
 
City of St. Petersburg 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 
July 28, 2022 – 9:25 AM 

City Hall, Room 100 
 

General Attachments: 
Minutes of the July 14, 2022 PS&I Committee Meeting 
Pending and Continuing Referral List 
Agenda Item Support Material 
 
 

Members: Committee Chair Ed Montanari, Committee Vice-Chair Deborah Figgs-Sanders, 
Council Member Copley Gerdes, and Council Member Lisset Hanewicz 

Alternate: Council Member Lisa Wheeler-Bowman 

Support Staff: Daphney Ivory – City Council Legislative Aide 

 
1) Call to Order 
 
2) Approval of Agenda 
 
3) Approval of  July 14, 2022 Minutes 
 
4) New Business – July 28, 2022 
 

a) A discussion regarding parking requirements for multi-family dwellings located in 
Downtown St. Pete – Liz Abernethy, Planning and Development Services Director 
Attachments –  
1)  PowerPoint Presentation 
2)  Affordable Housing Initiative Parking Reductions Report 
3)  New Business Item 2/10/2022 

 
 
 
5) Upcoming Meeting Dates & Tentative Agenda Items 

 
August 11, 2022 - TBD 

 
 



 
City of St. Petersburg 

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee 
 July 14, 2022, Meeting Minutes 

City Hall, Room 100 
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Present: Committee Chair Ed Montanari, Council Member Copley Gerdes, Council Member 
Lisset Hanewicz, and Council Member Lisa Wheeler-Bowman (Alternate) 

 
Absent: Committee Vice-Chair Deborah Figgs-Sanders 
 
Also Present: Council Chair Gina Driscoll, City Administrator Rob Gerdes, City Attorney Jackie 
Kovilaritch, Managing Director of City Development Joe Zeoli, Economic Development Analyst Eric 
Lavina, Wendy Giffin (Cushman & Wakefield), Mack Feldman (Feldman Equities), Jason Mathis (St. 
Petersburg Downtown Partnership), J.P. Dubuque (St. Petersburg Area Economic Development 
Corporation), and Deputy City Clerk Patricia Beliveau,  
Support Staff: Daphney Ivory – City Council Legislative Aide 
 
1. Call to Order – 9:27 AM 
2. Approval of Agenda – CM Gerdes motioned for approval. All voted in favor. 
3. Approval of May 12, May 26, June 9, June 16, 2022 Minutes – CM Hanewicz motioned for 
approval. All voted in favor. 
4. New Business – July 14, 2022 
 
A presentation and report on office space development in the City – Managing Director of City 
Development Joe Zeoli and Economic Development Analyst Eric Lavina 
 
     Committee Chair Montanari began the discussion concerning the amount of office space the City 
currently has and what amount of space is needed for the future in the city. CM Montanari shared that 
the problems were also addressed in the vision 2050 plan that looks 30 years into the future of the City. 
The plan predicts a need for another 4 million square feet of office space, which translates to the 
construction of about 135,000 square feet of office space a year. 
 
     Managing Director of City Development Joe Zeoli explained that a discussion on office space and the 
challenges regarding vacancy rates, occupancy square footage, and other similar issues brings us to the 
present. 
 
     Economic Development Analyst Eric Lavina gave an overview of the future of office space demand, 
sharing that changes in workplace closures, economic development conditions, and uncertainty that St. 
Petersburg needs to remain competitive amongst peer cities as it relates to office space. Mr. Lavina 
continued by providing office space data City-wide that included, Downtown, Gateway, and the Skyway 
Marina District spanning from 2015 to 2022 including classes A, B, and C. The Data collected 
contained, total inventory per year, vacancy rate percentage, filled, vacancy, and rented square footage.   
 
     Councilmember Hanewicz asked if comparisons of similar cities to St. Petersburg were done. Mr. 
Lavina shared that none had been done.  
 
     St. Petersburg Downtown Partnership Jason Mathis shared his observations as it relates to the 
Downtown Development Guide. Mr. Mathis shared that the trends are very similar and normally, in any 
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other market, the type of vacancy rate with normal economics would mean that we would be seeing so 
much office space getting built. In St. Pete, most tall buildings are residential and not office buildings; 
normally there is a lot of office development because of clear demand. But it's very difficult to get 
financing to build office space in our community. Capital will always flow to the area where it will be 
the least risk and reward. Mr. Mathis continued, that we would have to decide what kind of a city we 
want to be. If left to its own devices, and if the market simply responds, we'll continue to see primarily 
market-rate housing suggesting that financing some office space could produce an office meltdown. 
 
     Feldman Equities Mack Feldman shared that rental rates are primarily what is used to justify new 
construction. Major office buildings that have been delivered to Tampa Bay over the past few years have 
been part of a much larger mixed-use project. The office buildings that will be seen in St. Petersburg 
over the next 5 or 10 years will almost entirely be part of larger mixed-use projects because of the lower 
rent.  
 
     Cushman & Wakefield’s Wendy Giffin shared that the office space demand remains strong and 
coworking is an option that meets those needs. There are six coworking options in St. Pete with most 
offering private offices made of glass with options to lease 1000 square feet, and short-term leases with 
loaded amenities. Ms. Giffin also shared that more companies are moving out of office spaces with 
concerns about where to search for expansion space and are afraid to commit to a building due to the 
status of employees working from home. Cushman’s statistics show that Gateway is at 22% vacancy and 
Carillon at a 6% vacancy rate. Increasing costs of construction on the inside of a space with tenant 
improvement costs rising from a standard $55 a square foot to standard class building finishes of $65 to 
$70 per square foot limits development opportunities.  
 
     St. Petersburg Area Economic Development Corporation J.P. Dubuque discussed technology, 
financial service, life science, biopharma, and creative art and design marketing type companies. Mr. 
Dubuque provided some of the trends of office space and shared that remote working has made an 
impact on some of those trends. Mr. Dubuque shared that companies are entering the market because of 
talent and their goal is to hire remote workers without purchasing office space. Mr. Dubuque continued 
with solving the housing crisis is 100% important because if some of the actions are not taken with 
commercial space, and the partnership from the government to help those projects get built, we will be a 
bedroom community.  
 
     CM Montanari asked about the Development Council operations. In response, Mr. Mathis shared that 
they plan to have a conversation with private sector developers about what they're doing and what trends 
they may see. Additionally, they will also meet with a small group of real estate professionals, 
developers, engineers, and architects, to talk about implementation into St. Pete 2050 followed by 
talking through those recommendations with Liz Abernethy and Derek Kilborn.  
 
