
...~ CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
-f.@111111111 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 
~~ DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION--•411a

st.petersburg DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT 

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine Center 
(Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-33000007 PLAT SHEET: G-2 

REQUEST : Approval of a Vacation of two 16-foot alleys adjacent to Lots 59 to 
66, Central Land and Title Co Replat, located between Central 

1stAvenue and Avenue North, between Seaboard Coast Line 
Railroad and 15th Street North. 

OWNERS: Fergs Sports Bar & Grill, Inc. , 
7937 9th Avenue South 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33707 

Booker Creek Venture, Inc. 
3443 pt Avenue North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33713 

Midtown Real Estate 1 FLP 
PO Box 429 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33731 

AGENT: Lawrence Powers 
P.O. Box 48026 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33743 

ADDRESSES AND 1450 1st Avenue North; 24/31/16/14544/000/0590 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 25 15th Street North; 24/31 /16/14544/000/0600 

1431 Central Avenue; 24/31/16/14544/000/0610 
1421 Central Avenue; 24/31/16/14544/000/0630 
1415 Central Avenue; 24/31/16/14544/000/0650 

www.stpete.org
mailto:f.@111111111
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Downtown Center (DC-1) 

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

Request. The request is to vacate two 16-foot alleys located within the area bounded by 1st 

Avenue North (north), Central Avenue (south), 15th Street North (west), and the Seaboard Coast 
Line Railroad (east). The applicants' goal is to vacate these rights-of-way in order to consolidate 
the property for redevelopment. 

The area of the rights-of-way proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached maps 
(Attachments A and B) and Sketch and Legal Description (Attachment C). A survey of the 
property is also included for reference (Attachment D). 

Analysis. Staff 's review of a vacation application is guided by: 
A. The City's Land Development Regulations (LDR's); 
B. The City's Comprehensive Plan; and 
C. Any adopted neighborhood or special area plans. 

Applicants bear the burden of demonstrating compliance with the applicable criteria for vacation 
of public right-of-way . In this case , the material submitted by the applicant (Attachment E) does 
provide background or analysis supporting a conclusion that vacating the subject rights-of-way 
would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan, or any applicable 
special area plan. 

A. Land Development Regulations 
Section 16.40.140.2 .1 E of the LDR's contains the criteria for reviewing proposed vacations. The 
criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff. 

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

The application was routed to City Departments and Private Utility Providers. Duke Energy, 
Bright House, Frontier Communications, and Wide Open West (WOW!) all indicated that they 
have facilities within the subject property requested for vacation. A condition of approval has 
been added at the end of this report recommending that an easement be provided over the 
private facilities, which the applicant has depicted, on the proposed Booker Creek Central 
Preliminary Plat (Attachment F). 

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

Approval of the vacation will not deny access to any lot of record . All of the lots of record 
abutting the alleys requested for vacation are also abutting publicly accessible rights-of-way. 
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3. The vacation shall not adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as to create dead­
end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of 
historic plats of designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods. 

The vacation of the alleys will not create any dead-ends as the proposal is to vacate all alleys 
within the subject block. Travel patterns will remain unaffected as only the alley that runs 
directly north/south is accessible by vehicular traffic and that alley effectively terminates into 
the parking lot for 1421 Central Ave. 

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

The Engineering Department's Memorandum dated July 22, 2019 (Attachment G) identifies 
the alley to be vacated as the only access to and along the west side of Booker Creek that 
can be utilized for maintaining the watercourse and providing the ingress and egress of 
equipment. Engineering has requested a minimum of 15-feet of upland at the top of each 
bank be reserved as easements for the purposes of maintaining Booker Creek and the 
embankments. A condition of approval is included at the end of this report that requires the 
easements to be provided when replatting. 

The City may have a future need for the right-of-way for public pedestrian access as a part of 
the Booker Creek Trail for bicycle and pedestrian use that is included in the St. Petersburg 
Complete Streets Implementation Plan as identified by the City's Transportation Department 
in their Memorandum dated July 23, 2019 (Attachment I). The City is currently in a dispute to 
acquire the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad property, owned by CSX Transportation Inc., 
abutting the subject properties to the east for the planned bicycle and pedestrian trail that 
follows Booker Creek. Transportation cited concerns over the uncertainty about the future 
use of the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad property and in their July 23, 2019 Memorandum 
recommended that the City continue to preserve the alley for a potential trail or sidewalk 
connection from Central Avenue to 1st Avenue North. Transportation Department's 
Memorandum dated November 18, 2019 (Attachment J) identifies easements depicted at the 
top of each bank on the attached plat as being suitable alternate locations for the Booker 
Creek Trail to traverse and recommended that those easements be 20-feet in width. In a 
follow-up email from Transportation received November 20, 2019 (Attachment K) they identify 
the eastern side of the creek as a higher priority for a 20-foot wide bicycle and pedestrian 
easement, as it is closer to the alignment of the proposed Booker Creek Trail. As a result, 
Staff is recommending a condition of approval that an easement located on the eastern side 
of the creek be provided that is 20-feet in width reserved for the future use of the Booker Creek 
Trail for bicycles and pedestrians, as identified within the St. Petersburg Complete Streets 
Implementation Plan, should the dispute for the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad property not 
be ruled in favor of the City. 

The private utility companies that have facilities in the rights-of-way to be vacated will be 
protected through the dedication of an easement over their facilities that will be provided when 
the property is replatted, this is included as a condition of approval at the end of this report. 
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5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council shall also consider any other 
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare. 

The planned Booker Creek Trail for bicycle and pedestrian use is a factor for public health as 
providing recreational facilities increases multi-modal transportation options which can 
improve community health and reduce greenhouse gases. A recommended condition of 
approval has been included that reserves the easement located along the top of the bank on 
the eastern side of Booker Creek for use as a part of the Booker Creek Trail. 

B. Comprehensive Plan 

Transportation Element Objective T3 states, "The City shall develop and maintain a multi-modal 
transportation system that increases mobility for bicyclists, pedestrians and transit users as well 
as motorists and users of aviation and rail facilities, and that promotes development patterns that 
reduce vehicle miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions." 

The Transportation Department has identified a proposed trail traversing the area, see 
Attachment I. The proposed trail would connect the South St. Petersburg area to northern parts 
of the City, as well as central Pinellas County, by utilizing the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 
corridor. However, should the City not be successful in obtaining the rights to the Seaboard Coast 
Line Railroad corridor then an alternative route located along the top of the bank on the eastern 
side of Booker Creek and existing roadways could also serve the purpose of linking the southern 
and northern parts of the City and County with a bicycle and pedestrian trail. 

Future Land Use Element Policy LU 18.2 states, "The efficiency of the existing one-way system 
should be preserved. Direct access to First A venues North and South from abutting lots should 
be kept to a minimum. Nearby east-west alleys should not be vacated if additional curb cuts into 
First A venues North and South might result." 

The requested rights-of-way to be vacated provides direct access to First Avenue North. While 
there are no existing curb cuts on First Avenue North from the existing alley approval of the 
vacation will prevent future curb cuts from the alley to First Avenue North. Staff has included a 
condition of approval at the end of this report that future development shall provide access from 
15th Street North, which is a local street, rather than 1st Avenue North. 

Transportation Element Policy T2.4 states, "The City should preserve the historical grid street 
pattern, including alleys, and shall not vacate public right-of-way until it is determined that the 
right-of-way is not required for present or future public use." 

As stated above, the City may have a future public use for the rights-of-way requested to be 
vacated for public access as a part of the Booker Creek Trail for bicycle and pedestrian use that 
is included in the St. Petersburg Complete Streets Implementation Plan as identified by the City's 
Transportation Department. A condition of approval to provide a public access easement along 
the top of the bank on the eastern side of Booker Creek mitigates the identified future public use 
for the rights-of-way requested to be vacated. 
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Coastal Management Element Policy CM7.3 states, "Development of waterfront locations shall 
give preference to uses which service and provide access to the public." 

The vacation of the public rights-of-way includes conditions of approval that the applicant shall 
provide easements located at the top of the bank on both sides of Booker Creek. Staff has 
included a condition of approval that the applicant, its successor, or assigns, will be required to 
obtain approval from Engineering for any improvements made within the easements and that such 
improvements shall allow for public access within the easements. 

Coastal Management Element Policy CM7.5 states, "The City shall require the retention of public 
right-of-way adjacent to waterfront in the platting and replatting of land unless comparable 
waterfront access is provided. " 

The requested vacation of public rights-of-way will require replatting of the vacated alleys and 
abutting properties. A condition of approval has been included that, as a part of that replatting 
process, comparable waterfront access will be provided in the form of publicly accessible 
easements located along the top of each bank. 

C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans 

The subject rights-of-way are not within the boundaries of any neighborhood associations; 
however, they are located within the boundaries of a business district, the EDGE District. The 
EDGE District Master Plan includes a "Water's EDGE Park" along Booker Creek, see Attachment I. 
The plan includes a park, located primarily on privately owned property, with the Booker Creek 
Trail shown directly to the east. The plan is largely similar to proposed Booker Creek Central plat 
in that it depicts both Booker Creek and the abutting upland property as being preserved from 
development. Due to the fact that the plan is located on privately owned land the Development 
Review Services Staff is not basing a recommendation of approval or denial on this factor. 

Comments from Agencies and the Public. Staff did not receive any calls or correspondence 
from the public regarding the requested vacation of rights-of-way. 

The request to vacate the alleys was routed to City Departments and Private Utility Providers for 
comments. The Engineering Department's Memorandum dated July 22, 2019 (Attachment G) 
stated that upon replat there shall be dedicated a Public Stormwater Easement or Drainage Right­
of-way conforming to the lines of Booker Creek with additional width adequate for the purposes 
of maintaining the creek, including a minimum width of 15-feet at the top of each bank for 
maintenance purposes. The applicant revised their proposed Booker Creek Central Preliminary 
Plat (Attachment F) to comply with Engineering's comments by including the requested 
easements. Engineering reviewed the revised plat and provided additional comments within their 
Memorandum dated November 18, 2019 (Attachment H) which the applicant will be required to 
address through the replat process. 

The Transportation and Parking Management Department initially recommended preservation of 
the alley in their Memorandum dated July 23, 2019 (Attachment I) as they indicate that it cannot 
be stated definitively that there is no future need for the rights-of-way for public use. 
Transportation identifies Booker Creek as a feature in the EDGE District's proposed Water's 
EDGE Park, which was approved by City Council in 2017, and the Complete Streets 
Implementation Plan, approved by City Council in 2019, includes a proposed trail through the 
abutting Seaboard Coast Line Railroad property to the east. Upon review of the revised Booker 
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Creek Central Preliminary Plat Transportation provided a Memorandum, dated November 18, 
2019 (Attachment J), recognizing the applicant's dedicated 15-foot upland easements running 
along the top of both creek banks as an improvement. Transportation, in their email dated 
November 20, 2019 (Attachment K), identified the eastern side of the creek as being closer to the 
alignment of the proposed Booker Creek Trail and a higher priority for a 20-foot bicycle/pedestrian 
easement. Based on Transportation's request, Staff has included a condition of approval that a 
20-foot wide easement located on the top of the eastern bank of Booker Creek be reserved for 
the future use of the Booker Creek Trail for bicycles and pedestrians, as identified within the St. 
Petersburg Complete Streets Implementation Plan, should the City's litigation for the property 
(Parcel I.D. 24-31-16-00000-130-0100) abutting the subject property to the east not be ruled in 
favor of the City. 

Objections were received from Private Utility Providers , as indicated above. The applicant is 
aware that facilities exist and will be providing a utility easement through the replatting process, 
which is shown on the attached Booker Creek Central Preliminary Plat. 

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

1. Prior to the recording of the vacation ordinance the vacated rights-of-way, along with the 
abutting properties, shall be replatted. 

2. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant(s) shall address the location of 
public and private utilities and services by providing private or public utility easements as 
requested, relocating City and private utilities at the applicant's expense or obtain letters 
of no objection from utility providers. In either case a written letter of no objection from 
the utility providers is required stating that the easement is sufficient for their interest, that 
the facilities have been relocated, or that there is no conflict. 

3. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the applicant(s) shall, per City Code Section 
16.40.140.4.4, as a part of the replat process provide a 15-foot wide Public Access 
Easement at no greater than 1: 12 slope located at the top of each bank, that shall be 
reviewed and approved by the City's Engineering Department. 

4. Record by instrument, after platting has occurred, a 20-foot wide Public Access Easement 
located at the top of the bank on the eastern side of Booker Creek that shall be reserved 
for the future use of the Booker Creek Trail for bicycles and pedestrians, as identified 
within the St. Petersburg Complete Streets Implementation Plan, should the City's 
litigation for the property (Parcel I.D. 24-31-16-00000-130-0100) abutting the subject 
property to the east not be ruled in favor of the City. 

5. Primary vehicular access for any future development shall be provided from 15th Street 
North, which is a local street, rather than 1st Avenue North and Central Ave, which are 
major streets. Other than the existing curb cut on Central Ave, there shall be no future 
curb cuts permitted along either 1st Avenue North or Central Avenue and those existing 
curb cuts shall be removed upon future development. 

6. As required City Code Section 16. 70.050.1.1.F, approval of right-of-way vacations 
requiring replat shall lapse unless a final plat based thereon is recorded in the public 
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records within 24 months from the date of such approval or unless an extension of time is 
granted by the Development Review Commission or, if appealed, City Council prior to the 
expiration thereof. Each extension shall be for a period of time not to exceed one ( 1) year. 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Scot Bolyard, AIC , Deputy Zoning Official DATE 
Development view Services Division 
Planning & Development Services Department 

REPORT APPROVED BY: 

ing Official (POD) 
ices Division 

g and Development Services Department 

l . 
DATE 

Attachments: 
A. Project Location Map 
B. Aerial Map 
C. Sketch and Legal Description 
D. Survey 
E. Applicant's Narrative 
F. Booker Creek Central Preliminary Plat 
G. Engineering Department Memorandum dated July 22, 2019 
H. Engineering Department Memorandum dated November 18, 2019 
I. Transportation and Parking Management Department Memorandum dated July 23, 2019 
J. Transportation and Parking Management Department Memorandum dated November 18, 

2019 
K. Correspondence from Tom Whalen, Planner Ill, Transportation and Parking Management 

Department, dated November 20, 2019. 
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COPYRIGHT 2019 

LAWRENCE E. POWERS SKETCH& LEGAL 
TYPE OF SURVEY: SPECIFIC PURPOSE 
SKETCH & LEGAL DESCRIPTION (NOT A SURVEY) DESCRIPTION
PREPARED FOR: COATS SCHMIDT. P.A. 

PROJECT #: 1421C 

DATE DRAWN: FEB. 13, 2019 
DATE SIGNED: FEB . 13, 2019 

PROPOSED ALLEY VACATION: 

A 16 FOOT ALLEY AS PER MAP OR PLAT OF CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. 
REPLAT AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4 AT PAGES 15 AND 16 OF THE PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED 
AS FOLLOWS: 
AS A POINT OF REFERENCE COMMENCE AT THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF 
POLICE COMPLEX REPLAT AS PER MAP OR PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN 
PLAT BOOK 65 PAGE 40 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY 
FLORIDA; THENCE S89°54' 19"W ALONG THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY 
LINE OF CENTRAL AVENUE A 100 FOOT RIGHT PER MAP OR PLAT OF SAID 
CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, 126.78 FEET TO A POINT OF 
INTERSECTION WITH THE WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SEABOARD COAST 
RAILROAD, A 100 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY AS SHOWN ON SAID MAP OR PLAT OF 
POLICE COMPLEX REPLAT; THENCE CONTINUE S89°54' 19"W ALONG THE 
NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAID CENTRAL AVENUE, 75.96 FEET TO 
THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 65 OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE 
CO. REPLAT AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED 
LANDS: THENCE CONT I NUE S89°54. 19"W ALONG THE NORTHERL y RIGHT-OF­
WAY LINE OF SAID CENTRAL AVENUE, 16.70 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY 
CORNER OF LOT 64 OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT; THENCE 
N16°47'34"W ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 64, 54.51 FEET TO 
THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 64; THENCE N47°33'31"W ALONG 
THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 64 AND THE NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 63 
OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, 76.60 FEET TO THE NORTH­
WESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 63; THENCE S00°09' 15"E, ALONG THE 
WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 63, 104.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY 
CORNER OF SAID LOT 63; THENCE S89°54' 19"W ALONG THE NORTHERLY 
RIGHT-OF - WAY LINE OF SAID CENTRAL AVENUE, 16.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH­
EASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 62 OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT; 
THENCE N00°09'15"W ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 62 AND 
THE EASTERLY LINE OF LOTS 61 AND 60 OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE 
CO. REPLAT, 118.30 FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTH­
ERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAID 16' ALLEY; THENCE N48°20'12"W 
ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 60 AND THE NORTHEASTERLY 
LINE OF LOT 59 OF SAID CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, 152.69 
FEET TO A POINT OF INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE 
OF 1ST AVENUE NORTH (A 100 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY) AS HISTORICALLY 
MONUMENTED AND OCCUPIED; THENCE N89°56'15"E ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAID 1ST AVENUE NORTH, 24.04 FEET; THENCE 
S48°20'12"E, ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF LOT 66 OF SAID 
CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, 156.33 FEET; THENCE CONTINUE 
ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 66, S47°33'31"E, 81.11 
FEET TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 66 ALSO KNOWN AS THE 
NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 65; THENCE S16°47'34"E ALONG 
THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 65, 63.71 FEET TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY_...-.,~~ 
CORNER OF SAID LOT 65 AND THE PO I NT OF BEGINNING. SAID ALLEY -~:..nee£ 
CONTAINS 6,629.82 SQUARE FEET MORE OR LESS. .,..,,,. ~~,e__ P, ... ____o.,,~ 

:, " . et'se Nu'h ~.t 
I THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBYSINCE 
A TRUE REPRESENTATIONLAWRENCEE.POWERS 
UNDER MY DIRECTION AN ON AND ME • 
OR EXCEEDS THE ST F PRACTI SP. 0. BOX 48026 
FOR SURVEYS IN THE STAT AS PER • 

ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33743-8026 5J ORIDA ADMINIS ATE OF 
S L NOTES SH . V,LID -P: 727-537-9895 

E: SURVEYINGSTPETE@GMAIL.COM -
WWW.SURVEYINGSTPETE.COM 

4996 MIRAMAR DR# 6207 ST PETERSBURG FL 33708 

Digitally signed by Lawrence PowersLawrence Powers Date: 2019.06.03 10:27:57 -04'00' 

https://2019.06.03
WWW.SURVEYINGSTPETE.COM
mailto:SURVEYINGSTPETE@GMAIL.COM
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Lawrence E . Powers PSM 
Florida LS 5505 
P.O. Box 48026 
St Petersburg, FL 33743-8026 
S urveyingStPete. COM 
surveyingstpete@gmail.com 
727-537-9895 

RE: BOOKER CREEK CENTRAL (Alley Vacation Narrative) 

Kathryn A. Younkin, AICP, LEED AP BD+C 
Subdivision Coordinator 
City of St. Petersburg, Planning and Development Services 
1 Fourth Street North, St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
727-892-5958 I Fax: 727-892-5557 
Kathryn.Younkin@stpete.org 

June 10, 2019 

1. The need for easements for public utilities including stormwater drainage and pedestrian 
easements to be retained or required to be dedicated as requested by the various departments or utility 
companies. Reply: we see no need for easements for public utilities since subject alleys currently have 
no visible utilities within them. 
2. Whether the vacation would cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially impair 
or deny access to any lot of record. Reply: The vacation of the currently platted alleys have no effect 
on ingress/egress to any lot. 
3. Whether the vacation would adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as. creating 
dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of historic 
plats of designated historic landmarks or districts. Reply: There would be no impact on any existing 
roadway network or utilized travel patterns or the integrity of historic plats of designated historic 
landmarks or districts. 
4. Whether the easement is needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for 
rights-of-way, whether there is a present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or 
pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors. Reply: These alley's have not been used for any 
purpose by the city or the public in their entire existence over 100 years. 
5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council may also consider any other 
factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare. Reply: We see no reason that the city would need 
to retain these alleys. 

£n~rsLS 5505 
JUNE 10,2019 

Digitally signed

Lawrenc by Lawrence 
Powers 

e Powers Date: 2019.06.10 
1 1 :52:44 -04'00' 

https://2019.06.10
mailto:Kathryn.Younkin@stpete.org
mailto:surveyingstpete@gmail.com
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GENERAL NOTES: t-1O I t.lSTRUt.4ENTS OF RE CORO REFLECT I NG EASE MENTS • 

RICHT-OF-WAYS ANO OR OWNERSHIP WE RE FURNISHED THIS SURVEYOR, EXCEPT 

AS SHOWN, THERE MAY BE ADO IT t ONAL RES TR I CT I Ot,,jS ANO/OR OTHER I.IA TTER S 

BOOKERCREEKCENTRAL 
CITY OF ST . PETERSBURG , FLORIDA 

A REPLAT OF LOTS 59 , 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65 AND 66 OF CENTRAL LAND 
& 
4 

TITLE CO'S REPLAT AS PER MAP OR PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 
AT PAGE 15 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA. 

VIC IN I TY MAP ( NOT TO SCALE) 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION SUPPLIED: 

LOT 65 ANO 66, CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE COMPANY'S REPLAT, ACCORDING 
TO TH£ MAP OR PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN PLAT SOOK 4 PAGE 15 OF THE 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, LESS THE NORTH 70.5 
FEET OF SAID LOT 66 PREVIOUSLY CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ST. 
PETERSBURG IN DEED BOOK 290, PAGE 383, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF 
PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA. 

LOT 59, CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, ACCORDING TO THE MAP OR 
PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 15, PUBLIC RECORDS 
OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA . 

LOTS 60, 61 AND 62, OF CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE COMPANY REPLAT 
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGES 
tS AND 16, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA . 

LOTS 63 AND 64, CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE CO. REPLAT, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 4, PAGE 1S AND 16, OF 

THAT ARE NOT SHOWN 0"4 TH I S PLAT Of' SURVEY THAT MAY BE FOUND IN THE 
PUBLIC RECORDS Of' THIS COUNTY. t-1O UNDERGROUND l t.lS T ALLA TIONS OR 

I MPROVEME"'ITS HAVE BEEIII LOCA TEO EXCEPT AS SHOWN. THE TERM CERTIFIED 

AS USED ON THIS PLAT. 1S UNDERSTOOD TO BE THE PROFES SIO "IAL OPl"'IION PROFESSIONAL LANO SURVEYORS ~~OF THIS SURVEYOR ANO FIRM WHICH 15 FORMULATED OIi! HIS BEST KNOWLEDGE. 

INf'ORt.tATION ANO BELIEF". AND AS SUCH. IT DOES t-lOT CONSTITUTE A GUAR­

Al,4TEE OR WARRANTY . EITHER EXPRESSED OR I MPL IED. THE SURVEY DEPICTED 4991 1,1111-'MAR OR f U07 Sf, PtfERSBUIIG. FL 337011 P: 727-&37-tle115 

HERE IS NOT COVERED BY A PROFESS I 0"4AL LI AB IL I TY POL I CY. P.O. aox 00211L]~ £1,1.1.tL: SUR'(EYll<(CSTPETEOCtilAIL.CO til 

33743 
ST PETERSB URG f"l 

W[es1TE: ffl .SU IIVEY 1t(GSTP(TE.co ti1 

TH£ PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

PREPAREtl 8Y 1 

LAWRENCE E . POWERS 

PO BOX 429 
ST PETERSBURG FL 33731 

BOOKER CREEK VENTURE INC. 
3443 1ST AVE N 

ST PETERSBURG FL 33713 

"IOT A SURVEY ELEV.t.T IOt,iS SHO'l(l,t I-IEREOt,i ARE BASEtl ON1 
I THE ut,iQERS I G"4[0 HEREBY CERT IF , '11,TYPE OF SURVEY: PRELIMINi\RY PLAT . BOOKER CREEK CE"4TRAL JUt,i[ 3 , 20111 PROJECT Nulr,laER; 

1421C 
\;[PARED FOR: :::~!Rs~::~: :::T~R~R:~~ · ; ...tDTOWl,t REAL ESTATE 1 f'LP ,~F T~:E £:F'.T~l(;;:~::::T::1°0:EoL.' 

U"'OER MY O I RECT I ON AIIID SUPERV!: I I
T::;1s PLAT JS 

~:R £ ;i:;:Y s Tl~E T:~ A~~:~~so~F F~5 

;;~EBY CERTIJ"lEtl A) FEROS SPORTS BAR 6: GRILL , tt,iC. 

,!; 8) BOOKER CREEK VENTUR£. 1...C. 
~ 5J-f7,~0RIDA ADMINISTRATIVE' 

• sut'Ecf T_JAL/' "40TES SH~ HEREl ..,._ - ,~ ,---- ., "' C) W10TO'NN REAL ESTATE 1 FLP 
O) 

;.~,,<--f-----,-- - -,------..-------,------;--=,-----, 
CREW CHIEF: tlRA\lft,I BY: CHECKED BY: F I ELD 8001<: 
LEP LEP CAOD LEP PAGE: LOOSE LEAF 

JUl<(E .S, 2019 

Digitally signed by Lawrence PowersL Pawrence QWerSDate:2019.10 .1413 :54:24-04'00' 

PRELIMINARY PLAT 
ST PETERSBURG FLORIDA 

OE ...ERAL t.lOTES, 
ADDITIOl<(S OR DELEft0"'5 TO THIS SURVEY MAP OR REPORT OTHER THAl<t 
THE SIG"41"4G PARTY JS PROHIBITED WITHOUT 'NFIITTEtt COt,iSEt,iT or TNE 
SIG)41)40 PARTY PER TLOIUDA STATUTES RULE 151Gf7-ll,00ll(2)(£), 

RE-US£ OF THIS SURVEY FOR PURPOSES OTHER THAN Yl'ttlCN IT '#tAS 1)4T£t,i0£0 
W,ITHOUT 'lfRlrtEN COt45El<tT FR0M TNE £)4TITY It.I 'ft'HICH IT '/fAS PREPARED 
FOR. 'o\'ILL BE AT THE RE-USERS SOLE RISK ,\"tt) '#ITHOUT LIABILITY TO 
TH£ SIO"IHtO SURVEYORS OR ITS FIRlr,I. 

"'OTHI t,io HERE 1t,i SHALL BE COt,iSTRUED TO OIVE ANY RI ONTS OR 8Et,iEF I rs 
TO ANYOt,iE OTNER THAt,i THOSE '/tHOM THE SURVEY '/fAS PR[PAREI> FOR, 

THIS MAP COl,tSIST OF 1 SNEET. WNEN lrolULTIPLE SHEETS COMPRISE THE 
PLA.T OR UAP OF SURVEY t,iO SINGLE SHEET SHALL 8[ COt,iSIDERED f"ULL A)tO 
COMPLETE 'ltrTNOUT TNE OTNER/S, 

LA)(OS SHOWN HEREOt,i W£R£ t,iOT ABSTRACTED BY TH IS SURVEYOR FOR 
EASEM£t<4TS A"ID/OR RlONTS OF WAY OF RECORD. 

THIS SURVEY NAS BEEN PREPARE!> FOR TH£ EXCLUSIVE US£ OF THE ENTITIES 
l,(Al,{£D HEREOt,i, THE CERTIFICATION SHO'fl't<4HEREO"' DOES NOT EXTEt.10 TO 
At,iY U"'l'(At.lEI> PARTY, 

THIS IS At.I ABOVE GROU)(O SURVEY At,iO LOCATl~S ARE LIMtlEO TO VISIBLE ; 
IMPROVEl/Et.lTS Ot,iLY. t,io 11,IPROVEME"tTS HAVE B££t,i LOCATED EJICEPT AS 
SHO\lt'N, TNERE ¥AY BE AOOITIOt,iAL A!IOVE ORDUNO Al<(D/OR U"tt>ERGROUNO 
UTILITIES/ II.IPROVElrolENTS NOT SH~ Ot,i THtS SURVEY. 

THIS SURVEY DOES t,iOT REFLECT t(OR OETERi_llt,iE ott4ERSNIP, 

l'(O A!ISTRACT 01" TITLE , TITLE coW1TMEt,iT , "tOR RESULTS or TITLE 
SEARCHES WERE J"URt,itSHEO TO THIS StJRVEYOR, THERE MAT EXtST OTHER 
cocul,IEt,iTS OF RECORD TNAT 'IPOULO AFFECT THIS PARCEL, 

l,f£ASUREUEt.lTS SHOWN HEREON ARE 1t,i U.S. SURVEY FEET ANO OEC1MALS 
THEREOF, 

THE ElllSTll,iO Mot.iulo!Et.lTATIO"t AS SHOWN HEREOt,i HAS BEEt.l HELi> TO OEFlt,iE 
THE PLAT AND RECORD 90Ut.lDARY TITLE 0£SCl't1PT10"4S , SAIC Mot,iiJM[l<tTATIOt,i 
HAS 9££t,i 0£T£R¥11-tEO TO BE THE BEST ACCEPTA!ILE EVIDENCE Of" TNE 
DEEDING lt,iTENT OF THOSE AREAS 1t,ivOLVEO. SAIO ElllSTll<tO Mot,iuMEt,tTATIOt( 
l,iAY OR MAY t,ioT NARMot,ilZ[ 'l(ITH STANDARD SECTl0"4ALIZ'EO LAt,iOS Llt.1[$, 
OTHER RECORO PLAT 90UNOAIH£S OR Llt.llTS At,iD OTHER FEE TITLE 
OESCRIPTIOl,jS A0JAC£"4T TO TN£ AREA SHOWt( HEREO)t, 

l!IEARl)tO BASIS EASTERLY Rrlf Lit.IE 10TH ST S ASSuMco 
OU[ "'ORTN FOR At.lOULAR OEL1"4EATIO},j ot(LY, 

THIS IS t,ioT A SURVEY (PRELll,llll(ARY PLAT ot,iLY) 

StJBJECT LIES II~ FLOOO ZONE JI FEMA l,IAP f 12103G0211G 
OATEO SEPT .S. 200.S col,IMU"II TY I 121514$ 

-4$ HOURS 9£f"ORE 01001"40 BORll<(C PlLE-tlRIVlt,iG PLA"tTlt.lG 
ETC ALL SUt.lSHll<(E STATE Ol<tE CALL SYSTEM 1-800-43.2-4770 
SO THAT Ut.lOERGROUt.lD UTILITIES MAY BE f'IELO SPOTTED 

OWNERS 

FERGS SPORTS BAR & GRILL INC. 
7937 9TH AVE s 

ST PETERSBURG FL 33707 

MIDTOWN REAL ESTATE FLP 

F IELD SURVEYED: 
JUNE 3. 20111

I DIIA'#fl)tG SCALE: IREVISIO ...S: 
1 ~ • 20" REVISED OCT. 14, ZOfil TO ADD ORAlll(AGE EASEMENT 

ORDERED BY: 
JOt,i COATS 

FILED 1t,i: SNEET I OF 1 
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i'@~ i?ot < CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

e~~e;J: A REPLAT OF LOTS 59, 60, 61 , 62 , 63, 64, 65 AND 66 OF CENTRAL LAND 
& TITLE CO'S REPLAT AS PER MAP OR PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 

0 4 AT PAGE 15 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY FLORIDA . 
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PREL !Ml NARY PLAT 
ST PETERSBURG FLORIDA 

L O T CURVE D A T A 

GEl<(ERAL NOTES: 
"-tlDITIONS Cit OELET I O)fS TO THIS SUltVEY UAP 011 ltEPORT OTHEII THA\,t 

ooe•16•11w 1005,.n ttJ;z•Je·21-w 110.00 110.00 THE sI0NINo PARTY I S PROHl9JTEO 'l,ITHOUT WRITTEN CONSENT OF' THE 

009•01·21- 1005.37 tt2&•;z7•33•1f tAo.n 1'0.81 

DELt A OELTA CHDRD BRO CHORD ARC 

SIGNll,tO P,f.lllY, 

ou•17 • 49w 1006,37 tue•J6'43"1f :Z60,:Z1 260.etl 

ORA I t.lAGE EASEMEJ.!T L l NE ANO 

CURVE TABLE; 

L- 1 S26•52'31' ' E 14. 12' 

L- 2 S40•29'37"E 2Sl.28' 

L- 3 s44•2a•.Jo " E 37.59' 
L- 4 S40•1e•o9 " E 43.07' 

L- 5 S38 • 36 '25"E 42.83' 

L -15 SS0 • 34 '34"E 77 . 21· 
L 7 S46°53'37"E 37.92' 

L- 0 s22•oe· 14 " E 20.36' 

L - SI S41•47'56 "E 28.97' 

L - 10 S27•01"45' ' [ 25, 16' 

L - 11 S16°40'46"E 9,01' 

C- 1 RAO I US: 25' 

CHORD: S35°01'20"E 

1 5.7'1' 

ARC: 16.01' 

L- 12 S53•21'54 "E 8. 15' 

L- 1.3 S"'1•22'03"E 12.97' 

L- 14 S42°37'36 " E 35.33' 
L- 15 S40°43'53 " E 26 . 00· 

RE-USE OF' THIS SURVET FOR PURPOSES OTHER THAI<( 'ft'HICH IT WAS I "4TENOEO 
WITHOUT .,,,.,TtEl'4 COl<(SENT 1"1101.1THE ENTITT rN wi-,1cH IT 'l,AS •REPAAEO 
!"OR , WILL 8E AT THE RE- USERS SOLE RISK AND WITHOUT L • A91LI TY TO 
THE SI 0!'411'(0 SUAVETOAS OIi I TS I' IRl,I. 

"tOTHINO HEREIN SHALL SE CONSTRUED TO GIVE ANY RIGHTS OR IJE"(El"ITS 
TO ANTONE OTHER THAN THOSE \l{Hot,t THE SURVEY Y(AS PREPARED !"OR. 

THIS l,tAP CONSIST 01" 1 SHEET. \ltHEN l,IULTIPLE SHEETS COl,IPR I SE THE 
PLAT OR l,IAP Of' SURVET J,j,0 Sll,40LE SHEET SHALL 8£ CONS10Eft£0 l'ULL At.to 
COl,IPLETE WITHOUT THE OTHER/S. 

LANDS SHOWN HEREON 'ft'ERE NOT ABSTRACTED SY THIS SURVEYOR FOR 
EASElilEIIITS ANO/OA RIGHTS 01' WAT 01" RECORD, 

THIS SURVEY I-IAS 8EE)f PREPARED f"OR THE EIICLUS I VE USE or THE ENTITIES 
NAUEO HERCot.l, THE CERT l f"ICATIOl,t SHOWN HEREOl,j OOES NOT EIITEftD TO 
ANY UN,)(AUEO PAIITY. 

THIS IS AN ABOVE GROUl'tD SUltVET At,(D LOCAT I O"(S ARE LIMITED TO VISIBLE 
I1,/PAOVEl.fENTS ONLY. NO Jl,IPROVEt.ttNTS HAVE BEEk LOCATED EIICEPT AS 
SHO'/it,I. THERE 1,1.t,,y8E ADDITIONAL ABOVE OROUNO ANO/OR U"tDEAOROUI.IO 
UTILITIES/ 11,tPAOVEt.tENtS NOT SHOWN, O)f THIS SUAVET, 

THIS SURVEY OOES l,jOT l'IEFLECT \,(OR OETERl,l t NE O'li'-tEl'ISHIP , 

NO A9STRACT OF TITLE . TITLE col,ll,l1Tl,t£1,jT, l,jOR RESULTS 01' TITLE 
SEAl'ICHES 'ft'El'IE f'URklSHEO TO THIS SURVEYOR. TI-IEltE MAT EIIIST OTHER 
OOCUMENTS 01' AECORO THAT WOULD Af"f'ECT THIS PARCEL, 

MEASUREMENTS SI-IOWNHEREDt,c ARE IN u.s. SURVEY FEET AND DECIW.LS 
THEREor . 

THE EXISTING l,/ONUl,IENTATIOl'4 AS SHOWN HEREON HAS BEEN 1-tELD TO OEf't)fE 
THE PLAT ANO RECORD 80-UNOART TITLE DESCRIPTIONS, $AID t.tONUMENTATION 
HAS 9EEN OETERl,lI)1ED TO 8E THE IIEST ACCEPTA.IILE EVIDENCE OF THE 
DEEOINO IIHE)fT 01' THOSE AREAS l"(V0LVED, SAID ElltSTING I.IONUlrofENTATION 
WAY OR MAT NOT HARl,IO),j1zt 'ft'ITH STAlit)ARD 5ECTIONALIZEO LANDS LINE5 . 
OTHER RECORD PLAT 80UNDARIES OR LIMITS ANO OTHER FEE TITLE 
OESCRI .. TIONS AO.JAeE)fT TO THE AREA SHO'ftt,I HEREON, 

PROPOSED ALL£Y VACATION: 

A 1a F'OOT ALLEY AS P£R IIIAP OR PLAT OF CENTRAL LAt.lD At.ID Till£ CO . 
REPLAT BEING l,loRt PARTICULARL'I' DESCR I B£D AS FOLL0'!\'51 

AS A POINT OF' REFERENCE COl.lME"4CE AT THE SOUTH'ltEST£RLY CORttER OF 
POLICE COMPLEX REPLAT AS P£R MAP OR PLAT THEREOF, AS RECOROEO It.I 
PLAT BOOK '515 PAGE 40 OF THE PUBLIC RECOAOS OF PINELLAS COUNTV 
FLORIDA: THE"<CE su•s-4· 19' ""' ALONG THE NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY 
LINE Of' CEt.lTRAL AVEt.lUE A 100 FOOT RIGHT P£R MAP OR PLAT OF SAID 
CENTRAL LAND AND TITLE co. REPLAT, 12e.1e FEET TO A PO l )fT OF 
INTERSECT I ON '/tiTH THE \ltESTERL Y RIGHT-OF-WAY LI NE OF' SEABOARD COAST 
RAILROAD , A 100 F'OOT RIGHT-OF-WAY AS SHOW!i ON SAIO l,IAP OR PLAT OF 
POLICE COMPLEX REPLAT: THEt.lC£ COt.lTlNUE see•s4· 1'1" \lt ALO)fC THE 
NORTHERLY RIOHT-OF-'#fAY LINE OF SAID CEt.lTRAL AVENUE, 75.915 F'EET TO 
TH£ SOUTH'/{ESTERLT CORNER OF LOT es OF SAID CENTRAL LAND A)fO TITLE 
CO. REPLAT AND THE POll,tT OF' BEGINNl"(G OF THE FO LL OWI NG DESCRIBED 
LANDS : THENCE CO!tTtNUE se&•54' 1i"W ALONG THE NORTHERLY R1GHT - OF-
WA'1 LINE OF SAID CENTRAL AVE!rrtUE, le.70 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERL'1 
COR"tER Of' LOT 5,4 OF SAID CE!rrtTRAL LANO ANO TITLE CO. REPLAT; THE"(CE 
lll16•47'3A."W ALOt.lG THE EASTERLY LIIIIE OF SA I D LOT 64, 54.51 FEET 10 
THE NORTHEASTERLY CORIIIER OF SA I D LOT 6-4; THE)fCE N47•33'31"W ALO"(G

:• THE NORTH£RLY LINE OF SAID LOT 64 ANO THE NORTHERLY Lit.IE OF' LOT U 
OF SAID CEJ.ITRAL LA"40 At-ID TITLE CO, REPLAT, 76.'50 FEET TO THE "40RTH­~t ~ ~ 
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GENERAL NOTES: NO INST R UMENTS Of" RECORD REFLECT I NG EASEMENTS, 
RIGHT-OF - WAY S AND OR OWNERSHIP WERE FURNISHED TH I S SURVEYOR, EXCEPT 
AS SHOWN. THERE ...AY BE ADD IT I OlrrtAL RESTRICTIONS ANO/OR OTHER ...ATTEAS 
THAT ARE NOT SHOWN Ot,( THIS PLAT OF SURVEY THAT lw!AY BE FOUND I t,( THE 
PUBLIC RECORDS OF TH IS COU"4TY. NO UNDERGROUND INS TA LLAT I ONS OR 
I I.IPROVE MENT S HAVE BEEN LOCATED EXCEPT AS SHOWN. . T HE TERM CERTIF I ED 
AS USED ON THIS PLAT, IS UNOERSTOOD TO BE THE PROFESSIONAL OPIN I Ot.l 
OF THIS SURVEYOR AND FIRM WH ICH IS FORMULATED ON HIS BEST KNOWLEDGE, 
INFORMAT I ON ANO BEL IEF', ANO AS SUCH, IT OOES NOT CONST I TUTE A GUAR­
ANTEE OR WARRAt.lTY, E I THE R EXPRESSED OR I MP L I ED. THE SURVEY DEP I CTE O 
HERE IS NOT COVERED BY A PROFESSIONAL LIAB I LITY POL I CY. 
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\~ W[STERLY CORt.lER OF SAID LOT 113; THENCE soo•o9• 16"[. ALOIIIG THE 
WESTERLY L INE OF SAID LOT 63, 104.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY 
COR)fER OF SA I D LOT U: THENCE se9•54 • 19"\lt ALONG THE NORTHERLY 

BEARING BASO : • RIOHT-OF - \ltAY Lit.IE OF SAID CENTRAL AVENUE. 16 . 00 FEET TO THE SOUTH­
EASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 6:Z OF SAID CENTRAL LANO AND TITLE CO. REPLAT;se•••• · 19"W s of - __ \,_ 126.78 ', f ~8 THE)fCE Noo•o9• 1s-w ALONG THE EASTERL'1 LINE OF' SAIC LOT 152 At-10 
THE EASTERLY LINE OF LOTS 61 AlrrtO eo OF SAID CENTRAL LA!rrtO AND TITLE - -- £~ 
CO, REPLAT, 118,30 FEET TO A POINT Of" INTERSECTION 'l\'ITH THE SOUTH­
ERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY Lll'I.E OF SAID 18 ' ALLEY; THENCE N48•20'12"W 
ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLV Ll)fE OF SAID LOT SO ANO THE )fOfHHEASTERL'11 '° ••oc,o, LINE OF LOT 5& OF SAID CEt,(TRAL LANO A)fO TITLE CO, REPLAT, 152.H=co,c .. ... ,,.. " I -- FEET T O A POINT OF INTERSECTIOt.j WITH THE SOUTHERLY RICHT-OF-WAV LINE 
OF 1ST AVE!iUE )fORTH (A 100 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY) AS HISTORICALL'1 

LAl,IP MottuMENTED AttO OCCUPIED: THENCE )fe9•515• 15"E ALOt,(G SAID SOUTHERLY 
0 R I GHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAID 1ST AVENUE NORTH, 24.04 FEET; THE"(CE 

SAe•20' 12"E , ALOt.lG THE SOUTH't'{ESTER L Y LINE OF' LOT 611 OF SAID 

L 
f CENTRAL LAND A!tO TITLE CO, REPLAT, 1515.33 FEET; THENCE CONTINUE 

ALO!rrtC THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 611, S47•J3 ' 31"E, 81.11 
FE£T TO THE SOUTHWESTER LY CORt,,(ER OF SAID LOT 68 ALSO KNOWJ,4AS THE ~~~ NORTHWE:STERLY CORIIIER OF SAID LOT 85: THENCE s1e•,47•.34••E ALD"tC ' 

PARKIIIIG SPACES THE WESTERLY Lit.IE OF SA I D LOT 85, 63 . 71 FEET TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY 
CORNER OF SAID LOT e5 AND THE POINT OF BECINNl!IIC, SA I D ALLEY 
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MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 

DATE: July 22, 2019 

SUBJECT: Vacation 

FILE: 19-33000007 

LOCATION AND PIN: 1421 Central A venue 
24/31/16/14544/000/0630 

ATLAS: G-2 Zoning: Downtown Center (DC-1) 

REQUEST: Approval of the vacation of two 16-foot alleys adjacent to lots 59 to 66, 
Central Land and Title Co Rep lat, located between Central A venue and 
pt Avenue North, between Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street 
North. 

