInnovision.com Online 

Outreach

A.1 Public Meeting Presentations 

This section contains the presentation made during 
the Public Kickoff  Event in its entirety. This presentation 
was designed to encourage the public to engage in the 
planning process and to familiarize them with the scope  
and schedule for this project. After the presentation, each 
meeting included a discussion or activity to collect input 
from meeting participants. The presentation allowed the 
public to understand how their opinions will contribute to 
the plan.

Variations of this presentation were given at each of the 
community outreach meetings. Any new slides created for 
these meetings are included after the Public Kickoff  Event 
presentation along with a note indicating the meetings in 
which they were used. 
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A.1.1 Public Kickoff  Event Presentation

This is an important project for 
the future of St Petersburg

The Waterfront is our most 
treasured shared amenity

To a large extent it defines our 
City and our Quality of Life

We need to plan for its 
ongoing success in order for 
our Community to continue to 
be successful

Welcome!!! 
Kicking off the Downtown Waterfront  
Master Plan 

Study Area 

August 27, 2014 
Public Kickoff Event 
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Mayor’s Message 

The two processes are integrated – by 
schedule and project participants

We coordinate closely and meet 
regularly

The results of the Pier Working Group 
are included in this process 

Pier Design RFQ tentative Schedule: 
• RFQ issued August 12
• Statement of qualifications due 

September 5
• Shortlisted firms submit initial design 

concepts Fall 2014
• Selection of final plan and contract 

negotiations to begin in winter 2015.

DWMP drafts for public review 
beginning Spring 2015

Waterfront Plan + Pier Redevelopment 
Integration and Definition 
 

Study Area 
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Recent Prior Input 
Fall 2013 Public Meeting:  240 Attendees 
Surveys and Table Exercises 

Key Values:
Open space and Vistas
Cultural Amenities
Public Access
Events and Tourism
Dining and Shopping

Key Challenges
Broken Connectivity
Pier Redevelopment
Too Much Parking
Reconfigure Al Lang Field (64%)

Key Ideas
Diversify Transportation / Connectivity
More Options to Access the Water
More Market / Activity Opportunities

 www.stpete.org/mayorelect/documents.asp 

Advancing our Work 
Creating an Comprehensive Plan for the Downtown Waterfront – an Overarching Plan 
that Preserves and Enhances St. Petersburg’s Signature Waterfront for Future 
Generations 

Medical District

USFSP

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Advancing the Plan 
How this plan will advance the Mission as we work together! 

Framework of Guiding Ideas and Principles

Documented Programmatic Desires

Design Concepts and Planning Intent

Implementation Plan, including Funding and Partnerships

Prior Input 
Fall 2013 ULI Report 
Recommendations and Topics 

Context for the Work
Limited Timeframe
Limited Public Input
Candid Review from Experts
Open Dialogue – Advisory Only

Some Key Topics
Preserve / Enhance Environmental Edge
Enhanced Water Quality

More Pop-Up Retail and Events
Enhance Streets (Event Street Options)
Reconfigure Large Events

More Transient Boat Dockage
Diversify Transportation Options
Bike Share and Bike Facilities
Increase Connectivity along & to the water

Expand Public Art and Museum Presence
Redevelop/Reconfigure Al Lang Field
Develop the Innovation District

Leverage Current and NEW Community Partners
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AECOM Team

The 
Community

This Master Plan belongs to you

Community’s 
Master Plan

AECOM Team

The 
Community

This Master Plan belongs to you

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Master Plan Goals:
An Inclusive & Collaborative Process

Leverage previous work
    Explore, test and refine past input & recommendations

Create near and long term vision
     Provide a clear framework of understandable ideas to 
     guide future decisions regarding the Waterfront

Implementation and economics
Identify projects with actionable implementation and 
funding opportunities.

The AECOM Team, here to help plan & implement…

Transportation Planning

Urban Design

Land Use PlanningLL
Landscape  Architecture

Park Planning

Sustainability Planning

Economics
anTra

Architecture

S t i bbilitbilit
Waterside Engineering

Master Planning

Environment

ccs
Government Services

Watersers
Marine Planning
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Schedule and Approach to the Project 
2014:  Understand the Places and Desires 

Goals:  
• Listen and Learn
• Describe What We Heard
• Validate with You
• Establish Guiding Principles

Approach + Schedule

Community Participation

Inspiration
Vibrant Waterfronts – Vaughan Davies
Parks for People – Dave Barth

Table Discussion + Exercise

Tonight’s Program 
Understanding the Project + First Thoughts 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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What it Means – We need your Input! 
Diverse forms of communication and sharing ideas 

Social Media + On-Line + 
Statistical Survey

In Person and On-Site 
Input + Design

Project Website
Mind Mixer Idea Generation
Social Media
Direct Mail Survey

Walking Tours + Community Mtgs
Stakeholder Meetings
Multi-day on-site workshops
Public Review + Validation / Refinement

Schedule and Approach to the Project 
Early 2015:  Developing the Ideas and Implementation Plan 

Goals:  
• Develop Ideas based on Principles
• Draw the Opportunities 
• Validate with Community
• Develop Implementation Program
• Public Review and Documentation
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Walking Audits and 
Community Meetings
A Two Part Exercise

60 Min 

60 Min 

Break and Snacks 30 Min 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5 Sub-Areas 

Our Daily, Hands-On Communication Process
A multi-platform approach to social media and discussion

Project Info, Documents & Key Dates
www.stpete.org 
 

Project Ideas, Input, Dialogue
www.stpeteinnovision.com 
 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 243

Community Outreach Meetings (4 total) 
Outside the Downtown Waterfront 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Sat Sept 6 - North End
9:30 AM Meeting

Wed Sept 10  - South – Pinellas Point
6:30 PM Meeting

Thurs Sept 11  - South – Midtown/Childs Park 
6:30 PM Meeting

Wed Sept 17  - Central/West
6:30 PM Meeting

Walking Audits and 
Community Meetings (10 total)
A Two Part Exercise

Wed Sept 3 – Area 5 - Lassing Park Area
6PM Walk + 7:30 PM Meeting

Fri Sept 5 – Area 2 – North Downtown
6PM Walk + 7:30 PM Meeting

Fri Sept 12 – Area 4 – SC Marine Services
6PM Walk + 7:30 PM Meeting

Sat Sept 13 – Area 1 – Aquatics to Coffee Pot
9AM Walk + 10:30 AM Meeting

Fri Sept 19 – Area 3 – South Downtown
6PM Walk + 7:30 PM Meeting

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5 Sub-Areas 
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Looking at St. Petersburg - South 
….seeing it before we solve it 

Looking at St. Petersburg 
Advancing ULI:  Exploring Diverse Places and Connected Issues 

Medical District

USFSP

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Looking at St. Petersburg – Downtown Center  
….seeing it before we solve it 

Looking at St. Petersburg – Working Innovation  
….seeing it before we solve it 
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Local Sensitivity Regional Opportunity 

Finding the Right Balance  
There are mutually supportive answers! 

Working Waterfront Environmental Quality 

Public Realm Economic Sustainability 

Passive Green Space Active & Program 

Daily Use Special Events 

Experience of Place Manage & Maintain 

Frameworks for Decision Proscriptive Design 

Looking at St. Petersburg – North Shore & Trail 
….seeing it before we solve it 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Airport 
Multi-modal 

t
al

Lassing Park 

Poynter Park 

Historic Old  
Northeast 

 Old  
Northeast 

 North  
Downtown 

 Downtown 

Ce
nt

ra
l A

ve
nu

e 

Bartlett  
Park 

Old Southeast 

Tropical  
Shores 

Five 
Points 

Historic 
 Uptown 

Issues 
• approx 8.5 miles of waters edge 
• many neighborhoods 

Attributes of Great Waterfronts 
 
• Maximize access to the water 

Pedestrians, cyclists, swimmers, sunbathers, picnics, activities, special events, 
cafes, dining, fishing, viewing decks, etc. 
 

• Develop waterfront serving uses 
Chandlers, boat slips, public docks, waterfront dining, etc. 
 

• Create an authentic place 
Response to local culture, environment & sense of place 
 

• Design for locals first 
Casual / everyday use, local unique tenants & events 
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Current Projects in Your Community
- Transient Dock

- Pier

- Sun Dial Retail

- Wastewater     
Treatment Plant

- Bayboro Harbor  
Redevelopment Plan

- Intown
Redevelopment Plan

- Booker Creek Park

- Boat Ramps 
Improvements

- Greenlight Pinellas

- Marina Master Plan

- Tampa Bay High 
Speed Ferry

- Food Truck Event

- USFSP Campus 

- Breakwater Studies

Issues 
• Develop a “water plan” 
• Upland Linkages 
• Contiguous park/public realm 
• Realize “added value” 
• WOW factor 

Williams 
 Park 

2nd
 A

ve
nu

e 

South  
Basin 

Central  
Basin 

Vinoy  
Basin 

•  
• SPYC Sailing Center 
• Boat Shows & Events 
• Live Aboard & Year-round 
• Future Marina expansion 
• Wave protection 

 

 
• Daily, Seasonal, Tours 
and Charters 
• Hourly Transient Slips 
• Mega Yachts 
• Year Round lease holders 
• SPYC 
• Ship’s Store, Dockmaster 

 

 
• Dinner Cruises 
• Water Taxi 
• Mooring Filed 
• Vinoy Marina 

 

Poynter Park 

Pennsula  
Point 

Mirror Lake  
Park 

Crescent Lake 

Sunken  
Garden 

Granada 
Terrace 

Vinoy  
Park 

Pioneer 

De
m

en
s 

La
nd

in
g 

Spa  
Beach 

Albert  
Whitted  
Park 

Old NE 

Airport 
Multi-modal 

Bayboro 
Harbor 

USF 

Al Lang 
Stadium 

DALI 

Booker 
 Creek 

AQUATIC  
Complex 

Salt 
Creek 

Co
as

t G
au

rd
 

SR
I &

 N
au

ta
lis

 
SR

I&
N

Port of St. 
Petersburg 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Broadwater, Gold Coast AU 

V&A, Cape Town 
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Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Queensway Bay, Long Beach CA 
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Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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San Pedro, Los Angeles Waterfront CA 

Baltimore Inner Harbor, MD 
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Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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San Francisco Bay, CA 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Echo Park Lake, Los Angeles 

Brisbane South Bank, QLD 
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Battery Park City, NYC 

Split, Croatia 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 259

Auckland, NZ 

Vancouver, BC 
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Dubrovnick 

Sydney Harbor, AUS 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Marina Bay, Singapore 

Genova, Italy 
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A Common Language

Summary of Issues

• Develop a “water plan”

• Upland Linkages

• Contiguous park/public realm

• Realize “added value”

• WOW factor

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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PLANNER – a specific plan or design

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT - the combined design 
elements or features comprising a project

PARKS PROFESSIONAL - an activity providing a 
service or experience

Different Languages: Ex. “Program”
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Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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• Walk the dog
• Take a walk
• Ride a bike, skate
• Sit outside, read
• Play on a playground
• Play catch, Frisbee
• Picnic, sun bathe
• Play pick-up sports 
• Fish without a boat 
• Attend local festival, concert, 
special event
•Take a fitness class 

Facility Access: Neighborhood   An Activities - Based 
Framework (Neighborhood)

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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2. High Performance Public Spaces©:
Generating Economic, Social, and 
Environmental Benefits for the Community

• Play organized indoor,  
outdoor competition sports

• Attend exercise classes,  
lectures, social functions

• Attend festivals, cultural 
exhibits and activities

• Swim recreationally or 
competitively 

• Paddle a canoe or kayak
• Go boating
• Go to the beach
• Play with their dog

Facility AccessAn Activities - Based 
Framework (Community)
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St. Petersburg Community-wide Issues

• Poverty
• Unemployment
• Real Estate Property Values
• Small Business Assistance
• Economic Development
• Multi-modal Transportation, 

Access
• Public Boat, Water Access
• Safe, Walkable, Accessible 

Downtown
• Wayfinding
• Education

Mayor Rick Kriseman’s presentation 
to the Vinoy Club Business Alliance, 
February 27, 2014.

• Respond to Neighborhood and 
Community Needs

• Generate Economic, Social, and 
Environmental Benefits

• Respond to Changing 
Demographics, Urbanizing 
Lifestyles

• Recover More Direct and Indirect 
Costs

• Focus on Health and Fitness

• Provide More Diverse Programs

• Adopt New Forms of Media + 
Public Engagement

Increased Expectations 
for Parks and Open 
Spaces 

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 269

Activities and Experiences + 
Benefits =
A High Performance Public Waterfront

Designing Each Element of the Waterfront to 
Generate Benefits (HPPSs©) 

So
ci

al Improve the neighborhood 

Improve social and physical 
mobility 

Encourage health and fitness  

Provide relief from urban 
congestion, stressors 

Provide places for formal 
and informal social 
gathering, art, 
performances, events 

Provide opportunities for 
individual, group, passive 
and active recreation  
Facilitate shared experiences 
among different groups 

Attract diverse populations 

Promote creative and 
constructive social 
interaction 

En
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l  Use energy, water, and  
resources efficiently 

Improve water quality of 
both surface and ground 
water 
Serve as a net carbon sink 

Enhance, preserve, promote, 
or contribute to biological 
diversity 

Hardscape materials 
selected for longevity of 
service, social/ cultural/ 
historical sustainability, 
regional availability, low 
carbon footprint  

Provide opportunities to 
enhance environmental 
awareness and knowledge 

Serve as an interconnected 
node within larger scale 
ecological corridors and 
natural habitat  

Ec
on

om
ic

 

Create and facilitate 
revenue-generating 
opportunities for the public 
and/or the private sectors  

Create meaningful and 
desirable employment 

 Indirectly create or sustain 
good, living wage jobs   

Sustain or increase property 
values 

Catalyze infill development 
and/or the re-use of 
obsolete or under-used 
buildings or spaces  

Attract new residents  

Attract new businesses 

Generate increased business 
and tax revenues 

Optimize operations and 
maintenance costs  
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Thank You for Coming Tonight and Participating.

Useful Websites:
MindMixer: www.stpeteinnovision.com

Project Website: www.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront_master_plan

ULI Reports: www.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront_master_plan/documents.asp

Three Initial Questions for the Waterfront and this Plan:

• What do you envision for St. Petersburg’s Waterfront?
• What do you hope the Waterfront Master Plan achieves?
• What must NOT be a result of the plan?

MindMixer: www.stpeteinnovision.com
Project Website: www.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront_master_plan

Public Kickoff  Event Presentation
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Schedule and Approach to the Project 
2014:  Understand the Places and Desires 

Goals:  
• Listen and Learn
• Describe What We Heard
• Validate with You
• Establish Guiding Principles

Deciding 
Testing Ideas 

and Reviewing 
Alternatives 

Documenting 
Developing 
the Action 

Plan 

Understanding 
Technical and 
Community 

Due Diligence 

Exploring 
Validating 

What we have 
Learned 

Goals:  
• Develop Ideas based on Principles
• Draw the Opportunities 
• Validate with Community
• Develop Implementation Program
• Public Review and Documentation

On-Site, Multi-day 
Public Workshop

On-Site, Multi-day 
Public Workshop

Adjourn 
Time totals: 
 
Dave G –  2 Min Welcome 
Mayor K –  5 min Intro 
Dave G -  3 min Background 
Mike B - 3 min Team & Goals 
Pete S  6 min project structure 
Vaughan 10 min waterfront cities + St Pete 
Dave B  10 min parks for people 
Pete S  Direct group to table exercise 
Dave G  Close - Thanks for coming 
 
Exercise      30 min 
Boards, Map etc 10 min – Pete to summarize post its 
Total       66 min (goal is a 90 min public mtg)  
 

39 min 

30 min 

A.1.2 Additional Presentation Slides

Presented at: Lassing Park, North Downtown, North End, South - Pinellas Point, Southside - Midtown, Salt Creek Marina 
District, Coff ee Pot - Vinoy, Central/West and South Downtown community meetings and the Youth Workshop.
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Thinking About Program

Table Exercises
Question 1 – Waterfront Wide
Question 2  - Lassing Park Focus Area

Group Discussion

Today’s Program 
Understanding Your Thoughts 

Thinking About Program

Table Exercises

Group Discussion

Today’s Program 
Understanding Your Thoughts 

This slide was presented at the Lassing Park community meeting.

This slide was presented at the following community meetings: North End, South - Pinellas Point, Southside - Midtown, 
Salt Creek Marina District, Central/West, and the Youth Workshop.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Thinking About Program

Table Exercises
Question 1 – Waterfront Wide
Question 2  - Coffee Pot & Vinoy Park 

           Focus Area

Group Discussion

Today’s Program 
Understanding Your Thoughts 

Thinking About Program

Table Exercises
Question 1 – Waterfront Wide
Question 2  - North Downtown Focus Area

Group Discussion

Today’s Program 
Understanding Your Thoughts 

This slide was presented at the Coff ee Pot - Vinoy community meeting.

This slide was presented at the North Downtown community meeting.
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Question 1
Thinking about the Full Waterfront

Study Area 

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the Downtown Waterfront 
area? Please specify 
location(s) if possible.

Thinking About Program

Table Exercises
Question 1 – Waterfront Wide
Question 2  - South Downtown Focus Area

Group Discussion

Today’s Program 
Understanding Your Thoughts 

This slide was presented at the following community meetings: Lassing Park, North Downtown, Salt Creek Marina District, 
Coff ee Pot - Vinoy and South Downtown.

This slide was presented at the South Downtown community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Question 1
Thinking about your 
recreational needs.

Question 1
Thinking about your 
recreational needs.

This slide was presented at the South - Pinellas Point community meeting.

This slide was presented at the North End community meeting.
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Question 1
Thinking about your 
connection to the 
Waterfront Area

What is your 
relationship with 
and use of the 
Waterfront Area?

Question 1
Thinking about your 
connection to the 
Waterfront Area

What is your 
relationship with 
and use of the 
Waterfront Area?

This slide was presented at the Youth Workshop.

This slide was presented at the Central/West community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Values
Thinking about the North 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Walking Audit Observations

Values

Open Space, Open Views
Public Access
Water’s Edge
‘Traditional’ City Form
Diversity of Places

Challenges
Thinking about the 
Lassing Park Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Walking Audit Observations

Values:

Neighborhood Feel
Passive and Quiet
Water Views and Access
Fishing and Quiet Boating
Accessible, but not Direct

Neighborhoods are 
Enhancing

This slide was presented at the North Downtown community meeting.

This slide was presented at the Lassing Park community meeting.
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Question 1
Thinking about your 
connection to the 
Waterfront Area

What is your relationship 
with and use of the 
Waterfront Area?

Question 1
Thinking about your 
connection to the 
Waterfront Area

What is your relationship 
with and use of the 
Waterfront Area?

This slide was presented at the South - Pinellas Point community meeting.

This slide was presented at the North End community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Views from the water
Thinking about the Salt Creek 
Area and it’s role in the Plan

This slide was presented at the Salt Creek Marine District community meeting.

Question 1
Thinking about your 
connection to the 
Waterfront Area

What is your relationship 
with and use of the 
Waterfront Area?

This slide was presented at the Southside - Midtown community meeting.
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Question 2
Thinking about the Full Waterfront

Study Area 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could be 
enhanced or are needed in the 
Downtown Waterfront area? 

Please specify location(s) if 
possible.

This slide was presented at the Central/West community meeting.

Values
Thinking about the Coffee 
Pot and Vinoy Park Area 
and it’s role in the Plan

Walking Audit Observations

Values

Open Space, Open Views
Public Access
Water’s Edge
‘Traditional’ City Form
Diversity of Places

This slide was presented at the Coff ee Pot - Vinoy community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Opportunities
Thinking about the 
Lassing Park Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Walking Audit Observations

Opportunities

Improved Water Quality
Small Access Enhancements
Update Site Furnishings
Enhance Sidewalk Access 
(pavers)

Boat and Bike Access 

This slide was presented at the Lassing Park community meeting.

Values
Thinking about the South 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Walking Audit Observations

Values

This slide was presented at the South Downtown community meeting.
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Questions 2-4
Thinking about the Full Waterfront

Study Area 

What is your overall vision for 
the Downtown Waterfront?

What do you hope this master 
plan will achieve?

What must not happen as a 
part of this plan?

This slide was presented at the North End, South - Pinellas Point and Southside - Midtown community meetings and the 
Youth Workshop.

Opportunities
Thinking about the North 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

This slide was presented at the North Downtown community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Opportunities
Thinking about the Coffee 
Pot and Vinoy Park Area 
and it’s role in the Plan

Values
Thinking about the Salt 
Creek Area and it’s role in 
the Plan

Walking Audit Observations
Values

• Working Waterfront
• Quiet, Peaceful
• Supports the recreational 

Boating Industry
• Need more Transient Slips
• Water Quality
• Deep Water / Environmental 

Impacts
• Food on the South Side
• Bicycle / Walking Access to 

Dntn

This slide was presented at the Coff ee Pot - Vinoy community meeting.

This slide was presented at the Salt Creek community meeting.
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Opportunities
Thinking about the North 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Opportunities

Organize Green Space & Pkg
More Access to Water’s Edge
Site Furnishings
Tree Canopy

New ‘Venues’ for varied 
outdoor events

Boat access (public, private 
and ferry)

What does a newly ‘active’ 
pier mean?

Opportunities
Thinking about the South 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

This slide was presented at the North Downtown community meeting.

This slide was presented at the South Downtown community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Opportunities
Thinking about the South 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

Opportunities

Opportunities
Thinking about the Salt 
Creek Area and it’s role in 
the Plan

This slide was presented at the South Downtown community meeting.

This slide was presented at the Salt Creek Marine District community meeting.
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Question 2
Thinking about the North 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the North Downtown 
Walking Audit area? Please 
specify location(s) if 
possible.

Question 2
Thinking about the 
Lassing Park Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the Lassing Park Walking 
Audit area? Please specify 
location(s) if possible.

This slide was presented at the North Downtown community meeting.

This slide was presented at the Lassing Park community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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Question 2
Thinking about the Salt 
Creek Area and it’s role in 
the Plan

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the North Downtown 
Walking Audit area? Please 
specify location(s) if 
possible.

Question 5-6
Thinking about the Full Waterfront

Study Area 

What do you value most about 
the Downtown Waterfront

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could be 
enhanced or are needed in the 
Downtown Waterfront area? 
Please specify location(s) if 
possible.

This slide was presented at the Salt Creek community meeting.

This slide was presented at the North End, South - Pinellas Point and Southside - Midtown community meetings and the 
Youth Workshop.
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Question 2
Thinking about the South 
Downtown Area and it’s 
role in the Plan

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the North Downtown 
Walking Audit area? Please 
specify location(s) if 
possible.

Question 2
Thinking about the Coffee 
Pot and Vinoy Park Area 
and it’s role in the Plan

What do you value most 
about this area today? 

What specific activities, 
programs, and/or 
improvements, if any, could 
be enhanced or are needed 
in the North Downtown 
Walking Audit area? Please 
specify location(s) if 
possible.

This slide was presented at the South Downtown community workshop.

This slide was presented at the Coff ee Pot - Vinoy community meeting.

Additional Presentation Slides
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A.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit

A.2.1 Lassing Park Walking Audit Response Summary

The evaluation forms were developed to allow the 
participant to score the study area for a variety of 
qualities.  These forms were broken down into fi ve major 
categories:

-  Condition - the overall maintenance and  pride from 
users and maintenance  staff 

-  Eff ectiveness -  the activities and use of an area
-  Comfort & Image - overall appearance and safety of 

an area
-  Access & Linkages - physical connections and access 

to an area

-  Sustainability -  social, environmental and economic 
qualities of an area.