     Ms. Giffin also shared that the developer at Tropicana Orange Station was able to build 50,000 
square feet of office space because his land base was low enough for him to take the risk. This is the 
ideal micro example of an RFP that was issued by the city and competitively bid. We are hoping that the 
ongoing trend and demand, which I don't see slowing down, will offer new space, as there is always a 
desire for new space, and that it will enable buildings like those in Tampa that we have seen as examples 
to not only achieve the highest rates currently being attained in class A space. 
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     CM Hanewicz asked if remote working is occurring in a specific industry? In response, Mr. Dubuque 
shared that technology companies were the companies that he noted using remote working.  
 
     CM Hanewicz asked if is there anything that we're doing as a city in terms of our code, to develop 
buildings with healthy amenities? In response, Mr. Feldman shared that the city has led as part of its 
zoning category an energy efficiency standard and could look at expanding beyond just energy 
efficiency and some of its building density bonus programs to encourage more wellness features beyond 
just building efficiency. 
 
     Councilmember Gerdes asked if there is a lag in the market in comparison to Tampa based on people 
locking in at low-interest rates with low construction? Ms. Giffin responded that there is a small lag in 
the market.  
 
     Council Chair Gina Driscoll suggested holding another discussion and presenting some potential 
plans to focus on what it is that we want to do. 
 
CM Montanari adjourned the meeting at 11:00 AM. 
 
 



Topic Return Date Referral Date Prior Meeting Referred by Staff Notes

A discussion regarding parking requirements for multi-
family dwellings located in Downtown St. Pete 7/28/2022 2/10/2022 Montanari L. Abernethy

Presentation and discussion on current and future bridge 
projects in the City 9/8/2022 2/18/2021 Montanari B. Prayman,

E. Birk

Discussion on Reassigning a Council Member to the 
South CRA Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) TBD 12/2/2021 Figgs-Sanders M. Dema,

R. Smith

A discussion on the renewal options to separate 
operations of the Manhattan Casino and restaurant 
component at the lease end date either by default or 
contracted date.

TBD 2/10/2022 Figgs-Sanders J. Zeoli,
C. Ballestra

Administration is negotiating a new lease will 
possibly revisit at 5/12/2022 City Council meeting. 

A discussion with Planning & Development on the 
process of residential permits - per dept - for construction, 
i.e. driveways, fences and privacy wall from application to 
final inspection

TBD 4/7/2022 Figgs-Sanders
L. Abernethy 4/28/2022- Staff requested deferment of this item 

reviewing at a later date.

A discussion on a local technical amendment to require 
inspections of buildings three stories or higher of a certain 
age.

TBD 4/21/2022 Driscoll

Consideration of an amendment to City Code Section 
16.40.040 regarding Fence, Wall, and Hedge Regulations 
on properties with more than 150 lineal feet of street 
frontage.

TBD 5/5/2022 Figgs-Sanders

Public Services & Infrastructure Committee
Pending & Continuing Referral List

July 28, 2022



Quarterly Report on Grow Smarter Sites
a) Port Site
b) Innovation District Site
c) 800 Block Site
d) Tropicana Field Site
e) Commerce Park Site
f) 22nd Street Sites
g) Tangerine Plaza Site

TBD
2/15/2018
3/8/2018

a) 7/8/2021

3/8/2018
5/31/2018
9/13/2018
6/13/2019
11/7/2019

Driscoll, 
Montanari

J. Zeoli

6/13/2019 – Update on Innovation District, Former 
Police Station Site, & Tangerine Plaza
11/7/2019 – Updates: Commerce Park, 22nd St., 
Tangerine Plaza, Innovation District, Former PD, & 
Port Site
4/8/2021 – A. DeLisle to provide written updates 
on the Port Site, Innovation District Site, 800 Block 
Site, & Tangerine Plaza Site
7/8/2021 – Chair Montanari requested an update on 
the Port Site

Capital Improvement Assessment
(Maintenance & Hurricane/Tropical Storm 
Preparedness)
a) Bridges
b) Reclaimed Water
c) Sidewalks
d) Seawalls
e) Stormwater
f) Potable Water
g) Wastewater (if needed)
h) Buildings (See “CAMP”)

TBD 2/2/2017

a) 9/24/2020
b) 8/24/2017
c) 9/24/2020
d) 9/24/2020
e) 7/12/2018
f) 7/26/2018 

(COW)
h)  9/24/2020

Montanari

a) Tankersley
b) Palenchar
c) Tankersley
d) Tankersley

  e) D. Rawleigh
f) Palenchar

g) Tankersley
h) Tankersley

9/24/2020 – C. Tankersley provided update on 
sidewalks, seawalls, bridges & their respective 
investment gaps. As well as introduced “CAMP” 
Committee asked staff to return with more info on 
funding for sidewalks & seawalls, as well as further 
guidance on the conflict between Sec. 25-191 & 
Resolution 96-55 related to property owner 
responsibilities

Update on Albert Whitted Airport Master Plan TBD 5/17/2018

8/9/2018
2/13/2020
7/15/2021
1/27/2022

Staff Request

R. Lesniak,
D. DiCarlo- 

(Environmental 
Services Associates 

(ESA)

7/15/2021 – Update on master plan progress, 
review of working papers submitted to the FAA
1/27/2022 – Update on master plan progress, 
overview of most recent submittals to the FAA and 
next steps

Update on the Citywide Capital Asset Management 
Program (“CAMP”) (Previously the “City’s Facility 
Maintenance Plan”)

TBD 6/7/2018 5/9/2019,
11/9/2021

Montanari, 
Administration C. Tankerlsey

9/12/2019 – T. Greene indicated staff would like 
return to PS&I for a check-in once the plan became 
fully staffed
9/24/2020 – Brief update from C. Tankersley on the 
name change (“CAMP”) & plan overview
11/9/2021 – Comprehensive update of CAMP, 
including the new asset management administrative 
policy and status of cloud-based software for city-
wide asset management.

A discussion regarding the renovation and future use of 
the Sunshine Center TBD 5/6/2021 Montanari M. Jefferis



A discussion of possible amendments to the City Code to 
clarify the criteria for a substantial change of use of park 
property. 5/26/2022 5/5/2022 Montanari                  

(Staff Request)
H. Judd                     

M. Jefferis 

5/26/2022 – Committee requested item be deferred 
and return to the committee with more information. 
Staff agreed to follow up with Council with one-on-
ones. 