COMMENTS: The Engineering Department has the following comments regarding this vacation 
request: 

ECID has concern that the existing alleys to be vacated provide the only access to and along the west 
side of Booker Creek. Since the property will be replatted as a condition of this vacation request, per 
the requirements for preliminary plat submittal contained in City Code 16. 70.050.1. 7, the applicant must 
provide a current survey of the land and all surface features including the creek. On this survey the 
applicant must show the top of the creek banks and the toe of the creek bank slopes and all other existing 
structures, surface features, utilities, etc. 

Upon replat and per City Land Development Code Section 16.40.140.4.4, when a subdivision is 
traversed by a drainage way, channel, stream, or other watercourse, there shall be dedicated a Public 
Stormwater Easement or Drainage Right-of-way conforming substantially to the lines of such 
watercourses and such additional width as will be adequate for the purpose of maintaining the 
watercourses and providing the ingress and egress of equipment for this purpose. The width of necessary 
dedication shall be top of bank to top of bank with a minimum of 15-feet upland of each top of bank for 
maintenance purposes. The areas dedicated upland of the top of the banks shall be maintained at a level 
flat slope of nor more than 1: 12. 

Until a survey is provided it will not be possible to determine the impacts of meeting the above criteria. 

NED/MJR/ 

pc: Kelly Donnelly 
Correspondence File 



MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING ANC CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT (ECID) 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services 
Scot Bolyard, Deputy Zoning Official, Planning & Development Services 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 

DATE: November 18, 2019 

SUBJECT: Vacation 

FILE: 19-33000007 RI 

LOCATION AND PIN: 1421 Central Avenue 
24/31/16/14544/000/0630 

ATLAS: G-2 Zoning: Downtown Center (DC-1) 

REQUEST: Approval of the vacation of two 16-foot alleys adjacent to lots 59 to 66, 
Central Land and Title Co Rep lat, located between Central A venue and 
pt Avenue North , between Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street 
North. 

COMMENTS: The City Engineering and Capital Improvements Department (ECID) has the following 
comments regarding the resubmittal of this vacation request which now also includes a Preliminary and 
Final Plat showing proposed easement dedications along Booker Creek. 

1. The dedication language shown on page 1of the final plat references "9th Terrace South Subdivision". 
Please review to correct the subdivision name when the preliminary and final plat are submitted for City 
approval. 

2. ECID recommends that the Public Drainage and Maintenance Easement be dedicated as an exclusive 
easement rather than a non-exclusive easement (as currently shown on the proposed preliminary and 
final plat). If the applicant wishes to pursue the dedication of the non-exclusive easement, then ECID 
recommends that an easement instrument be prepared by City REPM (rather than dedication of the 
easement by plat) to assure that the easement language allows the city to retain sufficient rights to utilize 
and regulate the easement area for the purpose of public drainage and maintenance. 

As clarification, many existing private surface features shown (on the preliminary plat) encroaching into 
the area of the proposed Public Drainage and Maintenance Easement will impact the City's ability to use 
the 15-foot easement area to be dedicated at the top of the creek banks for its intended purpose of drivable 
maintenance access along the creek (i.e. stone wall, guard rails, Tiki Bar, wood deck, large rocks, 
boulders, steep slopes and landscaping, etc.). Google maps also reveals that large boulders have been 
placed on the creek banks which could someday slide down the bank and possibly block creek flow. The 
City must retain sufficient rights to require removal of private encroachments into or above the easement 
and to regulate the installation of proposed private encroachments into the easement as necessary to 
maintain access for maintenance of this major drainage facility to prevent flooding and to protect water 
quality. 

3. A 15-foot wide Public Access Easement which is drivable for public maintenance equipment must 



be extended from the southwest comer of the proposed Public Drainage and Maintenance Easement 
extending to Central Avenue. Similarly, a 15-foot wide Public Access Easement which is drivable for 
public maintenance equipment must be extended from the northwest comer of the proposed Public 
Drainage and Maintenance Easement extending to 15th Street North. These easements are necessary 
since the existing creek headwalls block access to the end of the proposed easement from the paved 
public right of ways. 

4. Upon redevelopment, the applicant will be required to provide a minimum 15-foot wide continuous 
drivable path stabilized for heavy equipment, along the top of each creek bank within the plat boundary. 
The path shall be cleared of above grade surface encroachments and graded at a maximum slope of 1: 12 
with sufficient stabilization or pavement to support heavy maintenance equipment. The path on each 
side of the creek shall extend to a paved public right of way. 

5. If it is the developer's intent to construct a building or structure over Booker Creek, then an easement 
agreement must be reached to require the property owner to accept the responsible for on-going routine 
maintenance of the portion of Booker Creek which traverses this plat as necessary to maintain unimpeded 
creek conveyance through this property . Routine maintenance shall include but not be limited to 1) 
maintenance of the cross-sectional area of the creek below the 100-year elevation, 2) removal of 
accumulated debris and sediments, 3) maintenance of ventilation & lighting systems, 4) maintenance of 
a crane rail system, and 5) maintenance of retaining walls. The easement must establish the right for 
public drainage flows to continue through the site while establishing no liability or obligations for the 
City. The property owner would assume s·ole responsible for maintenance of the drainage system within 
the property limits, and for all liability resulting from any blockage or failure of the drainage system 
which occurs within the property limits. Public maintenance access for emergency purposes and routine 
inspection must be provided to maintain public access to reach Booker Creek for routine City inspection 
and emergency public maintenance purposes. All public access easement areas for emergency purposes 
must be provided with vertical and horizontal clearances sufficient for heavy equipment access and 
operation. Creek bank stabilization would be the responsibility of the developer prior to building 
construction. 

NED/MJR/ 

pc: Kelly Donnelly 
Correspondence File 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Transportation and Parking Management Department 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Scot Bolyard, Deputy Zoning Official, Planning and Development Services 
Department 

FROM: Tom Whalen, Planner III, Transportation and Parking Management Department 

DATE: July 23, 2019 

SUBJECT: Approval of a vacation of two 16-foot alleys adjacent to lots 59 to 66, Central Land 
and Title Co Replat, located between Central Avenue and P 1 Avenue North, between 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street North. 

CASE: l 9-33000007 

The St. Petersburg Transportation and Parking Management Department has reviewed the proposed 
vacation of two 16-foot alleys located between Central Avenue and pt Avenue North and between 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street North. The Transportation Department does not support 
the applicant's request, for the reasons give below. 

The applicant does not describe the purpose of the proposed vacations in their application. In a letter 
dated June 10, 2019 from Lawrence Powers to Kathryn Younkin, the alley vacation narrative is 
provided to address the matters of consideration in Section 16.40.140.2.1.E of the City Code. 
Paragraph 4 in this Section states "Whether the easement is needed for the purpose for which the City 
has a legal interest and, for rights-of-way, whether there is a present or future need for the right-of­
way for public vehicular or pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors." The applicants response 
to this requirement is as follows: "These alley's have not been used for any purpose by the city or the 
public in their entire existence over 100 years." We believe that it cannot be stated definitively that 
there is no future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or pedestrian access. The diagonal 
alley is located along the western side of Booker Creek. Booker Creek is a feature in several master 
plans. Booker Creek is located in a proposed Water's EDGE Park in the EDGE District Improvement 
Plan, which was approved by the St. Petersburg City Council on February 2, 2017. The park is shown 
to the west of the proposed Booker Creek Trail in the attached illustration. The St. Petersburg 
Complete Streets Implementation Plan was approved by City Council on May 2, 2019. The Complete 
Streets Implementation Plan also includes a proposed trail traversing this area (attached). With the 
uncertainty about the use of the land east of Booker Creek for the proposed trail, we recommend that 
the City continue to preserve the alley for a potential trail or sidewalk connection from Central 
Avenue to !51 Avenue North. 

www.stpata.org


Section 16.40.140.4 includes design requirements for improvements associated with platting section. 
Under paragraph 2, regarding watercourses, it is stated that "Where a subdivision is traversed by a 
drainage way, channel, stream, or other watercourse, there shall be dedicated a stormwater easement 
or drainage right-of-way conforming substantially to the lines of such watercourses and such 
additional width as will be adequate for the purpose of maintaining the watercourses and providing 
the ingress and egress of equipment for this purpose. Parallel streets or parkways may be required." 
Under paragraph 3, it is stated that the "The easement shall either abut or be connected to a public 
street by a 20-foot wide right-of-way or easement for access. No private facility may be constructed 
within the easement without a written permit from the City." The diagonal alley is 16 feet wide, so 
we question the usefulness of a vacated alley to the applicant. If you have any questions about the 
Transportation and Parking Management Department's review of this case, please call me at 893-
7883. 

2 



City of St. Petersburg , Florida 

Booker Creek Improvements 
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Bicycle Network & Crossings - Downtown 
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■ ■ ■ Trait Two.way bicycle traffic with physical separation from travel lanes 

■ • • ■ Separated Bike Lane : Includes striped or physical buffers 

- Bike Lane: Portions of roadway designated for one•way bicyde traffic 

- - - Neighborhood Greenway: Streets designated for bicycle priority and tralf"tecalming 

- - - Shared Lane Marking: Reminders that bicydists should occupy fu11 travel lanes 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Transportation and Parking Management Department 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Scot Bolyard, Deputy Zoning Official, Planning and Development Services 
Department 

FROM : Tom Whalen, Planner III, Transportation and Parking Management Department 

DATE: November 18, 2019 

SUBJECT: Approval of a vacation of two 16-foot alleys adjacent to lots 59 to 66, Central Land 
and Title Co Replat, located between Central Avenue and 1st Avenue North, between 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street North. 

CASE: 19-33000007 

The St. Petersburg Transportation and Parking Management Department has reviewed the revised 
plat related to the proposed vacations of two 16-foot alleys located between Central Avenue and pt 
Avenue North and between Seaboard Coast Line Railroad and 15th Street North . In the revised plat, 
the applicant has agreed to provide a non-exclusive drainage and maintenance easement along Booker 
Creek in accordance with the Engineering and Capital Improvements Department's memorandum 
dated July 22, 2019. The easement includes 15-feet upland of each top bank for maintenance 
purposes, per the Engineering Department's recommendation. 

The Transportation Department believes that the applicant's revised plat is an improvement over the 
previous plan to vacate the alleys, but the easements need to be wider to accommodate pedestrian and 
bicycle travel. In our review dated July 23, 2019, we noted that Booker Creek is located in a proposed 
Water's EDGE Park in the EDGE District Improvement Plan, which was approved by the St. 
Petersburg City Council on February 2, 2017. We also noted that City Council approved the 
Complete Streets Implementation Plan on May 2, 2019, which includes a proposed trail traversing 
this area. Since it is not known which side of Booker Creek will be the most suitable location for a 
trail facility, we recommend that the applicant provide 20-feet upland of each top bank for an 
easement that will serve drainage and maintenance purposes as well as pedestrian and bicycle travel. 
Twenty feet is needed to accommodate a 12-foot trail and a 4-foot recovery area on each side of the 
trail. If you have any questions about the Transportation and Parking Management Department's 
review of this case, please call me at 893-7883. 

www.stpete.org


Scot K. Bolyard 

From: Thomas M Whalen 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 1:36 PM 
To: Scot K. Bolyard; Jennifer C. Bryla 
Subject: Case No. 19-33000007 

Jenny, Scot: 

The Transportation Department met to review potential bicycle/pedestrian easements on the eastern and western sides 
of Booker Creek. We believe that the higher priority for a 20-foot bicycle/pedestrian easement is on the eastern side of 
the creek, which is closer to the alignment of the proposed Booker Creek Trail in the EDGE District Improvement Plan. A 
15-foot bicycle/pedestrian easement on the western side of the creek is sufficient to accommodate a sidewalk or 
pedestrian path, as identified in EDGE District Improvement Plan. Fifteen feet is already needed for the drainage and 
maintenance easement that was identified by the Engineering Department. 

Tom Whalen, AICP CTP, ENV SP 
Planner Ill 
City of St. Petersburg 
727-893-7883 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public Hearing 
and Executive Action on December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine Center (Auditorium), located 
at 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-33000017 PLAT SHEET: F-8 

REQUEST: Approval of vacations of two (2) 5-foot wide unimproved walkways 
located between 540 12th Avenue North and 600 12th Avenue North and 
between 551 Kirkwood Terrace North and 603 Kirkwood Terrace North. 

OWNERS: John F. Shettle, Ill 
600 12th Avenue North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Joseph M. Pritt, JR 
551 Kirkwood Terrace North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Alice Emerich Sweet 
603 Kirkwood Terrace North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

AGENT: John F. Shettle, Ill and Jennifer Neuman 
600 12th Avenue North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

ADDRESSES AND 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 551 Kirkwood Terrace North; 18-31-17-25218-000-0070 

603 Kirkwood Terrace North; 18-31-17-25218-000-0080 
600 12th Avenue North; 18-31-17-25218-000-0310 
540 12th Avenue North; 18-31-17-25218-000-0320 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Neighborhood Traditional Single-Family (NT-2) 

www.stpete.oru
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DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

Request. The request is to vacate two (2) 5-foot-wide unimproved public walkways (rights-of-way) 
between 12th Avenue North and Kirkwood Terrace North, just west of 4th Avenue North, not including 
the alley. The walkways are adjoined by the four properties referenced above, and all properties are in 
the Edgewood Subdivision of 1912, on which the walkways appear ( see Attachment A). 

The areas proposed for vacation are depicted on the attached maps (see Attachments Band C) and 
the Sketch and Legal Descriptions (Attachments D and E). The northern walkway between 12th Avenue 
North and the alley is 110 feet long (550 square feet), and the southern walkway between the alley and 
Kirkwood Terrace North is 105 feet long (525 square feet). 

The Project Narrative submitted by the applicant, (see Attachment F), cites a lack of use and safety 
concerns as reasons for vacating the walkway easements. Safety concerns include the idea that 
particularly the northern alley, which is not currently enclosed, presents an unlighted place for people 
to hide. The Applicant's goal for the walkways is to incorporate the land into the respective adjoining 
lots and to enclose it with fencing to the extent feasible. 

The walkways were inspected by City Staff prior to preparation of this Staff Report. Observations include 
no evidence of use of the northern walkway as a past or present walkway. This segment is unlighted 
and does not look like a public walkway because there landscaping at its northern terminus and two 
wooden utility poles at its southern terminus. The southern walkway appears similarly unused as a 
walkway; it in fact is fenced off, presumably by the owner of 551 Kirkwood Terrace North, and cannot 
currently be used as a walkway. It is also unlighted. The walkways are separated by a perpendicular 
sand alley. See photos in Attachment G. 

Analysis. Staff's review of a vacation application is guided by: 
A. The City's Land Development Regulations (LDR's ); 
B. The City's Comprehensive Plan; and 
C. Any adopted neighborhood or special area plans. 

The Applicants bear the burden of demonstrating compliance with the applicable criteria for vacation of 
public rights-of-way. In this case, the material submitted by the applicant does provide background or 
analysis supporting a conclusion that vacating the subject rights-of-way would be consistent with the 
criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan, or any applicable special area plan. 

A. Land Development Regulations 

Section 16.40.140.2.1.E of the LOR sets forth the criteria for the review of proposed vacations. The 
criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff. 

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

The application was routed to City Departments and Private Utility Providers. No City Department 
objects to the application. In their November 6, 2019 review letter, the Engineering Department did 
request as a condition of approval that it be clarified that the alley will remain as-is (see 
Memorandum in Attachment H). The Transportation Department has no initial comments, however 
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reserves their right to comment if there are public objections to the application. There are no City­
owned assets in the walkways. 

In the northern walkway, TECO owns a retired gas line. TECO is looking into whether they currently 
have an easement in the area. They will require continued access to their asset. In the southern 
walkway, Frontier Communications owns underground cable and Duke Energy owns overhead 
wires. Both companies are currently working with the applicants to establish easements for their 
assets in this area. 

Bright House Networks, WOW! and Centurylink have not responded to requests for comment. In 
order to preserve the use of any utilities within the walkways, a Condition of Approval has been 
added requiring an easement to these utilities should any be identified within the area of vacation. 

2. Whether the vacation would cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially 
impair or deny access to any lot of record. 

The areas to be vacated are unimproved pedestrian walkways. Primary access to the surrounding 
properties will continue to be via public streets, the alley and improved sidewalks. 
The vacation will not deny access to any lot of record. 

3. Whether the vacation would adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as 
creating dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the 
integrity of historic plats of designated historic landmarks or districts. 

The walkway vacations will not impact the existing roadway network or create dead-end rights-of­
way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of historic plats of 
designated historic landmarks or neighborhoods. The lots are not located in designated historic 
neighborhoods. The northern walkway appears to be unused and never improved, and the southern 
walkway is currently unusable because it is fenced. Unless public testimony is provided to the 
contrary, it appears that the walkways have never been incorporated into the neighborhood's 
circulation patterns. 

4. Whether the easement is needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, 
for rights-of-way, whether there is a present or future need for the right-of-way for public 
vehicular or pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors. 

No City Department or current planning document has identified the two walkways as needed for 
present or future public vehicular or pedestrian access. 

All utility companies with facilities within the rights-of-way require easements for maintenance and 
access to their assets if the walkways are vacated. 

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

No other factors have been raised for consideration. 

B. Comprehensive Plan 

The City's current Comprehensive Plan contains Goals, Objectives and Policies related to land use 
and transportation. Those applicable to the subject application have been identified below in italics. 
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Commentary regarding whether the application advances the Goals, Objectives and Policies, or 
hinders achievement of same is provided after. 

1. Goals, Objectives and Policies from the Land Use Element applicable to the subject 
application include: 

Land Use Element Goals: 
1. Protect the public health, safety and general welfare; and 
2. Protect and enhance the fabric and character of neighborhoods. 

Response to LU Goals 1 and 2: The application would advance these goals by converting 
areas which are currently unsupervised and potential safety issues into residential yard areas. 

2. Goals, Objectives and Policies from the Transportation Element applicable to the subject 
application include: 

Obj. T15: The City shall encourage and increase bicycle and pedestrian travel throughout the 
City of St. Petersburg for commuting to work and school as well as for recreation. 

Policy T15. 8 The City shall facilitate the expansion of sidewalks in St. Petersburg in 
locations where they are most needed. These include locations along principal and 
minor arterials, collectors and neighborhood collectors where gaps exist between 
existing sidewalks or between an existing sidewalk and a major destination point such 
as a park, shopping center, major employer or school. Sidewalks needed to close 
these gaps on City roads shall be constructed through the implementation of the 
Capital Improvement Program/Capital Improvements Element. 

Response to TE Policy T15.8: The subject unimproved walkways are not priority sidewalk infill 
areas for the City. They appear to never have been improved since their platting in 1923 and 
are currently not planned to be improved. Improvement of the northern walkway would require 
relocation of two utility poles to provide the required ADA accessible route, and improvement 
of the southern walkway would require tree removal and repair of a heaved sidewalk to create 
an ADA accessible route. It is likely that the alley, which is currently sand, would also have to 
be improved between the walkways to make the crossing accessible. 

Obj. T2: The City shall protect existing and future transportation corridors from encroachment. 

Policy T2. 4 The City should preserve the historical grid street pattern, including alleys, 
and shall not vacate public right-of-way until it is determined that the right-of-way is not 
required for present or future public use. 

Response to TE Policy T2.4: Approval of the application would not impair the intent and 
purpose of this policy because the unimproved walkways are not planned for future use or 
improvement. 
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C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans 

The Historic Uptown Neighborhood Plan Update (2012) is the only Neighborhood or Special Area 
Plan which covers the general area in which the walkways are located. This plan does not identify the 
walkways for use or improvement; there is no acknowledgment of the walkways at all. Therefore, the 
application does not impair or conflict with the intent and purpose of that plan. 

Comments from Agencies and the Public. As of November 19, 2019, City Staff received two (2) 
phone calls from the public regarding this application. The first was from neighbor Mr. James 
Gomborone who resides at 645 12th Avenue South, which is north and west of the walkways. Mr. 
Gomborone requested clarification as to the location of the walkways and said that he had used the 
walkways on occasion in the past to travel from his house to the businesses on 4th Street South. He did 
not object to the application and indicated that he may attend the hearing on the matter. The second 
call w~s from Mr. Aaron Taylor, a relative and representative of the property owner at 540 12th Avenue 
South, whose property adjoins the northern walkway. He had questions about the vacation process and 
had no objections to the application. 

The proposal is supported by the Downtown Resident's Civic Association (DRCA) and received "No 
Comment" from the Historic Uptown Neighborhood Association (HUNA) (see Attachment I). As of 
November 19, 2019, City Staff has received no comments from the Crescent Lake Neighborhood 
Association, the Council of Neighborhood Associations (CONA) or the Federation of Inner-City 
Community Organizations (FICO). 

RECOMMENDATION. Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed walkway vacations, and the 
following conditions of approval: 

1. It shall be understood by all parties that the alley between 12th Avenue North and Kirkwood 
Terrace North is not to be vacated. 

2. Any relocation of existing utilities shall be at the expense of the Applicants. 

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

4. As required by City Code Section 16.70.050.1.1.F, approval of right-of-way vacations shall lapse 
and become void unless the vacation ordinance is recorded by the City Clerk in the public 
records within 24 months from the date of such approval or unless an extension of time is 
granted by the Development Review Commission or, if appealed, City Council prior to the 
expiration thereof. Each extension shall be for a period of time not to exceed one ( 1) year. 

5. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicants shall provide to Development Review 
Staff, a letter of no objection from Bright House Networks, Centurylink, WOW! and TECO. If 
these entities do have facilities in the rights-of-way, the Applicants shall either relocate the 
facilities or provide an easement acceptable to the respective utilities. 
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REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Cheryl Bergailo, ICP, LE Gr en Assoc., Planner II 
Development R view Services Division 
Planning & Development Services Department 

REPORT APPROVED BY: 

Jennifer 
Develo 
Plannin nt Services Department 

Attachments: A - Edgewood Court Plat, B - Parcel Map, C - Aerial Map, D - Legal Description and 
Sketch of Northern Walkway, E - Legal Description and Sketch of Southern Walkway, F - Photos, G -
Vacation Application with Applicant's Narrative, H - Engineering Memorandum dated November 6, 
2019, I - Public Participation Reports from HUNA and DRCA. 
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Attachment A - Subdivision Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida . 

Planning and Development Services Department 
Case No.: 19-33000017 

Addresses:551 and 603 Kirkwood Terrace North, and 
540 and 600 12th Avenue North 

Nt 
(nts) 
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Attachment B - Parcel Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Services Department 
Case No.: 19-33000017 

Addresses:551 and 603 Kirkwood Terrace North, and 
540 and 600 12th Avenue North 

Nt 
(nts) 
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Attachment C - Aerial Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Services 
Department Nt 

Case No.: 19-33000017 (nts)
Addresses:551 and 603 Kirkwood Terrace North, and 

540 and 600 12th Avenue North 

www.stpete.org
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ATTACHMENT D 

SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 EAST PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

12th AVENUE N. 
b~ South Right of Woy line N---L-- T 
IINorth Boundary _., 

i: 

of Lot 31 
~ Public Sidewalk per plot 

Width: 4.5' (C) w 
..J 

-
<( 
u 
V) 

DESCRIPTION: Public Sidewalk 
{between Lot 31 and Lot 32) 

i 

BOUNDED ON THE NORTH BY THE 
SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 
12th AVENUE N. (ALSO BEING 
THE EASTERLY PROJECTION OF" #600 12th Ave N #540 12th Ave N 

~ ~ 
J2 0 THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF LOT 

31 , EDGEWOOD COURT, ~ Q ~ 
LOT 0 

Cl') 

0 LOT ACCORDING TO THE PLAT 
0 0 THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT 

31 ti S:2 c:i 32 ,,_ BOOK 1, PAGE 18, OF THEi5 ,,_ - PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS~ 
COUNTY, FLORIDA); BOUNDED ON Digitally 
THE EAST BY THE WESTsigned by I-.~( >, 

0 BOUNDARY OF LOT 32 OF
ALVIE F ,:, .... -ON 

§"1 5"1 STATED EDGEWOOD COURT; 
GRIFFITH o ..... o...,. BOUNDED ON THE SOUTH BY THECD 0 ID o 

..... ..JDate: ......J NORTH BOUNDARY OF A PLATTED 
OJ - (/) -oo2019.07.31 LL.I ~o 10-FOOT WIDE ALLEY (ALSO 

BEING THE WESTERLY09:03:58 
PROJECTIONOF THE SOUTH-04'00' 
BOUNDARYOF STATED LOT 32); 

South Boundary AND BOUNDED ON THE WEST BY 
THE EAST BOUNDARY OF STATED---~ _L ~ Lot .!_2_ 
LOT 31. 

North Boundary of J ~ -
Plotted Alley 10 Plotted Alley 

{Contains 495 square feet, 
- - - - - - - - - 7 -1- - - - - more or less)

LOT 8 I I LOT 7 THIS ITEM HAS BEEN 
#603 Kirkwood I I #551 Kirkwood ELECTRONJCALLY SIGNED AND 

Terrace N. SEALED BY AL VIE F. GRIFFITH USING AI LTerrace N. 
DIGITAL SIGNATURE AND DATE. 

Public Sidewalk per plot PRINTED COPIES OF THIS DOCUMENT CERTIFIED TO: 
ARE NOT CONSIDERED SIGNED AND Width: 4.5' (C)

" Modern Tempo SEALED AND THE SIGNATURE MUST 
Bay Homes BE VERIFIED ON ANY ELECTRONIC SURVEYOR'S NOTES: 

1.) This is Not a Boundary Survey. COPIES. 

2.) This legal &: Sketch is not valid without the signature and the original raised seal (or
L E G E N D digital seal) of Florido Registered Surveyor and Mapper. 

Dote Signed: ______ _(C) = CALCULATEDDATA 
AL VIE F. GRIFFITHDERIVED FROM THE 

Florido Registration No. LS 6005PLAT OF RECORD 
Licensed Business No. 8106 

SCALE: 1"= 20' Robertson & Associates Surveying, Inc.PUBLIC SIDEWALKBETWEEN
DRAWN BY: PC Licensed Business No. 8106LOTS 31 AND 32 
Job No. 16-0823 (31) 123 Flagship Drive Lutz, FL 33549

LEGAL & SKETCH Tampa, Florido 33606 PH. (813) 388-248412Th Ave SW - Lot 31 

https://2019.07.31
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SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 EAST PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 
.--------- Public Sidewalk per plot 

Width: 4.5' (C)
#600 12th Ave N I I #540 12th Ave NlLOT 31 I I LOT 32 

- - - - _ _J_I_ -- - - ----

1Q' Plotted Alley w 
_J 

<---- :;r- (.} 

South Boundary of V> 

Platted Alley 

DESCRIPTION: Public Sidewalk 
(between Lot 7 and Lot 8) 

BOUNDED ON THE SOUTH BY 
Public Sidewalk per plat - - THE NORTH RIGHT OF WAY 

Width: 4.5' (C) LINE OF KIRKWOOD TERRACE 
N. (ALSO BEING THE EASTERLY 
PROJECTION OF THE SOUTH 
BOUNDARY OF LOT 8, 

~ 
-.I EDGEWOOD COURT, ACCORDING 

~ -:;:::-
#603 Kirkwood 0-S2 #551 Kirkwood TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS ! 

Terrace N. .e:.9 ~ Terrace N. RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 1,
(/) 

C) c:, PAGE 18, OF THE PUBLIC 
C) c:,

LOT (.) RECORDS OF PINELLASU') LOT 
~ C~ ,.._ COUNTY, FLORIDA); BOUNDED 

8 ::, - 7 
Q. ON THE WEST BY THE EAST 

BOUNDARY OF STATED LOT 8; 
BOUNDED ON THE NORTH BY 

Digitally signed 
>, THE SOUTH BOUNDARY OF A

by ALVIEF '-
0 PLATTED 10-FOOT WIDE ALLEY 

'OGRIFFITH ir 
§ C0 §" (ALSO BEING THE WESTERLY

Date: o_ o_ 
Ol O CD 0 PROJECTION OF THE NORTH

2019.07.31 _J -_J 
rn_ BOUNDARY OF STATED LOT 7 

09:02:42 -04'00' -rn0 -0 ~oLi.I OF STATED EDGEWOOD 
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DERIVED FROM THE ALVIE F. GRIFFITH 
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12Th Ave SW - Lot 8 
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LOTS 7 AND 8 

LEGAL & SKETCH 

Robertson & Associates Surveying, Inc. 
Licensed Business No. 8106 

123 Flagship Drive Lutz, FL 33549 
Tampa, Florida 3.3606 PH. (813) 388-2484 
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ATTACHMENTF-PHOTOS 

View to Northern Walkway from 12th Ave. N. View to Northern Walkway from 600 12th Ave. N. 

View to Northern Walkway from alley. Another view to Northern Walkway from alley. 



ATTACHMENT F-PHOTOS (Pg. 2) 

View to Southern Walkway from Kirkwood Terr . N. Another view to Southern Walkway from 
Kirkwood Terr. N. 

View to Southern Walkway from alley. 
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.. ¼£ SUBDIVISION DECISION 
Application~•r .~-2>o00001+-st.petersburg Application No. _.,"'......,_Clly~-•a·

www.stpate.org 

All applications are to be filled out completely and correctly. The application shall be submitted to the City of St. Petersburg's 
Development Review Services Division, located on the 1st floor of the Municipal Services Building, One 4th Street North. 

Application Type: 
Per: 16.40.140 & 

~ Lot Line Adjustment 
Lot Split 

~ Vacating -
Vacating -

Street Right-of-Way 
Alley Right-of-Way 

16.70.050 Lot Refacing r1 Vacating - Walkway Right-of-Way 
Street Name Change Vacating - Easement 
Street Closing Vacating - Air Rights 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

NAME of APPLICANT (Property Owner): John F. Shettle Ill 

Street Address: 600 12th Ava N 

City, State, Zip: Saint PetaBburg,FL 33701 

Telephone No: (443>.ass-2091 Email Address: Josh.5hettleCgmail.com 

NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE: 
Street Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Telephone No: Email Address: Jost1.st1ett1e@gmau.com 

PROPERTY INFORMATION: 
Street Address or General Location; 600 12th Ave N ~ ~S' I /nrt'wt,rl1er. IJ .~ {.()1, ldrMAJa,o(rt.,-,#J. , , u
Parcel ID#(s): 1s-31.11-2s21B-000-0310: Jl-3/-/':I- -:2.~'1-IJ-•<IOo-<'o?o-it-1>1-I?- -.L.Jt-OOG· 001'0 

, .,
DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST: Vacation of Walkway Right of Way 

PRE-APPLICATION DATE: PLANNER: --
FEE SCHEDULE 

Lot Line & Lot Split Adjustment Administrative Review $200.00 Vacating Streets & Alleys $1,000.00 
Lot Line & Lot Split Adjustment Commission Review $300.00 Vacating Walkway $400.00 
Lot Refacing Administrative Review $300.00 Vacating Easements $500.00 
Lot Refacing Commission Review $500.00 Vacating Air Rights $1,000.00 
Variance with any of the above $350.00 Street Name Change $1,000.00 

Street Closing $1,000.00 

Cash, credit, and checks made payable to the -city of St. Petersburg" 

AUTHORIZATION 
City Staff and the designated Commission may visit the subject property during review of the requested variance. Any Code violations on the property 
that are noted during the inspections will be referred to the City's Codes Compliance Assistance Department. 

The applicant, by filing this application, agrees he or she will comply with the declsion(s) regarding this application and conform to all conditions of 
approval. The applicant's signature affirms that all information contained within this application has been completed, and that the applicant understands 
that processing this application may involve substantial time and expense. Filing an application does not guarantee approval, and denlal or withdrawal 
of an application does not result in remittance of the application tee. 

NOTE: IT IS INCUMBENT UPON THE APPLICANT TO SUBMIT CORRECT INFORMATION. ANY MISLEADING, DECEPTIVE, INCOMPLETE, OR 
INCORRECT INFORMATION MAY IN'l IOATE YOUR APPR?~ £, / 
Signature of Owner/Agent: / 7J,,t,,,, Date: /(J/ '1_?,"lq 
•Affidavit to Authorize Agent required, · igned by Agent. ~ ' 

111 
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NARRATIVE 

To: City of St. Petersburg 

From: John "Josh" F. Shettle Ill 

Date: October 9, 2019 

Re: Narrative in Support of Request for Vacation of Walkway Located Between 600 12th Ave. 
N., 540 12th Ave. N., 603 Kirkwood Terrace N. and 551 Kirkwood Terrace N. 

To whom if may concern: 

This Narrative supports the attached application for vacation of the referenced walkway and is 
submitted on behalf of myself and wife, Jennifer Neubauer, as owners of the home at 600 12th 

A venue N ., and as authorized agent on behalf of my neighbors Lisa Sweet, owner of 603 Kirkwood 
Terrace N., and Joseph Pritt, owner of 551 Kirkwood Terrace N. (collectively "Applicants"). 

I. Location and Description of the Walkway 

The walkway at issue runs between Applicants' three properties and a fourth property, 540 12th 

Avenue N (the "Walkway"). For a detailed description of the Walkway, please see the attached 
'~graphic" and legal description prepared by a licensed surveyor. 

Applicants' properties constitute approximately 75% of the lineal frontage of the walkway at issue 
(the total frontage is 430 feet, of which Applicants' properties front 320 feet). 

As you will note from the pictures attached to this application, the Walkway is presently a thin 
(circa 4.5 feet wide), unused grass strip ofland between 600 12th Avenue N. and 540 12th Avenue 
N. and is enclosed between the yards of 603 Kirkwood Terrace N. and 551 Kirkwood Terrace N. 
Ms. Sweet and Mr. Pritt, who have both lived in the neighborhood for over 8 years, have confirmed 
that the Walkway has not been utilized for pedestrian traffic during their time in the neighborhood. 

II. Basis for Applicants' Request for Vacation of the Walkway 

The City Code sets forth 5 factors that the POD, Development Review Commission and/or City 
Council shall consider in reviewing an application for vacation of a walkway. See City Code at 
Section 16.40.140.2.l.E. For the reasons discussed below, each of these 5 factors supports 
vacation of the Walkway. 
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1. The need for pedestrian easements. 

There is no need for a public pedestrian easement in the vicinity of the Walkway, because there 
are paved sidewalks that provide convenient, safe and well-lit pedestrian access to both the four 
properties fronting the Walkway as well as the neighboring properties. Specifically, the two streets 
that are theoretically connected by the Walkway- 12th Avenue N. and Kirkwood Terrace N. - are 
already connected by separate paved sidewalks. Thus, the Walkway does not satisfy a need for 
pedestrian easements in the neighborhood. 

2. Whether the vacation would cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or 
substantially impair or deny access to any lot of record. 

The four properties that front the Walkway have pedestrian and vehicular access via a sidewalk, 
street and alleyway. Specifically, 600 12th Avenue N. and 540 12th Avenue N. have access to the 
street and sidewalk at 12th Avenue N. and a 10-foot wide platted alleyway running parallel between 
12th Avenue N. and Kirkwood Terrace N. Likewise, 603 Kirkwood Terrace N. and 551 Kirkwood 
Terrace N. have access to the street and sidewalk at Kirkwood Terrace N. as well as the alleyway. 
The properties in the vicinity of the Walkway have similar pedestrian and vehicular access points 
and do not require or use the Walkway for access. Thus, vacation of the Walkway will not cause 
any detrimental effect upon or impair access to any lot of record. 

3. Whether the vacation would adversely impact the existing roadway network, 
such as creating dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel 
patterns, or undermine the integrity of historic plats of designated historic 
landmarks or districts. 

Vacation of the Walkway will not adversely impact any existing pedestrian or roadway network 
because the Walkway is a presently un-utilized strip of grass that runs only the half block between 
12th 12thAvenue N. and Kirkwood Terrace N. Further, Avenue N. is already connected to 
Kirkwood Terrace via sidewalks at both 7th St. N. and 4th St. N. There are currently no travel 
patterns utilizing the Walkway. Thus, vacation of the Walkway will not adversely impact any 
existing pedestrian or roadway network. 

4. Whether the easement is needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal 
interest and, for rights-of-way, whether there is a present or future need for 
the right-of-way for public vehicular or pedestrian access, or for public utility 
corridors. 

There is neither a present (the Walkway is unused) nor future (as stated above, access is amply 
provided via paved sidewalks) need for the Walkway for pedestrian or vehicular access or use as 
a public utility corridor. Further, we are unaware of any purpose for which the City has a legal 
interest in the Walkway. Thus, vacation of the Walkway will not frustrate any present or future 
need for pedestrian or vehicular access or for public utility corridors. 

5. The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council may also 
consider any other factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare. 
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Applicants and their families feel this factor weighs particularly heavily in favor of vacation of the 
Walkway, as the continued presence of the Walkway presents a safety haz.ard. The Walkway is 
only circa 4.5 feet wide, is not independently lighted, and is bounded on either side by tall fencing. 
As a result, the Walkway is an attractive hideout/ waiting ground for potential robbers, burglars 
or predators. It also presents a well-hidden area for loitering, particularly overnight. and other 
illegal activities such as drug use. These dangers are of particular concern to the Shettles of 600 
12th Avenue N. and the Pritts of 551 Kirkwood Terrace N as they have young children, and to the 
lone resident of 603 Kirkwood Terrace N ., who is an elderly female. Thus, vacation of the 
Walkway will further public safety and welfare for both the adjacent residents and the 
neighborhood at large. 

m. Conclusion 

For the reasons stated above, we respectfully request the City of St. Petersburg vacate the 
Walkway. We very much appreciate your time in consideration of this matter, and look forward 
to participating in the application process. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to reach out using my contact information provided in the signature below. 

Sincerely, 

Jo . Shettle Ill 
On half of Applicants 
600 12th Avenue N. 
St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
Email: josh.shettle@gmail.com 
Phone: ( 443) 858-2091 

mailto:josh.shettle@gmail.com
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MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING & CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT (ECID) 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services 
Cheryl Bergailo, Development Services 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 

DATE: · November 6, 2019 

SUBJECT: Walkway Vacations 

FILE: 19-33000017 

LOCATION AND PIN: 551 Kirkwood Terrace North; 18/3 l/l 7 /25218/000/0070 
603 Kirkwood Terrace North; 18/31/17 /25218/000/0080 
600 12th Avenue North; 18/31/17/25218/000/0310 
540 12th Avenue North; 18/31/17/25218/000/0320 

ATLAS: F-8 Zoning: Neighborhood Traditional Single-Family (NT-2) 

REQUEST: Approval of vacations of two (2) 5-foot wide walkways located between 
540 12th Avenue North and 600 12th Avenue North and between 551 
Kirkwood Terrace North and 603 Kirkwood Terrace North. 