The color coded spreadsheet above represents all 
walking audit tallied results.  The yellow color indicates 
that the respondents on average found none, minimum 
or few characteristics related to a given quality.  Orange 
represents average or some of the characteristics of a 
given quality were found to be present. Green indicates 
that on average, respondents found the number 
of attributes of a given characteristic to be in good 
condition or present in suitable amounts.  This activity 

LA
SS

IN
G

 P
A

RK

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Design & Construction 2.5 2.8 4 3 3.2 2.5 3 3 2.6 2.3 2.7 3.7 3.4 3.3
Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 3 3 5 3 2 n/r 4 4 5 2 4 5 5 5

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 2 2 5 3 3 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 5 5
Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineffective to users? 2 3 1 3 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 3 3 5 1 3 n/r 3 2 n/a 2 4 5 5 5
Has the area been improved? 2 1 3 3 4 2 n/a 2 1 3 2 5 n/a 3

Should the area have improvements? 3 5 5 5 5 2 2 5 1 4 2 1 1 1

Condition 5 2.7 2 4 4 3.7 5 3.7 4.3 3 4.7 5 4 4.3
How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 5 2 1 4 4 3 5 4 4 3 5 5 3 3

What level of pride is evident from users? 5 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 5 3 5 5 5 5
What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff? 5 3 2 4 n/a 5 5 3 4 3 4 5 4 5

Effectiveness 3.6 2.3 4.7 2.7 3.7 4.6 3.9 2.7 5 3.4 4.4 5 5 4
Are people using the area, or is it empty? 5 3 4 3 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 3

Is the area used by people of different ages? 5 3 4 3 5 5 5 3 5 4 5 5 5 5
Are people in groups? 3 4 4 3 5 5 4 4 5 3 4 5 5 4

How many different types of activities are currently occurring? 2 2 5 3 3 3 3 4 5 3 d/k 5 5 n/a
Are there choices of things to do? n/r 1 5 2 2 n/a 1 2 n/a 3 d/k n/a 5 n/a

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 5 2 5 1 2 5 4 1 5 3 d/k n/a 5 4
Does the site encourage health and fitness? 3 2 5 3 5 4 4 3 5 5 5 5 5 n/a

Are visitor’s needs being met? 3 2 5 3 3 5 n/a 1 5 3 3 5 5 n/a
Is the site serving user’s needs as intended? 3 2 5 3 3 5 5 2 5 3 d/k 5 5 n/a

Comfort & Image 3.7 2.8 3.3 3.5 3.5 3.5 2.8 2.5 3.8 2.8 3 4.2 4.2 3.8
Does the area make a good first impression? 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 5

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? 3 1 3 2 2 2 2 3 5 3 4 5 4 5
Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 2 1 5 5 4 2 2 3 3 2 5 5 2

Does the area feel safe? 3 4 3 4 5 4 4 2 3 3 4 n/r 5 5
Are people taking pictures? 5 4 5 4 4 4 n/a 3 4 3 d/k 5 5 5

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? 2 1 3 2 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1

Access & Linkages 2.2 2.4 4.4 3 2.7 3.4 3.4 2.3 3.4 2.8 3 5 4.3 3.2
Can you see to open spaces from a distance? 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjecent buildings? 2 n/a 5 n/a 3 n/a n/a 2 5 3 3 5 5 n/a
Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 2 5 5 n/r 5 5 5 3 5 3 2 5 5 5

Does the area function for people with special needs? 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 n/r 3 3
Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 2 1 4 n/a 1 5 5 3 n/a 3 d/k 5 5 2

Are transit stops nearby? 1 1 n/a n/a 1 1 1 1 1 3 d/k n/r 3 1

Sustainability 2.97 2.2 2.7 4.3 2.9 4.1 4.3 2.7 4.3 3.0 3.3 4.7 3.9 3.5
Sociability Sustainability: 4.2 3 4.2 4.3 4.8 4.4 5 3.6 4.6 3.8 4.8 4 4.8 5

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 1 5 5
Are people smiling? 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 n/a

Do people use this area regularly? 5 4 5 3 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5
Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 3 2 1 n/r 4 5 n/a 3 3 3 n/r 4 4 5

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily strees? 3 3 5 n/r 5 3 5 3 5 4 5 5 5 5
Enviromental Sustainability: 2.2 1.2 1 n/r 1.3 4 5 2.6 3.3 2.4 2.5 5 3 2

Does the area use energy, water and material resources efficiently? 3 1 1 n/r 1 n/a 5 3 3 2 d/k n/r 3 2
Does the area improve water quality? 2 1 1 n/r 1 n/a 5 3 3 2 1 5 3 3

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? 2 2 1 n/r 2 4 5 2 3 2 4 5 3 1
Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 2 1 1 n/r n/a 5 5 2 n/r 3 d/k 5 5 3

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? 2 1 1 n/r 1 3 5 3 4 3 d/k 5 1 1
Economic Sustainability: 2.5 2.5 3 n/r 2.5 4 3 2 5 2.8 2.5 5 3.8 3.5

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 2 1 1 n/r 1 n/a 1 1 n/a 3 1 n/r 2 1
Does the area sustain or increase property values? 3 4 5 n/r 5 4 5 3 5 3 5 5 5 5

Does the area contributed to nearby property development or redevelopment 3 4 3 n/r 3 4 5 3 5 3 3 5 5 5
Does the area provide permeate jobs? 2 1 3 n/r 1 n/a 1 1 n/a 2 1 n/r 3 3

 Weighted Total Score: (percentage) 66.6% 50.8% 70.4% 68.3% 66.6% 72.8% 74.8% 56.4% 78.0% 57.7% 70.2% 91.9% 82.6% 73.7%

None, Minimum or Few
Average or Some
Several, Yes, Maximun or Lots
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also provides a weighted total percentage of each 
respondents answers to allow the researchers to identify 
whether a given respondent was especially positive or 
negative.

Quantifying this information helps the project team 
focus in on areas where people commonly found 
shortcomings as well as consensus on specifi c high 
quality characteristics.

15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 To
ta

l

3.2 2.8 3.6 3.5 3.3 3.8 3.2 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.4 3 4.2 3.3 3.2 4 3 3.3 2.8 n/r 3.2
3 4 5 5 4 5 4 3 5 5 5 1 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 n/r 4.1
2 4 5 5 3 5 4 4 5 5 5 4 3 4 5 4 3 5 3 n/r 3.9
3 1 1 1 1 1 4 2 1 1 1 1 n/a 2 1 n/a 2 1 1 n/r 1.5
4 n/a 5 5 5 5 4 2 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 4 4 5 3 n/r 4.0
4 n/a n/a 4 3 n/a 1 3 2 n/a n/a 5 5 3 2 4 3 2 1 n/r 2.8

2 2 1 4 3 2 5 2 1 1 2 3 4 1 2 2 5 n/r 2.74
5 4 4.3 4.7 3.3 5 3.3 4.3 4.7 3.5 3.5 4.7 5 4.3 4 5 n/r 1.3 4 n/r 4.0
5 4 4 5 3 5 3 5 4 2 2 4 5 4 4 5 n/r 1 4 n/r 3.8
5 4 5 5 4 n/a 3 3 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 n/r 2 4 n/r 4.3
5 4 4 4 3 n/a 4 5 5 n/a n/a 5 n/a 5 n/a 5 n/r 1 n/a n/r 4.1

3.3 5 4.9 4.8 4.7 4.1 3.8 3.9 5 5 5 4.9 3.6 3.6 4.8 5 n/r 5 3.9 n/r 4.2
3 5 5 5 5 n/r 4 3 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.5
3 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.6
4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 5 n/r 5 3 n/r 4.3
4 5 4 5 4 3 4 4 5 n/a n/a 5 3 4 5 5 n/r 5 3 n/r 4.0
4 5 5 4 4 3 4 3 5 5 5 5 2 3 4 5 n/r 5 5 n/r 3.7
3 5 5 5 5 n/a 4 4 5 5 5 5 2 3 n/a 5 n/r 5 5 n/r 4.0
4 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 n/r 5 5 n/r 4.5
2 5 5 5 4 4 2 n/a 5 5 5 4 3 n/r 5 5 n/r 5 3 n/r 3.9
3 5 5 5 5 4 4 n/a 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 n/r 5 3 n/r 4.2

3 4.2 3.8 4.3 3.5 3.4 3.3 3.3 4.2 3.7 3.3 4.2 3.2 2.8 3.5 4.2 n/r 3.3 3.5 n/r 3.5
5 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.7
2 5 4 5 5 2 3 3 5 5 5 5 3 2 5 5 n/r 5 3 n/r 3.6
2 4 4 5 3 4 3 4 4 2 2 4 1 3 2 4 n/r 1 4 n/r 3.2
5 5 4 4 4 5 4 5 5 4 3 4 2 4 4 5 n/r 3 4 n/r 4.0
3 5 5 5 4 n/a 4 3 5 5 4 5 5 2 4 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.3
1 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 3 1 1 1 n/r 1 2 n/r 1.4

2.8 4.5 4.5 3.8 3.8 4.4 3.4 3.3 3.7 3.8 3.8 4.5 3.8 3 3.7 4.8 1.2 4.3 3.2 n/r 3.5
5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 4 n/r 4.7
4 5 5 4 4 5 n/a 4 5 5 5 5 5 3 n/a 5 1 n/a n/a n/r 4.1
3 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.5
1 4 2 3 n/r 2 2 1 2 3 3 2 3 1 2 4 1 2 3 n/r 2.0
1 5 5 5 1 5 4 4 4 n/a n/a 5 n/a 4 n/a 5 2 5 4 n/r 3.7
3 3 5 1 n/r n/a 3 2 1 1 1 5 1 1 n/a n/a 1 n/a 1 n/r 1.8

3.2 4.1 4.4 4.0 3.2 3.6 3.3 3.0 4.1 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.1 3.4 3.1 4.4 n/r 3.5 2.2 n/r 3.7
3.8 4.8 4.8 4.6 4.2 4.6 3.8 3.5 5 5 5 5 4.6 4 4 4.8 n/r 4.6 3.4 n/r 4.4

3 5 5 5 4 4 4 n/a 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 n/r 5 2 n/r 4.4
4 5 5 5 5 5 4 3 5 5 5 5 5 3 4 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.6
4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.6
3 4 4 3 3 4 3 3 5 n/r 5 5 3 4 3 4 n/r 3 3 n/r 3.5
5 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 n/r 5 4 n/r 4.5

2.2 3.2 4 4 2.6 3.8 3 3.3 4.3 n/r n/r 5 4 3.2 2.8 3.4 n/r 1 2.2 n/r 3.0
2 2 n/a 4 4 5 3 n/a 5 n/r n/r 5 3 5 2 3 n/r 1 2 n/r 2.9
2 2 3 4 3 d/k 2 3 n/a n/r n/r 5 3 3 2 3 n/r 1 3 n/r 2.7
2 4 4 5 2 4 4 4 3 n/r n/r 5 5 3 4 3 n/r 1 3 n/r 3.2
4 5 5 5 2 3 4 n/a n/a n/r n/r 5 n/a 2 3 4 n/r 1 1 n/r 3.3
1 3 4 2 2 3 2 3 5 n/r n/r 5 5 3 3 4 n/r 1 2 n/r 2.8

3.5 4.3 4.5 3.3 2.8 2.3 3 2.3 3 5 n/r 5 3.7 3 2.5 5 n/r 5 1 n/r 3.4
1 2 n/a 2 1 1 n/a 1 1 n/r n/r n/a 1 1 1 n/a n/r n/a 1 n/r 1.3
5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 n/r 5 5 5 5 5 n/r 5 1 n/r 4.5
5 5 4 5 4 d/k 2 2 5 n/r n/r 5 5 5 3 n/a n/r n/a 1 n/r 3.9
3 5 n/a 1 1 2 n/a 1 1 n/r n/r n/a n/a 1 1 n/a n/r n/a 1 n/r 1.8

68.2% 82.0% 85.1% 83.6% 72.7% 80.9% 67.6% 70.1% 83.3% 81.3% 80.0% 87.7% 79.7% 68.0% 74.3% 91.3% 42.0% 69.1% 65.3% n/r 73.1%
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A.2.2 Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 303



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook304

Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 315



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook316

Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Lassing Park Walking Audit Responses
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A.3 Lassing Park Community Meeting

A.3.1 Lassing Park Exercise Maps: Overall Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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A.3.2 Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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Lassing Park Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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A.4 North Downtown Walking Audit

A.4.1 North Downtown Walking Audit Response Summary
NORTH DOWNTOWN
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The evaluation forms were developed to allow the 
participant to score the study area for a variety of 
qualities.  These forms were broken down into fi ve major 
categories:

-  Condition - the overall maintenance and  pride from 
users and maintenance  staff 

-  Eff ectiveness -  the activities and use of an area
-  Comfort & Image - overall appearance and safety of 

an area
-  Access & Linkages - physical connections and access 

to an area
-  Sustainability -  social, environmental and economic 

qualities of an area.

The color coded spreadsheet represents all walking 
audit tallied results.  The yellow color indicates that 
the respondents on average found none, minimum or 

few characteristics related to a given quality.  Orange 
represents average or some of the characteristics of a 
given quality were found to be present. Green indicates 
that on average, respondents found the number 
of attributes of a given characteristic to be in good 
condition or present in suitable amounts.  This activity 
also provides a weighted total percentage of each 
respondents answers to allow the researchers to identify 
whether a given respondent was especially positive or 
negative.

Quantifying this information helps the project team 
focus in on areas where people commonly found 
shortcomings as well as consensus on specifi c high 
quality characteristics.
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A.4.2 Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses
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Raw North Downtown Walking Audit Responses



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 361

A.5 North Downtown Community Meeting

A.5.1 North Downtown Exercise Maps: Overall Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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A.5.2 North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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North Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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A.6 South Downtown Community Meeting

A.6.1 South Downtown Exercise Maps: Overall Maps
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South Downtown Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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South Downtown Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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A.6.2 South Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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South Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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South Downtown Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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A.7 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit

A.7.1 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Response Summary

CO
FF

EE
 P

O
T

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 To
ta

l

Design & Construction 4.2 4 4.2 4 3.8 3.6 3.3 3.5 5 3.8 3.9
Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 5 5 5 5 4 4 3 4 5 4 4.4

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 4.8
Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineffective to users? 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 1 5 n/r 1.8

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 5 5 5 n/r 5 3 3 4 5 4 4.3
Has the area been improved? 5 4 5 n/r 4 n/a 4 4 5 4 4.4

Should the area have improvements? 4 4 2 4 4 5 5 3 5 3 3.9

Condition 4.3 4 5 5 4 3.5 4 5 5 5 4.5
How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 4 4 5 5 4 2 4 5 5 5 4.3

What level of pride is evident from users? 5 4 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 4.7
What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff? 4 4 5 5 4 n/a 4 5 5 5 4.6

Effectiveness 5 4.9 5 4.1 4.8 4.4 4.2 5 4.5 4.6 4.7
Are people using the area, or is it empty? 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5.0

Is the area used by people of different ages? 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5.0
Are people in groups? 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 4.8

How many different types of activities are currently occurring? 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 4.7
Are there choices of things to do? 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4.5

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 5 4 5 3 5 4 4 5 n/r 3 4.2
Does the site encourage health and fitness? 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 4.8

Are visitor’s needs being met? 5 5 5 3 5 4 4 5 4 n/a 4.4
Is the site serving user’s needs as intended? 5 5 5 3 4 4 4 5 4 n/a 4.3

Comfort & Image 4.5 4 4 4 4.3 3.7 3.6 4.2 4.5 4.3 4.1
Does the area make a good first impression? 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 4.9

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? 4 4 4 3 5 3 4 4 5 5 4.1
Is the area clean and free of litter? 4 4 5 5 5 3 4 5 5 5 4.5

Does the area feel safe? 5 5 4 5 5 5 n/r 5 5 5 4.9
Are people taking pictures? 5 4 5 5 5 2 3 5 5 5 4.4

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? 4 2 1 1 1 5 2 1 2 1 2.0

Access & Linkages 4.5 4 4.7 4.8 4.8 4.3 4.3 4.3 3.8 3 4.3
Can you see to open spaces from a distance? 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 n/r 5.0

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjecent buildings? 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 4.6
Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 4 4.7

Does the area function for people with special needs? 4 4 5 4 4 2 4 4 3 2 3.6
Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 5 4 5 5 5 n/a 4 5 3 4 4.4

Are transit stops nearby? 3 2 3 5 5 n/a 5 3 2 2 3.3

Sustainability 4.43 4.1 4.2 4.8 4.3 4.0 3.9 3.8 3.4 3.4 4.0
Sociability Sustainability: 4.6 4.8 5 4.5 4.6 4.7 4.4 4.8 4.8 4.3 4.7

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 n/r 4.9
Are people smiling? 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 4.7

Do people use this area regularly? 5 5 5 5 5 n/a 5 5 5 4 4.9
Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? 4 4 5 3 3 n/a 4 4 4 n/a 3.9

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily strees? 5 5 5 n/r 5 4 5 5 5 5 4.9
Enviromental Sustainability: 4.2 3.2 3.6 4.8 4.2 3.5 3.6 3 3.5 2.8 3.6

Does the area use energy, water and material resources efficiently? 4 3 3 4 4 n/a 4 3 3 n/r 3.5
Does the area improve water quality? 3 2 4 5 4 n/a 3 2 n/a 3 3.3

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? 5 4 5 5 4 4 3 3 4 3 4.0
Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 5 4 3 5 5 n/a 4 4 n/a 3 4.1

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 3 n/a 2 3.4
Economic Sustainability: 4.5 4.3 4 5 4 3.8 3.8 3.5 2 3 3.8

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 3 5 3 n/a 3 4 3 3 2 2 3.1
Does the area sustain or increase property values? 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 n/a 4 4.9

Does the area contributed to nearby property development or redevelopment 5 4 5 5 5 4 4 4 n/a 4 4.4
Does the area provide permeate jobs? 5 3 3 5 3 2 3 2 2 2 3.0

 Weighted Total Score: (percentage) 89.8% 83.3% 90.3% 88.9% 86.6% 78.3% 77.8% 85.9% 87.4% 80.2% 84.9%

None, Minimum or Few
Average or Some
Several, Yes, Maximun or Lots

The evaluation forms were developed to allow the 
participant to score the study area for a variety of 
qualities.  These forms were broken down into fi ve major 
categories:

-  Condition - the overall maintenance and  pride from 
users and maintenance  staff 

-  Eff ectiveness -  the activities and use of an area
-  Comfort & Image - overall appearance and safety of 

an area
-  Access & Linkages - physical connections and access 

to an area
-  Sustainability -  social, environmental and economic 

qualities of an area.

The color coded spreadsheet above represents all 

walking audit tallied results.  The yellow color indicates 
that the respondents on average found none, minimum 
or few characteristics related to a given quality.  Orange 
represents average or some of the characteristics of a 
given quality were found to be present. Green indicates 
that on average, respondents found the number 
of attributes of a given characteristic to be in good 
condition or present in suitable amounts.  This activity 
also provides a weighted total percentage of each 
respondents answers to allow the researchers to identify 
whether a given respondent was especially positive or 
negative.
Quantifying this information helps the project team 
focus in on areas where people commonly found 
shortcomings as well as consensus on specifi c high 
quality characteristics.
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A.7.2 Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit Responses
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A.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Community Meeting

A.8.1 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Exercise Maps
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Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Exercise Maps
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Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Exercise Maps
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Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Exercise Maps
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A.9 Salt Creek Marine District Walking Audit

A.9.1 Salt Creek Marine District Walking Audit Response Summary

SA
LT

 C
RE

EK

1 2 To
ta

l

Design & Construction 2.8 3.3 3.1
Is the design and construction of this area meeting the needs of users served 3 3 3.0

Is the area readily accessible to the users being served? (walking, biking, all users) 3 3 3.0
Has changing neighborhood characteristics made the area ineffective to users? 2 3 2.5

Does the area include appropriate recreation amenities for intended users? 2 4 3.0
Has the area been improved? 2 3 2.5

Should the area have improvements? 5 4 4.5

Condition 3 #DIV/0! 3.0
How would you rate the area’s maintenance? (grass cutting, litter) 3 n/r 3.0

What level of pride is evident from users? n/r n/r #DIV/0!
What level of pride is evident from maintenance staff? n/r n/r #DIV/0!

Effectiveness 2.1 2.8 2.5
Are people using the area, or is it empty? 2 3 2.5

Is the area used by people of different ages? n/a 3 3.0
Are people in groups? n/a 5 5.0

How many different types of activities are currently occurring? 2 3 2.5
Are there choices of things to do? 2 2 2.0

Is there a balance of active recreation and passive opportunities? 2 2 2.0
Does the site encourage health and fitness? 1 2 1.5

Are visitor’s needs being met? 3 3 3.0
Is the site serving user’s needs as intended? 3 2 2.5

Comfort & Image 2 3 2.5
Does the area make a good first impression? 3 2 2.5

Are there enough places to sit? Are the seats conveniently located? n/a 2 2.0
Is the area clean and free of litter? 2 2 2.0

Does the area feel safe? 2 3 2.5
Are people taking pictures? 1 4 2.5

Do vehicles dominate use of the area? 2 5 3.5

Access & Linkages 2.2 2.2 2.2
Can you see to open spaces from a distance? 2 3 2.5

Are there good connections between the open spaces and adjecent buildings? 2 2 2.0
Can people easily walk to the area? (do sidewalks lead to and from the area? 2 2 2.0

Does the area function for people with special needs? 2 1 1.5
Do paths and roads take people to where they actually want to go? 3 4 3.5

Are transit stops nearby? 2 1 1.5

Sustainability 2.93 2.7 2.8
Sociability Sustainability: 2.3 2.6 2.5

Is this a place where you would choose to meet your friends? 2 3 2.5
Are people smiling? 1 4 2.5

Do people use this area regularly? 4 3 3.5
Do people tend to pick up litter when they see it? n/r 1 1.0

Does the area promote healthy lifestyles and/or reduce daily strees? n/r 2 2.0
Enviromental Sustainability: 2.5 1.6 2.1

Does the area use energy, water and material resources efficiently? n/r 2 2.0
Does the area improve water quality? 2 1 1.5

Does the area enhance, preserve, promote or contribute to biological diversity? n/r 2 2.0
Is the area a node within a larger ecological corridor or habitat? 3 1 2.0

Does the area enhance environmental awareness and knowledge? n/r 2 2.0
Economic Sustainability: 4 3.8 3.9

Does the area create public or private revenue-generating opportunities? 4 4 4.0
Does the area sustain or increase property values? n/r 3 3.0

Does the area contributed to nearby property development or redevelopment n/r 3 3.0
Does the area provide permeate jobs? n/r 5 5.0

 Weighted Total Score: (percentage) 50.1% #DIV/0! #DIV/0!

None, Minimum or Few
Average or Some
Several, Yes, Maximun or Lots

The evaluation forms were developed to allow 
the participant to score the study area for a 
variety of qualities.  These forms were broken 
down into fi ve major categories:

-  Condition - the overall maintenance and  
pride from users and maintenance  staff 

-  Eff ectiveness -  the activities and use of an 
area

-  Comfort & Image - overall appearance and 
safety of an area

-  Access & Linkages - physical connections 
and access to an area

-  Sustainability -  social, environmental and 
economic qualities of an area.

The color coded spreadsheet represents all 
walking audit tallied results.  The yellow color 
indicates that the respondents on average 
found none, minimum or few characteristics 
related to a given quality.  Orange represents 
average or some of the characteristics of 
a given quality were found to be present. 
Green indicates that on average, respondents 
found the number of attributes of a given 
characteristic to be in good condition or 
present in suitable amounts.  This activity also 
provides a weighted total percentage of each 
respondents answers to allow the researchers 
to identify whether a given respondent was 
especially positive or negative.

Quantifying this information helps the 
project team focus in on areas where 
people commonly found shortcomings as 
well as consensus on specifi c high quality 
characteristics.
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A.9.2 Raw Salt Creek Marine District Walking Audit Responses
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Raw Salt Creek Marine District Walking Audit Responses
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A.10 Salt Creek Marine District Community Meeting

A.10.1 Salt Creek Marina District Exercise Maps: Overall Maps
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Salt Creek Marina District Exercise Maps:
Overall Maps
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A.10.2 Salt Creek Marina District Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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Salt Creek Marina District Exercise Maps:
Site Specifi c Maps
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A.11 North End Community Outreach Meeting

A.11.1 North End Exercise Map
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A.12 South - Pinellas Point

A.12.1 South - Pinellas Point Exercise Maps
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South - Pinellas Point Exercise Maps
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A.13 Central/West Community Outreach Meeting

A.13.1 Central/West Exercise Maps
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Central/West Exercise Maps
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Central/West Exercise Maps
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A.14 Mail Survey

 

 
 
 
 

A Few Minutes of Your Time Will Help Make the St. Petersburg Downtown 
Waterfront a  

Better Place to Live, Work and Play! 
 