Updated: 07/18/20222022 PS&I Dates: 2/24, 3/10, 3/31, 4/14, 4/28, 5/12, 5/26, 6/9, 6/16, 7/14, 7/28, 8/11, 8/25, 9/8, 9/22, 10/13, 10/27, 11/10, 12/8
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Multi-family Parking in 
Downtown 

PSI: July 28, 2022 
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Background 

Downtown parking reductions: pre-2007 
• Zero parking required in CBD-Core, CBD-1 districts 

• 0.5 spaces per unit in CBD-2 

• 1.0 spaces per unit in CBD-3 
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Background 

Multi-family parking reductions adopted 09/05/19: Ord 375-H 
• Reduced the minimum number of parking spaces required for multi-family 

dwelling units 
• In downtown, reduced from one per unit to 1 per unit for units that are 

greater than 750 s.f.; if a unit is less than 750 square feet, there is no 
required parking 

• Allowed 10% parking reduction for Certified Affordable/Workforce 
Housing units, with additional 5% for age restricted units 

• Allowed 10% parking reduction within 1/8 mile of a high frequency transit 
route 
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Background 
Multi-family parking reductions adopted 09/05/19: Ord 375-H 
• Cost estimates for structured parking in the City of St. Petersburg are approximately $24,000 per parking 

space (and rising) 

• Reduced parking requirement - an incentive for the developer to provide additional dwelling units by 
mitigating the negative impact of cost for parking and land costs 

• Encourages alternate forms of transportation such as transit, walking, and biking 

• Allowed for the design of buildings with multiple smaller units on small lots, increasing efficiency of land 
and allowing higher density in downtown; higher ad valorem revenues based on higher assessed value for 
dwelling space than parking space 

• Unbundles the price of parking from the price of living as parking is usually “included” in rent or offered at 
a highly subsidized rate compared to rental rate per foot of living area. 

• Allows developers/private sector to decide how much parking they need 
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Background 

DC parking reductions adopted 11/14/19: Ord 396-H 

• Minimum parking requirements for Café, Neighborhood Scale, Drug Store 
and Pharmacy, Microbrewery, Restaurants and Bars, Indoor and Outdoor, 
Retail Sales and Service, Retail Neighborhood Scale, Service 
Establishments and Personal Service reduced by 50% to promote these 
uses. (Generally reduced from 1/500 to 1/1000) 

• Increased allowable off-site parking radius to 1,000 feet 

• Allowed compact parking spaces for all uses 
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# Projects # Units # Parking Ratio 
Pre-code change 23 3,937 6,141 1.44 
Post-code change 29 3,720 4,886 1.22 
Total 52 7,657 11,027 1.31 
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Breakdown of Projects after code change: 

# Projects # Units # Parking Ratio 
1 or more 20 3,247 4,726 1.46 
Less than 1 4 260 160 0.59 
Zero 5 213 0 0 
Total less than 1 9 473 160 1.31 
Zero % 17% 6% 
% less than 1 31% 13% 
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Zero spaces: 

• 357 5TH ST S 
• 700 3RD AVE S 
• 1750 2ND AVE N 
• 77 11TH ST N 
• 226 17th St and 1700 Burlington Ave N 

Less than 1/unit: 
• 200 17th St N  and 1711 2nd Ave N (.16 per unit) 
• 1735 1ST AVE N (.5 per unit) 
• SW corner of 3rd Ave and 6th St S (.8 per unit) 
• 770 4th Ave N (.92) 
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
Prepared by the Planning & Development Services Department, 

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

For Public Hearing on Wednesday, May 1, 2019 

at 2:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 

175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

City File: LDR 2019-03 

This is a City-initiated application requesting that the Development Review Commission (“DRC”), in its 
capacity as the Land Development Regulation Commission (“LDRC”), make a finding of consistency with the 
Comprehensive Plan and recommend to City Council APPROVAL the following text amendments to the City 

Code, Chapter 16, Land Development Regulations (“LDRs”). 

The purpose of this text amendment application (presented in the order of the staff report) is to: 

1. Reduce the minimum unit size (square feet) required for multi-family dwelling units; 

2. Reduce the minimum number of parking spaces required for multi-family dwelling units; 

3. Amend administrative adjustment for parking Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing units; 

4. Create administrative adjustment for parking when within 1/8 mile of a high frequency transit route; 

5. Reduce the minimum land area required to qualify for an accessory dwelling unit; 

6. Amend design standards for certified affordable and workforce housing units. 

APPLICANT INFORMATION 

APPLICANT: City of St. Petersburg 

275 5th Street North 

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 

CONTACT: Derek Kilborn, Manager 

Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

Planning and Development Services Department 

One – 4th Street North 

St. Petersburg, Florida 33711 

Derek.Kilborn@stpete.org 

(727) 893-7872 



   

 

 

 

           

   

 

 

  

 

 

 

           

       

   

 

   

 

 

 

            

       

             

   

 

             

 

          

             

       

      

 

        

       

        

    

       

        

  

           

      

          

 

 

            

          

      

        

    

COMMISSION AUTHORITY 

Pursuant to Section 16.80.020.1 of the City Code of Ordinances, the DRC, acting as the LDRC, is responsible 

for reviewing and making a recommendation to the City Council on all proposed amendments to the LDRs. 

STAFF ANALYSIS 

Background 

This application includes a set of proposed text amendments extending from a community-wide discussion 

relating to housing affordability. The multi-year, multi-disciplinary discussion has included many aspects of, 

and factors influencing, housing affordability. 

In the Spring 2017, City Development Administration and Planning and Development Services staff began 

evaluating a private-sector proposal to expand allowances for detached, row houses. By the Fall 2017, this 

research evolved into a more comprehensive review of the City’s existing housing programs and land use 
and zoning strategies. 

On March 22, 2018, and again on April 19, 2018, the City Council convened as the Committee of the Whole 

(“COW”) and received detailed presentations from the City’s Housing Department and Planning and 

Development Services Department. The purpose of the first meeting was to review existing programs, land 

use and zoning policies. The second meeting reviewed key considerations and possible next steps. 

Following the COW, a series of public engagement meetings were hosted at the Main Library throughout the 

Summer 2018: 

• At the first two (2) meetings, attendees discussed density, building typologies, and the potential 

creation of one or more zoning categories to provide a variety of urban housing choices in medium-

density building types including single-family houses, accessory dwelling units, duplexes, small 

multiplexes, bungalow courts (“tiny” houses), courtyard buildings, detached row houses (“skinny”), 
townhouses, and large multiplexes. 

• At the third meeting, attendees discussed transportation initiatives, parking regulations (minimum 

requirements based on land-use type), existing parking reductions, and proposed parking reductions 

based on land use type (e.g. affordable and workforce housing) or geographic proximity to major 

streets, multi-modal transit options, activity centers, and community redevelopment areas. 

• At the fourth meeting, attendees discussed affordability initiatives, including different funding 

mechanisms, housing assistance programs, affordable housing initiatives in the South St. Petersburg 

Community Redevelopment Area, and Penny for Pinellas affordable housing funding. 