COMMENTS: The Engineering & Capital Improvements Department (ECID) has no objection to 
vacation request provided the following comments are included as conditions of the approval: 

1.As clarification, the alley right-of-way at the rear of the referenced lots is to remain as dedicated right 
of way. 

NED/MJR/meh 

pc: Kelly Donnelly 
Correspondence File 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION - REPORT 
11..•rs• ra 
WWII ........ DPI ApplicationNo.____ _ 

In accordancewith LDR Section 18.70.040.1.F.2. '"It Is the policy of the Cily to encowagespplican1s10meet with 
residents of the surrounding neighborhoods priorto fifingan applicationfor a pennit requtrlngreviewandpublic heamg. 
The applicant, at his option, may elect to Include neighborhood medJatlonas a preparatory step fn lhe development 
process.Participation in lhe pwlic participation process prior to required public hearingswlll be considered by the 
declalan-makfngoffk:iaJwhenconsideringthe need, or requestfor a conlinuance of an appflca1fon. ft Is not 1haIntentof 
this secllonto require neighborhood meetings, but to encouragemeetings prior to the submissionof appUcallons for 
approval and documentatfon of effortswhich have been made to address any potential concernsprior to Iha formal 
appUcalionprocess.· 

· 
StraetAddress: 
1. Details of 

(b) Content,dates malled, and numberof malUngs,Includingletters, meeting notices, 118W81etlers.and other 
licationa 

(c)Whereresidents.propertyowners,and lnlareSledparties receivingnotices.newsletters,or other writtBnmaterials -
arelocared 

2. Summa DIconcerns, issuas, and problems ~ processdUrinp°lhe 

AssociationName 9-
lf the president or victJ.president of the neighborhi'odassadationare una lable or refuse to such certiftcation, 
a statement as to the effortsto contact them and (In 1he event of unavaHabffltyor unwl6ngnass ta sign) why they were 
unsbla or unwilling to sign the certification.. 

Page aa18 City al Bl.Pulfflburg-One .-• S1rNtHarth- PO Bax2842- SI. Pltarltnl'g, Fl33131--2142- {727)SIS-7471 
- a,c,ppM-



_

.... PUBLICPARTICIPATION 
REPORT 

st.petersburg
www.stpate.org ApplicationNo.____ _ 

In accordance with LOR Section 16.70.040.1.F.2."It is the policy of the City to encourageapplicantsto meet with 
residentsof the surroundingneighborhoodsprior to filing an applicationfor a permit requiringreviewand public hearing. 
The applicant,at his option, may elect to include neighborhoodmediation as a preparatory step in 1hedevelopment 
process. Participation in the public participation process prior to required public hearings will be considered by the 
decision-makingofficial when consideringthe need, or request,for a continuanceof an application. It is not the intent of 
this section to require neighborhoodmeetings, but to encouragemeetings prior to the submission of applicationsfor 
approvaland documentationof efforts which havebeen made to address any potential concerns prior to the formal 
applicationprocess.n 

1 APPLICANTREPORT 
[ Str9!t_~~~~~= - (oOiL t2.._J)'1(..._U,- ~~:Ll'\,~ ~ --!C!n:.I""· __.[Ll<..~9L\ 
'_1._Detailsof techntquesthe applicantused to involve the PJJblic___ ·---. __________________ 

Su 
_ 

(~}Oat.esand_loC!!_tionsof ajl~~~ngs_ wt)~_recitizens were_invitedto (!iscl!_ssthe applicanf~p,:opo~I 

3.Sfgnature -Pr~Ld~t ~~sociati91}~-· ---oraffidavltofcompfumce9.!'_'{iq~~sj~l}_t_Qf_~y_!.l~Jg~borhood _ _1 
Check_oner.J_j Prq~aJ SUP.P.Q'1~--- ---· ------ - - -· ---------- -----· ------ -. _ .LJ Do nollUJ?POJUhePropJ?Sal ____ ·-···- _______ _ _________________ _ 

-~____:_~~:- onthePJ~ru __~:m~~~:;1~ 
-~---~~_geiati~)nN~nierf:~ fl k ___ .Q!.Y.i<;e-P!e~ide'!i 1) ~ .~_ - =.. _- f'.!l'.li!f!!.'1! S;Qna1ure_ 

If thepresidentor vice-presidentof the neighborhoodassocia1ionare unavailableorre,!: s certification, 
a statementas to the effortsto contactthem and (in the eventof unavailabilityor unwillingnessto sign) why they were 
unable or unwilling to sign the certification. 

{b) Content,dates mailed, and numberof mailings,includingletters, meetingnotices, newsletters,and other 
publications_·--- _____ ____________________. ___·-·--·--· ___. _______ ·---- ________ 

property andinterested -notices-:-newsletters:or(c}Whereresidents, owners: -partiesreceiving otherwrittenmaterials 
are_ _____ ______ _ ______________ _ . ________ _________ ....located__ ··-. 

- . 

_____ 
:~ign 
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11111&.... CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. --~ ~ DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION_. ..... 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT
st.petersburg 

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on Wednesday, December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine 
Center (Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg , Florida . 

CASE NO.: 19-33000018 PLAT SHEET : E-7 

REQUEST: Approval of partial vacations of the North 15-feet right-of-way on 
14th Avenue South between 2nd Street South and 3rd Street South 
with the West 15-feet right-of-way on 2nd Street South between 
14th Avenue South and the North right-of-way line of 13th Avenue 
South. 

OWNER: Bayboro Partners, LTD 
P.O. Box 607 
Winter Park, Florida 32790 

AGENT: Nelson Flint 
263 13th Avenue South, Suite 369 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

ADDRESSES AND 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 1301 3rd Street South; 30-31-17-03312-001-0010 

1316 3rd Street South;30-31-17-03312-001-0020 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION : On File 

ZONING: Institutional Center (IC) 

www.stpete.org
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DRC Case No.: 19-33000018 
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DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

Request. The request is to vacate portions of right-of-way on the north side of 14th Avenue 
South between Street South and 3rd Street South and the west side of 2nd Street South2nd 

between 14th Avenue South and the northern right-of-way line of 13th Avenue South . 

The area of right-of-way proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached map (Attachment 
"A") and sketch & description (Attachment "B"). The applicant's goal is to improve the vacated 
portions of right-of-way. The existing rights-of-way along 14th Avenue South and 2nd Street 
South are 80-feet wide. These streets are considered "local streets" in the Land Development 
Regulations which require a minimum 50-feet of width. If approved, the 15-foot wide vacations 
will result in 65-foot wide rights-of-way which would allow the neighboring properties to pursue 
vacations of similar scope if they wish to in the future. 

The subject right-of-way is within the boundaries of the Downtown Residents Civic Association 
and is within the Innovation District. The 2019 Complete Streets Implementation Plan identifies 
the subject right-of-way along 14th Avenue South as a Neighborhood Greenway . 

■ 

Legend 

Linear Recommendation 

■ ■ ■ Trail Two-way bicycle traffic wrth phys.calseparabon from travel lanes 

■ ■ ■ Separated 8,ke Lane Includes slnped or physacalbuffers 

Bike Lane Portions of roadway deS1gnatedfor one-way bicycle traffic 

- - - Me1ghborhoodGreenway Streets designated for bicycle pnonty and traffic calming 

- - - Shared Lane MarkH"lgReminders that bicyclists should occupy full travel lanes 

• Pedestrain Crossmg.Greenway Connection, or Bndge j 
Existing Infrast ructure J 
-- Existing 8'ke Facd,ty 

-- E)ostmg Trails 

• Existing RRFB Crossing 

-·- sr. l'ETERsau11GCompleteStreets -- Kimley>Horn -- ~•,tfM(NTA ...fON l't.A.Nst.pat1rs111r1 
WWW•U11t,-·-lrl 
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Analysis. Staff's review of a vacation application is guided by: 
A. The City's Land Development Regulations (LDR's); 
B. The City's Comprehensive Plan; and 
C. Any adopted neighborhood or special area plans . 

Applicants bear the burden of demonstrating compliance with the applicable criteria for vacation 
of public right-of-way. In this case, the material submitted by the applicant (Attachment "C") 
does not provide background or analysis supporting a conclusion that vacating the subject 
right-of-way would be consistent with the criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan , or 
any applicable special area plan. 

Staff shared this information with the applicant prior to formulating this report . The applicant 
elected to proceed with the request with the understanding that Staff would recommend denial. 

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

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

This application was routed to applicable City Departments and private utility providers. The 
City Transportation Department cannot support the request for vacation of portions of the 
rights-of-way (Attachment "D"). Two City Departments , Engineering & Water Resources 
require easements for public utilities (Attachments "E" & "F"). City Surveying provided a 
memorandum that would need to be addressed prior to City Council review (Attachment 
"G"). 

Private provider Frontier Communications requires a recordable non-exclusive easement 
due to facilities that are in the proposed vacations (Attachment "H"). 

Other private providers Bright House Networks, TECO/Peoples Gas, WOW!, Duke Energy, 
and Centurylink have not responded to the request. 

Cooperation with City Departments and private providers including Frontier 
Communications, Centurylink, Bright House Networks, TECO/Peoples Gas, WOW!, and 
Duke Energy will be needed moving forward if the vacations are ultimately approved by City 
Council. 

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

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

The vacation of the subject area should not adversely impact the existing roadway network, 
substantially alter utilized travel patterns, nor undermine the integrity of historic plats. If 
ultimately approved, the resulting subject rights-of-way will still exceed the minimum 
required width as required per Code. 

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

The City Transportation Department has identified the right-of-way along 14th Avenue South 
as a neighborhood greenway in the St. Petersburg Complete Streets Implementation Plan. 
A neighborhood greenway is a street designated for bicycle priority and traffic calming. The 
Complete Streets Implementation Plan states that sidewalk modifications should be 
considered for all linear projects. Installation of sidewalks could address the central reason 
for this vacation request: deter motorists from parking or driving on the right-of-way adjacent 
to the subject property. 

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

No other factors have been raised for consideration. 

B. Comprehensive Plan 

Transportation Element Objective T2: The City shall protect existing and future transportation 
corridors from encroachment. 

Transportation Element Policy T2.3: To promote efficient use of land resources and minimize 
adverse impacts on the City's urban fabric, right-of-way widths for new roadways shall be the 
minimum needed to accommodate the proposed roadway and sidewalks, bicycle lanes, trails or 
utilities. 

The proposed vacations reduce the subject rights-of-way widths reducing the opportunity to 
install future pedestrian, bicycle-friendly, or other multimodal transportation facilities. The 
proposed request does not support this Comprehensive Plan objective. 

C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans 

The subject easements are within the boundaries of the Downtown Residents Civic Association. 
There are no neighborhood or special area plans which affect vacation of rights-of-way in this 
area of the City. 
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Comments from Agencies and the Public 
The City Transportation Department cannot support the request for vacation of portions of the 
rights-of-way (see attached memorandum). Two City Departments, Engineering & Water 
Resources, require easements for public utilities (see attached memorandums). City Surveying 
produced a memorandum that would need to be addressed prior to City Council review (see 
attached memorandum). 

Private provider Frontier Communications requires a recordable non-exclusive easement due to 
facilities that are in the proposed vacations. Centurylink has facilities in the area. 

Other private providers Bright House Networks, TECO/Peoples Gas, WOW!, Duke Energy, and 
Centurylink have not responded to the request. 

The Downtown Residents Civic Association was notified and is supportive of the request. 

Cooperation with City Departments and private providers including Frontier Communications, 
Centurylink, Bright House Networks, TECO/Peoples Gas, WOW!, and Duke Energy will be 
needed moving forward if the vacations are ultimately approved by City Council. 

RECOMMENDATION. Staff recommends DENIAL of the proposed partial vacations of rights­
of-way. If the DRC is inclined to support the vacation, Staff recommends the following special 
conditions of approval: 

1. Prior to recording of the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall comply with the 
conditions of the Engineering Memorandum dated November 7, 2019 (Attachment "E"). 

2. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall comply with the conditions 
required of the Water Resources Department Memorandum dated November 7, 2019 
(Attachment "F"). 

3. Prior to recording of the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall comply with the 
conditions of the Surveying Memorandum dated November 14, 2019 (Attachment "G"). 

4. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to Frontier Communications (Attachment "H") or provide a letter of no 
objection from Frontier Communications. Regardless, a letter of no objection or a letter 
of understanding from Frontier Communications is required. 

5. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to Centurylink or provide a letter of no objection from Centurylink . 
Regardless, a letter of no objection or a letter of understanding from Centurylink is 
required. 

6. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to Bright House Networks or provide a letter of no objection from Bright 
House Networks. Regardless, a letter of no objection or a letter of understanding from 
Bright House Networks is required. 
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7. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to TECO/Peoples Gas or provide a letter of no objection from TECO/Peoples 
Gas. Regardless, a letter of no objection or a letter of understanding from 
TECO/Peoples Gas is required. 

8. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance , the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to WOW! or provide a letter of no objection from WOW!. Regardless, a letter 
of no objection or a letter of understanding from WOW! is required . 

9. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicant shall either provide an easement 
acceptable to Duke Energy or provide a letter of no objection from Duke Energy. 
Regardless, a letter of no objection or a letter of understanding from Duke Energy is 
required. 

10. As required City Code Section 16. 70.050.1.1 F, approval of right-of-way vacations shall 
lapse and become void unless the vacation ordinance is recorded by the City Clerk in 
the public records within 24 months from the date of such approval or unless an 
extension of time is granted by the commission designated in the Decisions and Appeals 
Table or, if appealed, by the City Council prior to the expiration thereof. Each extension 
shall be for a period of time not to exceed one year. The vacation ordinance shall be 
recorded after any conditions precedent have been compiled with. 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Michael Larimore, Planner I DATE 
Development Review Services Division 
Planning & Development Services Department 

REPORT APPROVED BY: 

OD) DATE 

Attachments : A - Location Map; B - Sketch & Description; C - Application; D - Transportation 
Memorandum dated November 8th , 2019; E - Engineering Memorandum dated November 8th, 

2019; F - Water Resources Memorandum dated November 7th , 2019; G - Surveying 
Memorandum dated November 14th , 2019; H - Frontier Communications Letter dated October 
24th, 2019 

n 
velopment Se Department 



Project Location Map11111111&.... 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida -~ Planning and Development Services~ Nt....... Department

st.petersburg Case No.: 19-33000018 (nts)www.stpete.org 
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Attachment B. 

..:..:.Nc:..:OR..:..:.T:.:..H..:..:.RIGHT-OF-W_AY_LIN_E 

SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 S, RANGE 17E 
PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 
PROJECT NUMBER 2351-01LEGEND 

BNDY = BOUNDARY 
COR = CORNER 

OR = OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 
PB = PLAT BOOK 
PG = PAGE 

POB = POINT OF BEGINNING 
POC = POINT OF COMMENCEMENT 
R/W = RIGHT-OF-WAY 

SR = STATE ROAD 
US = UNITED STATES 

_____ __ __, 

1 3 T H:c - AVENUEI-
L O T :c SOUTH

=> 80' RIGHT-OF-WA..1 
I- w SOUTHRIGHT-OF-WAYLINE 

z0 :::; 

>-o=>(/) 0 ~ 
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I ~ .....,~
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0 s:: ~G 
a:: OL&JJ_ :::;>-
f-­ SOUTHEAST CORNER OF ~ z 
(/) r= (/) 0~ 
<C LOT 2, BLOCK 1,w U1 o::~ I 

(/) 
BAYBORO STATION '~~ f- ~ ; 

PROPOSEDNORTHRIGHT-OF-WAYLINE;~ (/) ~ ~ 
;-EXISTINGNORTHRIGHT-OF-WAYLINE .__.___ ..,..,--ivi0 

/ s a9·59•3a•E 410.00· r15-00' Bo· ~ 
- 0:: ~----1--------------__,.\ _ __,0 '---

N 89"59'38"W 425.00' f L_
:c 1 4 T H ~ ~A V E N U E S O U T H z 

<D 80' RIGHT-OF-WAY 
I- (DEDICATEDAS TWELFTH A VENUE PER PLAT) Q II 

._ - SOUTHRIGHT-OF-WAYLINE - - ;....____ ~I 
0 

0 50' 100' 
LaJl 
(/) 1 1 1 

SCALE: 1'' = 100' 

LINE TABLE I 
LINE BE ARING LENGTH 

L1 s89"59' 3o"E 15. oo· 
L2 Noo·o1 '27"E 15.oo· 

NOT A SURVEY SHEET 1 OF 2 

ITEM
---------------PROPOS

DATE
ED 

BY QC POI.ARIS
RIGHT-OF-WAY ~ fL ASSOCIATES INC. 

/4 ~ PROFESSIONAL SURVEYING LB 6113VACATION 
// \, 2165 SUNNYDALE BOULEVARD, SUITE D 

EXHIBIT •A• CLEARWATER, FLORIDA 33765 
(727) 461- 6113 

SKETCH & DESCRIPTION 10/04/19 RED OHR 

H: \JN\2351 \DWG\2351 S D.DWG 



SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 S, RANGE 17E 
PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 
PROJECT NUMBER 2351-01DESCRIPIION 

THAT PORTION OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 EAST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING 
WITHIN THE EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAYS OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTH (PREVIOUSLY DEDICATED AS TWELFTH AVENUE) 
AND SECOND STREET SOUTH, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 2, BLOCK 1, BAYBORO STATION AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 
118, PAGES 35 & 36 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE 
EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY) AND THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SECOND STREET SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SECOND STREET SOUTH AND THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOTS 1 & 2, N.00"01'27"E., 
380.00 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 13TH AVENUE SOUTH; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTH 
RIGHT-OF-WAY, S.89"59'30"E., 15.00 FEET; THENCE LEAVING SAID LINE, s.00·01'27"w., 395.00 FEET; THENCE 
N.89"59'38"W., 425.00 FEET TO THE EXTENSION OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THIRD STREET SOUTH; 
THENCE ALONG SAID EXTENSION, N.00"01'27"E., 15.00 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE EAST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THIRD STREET SOUTH AND THE EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE 
SOUTH; THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH STREET SOUTH AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF SAID LOT 2, S.89"59'38"E., 410.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 12,075 SQUARE FEET OR 0.277 ACRES, MORE OR LESS 

NOTE S 
1. BEARINGS ARE BASED ON THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE 14TH AVENUE SOUTH, SAID LINE BEING 

ASSUMED AS S89"59'38"E. 

2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WAS PREPARED BY POLARIS ASSOCIATES, INC. 

3. RE-USE OF THIS SKETCH FOR PURPOSES OTHER THAN WHICH IT WAS INTENDED, WITHOUT WRITTEN 
VERIFICATION, WILL BE AT THE RE-USERS SOLE RISK AND WITHOUT LIABILITY TO THE SURVEYOR. 
NOTHING HEREIN SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO GIVE ANY RIGHTS OR BENEFITS TO ANYONE OTHER THAN 
THOSE CERTIFIED TO. 

4. THIS SKETCH IS NOT INTENDED TO SHOW THE LOCATION OR EXISTENCE OF ANY JURISDICTIONAL, 
HAZARDOUS OR ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS. 

5. THIS SKETCH WAS PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF AN ABSTRACT OF TITLE AND MAY BE SUBJECT 
TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD. 

C E R T I F I C A T I O N 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE SKETCH REPRESENTED HEREON MEETS THE STANDARDS OF PRACTICE SET 
FORTH BY THE FLORIDA BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS AND MAPPERS IN CHAP1TER 5J-17, FLORIDA 

ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, PURSUANT TO SECTION 472.027 F'-l] ~ TA, ~~ : 

DAN H. RIZZU~~ 
PROFESSIONA D SURVEYOR 
LS 5227, STA OF FLORIDA SHEET 2 OF 2NOT A SURVEY 

I 

ITEM
i---------t----+----l...---

DATE
lpROPOS

BY
ED 

QC P'~ ARfS
RIGHT-OF-WAY ~ IL ~ ASSOCIATES INC. 

--,:j ~ PROFESSIONAL SURVEYING LB 6113VACATION 
/f '' 2165 SUNNYDALE BOULEVARD, SUITE D 

EXHIBIT •A• CLEARWATER, FLORIDA 33765 
(727) 461-6113 

SKETCH & DESCRIPTION 10/04/19 RED OHR 

H: \JN\2351 \DWG\2351SD.DWG 



NOTE: IT IS INCUMBENT UPON THE 
INCORRECT INFORMATION MAY IN 

Signature of Owner/Agent 
•Affidavit to Authorize Agent requ red, if signed by Agent 

Typed name of Signatory N~e N Fc..1 

~01~:CT 

Attachment C. 

All applications are to be filled out completely and correctiy. The application shall be subm tted to the C:ty of St. Petersburg's 
Development Review Services Division, located on the 1" floor 0 1. the Municipa l Services Bui lding, One 411' Street North. 

Application Type: o Lot Line Adjustment J Vacating - Street Right-of-Way 
Per: 16.40 .140 & □ Lot Split 0 Vacating - Alley Right-of-Way 

16.70.050 □ Lot Refacing o Vacating - Walkway Right-of-Way 
□ Street Name Change □ Vacating - Easement 
D Street Closing □ Vacating - Air Rights 

_DESCRIPTION OF REQ~EST: VAC4-T/ON OFST ~ £.:r AAH-T- "F-W/'r'( 

~ PRE-APPl.1cAT10N '!/~/1q_!'LANNER-3t111c..f+A-£.<-~_ mo ___DATE: Ull.J__ u.. ~--
FEE SCHEDULE 

Lot Line & Lot Split Ad1ustment Administrative Review $200.00 Vacating Streets & Alleys $1,000.00 
Lot Line & Lot Split Adjustment Commission Review $300.00 Vacating Walkway $400.00 
Lot Refacing Administrative Review $300.00 Vacating Easements $500.00 
Lot Refacing Commission Review $500.00 Vacating Air Rights $1,000.00 
Variance with any of the above $350.00 Street Name Change $1,000.00 

Street Closing $1,000.00 

Cash, cred t, and checks made payable to the "City of St Petersburg'' 

AUTHORIZATION 
City Staff and the designated Commiss ion may vis it the subJect property during review of the requested variance . Any Code violations on the property 
that are noted during the inspect ions wi:f be referred to the City's Codes Comp liance Assistance Departmenl 

The applicant, by filing th s app licat ion, agrees he or she wmcomply with the decis on(s) regard ng this application and conform to all conditions of 
approval. The applicant's signature affirms that all lnformat on co.ntained within this app licat.on has been completed, and that the applicant understands 
that processing this appllcatJon may 1nvo!ve substant at time and expense. Filing an app'.cation does not guarantee approval, and denial or withdrawal 
of an application does not result in rem:ttance of the app licatJon fee. J 