 
Dear City of St. Petersburg Resident: 
 
Your response to the enclosed survey is extremely important… 
The City of St. Petersburg is conducting a Citizen Survey as part of the Downtown 
Waterfront Master Plan project to help establish priorities for the vision of your 
waterfront. Your household was one of a limited number selected at random to 
receive this survey, therefore, it is very important that you participate.  
 
We appreciate your time… 
We realize that this survey will take approximately 15 minutes to complete, but 
each question is important. The time you invest in completing this survey will aid 
the City of Petersburg in taking a resident-driven approach to making decisions 
that will enrich the future of our waterfront and positively affect the lives of all 
residents. To find out more about the City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront 
Master Plan projects or opportunities to participate visit www.fill-in-the-blank.com  
(Mindmixer address) 
 
Please complete and return your survey within the next two weeks… 
We have selected Leisure Vision/ETC Institute, an independent consulting 
company, as our partner to administer this survey. They will compile the data 
received and present the results to the public and City officials. Your responses 
will remain confidential. Please return your completed survey in the enclosed 
postage-paid envelope addressed to ETC Institute, 725 W. Frontier Circle, Olathe, 
KS 66061. It you would like to take the survey over the internet, please visit 
www.fill-in-the-blank.com (address provided by ETC) 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact ____Name___________in 
the City of St. Petersburg Planning Department at _(Phone & email)_________. 
The Citizen Survey is a tool that will benefit all City of Petersburg residents. 
Please take this opportunity to let your voice be heard! 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Mayor Rick Kriseman 
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Si usted tiene preguntas or no habla ingles, por favor llame al 1-888-801-5368 y 
habla con Terry.  Gracias. 
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Community Interest and Opinion Survey:  Let your voice be heard today!

The City of Petersburg would like your input to help determine priorities for our Downtown Waterfront.
This survey will take about 15 minutes to complete. When you are finished, please return your survey 
in the enclosed postage-paid, return-reply envelope. We greatly appreciate your time.  

1. From the following list, please check ALL the private and public facilities and amenities at the 
Downtown Waterfront that you or members of your household have used or visited at least once in
the past 12 months. 
____(01) Poynter Park ____(13) Gizella Kopsick Palm Arboretum
____(02) Albert Whitted Park ____(14) Seawall and/or Downtown Waterfront Trail  
____(03) Pioneer Park ____(15) Museums
____(04) Demens Landing Park ____(16) North Shore Parks (Elva Rouse/Flora Wylie)
____(05) Spa Beach Park ____(17) North Shore Dog Park
____(06) Straub Park ____(18) North Shore Softball Field
____(07) Vinoy Park ____(19) North Shore Pool
____(08) Granada Terrace Park ____(20) Northeast Exchange Club/ Coffee Pot Park
____(09) Mahaffey Theater ____(21) Municipal Marina
____(10) Municipal Port ____(22) The Pier
____(11) Albert Whitted Airport ____(23) Restaurants
____(12) Al Lang Field                                 ____(24) Shops

2. From the list in Question #1 above, which THREE of the private or public facilities or amenities do 
you and members of your household visit the most often? [Please write in the numbers below for your
1st’ 2nd, and 3rd, choices using the numbers in Question #1 above, or circle NONE.]

______          ______                      ______
1st Most Often         2nd Most Often             3rd Most Often             NONE

3. How would you rate the quality of the Downtown Waterfront facilities that you use?
____(1) Excellent ____(3) Fair ____(5) Not sure
____(2) Good ____(4) Poor

4. From the following list, please check ALL the reasons that may cause you to not visit the 
Downtown Waterfront more often. (select all that apply to your household)

____(01)Facilities are not well maintained ____(11) I do not know location of the Downtown
____(02) Too far from our residence     Waterfront
____(03) Lack of quality programs and events ____(12) Lack of public transportation
____(04) Lack of Downtown Waterfront Parking ____(13) Event times are not convenient
____(05) Use facilities in other cities ____(14) Entry fees are too high
____(06) Events do not interest me ____(15) I do not know locations of facilities
____(07) Parking is too expensive                 ____(16) Not accessible for people with disabilities
____(08) I do not know what is offered ____(17) On-street parking time limits
____(09) Municipal Marina is too full ____(18) Too hot outdoors
____(10Feels unsafe ____(19) Other:__________________

5. Which THREE of the reasons listed above would you consider are the primary reasons preventing 
you and members of your household repeat visits to the Downtown Waterfront? (Write your top 
three choices in descending order below using the letters from the list in Question #4 above)

      1st Choice: _____ 2nd Choice: _____     3rd Choice: _____

©Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan 1

Mail Survey
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6. Please indicate if you or members of your household have a desire for the DOWNTOWN 

WATERFRONT ACTIVITIES listed below by circling YES or NO. If you have a desire for a 
DOWNTOWN WATERFRONT ACTIVITY and circled YES, please answer the questions in the 
shaded area to the right by circling the appropriate responses.

Type of Activity
Do You Have a 
Desire for this 

Activity?
If You Have A Desire, How Well 

is it Being Met?

Did You or Members of 
Your Household 

PARTICIPATE in this 
type of ACTIVITY at the 
Downtown Waterfront 

during the past 12 
months?

Yes No Fully 
Met

Mostly 
Met

Partly 
Met

Not 
Met Yes No

A. Walk Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
B. Visit a museum Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No

C. Attend a concert,
festival or special event Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No

D. Shop Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
E. Go to the movies Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
F. Live theater Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
G. Dine out Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
H Kayak/Paddleboard Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
I People watch Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
J. Surf the internet Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
K. Sightsee Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
L. Pick-up sports Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
M. Volunteer Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
N. Fish Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
O. Bird watch Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
P. Picnic/Barbecue Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
Q. Boat/ Sail Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
R. Photography Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
S. Organized/Spectator sports Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
T. Cycle Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
U. Skateboard/Rollerblade Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
V. Sunbathe Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
W. Read Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
X. Jog/ Run//Exercise Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No
Y. Swim Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No

Z. Observe/Enjoy natural 
landscape Yes No 4 3 2 1 Yes No

7. Which FOUR of the Downtown Waterfront activities listed above do you think are most important 
for you and members of your household? (Write your top four choices below in descending order 
using the letters from the list in Question #6 above)

      1st Choice: _____ 2nd Choice: _____     3rd Choice: _____ 4th Choice: _____      

©Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan 2
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8. The following are some benefits that you and your household may receive from the City of St. 
Petersburg Downtown Waterfront. For each potential benefit, please indicate your level of 
agreement with the benefits provided by the Downtown Waterfront by circling the corresponding 
number.  

Benefits Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly 

Disagree
Don’t 
Know

A. Improves physical health and fitness 1 2 3 4 5 0
B. Attracts tourists to St. Petersburg 1 2 3 4 5 0
C. Makes the City of Petersburg a more desirable place to live 1 2 3 4 5 0
D. Protects historical attributes of the City and Downtown Waterfront 1 2 3 4 5 0
E. Increases environmental awareness 1 2 3 4 5 0
F. Preserves open space 1 2 3 4 5 0
G. Increases property values 1 2 3 4 5 0
H. Improves mental health and reduces stress 1 2 3 4 5 0
I. Increases opportunities for people of different cultures to interact 1 2 3 4 5 0
J. Helps attract new residents and businesses to St. Petersburg 1 2 3 4 5 0
K. Other: ___________________________________________ 1 2 3 4 5 0

9. Which THREE of the BENEFITS from the list in Question #8 are most important to you and members 
of your household?  [Using the letters in Question #8 above, please write in the letters below for your 1st,
2nd, and 3rd choices, in descending order or circle ‘NONE.’]

1st Choice: _____             2nd Choice: _____        3rd Choice: _____ NONE

10. When accessing the City of Petersburg’s Downtown Waterfront, what modes of transportation do 
you and members of your household typically use? (Select all that you or your household uses)

____ (1) Private Motor Vehicle ____ (4) Taxi ____ (7) Private Shuttle
____ (2) Bicycle ____ (5) Trolley/Looper ____ (8) Boat or Watercraft
____ (3) Walk ____ (6) Public Bus (PSTA) ____ (9) Other:_________________

11. From those you identified as modes of transportation used to access the Downtown Waterfront, 
which two modes would you prefer for future use? [Write your top two choices below using the numbers 
from the list in Question #10 above.]

      1st Choice: _____ 2nd Choice: _____

12. How would you rate the convenience of parking when visiting the Downtown Waterfront?
____(1) Excellent ____(4) Poor
____(2) Good ____(5) Not sure
____(3) Fair

13. What is the maximum distance you would be willing to walk from home or a parking space to 
access a meaningful activity or facility such as a restaurant, museum, event or visit to the 
Downtown Waterfront?

____(1) 1 city block (about 1-2 minutes) ____(4) ½ mile (about 10-15 minutes)
____(2) 2-3 city blocks (about 3-5 minutes) ____(5) More than ½ mile (15+ minutes)
____(3) 5 city blocks (about 5-10 minutes)

©Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan 3
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14. How supportive are you of continued private businesses (ex. Hanger Restaurant or Fresco’s 
Waterfront Bistro) or other organizations (ex. The Dali Museum or St. Petersburg Museum of 
History) being located within the Downtown Waterfront area?
____(1) Very Supportive
____(2) Somewhat Supportive

____(3) Not Supportive
____(4) Not Sure

15. From the following list, please check ALL the private business opportunities that you would be 
supportive of if located on public property if a usage fee would be paid to help support the 
operation and maintenance of the Downtown Waterfront.
____(1) Concession/café 
____(2) Commercial shopping area
____(3) Boat storage and docking
____(4) Extreme sports venue (skatepark)
____(5) Hotel or lodging ____(5) None

____(6) Restaurants
____(7) Fitness facility
____(8) Splash ground
____(9) Advertisements/Billboards
____(10) None

16. From those you identified as being supportive of in the previous question, which THREE business 
opportunities would you be most supportive of being located on the Downtown Waterfront if 
revenues helped to operate and maintain the waterfront? [Write your top three choices below in 
descending order using the numbers from the list in Question #15 above.]

1st Choice: _____             2nd Choice: _____     3rd Choice: _____     

17. From the list below, please indicate the level of priority each action should be for the City of St. 
Petersburg to improve the Downtown Waterfront.

                     High Medium     Low Not    Not a          
What level of priority should the following action be for the City of Petersburg:                    Priority Priority Priority     Sure     Priority
(A) Create places to dining-out/more restaurants ............... ........................ ...5 ........ 4………3…..…2…….1
(B)  Improve public transit access to Downtown Waterfront . ....................... ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(C)  Provide more shopping/retail opportunities . ................ ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(D)  Provide more public art .................. ............ ................ ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(E)  Preserve more open space............ ............ ................ ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(F) Improve parking capacity and access ......... ................ ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(G) Expand transient/courtesy docks.... .......... ................. ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(H)  Provide more opportunities for residential development ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(I) Extend runway at Albert Whitted Airport ...... ................. ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(J) Promote redevelopment of Albert Whitted Water Treatment Plant Site .. ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(K) Maintain the Salt Creek Marine Service District ............ ....................... ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(L) Enhance walking/ped. and bicycle access to Downtown Waterfront ...... ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1
(M) Expand opportunities in the Innovation District ............. ........................ ...5 ........ 4.........3 ........ 2....... 1

(USFSP, SRI, All Children’s/Johns Hopkins, Bayfront Health)

18. Which FOUR of the actions from the list in Question #17 would you be most willing to fund with your 
tax dollars? [Using the letters in the left hand column of Question #17 above, please write in the letters 
below for your 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th choices, in descending order, or circle ‘NONE’.]

      1st Choice: _____        2nd Choice: _____     3rd Choice: _____       4th Choice: _____    NONE

©Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan 4
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19. If you or your household had $100 to spend in the Downtown Waterfront area, how would your 
spend your funds among the categories listed below? [Please be sure your total adds up to $100.]

      $ ______ Local transportation to and from Downtown Waterfront area (public transit, vehicle or boat)

$ ______ Parking fee 

$ ______ Admissions and entry fees 

$ ______ Dining out at restaurants or bars 

$ ______ Souvenirs and other tourism mementos

$ ______ Picnicking or takeout food 

$ ______ At-will activities such as fishing, games, exercise, etc.

$ ______ Other: ________________________________________

$   100 TOTAL

20. Counting yourself, how many people in your household are?
Under age 5 ____ Ages 15-19 ____ Ages 35-44 ____ Ages 65-74 ____
Ages 5-9 ____ Ages 20-24 ____ Ages 45-54 ____ Ages 75+ ____
Ages 10-14 ____ Ages 25-34 ____ Ages 55-64 ____

21. What is your age? _______

22. Check ALL of the following that describes your household race/ethnicity.  (Check all that apply.)
____ (1) Hispanic ____ (7) White – Non Hispanic
____ (2) Latino ____ (8) White – Hispanic
____ (3) Black – African American ____ (9) Far East Asian (ex. – Chinese, Korean)
____ (4) Black – Other (ex. – Haitian, Other West Indies) ____ (10) South Asian (ex. – Indian, Pakistani)
____ (5) American Indian/Alaska Native ____ (11) Asian – Other (ex. – Laotian, Thai, Vietnamese)
____ (6) Pacific Islander ____ (12) Other: ___________________

23. Check the timeframe that best represents the length of time your household has lived or worked in 
the City of St. Petersburg.

           Less than 5 Years: _____                      5 to 15 Years: _____                More than 15 Years: _____

   24. What is your household income?    
____ (1) Under $14,999 ____ (4) $50,000-$99,999
____ (2) $15,000-$29,999 ____ (5) $100,000 or more
____ (3) $30,000-$49,999

This concludes the survey. Thank you for your time.
Please Return Your Completed Survey in the Enclosed Return-Reply Envelope Addressed to:

ETC Institute, 725 W. Frontier Circle, Olathe, KS 66061

Your response will remain completely confidential. The address information on the sticker to the right will 
ONLY be used to help identify areas with special interests.

©Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for City of St. Petersburg Waterfront Master Plan 5
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Q1. Private/Public Facilities and Amenities at the Downtown Waterfront 
that Respondent households Have Used or Visited in the Past 12 Months

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Findings Report for a Statistically Valid St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Survey

Charts and Graphs 1
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Q3. How Respondent Households Rate the 
Overall Quality of the Downtown Waterfront Facilities

by percentage of respondents who have used the facilities in the past 12 months (excluding not provided)
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Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q4. Reasons that May Cause Respondent Households 
to not Visit the Downtown Waterfront More Often

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q5. Primary Reasons that Prevent Respondent Households 
from Repeat Visits to the Downtown Waterfront
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices 

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q6. Respondent Households Desire for Downtown Waterfront Activities

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q6b. How Well Downtown Waterfront Activities 
Meet the Desires of Respondent Households

by percentage of households that have a need for programs

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q6c. Downtown Waterfront Activities Respondent Households 
Have Participated in During the Past 12 Months

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q7. Downtown Waterfront Activities that Are the 
Most Important to Respondent Households 

by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top four choices 

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q8. Benefits that Respondent Households Receive from 
the City of St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront

by percentage of households (excluding don’t know)

Makes the City of St. Petersburg a more 
desirable place to live

Helps attract new residents and 
businesses to St. Petersburg

Protects historical attributes of the City 
and Downtown Waterfront

Increases opportunities for people of 
different cultures to interact

Attracts tourists to St. Petersburg

Improves physical health and fitness

Preserves open space

Increases property values

Increases environmental awareness

Other

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Other
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Q9. Benefits that Are the Most Important to Respondent Households 
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices 

Makes the City of St. Petersburg a more 
desirable place to live

Protects historical attributes of the City and 
Downtown Waterfront

Helps attract new residents and businesses 
to St. Petersburg

Increases opportunities for people of 
different cultures to interact

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q10. Modes of Transportation Respondent Households 
Use to Access the Downtown Waterfront

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q11. Modes of Transportation Respondent Households 
Prefer for Future Use to Access the Downtown Waterfront

by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top two choices 

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Q12. How Respondent Households Rate the Convenience 
of Parking when Visiting the Downtown Waterfront

by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

Excellent
4%

Good
16%

Fair
45%

Poor
30%

Not Sure
5%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Findings Report for a Statistically Valid St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Survey

Charts and Graphs 7



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook440

Q13. Maximum Distance Respondent Households Would be Willing to 
Walk from Home or Parking Space to Access an Activity or 

Facility or Visit to the Downtown Waterfront
by percentage of respondents (excluding don’t know)

1 city block 
8%

2-3 city blocks 
26%

5 city blocks 
32%

½ mile
18%

More than ½ mile
16%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Q14. Respondent Households Level of Support for Continued Private businesses
or Other Organizations Being Located within the Downtown Waterfront Area

by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

Very Supportive
75%

Somewhat Supportive
20%

Not Supportive
2%

Not Sure
3%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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35%
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13%
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Concession/café

Commercial shopping area

Splash ground

Hotel or lodging

Boat storage and docking

Fitness facility

Extreme sports venue (e.g. skatepark)

Advertisements/Billboards

None
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by percentage of respondents (multiple selections possible)

Q15. Private Business Opportunities Respondent Households Are Supportive of 
if Located on Public Property if a Usage fee Would be Paid to Help Support the 

Operation and Maintenance of the Downtown Waterfront

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q16. Business Opportunities Respondent Households Most Support Being Located on 
the Downtown Waterfront if Revenues Helped to Operate and Maintain the Waterfront

by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices 

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q17. Respondent Households Level of Priority for Actions the City of 
St. Petersburg Could Take to Improve the Downtown Waterfront

by percentage of households (excluding not provided)

Enhance walking/ped. and bicycle access to 
Downtown Waterfront

Improve public transit access to Downtown 
Waterfront

Promote redevelopment of Albert Whitted 
Water Treatment Plant Site
Provide more opportunities for residential 
development

Improve parking capacity and access

Preserve more open space

Create places to dine-out/more restaurants

Provide more public art

Provide more shopping/retail opportunities

Expand transient/courtesy docks

Extend runway at Albert Whitted Airport

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

10%

53%

52%

47%

35%

29%

26%

24%

18%

13%

10%
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Q18. Actions Respondent Households Are the 
Most Willing to Fund with their Tax Dollars

by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top four choices 

Enhance walking/ped. and bicycle 
access to Downtown Waterfront

Improve public transit access to 
Downtown Waterfront

Promote redevelopment of Albert Whitted 
Water Treatment Plant Site

Provide more opportunities for residential 
development

Preserve more open space

Improve parking capacity and 
access

Provide more public art
Create places to dine-out/more 
restaurants
Expand opportunities in the Innovation 
District
Provide more shopping/retail opportunities
Expand transient/courtesy docks
Maintain the Salt Creek Marine Service 
District

Extend runway at Albert Whitted Airport

None chosen

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q19. How Respondent Households Would Allocate $100 in Funds if 
Available to Spend in the Downtown Waterfront Area

by percentage of respondents 

$3

Parking fee
$5

$16

$57

$2

Picnicking or takeout 
$6

$7

Other
$4

Local transportation to and 
from Downtown Waterfront 
area (public transit, vehicle or 
boat)

Admissions and entry fees

Dining out at 
restaurants or bars

Souvenirs and other tourism mementos

At-will activities such as fishing, 
games, exercise, etc.

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Q20. Demographics: Ages of Persons in Respondent Households

by percentage of respondents

Under age 5
4%

Ages 5 - 9
4%

Ages 10 - 14
4%

Ages 15 - 19
8%

Ages 20 - 24
4%Ages 25 - 34

8%

Ages 35 - 44
13%

Ages 45 - 54
17%

Ages 55 - 64
21%

Ages 65 - 74
13%

Ages 75+
4%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q21. Demographics: Age of Respondent
by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

Under 35
16%

35 to 44
15%

45 to 54
24%

55 to 64
25%

65+
20%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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by percentage of respondents (multiple selections possible; excluding not provided)

Q22. Demographics: Race and Ethicity

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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Q23. Demographics: Length of Residency/Work in St. Petersburg
by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

Less than 5 years
15%

5 to 15 years
23%

More than15 years
62%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)

Q24. Demographics:  Household Income
by percentage of respondents (exlcuding not provided)

Under $14,999
4%

$15,000 - $29,999
7%

$30,000 - $49,999
13%

$50,000 - $99,999
30%

$100,000 or more
46%

Source:  Leisure Vision/ETC Institute for the City of St. Petersburg (December 2014)
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A.15 USFWS, Florida Audubon 
Correspondence

 

Public Input Phase II  
(Email or telephone between meetings) 

 
Peter Plage, FWS and Ann Paul, Audubon, email – 11/10/14 
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Peter Plage, FWS and Ann Paul, Audubon, email – 9/11/14 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Hi Peter (sharon response),  
Thank you for the background and contact info. I just left a voicemail for you. The stakeholder group 
focusing on environment and sustainability are meeting at City Hall tomorrow at 8:30 a.m. for about an 
hour or so.  
If you, Ann, and/or Traci can make it, that would be great. I've attached the invitation that previously went 
out. We are glad you called, and look forward to your participation in all of the stages of the Downtown 
Waterfront Master Plan process.  
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It would be great if you attended the community meetings and walking audits as you are available. It is 
really good for the community to hear from experts and passionate advocates. In addition, it is good for 
you to hear what the community is saying.  
Here are the websites as well: 
http://www.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront_master_plan/ 
http://www.stpeteinnovision.com/ 
 

 

 
 
 

USFWS, Florida Audubon 
Correspondence
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1.  Lassing 1 

 

2.  Lassing Dogs 
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3. North Shore 2 

 
 

4.  North Shore 

 
 

  

USFWS, Florida Audubon 
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5.  Photographer 
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A.16 Concerned Citizens of St. 
Petersburg
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A.17 Additional Public Comments

  >>> robin sterling < sterling2754@gmail.com> 8/28/2014 4:50 PM >>>  

August 28, 2014 

Dear Mayor Kriseman, 

I attended your fete at the Hilton last night and was crushed by it.  I, in fact, left in tears.  In the 
following tome, believe me, I am trying to spare you.  Please listen to me to avoid imminent disaster. 
You are headed for defeat with this idea.  Here’s why. 

 The international group you hired showed us slides of all the jobs they have completed. Sydney Harbor, 
Baltimore, Battery Park, and so on.  Have you been to those places?  I have. They are completely paved 
over. With a smattering of well groomed grass here and there for color.  Even the six mile walking path 
around Baltimore’s harbor is all cement and stone. And when I asked one of your consultants if he knew 
he would be paving paradise, he responded, in a haughty voice, Do you know who you’re talking to? Yes, 
I said. A man who is making a fortune in cement stocks. So the idea here is that you would like to see our 
waterfront cemented in, from Lassing to Coffee Pot. Even the trees in their world have concrete 
surrounds. 

I don’t think you know your audience. 90% of the people who were at the Hilton last night live 
downtown. Yes they live in a concrete world by choice. And then there are the rest of us, the people 
who don’t choose that kind of life. Be careful. This will blow back on you, sir. Who stopped the building 
of the Pier?  Us. The little people.  Who didn’t want a cement monstrosity of little value on our 
waterfront. 

 This consulting company wants to build beachfront restaurants. For a lot less money, you could put a 
pedestrian mall on Beach and the restaurants in place will be beach front. I don’t think people will be 
willing to give up their downtown parks for restaurants. I won’t, and I will object to this to the grave. 

These consultants claim their constructions will last 100 years or more. Have they ever seen a hurricane, 
I wonder? That’s going to be fun. Cement tossed everywhere. Dirt is much easier to clean up. 

We were given an all color brochure last night. It basically said nothing. When and how you can wander 
our neighborhoods, in the heat, with these guys. We already know these times and dates. They have 
been publicized everywhere. In the spirit of full disclosure, to which you’ve said you adhere, how much 
did those cost? How much, in fact, did the Hilton ballroom cost to rent last night? And for what? To hear 
what one little slice of your constituents want? Let’s hear the amount, and good luck with the trouble 
that brings. You know, one in ten children in St. Pete go to bed hungry. We have thousands of homeless. 
And you want to spend millions covering up the only reason to live here? Did someone at City Hall get a 
lobotomy over the winter? 