• At the fifth and final meeting in the series, attendees discussed affordable and workforce housing 

density bonuses, recalibrating development bonuses within the Downtown Center to prioritize 

affordable and workforce housing units, and establishing additional activity centers throughout the 

City. 

Since the initial series of public engagement meetings, City staff has been working with related stakeholders 

including the Pinellas Realtors Organization (“PRO”), St. Petersburg Area Chamber of Commerce, Council of 

Neighborhood Associations (“CONA”), Forward Pinellas (countywide land planning agency), City’s Housing 
Land Use and Transportation Committee (“HLUT”), and the City’s Community Housing Policy Group 

(“CHPG”). The concepts outlined in this proposal extend from input received during these discussions. 
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The specific set of recommendations included herein were recently presented to the HLUT Committee on 

February 28, 2019. Following the staff presentation and discussion, Committee members requested that City 

Staff initiate an application including the proposed text amendments, as follows and attached. 

Reduce the minimum unit size (square feet) required for multi-family dwelling units 

Section 16.10.020.1 Matrix: Use Permissions and Parking Requirements Matrix and Zoning Matrix of the 

St. Petersburg City Code currently requires a minimum unit size for multi-family construction: 375-square 

feet for an efficiency or studio unit, 500-square feet for a one-bedroom unit, 750-square feet for a two-

bedroom unit, and an additional 200-square feet for each additional bedroom. 

These minimum unit sizes exceed the unit size standards outlined in the Florida Building Code. If 

approved, minimum unit sizes will still need to comply with the Florida Building Code and other 

accessibility, visitibility, and life safety standards. 

The City’s existing minimum unit size requirement is increasingly separated from contemporary 

preferences in consumer demand and multi-family construction, both of which are trending toward smaller 

unit sizes. Smaller unit sizes help reduce the monthly rent rate for tenants and, when combined with related 

parking reductions, encourage the construction of more units within a development project. Since housing 

affordability is improved when there is parity between unit demand and unit supply, increasing unit supply 

is a critical objective of this proposal. 

Reduce the minimum number of parking spaces required for multi-family dwelling units 

Minimum parking requirements can have a consequential impact on the number of multi-family units 

provided within a new development or renovation. For example, multi-family developments commonly 

include structured parking. According to the City’s Transportation and Parking Management Department, 

cost estimates for structured parking in the City of St. Petersburg are approximately $24,000 per parking 

space. Using this estimate, a decision to construct two (2) 700-square foot units compared to one (1) 1,400-

square foot unit is immediately constrained by an additional $24,000 to provide the second parking space. 

This attempt to reduce the multi-family parking requirement is an incentive for the developer to provide 

additional dwelling units by mitigating the negative impact of parking and land costs. The proposed text 

amendment is not a mandate or maximum cap. Reducing the minimum requirement will create more 

options, but the property owner still retains the right to develop as many parking spaces as their market 

analysis dictates or their Pro-Forma requires. 

An analysis of St. Petersburg’s existing parking requirements compared to a diversity of other Florida and 

national cities is included. The study was prepared by the City’s Transportation and Parking Management 
Department. 

Amend administrative adjustment for parking Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing units 

Workforce and affordable housing units and senior housing units typically require less parking than 

standard requirements. This text amendment proposes to reduce the minimum number of parking spaces 

required by 10-percent where a project is committing at least 50-percent of the total number of dwelling 

units for occupancy as Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing. For Certified Affordable/Workforce 

Housing units that are also classified senior age-restricted, the minimum number of parking spaces required 

may be reduced an additional 5-percent for a combined 15-percent reduction. 

Page 3 



   

 

 

         

            

 

 

            

          

         

        

        

           

       

          

       

 

 

  

 

        

            

              

             

         

            

               

         

 

 

            

              

          

          

          

       

         

   

 

  

 

          

       

             

          

           

            

         

            

        

            

   

Create administrative adjustment for parking when within 1/8 mile of a high frequency transit route 

Proximity to high frequency transit routes, defined as a route with a scheduled weekday peak hour headway 

of 30-minutes or better, reduces the demand for parking spaces as residents have reliable access to public 

transit service. 

This text amendment proposes to reduce the minimum number of parking spaces required by 10-percent 

where a property, in whole or part, is located within 1/8 mile of a high frequency transit route. 1/8 mile is 

the distance most commonly used when considering pedestrian comfort; although 1/4 mile is occasionally 

used when making related land use and transportation decisions, it is not recommended here. The City’s 
Transportation and Parking Management Department has mapped Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 

(“PSTA”) routes to help identify the effectiveness of this proposal and location of qualified areas, see 

attached map. The map shows fourteen (14) routes with a scheduled weekday peak hour headway of 30-

minutes or better. Although transit routes with 30-minute headways are more susceptible to schedule 

modifications and route elimination, several key neighborhoods would be excluded from consideration if 

the proposal was amended to 20-minutes or better, see attached map. 

Reduce the minimum land area required to qualify for an accessory dwelling unit 

Section 16.50.010 Accessory Dwelling Units: Lot Requirements currently requires a minimum land area 

of 5,800 square feet to construct an accessory dwelling unit on a property with a single-family home. A 

review of typical lot sizes in our City shows that there are many subdivisions platted with lot measurements 

of 45 feet in width by 127 feet in depth, which equates to 5,715 square feet. Data analysis performed by 

staff found that reducing the minimum qualified threshold to 5,715 square feet qualified an additional 1,843 

parcels. During deliberations on this subject, it was ultimately recommended by the HLUT to reduce the 

minimum land area to 4,500 square feet, the minimum lot size in the NT-1 zoning district. The reduced 

land area will help several neighborhoods most in need and qualify an additional 9,617 parcels. When 

compared to the existing number of qualified parcels (22,319), this constitutes an increase of 43-percent. 

Enabling the construction of accessory dwelling units helps in several critical ways. First, the property 

owner creates a secondary income that reduces the cost of existing housing obligations and protects against 

an unforeseen future reduction or loss of primary income. Second, the renter benefits from a larger supply 

of available dwelling units thereby creating more rent stabilization and parity with increasing community 

demand. Third, home builders benefit from additional opportunities for new business. Finally, the City’s 
Housing Department and other housing-related agencies benefit from expanded opportunities to provide 

housing assistance, for e.g. gap financing on the construction of an accessory dwelling unit might require 

less investment than building a new, single-family house. 

Amend design standards for certified affordable and workforce housing units. 