INFORMATION. ANY MISLEADING, DECEPTIVE, INCOMPLETE, OR 

Date:_/_0_/!_I ___,__/2_9 

--~ ..­.. 
~·­st.petersburg

www.stpete.org 

SUBDIVISION DECISION
RECEIVED 

Application 
OCTO7 2019 

Application No. l~-53 QOCO ~ 
DEVELOPMENT REV ·EW 
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has(have · 
or othe · 

~~~;......;:*::::;..=1-----------------

CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING& ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 

-..~--­
~......- DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

st.petersburg 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSIONwww.stp2te .org 

AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT 

I am (we are) the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property noted herein 

Property Owner's Name: B~SO ll..O :Pftl_;rN£.ilS I LT.])• 

This property constitutes the property for which the following request is made 

Property Address: 2, 2' \3-nt- ~- S, 

Parcel ID Number: 3o- 31-17-0.3.,3 12-00 I- 00 20 

Request: ~TlM- VA<:!A-"'110,J (Jp c;;-~,c.,-'Rte,tt,-Oi:---lA.JA'r" 
Sou Tl~ O\:" z,3 ,3,.,., &,;. . ~. 

The undersigned does(do) appoint the following agent(s) to execute 
any application(s) essaryto effectuate such application(s) 

Agent's Name(s): __ 

This affidavit has been executed to nduce the City of St. Petersburg, Florida. to consider and 
act on the above described property. 

I (we), the undersi ,gn-,d authority, hereby certify that the foregoing Js true and correct.
Blt-f~ fl - 5"~ f?'fr1(>4">"1,.- G ~ 1-....-~,~,. c...r-~ 1\..4.,\ 

Signature (owner): f- ~ ~~ b N co C s:rnro::,
Pnnted Name 

Sworn to and subscribed on this date 

kJentfficationor personally known:~~ ;; ~ 
,_,_//__,_£ _Notary Signature: (Print): Pnrn · Date:_/--+D /___,/ __ 

Commission Expiration (Stamp or date): Tl 

Page4 of 6 Citycl SL Petersburg -One 4" Street North- PO Box 2842-St. Petersburg, FL 33731·2842- (727) 893•7471 
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BAYBORO PARTNERS, LTD. 

REQUEST FOR VACATION OF STREET RIGHT OF WAY 

Bayboro Partners, Ltd., is the owner of the Bayboro Station Office Building located at 263 13th 

Ave. S., St. Petersburg, Fl 33701. This building was built in the early 1920's as the power plant 

for the City of St. Petersburg. The power plant was decommissioned in the mid-1970's and the 

building sat vacant until the mid-1990's when Echelon Corporation (a subsidiary of Florida 

Power Corp. at the time) renovated the building into the Class A office space that it is today. 

Bayboro Station is a three (3) story building consisting of approximately 81,000 square feet of 

office space (some offices with a view of the Tampa Bay). We also have approximately three (3) 

acres of paved, surface parking adjacent to the Building. 

Bayboro Partners purchased Bayboro Station from Echelon Corporation in 2000 at a time when 

Bayboro Station was home to executive offices for Florida Power Corporation (formerly 

Progress Energy and now Duke Energy). Bayboro Station is now home to NOAA Fisheries 

(Southeast Regional Office) as well as USFSP-OPEN, Tampa Bay Estuary Program, and MercuryZ. 

NOAA-NMF is a Federal Government Agency under the Department of Commerce. 

Since our purchase of Bayboro Station in 2000, we have maintained the property and the 

Building in impeccable condition. 

The building is bordered by 3rd Street S. to our west, 14th Ave. S. to our south, 2nd Street S. to 

our east, and Tampa Bay to our north. At the time Bayboro Station was converted from a de­

commissioned power plant to a Class A office Building (mid 1990's), 13th Ave. S. was vacated 

between 2nd Street S. and 3rd Street S. to allow our parking lot to be adjacent to the Building. 

There is an 80' Right of Way on the three sides of the property adjacent to these public streets. 

We have approximately 300 parking space for the tenants and visitors to our building (more 

than enough to handle any parking load we have ever experienced). The entire +/-4 ac. 

property, including the parking area, is landscaped and attractively fenced. We have always 

maintained the appearance of this Right-of-Way in a professional manner. From the inception 

of our ownership (but getting worse recently), we have dealt with cars and trucks not 
associated with our tenants, parking on or driving over the Right-of-Way resulting in property 

damage (ruts and tire tracks in grass and landscaping and damage to our underground irrigation 

system). We have consulted with Code Enforcement and even had to involve St. Petersburg 

Police Department on at least one occasion. As you can see by the photos attached (taken from 

an incident that occurred on August 16, 2019), this problem persists today. 

We believe that a vacation of a portion of the 80' Right-of-Way (on the Second Street N. and 

the 14th Ave. S. sides of the property) would go a long way towards solving this problem. 

Specifically, at a minimum, it would enable us to install landscaping, fencing, and other means 

to prevent parking and traffic in this area and deter unauthorized traffic. 

P6 I 



Please note that we believe a vacation of a portion of the Right-of-Way should pose no issues 

for the City because 2nd Street S. is not a thru-street (it terminates at a line parallel to the 

formerly vacated 13th Ave. S. to the north and just below 15th Ave. Sat Salt Creek to the south). 

Also, 14th Ave. S. is also not a thru street. (It terminates at 1st Street S., just a block east of our 

property). See map attached. 

We respectfully request and propose that the City maintain a Right-of-Way necessary to 

maintain these roads and vacate as much of the remaining area (between the curb-line of the 

roads and our fence) as possible. Obviously, we would agree to grant any required easements 

for utilities, etc. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 



111111&..­
-, r-.;;: NEIGHBORHOOD 
~~ 

WORKSHEET
st.petersburg·---·--
www.stue1e.orn 

Applicants are strongly encouraged to obtain signatures in support of the proposal(s) from owners of property adjacent 
to or otherwise affected by a particular request.

n~-~.1) :nu - - ~ '°.r ~ -~ ::R£.~~~ ~ ' 

~;~~A~~~~3 l~~-=:~ORHO°iDc::::.~HEET__---=--~:3 
Descri tion of Reguest: .P.~174'- V~71p _~T __Ri4 H-T- ZTJ:"-1,jli\-'(1 

_ q_v.:r.:t:t._,,. 2<o3"'"'_b_Vc.. . .s, -· . ---- ---- ---1 

The undersigned-adjacent property-owners undei'stanci the nature of the applicant's request and do not 
Iobject ( attach additional sheets if necessaryJ: .--------•w __ ___ ______ . . 

t:=--·I ~ Affected Propef!Y..AdcJ.ress: ----· -:,;~j_ __________ ---·----···-· _--·~ 
:f._____ _ _______ __ ~ .Owner Nam~_{Q_rint): _ __ /...-
____,.___Owner Signature: ________________ _____________ ____ ____ _ _ ____J 

••-• •-----•--- ...-------·--•----- •----·•-M____ -• ---•-·------ - - - - ---

F2. Affected Property_~ddress: -----------------------i-----_O_wner_Na~e (P.rin!,._:_ - _________ _ 
_ _ §jgna.!_u: --··-··--···------._____ Owne_r_ _re________ 

___ 3. Affected_ProReftY Address_:_ __ _ _ 
1-- __ O_w_ner Namejprint)~ -----
___ Own _ - ____ ·---· ·------------------___er Sig_r:i?J~r~.· 

1 :--Affected-Pro erty A d -ss: -_-_:_4_ p d re -=_- -_-_-_-_-_ ----~---_-_-=_-=_-=_-=_-=_-=_-=.-=_·_--_·----~::::~:::::::::::::_:·~::~::_:__ _ ________ _ 
Owner N?m~_(print)_: __________________________ ___. 
Owner Signature· ____,.,. __,.__ _____..... 

·--·--- - -- --· --
I 

5. Affe_cl~9Property ~ddress: 
Owner Naf'!1_~ (8rint): -- --- - ----- - - __,,.._ -· - - ----- ---

___.,.___ 
-

O~ner Signature: 
! 
'-·· 

6. Affected Prope~ Address: ·-
Owner Name (Qrint): . ·----

.--- -- Owner Signature: - - --- -- - -

r-·--y-· Aff~9..teciPropertY.f\ddi.ess: 
J_____ Owner Name _(pri® : 

--- ------

-- -

- --·-

-

---- - ----

I Owner Signature: - - -- - - --- - --
f 8. Affect~d_PrQP~rty Address: ___.,___.._.._ 

Owner Name (erint}: ---- - ----- -
Owner Sig nature: ______,.._..,_.._ 

Page 5 of 6 City of St. Petersburg- One 4"' Street North- PO Box 2842 - St. Petersburg. FL 33731-2842- (727) 893-7471 
www .sti,;u:a o •<)"ld· 

www.stue1e.orn


..... j) ....--~ PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
~'1111111....... REPORT

st.petersburg
www.stpete.oru 

Application No. _____ _ 
In accordance with LOR Section 16.70.040.1.F.2. "II is the policy of the City to encourage applicants lo meet with 
residents of the surrounding neighborhoods prior to filing an application for a permit requiring review and public hearing. 
The applicant, at his option, may elect to include neighborhood mediation as a preparatory step in the development 
process. Participation in the public participation process prior to required public hearings will be considered by the 
decision-making official when considering the need, or request, for a continuance of an application. It is not the intent of 
this section to require neighborhood meetings, but to encourage meetings prior to the submission of applications for 
approval and documentation of efforts which have been made to address any potential concerns prior to the formal 
application process." 

APPLICANT REPORT 
Street Address: I , .$, 5r, ~~~6, l=L 33?0/ 
1. Details of techniques the applicant used to involve the public 
(a)Dates and locations of all meetings where citizens were invited to discuss the applicant's proposal 

(b) Content, dates mailed, and number of mailings, inc1uding letters, meeting notices, newsletters, and other 
publications 

-£ .. Y\1AK..rt) -CAiv HO£~CN" A PD..t~ IJ) ~ J)DWNT" wt1J 
R€S rt>~ ~\vie /tSsot.t,k.'1 bN w ,n.-t,q..~~.~~ii'
A-TTA-Cf-Hf\ aAJ't"'!> tN (? w :c>t., { 1-~"o,L1\8Lft i:::ts ~"'s l. u1 

(c) Where residents, property owners, and interested parties receiving notices, newsletters, or other written materials 
are located 

2. Summary of concerns, issues, and problems expressed dunng the process 

3. Signature or affidavit of compliance - President or vice-president ol any neighborhood associations 
Check one: (_ ) Proposal supported 

LJ Do not support the Proposal 
LJ Unable to comment on the Proposal at this time \. 
()..,,) Other comment(s): \; MA.\ ~ei\. (r~. ~ J 

Association Name President or Vice-President Signature 

If the president or vice-president of the neighborhood association are unavailable or refuse to sign such certification, 
a statement as to the efforts to contact them and (in the event of unavailability or unwillingness to sign) why they were 
unable or unwilling to sign the certification. 
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nelson@strongprop.com 

From: nelson@strongprop.com 
Sent: Tuesday, October l, 2019 9:38 AM 
To: 'dajahoek@umich.edu' 
Cc: 'Michael W. Larimore'; 'Scot K. Bolyard'; David Strong {inbox@strongmgmt.com) 
Subject: FW:Right of Way Vacation Request-Bayboro Station 
Attachments: Narative-ROW Vacation Request.pdf; Survey•Highlighted.pdf; Map.pdf; Pre-Ap Meeting 

Notes.pdf 

Dan: 

My names is Nelson Flint and I am the Property Manager and designated representative for Bayboro Station (Office 
Building) located at 263 13t" Ave. S., St. Petersburg, FL 33701. 
Attached you will find a narrative and other documents related to our request for vacation of part of the Right-of-Way 
adjacent to our property. During our Pre-Application meeting with Michael Larimore and Scot Bolyard with the City of 
St. Pete, we were advised of the requirement to provide notification to you as President of the Downtown Residents 
Civic Association of our intent to make Application for this vacation. Please let this email and attachments serve as 
notification of our intent to make formal Application for this vacation. 

Should you have any questions or require any additional information please contact me at your convenience. 

Nelson Flint 
Bayboro Station 
Cell 727-424-5577 

From:Michael W. Larimore <Michael.Larimore@stpete.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 1, 2019 8:31 AM 
To: nelson@strongprop.com 
Cc: Scot K. Bolyard <Scot.Bolyard@stpete.org>; Iris L.Winn<lris.Winn@stpete.org> 
Subject: RE: Right of Way Vacation Request-Bayboro Station 

Mr. Flint, 

Proof of notification to Mr. Hoekenga is needed at time of submittal. This can be in the form of a printed email you have 
sent to Mr. Hoekenga. 

Let me know if you have any other questions. 

Mike Larimore 
Planner I 
City of St. Petersburg 
Michael.Larimore@stpete.org 

Please note all emails are subject to public records laws. 

From: nelson@strongprop.com <nelson@strongprop.com > 
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2019 12:58 PM 

1 
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To: Michael W. Larimore <Michael.larimore@stpete.org > 
Cc: Scot K. Bolyard <Scot.Bolyard@stpete.org >; Iris L.Winn< lris.Winn@stpete.org > 
Subject:RE:Right of Way Vacation Request-Bayboro Station 

CAUTION·Thisemail originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

RE: Application for ROW Vacation-30-31-17-03312-001-0020 

Mike: 

I am in the process of preparing our Application for (partial) Vacation of Right-of-Way for Bayboro Station located at 263 
13th Ave. S. In your Pre-Application Meeting Notes, you referenced Dan Hoekenga, President of the Downtown 
Residents Civic Association. Am I supposed to contact Dan prior to submitting our Application or will Dan be contacted 
as part of the review and consideration process? 

We intend to submit on or before the October 7, 2019 Pre-Application Deadline. 

Nelson Flint 
Bayboro Station 

From!Michael W. larimore <Michael.larimore@stpete.org> 
Sent:Friday, August 16, 2019 10:40 AM 
To: nelson@strongprop.com 
Cc: Scot K. Bolyard <Scot.Bolyard@stpete.org >; Iris L.Winn< lris.Winn@stpete.org > 
Subject: RE: Right of Way Vacation Request-Bayboro Station 

Mr. Flint, 

I do recall the conversation we had. 

You would want to schedule a pre-a pp meeting with us before you submit the application as it is a required item for the 
eventual application to be considered complete. You can schedule one by emailing the Administrative Clerk, Iris Winn 
(cc'd on this email) so she can coordinate a meeting time. 

We will want at least conceptual drawings for the pre-a pp meeting, so we can discuss the purpose and intent of the 
project. More formal drawings would be required at time of application submittal if you wish to move forward after the 
pre-app meeting. 

let me know if you have any questions, I look forward to working with you! 

Mike Larimore 
Planner I 
City of St. Petersburg 
Michael.Larimore@stpete.org 

Please note all emails are subject to public records laws. 

mailto:Michael.Larimore@stpete.org
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mailto:nelson@strongprop.com
mailto:Michael.larimore@stpete.org
mailto:lris.Winn@stpete.org
mailto:Scot.Bolyard@stpete.org
mailto:Michael.larimore@stpete.org


From: nelson@strongprop.com <nelson@strongprop .com> 
Sent: Friday, August 16, 2019 10:24 AM 
To:Michael W. Larimore <Michael.Larimore@stpete.org > 
Subject:Right of Way Vacation Request-Bayboro Station 

Michael: 

You may recall that we met a couple of weeks ago to discuss the possibility of a partial vacation of some of the right-of­
way on the 2nd Street and 14th Ave. S. sides of Bayboro Station. For reference, Bayboro Station is located at 263 13th Ave. 
S. and is also known as the NOAA Building. 

You gave me a copy of the Application forms and explained the process. I have a couple of questions: 

1. I assume we submit the competed Application prior to the Pre-Application Meeting. Is this correct? 
2. How do we go about scheduling the Pre-Ap Meeting? 
3. Do we need engineering or conceptual drawings for this meeting? 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Nelson Flint 
Bayboro Station 

j [!] ,-, Virus-free . www .avast.com 

Your Sunshine City 

3 
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mailto:nelson@strongprop.com


Bayboro Partners 
Limited 

C/0 
Strong Properties 

283 13!1'1 AvenueSot.!h 
SU'le leD 

Sl Pllonburg , F~ 33701 
727$021907 Bayboro Station 

263 13th Ave S 
St. Petersburg, FL 33701 

AS-BUil T FLOOR PLAN & 360 VR PHOTOGRAPHY 

4710 Land O Lahtt BM:l 
Suu,17 118 

L•nd O Lato.1, FL )4639 
813-600-5472 

A American Building
11"\ Calculations w,,,-w mc1tc.biz 



nelson@strongprop.com 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel Hoekenga <danieljhoekenga@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, October 1, 2019 10:16 AM 
nelson@strongprop.com; michaellarimore@stpete.org 
vacation of right of way 

If the information provided is accurate then I agree that the thr right of way should be vacated. 

1 

mailto:nelson@strongprop.com


nelson@strongprop.com 

From: nelson@strongprop.com 
Sent: Tuesday, October 1, 2019 10:23 AM 
To: 'Daniel Hoekenga'; 'michaellarimore@stpete.org' 
Cc: David Strong (inbox@strongmgmt.com) 
Subject: RE:vacation of right of way 

Dan: 

Thank you for your prompt and favorable reply. 
I believe the information to be accurate. 
We will proceed with our Application accordingly. 

Nelson Flint 
Bayboro Station 

From: Daniel Hoekenga <danieljhoekenga@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 1, 201910:16 AM 
To: nelson@strongprop.com; m ichaella rimore@stpete.org 
Subject: vacation of right of way 

If the information provided is accurate then I agree that the thr right of way should be vacated. 

1 

mailto:rimore@stpete.org
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mailto:danieljhoekenga@gmail.com
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SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31S, RANGE 17E 
PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

1.£GEND PROJECT NUMBER 2.351-01 
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SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 S, RANGE 17E 
PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 
PROJECT NUMBER 2351-01 DESCRIPTION 

THAT PORTION OF SECTION JO, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 EAST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING 
WITHIN THE EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAYS OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTI-i (PREVIOUSLY DEDICATED AS TWELFTH AVENUE) 
ANO SECOND STREET SOUTH, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 2, BLOCK 1, BAYBORO STATION AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 
118, PAGES 35 & 36 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE 
EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY) AND THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SECOND STREET SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SECOND STREET SOUTH ANO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOTS 1 &: 2, N.00'01'27"E., 
380.00 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-W,W LINE OF 13TH AVENUE SOUTH; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTH 
RIGHT-OF-WAY, S.89'59'3o·e: .• 15.00 FEET; THENCE LEAVING SAID LINE. s.oo·or2rw.. 395.00 FEET: THENCE 
N.89"59'38.W., 425.00 FEET TO THE EXTENSION OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THIRD STREET SOUTH; 
THENCE ALONG SAID EXTENSION, N.00'01'27"E., 15.00 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE EAST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THIRD STREET SOUTH AND THE EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE 
SOUTH; THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 141H STREET SOUiH AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF SAID LOT 2, s.s9·59•3a•E .• 410.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 12,075 SQUARE FEET OR 0.277 ACRES, MORE OR LESS 

NOTES 
1. BEARINGS ARE BASED ON THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE 14TH AVENUE SOUTH, SAID LINE BEING 

ASSUMED AS S89'59'38.E. 

2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WAS PREPARED BY POLARIS ASSOCIATES, INC. 

3. RE-USE OF THIS SKETCH FOR PURPOSES OTHER THAN WHICH IT WAS INTENDED, WITHOUT WRITTEN 
VERIFICATION, WILL BE AT THE RE-USERS SOLE RISK AND WITHOUT LIABILITY TO THE SURVEYOR. 
NOTHING HEREIN SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO GIVE ANY RIGHTS OR BENEFITS TO ANYONE OTHER THAN 
THOSE CERTIFIED TO. 

4. THIS SKETCH IS NOT INTENDED TO SHOW THE LOCATION OR EXISTENCE OF ANY JURISDICTIONAL, 
HAZARDOUS OR ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS. 

5. THIS SKETCH WAS PREPARED WITHOUT THE BENEFIT OF AN ABSTRACT OF TITLE AND MAY BE SUBJECT 
TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS, RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD. 

CERTIFICATION 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE SKETCH REPRESENTED HEREON MEETS THE STANDARDS OF PRACTICE SET 
FORTH BY THE FLORIDA BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS ANO MAPPERS IN CHA. R SJ-17, FLORIDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, PURSUANT TO SECTION 472.027 

SHEET 2 OF 2NOT A SUR\11::Y 
ITEM DATE BY QC 

FLORI STATUTES. 

RIGHT-OF-WAY 
VACATION 

EXHIBIT •A• 
(727) 

POLARIS ASSOCIATES INC.PROPOSED 
PROFESSIONALSURVEYING LB 6113~S_K_E_~_H_&_O_E_SC_R_IP_TI_ON-~1-0-/0_4_/_19__ R_E_O__ D_H_R 2165 SUNNYDALE B0Ul£VARD, SUITE D 
CLEARWATER,FLORIDA33765 

H: \JN\2351\0WG\2351S0.DWG 461-6113 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
RECEIVEDTransportation and Parking Management Department 

NOVO8 2019 MEMORANDUM 
J'IPMENT REVIEW 

:,::..q Cc$ 

To: Michael Larimore, Planner I, Planning and Development Services Department 

FROM: Tom Whalen, Planner III, Transportation and Parking Management Department 

DATE: November 8, 2019 

SUBJECT: Approval of partial vacations of the North 15-feet right-of-way on 14th Avenue South 
between 2nd Street South and 3rd Street South with the West 15-feet right-of-way on 
2nd Street South between 14th Avenue South and the North right-of-way line of 13th 

A venue South. 

CASE: 

The St. Petersburg Transportation and Parking Management Department has reviewed the proposed 
partial vacations of the northern 15 feet of right-of-way on 14th A venue South between 2nd Street 
South and 3rd Street South with the western IS feet of right -of-way on 2nd Street South between 14th 

Avenue South and the northern right-of-way line of 13th A venue South. The Transportation and 
Parking Management Department does not support the applicant's request. We believe that the right­
of-way should be preserved for pedestrian access and there are alternative means for addressing the 
issues of motorists parking on or driving over the right-of-way adjacent to their property. 

The matters of consideration for reviewing proposed public right-of-way vacations are provided in 
Section l 6.40.140.2. l of the City Code. Paragraph 4 in this Section states "Whether the easement is 
needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, for rights-of-way, whether there is 
a present or future need for the right-of-way for public vehicular or pedestrian access, or for public 
utility corridors." Fourteenth Avenue South in this vicinity is designated as a neighborhood greenway 
in the St. Petersburg Complete Streets Implementation Plan. A map of recommended linear facilities 
for bicyclists and pedestrian crossings in southern St. Petersburg is attached. A neighborhood 
greenway is a street designated for bicycle priority and traffic calming. It is stated in the Complete 
Streets Implementation Plan that sidewalk modifications should be considered for all linear projects. 
A neighborhood greenway is also proposed for 1st Street South between 13th Avenue South and 14th 

A venue South and a bicycle/pedestrian bridge is proposed to connect 13th A venue South and 13th 

Avenue Southeast over Salt Creek. This proposed bridge is included in the Downtown Waterfront 
Master Plan. There is a network of existing sidewalks to the south and west of the subject property. 
The provision of sidewalks along southern and eastern sides of the subject property would fill a large 
gap in the sidewalk network . 

www.1tpe1a.or1


Regarding motorists parking on or driving over the right-of-way adjacent to the subject property, the 
installation of sidewalks would help deter these activities. The Transportation and Parking 
Management Department can also work with the applicant to examine the possibility of installing 
signage along the western side of 2nd Street and northern side of 14rhAvenue South adjacent to their 
property. If you have any questions about the Transportation and Parking Management Department's 
review of this case, please call me at 893-7883. 
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Attachment E. 

MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING & CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT (ECID) 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services 
Michael Larimore, Development Services 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor RECEIVED 
DATE: November 7, 2019 

NOVO7 2019 
I 

'I 
SUBJECT: Right of Way Vacations 

I Ui;:\/ELOPMENT REVIEW 
FILE: I 9-33000018 SERVICES__ __. 

LOCATION AND PIN: 263 13th Avenue South 
30/31I l7/03312/001/00 l 0 
30/31 / l 7 /03 3 12/00 I/0020 

ATLAS: E-7 Zoning: Institutional Center (IC) 

REQUEST: Approval of partial vacations of the North 15-feet right-of-way on 14th 

A venue South between 2nd Street South and yd Street South with the 
West 15-feet right-of-way on 2nd Street South between 14th Avenue 
South and the North right-of-way line of 13111Avenue South. 

COMMENTS: The Engineering & Capital lmprovements Department (ECID) has no objection to vacation 
request provided the following are included as conditions of the approval : 

I. ECID has no objection to the requested vacation of the western 15-feet of 2nd Street Right of way. 
This would reduce the overall width of the right of way to 65-feet which still meets right of way width 
requirements of City Code 16.40.140.4.1(6). City utility maps indicate no existing public infrastrncture 
within the western parkway of 2nd Street North within this partial right of way vacation. There remains 
adequate space within the remaining± 13-feet of parkway for furture sidewalk construction. 

2. ECID has no objection to the requested vacation of the northern 15-feet of the right of way of 14th 

Avenue South provided that the entire vacated portion of the right-of-way of 14th A venue South is 
retained as a Public Utility Easement. City utility maps indicate the existance of a 2" public water main 
and an 18" public stom, sewer within the northern parkway of 14th A venue North. 

Since the exact location of the public utilities is not known, if the applicant does not wish to retain the 
vacated portion of the right of way of 14th Avenue North as Public Utility Easement, they may opt to 
field locate the existing utilities and show them on a survey drawn to a standard Engineering scale which 
could then be evaluated by City ECID to determine exact easement requirements or possibly even 
determine that the vacated area does not need to be retained as public easement. 

NED 'MJR/meh 

pc: Kelly Donnelly 
Correspondence File 



l 

Attachment F. 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

PLAT: 

CASE: 

LOCATION: 

REMARKS: 

MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Water Resources Department 

RECEIVED I 

NOVO 7 2019 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official DC. VELOPMENT REVIEW 

SERV CES 

Kirsten Corcoran, Engineering Clerk, Water Resources 

November 7, 2019 

Approval of partial vacations of the North 15-feet right-of-way on 

14th Avenue South between 2nd Street South and 3rd Street South 

with the West 15-feet right-of-way on 2nd Street South between 14th 

Avenue South and the North right-of-way line of 13th Avenue South. 

E-7 

19-33000018 

263 13th Avenue South 

Water Resources has no objection to the above referenced subject 

provide that the entire ROW-vacation limits must be protected with 

recorded Utility & Access Easement back to City . The legal sketch 

legal description of new easement shall also show the existing 

utility easement over the 6" water main infrastructure, for public­

recording of the entirety of easement rights to City. 

Project file 
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MEMORANDUM ~\1111....... 
st.petersburgCITY OF ST. PETERSBURG,FLORIDA www.stpete.org 

ENGINEERINGAND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT 

TO: Michael Larimore, Planner I I RECEIVED 
FROM: Timothy R. Collins, Survey Projects Coordinator NOV1 4 2019 

DATE: November 14, 2019 
DEVELOPMENT RE\ :c. 

....__~ SE::::.R IC_~ 

SUBJECT: Vacation of Right-of-Way _263 13th Ave S 

Please remove the word "proposed" and "existing" from the document. Once recorded, those 

terms may cause confusion later. Also, add the official record book and page of the document 
that dedicated right-of-way for 14th Avenue South and 2nd Street South. 

Let me know if you have any questions. Thank you! 

Timothy R. Collins, PSM 

Survey Projects Coordinator 

City of St. Petersburg 

727 .892.5346 
Timothy. Col Ii ns@stpete.org 

mailto:ns@stpete.org
www.stpete.org


______ ___ 

SECTION JO, TOWNSHIP .31 S, RANGE 17E 
PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 
PROJECT NUMBER 2351-01LEGEND 
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SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 S, RANGE 17£ 
PINELLAS COUNTY,FLORIDA 
PROJECT NUMBER 2351-01 DESCRIPTION 

TI-iAT PORTION OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 31 SOUTH, RANGE 17 EAST, PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING 
WITHIN THE EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAYS OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTH (PREVlOUSLY OEOiCATEDAS TWELFTH AVENUE) 
ANO SECOND STREET SOUTH, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF' LOT 2. BLOCK 1, BAYBORO STATION AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 
118, PAGES 35 & 36 Of THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE 
EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY) AND THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SECOND STREET SOUTH (80' RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING WEST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE Of SECOND STREET SOUTH ANO THE EAST LINE Of SAID LOTS 1 & 2, N.OOU1'27"E .• 
380.00 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 13TH AVENUE SOUTH; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTH. 
RIGHT-OF-WAY, S.89'59'30"E .• 15.00 FEET; THENCE LEAVING SAID LINE. s.oo·o,·2rw .• 395.00 FEET: THENCE 
N.89"59'38"W., 425.00 f'HT TO THE EXTENSION OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THIRDSTREET SOUTI-1; 
THENCE ALONG SAID EXTENSION, N.00'01'27"E., 15.00 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE EAST 
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE Of THIRD STREET SOUTH ANO THE EXISTING NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH AVENUE 
SOUTH; THENCE ALONG THE EXISTING NORTl-l RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 14TH STREET SOUTH ANO THE SOUTH 
LINE OF SAID LOT 2, s.s9·59•3a"E .• 410.00 FEET TO Tl-IE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 12,075 SQUARE FEET OR 0.277 ACRES, MORE OR LESS 

NOTES 

1. BEARINGS ARE BASED ON THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE 14TH AVENUE SOUTI-1, SAID LINE BEING 
ASSUMED AS S89'59'38"E. 

2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WAS PREPARED BY POLARIS ASSOCIATES. INC. 

3. RE-USE OF THIS SKETCH FOR PURPOSES OTHER THAN WHICH IT WAS INTENDED, Wl1HOUT WRJTTEN 
VERIFICATION, WILL BE AT THE RE-USERS SOLE RISK AND WITHOUT LIABILITY TO THE SURVEYOR. 
NOTHING HEREIN SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO GIVE ANY RIGHTS OR BENEFITS TO ANYONE OTHER THAN 
THOSE CERTIFIED TO. 

4. THIS SKETCH IS NOT INTENDED TO SHOW THE LOCATION OR EXISTENCE OF ANY JURISDICTIONAL, 
HAZARDOUS OR ENVlRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS. 

5. THIS SKETCH WAS PREPARED WITHOUT THE: BENEFIT OF AN ABS-TRACT OF TITLE AND MAY BE SUBJECT 
TO EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS. RIGHTS-OF-WAY ANO OTHER MATTERS OF RECORD. 

CE RTlflCATION 

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE SKETCH REPRESENTED HEREON MEET<; THE STANDARDS Of PRACTICE SET 
FORTH BY THE FLORIDA BOARD OF' PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS AND MAPPERS IN CHAFTT'ER5J-17, FLORIDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, PURSUANT TO SECTION 472.027 FLO~ STATUTES. 

/J~~- j1_~ 
OAN H. RIZZUTj!:J t 
PROFESSIONAi/ I D SUR\IE R 
LS 5227, STA OF FLORIDA SHEET 2 OF 2NOT A SURvEY 

ITEM DATE BY QC 
PROPOSED RIGHT-Of-WAY 

VACATION_4/-,-9-t-R-E-D-+-DH-tR 
EXHIBIT •A• 

~ POI.ARIS ASSOC/A TES INC. 

PROFESSIONAL SUR'IEYTNG LB 6113 
2165 SUNNYOAl.E BOULEVARD.SUITE D 
CLEARWATER, Ft.ORIDA 33765 
(727) 461-61 IJ 

~s_K_E_TC_H_&_D_E_s_cR-1P_n_o_N-+-,-0;_0

H: \JN\2351 \0WG\2351 50.0WG 



Attachment H. . " ... 
Frontier 

RECEIVED 

OCT 2 4 2019 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 

SERVICES 

10/23/2019 

Attn: Michael Larimore 
Planner I, Development Review Services 
Planning & Development Services Department 
City of St. Petersburg 
P.O. Box 2842, St. Petersburg, FL 33731 

COMMUNICATIONS 

Frontier Communications 
3712 W Walnut St. 

Tampa. FL USA 33607 
Office : (727) 462-1760 

Fax (727) 562-1175 
Mobile . (941) 266-9218 

Email. stephen . waidley@ftr.com 

RE: 19-33000018 - Partial Vacation of the North 15' Right-of-Way of 14th Ave -S - 263 13th Ave S 

Dear Mr. Larimore, 

□ Our records do not indicate that there are Frontier Communications facilities in the area of the Plat 
request as per the attachment provided. 

□ Frontier Communications has no objection to the above referenced request as per the attachment. 

~ ontier Communications has facilities within the proposed vacate area. A recordable non-exclusive 
Easement in favor of Frontier will be required for Frontier Communications facilities to remain in the 
proposed vacated R.O.W . 

D Frontier Communications has facilities in the area, which may be in conflict with your proposed 
construction plans. Please contact Sunshine 811 by dialing 811, 2 full business days prior to the start of 
your work to have these facilities located for you. Please take all necessary precautions to protect and 
avoid damage of these facilities during your construction. 

□ Frontier Communications has facilities in the area. which may be in conflict with your proposed 
construction plans. Please send a set of construction plans and references to the Frontier Communications 
Engineering Department in regards to the above project. 

□ Frontier Communications has facilities in the area of your proposed construction. Prepayment is 
required to markup a set of construction plans in order to confirm and accurately depict Frontier 
Communications facilities. There will also be a reimbursement of .all costs required for 
relocation/adjustments of Frontier Communications facilities needed to accommodate the proposed 
construction project. 

Please call me if you have any questions or need any additional information at (941) 266-9218. 

Sincerely, 

$ /p,n),p,u, 1/1)~
st;;~;W;idley 
Frontier Communications 
Regional Rights of Way & Municipal Affairs Manager 

mailto:waidley@ftr.com
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

VACATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public Hearing 
and Executive Action on December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine Center (Auditorium), located 
at 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-33000019 PLAT SHEET: F-46 

REQUEST: Approval of a vacation of a 16-foot wide alley lying between Lot 9, 
9-15, and Block 12 of the El Centro Subdivision, recorded in Plat 
Book 14, Page 37. 

OWNER: BOG Lamplight Village, LLC 
6654 78th Avenue North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33781 

AGENT: Carlos and Christian Yepes 
6654 78th Avenue North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33781 

ADDRESSES AND 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 8624 4th Street North; 19-30-17-25434-012-0100 

420 87th Avenue North; 19-30-17-25434-012-0010 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Corridor Commercial Suburban (CCS-1) 
Neighborhood Suburban Mobile Home (NMH) 

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

Request. The request is to vacate a 16-foot-wide alley between Lots 9 and 10-15 in Block 12 of the El 
Centro Subdivision, recorded in Plat Book 14, Page 37. The alley is located between 87th Avenue North 
and 86th Terrace North, west of 4th Street N. The alley is adjoined by the two properties referenced 
above, both which are owned by the Applicant. 

CLBERGAI
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Case No. 19-33000019 
Page 2 of 5 

The area proposed for vacation is depicted on the attached maps (see Attachments A and 8) and the 
"16' Alley Description Sketch" (Attachment C). It is 127 feet long by 16 feet wide (2,032 square feet). 
See photos of the area in Attachment D. 

The purpose of the vacation is to effectuate a commercial site plan for the property to include Lots 10-
15, the alley, and approximately 200 feet of land to the west of the alley. 

Analysis. Staff's review of a vacation application is guided by: 
A. The City's Land Development Regulations (LDR's ); 
B. The City's Comprehensive Plan; and 
C. Any adopted neighborhood or special area plans. 

The Applicants bear the burden of demonstrating compliance with the applicable criteria for vacation of 
public rights-of-way. In this case, the material submitted by the applicant does provide background or 
analysis supporting a conclusion that vacating the subject rights-of-way would be consistent with the 
criteria in the City Code, the Comprehensive Plan, or any applicable special area plan. 

A. Land Development Regulations 

Section 16.40.140.2.1.E of the LOR sets forth the criteria for the review of proposed vacations. The 
criteria are provided below in italics, followed by itemized findings by Staff. 

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

The application was routed to City Departments and private utility providers. Engineering and Water 
Resources object to the application unless a suitable easement is obtained by the Applicant for the 
City's 42" diameter storm sewer pipe. No other City Department has objected to the application. 

In terms of private utility providers, Duke Energy objects unless a suitable easement is provided for 
their overhead assets. (See all "Objection" Memoranda in Attachment E). Frontier Communications 
and WOW! had no comment. 

Bright House Networks, TECO and CenturyLink have not responded to requests for comment. In 
order to preserve the use of any utilities within the walkways, a Condition of Approval has been 
added requiring an easement to these utilities should any be identified within the area of vacation. 

2. Whether the vacation would cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially 
impair or deny access to any lot of record. 

If the alley is vacated, primary access to the surrounding properties will continue to be via public 
streets. The vacation will not deny access to any lot of record. 

3. Whether the vacation would adversely impact the existing roadway network, such as 
creating dead-end rights-of-way, substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the 
integrity of historic plats of designated historic landmarks or districts. 

The vacation will not impact the existing roadway network or create dead-end rights-of-way, 
substantially alter utilized travel patterns, or undermine the integrity of historic plats of designated 
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Case No. 19-33000019 
Page 3 of 5 

historic landmarks or neighborhoods. The lots are not located in a designated historic neighborhood. 
If the alley is vacated, 87th Avenue North will continue to function as it currently does. 

In terms of 86th Terrace North, per the Applicant's proposed site plan which is the subject of a 
separate Special Exception application, and which plan is appended hereto as Attachment F solely 
for reference purposes, this street will effectively be extended eastward to 4th Street North through 
an area that is currently unimproved, which will ensure it is not a dead end street. A recommended 
condition of approval for the vacation is the approval and construction of the connection to 4th Street 
North. 

4. Whether the easement is needed for the purpose for which the City has a legal interest and, 
for rights-of-way, whether there is a present or future need for the right-of-way for public 
vehicular or pedestrian access, or for public utility corridors. 

No City Department or current planning document has identified the alley as necessary for present 
or future public vehicular or pedestrian access. 

All utility companies with facilities within the right-of-way will require easements for maintenance 
and access to their assets if the alley is vacated. 

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

No other factors have been raised for consideration. 

B. Comprehensive Plan 

The City's current Comprehensive Plan contains Goals, Objectives and Policies related to land use 
and transportation. Those applicable to the subject application have been identified below in italics. 
Commentary regarding whether the application advances the Goals, Objectives and Policies, or 
hinders achievement of same is provided after. 

1. Goals, Objectives and Policies from the Land Use Element applicable to the subject application 
include: 

Land Use Element Goals: 
• (1) Protect the public health, safety and general welfare; 
• (2) Protect and enhance the fabric and character of neighborhoods; 
• (4) Assure that services and facilities are provided at the adopted level of service 

concurrent with existing and future demand; and 
• (5) Attain the highest level of economic we/I-being possible for the city and its citizens. 

Response to LU Goals 1, 2, 4 and 5: The application, in accordance with recommended conditions 
of approval, would not impair the foregoing goals of the Land Use Element. Because vacation of 
the alley is associated with a commercial development project, the application would advance 
economic development goal #5 by providing space for a parking area which will support new 
commercial space. 

2. Goals, Objectives and Policies from the Transportation Element applicable to the subject 
application include: 
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Case No. 19-33000019 
Page 4 of 5 

Obj. T2: The City shall protect existing and future transportation corridors from encroachment. 

Policy T2. 4 The City should preserve the historical grid street pattern, including alleys, and 
shall not vacate public right-of-way until it is determined that the right-of-way is not required 
for present or future public use. 

Response to TE Policy T2.4: Approval of the application would not impair the intent and purpose 
of this policy provided that an improved vehicular connection is made to 4th Street North. 

C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans 

There are no adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans for this area. 

Comments from Agencies and the Public. City Staff has received no comments from the public, 
including the Riviera Bay Civic Association, CONA or FICO as of 11/15/19. 

RECOMMENDATION. Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed walkway vacations, and the 
following conditions of approval: 

1. Approval and construction of the connection to 4th Street North is required. 

2. Letters of No Objection from Engineering and Water Resources are required. 

3. Any relocation of existing utilities shall be at the expense of the applicant. 

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

5. As required by City Code Section 16. 70.050.1.1. F, approval of right-of-way vacations shall lapse 
and become void unless the vacation ordinance is recorded by the City Clerk in the public 
records within 24 months from the date of such approval or unless an extension of time is 
granted by the Development Review Commission or, if appealed, City Council prior to the 
expiration thereof. Each extension shall be for a period of time not to exceed one ( 1) year. 

6. Prior to recording the vacation ordinance, the Applicants shall provide a letter of no objection 
from Bright House Networks, TECO and Centurylink. If these entities do have facilities in the 
rights-of-way, the Applicants shall either relocate the facilities or provide an easement 
acceptable to the respective utilities. 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

( 
Cheryl Bergail ICP, LE Green Assoc., Planner II 
Development Review Services Division 
Planning & Development Services Department 
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REPORT APPROVED BY: 

0-

t Review Service 
Development Services Department 

'cial (POD) 
Division 

Attachments: A - Parcel Map, B - Aerial Map, C - 16' Alley Description Sketch, D - Photos, E­
Objection Memoranda, F - Special Exception Reference Drawing. 
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Attachment A - Parcel Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Department 
Case No.: 19-33000019 

Address: 8624 4th Street North and 420 87th 

Avenue North 

Nt 
(nts) 
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Attachment B - Aerial Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Department NtCase No.: 19-33000019 
Address: 8624 4th Street North and 420 87th (nts) 

Avenue North 
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ATTACHMENT C 

SPECIFIC PURPOSE SURVEY EXIIIBIT "A" 
16' ALLEY DESCRIPTION SKETCH 

(NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY) 

87th A VENUE NORTH 
60' PUBLIC R/W 

POINT OF 
COMMENCEMENT 
NE CORNER OF 
BLOCK12. a CENTRO, 
(PLATBOOK14, PAGE 37} 

EL CENlRO 
{P.8. 14, PG. 37) 

LOT 9 

BLOCK 12 

'b 
08 r...: 

LIJ r...: -0..z "' ::J "'->- ~ 
-

0::: << w 
C U)z I ....O>5cn 

0CDt-,_g ~ 
(/) r 
~~ 8 

N 89952'08" W 
16.00' 

16' ALLEY 
(PREVIOUSLY DEDICATED) 

100'(P) 

LOT 14 ii 
EL CENTRO 

(P.B. 14, PG. 37) 

LOT 13 

• SOUTHERLY .• ..R/W LINE _ 
LOT 1, BLOCK 1 

GINNYS Um.£ GIANTS REPLA T 
(PLAT BOOK 120, PG. 89) 

SHEET 1 OP 2 
SD BBEBT 2 OP 2 FDR 

LEGAL DBSCRIPTION 

_ •. _. 

I 60 90 

I 
Scale 1" 30 ft 

SECTION TOWNSHIP RANGB COUNTY, STATE 
19 30S 17E PINEUASCOUNTY,Fl0RI0A 

.--~ 
......... ~-• 

sui,.vg,coR !!I CERTJF!CATE PIUDP.A:Alm VOR1 

I HEREBYCERnFY lK\T lHIS SURVEYWAS WAD£ IN COMPUt.NCE WITH 
lHE STAHDAADSOf" PRACTICE FOR I.ANDSURVEYSIN FlORIOA AS SU 
FORJHIN CHAPTER 5J-17, ~ ADMINISTRATIVECODE.PURSl.Wfi' 
1U FLORIDASTAM£ CHAPTER472..027. ¥.-._.,,_
Jeffrey L Kohler§@;;~ 

AMERICAN 

• L.B. 
,a.? NORTH 

TAKP~ 
PB. (819)88"-0108 

SURVEYING INC. 

,Jl,7168 
Pl.OIUDA. .A.VBNUI: 

FLORIDA aaaoa 
• PAX (819)88,6,-0108 

BELLEAIR DEVELOPMENT 

1 



SPECIFICPURPOSESURVEY 
16' ALLEY DESCRIPTION SKETCH 

(NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY) 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

THAT CERTAIN 16 FOOT ALLEY LYING IN BLOCK 12, BETWEEN LOT 9 AND LOTS 10, 11, 
12, 13, 14 AND 15 OF EL CENTRO, ACCORDING TO THE MAP OR PLAT THEREOF 
RECORDEDIN PLAT BOOK 14, PAGE 37 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS 
COUNTY, FLORIDA AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBEDAS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG THE 
NORTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12, ALSO BEING THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY 
LINE OF EIGHTY-SEVENTHAVENUE NORTH, N89°52108"W, A DISTANCE OF 100.00 
FEET FOR A POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE DEPARTING SAID UNES, S001112109"W, 
ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY LINE OF LOTS 10 THROUGH 15, INCLUSIVE, SAID BLOCK 
12, A DISTANCE OF 127.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID 
BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12, 
N89°52108"W, A DISTANCE OF 16.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST BOUNDARY LINE 
OF LOT 9, SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST BOUNDARY LINE OF LOT 9, 
N00°12109"E, A DISTANCE OF 127.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH BOUNDARY 
LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTH BOUNDARY LINE, S89°52'08"E, 
16.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 0.047 ACRES (2,030 SQUARE FEET), MORE OR LESS. 

SBBBT 2 OF 2 
SBB SHEET 1 OP 2 

FOR SICBTCB 

AMERICAN SURVEYING INC. 

• 
SECTION TOWNSHIP RA.NOB COUNTY, STATE 

19 JOS 17E PINEUAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

L.B. #71 SB 

4'N7 NORTH PLORlJ>A Avmn.1B 
TAMP.I.. FLORID.A. aaaoa 

PB. (aus)a:u-o~oa • JP.AX (e1a)as,-01.oa 

BELLEAIR DEVELOPMENT 
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ATTACHMENTD-PHOTOS 

View to Alley from 87th Avenue North. View from Alley across 87th Avenue North. 

View from Alley, looking southward. View from Alley, westward along 86th Terrace North. 
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ATTACHMENT E 

MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING & CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT (ECID) 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services 
Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services 
Cheryl Bergailo, Development Services 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 

DATE: November 6, 2019 

SUBJECT: Easement Vacations 

FILE: 19-33000019 

LOCATION AND PIN: 8624 4thSt N; 19/30/17/25434/012/0100 
420 87thAve N; 19/30/17/25434/012/0010 

ATLAS: E-54 Zoning: CCS-1 - Corridor Commercial Suburban ( east side) and 
NMH - Neighborhood Suburban Mobile Home (west side) 

REQUEST: Approve vacation of 16' Alley in Block 12, between Lots 9-15 of El 
Centro, Recorded in Plat Book 14, Page 37 

COMMENTS: The Engineering & Capital Improvements Department (ECID) has no objection to vacation 
request provided the following comments are included as conditions of the approval: 

1. The alley contains a 42" diameter public storm sewer pipe which is approximately 5' in depth. The 
applicant is required to dedicate a 30' wide Public Drainage and Utility Easement in place of the vacated 
alley right-of-way. The existing storm sewer pipe must be field located by a surveyor and the easement 
must be centered over the actual pipe location. The necessary easement width is based on the size and 
depth of the existing pipe. 

2. No building or other structure shall be erected and no trees or shrubbery shall be planted on any 
easement other than fences, trees, shrubbery and hedges of a type approved by the City. All costs 
involving repairing of hard surfaces, removal and replacement offences, walls, trees, shrubbery, hedges 
or any other private encroachments into public easements shall be the responsibility of the property 