 These men, these experts, claimed a number of reasons to go with this plan. Fishing from land. We 
already have that. Recreation. Jeez. What more do you want? Bicycling. Bicyclists are already breeding 
like flies all over the city. Picnicing. Picnicing? Are they crazy? Look around. How can anyone ever 
improve on the picnicing spots we’ve got. We don’t even have bugs. Venues. Huh? What do we have 
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now? Barn dances? I think you want to be a Mayor Daley. When he was mayor of Chicago, he asked his 
aides how he could best be remembered. They said, outdoor arts.  He did, and he is. Do you want a Rick 
Kriseman Memorial Waterfront Something so you’ll go down in history? Is that what this is about? 
There’s no other reason I can think of. 

Have you ever been in the police station when it rains? Half the work force in the basement runs up the 
stairs. Why? Because the sewers and storm drains back up and the basement fills with rats. Some people 
aren’t bothered them and are able to keep working, I learned one day. How about finishing some of the 
projects already started? A new rat free police station. The Pier, which lays fallow. Light rail, which we 
are going to need badly soon. Traffic is growing unbearable.  Mass transit.  Do you want to be famous 
for a boondoggle? I don’t want you to be. 

 Have you ever gone to a concert at Vinoy Park? You can listen to the music and watch the dolphins. I 
guarantee you they will pave the park over and those dolphins will go away. OMG. Kill me now. 

Who is paying for these international consultants of yours? You’re going to get your hand slapped by 
your constituents for this. This is a huge international firm you’ve hired, without our permission, and I’m 
sure they are very, very expensive. They are going to be wandering amongst us for the next five months, 
attempting neighborhood walks in August (who thought of that?) and mingling with the little men, who 
happen to live in a million dollar condos downtown. Send them to old Southeast, where everyone will 
tell you that Lassing Park is not to be messed with. It was left to the city by Mr. Lassing, who made 
leaving it alone a condition of inheritance. Or to 34th Streeet, where people save their money for a night 
downtown and aren’t going to appreciate this vision of yours. Or to Central Avenue, which is begging for 
business and where business owners don’t want any more competition. 

Your consultants say they will pay for all of this by bringing in big events. Like the Grand Prix. What? Will 
we get to vote on this? Will it be something horrible? Just run it past us for a change, would you? You’ll 
be rewarded in heaven and in votes, I promise. 

Fact be told, this is a very, very bad idea, sir. You are going to wish you had concentrated on the 
business at hand rather than these sorts of expensive dreams. I’m not saying it’s not good to have 
dreams but take care of what’s on the city’s plate first. Please. 

Sincerely, 

A horrified Robin Sterling 

>>> robin sterling < sterling2754@gmail.com> 8/31/2014 1:04 PM >>>  
Dear Ms. Brekke,  

Thank you very much for responding to my frantic email. When the consulting group said they plan to 
have shovels in the ground by January 2015, I paniced. I have seen their work and I am not a fan.  

Do you know yet if there are any plans for Lassing Park? And could you please let me know what we are 
spending on this consulting group? Transparency and all that.  
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Sincerely,  

Robin Sterling  

On Fri, Aug 29, 2014 at 10:23 AM, Mayor <Mayor@stpete.org> wrote:  

Robin,  

Thank you for your email to Mayor Kriseman. Please be assured that it has been shared with him 
directly.  

 

Sincerely,  
Lisa Brekke,  
Executive Assistant to the Mayor  
Under Florida law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released 
in response to a public-records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this 
office by phone or in writing. (Florida Statute 668.606)  
 

On Tue, Sep 2, 2014 at 6:16 PM, Dave Goodwin <Dave.Goodwin@stpete.org> wrote:  

Dear Ms. Sterling,  

I am responding to your email regarding the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan ("Plan") on behalf of 
the Mayor.  

First, thank you for contacting the Mayor. The thoughts and ideas of St. Petersburg residents are the 
basis for forming the Plan, so thank you for sharing your early thoughts.  

Let me assure you that no decisions have been made about the Plan content, including any projects that 
the Plan may recommend. Further, I can assure you that there is no plan in anyone's mind that would 
"concrete" over our precious waterfront parks. There does seem to be significant support, based on 
early community input, for reducing paved parking lots on the waterfront and increasing open space 
opportunities. Examples given at the August 27 Project Kick-off presentation are only examples of other 
urban waterfronts that are important to those cities. None of those examples may be relevant to the St. 
Petersburg waterfront. Mr Davies was clear on this point and also stated that St. Petersburg's 
waterfront must be "authentic" and not simply transferring another community's waterfront to St. 
Petersburg.  

The planning process is designed to engage the community so that we, as a community, can decide, 
through an open and inclusive process, what the Plan for St. Petersburg's waterfront should be. AECOM 
is dedicated to working with the community for that ultimate goal - "creating the community's plan for 
the waterfront." I urge you to continue to come to as many of the community input meetings as you 
care to attend and participate in the process of creating the Plan.  

Additional Public Comments
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Here us a link to the schedule of September community input events:  

http://www.stpete.org/downtown_waterfront_master_plan/docs/Schedule_Walking_Audits_Communi
ty_Meetings.pdf  

There will be additional events in the coming months. To help keep you informed, I will add your email 
address to the Downtown Waterfront Master Plan email registry so that you will get notice of upcoming 
events.  

Please introduce yourself to me if you choose to come to any of these meetings. I look forward to 
meeting you.  

Sincerely,  

David S. Goodwin  
Planning and Economic Development Director  
City of St. Petersburg, Florida  
PH 727-893-7868  
FAX 727-892-5001  
dave.goodwin@stpete.org  
www.stpeteshines.com  
 

>>> robin sterling <sterling2754@gmail.com> 9/4/2014 12:27 PM >>>  

Thank you for your reply. I have unfortunately been to a number of your completed sites and I know the 
kind of work you do. Baltimore is all pavement. Battery Park is all pavement. Sydney is all pavement. 
Cape Town is all pavement. There is no reason for me to think you would do otherwise. The design is in 
your hands and you like paving over things. It is what you will suggest, because that's the way you like to 
go. You think it looks good. Unfortunately, I do not. The thought of it makes me hyperventilate and turn 
green.  

You have already discussed waterfront restaurants. "St. Pete only has one," you stated. "There's interest 
in more," you said. That involves paving our downtown parks. There's no other way to do it--unless you 
turn Beach into a pedestrian mall in which case everything along the Drive will become waterfront. 
There's no way to improve Vinoy Park except by paving, putting in seating. We love our venue. I will 
invite you to a concert in that park. I will even buy your ticket. Have you ever sat on a sea wall, watched 
dolphins, and listened to your favorite music? You CANNOT improve on that with pavement.  

Come to Lassing Park sometime and watch the dogs play, the kite surfers fly, the picnicers party, the 
fishermen catch TONS of fish from the shore. All the things you said you wanted to give us, we already 
have. You can't get any better than that park. You're including it, so I guess you're going to do something 
with it. I can't understand how, because Mr. Lassing deeded it to the city under the condition that 
nothing be built there, but I guess you're thinking of some way to get around that. I warn you; people 
will go berserk.  
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I like to be more than just a complainer, so I will add the following suggestions. Thank you for listening. 
Take my letter, above, to heart. Then turn Beach Drive into a pedestrian mall. Tear down Al Lang field 
and build a more versatile site. Put in a walkway from the top of Lassing to downtown, somehow, This is 
all we need. Then take your half a million dollars and go pave another city.  

Thank you for responding to me.  

Robin Sterling  

 

9/23/14 email 

>>> Dave Francis <slyda7@aol.com> 9/21/2014 9:23 PM >>> 

The downtown waterfront can be a beautiful and peaceful place to visit. My problem is there is not 
enough to keep you busy, we need more attractions. I have a question about that eyesore and wasted 
space, that so called stadium that is not used for anything except to use their bathroom’s. It is wasted 
space needs to be utilized or torn down, please comment, thanks Dave Francis 

 
Email from Trish Janey 10/10/14  
Subject:  idea: St Petersburg's Pool to the Star 
 
Hello 

Rather than trying to buttonhole you at one of the meetings, I'd rather write you this note. 

A low rise and a money maker for the city.  A family venue by day and a place for seniors to lap swim 
mornings or take their pool exercises but at night, the same sound systems transports younger working 
adults in their 30 and 40's...they can have a sandwich or a beer in an elegant poolside atmosphere under 
the stars. If the deck of the pool looked like our Courtyard does here at the Madison at night, the St 
Petersburg Pool to the Stars would likely become a famous tourist attraction and added water feature to 
our water community. Heating it in the winter is the least we can do for our snowbird guests. We want 
them to go back to cold country and talk about swimming. 

This Pool under the stars might jut out into the bay or be surrounded by aquarium. I am full of ideas but 
the designers have to make "special" real. I'd love to swim my laps at eye level with the bay or looking at 
a tank full of sharks. 

Our community pool downtown here is almost unusable to working adults, families and seniors because 
the North Shore Facility is almost entirely dedicated to suburban kids and their swim meets. Not really 
the folk that live, visit or spend downtown. 

2nd email from Trish Janey 10/10/14 
Subject:  forgot to mention re: Pool to the Stars 

Additional Public Comments
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You are invited to come and see our courtyard...the light really make it special at night. Romantic. 
I just want to be able to swim laps. I just don't want pre-teens squealing in the dressing room. 

Comments from Circus McGurkus Info Table 10/25/14 

More docking areas for visiting boats 
Approve concept plan then let developers come in and meet demand RFB for developers 
Anada visit 
Great restaurants! 
Rides, bikes, water, family activities to rent/ store on waterfront 
Pier- fix the concrete piece first, agree on design programs later 
No tall buildings on the shore. Revolving restaurant on top of the pier structure 
Do nothing 
Trees, grass “ central park of St .Petersburg 
Fountains to thematically do everything together big than other sizes, shapes. 
Million$ pier bring it back! (concept) 
More boat slips- invite more people to come 
Waterfront restoration! Mangroves! 
Pedestrian beach street 
Big amphitheatre, free up land for USF 
No development of waterfront- bring pier back to edge 
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Public Input Phase II  
(Email or telephone between public meetings) 

 
Email from Dieter Weber 11/27/2014 
 
Hi Sharon, 

We did attend the presentation and have some general comments 

1. The presentation appeared to be a shotgun approach and did not appear to focus on what is 
really possible. Where is the funding coming from to construct and maintain items in the plan? 
Is there phased implementation plan? 

2. Parks should not be used to stage events. Plan on some locations such as Al Lang Field or 
Tropicana. Alternatively, develop specific area(s) for events. Parks should be protected and 
pristine. 

3. May not be economically viable to process all runoff water. Stricter fertilizer ordinances and 
strict pollution enforcement may be more effective. 

4. Not much planning for serious response to sea level rise.  

5. Not much planning for integration of new pier. Of particular concern would be the new pier 
upland areas 

6. Consider expanding the history museum. 

7. A number of recommendations made me think of a Coney Island type of environment. We 
should be striving for natural beauty and architectural excellence. 

8. The meeting started almost 1/2 hour late because the city director of this effort was doing a 
television interview. This is not fair to the folks attending the meeting. 

Best Regards, 
Dieter Weber 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Additional Public Comments
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Email from Kerstin and Veikko Rinne 11/16/2014 

To Waterfront Planners, 
 
We have wondered, why there is no ferry boat connection between downtown St Pete 
(arriving/departing somewhere near the Pier with access to all downtown activities) and Tampa 
(arriving/departing somewhere on the Riverwalk, with access to museums, Amalie Arena, the 
port and trams to Ybor city). We feel such a connection would benefit both cities. 
 
We come from Finland, where there are regular ferry connections between our capital city 
Helsinki and Stockholm, Sweden as well as Tallinn, Estonia. The ferries, ranging from quick 
catamarans and hydrofoils to bigger cruise boats, have been a success and are a much 
appreciated mode of travel between the cities. Especially for those, who prefer a leisurely boat 
ride to driving, as many do.  
 
We see no reason why the same could not be true in the Tampa Bay area, where catamarans 
and hydrofoils could provide a quick and easy connection between the two cities.  
 
Kerstin and Veikko Rinne 
St Petersburg 
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Email from Warren Kenny 11/16/2014 

Hello,  

I moved to St. Pete last year and fell in love with the city so far. It is so artistic, friendly and 
innovative. I look forward to your work on the waterfront plan. I trust that it is in good hands 
with the new mayor. I love and respect all that he has done so far. I just wanted to give some of 
my own input. I came across this link and thought it may be something you could incorporate 
into the waterfront. It would not take any energy , and even if it was in just a few sections i think 
it would be magnificent. I think St. Pete is a city that could really benefit from this...especially 
down by Vinoy park. Each artist could be given a different section or it could be a collaboration. 
Thanks for all that you do, have a great day! 

http://www.likecool.com/The_World_s_First_GlowintheDark_Bike_Path_by_Studio--Projects--
Gear.html 

-Warren Kenny  

 

Additional Public Comments
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Email from Tom Cason 11/17/20014 

I attended the last update meeting at the Vinoy and the issue of parking came up. The fact that 
we have plenty of parking but folks don’t know how to use it effectively certainly seems to be 
the case. I saw the attached article in the NYT and thought it may be useful to the team as they 
develop recommendations. 

Best Regards 

Tom Cason 

http://bits.blogs.nytimes.com/2014/11/17/valet-parking-apps-eliminate-the-headache-of-
finding-a-spot/?hp&action=click&pgtype=Homepage&module=mini-moth&region=top-
stories-below&WT.nav=top-stories-below 

Thomas W. Cason 
Virtual C-Level Consulting 
175 1st St. South 
Unit 2408 
St. Petersburg FL, 33701 
941-779-8899 

Telephone call from Scott Salinger 11/19/2014   727.490.9674 

Appreciated what the consultants said about connectivity. 
2 out of 7 days a week – there is no connectivity due to events. 
Events and event planners’ convenience is considered more than the residents. 
The Vinoy was built in 10 months, surely the grand prix can be built and taken down in 
less time than it currently takes. 
Has anyone calculated the number of days per year that residents cannot walk the parks 
in a connected way due to events – 2 months for grand prix plus Vinoy has to be 100 
right there. 
Why can’t we require through permitting the following things (basically putting a little 
more expense and inconvenience on events rather than residents): 

o Grand Prix – narrower build/take down time 
o Construction projects – require more pedestrian-friendly timelines and 

logistics…it is always the cars that get accommodated and pedestrians lose 
sidewalks, etc. 

o Keep sidewalks and areas along seawall open during events and push fencing up 
so that residents not attending events can access the waterfront. 

Police do not care about pedestrians; the City needs to focus on more pedestrian –
friendly policies and enforcement 
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Emails from Traer Price 11/14/2014 
 
Hi Sharon, 

Thanks for taking a few moments after the presentation to talk with me. I enjoyed meeting you 
and I'm glad to see so much genuine enthusiasm and energy behind this project. I've only lived 
in St. Pete for 4.5 years but it's clear how important a long-term plan is for this asset. 

I asked about the possibility of a conversation focused more tightly on AECOM's assessment of 
the Bayboro area's role in the City–both today and in the future. So per your request, just 
sending a reminder that there may be broad interest in teasing out that aspect of the broader 
Waterfront Plan discussion. Bayboro's potential connection to the K-12 schools in the City was 
of special interest to me and was, in my opinion, one of the most powerful contributions 
AECOM can make to this conversation. All of the ideas discussed had merrit in terms of quality 
of life and aesthetic enhancement of the City, but in terms of a long-term, deeply substantive 
contribution to the well-being of the whole community I think Bayboro's current tenants and 
potential for growth are very exciting. 

I thought that AECOM's presentation was intelligent and displayed sincere concern for the best 
interests of the many facets of the City but when my table mate asked about the process that 
lead to the firm's selection I understood the root of the question–what appears to be an all 
white male panel of consultants feels like a disconnect with virtually any city today, let alone 
one with ongoing issues of inclusion like St. Pete (and I say "appears to be" in 
acknowledgement that one of them may be, like me, a very light complected black person or, 
for that matter, transgender).  
 
Since my impression is that AECOM can do a fine job and–bottom line–their selection is a fait 
accompli, I wonder if the City might invite neighborhood leaders into the fold at this point (or if 
it has already, make them a more visible part of future presentations), as the fine tuning of the 
plan moves forward? You mentioned having difficulty attracting critical mass to some meetings 
and it may be that a system of delegates from CONA (or chosen in whatever fashion each 
neighborhood sees fit) would work better in some instances.  
 
And in cases where the desire is for the broadest possible conversation so that larger 
contingents of neighbors (as opposed to delegates) can hear each others' points of view, I 
wonder about the choice to hold these meetings at the Vinoy. This is not a criticism of the hotel 
itself, which is lovely, but its image relies on some intended exclusivity and formality that may 
be working against you (again, I've not lived here long and certainly haven't asked around, just 
something to consider). I'm sure the choice had a lot to do with the capacity of the room and 
technical capabilities and so on, but maybe there's another room at USF or even the Poynter 
that would feel more like a public meeting place? 

I applaud the Mayor's desire to make this process accessible to the public and I send this email 
as encouragement to continue to try to draw the whole city into the dialogue because it's a rich 

Additional Public Comments
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conversation with huge potential to benefit everyone who lives here. The Waterfront Plan may 
feel abstract to many people at this stage but as the place-making gets more concrete and as 
metaconcepts designed to truly integrate our water with the fabric of our lives through 
City/school partnerships on the waterfront and the like I think the conversations will get more 
and more meaty and many people will want to join in. 
 
I look forward to attending more forums and sharing what I've learned with friends! 

All the best, 
 
Traer Price 
 
Traer Price Design 
www.traerprice.com 
727.266.9689 

On Fri, Nov 14, 2014 at 9:47 AM, Sharon Wright <Sharon.Wright@stpete.org> wrote: 

Thank you Traer, it was great to meet you. I will share your thoughtful comments with the team, 
and follow up with you as we move forward.  

How did you find out about the meeting, and would you like to be added to the email 
distribution list for the project to get updates and reminders as the master plan process 
continues? 

Have a wonderful weekend. Sharon 

Hi Sharon,  
 
Thank you for responding so quickly and valuing my input that way. I would like very much to 
be on any email list related to the waterfront (and pier if they're both in your purview). A friend 
who's involved with the Downtown Neighborhood Association sent me an email last night 
suggesting I attend (frankly I'd lost track of the date) but I'd seen the list of upcoming meeting 
dates on StPete.org earlier.  

Likewise, happy weekend to you! 

Traer 
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Public Comment Form from Shepherd Grimes 9/23/2014 
 
I live and work in the area to be affected by the city's master plan for the waterfront (SE), and have 
been in the area for about a decade now.  Until August of this year, I kept a boat in a slip at the city 
marina, on the south side of Demen's Landing.  Consequently, I have spent and continue to spend a 
great deal of time in the affected area, and am very familiar with the associated issues, as well as the 
opinions of many of the residents and workers in the area.  I love St Petersburg, and highly value the 
open spaces along city's waterfront, as do so many other residents of St Petersburg.  I think this is one 
of the reasons that city is so highly regarded among waterfront cities.  I think I can sum my general 
sentiment, and the sentiments of most others most succinctly by saying the existing waterfront makes 
the city as great as it is, so don't muck it up. 
 
    I work in the field of administrative law for a federal regulatory agency, and have extensive 
experience in the area.  Thus, I am very familiar with public processes for developing regulatory 
measures and policies at the federal level, but not so much at the state or local level.  What I have seen 
so far in St Petersburg is generally much less open and engaging that what is often required in my 
areas of expertise.  I have been following the discussions of the development of the waterfront plan, 
including attending the kickoff, and the first meeting held in the old SE (Quaker House).  
Unfortunately, I have not been overly impressed with what I have observed, and seriously question 
the degree to which the city and the contractor hired by the city are actually interested in soliciting 
meaningful public input on the plan.  My impressions and suspicions are that the process is intended 
to create more of a facade of soliciting public input than it is to actually solicit such input.  Fortunately, 
I have this option available for providing more meaningful input, so I am taking the time to avail 
myself of it.   
 
     Thus far, I have seen and heard much talk of process and concern for what the locals want out of the 
waterfront, but have not seen much effort to meaningfully solicit that input.  Holding poorly 
publicized meetings, where a hired contractors discuss mostly process and citizen participants are 
encouraged to talk amongst themselves about existing and desired uses in the waterfront, does not, 
in my opinion, effectively solicit meaningful input.  It would certainly not seem to effectively solicit 
input on the substance of any future plan.  Having the public jot down a few solicited remarks in 
response to vague presentations and statements about desires for the waterfront, does not seem 
particularly effective and serving what should be the purpose of public participation in the 
development of the plan.  It does more to communicate the intentions of those doing the talking, but 
even that has not been very clearly articulated, other than the intended process for appearing to 
collect public input.  I could certainly be wrong about the underlying intent of the process and it 
effectiveness, and sincerely hope that I am, but only time will tell. 
 

Additional Public Comments
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     I know it is early in the process, but the development of the plan is necessarily going to move 
quickly.  The faster the substance of the plan can be placed on the table, the sooner the city can begin 
to receive meaningful feedback relative to it.  The contractor has been stating that it will be an 
iterative process, but it appears that all the public input is going to occur before there is a draft of the 
plan on the table.  That does not sound iterative to me.  It suggests that the public will talk about the 
things people like and want before the city and the contractor close the doors and develop what they 
think is best for the city.  The end result is likely to be the same as what has occurred relative to plans 
for the pier, which should clearly demonstrate its ineffectiveness, as well as the likely political 
consequences. 
 
     What little substantive discussion I did hear out of the contractors at the kickoff event was vague 
and equivocal, even for such an early stage event, which left me with very mixed feelings.  There was 
much lip service paid things such as environmental stainability, environmental sensitivity, natural 
areas, and even improving water quality.  That sounded fantastic to most of us.  However, such 
remarks were belied by statements relating to what I suspect is the true motivation, expanding 
commercial uses in the waterfront to increase tax revenues that are used to pay for waterfront 
"improvements."  The presenter who spoke of expanding commercial uses also specifically stated that 
there was only one restaurant along the waterfront in St Petersburg.  Presumably, this was a reference 
to Fresco's, but it was grossly inaccurate.  It completely ignores Fish Tales on Salt Creek, the restaurant 
space at the Haborage, and the host of bars and restaurants lining Beach Drive across from Straub 
Park, the vast majority of which have an unobstructed view of the bay across the open public spaces 
that residents of this city cherish so greatly.   
 
     This kind of distortion of fact only serves to feed the suspicions that already exist among residents 
like myself.  If the city needs to increase tax revenue to pay for these alleged improvements to the 
waterfront, then I say leave the waterfront as it is, and continue to pay for maintenance as the city has 
for decades, with our existing sales tax, property tax, and other revenues.  If the cost is the loss of free 
public use and the loss of natural space, we do not need these type of alleged "improvements."  The 
notion that we need the improvements to generate more revenue to fund the improvements is 
completely circular and illogical.  I know that I voted for the city to develop a mater plan thinking that 
it would be a way to protect the open nature of the existing waterfront, and all of the citizens I have 
heard voice opinions on the matter, had the same notion in mind.  The electorate did not vote to 
create a plan to expand development in the public spaces along the waterfront, they voted to create a 
plan to protect those spaces. 
 
     Finally, I would like to express my extreme disappointment with the fact that the city has hired an 
undoubtedly expensive contractor to lead a public process that the city should be fully capable of 
conducting on its own.  Is the bill for the services something else the increased tax revenues need to 
cover?  I completely appreciate the need to hire someone with the architectural expertise to draft the 
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actual plan, as well as the need for that someone to participate in the public process and gain a better 
understanding of the needs and desires of the body politic.  However, paying someone to be the face 
of the plan's development, while city employees sit back and engage only on the periphery, once 
again gives the impression that the efforts to engage the public are a facade.  Is this intended to shield 
city officials?  Is it intended to provide plausible deniability when the result of the eventual plan is 
public outrage?  These are the types of suspicions that the decision engenders in me, and I know I am 
not alone. 
 