This proposal continues earlier discussions and prior text amendments to reduce the construction costs for 

Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing. City staff continues to consult with not-for-profit agencies 

building affordable housing regarding the impacts of design standards on overall construction costs. Two 

items are included herein for amendment at the request of these agencies, see attached letter dated April 

12, 2019 from Habitat for Humanity. The first request is to reduce the requirement in “traditional” 
neighborhoods to design a front porch that is elevated above the abutting finished grade level at the 

entrance from 12-inches to 8-inches. This reduction will change the foundation requirements for each 

building in a way that results in impactful savings. The second request is to reduce the requirement for 

fenestration and glazing on the front and corner façades from 30% to 20%, and the interior side façades 

from 20% to 15%. The reduction for fenestration and glazing will result in the elimination of at last one 

(1) window per house, further reducing the construction costs. 
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Consistency and Compatibility (with Comprehensive Plan) 

The following objectives and policies from the City's Comprehensive Plan are applicable to the attached 

proposal: 

• H1.3 - Review ordinances, codes, regulations and the permitting process for the purpose of eliminating 

excessive and overlapping requirements and resolving conflicting requirements and amending or 

adding other requirements in order to increase private sector participation in meeting housing needs, 

while continuing to insure the health, welfare and safety of the residents. 

• LU3.6 Land use planning decisions shall weigh heavily the established character of predominately 

developed areas where changes of use or intensity of development are contemplated. 

• LU3.8 The City shall protect existing and future residential uses from incompatible uses, noise, traffic 

and other intrusions that detract from the long term desirability of an area through appropriate land 

development regulations. 

• LU21.1 The City shall continue to utilize its innovative development regulations and staff shall 

continue to examine new innovative techniques by working with the private sector, neighborhood 

groups, special interest groups and by monitoring regulatory innovations to identify potential solutions 

to development issues that provide incentives for the achievement of the goals, objectives and policies 

of the Comprehensive Plan. 

• LU22.1 The City shall continue to pursue strategies which reduce GHG emissions and vehicle miles 

traveled. 

• LU23.1 The City’s development review policies and procedures shall continue to integrate land use 
and transportation planning so that land development patterns support mobility choices and reduced 

trip lengths. 

• LU23.2 The City’s development review policies and procedures shall acknowledge the GHG emission 
reduction impacts of higher density development and the negative impacts of sprawling, low-density 

development. 

• LU23.3 The City’s LDRs shall continue to support greater development intensity within the Corridor 

and Center zoning districts, particularly where located along fixed transit lines and around transit stops 

and stations. 
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PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS 

ORDINANCE ___ 

[ORDINANCE TITLE] 

[WHEREAS CLAUSES] 

THE CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. Section 16.10.020.1 Matrix: Use Permissions and Parking Requirements Matrix and 

Zoning Matrix of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to replace the existing definition for an 

“Accessory, Dwelling Unit” use with the following language: 

“An ancillary or secondary living unit that has a separate kitchen, bathroom, and sleeping area, 

existing either within the same structure, or on the same lot, as the primary detached single-family 

house. Accessory dwelling units are not counted against the otherwise applicable maximum 

dwelling units per acre density standard. (See Use Specific Development Standards)” 

Section 2. Section 16.10.020.1 Matrix: Use Permissions and Parking Requirements Matrix and 

Zoning Matrix of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to revise an existing definition for the 

“Dwelling, Multi-Family” use to read as follows: 

“A building designed for or occupied by two or more families (on the basis of monthly, or longer 
occupancies, or ownership of individual units) with separate cooking, bathroom and sleeping 

facilities for each unit. Motels, hotels, and other transient accommodation uses are not multiple-

family dwellings. Accessory uses include clubhouses, recreational and laundry facilities. 
Minimum gross floor area shall be, for an efficiency/studio unit 375 sf; one-bedroom unit 500 sf; 

two bedroom unit 750 sf; for dwelling units with more than two bedrooms, an additional 200 sf 
for each additional bedroom.” 

Section 3. Section 16.10.020.1 Matrix: Use Permissions and Parking Requirements Matrix and 

Zoning Matrix of the St. Petersburg City Code is hereby amended to reduce the minimum number of 

parking spaces required for the “Dwelling, Multi-Family” use to read as follows: 

Land Use Traditional Suburban Downtown 

Dwelling, 

Multi-Family 

More than 750 square 

feet: 

0.75 1 per unit up to 2 

bedrooms, plus 0.5 for 

each additional 

bedroom; 

More than 750 square 

feet: 

1.25 1.5 per unit up to 

2 bedrooms, plus 0.5 

for each additional 

bedroom; 

More than 750 square 

feet: 

1 per unit; 

Equal to or less than 

750 square feet: 

0.50 per unit 

Equal to or less than 

750 square feet: 

0.75 per unit 

Equal to or less than 

750 square feet: 

zero (0) per unit 
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Section 4. Section 16.40.090.3.2.C Minimum Number of Parking Spaces Required: 

Administrative Adjustment of Standards is hereby amended to revise an existing adjustment for 

workforce and affordable housing to read as follows: 

Workforce and Affordable Housing reduction. Where committing at least 50 % of the total no. of 

dwelling units for occupancy as affordable to low-income households, as defined in chapter 17.5, 

City Code, and for a duration of 15 yrs. or more, the development may hold open space in 

landscape reserve for future parking needs: 

• Up to 25 % of the min. no. of required spaces and their associated drive lanes may be 
held in reserve as unimproved open space; 

• Additional 20 % may be held in reserve if located within 1/8 mile of a transit stop serving 
at least two different transit routes; or 

• Additional 10 % may be held in reserve if located or if the development is not located 

within 1/8 mile of a transit stop, but is located within 1/4 mile of a transit stop serving at 

least two different routes 

9. Where committing at least 50-percent of the total number of dwelling units for occupancy as 
Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing, the minimum number of parking spaces required 

may be reduced by 10-percent. For Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing units that are 
also classified [senior age-restricted], the minimum number of parking spaces required may 
be reduced an additional 5-percent for a combined 15-percent reduction. 

Section 5. Section 16.40.090.3.2.C Minimum Number of Parking Spaces Required: 

Administrative Adjustment of Standards is hereby amended to add a new adjustment for proximity to 

high frequency transit routes to read as follows: 

10. Proximity to High-Frequency Transit Routes. Where a property, in whole or part, is located 

within 1/8-mile of a high frequency transit route, defined as a route with a scheduled weekday 

peak hour headway of 30-minutes or better, the minimum number of parking spaces required 

may be reduced by 10-percent. High frequency transit routes located on the Interstate 275 do 

not qualify for this adjustment. This 10-percent reduction may be combined with the 

reductions allowed for Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing and senior age restricted 

housing. 