owner. A Minor Easement Permit approval per City Code Article VII shall be required prior to any future 
proposed encroachment into public easements. Minor Easement Permits are issued by the City's ECID. 

3. Vacation of the north/south paved alley segment creates an east/west paved alley with no paved outlet 
to the east. The east/west alley is not currently paved between the north/south alley to be vacated and 
4th Street North. Since no redevelopment plans have yet been approved for this property, ECID 
recommends that Zoning should consider the need to require the afplicant to pave the eastern ±170-feet 
of the east/west alley to extend the pavement with connection to 4t Street North. This way the east/west 
alley will be paved all the way from 5th Street to 4th Street. Alley construction shall be in conformance 
with current City ECID standards and specifications and shall require the issuance of a City right of way 
permit. The cost of alley design, permitting and construction shall be by and at the sole expense of the 
developer. It is noted that 4thStreet is an FDOT controlled right of way so separate permitting through 
FDOT will be required for the alley approach. 



Application 19-33000015 
11/06/2019 ECJD Review Narratire 
Page 2 of2 

4. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department must be obtained prior to the commencement 
of construction within dedicated right-of-way or public easement. All work within right of way or public 
utility easement shall be in compliance with current City Engineering Standards and Specifications and 
shall be installed at the applicant's expense in accordance with the standards, specifications, and policies 
adopted by the City. 

NED/MJR/meh 

pc: Kelly Donnelly 
Correspondence File 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

PLAT: 

CASE: 

LOCATION: 

REMARKS: 

MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Water Resources Department 

Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official 

Kirsten Corcoran, Engineering Clerk, Water Resources 

October 17, 2019 

Approve vacation of 16' Alley in Block 12, between Lots 9-15 of El 

Centro, Recorded in Plat Book 14, Page 37 

F-46 

19-33000019 

8624 4th St N 19-30-17-25434-012-0100 

420 87th Ave N 19-30-17-25434-012-0010 

Water Resources has no objection to the above referenced subject 

provided that the same is retained as an easement for existing 

stormwater infrastructure. 

Project file 



2401 25th St. N. 
St. Petersburg, FL 33713 

SP-15 
Jonathan. Kasper@d uke-energy . com 

o: 727 -893-9262 

'-'_-, DUKE 
~ ENERGY.-

October 29, 2019 

Cheryl Bergailo 
Planner II, Planning & Development Services 
City of St. Petersburg 
One Fourth Street North, St. Petersburg , FL 33701 

RE: Approval of Alley Vacation 
Section 19, Township 30 South, Range 17 East, Pinellas County, Florida 
Case#: 19-33000019 
Address: 8624 4th St N & 420 87th Ave N 
Parcel ID: 19-30-17-25434-012-0010 and 19-30-17-25434-012-0100 

Dear Ms. Bergailo: 

Please be advised that DUKE ENERGY FLORIDA, LLC., d/b/a DUKE ENERGY Distribution 
Department and Transmission Department have "OBJECTIONS" to the approval of the 16' alley 
Right-of-Way vacation, as shown on enclosed Exhibit A. 

This is due to Overhead facilities in the area. No Objection letter would be provided upon the 
removal/relocation of existing facilities OR granting of a Duke Energy easement over the described 
property. Removal or relocation will need to be handled by a Duke Energy Engineer. 

If I can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Kasper 

Jonathan Kasper 
Research Specialist--land Services 
Duke Energy Florida 
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SPECIFICPURPOSESURVEYEXHIBIT HA" 
16' ALLEY DESCRIPTIONSKETCH 

(NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY) 

87th AVENUENORll-1 
60' PUBLIC R/W 

POINTOF POJNTOF 
BEGINNING COMMENCEMENT 

s 89-S2'oa· E SOUlH R/W LINE4 NECORNEROF16.00'(F) 
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16' ALLEY 
(PREVIOUSLYDEDICATED) 

Scale 1" 30 ft 
SBBBT 1 OP 2 

SD SHEET 2 OP 2 FOR AMERICAN SURVEYING INC. 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION L.B. ,¥71 68 

,8'7 NORTH rl.ORmA .A.VBNUE 
SECTION TOlfNSBIP RANGB COUNTY, STATB TAMPA. FLORIDA aaaoa 

19 30S 17E PINELlASCOUNTY,FLORIDA PB. (8119)884.-0108 • PAX (819)884-0108 

SURVEYOR S CERTJF!C:6:1J't PRBP.ARJm ro11, 

I HEREBYCERTIFY'THATnus SURVEYWASMADEIN COMPl.WfCEWilli 
THE STANDAADSOF PRACTICEFOR I.ANOSURVEYSIN FlDRIO,\ AS S£T BELLEAIRDEVELOPMENTFORTHIN CHAPTERSJ-17, ADMINISTRAllVEF1.DRlo.\ CODE.PURSUANT 

• 

TO FlDRIDASTA'ME CHAPTER472.027. 



SPECIFICPURPOSESURVEY 
-16' ALLEY DESCRIPTION SKETCH 

(NOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY) 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

THAT CERTAIN 16 FOOT ALLEY LYING IN BLOCK 12, BETWEEN LOT 9 AND LOTS 10, 11, 
12, 13, 14 AND 15 OF EL CENTRO, ACCORDING TO THE MAP OR PLAT THEREOF 
RECORDEDIN PLAT BOOK 14, PAGE 37 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS 
COUNTY, FLORIDA AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBEDAS FOLLOWS: 

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG THE 
NORTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12, ALSO BEING THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY 
LINE OF EIGHTY-SEVENTHAVENUE NORTH, N89°52'08"W, A DISTANCE OF 100.00 
FEET FOR A POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE DEPARTING SAID LINES, S00"12'09"W, 
ALONG THE WEST BOUNDARY LINE OF LOTS 10 THROUGH 15, INCLUSIVE, SAID BLOCK 
12, A DISTANCE OF 127.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID 
BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12, 
N89°52'08"W, A DISTANCE OF 16.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST BOUNDARY LINE 
OF LOT 9, SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST BOUNDARY LINE OF LOT 9, 
N001112'09"E, A DISTANCE OF 127.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH BOUNDARY 
LINE OF SAID BLOCK 12; THENCE ALONG SAfD NORTH BOUNDARY LINE, S89°52'08"E, 
16.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

CONTAINING 0.047 ACRES (2,030 SQUARE FEET), MORE OR LESS. 

SHEET 2 OF 2 
SBK SHEET 1 OP 2 

FOR SXBTCB 

AMERICAN SURVEYING INC. 

SECTION TOWNSHIP RANGB COUNTY. STATE 

19 30S 17E PINEllAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

L.e. H7ise 
4847 NORTH PLORU>A AVBNVB 

TAMP.A. n.oRJD.t.. aaeoa 
PB. (e1a)au-o~o:s • P.AX (1ua)aa,-01.oe 

BELLEAIR DEVELOPMENT 
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111111111&-­ CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
IIIIIIIJ~ PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION
IIIIIIIP'•4Jiia-

st.petersbura DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT 

SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine Center 
(Auditorium) 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-32000019 PLAT SHEET: F-46 

REQUEST: Approval of a Special Exception and related Site Plan to construct an 
accessory surface parking lot on a residential zoned lot adjacent to 
an existing commercial zoned property. Properties are zoned CCS-1 
and NMH. The applicant is requesting a variance to the setbacks. 

OWNER: BOG Lamplight Village, LLC 
6654 78th Avenue North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33781 

AGENT: Carlos and Christian Yepes 
6654 78th Avenue North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33781 

ADDRESSES AND 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 8624 4th Street North; 19-30-17-25434-012-0100 

420 87th Avenue North; 19-30-17-25434-012-0010 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Corridor Commercial Suburban (CCS-1) 
Neighborhood Suburban Mobile Home (NMH) 

www.stpete.org


DRC Case No. 19-32000019 
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SITE AREA TOTAL: 

GROSS FLOOR AREA: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

BUILDING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

OPEN GREEN SPACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

PAVING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

PARKING: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Required: 

33,908 square feet or 0.78 acres 

8,500 square feet 
6,570 square feet 
7,908 square feet 

8,500 square feet 
6,570 square feet 
N/ A square feet 

18,220 square feet 
20,532 square feet 
24,916 square feet 

15,688 square feet 
5,610 square feet 

9,720 square feet 
13,962 square feet 

o·
' 

0.60 F.A.R. 
0.46 F.A.R. 
0.55 F.A.R. 

25% of Site MOL 
19% of Site MOL 

54% of Site MOL 
61% of Site MOL 
73% of Site MOL 

46% of Site MOL 
17% of Site MOL 

29% of Site MOL 
41% of Site MOL 

30; including 2 handicapped spaces* 
33; including 2 handicapped spaces 

*Three parking spaces will be located off-site. 

BUILDING HEIGHT: 
Existing: 15 feet 
Proposed: 23 feet 
Permitted: 36 feet 

APPLICATION REVIEW: 

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with the 
procedural requirements of Section 16-.10.020.1 of the Municipal Code for a surface 
parking on a residential zoned lot which is a Special Exception use within the 
Neighborhood Suburban Mobile Home (NMH) Zoning District. 

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

The Request: 
The applicant seeks approval of a Special Exception and related site plan to construct a surface 
parking that will serve a commercial development on a residential zoned lot. The applicant is 
also requesting a variance to the building setbacks at the northeast corner of the subject 
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property. The subject property is located at the southwest corner of 4th Street North and 87th 

Avenue North. 

The applicant owns the subject property. The subject property is currently developed with a 
club house building and multiple mobile homes in the Lamplight Village. A 16-foot wide north­
south alley separates the club house building from the mobile homes. The applicant has 
submitted a separate application to vacate the 16-foot wide north-south alley. 

Current Proposal: 
The applicant proposes to demolish the existing club house building and mobile homes and 
construct a new 6,570 square foot commercial building. The proposed building is located along 
4th Street North with surface parking located behind the proposed building. Vehicular access 
will be from the existing east-west alley that is located south of the subject property and from 
87th Avenue North. Pedestrian access to the site will be from 4th Street North and 87th Avenue 
North. Two dumpsters will be located at the rear of the property on the NMH zoned portion of 
the property which is not permitted by Code. The ap·plicant will be required to relocate the 
dumpster to the commercial zoned portion of the property. A total of 30-parking spaces will be 
provided on-site, but based on the size of the proposed building, City Code requires 33-parking 
spaces. The applicant will be securing three (3) off-site parking spaces from a commercial 
property, that is owned by the applicant, on the north side of 87th Avenue North. The applicant 
will be utilizing these three (3) parking spaces to meet the parking requirements for the subject 
property. The applicant will be required to prepare and record a unity of title securing the use of 
these three (3) parking spaces in perpetuity. 

The proposed buildings will be a traditional style of architecture. The buildings will have 
traditional design elements, including: the use of pilasters, a decorative cornice, change in the 
roof line, drip edge along the base of the building and large storefront windows. 

Special Exception: 
The proposed parking lot on the NMH zoned lot is a Special Exception use requiring the DRC's 
review and approval, subject to the applicable criteria, which focus on the potential for adverse 
impacts such as noise, light, traffic circulation, traffic congestion and compatibility. The City's 
Transportation Planner has reviewed the proposal and determined that the existing road 
network and proposed traffic circulation plan is adequate to support the proposed use. The 
applicant owns the property to the north and west of the subject property. Commercial zoned 
property is located to the east and a commercial building with a Special Exception parking lot 
and a single-family residence are located south of the subject property. Staff has suggested 
several special conditions of approval for the DRC's consideration. The special conditions are 
intended to help the applicant understand and abide by the applicable standards in the City's 
Land Development Regulations for these types of uses. If the request is approved consistent 
with the suggested special conditions, Staff does not anticipate a significant impact to the 
surrounding area. 

VARIANCE: 
Building setbacks adjacent to a street 

Required: 10-feet 
Proposed: 3.6-feet 
Variance: 6.4-feet 
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The building setbacks adjacent to a street in the Commercial Corridor Suburban-1 (CCS-1) 
zoning district is 10-feet. The proposed building setback at the northeast corner of the subject 
property is proposed at 3.6-feet. The reduction in the building setback will allow the applicant to 
redevelop the property as proposed. The subject property has a corner clip at the northeast 
corner of the subject property. If there was no corner clip at the northeast corner of the subject 
property, the proposed building would meet the required setbacks. Further, if the applicant 
provided the 10-foot building setback it would result in the building being pushed back further 
from the street which is not the intent of the City Code. The City Code requires that buildings be 
placed close to the street to encourage walkability and to help create an attractive streetscape. 
The reduction to the building setback will not be visually noticeable due to the existing green 
space in the right-if-way; should not create any adverse impact and will reinforce the intent of 
the City Code. 

Public Comments: 
No comments or concerns were expressed to staff at the time this report was prepared. 

Ill. RECOMMENDATION: 
A. Staff recommends APPROVAL of the following: 

1. The variance to building setback; and 
2. The Special Exception and related site plan subject to the Special 

Conditions of Approval. 

B. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 
1. The applicant shall be responsible for restricting vehicular use of the 

portion of the parking lot zoned NMH between the hours of 10:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 a.m. The parking spaces shall be blocked-off by method of 
signage or mechanisms such as bollards and chains. The method to 
block the parking spaces shall be noted on the site plan submitted for 
permitting and shall be subject to review and approval by the Fire 
Department. 

2. The applicant shall be responsible for ensuring that the NMH portion of 
the parking lot is not utilized for any sales or service activities, long 
term parking, storage of dumpsters, heavy vehicles or similar 
equipment. 

3. The proposed dumpster compound at the rear of the subject property 
shall be relocated to the commercial zoned portion of the subject 
property. 

4. When the principal use is not open for business, the parking lot shall 
not be used for parking. 

5. A a Unity of Title shall be record with the Circuit Court of Pinellas 
County securing the continued availability of the three off-site parking 
spaces that are required to serve the proposed building as long as 
those parking spaces are required by Code. 

6. A six (6)-foot high fence or wall that is architectural compatible with the 
buildings shall be installed along the west side of the residentially 
zoned lot. 

7. Evergreen trees shall be installed around the exterior perimeter of the 
parking lot. 

8. Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 16.40.070. 
9. Bicycle parking shall comply with Section 16.40.090.4.1. 
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1 O. Plans shall be revised as necessary to comply with comments 
provided by the City's Engineering Department, comments are 
provided in the attached memorandum dated November 14, 2019. 

C. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

(All or Part of the following standard conditions of approval may apply to the subject 
application. Application of the conditions is subject to the scope of the subject project 
and at the discretion of the Zoning Official. Applicants who have questions regarding the 
application of these conditions are advised to contact the Zoning Official.) 

ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE DRC SHALL BE REFLECTED 
ON A FINAL SITE PLAN TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO THE 
ISSUANCE OF PERMITS. 

Building Code Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall contact the City's Construction Services and Permitting 
Division and Fire Department to identify all applicable Building Code and 
Health/Safety Code issues associated with this proposed project. 

2. All requirements associated with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) shall 
be satisfied. 

Zoning/Planning Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a notice of construction to Albert Whitted Field if the 
crane height exceeds 190 feet. The applicant shall also provide a Notice of 
Construction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), if required by Federal 
and City codes. 

2. All site visibility triangle requirements shall be met (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.160). 

3. No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected and no trees 
or shrubbery shall be planted on any easement other than fences, trees, 
shrubbery, and hedges of a type approved by the City. 

4. The location and size of the trash container(s) shall be designated, screened, 
and approved by the Manager of Commercial Collections, City Sanitation. A 
solid wood fence or masonry wall shall be installed around the perimeter of the 
dumpster pad. 

Engineering Requirements: 

1. The site shall be in compliance with all applicable drainage regulations (including 
regional and state permits) and the conditions as may be noted herein. The 
applicant shall submit drainage calculations and grading plans (including street 
crown elevations), which conform with the quantity and the water quality 
requirements of the Municipal Code (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 
16.40.030), to the City's Engineering Department for approval. Please note that 
the entire site upon which redevelopment occurs shall meet the water quality 
controls and treatment required for development sites. Stormwater runoff 
release and retention shall be calculated using the rational formula and a 10-
year, one-hour design storm. 
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2. All other applicable governmental permits (state, federal, county, city, etc.) must 
be obtained before commencement of construction. A copy of other required 
governmental permits shall be provided to the City Engineering & Capital 
Improvements Department prior to requesting a Certificate of Occupancy. 
Issuance of a development permit by the City does not in any way create any 
rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a permit from a governmental agency 
and does not create any liability on the part of the City of St. Petersburg for 
issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill 
the obligations imposed by other governmental agencies or undertakes actions 
that result in a violation of state or federal law. 

3. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to 
commencement of construction within dedicated rights-of-way or easements. 

4. The applicant shall submit a completed Storm Water Management Utility Data 
Form to the City's Engineering Department for review and approval prior to the 
approval of any permits. 

5. Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at 
all corners where sidewalks meet a street or driveway. 

Landscaping Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a revised landscape plan, which complies with the 
plan approved by the DRC and includes any modifications as required by the 
DRC. The DRC grants the Planning & Development Services Department 
discretion to modify the approved landscape plan where necessary due to 
unforeseen circumstances (e.g. stormwater requirements, utility conflicts, 
conflicts with existing trees, etc.), provided the intent of the applicable 
ordinance(s) is/are maintained. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with 
Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060 of the City Code entitled 
"Landscaping and Irrigation." 

2. Any plans for tree removal and permitting shall be submitted to the Development 
Services Division for approval. 

3. All existing and newly planted trees and shrubs shall be mulched with three (3) 
inches of organic matter within a two (2) foot radius around the trunk of the tree. 

4. The applicant shall install an automatic underground irrigation system in all 
landscaped areas. Drip irrigation may be permitted as specified within Chapter 
16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060.2.2. 

5. Concrete curbing, wheelstops, or other types of physical barriers shall be 
provided around/within all vehicular use areas to protect landscaped areas. 

6. Any healthy existing oak trees over two (2) inches in diameter shall be preserved 
or relocated if feasible. 

7. Any trees to be preserved shall be protected during construction in accordance 
with Chapter 16, Article 16.40.060.5 and Section 16.40.060.2.1.3 of City Code. 

IV. CONSIDERATIONS BY THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FOR REVIEW 
(Pursuant to Chapter 16, Section 16. 70.040.1.4 (D)}: 

A. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
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B. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use 
and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval; 

C. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular 
emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and 
bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and 
refuse collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and emergency. Access 
management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest 
access management standards of FOOT or Pinellas County, respectively; 

D. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street 
loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed 
development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian 
safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and 
screening and landscaping; 

. E. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets 
and intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the 
project impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections. 
Transportation system management techniques may be required where 
necessary to offset the traffic impacts; 

F. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for 
drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention 
systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by 
city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD; 

G. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety 
and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties; 

H. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in 
relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the 
neighborhood and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent 
development and surrounding landscape; 

I. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic 
and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in 
the City's Comprehensive Plan; 

J. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in 
the neighborhood; 

K. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working 
conditions in the neighborhood; 

L. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve 
internal and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the 
proposed development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes 
and other nuisances; 

M. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably 
anticipated operations and expansion thereof; 

N. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including 
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation; 
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0. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200) 
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building 
materials, and other impacts; 

1. The site is not within an Archaeological Sensitivity Area (Chapter 16, 
Article 16.30, Section 16.30.070). 

2. The property is within a flood hazard area (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.050). 

P. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the 
hurricane vulnerability zones; 

Q. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of 
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for: 

a. Water. 
b. Sewer (Under normal operating conditions). 
c. Sanitation. 
d. Parks and recreation. 
e. Drainage. 

The land use of the subject property is: Planned Redevelopment Mixed-use 
and Residential Medium 

The land uses of the surrounding properties are: 

North: Planned Redevelopment Mixed-use and Residential Medium 

South: Planned Redevelopment Mixed-use and Residential Medium 

East Planned Redevelopment Mixed-use 

West: Residential Medium 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Corey M yszka, I , Urban Design and Development Coordinator DATE 
Planning and Development Services Department 
Development Review Services Division 

REPORT APPROVED BY: 

evelopme Department 
ent Review Services 1v1sion 

D) DATE 
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IIIIIIIIJ"i>..-.a--~ CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
~'\WI PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION--•4iilill 
st.petersburn 
www.stpete.org 

STAFF REPORT 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION - VARIANCE REQUEST 

PUBLIC HEARING 

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on Wednesday, December 4, 2019 
beginning at 2:00 P.M., at the Sunshine Center (Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. 
Petersburg, Florida. 

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

CASE NO.: 19-54000066 PLAT SHEET: E-8 

REQUEST: Approval of an after-the-fact variance to the NT-3 zoning district 
required minimum lot width from 60-feet required to 50-feet and lot 
area from 7,620 sq. ft. required to 6,500 sq. ft. for two (2) non­
conforming lots in common ownership. 

OWNER: Main Real Estate Holdings, LLC 
1875 Brightwaters Boulevard Northeast 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33704 

AGENT: Harvey A. Ford, Esq. 
100 Second Avenue South 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

ADDRESSES AND 
PARCEL ID NOS.: 224 13th Avenue North; 18-31-17-43560-005-0160 

13th Avenue North; 18-31-17-43560-005-0170 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Neighborhood Traditional Single-Family (NT-3) 

Structure 
-

Req~ired Requested Variance Magnitude 
Lot Area 7,620 sq. ft. 6,500 sq. ft 1,120 sq. ft. 14.6% 
Lot Width 60-feet 50-feet 10-feet 16% 

www.stpete.org
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BACKGROUND: This application requests after-the-fact variances to the minimum lot width and 
lot area requirements for two non-conforming lots in common ownership. The subject properties 
are zoned NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional Single Family) and were developed as one parcel 
with one single-family residence, one frame cottage, and a frame two-story garage apartment. 
Section 16.20.010. requires NT-3 zoned properties to maintain a minimum lot width of 60-feet 
and a minimum lot area of 7,620 square feet. The subject lots, Lots 16 and 17 of Jackson's 
1912 Subdivision, each measure 50-feet in width and approximate 6,500 square feet in lot area. 
The subject property consists of two platted lots, which were initially developed in the 1920s as 
one large parcel in the Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood. 

On April 1, 2015, the two lots which were combined under common ownership and received the 
approval of a Redevelopment Plan (15-51000001 ). The approved redevelopment plan would 
have allowed the three dwelling units to be demolished and reconstructed into two single-family 
homes on each lot. The third grandfathered unit was permitted to be converted into an 
Accessory Dwelling Unit on Lot 17. According to City demolition records, the property has 
remained vacant since May of 2015. 

Restrictions were in place from 1973 through 2003, which limited the development of non­
conforming lots, if the lots were in common ownership. The code changed in 2003 to allow 
development on any platted lot of record. On September 17, 2015, City Council amended the 
non-conforming lot regulations, thereby eliminating the right to build on these substandard lots 
without first obtaining a variance. According to records obtained from the Pinellas County 
Property Appraisers Office (see attached), at the request of the applicant in January of 2016, 
the larger developed parcel (see attached property card records), which was composed of the 
two platted lots, was subdivided in February of 2016 without the approval of variances. The 
latent separation was in preparation for new single-family construction on what were considered 
buildable lots at the time of Redevelopment Plan approval. 

Due to failure to comply with the conditions of the Redevelopment Plan, the Redevelopment 
Plan approval expired on April 1, 2018. The applicant is seeking approval of the requested 
variances to create two buildable lots from two platted lots for new single-family construction. 
The proposed new single-family construction will be modified from the original Redevelopment 
Plan approval to eliminate any previously recognized Accessory Dwelling Units. The applicant 
proposes to construct two detached Accessory Living Spaces behind each home in a manner 
consistent with the pre-dominating pattern of the block face. City staff has determined the 
request is consistent with the underlying plat pattern, the non-conforming lot size pattern of the 
neighborhood, and the Variance criteria. 

CONSISTENCY REVIEW COMMENTS: The Planning and Development Services Department 
staff reviewed this application in the context of the following criteria excerpted from the City 
Code and found that the requested variance is consistent with these standards. Per City Code 
Section 16. 70.040.1.6 Variances, Generally, the DRC's decision shall be guided by the following 
factors: 
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1. Special conditions exist which are peculiar to the land, building, or other structures for which 
the variance is sought and which do not apply generally to lands, buildings, or other structures 
in the same district. Special conditions to be considered shall include, but not be limited to, the 
following circumstances: 

a. Redevelopment. If the site involves the redevelopment or utilization of an existing 
developed or partially developed site. 

The subject lots have been vacant since May of 2015. 

b. Substandard Lot(s). If the site involves the utilization of an existing legal nonconforming 
lot( s) which is smaller in width, length or area from the minimum lot requirements of the 
district. 

Lots 16 and 17 are two fully platted lots of record in the 1912 Jackson's Subdivision. The 
two lots as platted, each measure 50-feet in width and approximate 6,500 square feet in 
lot area. The subject lots are substandard to the NT-3 zoning district required minimum 
lot width of 60-feet and minimum lot area of 7,620 square feet. 

c. Preservation district. If the site contains a designated preservation district. 

This criterion is not applicable as the property is not located in a preservation district. 

d. Historic Resources. If the site contains historical significance. 

This criterion is not applicable. All previously existing structures and site improvements 
have been demolished and removed. 

e. Significant vegetation or natural features. If the site contains significant vegetation or 
other natural features. 

The site has seven (7) Queen Palm trees, two (2) Sabal Palm trees, two (2) Carrotwood 
trees, one ( 1) China berry tree, a large Podocarps hedge and one large Laurel Oak tree 
located on Lot 17. The application does not propose the removal of any existing 
vegetation, however an evaluation of trees on the site with the City Forester indicated 
the Laurel Oak is experiencing signs of slight decline. A tree removal permit could be 
approved for the Laurel Oak in consideration of new single-family development, provided 
the Laurel Oak is replaced with a code equivalent shade tree. 

f. Neighborhood Character. If the proposed project promotes the established historic or 
traditional development pattern of a block face, including setbacks, building height, and 
other dimensional requirements. 

The subject lots are located in the Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood and are a part of 
the 1912 Jackson's Subdivision. As established by the plat, lots within the subdivision 
ranged between 45-feet and 55-feet in lot width (see attached subdivision plat map). Of 
the eight lots along the block's face, 62% of the lots are in their platted non-conforming 
lot sizes. Seven of the eight lots along the block face range from 50-feet to 53-feet in lot 
width and between 4,505 square feet and 6,500 square feet in lot area. Further analysis 
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of a nine-block study area indicated that lots within the study had a 71 % degree of non­
conformity with lot width and a 74.5% degree of non-conformity with lot area. 

g. Public Facilities. If the proposed project involves the development of public parks, public 
facilities, schools, public utilities or hospitals. 

This criterion is not applicable as there are no public facilities proposed or affected by 
this request. 

2. The special conditions existing are not the result of the actions of the applicant; 

This application is the result of applicant action. Before the September 17, 2015 adoption of 
Ordinance 194-H, requiring City action to approve the development non-conforming lots in 
common ownership, the subject lots would have been buildable without City action. 
Application 15-51000001 was approved on April 1, 2015, to allow the redevelopment of 
three grandfathered dwelling units on separate lots. According to information from the 
Pinellas County Property Appraisers Office, the lots were separated by request in February 
2016. 

3. Owing to the special conditions, a literal enforcement of this Chapter would result in 
unnecessary hardship; 

Literal enforcement of this chapter would allow the applicant to construct one larger home 
on one large parcel, rather than two single family homes with detached accessory living 
spaces on two separate parcels. 

4. Strict application of the provisions of this chapter would provide the applicant with no means 
for reasonable use of the land, buildings, or other structures; 

Literal enforcement of the provisions of this chapter would not deprive the applicant of the 
reasonable use of the property. The applicant, if denied this request, may still construct one 
single-family home with a detached accessory living space in compliance with the applicable 
Land Development Regulations. 

5. The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use 
of the land, building, or other structure; 

As proposed, the request would make reasonable use of two platted lots for two single­
family homes in a manner consistent with the intended platted development pattern of the 
neighborhood. A neighborhood pattern analysis of the subject block and the eight abutting 
blocks indicates 71 % of the lots within the study were deficient in lot width and, 7 4% were 
deficient in lot area. 

6. The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this 
chapter; 

The request is consistent with the aims of the Comprehensive Plan and the Land 
Development Regulations in promoting revitalization and redevelopment. The Land 
Development Regulations for Neighborhood Traditional districts states: "Lots in traditional 
neighborhoods are narrow compared to lots in suburban neighborhoods. Traditional lot 
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widths typically range between 45 and 60 feet. Widths in excess of 60 feet exist in certain 
areas, but are relatively rare". The Future Land Use designation in the area is Residential 
Urban - (RU), with a density maximum of 7.5 units per acre. 

7. The granting of the variance will not be injurious to neighboring properties or otherwise 
detrimental to the public welfare; and, 

The granting of these variances will not be injurious to neighboring properties or detrimental 
to public welfare, since there are properties on the subject block which were developed in a 
manner similar to the proposed. Of the properties which front 13th Avenue North between 
First Street North and Fourth Street North, only three of the thirty-one lots possess lot width 
or lot are deficiencies equal to or more substandard than those requested. Each of those 
three parcels previously described have been developed with single-family homes. 

8. The reasons set forth in the application justify the granting of a variance; 

The reasons set within this application do justify the granting to the variances requested. 

9. No nonconforming use of neighboring lands, buildings, or other structures, legal or illegal, in 
the same district, and no permitted use of lands, buildings, or other structures in adjacent 
districts shall be considered as grounds for issuance of a variance permitting similar uses. 

No non-conforming uses of neighboring lands, buildings, or other structures were not 
considered as grounds for issuance of the variances requested. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: The subject property is within the boundaries of the Downtown 
Residents Civic Neighborhood Association and the Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood 
Association. No comments have been received by the Downtown Residents Civic Neighborhood 
Association. Suggestions related to the future single-family construction were provided from the 
Historic Old Northeast Neighborhood Association (see attached) in response to this application. 
One email was received requesting setback information and clarification of the request. At the 
time of this staff report's publication, this application received no noted objections. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on a review of the application according to the stringent 
evaluation criteria contained within the City Code, the Planning and Development Services 
Department Staff recommends APPROVAL of the requested variance. 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: If the variance is approved consistent with the site plan 
submitted with this application, the Planning and Development Services Department Staff 
recommends that the approval shall be subject to the following: 

1. In accordance with Section 16.10.020.2, plans provided for future permitting shall under 
no condition feature Accessory Dwelling Units. 

2. Future development of the subject lots shall comply with the applicable development 
standards of the NT-3 zoning district, Land Development Regulations and Building and 
Life Safety codes at the time of permitting. 

3. Maximum impervious surface on the site must not exceed 65%, all plans submitted for 
permitting on this site must show the extent of all improvements on site and the 
Impervious Surface Ratio. 
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4. The maximum Floor Area permitted shall not exceed .6 of the properties lot area. The 
maximum Building Coverage permitted shall not exceed .55 of the properties lot area. 
Plans provided for future permitting shall provide categorical square footage breakdowns 
to demonstrate compliance at the time of permitting. 

5. Future development of the subject lots shall comply with the applicable development 
standards of the NT-3 zoning district, Land Development Regulations and Building and 
Life Safety codes at the time of permitting. 

6. This variance approval shall be valid through December 4, 2022. Substantial 
construction shall commence prior to this expiration date. A request for extension must 
be filed in writing prior to the expiration date. 

7. Approval of this variance does not grant or imply other variances from the City Code or 
other applicable regulations. 

ATTACHMENTS: Plat map, aerial map, site plan/floor plan, elevation drawings, property card, 
building permit history, Redevelopment Plan 15-51000001, applicant's narrative, Neighborhood 
Participation Report, Email of Inquiry 

shervonchamlss,Plannerl 
Development Review Services Division 
Planning & Development Services Department 

Developm 

icial (POD) 
es Division 

ervices Department 
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FORD & FORD, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 

100 Second Avenue South, Suite 900 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 

(727) 894-2907 
www .fordpa.com 

Harvey A. Ford 
harvey.ford@fordpa.com 

October 8, 2019 

VIA EMAIL 

Shervon Chambliss 
City of St. Petersburg - Planning and Zoning Department 

RE: Variance Application #19-54000066 
224 and 226 13th Avenue North, St. Petersburg, FL 

Dear Shervon: 

Thanks for your call. I enclose a revised floor plan for "Residence A" reflecting a handwritten 
deletion of the garage apartment "Kitchen". The intent is for it to be the same Wet Bar as is shown 
for "Residence B". Applicant acknowledges that the prior 2015 approval for a "Kitchen" has 
expired. Applicant will attempt to have the drawings updated by the architect, but in the interest 
of time as to the upcoming hearing, the enclosed floor plan evidences his commitment as noted. 

Please call with any questions. Thank you. 

HAF/ck 

Encls. 

mailto:harvey.ford@fordpa.com
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· -. _ear-d/12.-. 
JACKSON'S!ISCBD·I~ ISK>N LOT . 16 & 17 BLOCK E 

I I ~-•- • ----------,-~--------------.-----------------' -·• BUILDING ts.m-fQ I ..18-31-17ELECTRICAL E-8 ·~ ..Jg:-V-1 7 PLUMBING £ B R I{ ll 

I,ocation: 226. .,;.·.224 ~ 13th' Ave. No. #9362G - 9/2/64 - Sampson - l/P7737A l~/26/72 Jack Wilborne (: 
#S4254A-E:. 10/5759~-$1000 . Hudson - 3p 3ws 60A 1-meter (Re- c.L.Perry. 1 Lav, 1 Shower, 1 Watl~ 
OwnerF. A. Sampson - Repair roof lacate service) (M.H.) (224) Closet. (224 13th Ave. No.) 
of existing residence (TypeVl) E731C - 12/18/70 - Ruby Wilborn #Pl807E- 2/29/84- Carol Olson 

. (22h - 13th A:ve. No.) Federal Electr. Contractors - 1-cooking Nationwide Power Corp- I-solar wtr ~ 
Rooting & Siding, Contractor. meter·'.~ heat.er- panel on roof (~Ifl[(GL/tmm)
#9547'1A-R4- 8/5/64 - $700 #]1;~5H-i-Ps_-n-82-~I> QJo,1,91 {224- 13 Ave No) i; 

·' Owner F. A. Sampson - Erect porch Riisler fPe-Pe>ol _ _ i!Pl807E l_/9/85- O!son _Carl 
addition 011 side of existing Nationwide Power-3-panels on roof

Reisler Ele-Pool(224 13th A/N) 
i 

' garage apartment (8 1 x 12') (Type {224-13 Ave No){add to) 
. Vl) Beauty Buj_lt, Contractor(224) 

INSTALLATIONC&D Letter 4-1-69 Garage 

1_, #10219-RL~- 4/25/72 - $600 
Owner Jack B. & Ruby C. Wilborn -
Install bathroom in garage - instal 

. one partition (wood) - By owner. 
'- (224) . 

#81561-RMl?/15-1/20/82- $8,300 
Owner Carl Olson- Install one piec 
fiberglass swimmingpool 13 x 33 

Contracto (224- 13 Ave No)
(over) 

SIGNS SEWER SEPTIC TANK 

~=~-~~=-~--~--~--··~--~~~~=~=== -- 4- - - ------



\ 

BUILDING •· .. 
f 

, 
#B-5-04987 - 4-12-85-$5300.00 

-Owner: Carl G. Olson -- general 
remodeling & updating ele~, plumbi~g 
& insulation, relocate lower bath 

' ·eliminate upstairs kitchen. relocate ­
lower i~tchen, remove outside stairs, 
build newstairs inside. 
BGeorge R Larrison, Contractor. 

! 

:1 

Ii· 

f 
i 
tr 
t· 

!I 
r 
i 

https://4-12-85-$5300.00
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DATE . SEWER PER. No. 89390 DAT~l 

CONTRACTO :~ ... 

,/ ·:· · ·. ... 

OWNER 

FIXTUREs- ·'.·' o. K. DAT ·E · 
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nwner Mr. Elliott - ,Interior 
:~1tera· ·ti6ns and ·repa.i'rsf install . INSTALLATION . 
)Jath r·oom. & necessa.'ry· pl1.tmb~ng; . .#3030 - 12/15/~5 - .LS:~:risdowne 
ftxxten~I -s:lde po~ch. ~- 11-'. G:riffith,Villa · - J.c.-Pre ·ssly- ~t~ _e_;l. _ 
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Ford & Ford, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 

Signature Place, Suite 302 
14 7 Second Avenue South 

St. Petersburg, Florida 3370 I 
Telephone (727) 8!:M-2907 
Facsimile (727) 894-2908 

CEfVED 
JAN2 !) ?ntt: 

PROp~DUBov 
CLEAR~~SBR 

HaJVey A. Ford 
11ruvcy@forcllawfinn.net 

January 22, 2016 

Pinellas County Property Appraiser 
P. 0. Box 1957 
Clearwater, FL 33757-1957 

RE: 224 13th Avenue N., St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
Parcel #18-31-17-43569-005-0160 

li-.S5<cC 
Dear Sir or Madam: 

I enclose for your handling, a Parcel Split/ Separation Request Form in connection with 
the referenced property. 

Please call with any questions. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Brenda DeBon, Paralegal 

HAF/bd 
Enclosure 

mailto:11ruvcy@forcllawfinn.net
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Plaellu Couaty Property Appraiser 
POBo:tt 1957 

Clearwater, FL 33757-1957 
Pbone:727-464-3282 

Fax:727~ 

PARCEL SPLIT I SEPARATION REQUEST FORM 

Step2 

AllSplit / Separation requeoa reqaiN the fo8owtag: 

All oirn:nt and dclinqucat taxca 4Yc:ma be paid. 
OWlw IMISl complelc, sip, and-.Ibis form. 
Subaliaiolloflcpl descriptions~ IUYe)'(a) for each pmcel u &heywouldappear after spl~ . 

TIiePropertyAppra1- raerwm she rip ta irweaipe andirllpld the pamitc1 lo confirm iu SIDUIS. Once b niqllellllld infamationhasllra providedta cu 
oft"a iiwill be aqec1 to review:OwmraclcnowlodtDa MDlllinl ~conditionor,plit/aaparatianendincludeoit with lplit/loplrltiocl fOIIUClll. n. abow 
dDa IIOt implylpplOVIIofapl~ . 
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raidmnce.1be new tolio wfflMt l'ICCivelhc ballcfttotthcAmcndlDcnl10 ...-.-. "Cap"and tlle1111eawill be bated anthe flill lllirm value. lfreccnbmed 
st a lalcrdate, thofull 1111rM1nlue oflhe added pnel will be lddld to lilt wlue ofh homoaad pnel a6ow die Sevo-Our-HealolCap. 



l:9t16,BlockE of JACKSON SUBDMSION, according to the Platthereofas 
recordedin Plat Book 1, Page(s) 5 of the Public Records of PinellaS County, Florl lP!IIB!llm!!ll!!Jm::=J 

ExistingAddress: 224 131hAve N, St. Pate, FL 33701 

ExistingParcel ID#: 18/31/17~~1IO 

Y15{0D 

Lot17, Block E of JACKSONSUBOMSION, accordng to the Plat thereof as 
recorded In Plat Book1, Page(s) 5 of the Pubtic Record of Plnetlas County, Ftortll--llfil!!!!Ei!iE.I 

PropoaedAddre&a:22113tti Ave N. St. Pete, FL 33701 

Proposed Parcel ID#; 18131/17~170 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
-Z! PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 
~ DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION•4illl 

st.petersburg
www.stpata.oro 

STAFF REPORT 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 

REDEVELOPMENT REQUEST 
PUBLIC HEARING 

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on April 1, 2015, beginning at 2:00 P.M., Council 
Chambers, City Hall, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida 

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

CASE NO.: 15-51000001 PLAT NO.: E-8 

REQUEST: Redevelopment of two (2) platted lots for two (2) single-family 
residences and one (1 ) accessory dwelling unit. 

APPLICANT: Main Real Estate Holdings, LLC 
1875 Brightwaters Blvd NE 
St. Petersburg, FL 33704 

AGENT: Andy Dahmen 
1708 East Columbus Drive 
Tampa, FL 33605 

ADDRESS: 224 13th Avenue North 

PARCEL ID NO.: 18-31-17-43560-005-0160 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lots 16 & 17, Block E of Jackson Subdivision 

ZONING: NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional) 

SITE AREA TOTAL: 12,970 square feet or .30 acres 

www.stpata.oro


DRC Case No.: 15-51000001 
Page 2 of 5 

GROSS FLOOR AREA: 

Square 
Feet 

F.A.R. 

Existing 2,267 .43 
Proposed (House A - Lot 17) 3,260 .50* 
Proposed (House B - Lot 16) 3,137 .47* 
Total site 6,397 .49* 
Permitted 6,485 .50* 

* Not including the first 300 square feet of garage area 

DENSITY: 

Dwelling 
Units 

Units Per Acre 

Existing 3 10 
Proposed (House A - Lot 17) 2 7 
Proposed (House B - Lot 16) 1 3 
Total site 3 10* 
Permitted 2 7 

* Redevelopment of a portion of the grandfathered density is the subject of this application. 

APPLICATION REVIEW: 

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: 

The applicant has met and complied with the procedural requirements of Section 
16.70.040.1.15 regarding the redevelopment of Grandfathered Uses. 

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Background: Three (3) dwelling units were legally constructed on the site. The present zoning 
district allows two (2) dwelling units, one on each platted lot. One (1) unit is now considered 
abandoned for failure to maintain business tax certificates. The applicant has also applied for 
reinstatement of one (1) dwelling, which must be approved before the grandfathered unit can be 
redeveloped (see Staff Report for Case #15-52000004). The Code provides for redevelopment 
of grandfathered uses, subject to the Commission's approval of a redevelopment plan. 

The Request: The applicant seeks approval of a site plan to use one of the grandfathered 
dwelling units to redevelop the property with two (2) single-family dwellings and one (1) 
accessory dwelling unit. One single-family dwelling is proposed on Lot 16 (the easternmost lot); 
one-single family dwelling and one accessory dwelling unit is proposed on Lot 17 (the 
westernmost lot). The proposed plan requires no variances. 

Current Proposal: 
The proposed plan proposes demolition of the existing single-family dwelling and two accessory 
dwelling units. Two single-family dwellings and one accessory dwelling unit are proposed. The 

https://70.040.1.15


DRC Case No.: 15-51000001 
Page 3 of 5 

two single-family structures are oriented toward the front roadway. Both structures include a 
covered entry porch. A total of six parking spaces will be provided, three on each lot. 
Detached, double-bay garages which are oriented towards the alley are proposed for both 
properties. A driveway is also provided which will provide for an additional space on each lot. 