     I ask that the city expand public review and participation in the plan, after there is a more defined 
product available, preferably one or more actual draft plans.  That is the point at which public input 
can be more meaningful, and city officials can more meaningfully gauge the likely public response 
come election day.  I really would hate to see the waterfront plan end up like the pier.  I thank you for 
the opportunity to provide input and participate in the process, and hope that the city's elected 
officials thoughtfully consider these comments. 

Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments

The following 12 pages are a vision for the waterfront 
submitted to the City of St. Petersburg by concerned 
citizen Dan Harvey Jr. of Harvey & Partners.
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Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments
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Additional Public Comments
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Hello Sharon 
Hope your Thanksgiving was good.  
I wanted to submit this idea sketch for the Waterfront around the stadium and cultural venues. Can you 
add this to your public comment list? 
 

I really want to see 2nd and 4th Avenues extended to Bayshore 
I want to see that ugly surface parking lot in front of the stadium to develop as an extension of 

Beach Drive (could be a nice intimate sub-district) 
I want to see Bayshore narrowed from 4 lanes to 2, and Id like on-street parking added along both 

sides (today it feels like a freeway to nowhere). 
 
Talk to you soon. 
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Additional Public Comments
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A.18 StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
Topic Name Waterside Activities
Idea Title High Speed Ferry Connecting St. Pete and Tampa/Channelside

Idea Detail

Any redesign of the waterfront of St. Pete should/must include dockage for a large 
(75 feet plus) high speed ferry connecting St. Peter to Tampa/Channel-side.  The 
existing pier could be converted to service passengers (ticketing, waiting area, 
bathrooms, food & beverage, etc.).  This would be fantastic for residents of both 
sides of the bay, a great way to increase the transit options for Tampa and St. Pete 
(not to mention a few additional jobs), and a way to unify the Bay Area.  I would 
love to travel to Lightning games and avoid parking/traffic etc, and I'm sure Tampa 
residents would use it to attend Rays games.  While this isn't necessarily a 
"waterside" activity it is opportunity to enhance the overall accessibility of the 
waterfront and local businesses

Idea Author Rob R
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 36
Number of Comments 4
Comment 1 Yes. It's such an obvious idea that can't seem to get done.  | By Robert D

Comment 2 We could be like Vancouver or the OTHER Bay Area. Love this idea. | By Ryan G

Comment 3 Ooh! This is a really cool idea.  | By Elsie G

Comment 4 I agree. This was mentioned at a couple of the community meetings.  | By David K

Idea Title A "boardwalk" that spans from the Vinoy, along Bayshore to Dali

Idea Detail

Similar to what you see along the Seine River in Paris, these would be small 
"hawker" shops, food carts (not trucks) and semi-permanent tents that encourage 
foot traffic and shopping.  It would resemble the Saturday Morning Market, but 
operate from Friday evening to Sunday evening.  It would encourage buskers, 
performers, smaller one or two person businesses like what you would find 
abroad.  This is not to compete with the SMM, but organically flow from it, into a 
co-op garage sale, or an open air flea market.  
Infrastructure like power for stalls would be resolved using solar panels, expanding 
city sewage for stand alone restroom services, and shade along the waterfront.  
Wifi would be included, but no big stages or performance areas - all entertainment 
must be organic.  Revenue would be generated by leasing the spaces.  You can 
included some of the attractive design elements of the Lens design without having 
to span across the water.  Incorporate greenery for shade and cooling.

Idea Author Jason B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 32
Number of Comments 1
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title A gigantic fountain

Idea Detail
Similar to Chicago's Grant Park, a grand, European style fountain along the 
waterfront with a sound and light display would be awesome.

Idea Author Robert D
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 23
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1
There is a fountain by the Mahaffey that could use some TLC/ upgrades. | By David 
K

Comment 2
If the fountain would use salt water, I would agree this could be quite beautiful 
(and cooling).  But a large (fresh) water feature in an age of increasing water 
consumption (and droughts) is probably not a good investment.  | By Annette B

Comment 3 Actually this would be really elegant. I love it! | By Elsie G
Idea Title sailing and all watersport rentals would be nice
Idea Detail SUP board, sailing, wind surfing rentals. Eco friendly stuff.
Idea Author Marco L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 23
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Working Waterfront (industrial portions)

Idea Detail

Portions of the waterfront should be a working, industrial area that creates jobs.  
the southern portions of the waterfront should be recognized as a marine 
industrial area and the activities protected. the whole waterfront does not need to 
be manicured with cafes.  Id love to buy fresh seafood right off the boat (think 
Seattle)

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 21
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

I absolutely agree.  Increasing marine research facilities and related uses in the 
port would make for an interesting neighborhood and would diversify our 
economy. Access to that area should be improved for pedestrian/bicyclists.  | By 
Annette B

Comment 2 Fresh seafood off the boat sounds good. | By Elsie G
Idea Title Courtesy Docks in Vinoy Basin

Idea Detail Requires a beakwater. Install courtesy docks along southern edge of basin.

Idea Author Gene S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 0

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title Interactive Art Park on pier approach

Idea Detail

A fantasy walk of sculpture and interactive and functional art pieces leading out to 
the pier with landscaping, shade, walking and bike and train (small, open, tourist 
wheel trains) paths and perhaps a trolley to the end. Fanciful and amazing 
structures such as some featured in other cities like Chicago's "bean" and Atlanta's 
water park. Save the rest for the uplands and whatever structure will be created 
for the end of the pier.

The art park would, in itself, be the St. Pete icon we are looking for.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Dog Beach!

Idea Detail

There used to be an unofficial dog beach that was well used on the far end of 
North Shore Park where the sea wall is higher.  Since the "no dogs" policy has been 
since enforced several years ago, this area is unused by people and their dogs and 
no one else uses it either.  A dog beach area would be very popular and well used! 
and an unmet need on the waterfront.  With all that SP waterfront there should be 
a place to use without having to drive out to Fort DeSoto.

Idea Author Peggy H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Yes, there was a dog beach downtown and never any problems that I heard about. 
Go to the great cities and you will find great dog parks. | By P P

Idea Title kayak and SUP
Idea Detail Kayak and boating
Idea Author Aaron B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title I'd like to see paddle boats for families.

Idea Detail
Other water craft such as kayaks and paddle boards have been mentioned but I've 
not heard anything about paddle boats, something families could truly enjoy 
together.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title Create unique waterfront stadium/event center

Idea Detail

All major cities have big arenas/stadiums that host sports and concerts, but how 
many could boast one where attendees can view a picturesque waterfront from 
their seats inside the stadium?  Tearing down Al Lang and building a new, 
multipurpose stadium on a portion of the current footprint with seating primarily 
facing/overlooking the waterfront could create a unique setting that would attract 
more diverse events and artists with increased capacity to encourage bigger 
names to play in St. Pete.  It would also help give the Tampa Bay Rowdies a 
permanent home that could boost their chances of making the major leagues and 
allow a wider variety of events such as other sports and concerts as an attraction 
to bring people down to the waterfront when they might not visit otherwise.

Idea Author Garrett T
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title add a play fountain for kids

Idea Detail
It gets so hot most of the year and we need activities that dray families downtown. 
What better way to do that then have them cool off in a fountain.

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 For a great design, see the fountain in downtown Atlanta | By martha R
Idea Title Add water fountains!
Idea Detail Check out water fountains @ The Plaza in KC, MO.
Idea Author Frieda C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
http://www.centennialpark.com/index.php/things-to-do/fountain-of-rings   | By 
martha R

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title Enviro-Education and Conservation area

Idea Detail

A recreational and entertainment waterfront plan is all great and everything, but 
we still need the shoreline to do what it does best (protect the land with foliage 
and encourage wildlife). I think we need to set aside some part of the waterfront 
and restore it to natural state. This would mean mangroves and other shoreline 
plants that help block storm winds. This would also encourage nesting birds and 
other animals to the area. We must not lose the opportunity to continue and 
enhance every citizens knowledge of the importance of the water/land ecosystem. 
I know we lack a significant in water ecosystem, but the shoreline can still promote 
and educate a lot. The pier approach looks like it used to attempt this feat, but 
seems to have been lackluster and ultimately a failure. A small part of the 
shoreline with trees, birds, and educational signage would be great for our city.

Idea Author Dan M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title A small gaming area like I saw in NYC.

Idea Detail

Near the WTC i saw a small, compact park that contains six gaming/fun activities. 
Table tennis, corn hole, shuffle board, chess/checker stations, and two activities 
for children. I thought about the useless portico near the Vinoy and how it could 
be converted to something like this. I also thought about the gravely, circular area 
where the red sculpture once stood in South Straub Park. That would be a great 
place for a chess/checker pavilion with four stations, a few benches for chatting 
the players up, and of course shade, shade, shade.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title An Art Garden in Demens Landing

Idea Detail

It is my understanding the the Weeki Wachi funds are earmarked for parks and St. 
Pete could use a snazzy little art park. Of all the park area along the waterfront 
Demens Landing seems to get the least public use as a park. I'd like to see a well 
designed, well lit, art garden park that meanders from the bridge north to the 
length of the landing at the mouth of the harbor. Sculpture is obvious but I believe 
there could be shelters for other art such as the forest preserves put their maps in. 
If Demens isn't possible another rarely used park is the one directly across from 
Vinoy Park midway to the pier. I don't know its name.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Tap into the Permaculture community for direction on this awesome idea. | By 
martha R

Idea Title none. the waterfront is done

Idea Detail
we have parks and beaches downtown. all done. stop adding lights, trees, and 
concrete please. its looking like crap compared to 10 years ago.

Idea Author Paul S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title An Albert Whitted dismantling party for park conversion
Idea Detail This land must be returned to the people
Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1
the airport is self-sustaining.  it costs the city nothing.  it is part of the charm of 
stpete. | By charles E

Comment 2
yes...my husband uses the airport and often gives rides to visitors from out of 
town and gives them a tour from above.  We really enjoy the downtown airport | 
By Robin K

Comment 3

Albert Whitted is an asset to the entire community.We need more park space like 
a hole in the head. Think natural disaster relief,Bill S. Medical supplies, food etc, 
can be shipped right in to Whitted. The people have spoken to save Whitted!
 | By Donna K

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title I would like to see competitive boating events and tours.

Idea Detail
I think events such as powerboat races would be a good thing for the waterfront. I 
would also like to see harbor tours.

Idea Author John C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Water taxis

Idea Detail

http://theaquabus.com/
Check out the above link for the Vancouver Aquabus - would help with parking 
issues when there are big events downtown, create jobs operating the taxi boats, 
pubic transportation options for visitors, connect with trolley routes.  PS They 
should be pet / dog friendly!

Idea Author Peggy H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Keep North Shore Park simple with some beach renovations

Idea Detail

North Shore Park is already so beautiful and offers great views of the bay. 
However, I would suggest making some renovations to what little of a beach there 
is. If something could be done like Upham where the beach expands and the tides 
could be more controlled to reduce the low tide odors that would make an 
amazing improvement. (If this can even be done, I’m not an ocean expert) With 
the North Shore beach renovation we could expand the beach volleyball courts 
and offer an area for a vendor to rent paddle boards. 

I truly enjoy running, biking, spending time with the family and hanging out with 
friends at North Shore Park. Keep this area of downtown simple, with nice views of 
the bay and opportunities to enjoy a day in the park without the hustle and chaos 
of the other areas of downtown. Don’t get me wrong, I love the excitement of 
downtown, but North Shore offers the balance to that.

Idea Author Danielle B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title sculpture garden

Idea Detail

place to wander among serious artist sculptures.  send a coalition from our artist 
community with a budget each year to buy one special piece to enhance our 
sculpture garden and make it iconic.  (think storm king art center in the hudson 
valley except one of the benefits of st pete is being able to wander all year around 
the sculptures)  would add to our commitment to the arts.

Idea Author robin Y
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I like the idea of rotating exhibits better than a growing collection of the same 
pieces | By Andrea K

Idea Title A contest for the best convrsion idea for Al Lang Stadium.

Idea Detail
The past consensus has been this stadium is a dinosaur and needs to be removed 
so the waterfront master plan can proceed with much more worthy endeavors.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
this is the home to the Rowdies though. They consistently pack the stadium with 
fans. the waterfront is a beautiful location for a soccer venue and it brings a lot of 
people to the area. Why change it? | By Dan M

Idea Title yech. none

Idea Detail
are you kidding? loud machines? rental mopeds? jetskis? omg. might as well put in 
some more pile drivers and make it a party

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Movies in the Park

Idea Detail
Movies in the park should have a permanent location and infrastructure (seating, 
speakers, screen/wall)

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title Skate park
Idea Detail I like the idea of where I can skate and enjoy the view
Idea Author Franklin A
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I like the idea of a skate park , Albert Whitted Park would be a great location. | By 
David K

Idea Title Greater transient dockage.  Access to the water from land.

Idea Detail
Re-nourish Spa Beach.  Establish breakwaters to protect the basins and add 
dockage for visitors to access our restaurants and shops downtown.  Add small 
boat rentals.

Idea Author Ross P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title I'd like to see a "Drone" landing pad for St. Pete innovator

Idea Detail
Drones and "Go-Pro" cameras are here now and are part of the future activities of 
St. Pete residents. Why not offer a spot on the waterfront for Drone activities. 
Great to do and fun to watch.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

. I wasn't aware you need a "landing pad", I don't see this use as integral to the 
waterfront...i would think a drone "landing pad" could be implemented in a variety 
of locations if there was demand for one.  Perhaps down at Albert Whitted?  | By 
Annette B

Comment 2 That's really interesting. Maybe little boats with cameras? | By Elsie G
Idea Title fishing area along waterfront from sidewalk.

Idea Detail
I love that the sidewalk has been widen but I wish there was a separate lower 
sidewalk for the folks who love to fish.   Many scraps of bate and fishing line are 
left behind on the sidewalk and for a person who has a dog this is not enjoyable.

Idea Author Wendy K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Walk, Shop, Cafes, Events, Cycling, SUP, boat rental

Idea Detail
I'd like to continue our expression as a waterfront, outdoor destination by making 
more shopping, sidewalk cafes, events and other pedestrian friendly activities.

Idea Author Len S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title No pavement

Idea Detail

When I said this to Mr. Danielson at the first Hilton meeting I also said I have been 
to three of his other projects and I don't like all the paving his company uses. 
Baltimore has practically no grass. His response: "Do you know WHO you're talking 
to?" My answer: "Yes. A major shareholder in a cement company." I hope hizzoner 
is considering other mediums for our parks, but fair warning. An up close and 
personal look at this company's past projects will show you paving blocks and 
cement and not much else.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 1
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title A walking tour of public art

Idea Detail

Public art could not only entertain locals and visitors, but act as connectors 
between those areas with less use and provide a walking experience the City could 
be very proud of.  Seattle and Chicago are two of the more inspired promoters of 
their public art, but all major cities are moving in that direction.  The art could 
move viewers along through the city areas and out onto the Pier approach toward 
whatever the Pier becomes. The tree bench in Seattle is one of many pubic art 
commissions that entertains and offers a rest area.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 1
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
for more ideas and photos, you can go to http://www.seattle.gov/arts/publicart/ | 
By Patton H

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 495

Topic Name Waterside Activities cont'd
Idea Title Mega Waterslide in the summertime

Idea Detail
this would be a fun attraction....anyway to stay cool in the summer 
https://roadtrippers.com/blog/every-city-should-have-massive-water-slides-on-
public-streets

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 5
Comment 1 NOOOOOO!!!! | By P P

Comment 2
stay with urban park image, not another theme park-ish approach.  interesting 
fountains that jump and play and kids can enjoy would be more suitable i think....  
| By robin Y

Comment 3
NO.  downtown should not be turned into a water amusement park.  people 
actually here; it is a neighborhood. | By charles E

Comment 4
Build a beautiful fountain surrounded by edible gardens for children instead. Can't 
imagine it? See it here: http://www.centennialpark.com/index.php/things-to-
do/fountain-of-rings | By martha R

Comment 5
https://roadtrippers.com/blog/every-city-should-have-massive-water-slides-on-
public-streets  | By Robin K

Idea Title Promenade of public art

Idea Detail

Here is another photo of the type art that many cities are featuring to beautify and 
draw attention to their public ares. In St. Pete, such art could draw people along 
the entire expanse of waterfront by offering interesting "stops" to see the work 
and also reiterate our growing reputation as an arts city. Many local artists would 
be thrilled to compete with ideas for work and no doubt make their work as 
affordable as possible in order to be a part of the project. And the work could be 
done is stages if sites were incorporated into the first phase of the promenade. 

I can't find a place on Mind Mixer to upload an album of outdoor art from other 
cities or I would.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Night time Activities
Idea Title Make the area more pedestrian friendly at night

Idea Detail

Turn Beach Drive into a pedestrian only walk way at night - this will increase foot 
traffic, and restaurant patronage.  You can then start to utilize the opposite / 
museum / park side of the street for hawker stalls, booths, and give an open air 
reason for people to walk downtown, rather than just park there, go to their 
destination, and leave.  You want it to be a destination, not a means.  As it is now, 
that real estate is essentially wasted, as you're only making use of 50% of it.  
Retain the organic canopy, remove the parking, and allow buskers.

Idea Author Jason B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 34
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Major League Soccer and the Rowdies permanently in St. Pete

Idea Detail

I would like to see the City of St. Petersburg commit to keeping the Tampa Bay 
Rowdies here long-term.  This would hopefully mean two things: (1) Let the 
Rowdies build a new soccer stadium in replace of Al Lang Stadium and (2) Allow 
them to pursue bringing an MLS franchise to St. Petersburg as well.

We could host world-class professional soccer here that would have a global 
appeal.  Imagine not only having the best American teams play here, but having 
some of the best teams in the world here as well.  This plan would revitalize the 
sports nature of St. Petersburg due to the inevitable departure of the Rays as 
some point down the road.

Idea Author Adam M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 25
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1
The Rowdies feel like a small town team that feels uniquely St Pete.  Its feels more 
personal.  | By Ryan G

Comment 2

Unlike Tropicana Field, there are many other events that can be hosted at this 
proposed new venue besides Rowdies home games. Imagine hosting big events 
like Concerts, International Soccer Games, High School Football Tournaments, 
Lacrosse, Rugby, etc. etc. at this venue. These are events that can't be done at 
Raymond James Stadium because of the high cost of renting it out for specific 
events. This will be another option in the Bay Area to have these events in our 
own backyards. People from all over the Bay Area and the rest of Florida will flock 
over and spend their money at many of the existing establishments in Downtown. 
It has the great potential of becoming the biggest jewel in the crown of Downtown 
St. Pete.  | By Chris D

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd

Comment 3

A stadium for an MLS team would accommodate many other sports since the 
sightlines are similar  (think football, lacrosse, etc.). There already is a soccer team 
playing there (the Tampa Bay Rowdies in NASL), and they would likely be the ones 
moving up to MLS, so if built it would not go unwasted. Also, the current MLS 
season runs from March 8-December 7, so it would be use almost 3/4 of the year. 
| By Garrett T

Comment 4

I'm not opposed to a new stadium provided it isn't funded with our tax dollars. I 
like the idea of soccer, but there is definitely a risk here and we've already the 
done the "build it and they will come" scenario once. But it would need to be a 
flexible design that would allow for other uses...the soccer season isn't THAT long. 
And it would be good to design it perhaps in conjunction with an expansion of the 
Mahaffey and intergrating a better facility for the Saturday market.  | By Annette B

Idea Title Vinoy Basin at night

Idea Detail

I think Vinoy Basin could be a focal point of the waterfront, especially at night. An 
illuminated fountain that put on a light show at night in the center, or an 
occasional barge with a concert band at night. Much like Providence, RI has the 
WaterFire, we could light up the area surrounding the basin.

Idea Author Robert D
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 20
Number of Comments 3
Comment 1 I think it's a good idea if it's not overdone. | By Velva Lee H
Comment 2 I think this is a great idea.  One of my favorites so far.  | By Annette B
Comment 3 I like this! | By Elsie G
Idea Title Need boat docks so that boaters can make it a destination

Idea Detail

and thereby contribute to the downtown economy. Need more restaurants and 
shops. Consider building a complex that has parking on the first level, shops and 
restaurants on the next level and condos/apartments on the next level. A really 
good and successful model of this concept is Santana Row in San Jose, CA.

Idea Author Dieter W
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 20
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

I'm not sure where this complex would be envisioned. I wouldnot be in favor of 
sacrificing Straub park for more buildings. But maybe it is possible to locate it 
along the pier approach where the existing parking lot is. Could have a very 
attractive structure that provides views, eateries, perhaps place for rental (kayak, 
bikes) offices, and shops...with as Dieter suggests parking on some level.  | By 
Annette B

Comment 2
Definitely second this idea! Under Mayor Baker, the idea of a boardwalk along the 
water near the Vinoy got my attention. I was disappointed when it was dropped. | 
By Donna G
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Build a Soccer/Mixed use stadium on the site of Al Lang.

Idea Detail
I would love to see either a Soccer specific stadium or a mixed use stadium at the 
site of Al Lang.  Unlike the Rays, the Rowdies want to be in St. Pete and it's great 
having a professional sports team in a downtown setting.

Idea Author Patrick M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 20
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1

Soccer stadiums are usually at a more appropriate scale and sports fans usually 
patronize downtown businesses (because the site of the venue).  Ive see similar 
success when i lived in Portland (the Timbers stadium was at a neighborhood 
scale) | By Ryan G

Idea Title mls soccer

Idea Detail
Mls soccer will be the attraction for young families. As the new generation grows 
up, they will want to stick around St Petersburg for that and the fact that it's a 
great place.

Idea Author Marco L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 19
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title None

Idea Detail

Oh please don't junk it up with ferris wheels and jet ski rentals and paddle boats. 
Please have some class. Please don't ruin it. Please leave it beautiful and serene 
and green and lovely. We don't have to be commercial. We can be different. We 
can be lovely instead. Thank you.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 NO ferris wheels +1! | By P P
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Performing Arts

Idea Detail
There should be permanent structures/plazas/landscapes that could also function 
as outdoor performing arts venues such as concerts and plays.  Lake Eola Theater 
in Orlando is one example.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1
Let's not forget gentlemen that there are residences up and down the waterfront 
and concerts would be problematic, not to mention destructive to the parks.  | By 
Velva Lee H

Comment 2
I rarely hear of any performances there, so this would be a great time to include 
Williams Park with some TLC. Did hear something this morning that the city is 
looking into ideas for Williams Park.  | By David K

Comment 3
Williams park isn't on the water, though. But I do think it deserves love and 
attention. Are there performances there? | By Elsie G

Comment 4
I think we are forgetting we have Williams Park. There is a band shell and this park 
needs events.  | By David K

Idea Title I would like to see more dedicated bike lanes in downtown.

Idea Detail I would like to see more dedicated bike lanes into downtown and to the Pier.

Idea Author Jim P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
i agree.   something needs to change; the sidewalks are starting to get mighty 
crowded with bikes. | By charles E

Idea Title A bandshell at Vinoy Park

Idea Detail

It would make it much easier for musicians and shelter them from the weather. It 
won't disturb the ambience of the place as long as you don't disturb the rest of the 
park. All good venues have bandshells--Tanglewood, Aspen, Ravenswood, et al. Go 
for it! It would be a handsome addition.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 17
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 I think David is right. | By Ryan G

Comment 2 Not sure a new band shell is needed. Let's upgrade Williams Park. | By David K
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Performance space

Idea Detail

The idea of having an open performance space is nice. Just like a small 
performance pavilion where reservations can be made, but are not necessary if 
there are no performances scheduled. This would allow the waterfront area to not 
only house food, services, and retail, but live performances as well. This would 
contribute to the arts culture that St. Pete embraces and is known for.

Idea Author Dan M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 16
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
especially since we can enjoy it in all seasons.  more florida orchestra outdoor 
performances, american stage could do 2 shows a year, school groups and small 
professional music groups could use as well | By robin Y

Idea Title musicians, light displays, illuminated art sculptures

Idea Detail
individual performing artists much like many European cities, interactive and 
functional sculpture art.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Ferry ride and boat docks.

Idea Detail
Make downtown waterfront a boater friendly destination, maybe add a ferry 
service for those living across the bay.