Section 6. Section 16.50.010.5.1.A.1 Development Standards: Lot Requirements is hereby 

amended to revise the minimum lot area to read as follows: 

1. The lot area shall be at least 5,800 4,500 square feet. 

Section 7. Section 16.20.010.11 Building and Site Design: Building Form is hereby amended to 

revise the building form standards for certified affordable and workforce housing to read as follows: 

Building form. 

1. The front porch shall be elevated at least 12 inches above the abutting finished grade level as 

measured abutting the porch at the front entry. For Certified Affordable / Workforce Housing, 

the required minimum elevation shall be 8-inches, and the pedestrian walkway at the entrance 
may be graded to allow zero step entrance in accordance with the City Visitability ordinance, 
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provided that all other areas of the porch meet the 8-inch minimum above the abutting finished 

grade. 

Section 8. Section 16.20.010.11 Building and Site Design: Wall Composition and Transparency 

is hereby amended to revise the wall composition and transparency standards for certified affordable and 

workforce housing to read as follows: 

2. At least 30 percent of primary and secondary street facades shall consist of fenestration or 
architectural details and features. At least 20 percent of the front two-thirds of interior side 
facades shall consist of fenestration or architectural details and features. At least ten percent of 
the rear façade on corner lots and through lots shall consist of fenestration or architectural 

details and features. At least 50 percent of the required fenestration shall be transparent (i.e., 
window glass). For Certified Affordable / Workforce Housing, the primary and secondary 
street facades minimum shall be 20-percent and the interior side yard facade minimum shall 
be 15-percent. 

Section 9. Section 16.90.020.3 Rules of Interpretation and Definitions: Definitions is hereby 

amended to add a definition, in alphabetical order, for certified affordable and workforce housing to read 

as follows: 

Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing shall mean any single-family home designated through 

the City’s Affordable/Workforce housing program. 

Section 10. Coding: As used in this ordinance, language appearing in struck-through type is 

language to be deleted from the City Code, and underlined language is language to be added to the City 

Code, in the section, subsection, or other location where indicated. Language in the City Code not 

appearing in this ordinance continues in full force and effect unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. 

Sections of this ordinance that amend the City Code to add new sections or subsections are generally not 

underlined. 

Section 11. The provisions of this ordinance shall be deemed to be severable.  If any provision of 

this ordinance is determined unconstitutional or otherwise invalid, such determination shall not affect the 

validity of any other provisions of this ordinance. 

Section 12. In the event this Ordinance is not vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with the City 

Charter, it shall become effective upon the expiration of the fifth business day after adoption unless the 

Mayor notifies the City Council through written notice filed with the City Clerk that the Mayor will not 

veto this Ordinance, in which case this Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon filing such 

written notice with the City Clerk. In the event this Ordinance is vetoed by the Mayor in accordance with 

the City Charter, it shall not become effective unless and until the City Council overrides the veto in 

accordance with the City Charter, in which case it shall become effective immediately upon a successful 

vote to override the veto. 
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HOUSING AFFORDABILITY IMPACT STATEMENT 

City of St. Petersburg 

Housing Affordability Impact Statement 

Each year, the City of St. Petersburg receives approximately $2 million in State Housing Initiative Partnership 

(SHIP) funds for its affordable housing programs. To receive these funds, the City is required to maintain an 

ongoing process for review of local policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions that increase the cost of 

housing construction, or of housing redevelopment, and to establish a tracking system to estimate the cumulative 

cost per housing unit from these actions for the period July 1– June 30 annually. This form should be attached to 

all policies, ordinances, resolutions, and plan provisions which increase housing costs, and a copy of the completed 

form should be provided to the City’s Housing and Community Development Department. 

I. Initiating Department: Planning & Development Services Development 

II. Policy, Procedure, Regulation, or Comprehensive Plan Amendment Under Consideration for 

adoption by Ordinance or Resolution: 

See attached proposed amendments to Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances (City File LDR 2019-03). 

III. Impact Analysis: 

A. Will the proposed policy, procedure, regulation, or plan amendment, (being adopted by ordinance or 

resolution) increase the cost of housing development? (i.e. more landscaping, larger lot sizes, increase fees, 

require more infrastructure costs up front, etc.) 

No X (No further explanation required.) 

Yes     _____ Explanation: 

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

$_______________________. 

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

development approvals? 

No X (No further explanation required) 

Yes  ___ Explanation: 
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__________________________________ ________________ 

__________________________________ ________________ 

X 

IV: Certification 

It is important that new local laws which could counteract or negate local, state and federal reforms and incentives 

created for the housing construction industry receive due consideration.  If the adoption of the proposed regulation 

is imperative to protect the public health, safety and welfare, and therefore its public purpose outweighs the need to 

continue the community’s ability to provide affordable housing, please explain below: 

CHECK ONE: 

The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment will not result in an 

increase to the cost of housing development or redevelopment in the City of St. Petersburg and no further 

action is required. (Please attach this Impact Statement to City Council Material, and provide a copy to 

Housing and Community Development department.) 

Manager, Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division (signature) Date 

OR 

The proposed regulation, policy, procedure, or comprehensive plan amendment being proposed by 

resolution or ordinance will increase housing costs in the City of St. Petersburg. (Please attach this Impact 

Statement to City Council Material, and provide a copy to Housing and Community Development 

department.) 

Manager, Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division (signature) Date 

Copies to: City Clerk 

Joshua A. Johnson, Director, Housing and Community Development 
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ATTACHMENTS 

HABITAT FOR HUMANITY LETTER, APRIL 12, 2019 

MAP, QUALIFIED ADU LOTS 4,500 SF – 5,799 SF 

MAP, HIGH FREQUENCY TRANSIT ROUTES 

COMPARATIVE PARKING ANALYSIS 
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We build strength, stability, self-reliance and shelter. 1ft:Habitat 
' for Humanity®, 

of Pinellas & West Pasco Counties 

April 12, 2019 

St. Petersburg City Council Member Charlie Gerdes 

P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, FL 33731 

Dear Council member Gerdes, 

Habitat for Humanity of Pinellas and West Pasco Counties (HfHPWPC) has worked closely with City Staff in 
finding common sense solutions, specifically related to design standards, to reduce some of the significant cost barriers 
of constructing single family affordable housing within St. Petersburg. Currently, there is a package of potential Land 
Development Regulations (LDRs) design standards amendments for certified affordable housing projects being proposed 
that with your support would facilitate the ability for all single family housing nonprofit developers to build more homes 

in the City. 