Redevelopment Criterion: 
Pursuant to Code Section 16. 70.040.1.15, an application for redevelopment must be reviewed 
for compliance with certain criterion. An analysis follows, based on the City Code criterion to be 
considered by the Commission. 

1. Building Type. Structures shall be required to match the predominate building type in 
the block face across the street. 

A majority of structures on the opposite side of the street from the subject property are two-story 
single-family homes. 

2. Building Setbacks. Structures shall be required to match the predominate building 
setbacks in the block face across the street. 

The placement of the structure within the redevelopment plan meets or exceeds the 
predominant setback of the structures in the block face across the street. The proposed 
development meets minimum setback requirements as specified in Section 16.20.010.6 of the 
Land Development Regulations. See attached site plan. 

3. Building Scale. Structures shall be required to match the predominate building type, 
setbacks and scale in the block face across the street. 

The context on the block face is mixed. There are a number of one-story single-family 
residences on the same side of the block face as the subject property, however a majority of 
structures on the opposite side of 13th Avenue North are two-story structures. The proposed 
two-story structures meet the height requirements of the zoning district; see attached elevations. 

4. Site Development. Structures shall be required to match the predominate development 
pattern in the block face across the street. If alley access exists on the proposed site, 
garages and parking areas shall be designed for alley use. 

The predominant development pattern in the block face across the street consists of principal 
structures oriented to the front roadway with garages and parking areas accessed from the rear 
alley. The proposed redevelopment plan is consistent with this development pattern. 

5. Building Mass. Building Mass shall be regulated by building setbacks and floor area 
ratio (FAR). The maximum FAR shall be existing FAR of the property prior to 
redevelopment or 0.50 FAR, whichever is greater. 

The proposed development has an overall FAR.of .49, per calculations provided by the 
applicant's architect, attached to Staff Report. 

6. Building Height. Residential structures for a project less than a city block shall comply 
with the following building height and roof design requirements: i. The maximum height 
shall not exceed 24 feet to the eave line and 36 feet to the peak of the roof for primary 

https://70.040.1.15
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structures, ii. The maximum height shall not exceed 20 feet to the eave line and 32 feet 
to the peak of the roof for secondary or accessory structures, iii. The maximum slope of 
any roof angle shall not exceed 12/12. iv. Dormers shall not exceed SO-percentof any 
roof surface. 

The proposed structure is compliant to the applicable building height regulations. Roof slopes 
are appropriate. 

7. Development Across Multiple Lots. Structures shall be separated by zoning district 
setbacks, however, if not separated by zoning district setbacks, there shall be a break in 
the building and roof planes at each original lot line which shall be equal to or greater 
than the combined side yard setbacks that would be required for each lot. 

Structures are to be separated by applicable setback requirements of the zoning district. 

8. Single Corner Lots. Structures on single corner lots shall be oriented so that the front 
entrance of the structure faces the legal front yard. 

This criterion is not applicable - the subject property is not a corner lot. 

9. Traditional Grid Roadway Network. For projects equal to or greater than a city block, 
extensions of the traditional grid roadway network which 1) abut the perimeter of the 
project area and 2) would be logically extended through the project area shall be 
required. Compliance with applicable subdivision and public improvement regulations 
shall be required. 

This criterion is not applicable. 

10.Non-Traditional Grid Roadway Network. For projects equal to or greater than a city 
block, roadway and pedestrian networks shall meet the following requirements: i. There 
should be at least two (2) points of entry into the project, ii. Sidewalk connections shall 
be made to surrounding streets, homes and businesses, iii. Streets shall be stubbed to 
property lines to allow for roadway extensions into abutting properties which may be 
developed or are anticipated to be redeveloped in the future. 

This criterion is not applicable. 

11. Density and Intensity. For mobile home park redevelopment, the maximum number of 
dwelling units shall be equal to the number of legal mobile home spaces(lots) within the 
park prior to redevelopment, or 140-percent of the maximum density of the future land 
use designation assigned to the property, whichever is less. 

This criterion is not applicable. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
To Staffs knowledge, the applicant had at least two meetings with the Historic Old Northeast 
Neighborhood Association to discuss the proposed redevelopment. One neighboring property 
owner visited the Zoning counter to review the proposed plans and had no objection. 



DRC Case No.: 15-51000001 
Page 5 of 5 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Based on a review of the redevelopment application according to the stringent evaluation 
criteria contained within the City Code, the Development Services Department Staff 
recommends APPROVAL of the requested variance and redevelopment plan, subject to 
conditions. 

CONDITIONS OF COMMISSION ACTION: 
If the application is approved consistent with the site plan and elevations submitted with this 
application, the Planning and Economic Development Department Staff recommends that the 
approval shall be subject to the following conditions: 

1. The applicant shall submit building plans by April 1, 2018. The plans submitted for 
permitting shall substantially resemble the plans submitted as a part of this application. 
Significant modifications to the plans shall require a new application and public hearing. 

2. The plans submitted for permitting shall include all necessary information to demonstrate 
compliance with the landscaping and irrigation requirements pursuant to Section 
16.40.060.2.13 of the City Code. 

3. Lot 17 shall be allowed one ( 1) accessory dwelling unit, pursuant to Reinstatement Case 
#15-52000004. 

Report Prepared By: Report Approved By: 

BRITTANYMCMULLEN ELIZABETH ABERNETHY, AICP 
Planner II Zoning Official 
Development Review Services Division Development Review Services Division 
Planning & Economic Development Dept. Planning & Economic Development Dept. 

Attachments: plat map, aerial, project narrative, F.A.R. cal·culations, site plan, floor plans, 
elevation plans. 

https://16.40.060.2.13
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City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
Planning and Economic Development Department 

Development Review Commission (DRC) 
Case No.: 15-51000001 

Address: 224 13th Avenue North 

Nt 
(nts) 



·-

~ 
.. /.@!I! 
~ '\1111111---·-st.petersburg 

www.stpete.org 

City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
Planning and Economic Development Department 

Development Review Commission (DRC) NI 
Case No.: 15-51000001 

(nts)Address: 224 13th Avenue North 

www.stpete.org
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CityofSt. Petersburg alll&.111111 .... z 
Post Office Box 2842 ~\1111 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731-2842 

st.petersbura St. Pete-lV Channels: 15 • 615 • 20 
• 

Telephone:727-893-7171www.stpete.org 

April 6, 2015 

Main Real Estate Holdings, LLC 
1875 Brightwaters Blvd NE 
St. Petersburg, FL 33704 

Re: DRC Case: #15-52000004 
Address: 224 13th Avenue North 
Parcel ID No.: 18-31-17-43650-0050-0160 
Request: Approval of Reinstatement of one (1) unit to allow redevelopment for two 

(2) single-family residences and one (1) accessory dwelling unit. 

Dear Main Real Estate Holdings, LLC: 

The Development Review Commission (DRC) at its meeting of April 1, 2015, APPROVED by a 
vote of 7-0 the above-referenced request subject to the conditions in the Staff Report and 
conditions as specified in the Vote Record. While a copy of the Staff Report and Vote Record 
are enclosed, the special conditions are as follows: 

1. The applicant shall submit building plans by April 1, 2018. The plans submitted for 
permitting shall substantially resemble the plans submitted as a part of the related 
Redevelopment Plan application (Case #15-51000001 ). 

2. The applicant shall contact the City's Business Tax Division and obtain all necessary 
business Tax Certificates following issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy. 

3. Failure to comply with the Commission's action by the applicant or any new property 
owner will result in the loss of reinstatement of the abandoned units. The 
Commission's action is applicable to the property, regardless of ownership. When 
the property is sold, the new property owner must also meet the conditions of 
reinstatement or eliminate the abandoned dwelling units. 

Please submit a copy of this letter with any building permit application. 

If there are any questions, please contact our office (727) 892-5498. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth Abernethy, AICP 
Zoning Official 

ec: Andy Dohmen 

EA:pc 
Enc. 

www.stpete.org
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VARIANCE
RECEIVED 

,o~~ 
SEP O 9 2019 Application No. lq.~ 4ooot)(Q(o 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERV ICES 

All applications are to be filled out completely and correctly. The application shall be submitted to the City of St. Petersburg's 
Development Review Services Division, located on the 1st floor of the Municipal Services Building, One Fourth Street North. 

" " -

Gtl"EMLINfOIIIIAWON - ·- -

NAME of APPLICANT (Property Owner): Main Real Estate Holdings, LLC 

Street Address: 1875 Brightwaters Boulevard NE 

City, State, Zip: St. Petersburg, FL 33704 

Telephone No:727-894-2907 Email Address: Jets181S@gmau.com 

NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE: HarveyA. Ford, Esq. 

Street Address: 100 Second Ave South, Suite 900 

City, State, Zip: St. Petersburg, FL 33701 (727)894-2907 

Telephone No: Email Address: harvey.ford@fordpa.com 

PROPERTY INFORMATION: 
Street Address or General Location: 224 and 226 13th Ave N, SI. Petersburg, FL 33701 

Parcel ID#(s): 18-31-17-43560-005-0160 and 18-31-17-43560-005-0170 

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST: vartar:icesas to lot size and width 

PRE-APPLICATION DATE:August 2, 2019 PLANNER: JenniferBryla and Scot Bolyard 

PE ,~nmuw 
1 & 2 Unit, Residential - 1st Varianc ~ Each Additional Variance $100.00 
3 or more Units & Non-Residential - 1st Variance $350.00 After-the-Fact $500.00 

Docks $400.00 
Flood Elevation $300.00 

Cash, credit, checks made payable to "City of St. Petersburg" 

City Staff and the designated Commission may visit the subject property during review of the requested variance. Any 
Code violations on the property that are noted during the inspections will be referred to the City's Codes Compliance 
Assistance Department. 

The applicant, by filing this application, agrees he or she will comply with the decision(s) regarding this application and 
conform to all conditions of approval. The applicant's signature affirms that all information contained within this 
application has been completed, and that the applicant understands that processing this application may involve 
substantial time and expense. Filing an application does not guarantee approval, and denial or withdrawal of an 
application does not result in remittance of the application fee. ~ 

NOTE: IT IS INCUMBENT UPON THE APPLICAN TO Ml CORR T INFORMATION. ANY MISLEADING, 
DECEPTIVE, INCOMPLETE, OR INC RR CT R ATIO AV INVALIDATE YOUR APPROVAL. 

Signature of Owner/ Agent*: --------------- -- --- Date: A_u_g_u_st_2_0_,____2_0_19 _ 
*Affidavitto Authorize Agent required, if signed by Agent 

Typed Name of Signatory: Harv YA Ford, Esq. 

www.stpete.org


CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING& ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DMSION 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT 

I am (we are) the owner(a) and record ~ holder(s) of the property noted herein 

Property Owner's Name: V'f\ o..:"'M +k_ l ~ ~"":J'E?"' \::\-o 1 Ll C. 

Thia property conatltuta• the property for which the following request la made 

PropertyAddRtD: "2-"2.:'1o,,....J 2 "2..6 , ~-\,,. .,A,JAf., ~i~e~ 3~ 701 

Parcel ID No.: / f?-3.1- \, - "f'?>"S'bO -QoS - OI C.0 It-~~ \8"-3l- (i- 'l~S-&o ..oor-Ol"lO 

Request VtJ.~,tS.~U'::a -+or~~ \o~ IA.l {o \o+ s,u. ~ w~J~. 

The undersigned hn(have) appointed and doea(do) appoint the following agent(•) to execute 
any appllcatlon(s) or other documentation necenary to effectuate such appllcatlon(s) 

Agenfs Name(s): th:-~v::u-i/4-f;; r-J« <:zt·
I 

This affidavit has been executed to Induce the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, to consider and 
act on the above described property .. 

l(we),the ~nderslgn~~ ~ ~rtlfy that the ~ng la true and~ . 

Slgnature(owner): ~ "' - 7;,...'1,., L • Ma,., •J ,&\G1Kt:c,V-of
( · t=°sll t-f..o(J,~sitf"'7:~.,( 1 LLC... 

SWomto and subacrlbecl on thla data 

Identificationor peraonally known: Timq --f-Ay l · m q , ~ 

Nalary SlgnBIUre:~ ,d/Ru!/Al-«-' Date: 
ConvnlnionE>cpl~ ): ---------

' CAROLYN J WALLACE
7 / 1 /? :> Notary Public, State of Mich i gan 

County Of Benzie . 
· MyCommission ExP,lres 07•0~ 0J~ e 

City of St.Peterlblll- Ona,.~t~~I~ rla &_PifillifuA33731-2842-~~t_y · ~ (727) 893-7471 
WNttrllA011eorq/ldr 
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All applications for a variance must provide justification for the requested variance(s) based on the criteria set forth by 
the City Code. It is recommended that the following responses by typed. Illegible handwritten responses will not be 
accepted. Responses may be provided as a separate letter, addressing each of the six criteria. 

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA MUST BE ANSWERED. 

APPUgtff IIA.ftVE -

Street Address: 224 and 226 13th Ave N, Sl Petersburg, FL I Case No.: 
Detailed Description of Project and Reauest: 

These are 2 lots, each 50 II wide X 129.75 ft deep, located in Historic Old NE. One single famHy home, plus 2 garage apartments stoodonthese lots for over 80 years until all structures fell Into disrepair (tennltes and wood rot). 

Applicant purchased these lots in 2013 and demolished the structures in 2015. City approval was granted to build one single family home each lot In 2015, but Applicant chose to postpone construction. Applicant is now 

re-applying for the same approval, but, due to Code changes, nowneeds variances for lot width and for lot size. 

1. What is unique about the size, shape, topography, or location of the subject property? How do these 
unique characteristics justify the requested variance? 

The development of these 2 lots with new single family homes with detached garages was previuous;y approved by the City in 2015; hOwever, the Applicant did not proceed with his plans at that time. 

Applicantnowwishes to proceed and since the prior approval, cetain minmum lot size and minimum lot width rules have been promulgated. At the time of the 2015 approval there was no minimum lot size, 

but it is now 7,620 sf and the minimum lot width used to be 50 ft and now it is 60 ft. These 2 lots are each 50 ft wide and each contains 6,485+/- sf. 

2. Are there other properties in the immediate neighborhood that have already been developed or utilized 
in a similar way? If so, please provide addresses and a description of the specific signs or structures 
being referenced. 

Within a blockof Applicant's lots there are 2 newly constructed homes at 200 and 204 14th Ave N with lots 46.9 ft wide and 46.9 ft wide, respectively, and lot sizes 6,153 sf and 6,140 sf, respectively. 

These are new hOmes completed in 2015 and 2016 under the prior ordinance and both are onnarrower and smaller lots than Applicant's. 

3. How is the requested variance not the result of actions of the applicant? 
The LDRs from1992 were amended in July 2017 after Applicant acquired these 2 lots, after his demolition of the existing structure and after his prior approval in 2015. Applicant did fail to develop 

these lots in accordance with the 2015 approval; hOwever, Applicant is seeking to construct the same homes and has done nothing else to trigger the need for these variances. 

Page 6 of 9 City of St. Petersburg - One 4th Street North - PO Box 2842- St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842 - (727) 893-7471 
www.stpete.org/ldr 
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All applications for a variance must provide justification for the requested variance(s) based on the criteria set forth by 
the City Code. It is recommended that the following responses by typed. Illegible handwritten responses will not be 
accepted. Responses may be provided as a separate letter, addressing each of the six criteria. 

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA MUST BE ANSWERED. 

- - ,_ -
~PPLICAtff NNIRAnva 

" 

·• "~ 

4. How is the requested variance the minimum necessary to make reasonable use of the property? In 
what wavs will arantina the requested variance enhance the character of the neiahborhood? 

Without these variances, Applicant cannot build homes of any size of these lots and his only option would be to build one massive, out of scale and out of character home covering both lots. 

The 2 homes proposed for these lots are consistent with the size and character of the immediate neighborhood and will enhance and help perpetuate the NT-3 zoning that has been overlayed onto 

Applicant's property. 

I 

5. What other alternatives have been considered that do not require a variance? Why are these 
alternatives unacceptable? 

Per the current LDRs, Applicant's only non-variance alternatives are: (1) build a "Community Residential Home" (1-6 unrelated residents per FS Chap 419); (2) build one very large home on both lots; or 

(3) dedicate the 2 lots as a "Passive Part<". Applicant has no interest or experience with any of these alternatives. All would be either economically unfeasible or not in character with the neighborhood. 

6. In what ways will aranting the requested variance enhance the character of the neighborhood? 
The 2 homes currently proposed for the 2 lots have been previously approved by both the City and Historic Old NE Neighborhood Assn. The 2 homes are consistent in scale and 

character with the present neighborhood and will help perpetuate the NT-3 zoning for this area. The past occupancy of these lots did not allow for parl<ing off of the alley and, as designed, 

these 2 lots would provide 3 parl<ing spaces for each house off of the alley, thus reducing the on-street parl<ing. 
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Shervon A. Chambliss 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Harvey Ford <harvey.ford@fordpa.com> 
Tuesday, October 01, 2019 4:25 PM 
marionlee50@aol.com 
Shervon A. Chambliss 
St. Petersburg Downtown Residents Civic Association, Inc.; 224 and 226 13th Ave N, St. 
Pete, FL 
Variance App.pdf 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Mr Lee, 

We spoke a few months ago re 2 single family homes that my client is planning to build at 224 and 226 13th Av N. I 
believe you mentioned that you are no longer the President, but I do not have the current president's name. I described 
my client's plans, but you confirmed to me that this project is not within the boundaries of your Association and that the 
Assn would, therefore, not comment on the plans. We subsequently filed an Application for some variances and the City 
has asked that I email this fact to you. 

I have attached the Application to this email. The Application is a Public Record at the City. 

I have already advised the City of the Association's posture on this, but they wanted me to send you an email 
nonetheless. 

Thank you for your time and please forward to the new President if appropriate. No response is required. 

Harvey A. Ford I Attorney at Law 
Ford & Ford, P.A. 
100 Second Avenue South, Suite 900 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 
(727) 894-2907 ext. 233 
www.fordpa.com 

The information contained in this communication is confidential, attorney-client privileged and may be work product. It is intended for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution 
or copy of this communication is strictly prohibited . If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete the 
message . Thank you . 
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Scot K. Bolyard 

From: Harvey Ford <harvey.ford@fordpa.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2019 11:38 AM 
To: Michael W. Larimore; Scot K. Bolyard 
Subject: FW: 13th Ave Houses 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Mike, 

This is the response we received from HONNA (Robin Reed). We have not agreed or disagreed re their FAR 
recommendations, but we know we need 0.8 and 1.0 FAR bonuses and we will be adding those to the plans as soon the 
architect gets to it. 

Thanks 

Harvey A. Ford I Attorney at Law 
Ford & Ford, P.A. 
(727) 894-2907 ext. 233 
www.fordpa.com 

The information contained in this communication is confidential, attorney-client privileged and may be work product. It is intended for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution 
or copy of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete the 
message . Thank you. 

From: Robin Reed <rlreed@tampabay.rr.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 9:52 AM 
To: Harvey Ford <harvey.ford@fordpa.com> 
Cc: 'Natalie DeVicente' <natalie@southernrootsrealty.com>; 'Doug Gillespie' <dgillespie602@gmail.com>; 'Charleen 
McGrath' <treasurer@honna.org>; 'Kim Wolfe' <kimbyflies@yahoo.com>; 'Robin Reed' <rlreed@tampabay.rr.com> 
Subject: 13th Ave Houses 

Good morning Harvey, 

The committee, which includes an architect, would like to offer the following suggestions for meeting the FAR, adding 
authenticity to the proposed houses, and filling in gaps in the neighborhood's tree canopy. · 

1. Using the .8 bonus for three-dimentional muntins in the windows of both houses 
2. Using shingles rather than tin for the porch roofs of both houses. It is historically a more appropriate material 

. and adds continuity of materials to both projects. 
3. Planting four large oak trees in the parkway in front of the two houses. There is a bonus for planting an oak in 

the front yard, but we believe the city would find the 2 for 1 proposal sufficient to meet the bonus criteria. We 
would heartily support that. 

Thank you, 
Robin 

D Virus-free . www.avast.com 
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Shervon A. Chambliss 

From: Shervon A. Chambliss 
Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2019 4:49 PM 
To: Laura Smith 
Subject: RE: Public Hearing case 19-54000066 
Attachments: 15-51000001 Application.pdf; 15-51000001 Approval Letter.pdf; 15-51000001 Staff 

Report.pdf; 15-51000001 Voting Record.pdf; 15-51000001 Plans.pdf 

Good Day, 

Would you be able to tell me what is being done to mitigate the parking situation if they are increasing the density? 
They have taken away much of the guest parking along the street in that area. This increase in density would seem to 
me to exacerbate the guest parking problem. The application does not propose to increase density beyond what is 
currently permitted for propertie _s zoned (NT-3). All previously recognized grandfathered density has been lost for failure 
to act on a previously approved Redevelopment Plan (15-51000001), which has expired. Currently the NT-3 zoning 
district allows one principal single family dwelling. All applicable parking standards for single-family residential 
development will be required at the time of permitting. This application requests no variances to the on-site single­
family parking requirement at this time. 

Also, what are the plans for what is to be built? 
The subject properties previously received the approval of a Redevelopment Plan to demolish and rebuild three dwelling 
units. Since the property owner demolished the three units prior to acting on the previously approved Redevelopment 
Plan, the grandfathered density was lost. The applicant proposes to construct two single-family homes with detached 
accessory living spaces on two separate lots. The requested variances would be to make each lot buildable. The each lot 
would revert back to their original lot size of SO-feet wide, with lot areas of approximately 6,500 square feet (see map 
illustration below). 

1 
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(Attached what are the setbacks from my property? Thanks for any information that you can provide. Your property is 
zoned NT-3 (Neighborhood Traditional Single Family) also. A weblink for the district regulations is provided below in this 
email. The setbacks vary based on the height of a structure in relation to its proximity to a property line. 

16.20.010 - NT: NEIGHBORHOOD TRADITIONAL SINGLE-FAMILY (NT-1, NT-2, NT-3 & NT-4) 

Hope this helps! 

Regards, 

Shervon Chambliss, Planner I 
Planning and Development Services 

..City of St. Petersburg 
1 Fourth St N, St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
727-893-4238 

From: Laura Smith <1aurasmith2020@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 8:31 AM 
To: Shervon A. Chambliss <shervon.chambliss@stpete.org> 
Subject: Public Hearing case 19-54000066 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Hello Shervon, 

2 
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I hope that your week is going well. 
I am contacting you about the above referenced case. 
I own the property next door at 234 13th Ave N. 
Would you be able to tell me what is being done to mitigate the parking situation if they are increasing the density? 
They have taken away much of the guest parking along the street in that area. This increase in density would seem to 
me to exacerbate the guest parking problem. 
Also, what are the plans for what is to be built? what are the setbacks from my property? Thanks for any 
information that you can provide. 

Best Regards, 
Laura 

3 



Shervon A. Chambliss 

From: Shane P. Largent 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 11:10 AM 

To: Shervon A. Chambliss 

Subject: 224 13th Ave NE 

Hello Shervon, 

I visited the vacant subject property. The large tree located towards the rear of the site is a Laurel Oak. The 

subject Laurel Oak is in significant decline with cavities, basal flashing, visible hollowing and failed branches. 

Tree preservation efforts won't be necessary going forward. I also noted a few trees located along the east and 

west side property lines. These trees appear to be Chinaberry trees which are an invasive species and are not 

Code protected. 

I hope this helps. Thanks. 

-Shane 

Get Outlook for iOS 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

STAFF REPORT 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION - VARIANCE REQUEST 

PUBLIC HEARING 

For Public Hearing and Executive Action on Wednesday, December 4, 2019 
beginning at 2:00 P.M., at the Sunshine Center (Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. 
Petersburg, Florida. 

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

CASE NO.: 19-54000071 PLAT SHEET: O-31 

REQUEST: Approval of an after-the-fact sign variance in a CCS-1 zoning 
district from 64 square-feet allowed to 300.36 square-feet 
proposed and from 20-feet tall allowed to 32-feet tall 
proposed to allow an existing oversized and over height 
freestanding sign to remain. 

OWNER: Isla Del Sol Shoppers Village, LLC 
2605 Enterprise Road East, Suite 230 
Clearwater, Florida 33759 

AGENT: Christopher Wicks, II 
Global Sign & Awning 
182 Kapp Drive 
Clearwater, Florida 33765 

ADDRESS: 5901 Sun Boulevard 

PARCEL ID NO.: 08-32-16-05647-001-0202 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Corridor Commercial Suburban (CCS-1) 



DRC Case No.: 19-54000071 
Page 2 of 6 

Structure Re uested Variance Ma nitude 
Accesso Area and Attached Gara e 

Si 20-feet 32-feet 12-feet 160% 
Si 64 s . ft. 300.36 s . ft. 236.36 s . ft. 369% 

BACKGROUND: The Isla Del Sol Shopper's village is the only shopping center in the Isla Del 
Sol area. The shopping center abuts the Isla Del Sol Yacht and Country Club to the West, a 
portion of the Country Club's golf course to the East, and Pinellas Bayway to the South. Isla Del 
Sol is then occupied by several multi-family developments. The multi-family developments are 
zoned Neighborhood Suburban Multi-family (NSM-1 ). The golf course is zoned Neighborhood 
Suburban Estate (NSE). The Isla Del Sol Shopper's Village and Isla Del Sol Yacht and Country 
Club are zoned Corridor Commercial Suburban (CCS-1 ). On October 3rd, 1979, the 
Environmental Development Committee approved this shopping center for retail use (SE-474). 
Since that time, some of the space was converted to restaurant space. The latest Site Plan 
Review related to this property was approved in 1991 to allow a veterinary office use within the 
shopping center with a variance to parking. Included, as a condition of approval to this Site Plan 
Review, was the requirement that all signs be in accordance with the Sign Ordinance in the City 
Code. See the attached Site Plan Review (SPR-811) for more information. 

This after-the-fact sign variance is in response to the owner of the Isla Del Sol shopping plaza 
demolishing one of their two freestanding signs and replacing it with a new one that could not be 
approved by today's code. The sign that was replaced was constructed in 1997. According to 
building permit records, that sign had a 36-foot front yard setback and a 300-foot separation 
between itself and another freestanding sign along that frontage. This sign was a two-sided, 
double pole sign, which was 22-feet in overall height and had two sign cabinets. The top sign 
cabinet was 57. 75 square feet, the bottom sign cabinet was 49.5 square feet, resulting in a total 
of 107.25 square feet of sign area previously existing on that structure. The building permit for 
this sign is attached at the end of this report. On the same parcel and in the same yard, 
Regions Bank was approved for a 93.4 square foot freestanding pole sign with one cabinet on 
May 8th, 2007. The building permit for this sign is also attached at the end of this report. 

A Code's Compliance case was opened on March 19th, 2019 on the new sign while it was still 
under construction. The old sign had fallen into disrepair, and according to the applicant, the 
steel within the structure was no longer structurally safe. Per section 16.40.120.9 on 
nonconforming signs, "Except as provided in [the] sign code, a sign shall not be erected, raised, 
moved, placed, reconstructed, extended, enlarged, or altered, unless in conformity with [the] 
sign code. Nonconforming signs may be maintained or repaired. However, if a nonconforming 
sign is relocated or replaced, repaired or structurally altered by more than 25 percent of the 
replacement cost of the existing sign, the sign shall be made to conform to [the] sign code." 
Furthermore, per section 16.60.030.4, should a nonconforming structure be damaged by any 
means to an extent of more than 75 percent of its current replacement value, it shall not be 
reconstructed or repaired except in conformity with the provisions of the Land Development 
Regulations. Thus, the old sign would have lost its grandfathered status. The property would 
then need to conform to the requirements of the sign code. Current sign allowances are as 
followed: 
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16.40.120.5.5 - Freestandin 
Zonin District 

Corridor Commercial One if sign One square foot per linear 20 ft. 
Suburban (CCS) greater than eight foot up to a maximum of 

ft. tall; Two if all 64 sq. ft. per sign face 
signs are eight ft. 
in height or less if 

property has 
minimum of 100 

ft. of fronta e 

uirements for lacement, area, and hei 

CONSISTENCY REVIEW COMMENTS: The Planning and Development Services Department 
staff reviewed this application in the context of the following criteria excerpted from the City 
Code and found that the requested variance is inconsistent with these standards. Per City 
Code Section 16. 70.040.1.6 Variances, Generally, the DRC's decision shall be guided by the 
following factors: 

1. Special conditions exist which are peculiar to the land, building, or other structures for 
which the variance is sought and which do not apply generally to lands, buildings, or 
other structures in the same district. Special conditions to be considered shall include, 
but not be limited to, the following circumstances: 

a. Redevelopment. If the site involves the redevelopment or utilization of an existing 
developed or partially developed site. 

The sign that was replaced without a permit was nonconforming in height and sign area by 
today's code. The overall height of that sign was 21-feet, which is 1-foot taller than what 
would be allowed today. The sign was also 107.25 square feet, which is 43.25 square feet 
larger than what could be allowed today. Additionally, the parcel contains two freestanding 
signs in one yard. By today's code, both signs would need to be 8-feet tall or less to be 
within the same yard. 

b. Substandard Lot(s). If the site involves the utilization of an existing legal nonconforming 
lot(s) which is smaller in width, length or area from the minimum lot requirements of the 
district. 

The lot exceeds the standard dimensions to be buildable by today's code. 

c. Preservation district. If the site contains a designated preservation district. 

The site is not in a preservation district. 

d. Historic Resources. If the site contains historical significance. 

There are no historic resources involved with this case. 

e. Significant vegetation or natural features. If the site contains significant vegetation or 
other natural features. 

There are no significant vegetative or natural resources involved with this case. 
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f. Neighborhood Character. If the proposed project promotes the established historic or 
traditional development pattern of a block face, including setbacks, building height, and 
other dimensional requirements . 

The proposed sign does not promote the character of the neighborhood. Generally, the 
area is residential in character with only this one commercial shopping center nearby. 
This shopping center is not competing with nearby businesses for visibility. 

g. Public Facilities. If the proposed project involves the development of public parks, public 
facilities, schools, public utilities or hospitals . 

This case does not involve public facilities. 

2. The special conditions existing are not the result of the actions of the applicant; 

The need for this after-the-fact variance is the result of actions taken by the applicant. The 
applicant did not apply for a permit before demolishing the previous sign and erecting the 
current one. If a permit was pulled, the applicant would have been told that this sign is much 
larger and taller than what could be permitted on the site. 

3. Owing to the special conditions, a literal enforcement of this Chapter would result in 
unnecessary hardship; 

There are no special conditions existing on this site that would result in unnecessary 
hardship for the applicant. The shopping center is located close enough to the street such 
that the tenant wall signs on the building can be seen from the road. There is no significant 
vegetation blocking the visibility of the freestanding signs or building signs existing on the 
property. 

4. Strict application of the provisions of this chapter would provide the applicant with no means 
for reasonable use of the land, buildings, or other structures; 

The applicant would retain all reasonable use of the property if a strict application of this 
code was applied. The allowable building and freestanding signage possible on the site is 
similar to other such properties with the same zoning designation. 

5. The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use 
of the land, building, or other structure; 

The requested sign variance is excessive by todays standards. The requested sign area 
amounts to 369% of what is allowed by today's code for sign area and 160% of what is 
allowed for sign height by today's code. 

6. The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this 
chapter; 

This request is not consistent with the intent of the Land Development Regulations. As 
stated in section 16.60.030, the "regulations permit nonconformities to continue until they 
are removed by economic or other forces. These regulations do not encourage the survival 
of nonconformities and do not allow nonconformities to be enlarged upon, expanded, or 
extended. Existing nonconformities shall not be used to justify the addition of new uses or 
structures prohibited in the district." Thus, because the sign had fallen into disrepair, it 
should not have been replaced by a larger sign as it was. 
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7. The granting of the variance will not be injurious to neighboring properties or otherwise 
detrimental to the public welfare; and, 

The granting of this variance would allow the existing sign to remain, though it was not 
constructed with permit approval. This sign is excessively large, which may be considered a 
distraction to drivers. It also may be harmful as it stands out against the aesthetic of the area 
and City. 

8. The reasons set forth in the application justify the granting of a variance; 

The reasons set forth in the application do not justify the granting of this variance. The 
applicant states that the size of the sign is necessary to provide enough signage for all 
tenants within the strip within one sign. The application also states that the alternative is to 
erect additional freestanding signs along Pinellas Bayway. It would not be allowed by 
current code to erect any additional freestanding signs. 

The existing sign allows each tenant more than 8 square feet of sign area. The strip center 
will need to work within the allowable sign area and height to prioritize sign area for their 
tenants. 

9. No nonconforming use of neighboring lands, buildings, or other structures, legal or illegal, in 
the same district, and no permitted use of lands, buildings, or other structures in adjacent 
districts shall be considered as grounds for issuance of a variance permitting similar uses. 

No nonconforming use was considered as grounds for the issuance for this variance. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: The subject property is within the boundaries of the Isla Del Sol 
Neighborhood Association. The applicant mailed a certified letter notifying the president of the 
association that this variance is being requested. Staff has had no response from the 
neighborhood association. Staff has been contacted by two residents of the Isla Del Sol district. 
The first resident reached out through email and phone to voice concerns about the size and 
height of the old and new sign. This resident is informed as to the height and size allowable by 
code and insists that the subject sign be altered to conform. The referenced emails have been 
attached at the end of this report. The second resident reached out via telephone to explain 
their feeling that the current sign is an improvement compared to the old dilapidated sign and 
causing him to believe that the applicants should not have to tear it down. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Based on a review of the application according to the stringent 
evaluation criteria contained within the City Code, the Planning and Development Services 
Department Staff recommends DENIAL of the requested variance. 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: If the variance is approved consistent with the site plan 
submitted with this application, the Planning and Development Services Department Staff 
recommends that the approval shall be subject to the following: 

1. An as-built survey shall be provided for the property prior to issuance of any permits. 
The survey shall show the setbacks of the subject freestanding sign to the front property 
line, the distance to the roadway, and the distance to the existing pole sign at Regions 
bank. If the sign does not meet the required 10-foot setback to the front property line, a 
new variance will be required. 



ev lopment Review Service Division 
ning and Development Services Department 

DRC Case No.: 19-54000071 
Page 6 of 6 

2. The plans and elevations submitted for permitting should substantially resemble the 
plans and elevations submitted with this application. 

3. This variance approval shall be valid through December 4th, 2022. Substantial 
construction shall commence prior to this expiration date. A request for extension must 
be filed in writing prior to the expiration date. 

4. Approval of this variance does not grant or imply other variances from the City Code or 
other applicable regulations. 

ATTACHMENTS: Aerial map, site plan, elevation drawings, photographs, applicant's narrative, 
building permit history, Site Plan Review SPR-811, codes compliance, public comment email 

Report Prepared By: 

Jai Jones, 4rcP, Planner I 
D •.. elopme~Review Services Division 
Planning and Development Services Department 

Report Approved By: 

. I0-...._ 

icial (POD) 

JCB/JTJ:iw 
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Project Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Services NtDepartment 
Case No.: 19-54000071 (nts) 

Address: 5901 Sun Boulevard 
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• Exterior Sign 

Sign to be fabricated using 
the following materials: 
- Frame = Aluminum angle 
- Sink = Aluminum 
- Illumination = White LEDS ( 120v) 
- Mounting = Steel Poles 
- Paint colors: 

Base = SW- Antler Velvet -9111 
Trim= Black 
Revel = SW- Distance - 6243 

Sign Area= l 56"w x 277.S"h 
Used SF = 300.63 SF 

SIGNS CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS 
5TH EDITION (2014) FLORIDA BUILDING CODE 

SECTION1609 AND ASCE 710 
ULTIMATEDESIGN WIND SPEED V(ULT) = 1 SO MPH 

EXPOSURECATEGORY= C RISK CATEGORY= I 

396" 

40" 

SIDE 
FRONT 

215" 

1~~~1£\ 

ITH!;, .,D.JiCK I 
r REAL ESTATE 

PROJECT INFO CENTER IDate: 

~ 
GLOBAL 

Phone: 727.724.4169 
Email:Chris@Globa lSignLight.com 
Address: 1182 Kapp Dr. 

Clearwa ter Fl, 33765 
SIGN &AWNING Web: www.G lobalSignLight.com 

Custome r: Retail Property Management, INC. 
Project: Pylon Sign 
Comp letion Da te: 
Installati on Addr ess: 5901 Sun Blvd 
St. Petersburg, Fl 337 15 

CUSTOMER CONTACT INFO 
Contac t Name: David Mccomas 
Contac t Phone: 727-410-2800 
Contac t Email: dmccomas@europeanequities.com 

Grade 

36" 

ALL WIND LOADS MEET 2014 5TH 
EDITION FLORIDA BUILDING CODE 

60" 

"This sign Is Intended to be Installed In accordance with the requirements 
of Article 600 of the National Electrical Code and/ or other applicable 
local codes. This Includes proper grounding and bonding of the sign• 

ULListed 

SUITABLE FOR WET LOCATIONS 
This sign is to be installed in accordance with the 

requirements of Article 600 of the National electrical 
_code and or other applicable local codes 

ALL DESIGNS ARE PROPERTY OF GLOBAL GRAPHIC DESIGN Ill LLC. 
DESIGNSMAY NOT BE COPIED OR ALTERED WITHOUTWRITTEN 
APPROVAL.•sySIGNING THE APPROVAL YOU ARE AGREEING 

THAT ALL COLORS. SIZESAND SPELLING ARE ACCURATE AND ARE 
AGREEING TO PAY ALL COST ASSOCIATED WITH LISTED PROJECT 

______ Date 

_______________ Customer Signat ure• 
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1 1 of 2 
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Sign Location 
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PROJECT INFO CENTER Da te: 

~ 
T 

GLOBAL 

Phone: 727.724.4169 
Email:Chris@Globa lSignLight.com 
Address: 1182 Kapp Dr. 

Clearwate r Fl, 33765 
SIGN &AWNING Web: www.G loba lSignLight.com 

Customer: Retail Prope rty Manageme nt, INC. 
Project: Pylon Sign 
Co mpl etion Date : 
Insta lla tion Add ress: 590 1 Sun Blvd 
St . Petersburg, Fl 33715 

CUSTOMER CONTACT INFO 
Co ntac t Name: David Mccomas 
Con tac t Phone: 727-410-2800 
Co nta ct Email : dmccomas@europeanequities.com 

Grade 

60" 

36" 

ALL WIND LOADS MEET 2014 5TH 
EDITION FLORIDA BUILDING CODE 

11This sign Is Intended to be Installed In accordance with the requirements 
of Article 600 of the National Electrical Code and/ or other applicable 
local codes. This Includes proper grounding and bonding of the sign" 

SUITABLE FOR WET LOCATIONS 
This sign is to be installed in accordance with the 

requirements of Article 600 of the National electrical 
code and or other applicable local codes UL Listed 

ALL DESIGNS ARE PROPERTY OF GLOBAL GRAPHIC DESIGN Ill LLC, 
DESIGNS MAY NOT BE COPIED OR ALTERED WITHOUT WRITTEN 
APPROVAL. ' BY SIGNING THE APPROVAL YOU ARE AGREEING 

THAT ALL COLORS. SIZESAND SPELLING ARE ACCURATE AND ARE 
AGREEING TO PAY ALL COST ASSOCIATED WITH LISTED PROJECT 

______ Date 

_______________ Customer Signature' 

SHEET 
2 of 22 

<.::fi£0 P..~...-.... 
''''''"'' 





~....-~ ~ SIGN VARIANCE _. ..... 
st.petersbura Applicant Narrative (Page 1) 
www.stpete.org 

All applications for a sign variance must provide justification for the requested variance(s) based on the criteria set forth by 
the City Code. It is recommended that the following responses by typed . Illegible handwritten responses will not be 
accepted. Responses may be provided as a separate letter, addressing each of the six criteria. 

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA MUST BE ANSWERED. 

APPLICANT NARRATIVE 

Case No.: 

mg sign. 

1. What is unique about the size, shape, topography, or location of the subject property? How do these 
uni ue characteristics ·usti the re uested variance? 

2. Are there other properties in the immediate neighborhood that have already been developed or utilized 
in a similar way? If so, please provide addresses and a description of the specific signs or structures 
bein referenced. 

4. How is the requested variance the minimum necessary to make reasonable use of the property? In 
what wa s will rantin the re uested variance enhance the character of the nei hborhood? 

By approving this request it will allow each tenant a sign panel of 17" x 71 ". This will allow the residents 
of Isla Del Sol to identify local shops in turn supporting the local economy. This approval will also allow 
for a previously unsafe and outdated sign to be replaced with a new quality sign. 

5. What other alternatives have been considered that do not require a variance? Why are these 

Ip e rees an mg signs a ong IS 

Continued on Page 5 
Page 4 of 7 

www.stpete.org


~..­-~ SIGN VARIANCE ~....... 
st.petersburg Applicant Narrative (Page 2) 
www.stpata.org 

APPLICANT NARRATIVE (Continued) 

6. In what ways will qrantinq the requested variance enhance the character of the neiqhborhood? 
The neighborhood would have a new, safe and clean sign as opposed to an old unsafe sign for years to 
come. 

SITE DATA 

MAXIMUM AREA, FREE-STANDING SIGNS: 
Square feet of proposed free-standing signs 3UU.o3 Sq. Ft. 
Square feet of existing free-standing signs LbU Sq. Ft. 
Square feet of all existing and proposed free-standing signs 550 .63 Sq. Ft. 
Maximum square feet allowed by City Code 64 Sq. Ft. 
Variance L.:l0 .03 Sq. Ft. 

MAXIMUM AREA, WALL AND WINDOW SIGNS: 
Square feet of proposed wall and window signs Sq. Ft. 
Square feet of existing wall and window signs Sq. Ft. 
Square feet of all existing and proposed wall and window signs Sq. Ft. 
Maximum square feet allowed by City Code Sq. Ft. 
Variance Sq. Ft. 

MAXIMUM HEIGHT: 
Height of proposed sign (measured from) grade to bottom of sign Sq. Ft. 
Height of proposed siqn (measured from) grade to highest point .:lL Sq. Ft. 
Maximum sign height allowed by City Code LU Sq. Ft. 
Variance IL Sq. Ft. 

NUMBER OF SIGNS: Existinq Proposed 
Total number of all existing and proposed free-standing signs 1 1 

Total number of all existing and proposed wall and window siqns 
Maximum number of signs allowed by City Code 2 1 

Variance 

LIGHTING: 
Will the sign be illuminated? Yes No 
If yes, will the sign be lit internally or externally? Yes No 
Will the sign have lights in motion or animation? Yes No 

www.stpata.org


-- - ---

-- ---

PUBLIC PARTICIPATIONlllrQ 
~•w REPORT 

st.petersburg
www.stpete.oru 

Application No._____ _ 
In accordance with LDR Section 16.70.040.1.F.2. "It is the policy of the City to encourage applicants to meet with 
residents of the surrounding neighborhoods prior to filing an application for a permit requiring review and public hearing. 
The applicant, at his option, may elect to include neighborhood mediation as a preparatory step in the development 
process. Participation in the public participation process prior to required public hearings will be considered by the 
decision-making official when considering the need, or request, for a continuance of an application. It is not the intent of 
this section to require neighborhood meetings, but to encourage meetings prior to the submission of applications for 
approval and documentation of efforts which have been made to address any potential concerns prior to the formal 
application process." 

APPLICANT REPORT 
1 

Street Address: 
1. Details of techniques the applicant used to involve the public 
(a)Dates and locations of all meetings where citizens were invited to discuss the applicant's proposal 

1 

I 
I 

(b) Content, dates mailed, and number of mailings, including letters, meeting notices, newsletters, and other 
publications 

Letter of intent mailed to NA President Paul Gibbs certified mail on 9-12-19 
I 

' 

I 

(c) Where residents, property owners, and interested parties receiving notices, newsletters, or other written materials 
are located -------------< 

r~-eta+- \~ 
I.- - - -
I 

' 2. Summary of concerns, issues, and problems expressed during the process 
I 

- fJ& 
I 
I 

3. Signature or affidavit of compliance - President or vice-president of any neighborhood associations 

I 
I Association Name President or Vice-President Signature 

If the president or vice-president of the neighborhood association are unavailable or refuse to sign such 
certification, a statement as to the efforts to contact them and (in the event of unavailability or unwillingness to sign) 