Idea Author Alex M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I think ferry service to Apollo Beach and those communities is essential in turning 
St Petersburg into a region economic center (office and jobs) | By Ryan G

Idea Title Not sure what I want, but I know what I don't want...

Idea Detail

Not sure what I want, but I know what I don't want...I don't want to see it turned 
into a circus with street performers, and vendor booths along the park.  I like that 
it has an air of sophistication.  Let the West Side have the drum circles and Keep 
the East Side for the Arts, Fun Dining, Boutiques,  Natural Beauty, Fun Seasonal 
Events.  
To the minds that are greater than mine, I say, please don't muck it up!

Idea Author Peggy S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 0

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Art and interactive activites in Straub Park

Idea Detail
You could rotate art shows, hands on exhibits (like the Children's Museum), 
karaoke.... Anything that encourage people to walk throughout the park at night 
instead of around it.

Idea Author Kathleen O
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I really really like this idea.  It would create a sense of ownership in the park | By 
Ryan G

Idea Title Lot's of free live music etc. to keep it accessible to all.

Idea Detail
I want the waterfront to remain accessible to everyone, not just the well-heeled 
folks that can afford it. The waterfront should remain the city's crown jewel that 
everyone can see & use.

Idea Author Diana K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title On every Fri/ Sat nite,  different Venue of Music

Idea Detail Oldies/R & B/Rock/Classical/Reggae/POP/ or any others that can be done.

Idea Author BigMike B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title talks/lectures/spoken word/astronomy class
Idea Detail Excellent al fresco venue
Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title street performers
Idea Detail Street performance and arts like mallory square in key west
Idea Author Aaron B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Love! | By Elsie G
Idea Title Music, etc.

Idea Detail Free outdoor performances, drum circle with fire dancers, outdoor movies

Idea Author Elsie G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title A Indy library.

Idea Detail

Diversity keeps areas alive. We have enough bars and restaurants on Beach Drive. 
How about a change of pace and add a small Indy Library with fun and classy 
accouterments for the many "others" that make up our great city. BTW, the 
Literary Scene is growing handsomely.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 Yes, I need to change it to An Indy Library. LOL. | By Velva Lee H
Comment 2 With a late-night coffee shop would be great! | By Elsie G
Idea Title Music

Idea Detail
A place in Vinoy Park by the water for local musicians to play for an hour (?) each 
for "pay" into their instrument case. This is like what musicians do in subways in 
other cities.

Idea Author Anda P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Underwater lights that draw fish in view to watch at night.

Idea Detail

Around the time that the Lens design for the Pier was being promoted, there was 
an artistic display of underwater lights that fish were attracted to.  It was an 
interesting place for people to gather and just watch the fish as they would come 
in and move around.  Fishing at this area though and during that time would not 
be a good thing, because that would destroy the peacefulness of just watching the 
fish.  I think there was a little classical piano music in the back ground.  And i think 
the lights very slowly changed colors.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 Don't stop there robin s. The education won't be wasted. | By Amy P
Comment 2 Horrors! Maybe sea world will lend us their whales | By robin S
Idea Title pedestrian mall

Idea Detail
From Old Northeast to south of downtown. Pave beach, open it up for tables and 
people watching and strolling. Every place I've been with a pedestrian mall is 
wonderfully entertaining, upscale, gorgeous.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Pave the beach??? Surely you jest! | By Donna K
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Outside Dining

Idea Detail

The dining activities along Beach Drive should extend a bit further to the south. 
Keep lighting and sound at an appropriate level to ensure a nice ambiance.  The 
Hilton and other hotels should provide outside dining/lounges. More activity at 
night translates into a safe environment.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Shakespeare in the Park
Idea Detail Outdoor concerts and theatre
Idea Author Jennifer K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Amphitheater for concerts

Idea Detail
So many concerts already take place at Vinoy Park - a permanent venue makes 
sense

Idea Author Peggy H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Salsa dancing, especially if it can be at the Pier like before.

Idea Detail
there doesn't seem to be any salsa venue on a steady platform except for up in 
Pinellas Park and Clearwater in Tampa. we need 
One in St Pete

Idea Author Elena J
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title fountain with lights and music...

Idea Detail
it would be fun during the day for kids to play in and at night it can play music and 
light up.  Maybe add a stage in front of it for special performances.

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

Love the idea of fountains. Combining fountains, shade, walkways to create a 
waterfront that enjoys some natural noise reduction and cooler in the summer. 
There are eco-friendly fountain designs that use solar power and recycle water, 
also fountains that are on a very small scale in terms of water volume used.  | By P 
P

Comment 2

Are you serious? Aspen, Colorado tore theirs out. Wasted energy and water. And it 
cost a fortune to build. This is an idea that has not been researched or thought out 
by this participant, although I do commend them for saying SOMETHING, thinking 
up one idea, as most of our residents have not bothered. They are, of course, the 
ones who will whine when decisions are made. Thank you for this idea, as ill-
advised as it is. | By robin S

Idea Title More events on the side south

Idea Detail

The waterfront on the south side is underutilized; there is too much 
environmental impact on the folks living in the old NE, and not enough events for 
the folks on the South. You could run trolleys to Lassing Park and have music 
festivals and other events. Spread the wealth!

Idea Author P P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1

Lassing Park does not have the large scale access, infrastructure, or space to 
accommodate events like those that are held in Straub and Vinoy Parks. Lassing 
Park should remain a quieter, passive use park. We don't need every park to 
provide all possible waterfront activities.  | By Andrea K

Idea Title Lights and soft music

Idea Detail
The waterfront is beautiful and serene in the evening.   The lights in the trees in 
Straub park are inviting for a walk through the park.   Soft music from the portico 
would be enjoyable for a Friday and Saturday night.

Idea Author Wendy K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 7
Number of Comments 0

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Horse and buggy, rent multi-passenger bikes and gondola's
Idea Detail A band playing in the park by the restaurants.
Idea Author Judy M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Under water lighting

Idea Detail
Under water lighting (if deemed safe for the sea life) could be an easy way to enjoy 
the bay waters along the seawall at night. However no netting or fishing in that 
area of course.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Holiday events such as Veterans' Day, Fourth of July, etc.
Idea Detail I would like to see patriotic observances such as fireworks.
Idea Author John C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Outdoor concerts at various venue's near downtown.

Idea Detail
Create a bandshell at the uplands of the Pier for small events.  Redevelop Al Lang 
and make it friendly for medium sized events.

Idea Author Ross P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title turn the creek south of the city...
Idea Detail I think it is called Salt Creek south of the city, and turn it into a riverwalk.
Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Allow us to drink wine and beer along the waterfront
Idea Detail It would be nice to walk with a drink or relax in the park with a drink.
Idea Author Alex M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
I'm with Ryan, plus no sense competing with the very popular merchants along 
Beach Drive who provide alcohol in a safe, contained manner. | By Velva Lee H

Comment 2
Im on the fence on this one, most people would really enjoy this but Im scare of 
rowdy thug like people with open containers.  | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Art installations of light

Idea Detail
Creative applications of lighting along the water's edge, on the Pier and its 
approach, the seawalls, trees.

Idea Author Robert D
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title to have more food truck events
Idea Detail but add an outdoor movie to it
Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title weekly fire works

Idea Detail the same night of the week so it becomes a habit for people to come and see

Idea Author joel W
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

Since the noise from fireworks and concerts travels all along the waterfront, this 
might not go over so well with families with small children or pets that would get 
woken up or frightened by the loud booms of the fireworks every week | By 
Andrea K

Comment 2
fun idea.  but who would pay for them?  I think encouraging them for special 
events, keeps them special.  | By Annette B

Idea Title Waterpark or homes for people sleeping on the ground?

Idea Detail

Our city has an obvious large community of homeless people. This is a complex 
problem, but one that Innovision must address! Nightime activities should not 
include sleeping on the ground! Whatever we as a community are currently doing 
must not be working. Perhaps a different approach is in order.  Please include this 
important issue.

Idea Author martha R
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1

to those who believe there is a shortage or lack of housing-support facilities in the 
st pete area, i suggest you google "st petersburg homeless shelters" & click on 
"http://www.shelterlistings.org/"....   so yes, i believe downtown st pete is not the 
place for homeless people to seek refuge. | By charles E
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd

Comment 2

wow!  we all feel empathy for the homeless, robin s. -- you are not the only one!  
(it sounds like you think you are!) and given that, seeing them sleeping in corners 
or in the cold is not a good answer for them or for us.  and i agree with charles e.:  
when the panhandling becomes aggressive and you are actually worried for 
visitors to our city (i have intervened on more than one occasion...), we 
collectively have a problem.  why is it whenever we say the homeless situation 
needs a better answer, people think it is because of some sort of snobbery?  there 
are many places and people available to help support the homeless, to give them 
shelter and a place to sleep and many of us donate time and money to those 
places.  the problem is when the homeless refuse the help and then make our city 
dangerous and uninviting for tourists who are a key part of our economy.  we 
cannot help the homeless without those tourists coming in with money that helps 
to fund some of those community programs.  this is a tough discussion but we 
certainly need to have it and not run from it.         | By robin Y

Comment 3

The homeless are people just like us, who have nowhere to go and no protection 
from the world. They have substance abuse problems and mental illness and some 
are just plain down on their luck. There are, frankly, very few places they can go. 
I'm sorry they are inconveniencing you with their panhandling. Why don't you 
contribute to shelters like St. Vincent de Paul, and those people will disappear 
from your sight.There they feed up to 300 people a day because grocery stores, 
most specifically Winn Dixie (yay!) donate. If you want these people  off your 
streets, contribute to build more shelters and places where they can go with their 
mental health and substance abuse problems. If the homeless are not vets, there 
are basically no such services for them. I suggest helping instead of criticizing. It 
only takes $2 a day to feed a homeless person. And the only day shelter in all of St. 
Petersburg and its surrounds is SVDP. They feed and shelter 300 people a DAY and 
around 80 at night. No room for more. Where would you suggest we put them? 
Any ideas?  | By robin S

Comment 4
i agree.  the downtown business area needs to address the  panhandling & abusive 
behaviour  demonstrated by the homeless.  this town needs the influx of monies 
from tourists to remain viable & grow.   | By charles E

Idea Title none. its fine as is.

Idea Detail

stop trying to change things all the time. let it be. the waterfront is DONE. this is 
ridiculous trying to make it look like a mix of Sarasota meets Disney with all the 
crappy food on Beach Drive. someone get a big rubber stamp that says DONE and 
stamp Beach Drive with it.

Idea Author Paul S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Night time Activities cont'd
Idea Title Celebration party for the closing of Albert Whitted Airport

Idea Detail
Convert this prime public property that the public is prohibited from entering into 
a genuinely public park. City Council can do this without a referendum.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
It's a significant historical site. Let's honor it. Brings visitors and commerce to St. 
Pete.  | By Velva Lee H

Comment 2 No turn the Airport into a job creating employment area.  | By Ryan G
Idea Title remove beach and make it a pedestrian mall

Idea Detail

stroll. don't drive. walk to Lassing and up to Coffee Pot. The organization we are 
paying $800,000 to for designing our new waterfront is famous for paving things 
over (note their previous projects: Baltimore, Sydney, South Africa and their lack 
of grass). Please don't pave! Leave as is. Let us stroll, enjoy the lights, the sights, 
the food.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I don't understand your header. I agree, I don't want to see it paved, so I say, 
LEAVE the beach | By P P

Idea Title Permanent lighted outdoor art by local artists

Idea Detail
Many public art works are lighted at night and bring drama and beauty to 
downtowns. St. Pete should be leader in this regard.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title more concerts, waterfront dining, sm dinner cruises
Idea Detail nothing to add.
Idea Author charles E
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterfront Health and Wellness
Idea Title areas for meditating, more benches, tai chi classes in a.m.

Idea Detail

our waterfront is so peaceful and beautiful.  the benches are in tough spots and no 
one really maintains the areas around them to enhance them.  fire ant farms, no 
plantings to enhance smell and they are right next to garbage cans.   we need to 
do a better job of making these welcoming spots for meditation.  city could offer 
tai chi classes in the morning and charge a minimal fee.  also need to patrol 
meditation areas so they are not misused.

Idea Author robin Y
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title boat rentals in demen's landing...

Idea Detail
we need a place to get out on the water and be able to rent canoes, kayaks, 
paddleboards etc.  demen's landing could be put to use for this.  would also launch 
new small businesses.

Idea Author robin Y
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 17
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Protected bike lanes/lower speed limits in Downtown St. Pete

Idea Detail

The walking/bike paths along the waterfront are great, but getting to them on a 
bicycle is unnecessarily dangerous.  The is due to the absence of protected bike 
lanes in the downtown area (1st Ave North/Pinellas Trail is the only true protected 
bike lane in downtown) and the excessive speeding/speed limit on downtown 
streets.  I would propose lowering the speed limit throughout DTSP to 20 mph and 
the establishment of  a network of protected bike lanes that leads from parking 
garages to the waterfront area.  This would encourage safe cycling through out the 
city, address some of the parking congestion challenge, and brand the city and the 
waterfront as a great and safe place to visit and experience on foot and on bike.

Idea Author Cesar M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 3
Comment 1 More crosswalks, better marked crosswalks | By P P

Comment 2
Agree wholeheartedly. More protected bike lanes are needed along the 
waterfront and lowering the speed limit in DTSP is a great idea that is proven to 
save pedestrian lives. | By Ryan G

Comment 3
This goes along well with the new bike sharing program this is coming to the area. 
| By Elsie G
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Topic Name Waterfront Health and Wellness cont'd
Idea Title Shade, Bike Shares, and Bike Lanes

Idea Detail

Walking trails are great when you aren't in direct sunlight.  Having adequate shade 
is important.  Also, having a bike share program is a great idea. Look to other big 
cities that have been successful at this. Do not offer the first 30 mins free.  People 
will just return and rent out a new bike every 30 minutes to get a whole day of 
free biking!  This is how the bike share program in Montreal failed.  Also, bikes 
need adequate bike lanes.  No one wants to ride a bike if they are being driven off 
of the roads.

Idea Author Brian Z
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1
Shade is so important. Creating covered walkways with solar panels could provide 
the power not just for charging stations but also for lighting, music and fountains 
discussed elsewhere. | By P P

Comment 2
We could incorporate solar panels on shade covers to allow for phone charging 
stations. | By Elsie G

Comment 3
I was just noticing that most of the benches by the water downtown are not 
shaded.  | By Elsie G

Idea Title SHADE! You can't do anything for four to five months a year

Idea Detail

Without shade. Trees, esplanades, covered walkways positioned at critical points 
will make it possible for more people, of all abilities, to enjoy the outdoors more 
months of the year. It would be nice to have a covered walkway that would allow 
walking access from the pier and USFSP to the Dali museum, useful during the 
spring car races as well.

Idea Author P P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title extend the walking path to Lassing
Idea Detail otherwise we have everything we need
Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Lassing is very underutilized | By P P
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Topic Name Waterfront Health and Wellness cont'd
Idea Title Design semi flat, soft & shaded surfaces for free Yoga

Idea Detail

Am seeing some Architecturally designed outdoor space,  flat & semi-soft surfaces 
for yoga instructors to use free of charge, to teach yoga and Tai Chi under 
beautifully multi-colored umbrella's that span out 5, 7 or more to a row.  
Structurally designed for permanent placement.  (non-toxic and not fertilized 
surfaces, safe for bare feet ).  Potentially screened in during mosquito season.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Needs a restroom at Coffee Pot playground
Idea Detail restroom at coffee Pot Playground
Idea Author Jo-Anne W
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title workout equipment like that in other local parks

Idea Detail
I've seen very tasteful, simple and user-friendly work out "machines" in some local 
parks in St. Pete. They are actually attractive and built to last for the outdoors. I'd 
love to see some of those along the waterfront somewhere.

Idea Author Anda P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
Perhaps it doesn't have to be an either / or?
 | By Carol B

Comment 2 Id rather see an improvement on pathway connections.  | By Ryan G
Idea Title Increase in events centered around health and fitness

Idea Detail

Simple but powerful approach to having more events along waterfront - fitness 
classes, etc.  I consistently observe classes along the waterfront in the AM but they 
are nowhere near the attendance level of other classic waterfronts.  In addition, 
the City should take advantage of the water and provide for rentals (kayaks, bikes, 
paddle boarding, etc.).

Idea Author Jesse B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Waterfront Health and Wellness cont'd
Idea Title Discourage the massive influx of dogs on the waterfront

Idea Detail
Many dog owners ignore the law to pick up after their pets thus creating a 
health/pollution hazard.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
The health hazards are greatly exaggerated. Yes to more doggie bag dispensers.  | 
By P P

Comment 2
bad idea -- dogs contribute to the interesting walks.  perhaps we need more green 
bag dispensers to encourage dog owners to follow the law.   | By robin Y

Idea Title PAR Course

Idea Detail Great for parks everywhere! But not downtown. Too ugly. Lots of cities use them.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Strongly disagree.  The best ones look like sculpture.  And they are a great form of 
exercise. | By Mark J

Idea Title actually the sidewalk along coffee pot and around....

Idea Detail ...the vinoy are fantastic since they have been widened.  We use them often.

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title added rest areas along trails, paths etc

Idea Detail
Not advocating a return to the Green Bench City image, but some additional rest 
stop areas along walking/running paths and park areas would be nice. Design so 
they don't become new sleeping areas for vagrants.

Idea Author Ric S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Improving The Marina
Idea Title No rentals of machinery

Idea Detail

Nothing that doesn't require effort, that makes noise, that doesn't require 
exercise, as in jet skiis (way to cheapen a waterfront!) and power boats (SO noisy). 
Instead, bicycle rentals, sailboat rentals, anything that requires exercise.for 
enjoyment. Tampa now has a bike share program. Where is ours?.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I really miss the Tall Ships, and I would love to see a facility/berth for visiting Tall 
Ships. | By P P

Idea Title Have a non motorized small boat launch

Idea Detail
A small kayak/canoe/dingy/paddle board non motor boat launch would greatly 
benefit these owners.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title great options for outrigger and dragonboat teams

Idea Detail create facilities for team sports, recruit bay area teams to relocate to st petersburg

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
When they hosted the dragon boat races at the USFSP Harbor it seems like it was 
not enough of a success to be repeated. Perhaps better facilities would help. | By 
P P

Idea Title Berth for Tall Ships

Idea Detail
I really miss the Tall Ships, and I would love to see a facility/berth for visiting Tall 
Ships.

Idea Author P P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Improving The Marina cont'd
Idea Title Memorial to Honor the HMS Bounty

Idea Detail
The HMS Bounty's crew deserves to be recognized and remembered, whatever the 
circumstances surrounding the tragedy of their sinking during Hurricane Sandy, en 
route to St. Petersburg.

Idea Author P P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title more transient slips and services for visitors

Idea Detail

add a couple of dinghy docks where boaters would like to come into town shop or 
eat, garbage drop offs, free Danish and coffee for the first morning a cruiser ties 
off or drops anchor.  A couple of municipal marinas along the Intracoastal 
welcome visitors in this way. Leave a few face docks open for large visiting yachts 
if they are not already available. St. Pete has all the resources at hand to be a 
world class, international sailing center.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0

Topic Name Parking
Idea Title Bike Share Program

Idea Detail
Not sure if this has been mentioned. This is good for the city as whole. This has 
been a huge success in many other cities. This could help with the parking too.

Idea Author David K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1
The bike share I am speaking of would have pick up and drop off location though 
out the city and hopefully to the beaches. 
 | By David K

Comment 2 and definitely more bike racks!!!!   | By Annette B

Comment 3

Although I like the concept and it is popular in other cities (Montreal, NYC to name 
a few), none of those bike share programs make money.  ALL are subsidized, still, 
by the local governmental agencies. 
 I would be in favor of providing opportunities/space for bike rental companies 
perhaps combined with water sports rental.  | By Annette B

Comment 4 I agree. More bike racks would be great too. | By Andrea K
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Topic Name Parking cont'd
Idea Title Parking isn't an issue.

Idea Detail
The parking lots (Dolphin & ??) on 2nd close to the Pier are under used. Just have 
to be able to walk a  few blocks to downtown.

Idea Author David K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1

really like the idea of getting rid of the parking lots on the water and converting 
them back to park areas.... if the rays leave, we should use tropicana as our 
transportation hub (so many parking spots there already) and then trolley or bus 
out of there to different areas downtown....or better yet, set up shared bicycle 
option. maybe even move the bus station over there.  | By robin Y

Comment 2

really like the idea of getting ride of the parking lots on the water and converting 
back to park areas....   if the rays leave, we should use tropicana as our 
transportation hub (so many parking spots there) and then trolley or bus out of 
there to different areas downtown....or better yet, set up shared bicycle option.   
maybe even move the bus station over there.      | By robin Y

Comment 3
i don't know a city (asheville to nyc) where you don't have to pay a nominal fee to 
park.  if people are willing to pay for parking, there is plenty of choice. | By robin Y

Comment 4 We dont have a parking problem, we have a walking problem.   | By Ryan G

Idea Title Integrate free parking with a bike share program

Idea Detail

This touches upon a few topics here, but since parking is the largest component of 
the idea, I'll post it here. I recommend that the City integrate a bike share program 
and stations with the use of "free parking" lots. By using strategically placed free 
lots with the ability to use a bike share for increased mobility, this reduces motor 
vehicle traffic along the waterfront, with attendant reductions is noise pollution, 
emissions and accidents between pedestrians and motor vehicles. Proposed free 
lots and bike share stations could be placed at the Trop (in the off season), North 
Shore Park and Al Lang field.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title I live here
Idea Detail and I park here
Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Address 175 2nd St S 33701, United States
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Topic Name Parking cont'd
Idea Title Parking on weekdays

Idea Detail
As a USFSP student, I make great use of my parking permit for the campus.  Go to 
class, grab something to eat downtown, take a walk along the water, then come 
back to my secure car.

Idea Author Adam M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Address 250 5th Ave S 33701, United States
Idea Title citizen participation

Idea Detail

I am quite amazed at  how few citizens are participating in this process. But when 
you make a decision re what to do, I guarantee they will be complaining. No vote, 
no voice I say. Shameful behavior on the resident's parts. This is not an 
entitlement; we are paying this consulting firm $800,000 to come up with a plan. If 
you do not make yourself heard, the money will be spent in vain. And they will 
pave downtown. VOTE! BE HEARD! SAY SOMETHING!

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Parking on Saturdays
Idea Detail I park here for all Saturday events and Rowdies games.
Idea Author Adam M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Address 100 Central Ave 33701, United States
Idea Title When I drive, I park near the pier.
Idea Detail Lately, however, I have been riding the bus.
Idea Author John C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title We walk from Old Northeast.
Idea Detail When we do park, we use valet.
Idea Author Ross P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Parking cont'd
Idea Title Whatever we're close to where we're going.

Idea Detail

I have a pet peev about paying for parking. We want people to visit Downtown but 
don't give them sufficient parking. If you're lucky enough to find a space you have 
to have change to feed the meter (who carries a lot of change anymore?) or get a 
ticket. Let me tell you, the meter maid does her job very well and doesn't miss a 
car. It may be petty to some but it really bothers me that we basically charge 
people to visit the Downtown area when we should be trying to makle people feel 
welcome!

Idea Author Judy M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1

There should be a balance.  I do not want to give away high value water front land 
to parking lots.  Id rather see people park in downtown so that they patronize 
businesses on the way to the waterfront.    Also I would rather incentivize people 
that take alternative modes of transportation.  I dont want to be Tampa or 
Jacksonville, their water front are so auto oriented and boring. | By Ryan G

Idea Title We try to find the free 2 hour spots:)
Idea Detail especially when we can't find change
Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Topic Name Environmentally Friendly
Idea Title Covered seating (benches)

Idea Detail
Covered seating (benches) would be cool for sitting outside facing the bay. You 
could put solar panels on top and people could charge their phones there or rest in 
the shade from riding their bicycle.