Proposed Changes 
Building and site design. Building form 

l. The froRt porch shall be ele•.«ated at least 12 iRches abo•.«e the abuttiRg fiRished grade le¥el as FReasured abuttiRg 
the porch at the froRt eRtry. For Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing. the required minimum elevation shall 
be 8 inches. and the pedestrian walkway at the entrance may be graded to allow zero step entrance in 
accordance with the City Visitability ordinance. provided that all other areas of the porch meet the 8" minimum 

above the abutting finished grade 
❖ Reducing the design requirement from 12" to 8" will save approximately $8,000 per home in construction 

costs. Collateral information is attached to this document (Attachment 1), demonstrating the realized 
foundation costs for a Habitat home built in St. Petersburg ($28,433.66) vs the City of Largo ($20,983.02). 

❖ Greater allowances for 'zero step' entries, ensure homes meet visitability standards and assist in ageing in 

place. 

Wall composition and transparency 

2. At least 30 perceRt of priFRary aRa secoRaary street facaaes shall coRsist of feRestratioR or architectural aetails 
aRa features. At least 20 perceRt of the froRt two thiras of iRterior siae facaaes shall coRsist of feRestratioR or 
architectural aetails aRa features. At least teR perceRt of the rear fai;ade OR corRer lots aRa through lots st'lall 
coRsist of feRestratioR or architectural aetails a Ra features. At least 50 perceRt of the requires feRestratioR st'lall 
be traRspareRt (i.e., wiRdow glass). For Certified Affordable/Workforce Housing. the primary and secondary street 
facades minimum shall be 20 percent and the interior side yard facade minimum shall be 15 percent. 

❖ For a standard SFH front fac;:ade of 240sqft this change would reduce the required transparency (windows) 
by 12sqft from the current 36sqft to 24sqft, effectively reducing the number of windows on the front 
fac;:ade from three to two. Construction costs savings would in the range of $600 to $1,500 per home 
Attached (attachment 2) are example photos of what a reduction would look like. 

Main Office & Pinellas Restore I 13355 49th Street North, Clearwater, FL 33762 I (727) 536-4755 Ihabitatpwp.org 

New Port Richey Office &West Pasco Restore I 4131 Madison Street, New Port Richey, FL 34652 

St. Pete Resource Center I 1350 22nd Street South. St. Petersburo. FL 33712 

https://habitatpwp.org
https://20,983.02
https://28,433.66


We build strength, stability, self-reliance and shelter. 1Tf:Habitat 
' for Humanity® 

of Pinellas & West Pasco Counties 

These minimal design changes will save approximately $10,000.00 in construction costs per home and provide greater 
feasibility to the development of affordable housing in the City. HfHPWPC is requesting your full support for the LDRs 
design standards amendments for certified affordable housing projects being proposed. We thank you for your time and 

compassion in your service to the community. 

Mike Sutton 
President and Chief Executive Officer 

cc: St. Petersburg Mayor Rick Kriseman 
St. Petersburg Deputy Mayor and City Administrator Dr. Kanika Tomalin 
St. Petersburg Neighborhood Affairs Administrator Rob Gerdes 
Habitat for Humanity Board member Karl Nurse 

Main Office & Pinellas Restore I 13355 49th Street North, Clearwater, FL 33762 I (727) 536-4755 Ihabitatpwp.org 

New Port Richey Office &West Pasco Restore I 4131 Madison Street, New Port Richey, FL 34652 

St. Pete Resource Center 11350 22nd Street South. St. Petersburq, FL 33712 

https://habitatpwp.org
https://10,000.00


11:.22/IIM Habitat for Humanty of Pinellas 

03/15/19 132.293 .. 1819 48th St S 
Accrwl Basis As of March 31, 2019 

Service 
02-Permits (Pennits & Faes) 

0203 Power (Power) 
0207 Storage (Mobile Mini) 
0209 • other (Permits and Fees - Other) 
0210 Appraisals (Appraisals) 
02-Pennits (Permits & Fees) • Other 

Total 02-Permits (Permits & Fees) 

03-Surveys (Surveys) 
04-Slte Prep (Site Prep) 

0402 Lot Clearing (Lot Clearing) 
0403 Plumbing R/1 (P1.Plumbing R-1) 
0405-Lawn Maintenance (Lawn Maintenance) 

Total Q4..Slte Prep (Site Prep) 

05-Slab Prep (Slab Prep) 
06-Slab Pour (Slab Pour) 
07-Ext Frame (Exterior Frame Material) 
OB-Trusses (Truss•) 
09-Sheathing (Exterior Sheathing) 
10-Rooflng (Roofing Material) 
11-lntWall F (Interior Wall Frame Material) 
12-Ext Doors (Exterior Doors) 
13-Windows (Windows) 
14-ExtSiding (Exterior Siding / Soffit) 
15-Sofflt & Facla (Sofftt & Fascia) 
16-Rough Ina (Rough Ins) 

1601 Tub Set (Tub Set) 
1602 HVAC (HVAC Rough-in) 
1603 Elect (Electrical Rough-In) 

Total 16-Rough Ins (Rough Ins) 

17-lnsulatlon (lnsulatlon) 
1701 Batta (Batta Insulation) 
1702 Blown (Blown Insulation) 

Total 17-fnsulatlon (Insulation) 

19-Paint (Paint) 
20-lnt Doors (Interior Doors) 

2001 Hdwr (Door Hardware) 
20-lnt Doors (Interior Doors) - Other 

Total 20-lnt Door& (Interior Doors) 

21-lnt Trim (InteriorTrim) 
22-Cabinets (Cabinets) 

Mar 31, 19 

-422.39 
-557.06 
-209.00 
-500.00 

-1,141.76 

-2,830.21 

-940.00 

-8,140.00 
-2,295.00 

-314.25 

/ tvf'. 
-10,749.25 :,~""'I,--

=~::~:: ~~-t<t 
-12,233.34 
-11,515.13 

-3,975.20 
-3,918.00 
-5,002.15 
-1,351.46 
-2,113.18 
-3,020.00 
-1 ,742.91 

l 

-2,200.00 
-2,377.50 
-3,983.00 

-8,560.50 

-140.88 
-924.00 

-1,064.88 

-1,582.17 

-342.40 
-915.56 

-1,257.96 

-221.76 
-2,749.34 
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11:18AM Habitat for Humanty of Pinellas 

03/15119 136.90 1597 Gooden Crossing 
As of March 31, 2019 Accrual Basis 

Service 
02-Permlts (Permits & Fees) 

0203 Power (Power) 
0204 Waste Disposal (Waste Disposal) 
0205 Water&Sewer (Water & Sewer) 
0207 Storage (Mobile Mini) 
0209 - other (Permits and Fees - Other) 
0210 Appraisals (Appraisals) 
02-Permlts (Permits & Fees) - Other 

Total 02-Pennlts (Permits & Fees) 

03-Surveys (Surveys) 
04-Slte Prep (Site Prep) 