why they were unable or unwilling to sign the certification. _____ ____ ______ __i 

City of St. Petersburg - One 4th Street North - PO Box 2842 - St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842 - (727) 893-7471 
www.stpete.org/ldr 

Page 7 of 7 

www.stpete.oru


certified M~il Fee t ~ c-fl 
$ :, •• _,_ 'J o· 
ExtraServices & Fees/checkbox. add fee ftf'.Pl'i\"Fto) 
OP.etum Receipt (hardcopy) $ • • • • 
0 Return Receipt (electronic) $ $fl • fll I 
O Certified Meil Restricted Delivery $ ----$0,rO(L_ 
QAdultSignatureRequilod $~j{I.­
OAdult Signature Restricted Delivery $ 

Postage $0.55 
i;g,S~,,....,.-.,.-==-------i
Total Postage and Fee,s ~ 
$ $6.>'-LJ 
SentTo 

Street and Apt.No., or POBox No:··-················································· 

City.Siate, ZIP+4" ••.•••••••••••••••••• •• 

PS Form 3800, April 2015 PSN 7530-02--000-9047 See Reverse for Instructions 

P: 727.724.4169 
A : 1182 Kapp Dr, Clearwater, Fl 337 65 
STATELICENSE NO: ETl 11000978 GLOBAL 

SIGN & AWNING 

8-29-19 

Paul Gibbs 
51 55 Isla Key Blvd 
St Petersburg, Fl, 33715 

Dear Paul, 

We are sending you this letter to inform you that Global Sign & Awning Company is 
requesting variances to the sign code to allow the existing sign at 5901 Sun Blvd to 
remain. The request includes a variance to the maximum height for a freestanding sign 
from 20 feet allowed to 33 feet proposed, and a variance to sign area from 64 square 
feet allowed to 300 square feet proposed. 

Please, let the City of St Petersburg and myself know of your support or objection to the 
granting of these variances. 

You can reach me at mike@globalsigncompany.com; and Jaime Jones, Planner with 
the City of St Pete at jtjones@stpete.org. " 

U.S.Postal Service™ ~~ CERTIFIED MAIL® RECEIPT 
U1

Michael Lopez ~- Domestic Mail Only□ 
U1

Permitting m 
LI1 P\f-TE B Rf~ FL.Global Sign & Awning 
m 
~ 

rl 
□ 
□ 
□ 

~ 
rl
rl 

~ 
~ 

DESIGN • PRODUCE • INSTALL 

mailto:jtjones@stpete.org
mailto:mike@globalsigncompany.com


--------

1 

r,e.~hO~S.lj t;;x,~tt'\j fiu.s~,~ s~r 
Prepared 11/18/19, 9 : 17:13 Application Inquiry-(BPN200I001) Page
Program HTDFTAL Screen detail for Program : BP BPN200I, Miscellaneous inform 
User ID JTJONES Application 97-12000103 

Property Information 
Address: 5901 SUN BLVD 

SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 337151166 
Location ID: 120787 
Owner name: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
Parcel Identification Nbr : 08/32/16/05647/001/0202/
Old account number: 
Zoning : NA NOT APPLICABLE 
Subdivision: ISLA DEL SOL OWNERS ASSN 

Application Information 
Application status : APPROVED FOR PERMIT 
Status Date: 1/06/1998
Application type : SIGN 
Application date : 12/02/1997
Valuation: 6000 
Square footage: 0 
Public building: NO 
Reviewed by: BLC BARRY L CRITOPH 
Pin number: 7377 
Entered by:
Electronic enabled: NO 

Contractor Information 
Contractor Name: US SIGN & MILL INC 
Contractor Number : 6044 
Type: GENERAL CONTRACTOR 
Status: INACTIVE 
Contractor Requirements Doc Number Exp Date 

PCCLB CERTIFICATE/REGISTRATION CGC015877 9/30/1999
STATE CERTIFICATE/REGISTRATION NO INSURANCE 2/25/1999
OUT OF COUNTY 2/25/1999
CITY OCCUPATIONAL 2/25/1999
SPECIALTY INSURANCE 2/25/1999 

outstanding 

Type 

Inspections 
Insp
ID 

Schedule 
Date 

Confirmation 
Number 

Permit 
Description 

Pmt 
Seq Min Max 

No outstanding inspections exist 

Work Description
Code Description Quantity 

AND 
EXIST 
FSDBLE 
ILLUM 
INST 
NEW 
REMOVE 
SIGN 

AND 
EXISTING 
SIGN-FREE STAND DOUB POLE 
SIGN - ILLUMINATED 
INSTALL 
NEW 
REMOVE 
SIGN 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

https://r,e.~hO~S.lj


Prepared
Program
User ID 

11/18/19,
HTDFTAL 
JTJONES 

9:17:13 Application
Screen detail 
Application 

Inquiry-(BPN200I001)
for Program: BP BPN200I,

97-12000103 
Miscellaneous inform 

Page 2 

VISIBI VISIBILITY 
(Continued)

TRIANGLE REQD 20 

CO Information 
CO Issue 

Str/seq Date 
------- ----------

Status 
------

Description 
--------------------

Code Freeform information 
ELEC WIRE SIGN CIRCUIT-1 
SIGN 5901 SUN BLVD - AMSOUTH BANK - REMOVE 
SIGN EXISTING FREE STANDING SIGN AND INSTALL 
SIGN NEW ILLUMINATED DOUBLE POLE, DOUBLE FACE 
SIGN FREE STANDING SIGN 86' WEST OF PREVIOUS 
SIGN SIGN AS PER ENGINEERED PLAN AND APPROVED 
SIGN SITE PLAN - SIGN SHALLBE LOCATED 300' 
SIGN AWAY FROM EXISTING SHOPPING CENTER SIGN 
SIGN LOCATED TO THE EAST OF PROPOSED SIGN - -
SIGN 36' FRONT YARD SETBACK - 134' WEST SIDE 
SIGN YARD SETBACK - 20' X 20' VISIBILITY TRIA 
SIGN NGLE REQUIRED AT CORNER - 10' X 10' VIS 
SIGN IBILITY TRIANGLE REQUIRED AT DRIVEWAY -
SIGN SIGN DESCRIPTION: 22' O.A . H. - 7'7" CLE 
SIGN ARANCE FROM BOTTOM OF SIGN CAN TO GROUND 
SIGN - TOP CAN: 7' X 8'3" "AMSOUTH BANK" LO 
SIGN WER CAN: 6' X 8 '3" "ATM ATM WITH 4 LINE 
SIGN S OF CHANGEABLE MESSAGE" - ADDITIONAL EL 
SIGN EETRICAL PERMIT REQUIRED - OLD SIGN SHAL 
SIGN L BE REMOVED PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF NE 
SIGN W SIGN - RMR 
SIGN OTHER SETBACKS-VISTRI: 20 X 20 AT CORNER 
SIGN 10 X 10 AT DRIVEWAY 

Date 
6/09/1998
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997
1/02/1997 

Print 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 

flag Permit 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 

display Inspection 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 

display CO display 

y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 
y 



--------

t<e.:•Ot\.S f:StM"'~ fQ\~45~ 
Prepared 11/18/19, 9:38 : 02 Application Inquiry-(BPN200I001) Page 1 
Program HTDFTAL Screen detail for Program : BP BPN200I, Miscellaneous inform 
User ID JTJONES Application 07-05000335 

Property Information 
Address: 5901 SUN BLVD 

SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 337151166 
Location ID: 120787 
Owner name: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
Parcel Identification Nbr : 08/32/16/05647/001/0202/
Old account number: 
Zoning : NA NOT APPLICABLE 
Subdivision : ISLA DEL SOL OWNERS ASSN 

Application Information 
Application status : CLOSED 
Status Date: 12/01/2007
Application type: SIGN 
Application date: 5/08/2007
Tenant name/number: REGIONS 
Valuation : 2200 
Square footage: 0 
Public building : NO 
Reviewed by : PAL PAMELA A LEE 
Pin number : 649370 
Entered by : GlSTRAIT 
Electronic enabled: NO 

Contractor Information 
Contractor Name: UA SIGN SERVICE & INSTALLATION 
Contractor Number : 7868 
Type : SIGN (ELECTRICAL) co 
Status : INACTIVE 
Contractor Requirements Doc Number Exp Date 

PCCLB CERTIFICATE/REGISTRATION IES0000ll0 9/30/2008
STATE CERTIFICATE/REGISTRATION ES-0000110 8/31/2008
OUT OF COUNTY 8/31/2008
CITY OCCUPATIONAL 8/31/2008
SPECIALTY INSURANCE 8/31/2008 

Outstanding Inspections
Insp

Type ID 

No outstanding inspections 

Work Description
Code Description 

Schedule 
Date 

exist 

Confirmation 
Number 

Quantity 

Permit 
Description 

Pmt 
Seq Min Max 

CO Information 

Str/seq 
CO Issue 

Date Status Description 

Code Freeform information Date Print flag Permit display Inspection display CO display 



2 Prepared 11/18/19, 9:38:02 Application Inquiry- (BPN200I001) Page
Program HTDFTAL Screen detail for Program : BP BPN200I, Miscellaneous inform 
User ID JTJONES Application 07-05000335 

Code Freeform information Date Print flag Permit display Inspection display CO display 

BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
BNOT 
COMM 
COMM 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 
SIGN 

(Continued)
PERMIT & PLANS SHALL BE POSTED ON JOB 
SITE TO AVOID RED TAG FEES AT TIME OF 
INSPECTION - ALL REQUIRED INSPECTIONS 
SHALL BE REQUESTED & COMPLETED TO AVOID 
PERMIT FROM BEING VOIDED. PERMIT NUMBER,
CONTRACTOR NAME & LISTING LABEL REQUIRED
ON ALL SIGNS PRIOR TO FINAL INSPECTIONS. 
SIGN SHALL MEET ALL NEC AND LISTING 
REQUIREMENTS -RMR 
SIGN INSTALLATION & LOCATION SHALL NOT 
DAMAGE, CAUSE DAMAGE TO OR BE IN 
CONFLICT WITH THE REQUIRED AND APPROVED 
LANDSCAPING AND LANDSCAPE PLAN. 
LOGGED IN PLANS GAVE TO PAM LEE. 
05/08/2007 02:53 PM GlSTRAIT ------­
INSTALL ONE INSTALLATION ONE SINGLE 
POLE IDENTIFICATION DOUBLE SIDED 
ILLUMINATED 13'-2 1/4" X 21'-0" IN OVER 
ALL HEIGHT. THE PAN FACES ON THE SOUTH 
SIDE OF THE PROPERTY ON THE NORTH SIDE 
OF THE PINELLAS BAYWAY WITH COPY OF A 
"LOGO" OVER "REGIONS". THE SIGN TOP 
13'-2 1/4" X 7'-1", FLOURESCENT LAMPS, 
BALLASTS, ELECTRICAL WIRING RACEWAYS,
DICONNECTS, EXTERIOR SKIN MOUNTING, 
TRIM CAPS, END CLADING ALUMINUM, PAN 
LAMINATED TRANSLUCENT 3M-3630-5517 DARK 
GREEN VINYL AND 3M-3830-20 WHITE VINYL 
BACKGROUND APPLIED SECOND COLOR WITH 
THE LOGO 3 GREEN COLORS AND "REGIONS" 
IN GREEN VINYLS. LOCATED ON THE 52'-26" 
LINEAR FEET OF FRONTAGE. 

5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007 y 
5/08/2007
5/08/2007
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
5/22/2007 y 
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Jaime T. Jones 

From: Jennifer C. Bryla 
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2019 10:26 AM 
To: Donald L.Tyre; Karen E. Freggens 
Cc: Joe Waugh; Jaime T. Jones 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Thanks Don. 

Jennifer C. Bryla, AICP 
Zoning Official 
Development Review Manager 
City of St. Petersburg, FL 
Planning and Development Services Department 
0: 727.892.5344 E: Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org 

From: Donald L.Tyre 
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2019 10:23 AM 
To: Jennifer C.Bryla<Jennifer.Bryla@stpete .org>; Karen E. Freggens <karen.freggens@stpete.org> 
Cc:Joe Waugh <Joe.Waugh@stpete .org>; Jaime T. Jones <Jaime.Jones@stpete.org> 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

I will ask Karen to put a Zoning hold on the after the fact sign permit. Code Enforcement can move ahead with the codes 
case if the contractor does not submit revised plans to modify the sign so it will comply with the Zoning regulations. 

Donald Tyre 
Building Official 
City of St. Petersburg 
Planning and Development Services 
727-893-4153 
Donald.tyre@stpete .org 

From: Jennifer C. Bryla 
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2019 8:20 AM 
To: Donald L. Tyre <Donald.Tyre@stpete.org > 
Subject: FW: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Don, 

Good Morning . The sign discussed below is a zoning violation and should not be approved. Can you 
please follow-up? 

Jennifer C. Bryla, AICP 
Zoning Official 
Development Review Manager 
City of St. Petersburg , FL 
Planning and Development Services Department 
0: 727.892.5344 E: Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org 

1 

mailto:Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org
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From: Jaime T. Jones 
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2019 8:14 AM 
To: Jennifer C. Bryla <Jennifer.Bryla@stpete .org> 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Yes, it looks like it has been approved by Building . I don't plan to approve this sign at all. I have now rejected it twice. My 
rejection comment is copied below. 

"Comments 
April 25, 2019 10:57:06 AM jtjones . 

Proposed sign is 32 ft in OAH with 341 sqft of sign area. 

The maximum size of any freestanding sign in Corridor 
Commercial Suburban zoning districts is 64 sqft. The maximum 
height is 20 ft. 

This is an after-the-fact application for a freestanding 
sign. Will need to remove this sign." 

Jaime T. Jones 
Planner I 
City of St. Petersburg, Planning and Development Services 
1 Fourth Street North, St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
727-892-5096 / Fax: 727-892-5557 
JTJones@stpete.org 

From: Jennifer C. Bryla 
Sent: Sunday, May 26, 2019 10:56 AM 
To: Jaime T. Jones <Jaime.Jones@stpete.org > 
Subject: Fwd: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Will you look into this please? 

Best, 
jenni 
Sent from my jphone 

© Have a wonderful day! 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Travis Jarman \(Bayway Isles\)" <cona.mail@bayway.org > 
Date: May 25, 2019 at 3:11 :31 PM EDT 
To: "'Jennifer C. Bryla"' <Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org >, "'James A. Corbett"' <James.Corbett@stpete .org> 
Cc:"'Robert M Gerdes"' <Robert.Gerdes@stpete .org>, "'Joe Waugh"' <Joe.Waugh@stpete.org > 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs {18-00006232) 

Jenni - Regarding this pennit -- I see that the Building Department has approved a sign plan that 
doesn't meet the Zoning requirements for height and size. That seems strange, but maybe that is 
how your process works. 

2 

mailto:Joe.Waugh@stpete.org
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Does Zoning then "Step In" and reject the plan because it is oversize for the district? 

Travis 

Plan Trackin Action Comments 
Parcel ID: 
08/32/16/0564 7 /001 /0202/ 
Address: 
5901 SUN BLVD 
Application Date: 
04/04/19 
Owner: 
ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
Application #: 
19 - 4000351 
Application Type: 
SIGN 
Agency Description: 
BUILDING 
Action Description: 
PLAN REVIEW APPROVED 

Contains Plan Action Comment Detail for the selected action. 

Comment 

May24,2019 ll:22:47 AMamphilli. 

CONSTRUCT II-B, INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED, 32'Hx17'Wx40"DEEP, 

MONUMENT SIGN W/ 36"DIA x 60"DEEP PER ENG DWGs BY ROBERT 

GREGG FL AR #9927. *'SHOPS AT ISLA' IGRAPHIC INSERTS FOR 

BUSINESSES* 

ELEC: CONNECT TO EXST 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org ] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2019 10:26 AM 
To: 'Jennifer C. Bryla'; 'James A. Corbett' 
Cc: 'Robert M Gerdes'; 'Joe Waugh' 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

A pennit is now in process for this sign. It will be interesting to see how they plan to handle the 
zoning requirements for height and size. 

Parcel ID: 
08/32/16/0564 7 /001 /0202/ 
Address: 

3 

mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org


5901 SUN BLVD 
Application Date: 
04/04/19 
Owner: 
ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
Application #: 
19 - 4000351 
Application Type: 
SIGN 
Valuation: 
$35,200 
Square Footage: 
000000000 
Tenant Name: 
Application Status: 
IN PROCESS 
Tenant Unit Number: 
General Contractor: 
GLOBAL GRAPHIC DESIGN Ill LLC 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway .org1 
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 2:53 PM 
To: 'Jennifer C. Bryla'; 'James A. Corbett' 
Cc: 'Robert M Gerdes'; 'Joe Waugh' 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Thanks Jenni - Did they pull a pennit? I couldn't find a cmTent one in the system for the parcel 
08/32/ 16/05647/00 l/0202 / 

Travis 

From: Jennifer C. Bryla [mailto:Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org 1 
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 2:42 PM 
To: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles); James A. Corbett 
Cc: Robert M Gerdes; Joe Waugh 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

We are going out to measure for compliance with code and permit. 

Jennifer C . Bryla, AICP 
Zoning Official 
Development Review Manager 
City of St. Petersburg, FL 
Planning and Development Services Department 
0: 727.892.5344 E: Jennifer.Bryla@stpete .org 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) <cona.mail@bayway.org > 
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 2:28 PM 
To: James A. Corbett <james.corbett@stpete .org> 
Cc: Robert M Gerdes <robert.gerdes@stpete.org >; Joe Waugh <Joe.Waugh@stpete.org >; Jennifer C. 
Bryla <Jennifer .Bryla@stpete.org > 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Joe and James - Following up -
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Do you know if Bonnie Green has had a chance to review this case for compliance with the 
pennit requirement and the sign code? 

Travis 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org ] 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2019 2:47 PM 
To: 'James A. Corbett' 
Cc: 'Robert M Gerdes'; 'Joe Waugh'; Jennifer C. Bryla 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

A picture of the new sign, still under construction, is attached for your viewing pleasure. The 
new sign appears to be a couple of feet taller than top of the old sign posts. 

[n addition to the issues of pennitting and height, I wonder if the size and tenant panels are 
contemning as required in our code. 

Joe and James - I haven't heard back from Bonnie, do you know if she has had a chance to 
review the case status? 

16.40.120.8. - Corridor commercial suburban districts. 

The following types of signs shall be permitted within the corridor commercial suburban zoning 

districts: 

Corridor Commercial Suburban Districts 

(CCS) 

(All uses, except subdivision entrances and 

single-family, 

duplex and multifamily residential uses) 

Freestanding 

signs 

Permitted 

number 

of signs 

One for signs 

greater than 

eight ft. tall. Two 

if all freestanding 

signs are eight ft. 

in height or less; 

and with a 

minimum of 100 

ft. of frontage. 
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Maximum 

sign area 

One square foot 

per linear front 

foot up to a 

maximum of 64 

sq. ft. 

Maximum 20 ft. 

height 

16.40.120.16. - Design requirements. 
All signs except temporary signs and off-premises signs shall be subject to the design 
requirements below: 

1. Freestanding signs. Signs shall be designed to complement the architectural design of the 
building, utilizing the same materials, colors, finishes, and details. In addition to color, 
freestanding signs shall incorporate at least one additional element (such as, but not 
necessarily limited to, building material or architectural feature) to reflect the architectural 
design of the building. 
2. Freestanding monument signs. All signs of ten feet in height or less shall be designed as 
monument signs. The materials, finishes and colors of the base shall match the architectural 
design of the building. In lieu of a monument base, any combination of landscaping of 
sufficient density and maturity at the time of planting may be used to achieve the same 
opacity as would have been achieved with the monument base. 
3. Tenant panels in freestanding signs. All tenant panels in freestanding signs, including 
those added to existing sign structures, shall be constructed of the same materials and 
illuminated by the same method. Panels added to existing signs shall match the existing 
panels with respect to their color, materials, and illumination. 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org 1 
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 1:29 PM 
To: 'James A. Corbett' 
Cc: 'Robert M Gerdes'; 'Joe Waugh'; Jennifer C. Bryla 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

· James et al -

There is a crane on the subject property installing a new sign (it appears it may be on the old, 
over height posts). I do not see a sign pennit on file for the parcel:# 08/32/ 16/05647/00I/0202 / 

I've left a voice mail for Bonnie Green asking her to check the property, but Jenni may want to 
have someone from pennitting / building check into this as well. It would be unfortunate if they 
install a new sign without a pennit, especially if they do so without bringing the height into 
compliance. 

Best regards, 
Travis 

6 

mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org
https://16.40.120.16


From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org ] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 12, 2019 10:20 AM 
To: 'James A. Corbett' 
Cc: 'Robert M Gerdes'; 'Joe Waugh' 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Thank s - We will be watching and will let you know if we see work on the sign. 

From: James A. Corbett [mailto:James.Corbett@stpete.org ] 
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 3:28 PM 
To: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) 
Cc: Robert M Gerdes; Joe Waugh 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs (18-00006232) 

Good afternoon Travis, 

Joe reached out to the sign contractor (Global Sign & Awnings) who confirmed the sign in over 30 feet 
tall. Contractor stated it was their intention to replace the sign utilizing the existing posts. Joe informed 
contractor there may be issue with the sign being non-conforming. Joe also advised Zoning Official, 
Jennifer Bryla that a sign permit is likely forthcoming and made her aware of the height and condition of 
the sign. We will continue to monitor the status. 

James A. Corbett 
Director 
Codes Compliance Assistance 
P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731-2842 
72 7 .892 .5390 
James.Corbett@StPete.org 

Please note all emails are subject to public records law. 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org 1 
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2019 1:20 PM 
To: Joe Waugh <Joe.Waugh@stpete.org >; James A. Corbett <James.Corbett@stpete.org > 
Cc:Robert M Gerdes <Robert.Gerdes@stpete.org > 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs {18-00006232) 

Hi Joe and James -

Rob suggested I send you the attached photo of the bare sign structure at the subje ct 
property. All the panel s have been removed, it is not clear if they are replacing the entir e sign or 
ju st planning on rebuilding on the existing structure. In either case I don't see any cun-ent sign 
pennit s in the building permit system. 

Do we have a way to measure the height of the existing poles? The height limit for this zonin g is 
20 feet. 

Travi s 
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P.S. - Also see the second attachm ent for a monument sign located along the Pinellas Bayway in 
front of the subject propert y - I did not find a pennit for it, either. 

From: Robert M Gerdes [mailto:Robert.Gerdes@stpete.org ] 
Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2019 9:21 AM 
To: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs 

Travis: 

I will check with Liz to determine if this is looked at through the permitting and inspection process. In 
Codes, we acted upon a number of non-conforming signs when the business was abandoned. However, 
the issues below should be handled by Construction Services and Permitting, except for the panel issue 
which would be Codes if there is no permit associated. 

Rob Gerdes 
Neighborhood Affairs Administrator 
P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731-2842 
727.893.7876 
robert .gerdes@stpete .org 

Any written or e-mail material received or generated by the City staff becomes public record and state law 
requires the record be made available for inspection by any citizen who requests it. This means it is impossible to 
provide anonymity to anyone who writes to the City via e-mail or letter containing any personal information. 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) <cona.mail@bayway .org> 
Sent: Thursday, January 31, 2019 5:21 PM 
To: Robert M Gerdes <Robert.Gerdes@stpete.org > 
Subject: RE: Shopper's Village - Signs 

FYI, it was reported that some blank panels were being installed toda y at this sign, however they 
may be of a different material / color than the existing panels, which would be a violation of 
16.40. 120.16. 

Secondly, I understand from listening to the sign compan y representati ve at the Special 
Magistrate CEB hearings that the existing sign is "really deteriorated" and their plan is to 
"refurbish and rebuild" the sign using the existing structure. The site and building s are also 
being extensively improved - there are more than a dozen open pennits. 

That brings into view the ordinance requirem ent in 16.40.120.3.5. that the sign be made 
conforming , which I'm not sure it is. 

Does Codes have a proces s for insuring that the requirements of the below section s are met, or is 
this another case where there is a disconnect from the zoning/building process? 

Travis 

Ref: 

16.40.120.16. - Design requirements. 

All signs except temporary signs and off-premises signs shall be subject to the design 

requirements below: 
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3. Tenant panels in freestanding signs. All tenant panels in freestanding signs, including those 
added to existing sign structures, shall be constructed of the same materials and illuminated by 
the same method. Panels added to existing signs shall match the existing panels with respect to 
their color, materials, and illumination. 

16.40.120.3.5. - Nonconforming signs. 
A. Except as provided in this sign code, a sign shall not be erected, raised, moved, placed, 
reconstructed, extended, enlarged, or altered, unless in conformity with this sign code. 
B. Nonconforming signs may be maintained or repaired . However, if a nonconforming sign is 
relocated or replaced, repaired or structurally altered by more than 25 percent of the 
replacement cost of the existing sign, the sign shall be made to conform to this sign code. 
C. A building or site which is improved or redeveloped at a cost in excess of 50 percent of the 
assessed value of the existing building or site shall require any nonconforming sign which is 
located on or is part of such building or site to conform to this sign code. 
(Code 1992, § 16.40.120.3.5; Ord. No. 52-H, § 2, 11-1-2012) 

From: Travis Jarman (Bayway Isles) [mailto:cona.mail@bayway.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2019 1:07 PM 
To: Rob Gerdes (robert.qerdes@stpete.org) 
Subject: Shopper's Village - Signs 

Hi Rob - We seem to be having trouble getting this property owner's attention. 

Is it time to proceed to foreclosure, or is there another option you would recommend? 

Travis 

Case Number : 18-00006232 
Address :5901 SUN BLVD 
Below is a display of all the narrative which has been entered for this case. 

This table displays a list of case narrative comments. 

Case Narrative 

March 12, 2018 12:05:18 PM brgreen. 

Missing face from main sign. 

Showing 1 to 2 of 2 entries 

Case Narrative 
Date 

03/ 12/2018 

03/12/2018 
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This table displays a list of violation comments . 

Violation Comments 

SIGNS - DAMAGED - ACTIVE 

Missing and/or damaged business face sign at front of 

property. 

Showing 1 to 3 of 3 entries 

This table displays a list of inspection comments. 

Inspection Comments 

001 - INITIAL INSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

March 12, 2018 12:06:17 PM brgreen. 

Missing and/or damaged business face sign at front of 

property. 

002 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

April 3, 2018 8:22:29 AM brgreen. 

Spoke with property manager regarding sign and waiting for 

ins. co. Should be fixed within the next 20-30 days. 

003 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

May 3, 2018 10:14:09 AM brgreen. 

Violation has not been corrected. 

Violation 
Comments 
Date 

12/18/2018 

12/18/2018 

Inspection 
Comments 
Date 

03/12/2018 

03/12/2018 

03/12/2018 

04/03/2018 

04/03/2018 

04/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 
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This table displays a list of inspection comments. 

Inspection Comments 

004 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

July 13, 2018 2:45:48 PM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

005 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

July 20, 2018 7:42:14 AM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

006 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

August 13, 2018 9:51:03 AM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

007 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

September 13, 2018 9:14:57 AM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

008 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

December 18, 2018 10:11 :29 AM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

Inspection 
Comments 
Date 

07/13/2018 

07/13/2018 

07/20/2018 

07/20/2018 

08/13/2018 

08/13/2018 

09/14/2018 

09/14/2018 

12/18/2018 

12/18/2018 

11 



Thi table displays a list of inspection comments. 

Inspection Comments 

009 - REINSPECTION 

Results status - INSPECTION COMPLETED 

January 18, 2019 9:05:22 AM brgreen. 

Violation remains. 

Showing 1 to 38 of 38 entries 

· This table displays a hst of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

001 -MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION 

April 3, 2018 7:22:30 AM brgreen. 

Received request via email on 3/30/18 for an extension. Gave 

30 day extension. Will set up for an RI. 

002 - RECORD CHECK 

May 3, 2018 10:17:14 AM brgreen. 

Property appraiser: 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 

18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 

CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 

SUNBIZ: 

Inspection 
Comments 
Date 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

04/03/2018 

04/03/2018 

04/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

12 



This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

MATTHEWS, LYNN 

18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 

SUITE 600 

CLEARWATER, FL 33764 

003 - TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

June 20, 2018 11:22:59 AM brgreen. 

Received message from RA Stefanie 459-3624/Retumed call. 

004 - RETURN RECEIPT REC'D / CEB NOH 

RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD 

NOTICE OF HEARING ADDRESSED TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 

SIGNED BY:GOLDSTEINE 

DA TED: 6/18/18 

JULY AGENDA ITEM #24 

July 2, 2018 11 :58:39 AM ltgreene6/18/18 

005 - POSTING 

July 13, 2018 2:48:01 PM brgreen. 

POSTED NOTICE AT PROPERTY. 

006 - RECORD CHECK 

July 18, 2018 3:43:14 PM brgreen. 

Property appraiser: 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

05/03/2018 

06/20/2018 

06/20/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/02/2018 

07/13/2018 

07/13/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 
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This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other 
Action

Other Action Comments 
Comments 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 

18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 

CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 

Book/page# 

18247/2236 

Record check: 

No LIENS No LIS PENDENS 

No permit on record 

007 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEETING 

COMPLIANCE DATE 08/19/2018. FINE $100.00/DAY. 

***** 

OWNER/REP DID NOT ATTEND HEARING. BOARD GAVE 25 DAYS. 

009 - CEB ORDER MAILED 

010 - POSTING 

August 13, 2018 9:52:13 AM brgreen. 

Finding of facts posted at property. 

011 -TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

August 23, 2018 2:43:49 PM brgreen. 

Date 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/18/2018 

07/26/2018 

07/26/2018 

07/26/2018 

08/13/2018 

08/13/2018 

08/23/2018 
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This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other 
Action

Other Action Comments 
Comments 

Received a message from Stephine Callahan 631-3325 she is 

new to the Co. regrading case still open/Returned call left 

message. 

012-RETURN RECEIPT REC'D/CEB ORDER 

RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE ORDER OF THE BOARD 
ADDRESSED 

TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 

SIGNED BY: GDD STEIN 

DATED: 08/01/2018 

JULY AGENDA ITEM #24 

August 24, 2018 3:32:34 PM ltgreene. 

013 - RECORD CHECK 

September 20, 2018 7:20:41 AM brgreen. 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 

18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 

CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 

BOOK 18247/PAGE 2236 

SUNBIZ: 

MATTHEWS, LYNN 

Date 

08/23/2018 

08/23/2018 

08/23/2018 

08/24/2018 

08/24/2018 

08/24/2018 

08/24/2018 

08/24/2018 

08/24/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 
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This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 

SUITE 600 

CLEARWATER, FL 33764 

September 20, 2018 7 :23: 14 AM brgreen. 

No active permit on file. 

No lis pendens. 

014-MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION 

September 27, 2018 6:58:41 AM brgreen. 

Hearing gave 45 days to correct sign face. Sign guy - Chris 

727-724-4169 chris@golbalsigncompany.com 

015 - SEP LIEN CERT. MEETING 

OWNER/REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT. WAS HAND-DELIVERED A 
COPY OF 

THE CONSENT AGENDA NOTICE OF ORDER AT HEARING. 

016 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEETING 

LIEN EXTENDED BY SM 45 DAYS 09/26/2018 HEARING. 

018 -TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

December 18, 2018 10:14:32 AM brgreen. 

Left message for Sign guy - Chris 727-724-4169 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/20/2018 

09/27/2018 

09/27/2018 

09/27/2018 

10/02/2018 

10/02/2018 

10/02/2018 

12/18/2018 

12/18/2018 

16 

mailto:chris@golbalsigncompany.com


This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

chris@golbalsigncompany.com 

019-RECORD CHECK 

December 18, 2018 10:15:59 AM brgreen. 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 

18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 

CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 

SUNBIZ: 

MATTHEWS, LYNN 

18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 

SUITE 600 

CLEARWATER, FL 33764 

Record check: 

No updates 

No Lis Pendens 

020-DEC LIEN CERT. MEETING 

NO REPRESENTATION AT SPECIAL MAGISTRATE HEARING. 

021 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEETING 

LIEN CERTIFIED FOR $12,200.00 12/19/2018 HEARING. 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/ 18/2018 

12/21/2018 

12/21/2018 
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This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

022 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEETING 

CERTIFIED LIENS TOTAL $12,200.00. POTENTIAL LIENS NOT 

CERTIFIED $3,500.00 (12/20/2018-01/23/2019). 

023 - LIEN & NOTICE OF ORDER MAILED 

024 - TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

January 2, 2019 11 :29:50 AM brgreen. 

Received message from Russ 657-5517 that he didn't know 

there was a sign issue and that the RA doesn't work for 

company anyone/ Returned call left message. 

025 -RTRN RCPT REC'D/LIEN ORD & CNO 

RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE ORDER OF THE BOARD 
ADDRESSED 

TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 

SIGNED BY: GOLDSTEIN 

DATED: 12/28/2018 

DECEMBER AGENDA ITEM #27 

January 9, 2019 3:40:56 PM ltgreene. 

026 - POSTING 

January 18, 2019 9:01:06 AMbrgreen. 

Posted notice of order at property. 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

12/21/2018 

12/21/2018 

01/02/2019 

01/02/2019 

01/02/2019 

01/02/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/09/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 
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This table displays a list of other action comments. 

Other Action Comments 

027 - RECORD CHECK 

January 18, 2019 9:06:16 AM brgreen. 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 

18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 

CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 

SUNBIZ: 

MATTHEWS, LYNN 

18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 

SUITE 600 

CLEARWATER, FL 33764 

Public Records: 

No updates 

028 - MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION 

January 18, 2019 9:09:56 AM brgreen. 

Lien amount is at 12,200.00 

Showing 1 to 147 of 147 entries 

Other 
Action 
Comments 
Date 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 

01/18/2019 
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This table displays a list of legal comments. 

Legal 
Description 
Date 

Legal Description 

BA YW A Y ISLE-WEST ISLAND 

BLK 1, PT LOTS 2&3 

(SHOPPING VILLAGE) DESC AS 

BEG AT N R/W OF PINELLAS 

Showing 1 to 4 of 4 entries 

Your Sunshine City 
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Prepared
Program
User ID 

11/18/19,14:16
HTDFTAL 
JTJONES 

: 02 Case Master Inquiry
Screen detail for 
Case 19-00006882 

- (CEN200I001)
Program : CE CEN200I, Text 

Page 1 

Property Information 
Address : 

Location ID : 
Parcel Identification 
Old account number 
Zoning : 
Subdivision : 

: 
Nbr: 

5901 SUN BLVD 
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 337151166 

120787 
08/32/16/05647/001/0202/ 

NA NOT APPLICABLE 
ISLA DEL SOL OWNERS ASSN 

Case General Information 
Case status: 
Status date: 
Case type:
Tenant name/number : 
Re~orted date: 
Origination : 
Default inspector:
Credit balance : 
Disposition : 
Pin number : 

AC ACTIVE 
3/19/2019

PROP PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
RE : Sign

3/19/2019
CC CITIZEN COMPLAINT 
RTH TUCKER HODGES 892-5158 

. 00 
Public 
490230 

OWner Information 
Owner name: 
Address : 

City : 
Phone: 
Notice: 
Flip : 

ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
C/O : MATTHEWS, LYNN 
18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 
CLEARWATER, FL 337646575 
0 
y 
N 

Violations 

Type Status Location Quantity 
Date 
Established 

Date 
Resolved 

SIGNS - PERMIT REQUIRED AC 1 3/19/2019 

Case Data 
Description 
---- -------

Data 

TYPE USE 
PLAT SHEET 
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK/PA 
CEB AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 
CEB ORDER DAYS 
CEB ORDER FINE AMOUNT/DA
CEB ORDER COMPLIANCE DAT 
CEB ORDER MAILED DATE 
SPEC MAGISTRATE SCHED DA 
SPEC MAGISTRATE AGENDA N 
SPEC MAG LAST CERT LIEN 
SPEC MAG TOTAL CERT LIEN 
SPEC MAG ORDER MAILED DA 
CEB MEETING DATE 

STRIP STORE 
0-31 
18247/2236
50 
25 
100 . 00 
08/18/2019
07/30/2019
10/23/2019
C176 
2,800.00 
3,800.00
10/01/2019
07/24/2019 



--------

2 Prepared 11/18/19,14:16:02 Case Master Inquiry - (CEN200I001) Page
Program HTDFTAL Screen detail for Program : CE CEN200I, Text 
User ID JTJONES Case 19-00006882 

(Continued)
SPEC MAGISTRATE MEETING 10/23/2019 

Active Inspections 
ScheduleType InspID Date 

RE INSPECTION RTH 12/11/2019 

Type Text 
Case narrative 

March 19, 2019 4:58:48 PM jlwaugh.
Complaint of new sign being installed without a permit that 
is oversized for the zoning district. 

Violation comments 
SIGNS - PERMIT REQUIRED 

After the fact permit required for installation of new sign
for plaza. Unpermitted si~n as currently constructed is 
oversized for zoning district. 

Inspection comments 
001 - INITIAL INSPECTION 

Results status INSPECT! 
March 19, 2019 4:59:27 PM jlwaugh . 
Member of zoning department verified new sign installation 
which is not in compliance with sign code regulations.

002 - REINSPECTION 
Results - status INSPECT! 

April 19, 2019 11 : 24:08 AM brgreen.
Permit is in process . Will set RI to make sure permit is 
active with final . 

003 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

May 9, 2019 1:41:23 PM brgreen.
Permit #19-04000351 is still in process. Will monitor. 

004 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

May 29, 2019 12:02:13 PM brgreen . 
No active permit on file for main business sign replacement . 
Permit #19-04000351 is still showing in process . 

005 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

July 9, 2019 3:12:24 PM rthodges.
At time of inspection, violation remains. 

006 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

August 16, 2019 1:14:46 PM erhirvel . 
Noted sign, no permit displayed.

007 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

August 21, 2019 1 : 56:12 PM erhirvel. 
Sign present and complete.

008 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

Date 

3/19/2019
3/19/2019
3/19/2019 

5/29/2019
5/29/2019
5/29/2019 

3/19/2019
3/19/2019
3/19/2019 

4/19/2019
4/19/2019
4/19/2019 

5/09/2019
5/09/2019 

5/29/2019
5/29/2019
5/29/2019 

7/09/2019
7/09/2019 

8/16/2019
8/16/2019 

8/21/2019
8/21/2019 
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(Continued) 
September 18, 2019 9:05:15 AM rthodges. 9/18/2019
At time of inspection, violation remains . 9/18/2019

009 - REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECTI 

October 10, 2019 7:40:56 AM rthodges. 10/10/2019
At time of inspection, violation remains. 10/10/2019

010 - REINSPECTION 
Request status 

October 23, 2019 1:13:22 PM rthodges. 10/23/2019
Check for variance. 10/23/2019

Board meeting comments 
Other action comments 

001 - RECORD CHECK 
March 19, 2019 5:14 : 25 PM jlwaugh. 3/19/2019
Owner of record: 3/19/2019
ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 3/19/2019
18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 3/19/2019
CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 3/19/2019

3/19/2019
Registered Agent: 3/19/2019
MATTHEWS, LYNN 3/19/2019
18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 3/19/2019
SUITE 600 3/19/2019
CLEARWATER, FL 33764 3/19/2019

002 - TELEPHONE CONVERSATIO 
March 26, 2019 1:11:23 PM brgreen. 3/26/2019
S~oke with Chris 724-4169 from sign company regrading new 3/26/2019
sign being installed and he will be applying for the permit 3/26/2019
thats needed. 3/26/2019

003 - RECORD CHECK 
May 29, 2019 12:07:13 PM brgreen . 5/29/2019
Property Appraiser: 5/29/2019
ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE LLC 5/29/2019
18167 US HWY 19 N STE 600 5/29/2019
CLEARWATER FL 33764-6575 5/29/2019

5/29/2019
SUNBIZ: 5/29/2019
Registered Agent Name & Address 5/29/2019
MATTHEWS, LYNN 5/29/2019
18167 US HIGHWAY 19 N 5/29/2019
SUITE 600 5/29/2019
CLEARWATER, FL 33764 5/29/2019

004 - RETURN RECEIPT REC'D 
RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD 6/25/2019
NOTICE OF HEARING ADDRESSED TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 6/25/2019
C/O: LYNN MATTHEWS 6/25/2019
SIGNED BY: SAGEKERN 6/25/2019
DATED: 6/17/19 6/25/2019
JULY AGENDA ITEM# 50 6/25/2019
June 25, 2019 3:53:16 PM ltgreene. 6/25/2019 
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(Continued)
005 - POSTING 

July 9, 2019 3:13:25 PM rthodges . 
CEB notice posted at the property.

006 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEE 
COMPLIANCE DATE 08/18/2019 . FINE $100.00/DAY. 
***** OWNER/REP ACCEPTED RECOMMENDATION. BOARD GAVE 25 DAYS. 

008 - CEB ORDER MAILED 

009 - RETURN RECEIPT REC'D/ 
RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE ORDER OF THE BOARD ADDRESSED 
TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 
C/O: LYNN MATTHEWS 
SIGNED BY: BRIAN LAYTON 
DATED: 8/6/19
JULY AGENDA ITEM# 50 
August 15, 2019 2:09:58 PM ltgreene.

010 - POSTING 
August 16, 2019 1 : 15 : 31 PM erhirvel. 
Posted M9 at violation address. 

011 - RECORD CHECK 
August 21, 2019 1:58:50 PM erhirvel . 
No permit for sign and no variance application on file . 

012 - AUG LIEN CERT. MEETIN 
NO REPRESENTATION AT SPECIAL MAGISTRATE HEARING. 

013 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEE 
LIEN CERTIFIED FOR $1,000.00 08/28/2019 HEARING. 

015 - LIEN & NOTICE OF ORDE 

016 - POSTING 
September 18, 2019 9:05:53 AM rthodges.
Property posted . 

017 - SEP LIEN CERT. MEETIN 
NO REPRESENTATION AT SPECIAL MAGISTRATE HEARING. 

018 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEE 
LIEN CERTIFIED FOR $2,800.00 09/25/2019 HEARING. 

019 - CODES ENFORCEMENT MEE 
CERTIFIED LIENS TOTAL $3,800.00. POTENTIAL LIENS NOT 
CERTIFIED $2,800 . 00 (09/26/2019-10/23/2019) . 

020 - LIEN & NOTICE OF ORDE 

021 - RTRN RCPT REC'D/LIEN 
RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE LIEN AND CONSENT NOTICE OF 
ORDER ADDRESSED TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 
SIGNED BY: C. ALICEA 
DATED: 9/16/19 
AUGUST AGENDA ITEM# Cll9 
October 3, 2019 10:46:36 AM ltgreene.

022 - POSTING 
October 10, 2019 7 : 41:37 AM rthodges. 

Da te 

7/09/2019
7/09/2019 

7/25/2019
7/25/2019
7/25/2019 

8/15/2019
8/15/2019
8/15/2019
8/15/2019
8/15/2019
8/15/2019
8/15/2019 

8/16/2019
8/16/2019 

8/21/2019
8/21/2019 

9/03/2019 

9/03/2019 

9/18/2019
9/18/2019 

9/27/2019 

9/27/2019 

9/27/2019
9/27/2019 

10/03/2019
10/03/2019
10/03/2019
10/03/2019
10/03/2019
10/03/2019 

10/10/2019 

Page 

https://3,800.00
https://2,800.00
https://1,000.00
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10/10/2019023 - RTRN RCPT REC'D/LIEN Posted sign with SM notice. 

RETURN RECEIPT RECEIVED FOR THE LIEN AND CONSENT NOTICE OF 10/15/2019
ORDER ADDRESSED TO: ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILL 10/15/2019
C/O: LYNN MATTHEWS 10/15/2019
SIGNED BY: CAT ALICAA 10/15/2019
DATED: 10/8/19 10/15/2019
SEPTEMBER AGENDA ITEM #118 10/15/2019
October 15, 2019 3 : 27:06 PM ltgreene . 10/15/2019

024 - CASE REMOVED FROM CEB 
October 23, 2019 1 : 11:07 PM rthodges. 10/23/2019
Case out for city process, awaiting December variance 10/23/2019
hearing. 10/23/2019

Land Management information 
Legal description 

BAYWAY ISLE-WEST ISLAND 
BLK 1, PT LOTS 2&3 
(SHOPPING VILLAGE) DESC AS 
BEG AT N R/W OF PINELLAS 

Lien information 



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

REPORT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION FROM ZONING AND SUBDMSIONS, 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, for Public Hearing and Executive Action on September 18, 1991, at 2:00 P.M., in City 

uncil Chambers, Municipal Building, 175 Fifth Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

STAFF REPORT: SPR- 811 (0-31) September 13, 1991 
Item No. 1 

APPLICANT: Isla Del Sol Association 
5901 Sun Boulevard 
St. Petersburg, FL 33715 

. . 

REPRESENTATIVE:· Mark E: -Miller and Sue Murphy/Rudnick and Wolfe 
101 E. Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Tampa, FL 33602 .. 

LOCATION: Isla Del Sol Shopper's Village, along th~ north side of the Pinellas Bayway 
at the northeast comer of the intersection with Sun Boulevard. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: An easterly portion of the Bayway Isles West Island, Block 1, Lot 2 

REQUEST: Approval of a site plan to permit a veterinary office use to be loca~ed within 
an existing shopping center with a variance to not require a separate lot for 
the veterinary use. 

SITE DATA: 

ne: 
Proposed Use: 

CG 
Veterinary Office 

Site Area (entire center): 164,526 sq. ft. 3.8 Acres 

MAXIMUM LOT DEVELOPMENT
Floor Area Ratio Permitted: 
Proposed Gross Floor Area: 
Existing Gross Floor Area: 
Proposed Vet Office: 

: 
57,584 sq. ft. 
44,950 sq. ft. 
44,950 sq. ft. 
1,172 sq. ft. 

.35 F.A.R. 

.27 F.A.R. 

.27 F.A.R. 

.01 F.A.R. 

MAXIMUM PERMITTED BLDG. COV
Proposed: 
Existing: 

ERAGE: 
34,453 sq. ft. 
34,453 sq. ft. 

21 % of Site 
21 % of Site 

IMPERVIOUS 
Proposed: 
Existing: 

SURFACE: 
128,158 sq. ft. 
128,158 sq. ft. 

78 % of Site 
78 % of Site 

OPEN GREEN SPACE: 
Proposed: 
Existing: 

36,368 sq. ft. 
36,368 sq. ft. 

22 % of Site 
22 % of Site 

( .VING COVERAGE: 
... roposed Paving Coverage: 
Existing Paving Coverage: 

69,025 sq. ft . 
69,025 sq. ft. 

42 % of Site 
42 % of Site 
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ENSITY: 
Proposed Employees: 50 Center; 2 Vet Office 
Existing Employees: 50 Center 

AUTOMOBILE PARKING SPACES: 
Required: 237; 7 HC (1/200 sf ret. & 1/150 sf rest.) • 
Proposed: 188; 4 HC 
Existing: 188; 4 HC 

BICYCLE PARKING SPACES: 
Required: 4 (2%) 
Proposed: 9 (5%) 
Existing: 9 (5%) 

BUILDING HEIGHT: 
Permitted: 35 ft. 
Proposed: 33 ft. 
Existing: 33 ft. 

• On 10/3/79 the EDC approved this Center for retail use (SE-474) with 225 spaces, 9 of which were permitted to be in 
greenspace parking (216 total paved spaces required). Since that time some of the space was converted to restaurant space, 
thereby requiring more p;u:king. On September 4, 1991, the EDC granted a 49 space parking variance req_uest, thereby 
permitting 188 total parking spaces. 

SPECIAL EXCEPTION/SITE PLAN REVIEW: 

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with the procedural requirements of 
the Zoning Code Sections 64.23 and 64.253 (17) for veterinary offices. 

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

On September 4, 1991, this application was heard by the EDC. A parking variance was approved, and the site plan 
was deferred to September 18th in order to give time for the Shoppers Village Center to discuss the proposed 
veterinary use with the Isla's Condo Association, and to determine if the EDC can act on a variance to permit the 
use on other than a separate lot. This center was previously considered as a Special Exception use due to the total 
footage being over 20,000 sq. ft.; However, the new adopted thresholds now consider uses over 50,000 sq. ft. as 
a Special Exception. Therefore, this application now requires only Site Plan and variance approval. Further, it 
should be noted that the veterinary use was, and remains, a permitted use in this zone, and the EDC does have the 
authority to grant a variance to the separate lot requirement. 

Presently, the applicant is requesting approval of a Site Plan modification to permit a veterinary office use within 
an existing shopping center with a variance to the requirement of a separate lot for the veterinary use. 

The Shoppers Village Center at Isla Del Sol was first approved by the EDC on October 3, 1979 (see aerial 
attached). The Ordinances does permit veterinary office uses as a permitted use but requires them " to be on a 
separate lot within a sound-proofed, air-conditioned building. " 

Shoppers Village Center is seeking tenants for existing vacancies within the building. Since they have had inquiries 
from area vets, they are requesting a variance to this condition in order to have greater flexibility in marketing their 
facilities to potential retail tenants. The m.o.l. 1172 sq. ft. veterinary office will be in an enclosed, air-conditioned 
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end unit of the building (see diagrams and photos attached), and will not have any boarding facilities excepting 
permitted short term stays for the purpose of medical treatment. Staff notes that the EDC approved a like variance 
to permit a veterinary use within Maximo Plaza Shopping Center on December 7, 1983 under similar conditions 
(SE-773). Therefore, Staff recommends APPROVAL of the variance request to not require a separate lot for the 
veterinary use as any potential detrimental effects are very minimal as the proposed use is located near the end of 
the complex, as the center is surrounded by a golf course which offers spacious buffering, and as the nearest 
residential use is m.o.l. 400 linear feet away. 

Staff recommends APPROV ll. of the Site Plan modification with a varian~e. subject to the following : 

Item #1: ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS AS REQUIRED BY THE E.D.C. IN· APPROVING 
TIDS APPLICATION SHALL BE iNDICATED ON THE FINALPLAN AND SHALL BE 
SUBMITTED TO THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL 
PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF PERMITS. . 

RESPONSES TO RELEVANT CONSIDERATIONS BY THE E.D.C. FOR REVIEW: 