Idea Author Elsie G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title joint venture projects with marine science center

Idea Detail

we have an opportunity to tap into all the talent in our community to participate 
in USF marine science-developed environmental projects.  if the city could team 
with USF and the brain trust of talented marine science majors and experts to 
sponsor key projects for our unique ecosystem here, you could ask city residents 
and tourists alike to participate. tracking, maintaining, journaling etc experiments 
that are run by USF.  i think people would come to learn from the projects, 
volunteer time and then might even follow the projects online after participating.  
creates an ongoing bond with the city and visitors and residents.   log on and see 
the status of the project you were interested in, perhaps with a video feed.  
activity doesn't have to be limited to bars and food.....educational activities along 
with museums can define us.  i am sure there is a way to incorporate art in this 
thinking too.

Idea Author robin Y
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Total revamp of landscaping with large canopy trees
Idea Detail Big shade trees
Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1 SHADE YES, but, please NO OAKS trees, half the population is allergic.  | By P P

Comment 2 What about edibles?  | By Mike J

Comment 3
Native oaks (Quercus spp) attract birds due to the birds love of food (insects). 
Would like to see more native plants used in landscaping in St. Pete, and especially 
the downtown waterfront area. | By Dave K

Idea Title Yes, but...I really would like to see more shade trees.

Idea Detail
I spend a lot of time in the waterfront parks. During the day finding a bench in the 
shade, especially at Whitted and South Straub parks is challenging. In addition, the 
benches could use a little TLC.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Shade is critical | By P P

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach



A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
:

R
A

W
 O

U
T

R
E

A
C

H

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 519

Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title Grass is bad for the bay

Idea Detail
Under-used grass/lawn areas should be replaced with native, low-maintenance 
plant material to clean pollutants and lessen the fertilizers reaching the bay.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
or even just zoysia grass rather than st augustine would reduce water and fertilizer 
consumption and usage. Karl Nurse has expressed this concern in a previous 
meeting i attended.  | By Dan M

Comment 2 I'm all for anything that keeps pollutants out of the water. | By Elsie G
Idea Title Stronger restrictions on use of herbicides, insecticides.

Idea Detail

Many people already know, the number one problem to water pollution is storm 
water runoff. 
Decreasing the use of fertilizers was a step in the right direction. But more needs 
to be done to curb or stop the use of harmful chemicals making their way into the 
Bay waters. Herbicides containing neonicontinoids and glyphosate should not be 
used anywhere, any place, at any time, let alone in our beautiful Green Designated 
City by the Bay.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title No, poor/no storm water treatment

Idea Detail
There is poor or no storm water treatment along the waterfront, especially around 
Bayboro Harbor, Salt Creek, and Lassing Park where trash piles up in the water and 
along the shore after heavy rains or storms.

Idea Author Andrea K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I said the same thing.  The parks would be giant stormwater scrubbers but still be 
amenities. | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title A food forest project would benefit the public perception.

Idea Detail

Designate an area dedicated to a food forest to help promote the idea of "clean 
and local foods" along with gardening, in a local setting introducing the techniques 
of polyculture and permaculture. 

Edible fruit trees and perrennials along with a large variety of beneficial plants 
(nitrogen fixers, dynamic nutrient accumulators, pollenation attractors, etc.)

Idea Author Mike J
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 14
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I like this idea in general, a lot, but I don't think it needs to be on the waterfront.  | 
By Annette B

Idea Title add wildlife friendly planting along the seawall.

Idea Detail
Butterfly gardens, small shrubs for nesting birds and more benches.The seawall is 
armored so can't do much about that.

Idea Author Kathleen O
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title No.

Idea Detail

Especially not if you build restaurants on the water or bring in boats. It's barely 
environmentally friendly now. Lassing, on the other hand, is. I don't believe you 
can disturb it. If you cut down the amount of traffic by turning Beach, from Coffee 
Pot to Lassing, into bike and walking paths, that would help.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Improve regs for storm water runoff from the boat yards.

Idea Detail

Anyone taking a look at the massive concrete surfaces around the boat yards can 
see there's really no sediment controls of paint dust & boat surface particles. The 
federal regulations may be there, but are clearly not enforced.  These 
contaminants falling into Salt Creek are the final blow, only make matters  from 
the flow of upstream runoff even worse.  There are no (functional) surface drains 
to divert contaminated ground water to retention areas.  There are no dust 
screens up to help catch wind borne particles.  Dust screens in concert with deck 
drains leading to retention areas would do a world of good to the health of the 
creek and the creatures who need it.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title Remove  sections  seawall to plant mangroves oyster beds

Idea Detail

We seriously need to give back to the bay what it so needs. Which is a natural 
habitat. Remove sections of seawall to replace with mangroves, oyster beds and 
spaces for birds and small fish to gather without threat of malice from fishing or 
netting.  Have a college student design contest for all outflow storm drains to filter 
sediments without slowing the flow of active drainage. Grants from the BP Oil spill 
or FEMA can help fund the project. Or funds from the tourism taxes.

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title yes
Idea Detail But more recycling should be available to the public
Idea Author Marco L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 More recycling receptacles | By P P

Comment 2
YES! More recycling receptacles. And while you're at it, automatic residential 
recycling pickup just like garbage pickup. They do it in Sarasota. We can do it here. 
| By Elsie G

Idea Title somewhat. quiet now but hate to hear loud vehicles

Idea Detail
The parks are peaceful. Keep them that way. We don't need seafood or any other 
vehicles that aren't compatible with the peace of the parks.

Idea Author Marco L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title pedestrian roads would be great...

Idea Detail
like the Lincoln mall in Miami.  It is a destination. This would encourage walking 
and you would not be worried about cars!!  I would put a kids fountain in the 
middle too for hot days.  PLus, a small stage for events on the weekends.

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 7
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title Now is the opportunity to add solar/clean energy features.

Idea Detail

For example the approach could be the first solar road technology in Florida;like 
what they are doing in the Netherlands- 
http://www.citylab.com/commute/2014/11/the-netherlands-gets-the-worlds-first-
solar-powered-bike-lane/382480/

Idea Author Courtney W
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 7
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title No, lighting should be energy efficient and adjustable

Idea Detail
The street and park lights could be a more energy efficient variety. Lighting levels 
should be adjustable.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1

LEDs can work with Solar technologies quite well if battery systems are installed 
with them. these become quite pricey, but are absolutely worth it to showcase the 
innovation and leadership that our city has taken on. If anyone wants to try and 
work this up, i work for an LED specifier. :-) | By Dan M

Comment 2
Adjustable light level capabilities will allow the City to adjustment illumination 
based on events, changing lighting needs throughout the night, and lunar 
projection. Saw an example at a trade show and I was hooked | By Ryan G

Comment 3
This is a good idea. Solar powered lights? Or even just LED. I'm wondering what 
the purpose of adjustable light levels would be. Can you give an example? 
Definitely downlighting to avoid light pollution. | By Elsie G

Idea Title Relocate the boat repair & renovators on Salt Creek

Idea Detail

Salt Creek is high end, valuable real estate for fish and wildlife. That area should be 
a protected sanctuary. The boat yard renovators and industrial use zoning should 
be relocated to an area that is right on the bay and not on the sensitive creek. Like 
the Port area across from the small airport, where the larger body of water can 
more easily handle the storm water runoff issues and pollution from sanding the 
hulls.  Also, the epoxy coatings wafting through the air would hopefully blow away 
easier.  There are healthier uses for that area that borders north of the Old 
Southeast neighborhood.  Create a boardwalk there that can allow a bike path to 
cross the water to get to Salt Creek restaurant.  It's time to re-zone that area for 
things more conducive to marine research thats right there at USF.    Thanks

Idea Author Amy P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title Permaculture. Self sustaining edible gardens and trees!

Idea Detail

I'm not talking about rows of tomatoes here! This may seem like an expensive, 
labor intensive idea, but it doesn't have to be. City officials! Tap into the large 
eager permaculture community that already exists for direction and planning on 
this exciting idea! Imagine 7 miles of herb gardens, tubers, and fruit bearing trees. 
Gardens designed to be self sustainable as well as ecologically responsible. Water 
parks and parking lots are a bad idea for the waterfront. We need to preserve and 
responsibly utilize the many green spaces that make our waterfront and city 
unique. If Seattle can do it, so can we!

Idea Author martha R
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Water-Goats

Idea Detail

Our waterfront is ok on the level of environmentally friendly, but our residents are 
somewhat careless with their debris. A lot of stuff ends up in the waters and over 
time has helped create the "dead zone" that is our shallow waters. There is a 
debris catch called a Water-Goat that USFSP had a while back that would allow for 
all the debris to be retained after it runs out of the storm water piping. This could 
create a few jobs in a new "Water-Goat Cleanout Crew". We should be winning 
the awards for Cleanest Beaches on an annual basis. This could help with that 
while creating extremely low level jobs to help employ some of our homeless 
workforce (if the city decided to help with finding or creating work).

Idea Author Dan M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
There is a lot of TRASH, and I have seen the amount grown tremendously in the 
last five years. The Goats are great, but they can't do the job alone. I gave this an I 
LOVE IT, but just want to note that the need surpasses this solution | By P P

Idea Title Close Beach and Bayshore Drives to motor vehicle traffic

Idea Detail

A proposal to close Beach and Bayshore Drives to motor vehicles between 5th Ave 
N and 2nd Ave N. Allow human powered transport (walking, cycling) and open the 
street into a pedestrian mall. The closure still allows motor vehicles to access both 
the Vinoy Hotel and the Pier parking lots while simultaneously increasing foot 
traffic to local businesses.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 I do not support this idea | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Environmentally Friendly cont'd
Idea Title yes it is environmentally friendly

Idea Detail
anything you do down there, whether it be to add or subtract, will make it less 
environmentally friendly

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title somewhat.
Idea Detail too many seawalls, but i understand we need them.
Idea Author Paul S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
There are environmentally friendly ways to build seawalls. 

Here are some: http://bit.ly/1smvXmm | By Dave K

Comment 2

There are alternative versions of seawall construction that are more 
environmentally friendly. Here are some: 
https://www.google.com/search?q=seawall+alternatives+bay&ie=utf-8&oe=utf-
8&aq=t&rls=org.mozilla:en-US:official&client=firefox-
a&channel=sb#rls=org.mozilla:en-
US:official&channel=sb&q=related:www.hornsby.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_fi
le/0017/41291/Environmentally-Friendly-Seawalls.pdf+seawall+alternatives+bay
 | By Dave K

Topic Name (Instant Poll) Business Along the Waterfront
Idea Title Concessions/ Café(s)
Number of Seconds 11
Idea Title Restaurant(s)
Number of Seconds 10
Idea Title Boat storage and docking
Number of Seconds 8
Idea Title Splash ground
Number of Seconds 6
Idea Title Commercial shopping area(s)
Number of Seconds 5
Idea Title Fitness facility(ies)
Number of Seconds 5
Idea Title Extreme sports venue(s) (e.g. skatepark)
Number of Seconds 4
Idea Title Hotel or lodging
Number of Seconds 4
Idea Title Other
Number of Seconds 2
Idea Title Advertisements/billboard(s)
Number of Seconds 0
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Topic Name (Instant Poll) Business Along the Waterfront cont'd
Comments
Number of Comments 5

Comment 1
I agree will the other comments, NO Billboards or advertising. Public boat docks 
would be nice. Keep the Waterfront use as Parks. There is room for upgrades with 
minimal changes.  | By David K

Comment 2

I agree with Elsie G., robin y., and Jo-Anne W. The waterfront should be kept as a 
park and not built up with unnecessary things when there are plenty of 
restaurants, stores, and lodging available downtown and other things on the list 
like splash pads, skate parks, and fitness facilities can be located somewhere other 
than the waterfront. I support increased boat dockage along the waterfront in 
general. Also, a budget friendly restaurant with boat access on the Pier or Pier 
approach would be great. | By Andrea K

Comment 3
Boat dockage but not storage. Please please keep the water front simple and all 
park. A couple more rest rooms.   OMG no advertising | By Jo-Anne W

Comment 4

agree!  nothing should be built up on waterfront side --- keep the parks there.  it 
has historical significance for us and is always referenced as one of the things our 
town has done right.  makes the city beautiful.  no billboards, no barbecues.....  
urban park.    | By robin Y

Comment 5
The less, the better. Keep it natural. There are already hotels and restaurants 
there. Please, oh please, do not put billboards or advertisements there. | By Elsie 
G
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot
Idea Title Keeping Manatees Safe

Idea Detail

Every winter manatees come to Coffee Pot for the fresh water seeping up in 
springs and coming out of the Crescent Lake Outlet at 23rd Ave NE. We sit on 
the seawalls and watch them come to the outlets. We watch herons fish close 
by and turtles float in and out. Improving habitat and water quality in Coffee 
Pot should be priorities.

Idea Author Annette B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 29
Number of Comments 1
Address 2284 Coffee Pot Blvd NE 33704, United States

Comment 1
This comment makes me what to check it out this winter. I had never known 
about this.  | By Ryan G

Idea Title Remember the Past

Idea Detail

Why does such a beautiful Mediterranean-style city need a modern-style 
contraption as a pier.  Let's look at the original pier before the inverted 
pyramid, and build something iconic that honors where we came from, 
embraces the past, as well as depicts where we are going in our future

Idea Author Christopher E
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 29
Number of Comments 1
Address 899 2nd Ave NE 33701, United States

Comment 1
This is a really thoughtful comment. I share a lot of your sentiments.  I really 
like old-world Florida. | By Ryan G

Idea Title Vinoy Park
Idea Detail Because many concerts and festivals are staged at the park.
Idea Author Chris B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 28
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Plaza between Dali and Mahaffey

Idea Detail Incorporate the Plaza in more event friendly activities and City events.

Idea Author Jim N
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 26
Number of Comments 1
Address 1 Dali Blvd 33701, United States
Comment 1 I agree. Its a wonderfully designed space. Good call. | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title More outdoor events

Idea Detail
The park is such a grand setting and it should be utilized more for outdoor 
events sponsored or in partnership with the city.

Idea Author Robert B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 26
Number of Comments 0
Address 348 Beach Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title Dogs & Pier

Idea Detail
This is a great plce to walk your dog and get a create view of the pier and the 
bay.

Idea Author Edward P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 26
Number of Comments 0
Address 617 Bayshore Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title North and South Straub Park and The Pier

Idea Detail
Close proximity to my home and good canopy in North Straub which makes it 
the crown jewel unlike the other desertified parks on the waterfront.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 24
Number of Comments 0
Address 295 Bayshore Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title Lassing Park

Idea Detail
I love this quiet spot along the bay. Tucked away from the hustle, with great 
views of downtown. Should be reserved for lower intensity/passive use.

Idea Author Maya B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 21
Number of Comments 0
Address 1841 Beach Dr SE 33701, United States



St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook528

Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title Demen's Landing

Idea Detail
Never touch this ideal location.  A perfect view of the pier and the airport.  One 
of the few free parking places left in the city where you can clear your head for 
a few minutes by the water.

Idea Author Christopher E
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 21
Number of Comments 1
Address 1st Ave SE 33701, United States

Comment 1

Demen's Landing is the closest piece of land directly on the Bay for me.  But 
that is not the only reason I love it.  I agree that it is a great place to spend a 
few minutes clearing one's head, but it is more than that.  This dot of real 
estate has a true "small town" feel.  Most people who use this park come to 
fish or to let their kids/grandkids enjoy the playground.  When you park near 
the Bay, it only takes a few seconds to check out everyone else using this 
space. It is very peaceful, but with boats coming and going from the Marina 
and the planes using the Albert Whitted air strip, there is enough action to 
keep your attention.  I often pack a simple meal (sometimes from the nearby 
Publix) and spend 20-30 minutes watching the folks, the boats, the general 
aviation planes and the birds in order to relax.  If I feel a little more connected 
to the city around me, I can grab lunch at The Hanger inside the airport.  My 
downtown sanctuary.   | By Beth F

Idea Title Demens Landing

Idea Detail
I love to sail and want more opportunities to access the water and keep sailing 
affordable.  Love the Rowdies as well!  Lets get a better stadium!!

Idea Author Andy M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 19
Number of Comments 0
Address 405 2nd Ave SE 33701, United States
Idea Title LOOK TO THE FUTURE

Idea Detail
BUILD A PIER THAT LOOKS TO THE FUTURE NOT TO THE PAST.  THE LENS WAS 
IDEAL AND ICONIC.

Idea Author Hal F
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 1
Address 317 2nd Ave NE 33701, United States
Comment 1 The Lens?   Uggo. | By Chris B
Idea Title Straub Park should be St Petersburg's Front Porch

Idea Detail
Straub Park should be the heart and sole of the city, and retained as a flexible 
place for passive recreation, events, and rotating local art.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 17
Number of Comments 0
Address 330 Beach Dr NE 33701, United States
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title More space for parkland and activities

Idea Detail
Find a better use for the vast areas devoted to surface parking (Dolphin and 
Pelican Parking Lots) on the approach to the Pier; and more creative public 
transportation and facilitation of parking.

Idea Author W M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title to make the Pier like the famous Santa Monica Pier

Idea Detail

So it can be a destination for people. We are known for tourism so I think the 
new pier should cater towards tourist as well as locals but have all the of shops, 
coffee places, and stores be local.  I want the Pier to be a place my husband 
and I want to stroll with our little one to grab a bite or have a coffee.

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 13
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Activity & public access

Idea Detail

The sailing center is a great example of merging the waterfront with activities. 
It offers public access to the waterfront along with accessible recreational 
activities. We should emulate this idea throughout the waterfront for other 
activities.

Idea Author Jennifer F
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1

I agree with Ryan, The Sailing Center is treasure to have in St Pete.  I am an avid 
rower and recently moved from the beaches to Old Northeast.  I  launch from 
Coffee Pot Bayou Boat Ramp and wish when they reconstructed the boat ramp 
took into consideration the safe accessibility for non-motorized types of water 
craft.  

It would also  be great if St Pete had a multi-use facility for a Community row 
club, dragonboat club, kayaking, SUP's and other non motorized water sports! 
It could have such a positive and healthy impact across all generations and 
provide opportunities for disabled athletes. | By Julie P

Comment 2
Even though I don't sail, it provides a unique St Pete experience and provides 
more of a variety of users than just motor boats. I wish we have dragonboats. 
Im proud of our sailing center. | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title Join the Downtown Waterfront Parks Foundation.

Idea Detail

The Downtown Waterfront Parks Foundation holds as its mission to support 
the preservation and enhancement of the historic waterfront parks and to 
ensure their future for the enjoyment of residents and visitors. It is a volunteer 
group willing to advocate, supply resources, and support the city of St. Pete's 
efforts to maintain and enhance the waterfront parks.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title 4th Avenue Connection

Idea Detail
I wish 4th Avenue S were extended through the block to create a connection 
between the urban neighborhoods and the waterfront. Currently, it feels 
walled off and the pedestrian connections feel scary.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 11
Number of Comments 0
Address 33701, United States
Idea Title Low Impact Landscaping and Turf

Idea Detail
I worry about all the fertilizers, pesticides and pollutions from the lawn area 
draining into the bay

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 10
Number of Comments 0
Address 1330 N Shore Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title The Pier.

Idea Detail
Since renovation is required, make it look old.  Saint Petersburg is an old town, 
make it look that way.  Keep the spirit of the Vinoy and several of the other 
older buildings that grace the downtown area.

Idea Author Paige T
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 9
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title Better land use

Idea Detail
Better utilize extensive areas now devoted to surface parking on the approach 
to the pier (Dolphin & Pelican parking lots) and create an alternative plan for 
parking needs

Idea Author W M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 1
Address 130 Beach Dr NE 33701, United States

Comment 1

I agree. Over time, the surface parking fields should be phased out. When you 
have a "parking problem' it means you have a successful downtown.  Surface 
parking is boring and does not generate meaningful income for the community. 
Great comment. | By Ryan G

Idea Title leave it alone

Idea Detail
Mr. Lassing left this park to the city with the requirement that no one would 
touch it. No building, no cement, no playgrounds, no bathrooms. We love it like 
it is.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 7
Number of Comments 1
Address 205 21st Ave SE 33701, United States

Comment 1
Id like to see the park stay as a quiet, neighborhood-oriented scale.  Id like to 
see it "connected" to a continuous waterfront but left really passive in 
character.  Its a wonderful hidden gem.   | By Ryan G

Idea Title North Shore Aquatics Center Expansion

Idea Detail

The Pool should be refreshed and include more health-focused uses such as a 
gym and yoga room. The focused should be expanded from mainly lap pools. 
Open swim times should be expanded (currently 1-4 on weekends).  Should 
include night-time events/activities. It should more of a community center.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 6
Number of Comments 0
Address 901 North Shore Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title 2nd Avenue N - Park Connector

Idea Detail
I'd like to see 2nd Avenue modified to create a "festival" street to interlink 
Mirror Lake, Williams Park and the Waterfront.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Address 253 2nd Ave N 33701, United States
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title Bridge from Vinoy Park across entrance to N. Basin.

Idea Detail
This spot would be a great spot to either view the proposed bridge, or even 
cross it!

Idea Author Paul B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Address 503 5th Ave NE 33701, United States
Idea Title food trucks on weekends

Idea Detail
until the master plan is complete and construction is set tot begin, how about a 
collection of food trucks that would rival Portland, OR  ??

Idea Author claude M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Food and the view along beach drive near the Fine Arts Museum

Idea Detail
I love to sit outside and eat in the 200-500 blocks of Beach Drive.  The food is 
great, the view is fabulous.  More of that would be a plus for me.

Idea Author Marc W
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Address 300 Beach Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title Green space
Idea Detail Leave as is.
Idea Author Jan L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Address 1600 N Shore Dr NE 33704, United States
Idea Title New Block

Idea Detail
I wish 2nd Avenue and Beach drive were extended to create a new park block 
in front of the stadium. The parking field seems like such a wasted opportunity.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 1
Number of Comments 0
Address 175 1st St S 33701, United States
Idea Title Food Trucks

Idea Detail
Until the master plan is complete how about some food trucks and pedestrian 
only access on weekends

Idea Author claude M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 1
Number of Comments 0
Address 898 2nd Ave NE 33701, United States
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd

Idea Title
Great dining with a great view, like 400 Beach.  Refurbished Peir, with 360 deg 
view enclosed restuarant would be even better.

Idea Detail
Need a destination dining spot, with a view looking toward city, which  is better 
than looking east into Tampa Bay.

Idea Author James H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Address 400 Beach Dr NE 33701, United States
Idea Title 1ST thing is to Increase Boat Fees to expand it as possible.
Idea Detail Up to the planners so as 2 keep the greenSpace...
Idea Author BigMike B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Remember the Million Dollar Pier?

Idea Detail

I see a two-story, Spanish style building where the inverted pyramid is now, 
with a large piazza in the middle for cafes and entertainment. Shops/vendors 
line the perimeter, and access to the water outside of that. The design says 'old 
St. Pete' and is open and airy. The structure allows the people to use the pier as 
they see fit, not some pre-defined, manufactured plan.

Idea Author Rob V
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Your Favorite Spot cont'd
Idea Title Art Park pier approach, Chihuly museum housed in the pier bldg

Idea Detail

After watching a video on the incredible annual Burning Man event in Nevada, I 
realized that some of that idea could be the foundation for an ICONIC Art Park 
that would draw local and visitors alike. 
The approach could include artistic, innovative functional art structures such as 
shade providers, tables, benches, creative trash bins that children would love 
to feed their litter to, and fascinating permanent and rotating artworks people 
could walk inside or otherwise interact with.
Lots of landscaping, flags waving, music... a place to lift the spirits , ending with 
the Morean Arts Center's Chihuly Museum, gift shop, sandwich and ice cream 
shop and comfort stations in the actual pier bldg. A trolley or train run back and 
forth to transport visitors unable to walk the distance.
The uplands could be the site for high end and casual restaurants, bike rentals, 
boat rentals, public performances, etc, all the introduction to St. Pete's world 
famous Art Park. We could start with what we can afford and add to the 
project in the future.
If possible and affordable, perhaps a small protected harbor on the north side 
of the Art Park would give boaters access to the Art Park and the upland 
development.
Instead of trying to make a structure the icon we want, let's make the unique 
experience the icon, offered nowhere else in the world that I know of.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success?
Idea Title Permanent home for the Saturday Morning Market

Idea Detail

Extending Beach Drive from 1st Avenue S to the South and removing the 
parking lot for Al Lang Field would create space for a permanent "Market Hall."  
Live/work artist housing/studios and cafes could be added along 1st Street 
South. The grand Prix would need a small re-route, and the Rowdies would 
need a new and better home.