0402 Lot Clearing (Lot Claarlng) 
0403 Plumbing R/1 (P1.Plumblng R-1) 
0404 Soll Pre-Treat (Soll Treatment) 
0405-Lawn Maintenance (Lawn Maintenance) 
04-Site Prep (Site Prep) - Other 

Total 04-Slte Prep (Site Prep) 

OS-Slab Prep (Slab Prep) 
06-Slab Pour (Slab Pour) 
07-Ext Frame (Exterior Frame Material) 
08-Trusses (Trusses) 
09-Shaathing (Exterior Sheathing) 
10-Rooflng (Roofing Material) 
11-lntWall F (InteriorWall Frame Material) 
12-Ext Doors (Exterior Doors) 
13-Wlndows (Windows) 
14-Ext Siding (Exterior Siding / Sofftt) 
15-Sofflt & Facia (Sofflt & Fascia) 
18-Roughlns(Roughlns) 

1601 Tub Set (Tub Set) 
1602 HVAC (HVAC Rough-In) 
1603 Elect (Electrical Rough-In) 

Total 16-Rough Ins (Rough Ins) 

18-Drywall (Drywall) 

19-Palnt (Paint) 
20-lnt Doors (Interior Doors) 

2001 Hdwr (Door Hardware) 
20-lnt Doors (Interior Doors) - Other 

Total 20-lnt Doors (Interior Doors) 

21-lnt Trim (Interior Trim) 
22-Cablnets (Csblnets) 

Mar 31, 19 

-340.86 
-450.00 

-3,464.01 
-521.16 
-119.00 
-475.00 

-5,396.83 

-10,766.86 

-1,530.00 

-5,325.00 
-2,245.00 
-1,250.00 

-154.00 
-400.00 

-9,374.00 

-8,414.35 
-12,568.67 
-12,102.51 

-6,238.85 
-4,147.20 
-4,079.69 
-3,222.72 

-869.61 
-1,923.91 
-3,475.00 
-1,753.45 

-2,150.00 
-2,419.00 
-4,137.00 

-8,706.00 

-5,650.00 

-2,059.02 

-482.06 
-922.82 

-1,404.88 

-236.80 
-2,317.36 
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Attachment 2 

Pinellas County (Unincorporated) City of St. Petersburg 

8 Inches Above Grade 12 inches Above Grade 
Zero Step Entry/ VisitabilityStep Entry 

> 30% Fenestration (2 Windows on Front Fa~ade)30% Fenestration (3 Windows on Front Fa~ade) 
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ZONING COUNT
NT-1 6,255
NT-2 3,362
TOTAL 9,617 

When developed with an accessory dwelling
unit, density equals 19.4 units per acres ("upa") 
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ZONING WITH 1/8 MILE BUFFERS
FROM HIGH FREQUENCY ROUTES 

NEIGHBORHOOD TRADITIONAL 
Neighborhood Traditional Single Family - 1 NT-1 

Neighborhood Traditional Single Family - 2 NT-2 

Neighborhood Traditional Single Family - 3 NT-3 

Neighborhood Traditional Single Family - 4 NT-4 

NEIGHBORHOOD SUBURBAN 
Neighborhood Suburban Single Family - 1 NS-1 

Neighborhood Suburban Single Family -2 NS-2 

Neighborhood Suburban Estate NS-E 

Neighborhood Suburban Multi Family - 1 NSM-1 

Neighborhood Suburban Multi Family - 2 NSM-2 

Neighborhood Mobile Home NMH 

Neighborhood Planned Unit Development-1 NPUD-1 

Neighborhood Planned Unit Development-2 NPUD-2 

CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL 
Corridor Residential Traditional - 1 CRT-1 

Corridor Residential Traditional - 2 CRT-2 

Corridor Residential Suburban - 1 CRS-1 

Corridor Residential Suburban - 2 CRS-2 

CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL 
Corridor Commercial Traditional - 1 CCT-1 

Corridor Commercial Traditional - 2 CCT-2 

Corridor Commercial Suburban - 1 CCS-1 

Corridor Commercial Suburban - 2 CCS-2 

INDUSTRIAL 
Industrial Suburban IS 

Industrial Traditional IT 

CENTERS 
Downtown Center- Core DC-C 
Downtown Center-1 DC-1 

Downtown Center-2 DC-2 

Downtown Center-3 DC-3 

Downtown Center- Park DC-P 

Employment Center-1 EC-1 

Employment Center -2 EC-2 

Institutional Center IC 

Retail Center - 1 RC-1 1/8 Mile Buffer from 
Retail Center - 2 RC-2 Higher Frequency Routes 
Retail Center - 3 

PRESERVATION 
RC-3 

Preservation P Route Stops along 

WATER Higher Frequency Routes 
Water W
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 US Census Data Most Intense District(s) Suburban District(s) 

City July 1, 2017 Pop Studio 1-bedroom 2-bedroom 3+bedroom Studio 1-bedroom 2-bedroom 3+bedroom 

Miami Beach 92,307 - - - - 1.50 1.50 1.75 2.00 

Fort Lauderdale 180,072 - - - - 1.75 1.75 2.00 2.10 

Gainesville 132,249 - - - - 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.00 

Memphis 652,236 - - - - 1.00 1.50 1.50 1.50 

Atlanta 486,290 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

St. Petersburg 263,255 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.50 1.50 1.50 2.00 

Tampa 385,430 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.50 2.00 

Phoenix 1,626,078 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.30 1.50 1.50 2.00 

West Palm Beach 110,222 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.00 

Charlotte 859,035 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 

Houston 2,312,717 1.25 1.33 1.66 2.00 1.25 1.33 1.66 2.00 

Orlando 280,257 1.50 1.50 1.75 2.00 1.50 1.50 1.75 2.00 

Jacksonville 892,062 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 

Fort Myers 79,943 1.50 1.50 2.00 2.00 1.50 1.50 2.00 2.00 

Dallas 1,341,075 1.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Tallahassee 191,049 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.00 

Clearwater 115,513 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 

Temple Terrace 26,489 1.60 1.60 1.60 2.20 

Comparison of parking requirements to St. Petersburg's current requirements 

>0.25 

>= 0.25 to > 0.125 

>= 0.125 to <=0.125 

<0.125 to <=0.25 

<0.25 



 

 

 

 

TO:   Members of City Council 

 

DATE:   January 28, 2022 

 

COUNCIL DATE: February 10, 2022 

 
RE: Parking Requirements 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

ACTION DESIRED: 

 

Respectfully requesting a referral to the Public Services and Infrastructure Committee or other 

relevant committee for a discussion covering parking requirements for multi-family dwellings 

located in Downtown St. Petersburg. 

 

 

 

 

      

 

 

Ed Montanari, Council Member 

District 3 
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