Idea Author Hal F
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 27
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
It needs an iconic permanent structure but the design should be appropriate 
for the City. | By Ryan G

Comment 2 It should be at the foot of the pier. | By Chris B
Idea Title Outdoor Theatre

Idea Detail
It would be great in the new design to have a permanent outdoor amphitheater 
to host theater in the park, the florida orchestra, and special concerts on the 
4th of July and New Year's Eve.

Idea Author Edward P
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 26
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Currently, Williams park does have an outdoor stage. But it seems unsavory 
crowds like to hang around there.  | By Kelly B

Idea Title Promote and celebrate St. Pete's marine science facilities.

Idea Detail
We have NOAA, USF Marine Science, FWC, and USGS on our downtown 
Bayboro Harbor. We should promote these assets and make Bayboro part of 
the St. Pete waterfront experience.

Idea Author Rob H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 22
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Bike-friendly paths, Kid-friendly activities & splash park.

Idea Detail

Bike paths like the current path downtown, continues with picnic shelters and 
bike air pumps for a flat tire rescue. 

Kid friendly activities like concerts, extend movies in the park in the fall season 
and into the Christmas season, outdoor yoga/aerobics, and permanent splash 
park for the little ones. Seminole Heights just invested into something very 
similar. Families who reside downtown or within the historic neighborhoods 
could be drawn to these activities throughout the spring, summer, and all of 
fall.  A ferris wheel would just be the cherry on top!

Idea Author Kelly B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 18
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 I love the splash park idea.  | By Ryan G
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title Extend waterfront parks south to Lassing Park

Idea Detail

I realize it would need to be a long range plan, but I think it would be great to 
plan for a path around Bayboro Harbor connecting Lassing Park in Old SE to USF 
waterfront park.  Then, one could walk or ride a bike from approximately 22nd 
Av South all the way into downtown along the waterfront.

Idea Author Mark G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 16
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Connect the Old SE waterfront with the Old NE waterfront.

Idea Detail

Create connectivity between the open spaces of the old NE with the old SE 
using the waterfront. Visitors north of Albert Whitted Airport enjoy continuous 
open space and pedestrian/bike lanes along the waterfront. We should 
continue this south of Albert Whitted as well as one contiguous public space.

Idea Author Rob H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I agree, fix the disconnections but keep park segments unique to the 
neighborhoods in which they join. | By Ryan G

Idea Title An addition of a shaded chess/checker pavilion.

Idea Detail
There is a circular, gravel area near the NE corner of Beach Drive and 1st Ave. N 
(where the red sculpture used to be)  that would be perfect for this inexpensive 
addition to our lovely parks.

Idea Author Velva Lee H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 15
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 I LOVE LOVE LOVE this idea.  | By Ryan G
Idea Title Trees that produce shade and with better selections

Idea Detail
The landscaping needs a complete overhaul. Appropriate plantings that 
produce shade and low maintenance, native ornamentals.  Remove asphalt and 
plant and use permeable parking where it must stay.

Idea Author Bill S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title No cement

Idea Detail

These architects are very big on cement. Baltimore Harbor is paved from top to 
bottom, with a tiny little bit of grass for color. Please, I beg you, do not do this 
here. Sydney Harbor, where I have also been, and is another of this group's 
projects. It is cemented in from top to bottom. Every one loves change. I know. 
But  our waterfront, as is, is such a blessing. When this group has done what 
they want to do, I guarantee you we will wish we could go back. They even 
pave the tree surrounds. Everything. There is not  a single good reason to ruin 
what already functions well. Let's stay funky, fun. Do you know these planners 
want to put restaurants on the waterfront? Where do you think they'll go? 
Right across the park land by the water. Instead of turning Beach into a 
pedestrian mall, which essentially makes everything waterfront. While no one 
uses the Pier. Which would be great for 10 restaurants. They plan shovels in the 
ground by January 2015. Please don't let them do this.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 12
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
I like a some strategically designed hardscape areas but overall let's please shy-
away from excessive concrete areas.  | By Ryan G

Idea Title Complements the City

Idea Detail

Id like to see a Waterfront that frames and complements a successful, working 
city. A lot of waterfronts in Florida feel like stand-alone projects and do not 
respond to the setting/neighborhood in which it is located.   Our waterfront(s) 
feel like an extension of the neighborhoods in which they are attached. We 
need to preserve this.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Limit the number of towering buildings along the waterfront

Idea Detail
Having numerous "sky-scrapers" takes away the comfortable, small town affect 
that I love about St Pete. Cap the maximum height of any more buildings in the 
waterfront area.

Idea Author Corinne K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 8
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Its called zoning. The high-rises are downtown.  | By Paul S
Idea Title A pier like the Navy Pier in Chicago
Idea Detail A pier like the Navy Pier in Chicago
Idea Author Robert B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 7
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title Please finish the Pier first.

Idea Detail

I am having a hard time understanding why our dollars aren't going into 
replacing the rat infested police station and the Pier. If we do the Pier right, we 
can put in waterfront restaurants along the causeway, do it all in one place. 
Even the parking is in place. We then don't have to rape our waterfront, which 
is what this architectural firm we've hired is famous for doing. They cover all 
their projects in cement and call it fine living. Tear down Al Lang field and put 
all our bucks there and into the Pier and leave the rest alone. Especially Lassing. 
Mr. Lassing left this park land to the city with the caveat that it would NOT be 
disturbed. No playgrounds. No restrooms. Nothing. Instead, this consulting 
group is going to recommend we harm this beautiful park. Shovels in the 
ground January 2015, they said. BEWARE! Thank you for listening.

Idea Author robin S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 5
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Stop partitioning off public property and charging money

Idea Detail

I pay to maintain public areas downtown all year long, and then you get to 
close them off and charge money to get in.  Remember the days when we all 
used to go to the pier and see a free concert?  Or listen to the fireworks music 
on the radio while watching the display over the bay while sitting on the wall of 
the marina?  When did St Pete stop being EVERYONE'S city?  You will never put 
a bracelet on me so that I can be included in your ever-increasingly elite-geared 
events.  Great way to show our kids that everyone is equal.  Great job!  How 
about we leave the Disney-esque routine to Disney and get back to the city I 
moved to where we understood how to be progressive but at the same time 
not leave anyone behind.

Idea Author Christopher E
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Dragonboats and paddling clubs. Small craft storage

Idea Detail

The waterfront needs to cater to a wider range of users than just motorizes 
boats. There needs to be watersport teams/clubs (outrigger canoes and 
dragonboats).  The current marinas seems like it just caters to high income 
individuals and it reads like there is no place for more passive water users.

Idea Author Ryan G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 4
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Where do I sign up?   This is something we need to have a conversation about!  
| By Julie P
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title increased facilities for use and/or rental kayak/SUPs
Idea Detail Perhaps near SPA beach or as part of the approach of the new pier.
Idea Author Annette B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 I completely agree. | By Ryan G
Idea Title Finish the Pier in the style of the city...

Idea Detail
Don't just make it a loop but a destination.  The last one was great but a little 
too cheesy.  We need something that is nicer for our city.  A fun higher end 
version of this...

Idea Author Robin K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Thank you!  You nailed it, perfectly! | By Stephanie C
Idea Title Idea for New Pier design

Idea Detail

Here's a link to a brief video of an idea for a new Pier I had September 8, 2013.  
http://youtu.be/UjVw5eRmS8g   It considers bringing the Pier closer to shore 
with a design I call "The Sail" and making the current Pier approach a 
pedestrian approach to where the current Pier is and making that area for 
fishing.  One thought is this may be much less expensive with the pedestrian 
approach plus give us two Pier areas for the price of one.  It also addresses the 
parking problem.  Wasn't sure where best to post this so thought it seemed 
best here.  Perhaps this may stimulate some ideas.

Idea Author Howard T
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Utilize solar power wherever possible

Idea Detail

A century-old reputation of being The Sunshine City makes more sense today 
then it did when the city owned and operated one of the country's 
heliotherapy solariums. (or is that 'solaria'). Even a municipal-corporate 
partnership in solar powered facilities could save taxpayer dollars and attract 
national attention.

Idea Author Ric S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 3
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title A ferris wheel.

Idea Detail

A large Ferris wheel at what is now the foot of the pier, which could anchor a 
cozy and not too commercial mini-destination to include a permanent stage for 
concerts and Shakespeare in the Park, and perhaps a more inviting (not asphalt 
paved) location for the Saturday Morning Market.
The wheel could be located a bit farther inland to avoid airspace conflicts with 
the airport.

Idea Author Chris B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 2
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title New Stadium for the Rowdies

Idea Detail

I would demolish the aging Al Lang Stadium and create a show piece multi use 
stadium that incorporates water views, retail space, restaurant bar areas, 
concert venue possibilities, waterfront restaurants, waterfront walkways, ties 
the beach drive area together with the Mahaffey and the Dali and give the 
Rowdies a new facility to expand into and to become a future Major League 
Soccer Franchise.  It would be best if this facility were built as part of the 
Waterfront Master Plan.  Something truley unique and fantastic.

Idea Author Andy M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 1
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title a dog beach

Idea Detail
I love to take my dog down to North Shore park but there's no access for dogs 
in the water.

Idea Author Elena J
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title All parking should be free, for the amount of property taxes

Idea Detail
Property Taxes are outrageously high,  not to have free parking. 
With free parking it makes sense the consumer would be downtown  longer 
spending there hard earned money!

Idea Author Mark H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title Think 50 years in the future, what will attract people then?

Idea Detail

Often ideas are created to serve needs and wants now. If done correctly, the 
plan should include options that can be enjoyed now, but that will be futuristic 
and forward thinking rather than a band-aide to appease people that may 
never be able to enjoy a plan that would take 20-30 years to finalize. Financial 
decisions, stakeholder considerations, and current area landscaping alone could 
take years to sort out. Developing a plan that looks ahead at what the future 
should look like rather than how to simply "fix" current issues is a much more 
comprehensive and people attracting approach. Why do people visit 
amusement parks more than once? Because of all the "forward thinking" and 
growth, development and recreation to meet the needs of the future, not band-
aid the past.

Idea Author Aubri S
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title Move baywalk along the pier.

Idea Detail
Baywalk was the right idea, just the wrong location.  By moving it along the 
pier, and making it more accessible to boats, it could be a great place to visit.  
Bring in a big name restaurant, Like Marino's again, or a Malio's.

Idea Author Paulina M
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Have you been downtown in the last year? Baywalk is totally being redone, 
almost done. You can't move it.  | By Paul S

Idea Title Get rid of any trashy, booze-it-up festivals.

Idea Detail
Does St. Pete Grand Prix REALLY have to be held along the waterfront?  Are 
there no other locations within the city?

Idea Author Stephanie C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Hey, its advertised and only for a weekend. That can't possibly hurt your life.  | 
By Paul S

Idea Title A park and fishing pier, not a another shopping mall.

Idea Detail

The green space and recreation space should be extended into the bay by way 
of a fishing pier, that can also be biked or jogged on.  Ideally a bait/snack shop 
should be the sole shop at the end of the pier, not a shopping mall worth of 
shops.  Shopping and dining should be located in the city proper, near parking 
garages and public transit stations.

Idea Author Richard C
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title Include a boathouse and aquatic center.

Idea Detail
Combine the best of NYC, Portland, OR, Boston harbors.  Of course making it all 
environmentally friendly and sustainable.

Idea Author Jennifer K
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
We have the St Pete sailing center and the Northshore Aquatic Complex. Jesus, 
does anyone on here actually go downtown or work there?  | By Paul S

Idea Title Keep the Pier as it is while repairing it

Idea Detail

I think the Pier is great! I've heard it's in need of some repairs, so my idea is to 
fix what needs fixing but otherwise leave it alone. It's true the Pier may not 
look as new as some places, but I think it has a very nice sort of historical feel 
to it. I'd hate to see the inverted pyramid done away with, and I think that the 
Pier is good enough the way it is- apart from the things that actually need to be 
fixed.

Idea Author Christian B
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title A small family water park or water activities for all.

Idea Detail

Maybe a nice fair wheel with lights so people can see the city at night or day 
from high. And a water activity or park that children and adults can enjoy when 
is hot. Keep the cost affordable for local families. And have few  paid 
bathrooms I rather pay  than take a chance downtown going in a dirty one. 
Bathrooms are definitely need it. And more vendors for those families that cant 
afford Restaurants.

Idea Author Adriana G
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 1

Comment 1
Northshore Aquatic Complex has a kid's spash playground, a beach nearby and 
a grassy area with play things. We got it. You just need to explore more.  | By 
Paul S

Idea Title Tear down Al Lang Field and make more parkland.

Idea Detail
Open the space now used for a Baseball/soccer stadium to create more 
waterfront parkland. Build a new stadium in an under utilized area elsewhere in 
the city, possibly south of USFSP.

Idea Author Jan L
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name How would you define success? cont'd
Idea Title Make the Pier approach a "Burning Man" type iconic Art Park

Idea Detail

Many of the extraordinary work done for the annual Burning Man project in 
Nevada is later sold or rebuilt and given or sold to cities around the country. 
You can view a video to understand the dramatic appeal. Of course,not every 
piece is appropriate to a Pier approach in St. Pete, but many are. This sort of 
park could include functional art such as shade providers, tables, benches, 
water fountains, trash bins... all artist designed works in themselves. In addition 
some work more like that at Burning Man could the the focus and international 
draw, building on our city's reputation as an art community.

The Morean Arts Center's Chihuly museum is looking for a less expensive place 
to house that extraordinary collection and why not in the Pier itself and the end 
of an art park?

Rather than a building being the icon we've focused on, the Art Park would be 
the icon and a place locals could enjoy routinely and with out of town visitors.

Idea Author Patton H
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Points 0
Number of Comments 0
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Topic Name Share waterfronts have you visited and enjoyed
Idea Title Stanley Park in Vancouver, BC
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1
I love how Stanley Park puts the Wilderness in the City.   It's also the gateway 
to the sea.   | By Ryan G

Comment 2 Inspired | By Ryan G
Comment 3 Inspired | By Edward P
Idea Title Boat House in Central Park, NY
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 3

Comment 1
This is really charming.  This feels timeless, NOT gimmicky.  Great idea. | By 
Ryan G

Comment 2 Happy | By Ryan G
Comment 3 Happy | By Edward P

Idea Title
Vancouver - Pedestrian friendly w relaxed cafés and upscale restaurants, 
boutique shops, popular stores and inviting hotels.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 2

Comment 1
Vancouver's waterfront is multifunctional; recreation, commerce, transit, and 
industrial (water industries). Love it. | By Ryan G

Comment 2 Inspired | By Tara M

Idea Title
Aruba, Pedestrian easy shopping, dining, museums, a butterfly farm, art 
galleries, golf, dance clubs, historical sites, marina.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1
I like how the shops and eateries interface with the waterfront.  Its pretty 
intimate. This is a great example.  | By Ryan G

Comment 2 Inspired | By Ryan G
Comment 3 Inspired | By Chris B
Comment 4 Happy | By Tara M

Idea Title
Two girls share friendship and possibly secrets in the Bombox Kapoc tree in 
North Straub park, St. Petersburg, FL

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0

Idea Title
Vinoy Basin at Sunrise. In the heart of downtown St. Petersburg, FL an 
attractive waterfront borders the city along the parks.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Proud, Inspired | By Karen C

Idea Title
An early morning view of the downtown waterfront of St. Petersburg, FL from 
Albert Whitted Park.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired | By Velva Lee H
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Topic Name Share waterfronts have you visited and enjoyed cont'd

Idea Title
The Salvador Dali Museum and the Mahaffey Theater. Two of the famous 
landmarks of the Downtown Waterfront of St. Petersburg, FL.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0

Idea Title
Fix-it bicycle repair stations. Permanent repair stations with hanging bike stand, 
tools, and air pump.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 Happy | By Kelly B
Comment 2 Proud | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Bicycle Share Station. Allows visitors to rent a bicycle for short periods of time 
and check-in at another or original station.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 4

Comment 1
Saint Pete is a fabulous bicycle city.  A ride share program is a logical way to 
extend the Bike trails to visitors and even help out people who want to park 
slightly out of town and bike downtown.   | By claude M

Comment 2 Happy | By claude M
Comment 3 Happy | By Kelly B
Comment 4 Inspired | By Ryan G

Idea Title
BioSwale. Landscaping that "cleans" polluted stormwater before it enters the 
bay.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 2
Comment 1 Inspired | By claude M
Comment 2 Happy | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Kayak and Outrigger Canoe Storage. Provides permanent, secured storage for 
smaller recreational craft.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired | By Ryan G
Idea Title Portland Dragonboat Docks. Creates opportunity for team sports.
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Portland Waterfront Park. Flexible open space to be passive park at times but 
also event space. Simple design

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Happy | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Portland's Saturday Market merchant structure. St Pete's Market needs a 
permanent, iconic structure.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Proud | By Ryan G
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Topic Name Share waterfronts have you visited and enjoyed cont'd

Idea Title
Vancouver BC Seabus. Could be an alternative transportation; should be 
integrated into a multi-model terminal with other modes.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Solar Hut. Park shelters should have a sustainability element. Use as a 
demonstration project.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired | By Ryan G

Idea Title
Elevated Sculpture Garden. Could be used as a park "overpass" for discounted 
park areas. Showcase LOCAL artists.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Happy | By Ryan G
Idea Title Aubri Shauger-Haley
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0

Idea Title
This is the entertainment area of Bayside Market Place in Miami.  It is a great 
place to dine, shop & live music.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0
Idea Title We like the santa monica pier but a classier version of it.
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 1
Comment 1 Inspired, Happy | By Robin K
Idea Title Promenade du Paillon in Nice France.
Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0

Idea Title
Waterfront with Parks and free spaces along with Traffic usage and Bicycle 
lanes.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0

Idea Title
Ravinia - Highland Park, IL Permanent outdoor theatre for the arts would be 
very nice with park seating.

Number of Seconds 0
Number of Comments 0
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Question
What are some of the reasons, if any, that cause you to not visit the 
Downtown St. Petersburg Waterfront more often?

Entry Facilities are not well maintained
Votes 7
Entry Too far from our residence
Votes 2
Entry Lack of quality programs or events
Votes 3
Entry Parking is not convenient
Votes 24
Entry Use facilities in other cities
Votes 1
Entry There is not enough to do or see
Votes 6
Entry Parking is too expensive
Votes 17
Entry I do not know what is offered
Votes 4
Entry Municipal Marina is too full
Votes 5
Entry Lack of parking by waterfront
Votes 14
Entry I do not know location of the waterfront
Votes 1
Entry Security is insufficient
Votes 3
Entry Lack of public transportation
Votes 7
Entry Event times are not convenient
Votes 1
Entry Entry fees are too high
Votes 8
Entry I do not know locations of facilities
Votes 1
Entry Not accessible for people with disabilities
Votes 2
Entry Parking times are too short
Votes 20
Entry Too hot outdoors
Votes 19
Entry Other (Provide details in comment section below.)
Votes 8
Comments
Number of Comments 8

Comment 1

I think the waterfront is great. downtown is great except for Williams Park.  The 
Bus Stops should be moved further out to a parking lot so the park can be 
reclaimed for the public.  Williams Park is like a big ashtray with all the 
smoking.  YUK | By claude M
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Question
What are some of the reasons, if any, that cause you to not visit the 
Downtown St. Petersburg Waterfront more often? cont'd

Comment 2

I think it is hard for visitors to figure out where to park when on-street parking 
is full.  The parking garages are not easy to find if you don't already know 
where they are.  I didn't think about this until I tried to help an out of town 
friend plan an outing downtown. | By Marc W

Comment 3
We love walking downtown.  We just need more great restuarants and coffee 
shops! | By Robin K

Comment 4

I love music but with the park system abutting condos that many residents call 
home I'd like to see more low decibel activity. Things like a stroll through 
flower garden, designated, shaded picnic areas with nearby running water, a 
game pavilion, interactive art for both adults and children, public open miss for 
all types of literature, a small playground for children. | By Velva Lee H

Comment 5 the comment was public open mics, not miss. LOL | By Velva Lee H

Comment 6

As a nearby resident with a dog I spend many hours a week in the waterfront 
parks. Often the challenge is finding a shaded bench especially in Whitted Park 
and South Straub Park. As a board member of the Downtown Waterfront 
Foundation I'm committed to upgrading the parks for more usability. Shaded 
chess/checker pavilions, more trees to shade existing benches, sculptured art, 
and more decorative flowers.  | By Velva Lee H

Comment 7
More art music events festivals open to the public.  Higher quality musical 
performers. | By Andy M

Comment 8 I tend to stay away from Downtown when big events are going on. | By Maya B

StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach



E
X

E
C

U
T

IV
E

S
U

M
M

A
R

Y

St. Petersburg Downtown Waterfront Master Plan Site Inventory Workbook 549


	SITE�INVENTORY�WORKBOOK
	Table of Contents
	Acknowledgments
	Executive Summary
	ES.1 Introduction
	ES.2 Technical Inventory
	ES.3 Community Outreach

	Chapter 1: Technical Inventory
	1.1 Inventory Summary
	1.2 Review of Existing Plans
	1.3 Parks Assessment
	1.4 Current Waterside Uses
	1.5 Environment and Sustainability
	1.6 Economic Conditions
	1.7 Mail Survey

	Chapter 2: Public Kickoff Event
	2.1 Description of Event
	2.2 Summary of Event Exercises
	2.3 Event Exercise Map
	2.4 Kickoff Presentation
	2.5 Deputy Mayor Speech
	2.6 Activity Coded ResponseSummary
	2.7 Raw Kickoff Meeting Sticky-Note Activity Responses

	Chapter 3: Walking Audits & CommunityMeetings
	3.1 Summary of Activity
	3.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit
	3.3 Lassing Park CommunityMeeting
	3.4 North Downtown Walking Audit
	3.5 North Downtown CommunityMeeting
	3.6 Salt Creek Marine DistrictWalking Audit
	3.7 Salt Creek Marina DistrictCommunity Meeting
	3.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park WalkingAudit
	3.9 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy ParkCommunity Meeting
	3.10 South Downtown CommunityMeeting

	Chapter 4: Community Outreach Meetings
	4.1 Summary of Activity
	4.2 North End Community OutreachMeeting
	4.3 South - Pinellas PointCommunity Outreach Meeting
	4.4 Southside - MidtownCommunity Outreach Meeting
	4.5 Central/West CommunityOutreach Meeting
	4.6 Interactive Youth Workshop

	Chapter 5: Stakeholder Meetings
	5.1 Summary
	5.2 Neighborhood Core
	5.3 Waterfront Park Advocates
	5.4 Sports and Activities
	5.5 Social Equity and Diversity
	5.6 History and Heritage
	5.7 Environment & Sustainability
	5.8 Marine Services District
	5.9 Marinas & Boating
	5.10 Festivals & Events
	5.11 Arts & Culture
	5.12 Friends of Al Lang
	5.13 Downtown Small Business & Merchants
	5.14 Hotels & Hospitality
	5.15 Innovation District
	5.16 Al Lang
	5.17 Port & Airport
	5.18 Urban Design & Development
	5.19 Transportation
	5.20 Additional Materials

	Appendix: Raw Outreach Materials
	A.1 Public Meeting Presentations
	A.2 Lassing Park Walking Audit
	A.3 Lassing Park Community Meeting
	A.4 North Downtown Walking Audit
	A.5 North Downtown Community Meeting
	A.6 South Downtown Community Meeting
	A.7 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Walking Audit
	A.8 Coff ee Pot to Vinoy Park Community Meeting
	A.9 Salt Creek Marine District Walking Audit
	A.10 Salt Creek Marine District Community Meeting
	A.11 North End Community Outreach Meeting
	A.12 South - Pinellas Point
	A.13 Central/West Community Outreach Meeting
	A.14 Mail Survey
	A.15 USFWS, Florida AudubonCorrespondence
	A.16 Concerned Citizens of St.Petersburg
	A.17 Additional Public Comments
	A.18 StPeteInnovision.com Online Outreach