a) Minimum Traffic Engineering Standards have been met. 
Ingress and Egress is adequate. 

Traffic Engineering has reviewed the Site Plan and has no objections to the request. 

' \ There shall be adequate screening of parking areas. 

c) There is negligible traffic impact by the proposal. 

d) City Engineering has reviewed the site plan and has no objections to the request. 

The proposal will not increase storm water runoff. 

Item #2: A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to commencement of 
any proposed construction within dedicated rights-of-ways or easements. 

Item #3: Sign plans that may be proposed shall be in accordance with the Sign Ordinance in the City Code. 
The applicant shall submit sign plans to Housing and Construction Services for necessary permits. 
Signs. if illuminated. shall be directed away from residential areas. 

f) The building orientation is in harmony with the character of the site, the surrounding/adjacent buildings, and the 
natural environment. 

g) The Comprehensive Land Use Plan designates the property: retail/office service 

Surrounding land use are as follows: 

North: Retail/Office Service & Boca Ciega Bay 
South: Medium Density Residential 
East: Retail/Office Service 
West: Retail/Office Service 
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The proposed use does not negatively effect the surrounding neighborhood uses, as there is more than adequate 
buffering and as the nearest residence is hundreds of feet away from the site. 

The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

h) There would be no substantial detrimental effects of the proposed use on the surrounding neighborhood or 
surrounding property values. 

i) There would be no substantial detrimental effects of the ·proposed use on the working conditions of the 
neighborhood. 

Staff has received no formal written or oral objections to the proposal. However, there was one objection 
announced from the Isla Condo Association at the September 4, 1991 EDC meeting, who objected to potential noise 
from the facility. 

j) Item #4: Required yards shall be unoccupied and shall be unobstructed by any portion of any structure, 
(excepting specified ancillary mechanical equipment) from the ground level upward (eaves may 
project two and one-half feet into a required yard but not over a dedicated easement). Compliance 
with this requirement shall be clearly indicated on the site plan. 

Item #5: No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected, and no trees or shrubbery shall 
be planted, on any easement other than fences. trees. shrubbery and hedges of a type approved by 
the City. 

Item #6: Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at all comers where 
sidewalks meet a street or driveway. As six handicapped parking spaces are required for 188 
parking spaces, the applicant shall designate and sign two additional spaces so as to have six total. 

k) Land area seems sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use. 

I) General amenities included in this proposal: the site is well landscaped and maintained. 

Item #7: All existing landscape materials, asreflected on the submitted landscape plan, shall be in a healthy 
condition. The previously required berming around the parking perimeters shall be maintained, and 
replaced if necessary. Additional minor plantings may be required along the south and west parking 
perimeters to meet current code standards (to be worked out with Staffi. Any existing plant 
materials that is unhealthy or damaged shall be replaced on a 1: 1 basis. to be reviewed and 
approved by Staff. 

Item #8: Plans for tree removal shall be submitted to the City's Urban Forester, Planning Department, for 
approval. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with the following Ordinances : 

Section 64.09,Subsection 16: Landscaping requirements for Yards abutting public streets. 

Chapter 31 1/2: The Landscaping for Vehicular Use Areas Ordinance: and, 

Chapter 31 1/2, Section 10 (h): Water conservation in connection with new developments. 

Item #9: No trees shall be removed without City permits. 
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Item #10: All newly planted trees shall be mulched with a minimum of 3 inches of organic matter within a 2 
foot radius around the trunk. 

Item #11: An automated sprinkler system shall be provided in all landscaped areas. Drip irrigation can be 
permitted as specified within Chapter 31 1/2. 

Item#12: Some form of physical barrier, shall be provided around the vehicular use area in order to protect 
landscaped areas. 

Item #13: Natural or man-made features to be preserved : Existing vegetation. and berming of parking areas. 
as reflected on the landscape plan. shall be preserved, maintained. and replaced if necessary. . · 

Item #14: Any trees being preserved, asindicated on the site plan in the landscaped areas. shall be protected 
during any construction or landscaping work in accordance with Chapter 29. Section 12 of the City 
Code. The Urban Forester shall inspect and approve all tree protection barricades prior to any 
permits being issued. 

n) There are no Historic or Archaeological resources on the site or within 200 feet. 

o) The site is within a flood hazard zone. 
The site is not within an airport velocity zone. 

p) The proposal meets the adopted levels of service. 
All services are adequate. 

Item #15: The location and size of the trash container{s) needs to be designated, shall be adequately screened, 
and shall be subject to the approval of the Manager of Commercial Collections. City Sanitation. 
A solid wood fence or masonry wall. and a minimum 18-24 inch dense hedge. planted two feet on­
center, shall be planted around the perimeters of the dumpster pad. 

The adjacent roadways meet the adopted levels of service. 

There is adequate separation and control of pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular traffic. 

c:\spr-811 
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ISLA DEL SOL SHOPPERS VILLAGE 

Parking Usage 

Tuesday @ 2:00 p.m. 

Car Count 
Week of 8/6/91 

56 

% 
Occup. 

30 

Car Count Week 
of 8/13/91 

49 

% 
Occup. 

26 

Thursday @ 7:00 p.m. 19 10 23 12 

Saturday @ 1:00 p.m. 50 26 43 23 

T27 /MEM0234 (08/21/91 13:48) 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

SITE PLAN REVIEW 
PUBLIC HEARING 

According to Planning & Development Services Department records, Commission members 
Calvin Samuel, Tim Clemmons, and Jessica Ehrlich resides or has a place of business 
within 2,000 feet of the subject property. All other possible conflicts should be declared upon 
the announcement of the item. 

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine Center 
(Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-31000011 PLAT SHEET: F-2 

REQUEST: Approval of a Site Plan to construct a 45-story building with 300 
dwelling units, a 20-story building with a 225-room hotel, 15,000 
sq. ft. of meeting space, 20,000 sq. ft. of office space, and 25,000 
sq. ft. of commercial space. The applicant is requesting floor area 
ratio bonuses and approval of additional building height. 

OWNER: Cats Red Apple St Pete, LLC 
800 3rd Avenue, Floor 5 
New York, New York 10022 

AGENT: R. Donald Mastry, Trenam Law 
200 Central Avenue, Suite 1600 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

ADDRESS: 400 Central Avenue 

PARCEL ID NO.: 19-31-17-68610-001-0010 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Downtown Center, Core (DC-C) 
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SITE AREA TOTAL: 

GROSS FLOOR AREA: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

BUILDING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

OPEN GREEN SPACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

PAVING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

PARKING: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Required 

BUILDING HEIGHT: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

APPLICATION REVIEW: 

99,121 square feet or 2.27 acres 

Osquare feet 
1,280,840 square feet 
1,280,910 square feet 

Osquare feet 
65,201 square feet 
94, 164 square feet 

9,984 square feet 
93,373 square feet 
N/A 

89,362 square feet 
5,747 square feet 

9,984 square feet 
28,172 square feet 

o·
' 

8.0 F.A.R. 
8.0 F.A.R. 

65% of Site MOL 
95% of Site MOL 

10% of Site MOL 
94% of Site MOL 

90% of Site MOL 
6% of Site MOL 

10% of Site MOL 
28% of Site MOL 

842; including 17 handicapped spaces 
444; including 9 handicapped spaces 

Ofeet 
515 feet 
regulated by F .A.A. 

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with the 
procedural requirements of Section 16.10.020.1 of the Municipal Code for a mixed-use 
development which is a permitted use within the DC-C Zoning District. 

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

The Request: 
The applicant seeks approval of a Site Plan to construct a 45-story building with 300 dwelling 
units, a 20-story building with a 225-room hotel, 15,000 sq. ft. of meeting space, 20,000 sq. ft. of 
office space, and 25,000 sq. ft. of commercial space. The applicant is requesting floor area ratio 
bonuses and approval of additional building height. The subject property is located in the block 
bound by Central Avenue, 4th Street South, 1st Avenue South and 5th Street South. 
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History: 
The subject property is currently vacant. In 2016, a four-story parking garage, a 6-story building 
and a 11-story building that were located on the subject property were demolished. On August 
4, 2016, City Council approved the vacation of a 20-foot wide east-west alley that divided the 
subject property. A public utility easement was retained and will need to be vacated prior to 
vertical construction. 

Current Proposal: 
The proposed project is a mixed-use development consisting of two towers and a parking deck. 
The applicant proposes to construct the entire project at the same time. The base of the 
proposed project will occupy a majority of the subject property. A pedestrian plaza will be 
located at the southeast corner of the subject property. The plaza will be integrated into the 
abutting public sidewalks along 4th Street South and the 1st Avenue South. A residential 
vehicular drop-off area will be west of the pedestrian plaza. The drop-off will be designed with 
hardscape features that integrate with the materials used for the pedestrian plaza to minimize 
the appearance of a vehicle drop-off area. Landscaping will be used to help define the space 
and to separate pedestrian conflicts with vehicles. The hotel vehicular drop-off area is at the 
southwest corner of the subject property. The drop-off area will be located in the building. 
Vehicular access for the hotel parking garage and drop-off area will be from 1st Avenue South 
and 5th Street South. Vehicular access for the residential parking garage entrance and drop-off 

1starea will be from Avenue South. Curb cuts along Central Avenue are not permitted. 
Pedestrian access to the hotel will be from Central Avenue, 5th Street South and the hotel 
vehicular drop-off area. Pedestrian access to the residential tower will be from the residential 
vehicular drop-off area along 1st Avenue South. Pedestrian access to the commercial space will 
be from Central Avenue and the pedestrian plaza along 4th Street South and 1st Avenue South. 
Pedestrian access to the office space will be from Central Avenue. 

The base of the building will consist of six floors. The first floor of the building, starting at the 
west side of the project, will include the hotel lobby with a restaurant, bar, lounge, back of house 
facilities, drop-off area and ingress/egress into the hotel parking garage. A loading area will be 
in the middle of the first floor serving the entire project. Commercial space will extend along the 
frontage of Central Avenue. An office lobby, residential lobby, back-of-house facilities, drop-off 
area and an ingress/egress to the residential parking garage will be along the east side of the 
first floor. The second through sixth floor of the building will be devoted towards parking, office 
space and residential units. The residential tower, located on the eastern side of the subject 
property, will sit on top of the six-story base and will be oriented at an angle to the subject 
property's proeprty lines. The hotel tower will be sited on the western side of the subject 
property. 

The proposed architectural style of the project will be modern. The ground floor of the building 
will have large glass storefront windows along Central Avenue, 4th Street South and 5th Street 
South. The hotel drop-off area will be shielded from the R-O-W with an architectural screen. 
The parking garage will have horizontal lines that will curve into the fagade of the hotel tower. 
The garage will be screened from view by decorative perforated metal panels. Both towers will 
be skinned in glass and be articulated with vertical and horizonal lines. The residential tower 
will be ringed with balconies. Both towers will have a crown element. 

Building Height 
The height of the proposed residential tower will be 515 feet above grade. There is not a 
maximum building height in the DC-C zoning district. For buildings that exceed a height of 450 
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feet above grade require approval by the Development Review Commission (DRC). Staff has 
reviewed the proposed building height and finds that is complies with all site plan review criteria. 
The subject property is located in the DC-C zoning district. This district allows the highest 
intensities and building heights than anywhere else in the City. The height that is being 
requested by applicant is also required to be approved by the F.A.A. City Code requires a 
decorative crown and encourages decorative up lighting and crown lighting for any project 
receiving additional building height through a public hearing process. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO BONUSES: 
The base Floor Area Ratio (FAR) within the DC-C district is 4.0. The applicant is requesting a 
bonus of 4.0 FAR for a total FAR of 8.0, which can only be granted by staff upon demonstration 
that the project qualifies for the bonuses. 

1. 3.5 FAR - Use transfer of development rights from a locally designated landmark 
or landmark site . . 

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve a FAR bonus of 3.5. To qualify for the 
bonus, the applicant will be required to purchase 346,854 square feet of transfer of development 
rights (TDRs) from a locally designated landmark or landmark site with available TDRs. 
Currently, there are five landmarks that the applicant can purchase TDRs from. The holder of 
the TDRs will be required to obtain approval from the City's Urban Planning and Historic 
Preservation Division to transfer any rights to the applicant. 

2. 0.5 FAR - Make structured parking not visible from streets (not alleys) with an 
architecturally compatible design above the base to create an attractive and 
architectural screen to structured parking. 

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve a FAR bonus of 0.5. To qualify for the 
bonus, the applicant will be required to screen the parking garage from all abutting streets with 
an architecturally compatible design. The applicant is proposing to install decorative perforated 
metals panels that will create a design that will screen and minimize the appearance of the 
parking garage. The final design will require staff approval. A condition of approval has been 
added to the report to address this issue. 

Public Comments: 
No comments were received by staff at the time this report was prepared. Notice has been sent 
in accordance with Section 16.70.010.4. 

Ill. RECOMMENDATION: 
A. Staff recommends the following: 

1. APPROVAL of additional building height. 
2. AP PROV AL of the floor area ratio bonuses. 
3. AP PROV AL of the site plan, subject to the conditions in the staff report. 

8. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 
1. Approval of the site plan is subject to approval by the Community ~ 

Redevelopment Agency. 
2. The applicant s·hould install a historic plaque on the building or in the 

abutting right-of-way that details the history of the existing buildings. 
The applicant should coordinate design of the plaque with City staff. 
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3. The existing clock located at the northwest corner of the subject 
property shall be preserved and incorporated into the new project. 

4. The applicant shall purchase 346,854 square feet of Historic Transfer of 
Development Rights from an approved transfer site(s) as required to 
receive the F.A.R. bonus. Applicant shall complete the transfer of 
Historic Transfer of Development Rights prior to the release of building 
permits. 

5. The structured parking shall provide for an architecturally compatible 
design above the base as required to receive the F.A.R. bonus. The 
final design shall be subject to approval by staff. 

6. The applicant shall install a decorative crown to receive the additional 
building height. The final design shall be subject to approval by staff. 

7. The applicant shall be required to install Plaza Parkway Streetscape 
Program improvements around the entire site, including the installation 
of new sidewalks, decorative pavers, corner neckouts, street lights and 
furnishings. Sidewalks shall extend from the building face to the edge 
of curb, except for those areas with approved plantings. Improvements 
shall be approved by both the City's Development Services and 
Engineering Departments. 

8. Any modifications to the travel lane, parking spaces and landscape 
islands surrounding the subject property shall be subject to approval 
by the City. 

9. Concrete driveways shall be continuous through all driveway 
approaches and truncated domes shall be installed. 

10. Building materials at the street level shall include materials such as 
metal, stone, brick, precast masonry, glass, stucco or other similar hard 
surface material. The use of dryvit, EIFS, or other artificial material 
shall not be permitted. 

11. The plans submitted for permitting shall comply with the Storefront 
Conservation Corridor Overlay as required by Section 16.30.095. 

12. Bicycle parking shall be provided as required by Section 16.40.090. 
13. Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 16.40.070. 
14. Mechanical equipment shall be screened from the abutting rights-of­

way and installed on site. 
15. Construction of piers and/or caissons shall be by auger method unless 

geotechnical data supports a finding that such a method is impractical 
or impossible. 

16. A Construction Action Plan (CAP) shall be submitted to Zoning Official 
for review and approval prior to the issuance of building permits. 

17. The site plan shall be modified as necessary to comply with the 
comments in the Transportation Department's email dated October 14 
2019. 

18. The site plan shall be modified as necessary to comply with the 
comments in the Engineering Department's Memorandum dated 
October 11, 2019. 

19. This approval shall be valid through November 6, 2024. Substantial 
construction shall commence prior to this expiration date, unless an 
extension has been approved by the POD. A request for extension 
must be filed in writing prior to the expiration date. 
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C. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

(All or Part of the following standard conditions of approval may apply to the subject 
application. Application of the conditions is subject to the scope of the subject project 
and at the discretion of the Zoning Official. Applicants who have questions regarding the 
application of these conditions are advised to contact the Zoning Official.) 

ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE DRC SHALL BE REFLECTED 
ON A FINAL SITE PLAN TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO THE 
ISSUANCE OF PERMITS. 

Building Code Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall contact the City's Construction Services and Permitting 
Division and Fire Department to identify all applicable Building Code and 
Health/Safety Code issues associated with this proposed project. 

2. All requirements associated with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) shall 
be satisfied. 

Zoning/Planning Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a notice of construction to Albert Whitted Field if the 
crane height exceeds 190 feet. The applicant shall also provide a Notice of 
Construction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), if required by Federal 
and City codes. 

2. All site visibility triangle requirements shall be met (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.160). 

3. No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected and no trees 
or shrubbery shall be planted on any easement other than fences, trees, 
shrubbery, and hedges of a type approved by the City. 

4. The location and size of the trash container(s) shall be designated, screened, 
and approved by the Manager of Commercial Collections, City Sanitation. A 
solid wood fence or masonry wall shall be installed around the perimeter of the 
dumpster pad. 

Engineering Requirements: 

1. The site shall be in compliance with all applicable drainage regulations (including 
regional and state permits) and the conditions as may be noted herein. The 
applicant shall submit drainage calculations and grading plans (including street 
crown elevations), which conform with the quantity and the water quality 
requirements of the Municipal Code (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 
16.40.030), to the City's Engineering Department for approval. Please note that 
the entire site upon which redevelopment occurs shall meet the water quality 
controls and treatment required for development sites. Stormwater runoff 
release and retention shall be calculated using the rational formula and a 10-
year, one-hour design storm. 
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2. All other applicable governmental permits (state, federal, county, city, etc.) must 
be obtained before commencement of construction. A copy of other required 
governmental permits shall be provided to the City Engineering & Capital 
lmprov~ments Department prior to requesting a Certificate of Occupancy. 
Issuance of a development permit by the City does not in any way create any 
rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a permit from a governmental agency 
and does not create any liability on the part of the City of St. Petersburg for 
issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill 
the obligations imposed by other governmental agencies or undertakes actions 
that result in a violation of state or federal law. 

3. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to 
commencement of construction within dedicated rights-of-way or easements. 

4. The applicant shall submit a completed Storm Water Management Utility Data 
Form to the City's Engineering Department for review and approval prior to the 
approval of any permits. 

5. Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at 
all corners where sidewalks meet a street or driveway. 

Landscaping Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a revised landscape plan, which complies with the 
plan approved by the DRC and includes any modifications as required by the 
DRC. The DRC grants the Planning & Development Services Department 
discretion to modify the approved landscape plan where necessary due to 
unforeseen circumstances (e.g. stormwater requirements, utility conflicts, 
conflicts with existing trees, etc.), provided the intent of the applicable 
ordinance(s) is/are maintained. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with 
Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060 of the City Code entitled 
"Landscaping and Irrigation." 

2. Any plans for tree removal and permitting shall be submitted to the Development 
Services Division for approval. 

3. All existing and newly planted trees and shrubs shall be mulched with three (3) 
inches of organic matter within a two (2) foot radius around the trunk of the tree. 

4. The applicant shall install an automatic underground irrigation system in all 
landscaped areas. Drip irrigation may be permitted as specified within Chapter 
16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060.2.2. 

5. Concrete curbing, wheelstops, or other types of physical barriers shall be 
provided around/within all vehicular use areas to protect landscaped areas. 

6. Any healthy existing oak trees over two (2) inches in diameter shall be preserved 
or relocated if feasible. 

7. Any trees to be preserved shall be protected during construction in accordance 
with Chapter 16, Article 16.40.060.5 and Section 16.40.060.2.1.3 of City Code. 

IV. CONSIDERATIONS BY THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FOR REVIEW 
(Pursuantto Chapter 16, Section 16.70.040.1.4 (D}): 

A. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
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8. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use 
and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval; 

C. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular 
emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and 
bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and 
refuse collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and emergency. Access 
management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest 
access management standards of FOOT or Pinellas County, respectively; 

D. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street 
loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed 
development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian 
safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and 
screening and landscaping; 

E. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets 
and intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the 
project impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections. 
Transportation system management techniques may be required where 
necessary to offset the traffic impacts; 

F. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for 
drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention 
systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by 
city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD; 

G. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety 
and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties; 

H. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in 
relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the 
neighborhood and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent 
development and surrounding landscape; 

I. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic 
and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in 
the City's Comprehensive Plan; 

J . Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in 
the neighborhood; 

K. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working 
conditions in the neighborhood; 

L. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve 
internal and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the 
proposed development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes 
and other nuisances; 

M. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably 
anticipated operations and expansion thereof; 
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N. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including 
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation; 

0. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200) 
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building 
materials, and other impacts; 

1. The site is within an Archaeological Sensitivity Area (Chapter 16, Article 
16.30, Section 16.30.070). 

2. The property is not within a flood hazard area (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.050). 

P. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the 
hurricane vulnerability zones; 

Q. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of 
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for: 

a. Water. 
b. Sewer (Under normal operating conditions). 
c. Sanitation. 
d. Parks and recreation. 
e. Drainage. 

The land use of the subject property is: Central Business District 

The land uses of the surrounding properties are: 

North: Central Business District 

South: Central Business District 

East Central Business District 

West: Central Business District 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Corey alysz , AICP, rb Design and Development Coordinator DATE 
Development Review Services Division 
Planning and Development Services Department 

REPORT APPROVED BY: 

J I (POD) 
D ision 
Pl evelopment S es Department 
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NARRATIVE IN SUPPORT OF SITE PLAN APPLICATION 

Cats Red Apple St. Pete, LLC ("Developer") is the owner of 400 Central Ave., St. 
Petersburg, Florida (the "Property''). The Property is zoned DC-C which permits multifamily 
dwellings, retail, hotel and office uses by right. 

The Developer is requesting bonus approval, public hearing, solely due to the project's 
height. The project is otherwise eligible for the bonus approval, streamline process. 

Project 

Featuring luxury condominiums, a full-service hotel, Class A office space, and ground 
floor retail space, the project will serve as an iconic centerpiece between St. Petersburg's 
bayfront to the east and arts districts to the west, becoming an anchor for the core of downtown 
St. Petersburg. 

400 Central A venue will feature: 

• A 45 story, luxury condominium tower with approximately 300 one- to four­
bedroom residences with exquisitely designed interior finishes, wrap-around 
balconies and magnificent water views. The residential tower's first-class 
amenities will include an expansive landscaped sundeck (with a pool, outdoor 
kitchen, dining space and dog park), a fitness center, spa and lounge. The 
orientation of the residential tower will allow for spectacular views of both Tampa 
Bay and the Gulf of Mexico. 

• An approximately 225 room, luxury, full-service hotel with over 15,000 sq. ft. of 
elegantly appointed banquet / meeting space and a rooftop pool with casual dining 
area. 

• Over 25,000 sq. ft. of retail / stores/ restaurants along Central Avenue and 4th 
Street North. 

• Approximately 20,000 sf of first class office space with dedicated entrance off of 
Central A venue. 

• Over 800 parking spaces. 

Designed by the world-renowned, Florida based, architectural firm Arquitectonica, the 
buildings will be an elegant, iconic and exciting addition to the St. Petersburg skyline where 
people can live, visit, work, and play. 

Height 

The maximum height permitted by streamline approval is 450 ft.; heights above 450 ft. 
require public hearing approval. The maximum height of the project is 515 ft. 

The DC-C district "is the most intensive district in the City's schedule of regulations" and 
"allows the highest densities, intensities and building height". Sec. 16.20.120.3.1 of the City's 
Code. The Developer's requested height is consistent with the City's desire to direct and 

1 



encourage the most intense development in the City's core. Further, while the proposed height 
exceeds the streamline approval height, it does so by only 14%, and is not materially different 
from other existing and approved projects in the DC districts. 

FAR 

The streamline maximum FAR in the DC-C district is 8.0 FAR. The Developer proposes 
to utilize the exemptions and bonuses set forth in the attached table to achieve an 8.0 FAR. 

2 



FAR SUMMARY: 

Site Area (SF) : 99,121 

Summary 
Area Square Footage Note 

Development Area Available: 
Base FAR (8.0) 
Parking Deductible 
Office FAR Deductible 
Hotel FAR Deductible 
Total Development Area Available 

792,968 
318,670 

20,590 
148,682 

1,280,910 

Bonus Approval Streamline 

0.25 FAR (MAX 24,780 SF) 
1.5 FAR 

Proposed Constructed Area 
Residential 
Parking 
Hotel 
Retail 
Office 
Total Area to be Built 

(GSF): 
719,690 
318,670 
198,550 
23,340 
20,590 

1,280,840 

FAR BREAKDOWN: 
Area Square Footage Note 

Total 
Parking 
Office Uses on Exterior of Parking 
Garage 
Hotel Uses above ground floor 
Calculated FAR SF 
Calculated FAR 

1,280,840 
318,670 

20,590 
148,682 
792,899 

8.00 

Deduct Full Area 

0.25 FAR (MAX 24,780 SF) 
Deduct 1.5 FAR 

Base FAR SF 
Base FAR 

396,484 
4.00 

Bonuses Needed FAR SF 
Bonuses Needed FAR 

396,415 
4.00 

Parking Screen above base 
Historic TDRs 
Total Bonus 

49,561 
346,854 
396,415 

0.5 FAR 
3.0 FAR 
4.0 FAR 



.........,t PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
~ _..... REPORT 

st.petersburg
www.stpete.org Application No. _____ _ 

In accordance with LOR Section 16.70.040.1.F, "It is the policy of the City to encourage applicants to meet with 
residents of the surrounding neighborhoods prior to filing an application for a permit requiring review and public hearing. 
The applicant, at his option, may elect to include neighborhood mediation as a preparatory step in the development 
process. Participation in the public participation process prior to required public hearings will be considered by the 
decision-making official when considering the need, or request, for a continuance of an application. It is not the intent of 
this section to require neighborhood meetings, but to encourage meetings prior to the submission of applications for 
approval and documentation of efforts which have been made to address any potential concerns prior to the formal 
application process. 

Street Address: 400 Central Ave. 

(b) Content, dates mailed, and number of mailings, including letters, meeting notices, newsletters, and other 
ublications 

N/A 

(c) Where residents, property owners, and interested parties receiving notices, newsletters, or other written materials 
are located N/A 

None. 

Check one: 

St. Petersbur Do 
Association Name 

If the president or vice-president of the neighborhood association are unavailable or refuse to sign such certification, 
a statement as to the efforts to contact them and (in the event of unavailability or unwillingness to sign) why they were 
unable or unwillin to si n the certification. 
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Applicantsare strongly encouraged to obtain signatures In supportof theproposal(&)from owners of property adjacent 
to or otherwise affected bya particular request. 

400 Central Avenue st Pelenlburg, FL CaseNo.: 

Nl:J-..ORHOOD WORKSHEET 

The undersigned adjacent propertyowners understand the nature of the applicant's request and do not 
ob'ect attach additional sheets if necessar : 

i-i: Affected 
OwnerN 
Owners 

- ~ Affected IOAJS- - ~10 ,G,,,-ML. AV6' .. 
Owner N ,. t> or'A , c..,tJ1 

Owners 

Owner 

Owners 

8. AffectedP - Address: 
OwnerN nt: 
Owners 
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NEIGHBORHOOD WORKSHEET 

Applicants are strongly encouraged to obtain signatures In support of the proposal(s) from owners of property adjacent 
to or otherwise affected by a particular request. 

NEIGtJBORHOODWOIJKSHEEli 

Street Address: 400CentralAvenuest. Petersburg, FL Case No.: 

The undersigned adjacent property owners understand the nature of the applicant'srequest and do not 
ob'ect attach additional sheets if necessar : 

1. Affected P 
OwnerN 
Owners 

2. Affected 
OwnerN 
Owners 

3. Affected 
OwnerN 
Owner Si 

4. Affected rt Address: 
OwnerN t : 
Owner Si 

5. Affected P Address: 
OwnerN t : 
Owner Si 

6. Affected Pro rt Address: 
Owner Name rint: 
Owner Si nature: 

7. Affected P Address: 
Owner N t : 
Owner Si 

8. Affected Pro e Address: 
Owner Name rint: 
Owner Si nature: 
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MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services Department 
Jennifer Bryla, Planning & Development Services Zoning Official, Development Services 
Corey Malyszka, Zoning, Development Services Department 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 
DATE: October 11, 2019 

SUBJECT: Site Plan Review 

FILE: 19-31000011 

LOCATION 400 Central Avenue; 19/31/17/68610/001/0010 

ATLAS: F-2 ZONING: Downtown Center (DC-C) 
PROJECT: 400 Central Ave 
REQUEST: Approval of a Site Plan to construct a 45-story building with 300 dwelling units, a 20-story 

building with a 225-room hotel, 15,000 sq. ft. of meeting space, 20,000 sq. ft. of office 
space, and 25,000 sq. ft. of commercial space. The applicant is requesting floor area ratio 
bonuses and approval of additional building height. 

The Engineering and Capital Improvements Department has no objection to the proposed site plan 
provided that the following special conditions and standard comments are added as conditions of 
approval: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 

1. The public sanitary sewer main located within the vacated east/west alley must be relocated to the right-of­
way of 5th Street South to the sewer within 1st A venue South. 

2. The wastewater reclamation plant and pipe system capacity will be verified prior to development permit 
issuance. Any necessary sanitary sewer pipe system upgrades or extensions (resulting from proposed new 
service or significant increase in projected flow) as required to provide connection to a public main of 
adequate capacity and condition, shall be performed by and at the sole expense of the applicant. Proposed 
design flows (ADF) must be provided by the Engineer of Record on the City's Wastewater Tracking Form 
( available upon request from the City Engineering department, phone 727-893-7238). If an increase in flow 
of over 3000 gpd is proposed, the ADF information will be forwarded for a system analysis of public main 
sizes 10 inches and larger proposed to be used for connection. The project engineer of record must provide 
and include with the project plan submittal 1) a completed Wastewater Tracking form, and 2) a capacity 
analysis of public mains less than 10 inches in size which are proposed to be used for connection. If the 
condition or capacity of the existing public main is found insufficient, the main must be upgraded to the 
nearest downstream manhole of adequate capacity and condition, by and at the sole expense of the developer. 
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The extent or need for system improvements cannot be determined until proposed design flows and sanitary 
sewer connection plan are provided to the City for system analysis of main sizes 1O"and larger. Connection 
charges are applicable and any necessary system upgrades or extensions shall meet current City Engineering 
Standards and Specifications and shall be performed by and at the sole expense of the developer. 

3. Public sidewalks are required by City of St. Petersburg Municipal Code Section 16.40.140.4.2 unless 
specifically limited by the DRC approval conditions. Within the DC zoning district, a 10' wide sidewalk is 
required in the rights-of-way around the entire project. The sidewalk design shall meet the following 
requirements; 

o At point restrictions such as landscaping required in the public right of way, the 10-foot wide 
sidewalk may be reduced to 8-feet, however not continuously. Landscaping placed in the right 
of way must meet FDOT roadside offset criteria ( clear zone). The specific sidewalk and 
landscaping layout must be reviewed and approved by the required City departments at the 
time of construction permit application submittal. The proposed landscaping plans do not 
match the landscaping as shown on the building elevations plans and site renderings. 

o Existing sidewalks and new sidewalks will require curb cut ramps for physically handicapped 
and truncated dome tactile surfaces ( of contrasting color to the adjacent sidewalk, colonial red 
color preferred) at all corners or intersections with roadways that are not at sidewalk grade and 
at each side of proposed and existing driveways per current City and ADA requirements. 
Concrete sidewalks must be continuous through all driveway approaches. All existing public 
sidewalks must be restored or reconstructed as necessary to be brought up to good and safe 
ADA compliant condition prior to Certificate of Occupancy. 

4. All existing redundant (abandoned) driveway approaches or drop curbing which exist within the public 
right-of-way around the perimeter of the project redevelopment shall be removed as part of the project. 
Pavement surfaces associated with these approaches shall be completely removed from within the right-of­
way and any existing drop curbing shall be removed and replaced with a raised curb to match existing curb 
type. 

5. Per City Council Resolution existing roadway granite curbing and road brick in the public right of way 
shall be preserved (not removed). Throughout the City of St. Petersburg, existing granite curb within the right 
of way MUST remain granite and cannot be replaced with concrete curb. Only radius granite curb may be 
restored with concrete curb. Granite curb may be adjusted and reset per City Engineering Standard Detail 
S20-50. 

6. Per land development code 16.40.140.4.6 (9), habitable floor elevations for commercial projects must be 
set per building code requirements to at least two feet above the FEMA elevation. The construction site upon 
the lot shall be a minimum of one foot above the average grade crown of the road, which crown elevation shall 
be as set by the engineering director. 

*It is noted that meeting required building floor elevations often necessitates elevating existing public 
sidewalks. Please note that transitions to adjacent public sidewalks shall be smooth, consistent, and ADA 
compliant with maximum cross slope of 2% and maximum longitudinal slope of 5%. Ramps may only be 
used at driveways and intersections, not mid-block in the main sidewalk path. Due to minimal parkway width 
and 10-foot sidewalk width requirements adjacent to this site, transitions to elevated building floors will likely 
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need to occur within the private property boundary. This should be considered with the design of the building 
and locations of the building thresholds. 

7. The scope of this project will trigger compliance with the Drainage and Surface Water Management 
Regulations as found in City Code Section 16.40.030. Submit drainage calculations which conform to the 
water quantity and the water quality requirements of City Code Section 16.40.030. Please note the volume of 
runoff to be treated shall include all off-site and on-site areas draining to and co-mingling with the runoff from 
that portion of the site which is redeveloped. Stormwater systems which discharge directly or indirectly into 
impaired waters must provide net improvement for the pollutants that contribute to the water body's 
impairment. Stormwater runoff release and retention shall be calculated using the Rational formula and a 10-
year I-hour design storm. 

*The owner's engineer of record is responsible to verify that existing public storm sewer infrastructure has 
sufficient capacity or will have sufficient capacity prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, to convey the 
drainage flow after considering the current and proposed infrastructure demand. Drainage system analysis is 
required. 

8. Site stormwater attenuation and treatment system discharges shall be piped to connect directly to a public 
underground stormwater conveyance system when a conveyance system is reasonably available. When a 
public stormwater conveyance system is not reasonably available for connection, a bubbler type overflow 
discharge may be considered; however, since the overflow to the surface of the right of way creates a point 
discharge which no longer mimics existing site discharge conditions, a more conservative drainage design 
which provides attenuation of the City's 10 year 1 hour design storm using a pre-development coefficient of 
runoff equal to O .20 for entire site is required AND in no case shall an overflow discharge exceed 1 cfs during 
the City's 10 year 1 hour design storm. For a bubbler type overflow discharge to be approved, the Engineer of 
Record must provide adequate topographical information (every SO-feet) to verify a positive overland flow 
path to a public stormwater conveyance system. All bubbler type overflow structures shall be designed with 
an open bottom or other means to allow percolation of any standing water into the soil between storm events, 
shall be positioned to eliminate any flow of discharge over a public sidewalk, shall be located to avoid 
discharges over landscaped areas, shall not cause erosion to private property or to the public right of way, and 
shall not cause a public nuisance. Bubbler type overflow structures placed within the public right of way shall 
be traffic rated and will require prior approval of a Minor Easement Permit to clarify private ownership and 
maintenance responsibility. 

9. Parking garage entrances/exits shall meet requirements as mandated by the City of St. Petersburg Land 
Development Code Section 16.40.090.3.5. Garage security gates with controlled access must be designed to 
meet the minimum vehicle stacking requirements. Any proposed card access readers shall be located within 
private property boundaries. An automatic traffic warning system shall be installed at the garage exit which 
activates a flashing warning light of exiting vehicles visible to vehicles or pedestrians traveling in the alley 
right-of-way. The final plan must include adequate signage, warning lights and wiring as required for public 
safety.40.090.3.S(g) without encroachment into the public alley. 

10. Any proposed incidental architectural encroachments into the public right of way shall meet the 
requirements of City Code Chapter 25, Article VII. Any building projections or balconies which extend over 
the public right of way must meet the specific requirements of City Code 25-275; any building foundation 
encroachments into the public right of way shall meet the specific requirements of City Code 25-274. 

11. A minor easement permit approval issued by the City Engineering and Capital Improvements department 
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must be obtained for all proposed private encroachments into the public right of way per the requirements of 
City Code chapter 25, Article VII prior to Engineering departmental site plan approval. 

12. The project Engineer will be required to develop a site-specific Maintenance ofTraffic plan in compliance 
with FDOT "Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways" and "Roadways and Traffic Design 
Standards for City approval prior to initiating construction. The plan shall provide for pedestrian and 
vehicular safety during the construction process and shall minimize the use of the public right of way for 
construction purposes. Approval of proposed roadway travel lane closures is discouraged and will be at the 
discretion of the City's Engineering director pending receipt of adequate justification. The Maintenance of 
Traffic plan shall be prepared in compliance with City Engineering's "Maintenance of Traffic Plan 
Requirements", available upon request from the City Engineering & Capital Improvements department. 

Note that contractor introduction letters must be sent to all surrounding businesses, associations, and property 
owners prior to implementing any Maintenance of Traffic plan. As a minimum, the letter must give a 
description of the project, provide a list of all right of way impacts (parking impacts, travel lane impacts, 
sidewalk closures and temporary pedestrian paths, etc.), a schedule for each phase of the MOT 
implementation, and what to expect with regard to noise, delivery trucks, concrete trucks & pumps, as well as 
contact information for the on-site contractors representative with 24 hour availability who is responsible for 
addressing any and all concerns of impacted citizens. The contractor must personally visit each operating 
business around the construction site and make direct contact with any active business association or 
neighborhood association and personally introduce themselves to the business owners and association 
presidents. The contractor must also meet with any association representatives and property owners 
periodically to address any concerns that may develop as the project proceeds. The contractor is required to 
provide a copy of the letter and summary of when and who was contacted prior to implementing any City 
approved MOT plan. 

13. Use of on-street public parking spaces for construction purposes must receive prior approval from the 
City's Transportatio~ and Parking Management division. Refer to the City's "Parking Meter Removal & 
Space Rental Policy During Construction" procedure, available upon request from the City Transportation and 
Parking Management department. 

14. Redevelopment within this site shall be coordinated as may be necessary to facilitate any City Capital 
Improvement projects in the vicinity of this site which occur during the time of construction. 

15. Please assure that the developer's design professional( s) coordinate with Duke Energy prior to proceeding 
with further development of this site plan to assure that the design has provided adequate space for any Duke 
Energy equipment which may be required to be placed within the private property boundary to accommodate 
the building power needs. Early coordination is necessary to avoid additional expense and project delays 
which may occur if plans must be changed later in the building/site design stage as necessary to accommodate 
power equipment on-site and not within the public right of way. If you have not already done so, please 
initiate contact with Jeff.Baker3@duke-energy.com. 

16. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department must be obtained prior to the commencement of 
construction within dedicated right-of-way or public easement. All work within right of way or public utility 
easement shall be in compliance with current City Engineering Standards and Specifications and shall be 
installed at the applicant's expense in accordance with the standards, specifications, and policies adopted by 
the City. 

mailto:Jeff.Baker3@duke-energy.com
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STANDARD COMMENTS: Water service is available to the site. The applicant's Engineer shall coordinate 
potable water and/ or fire service requirements through the City's Water Resources department. Recent fire 
flow test data shall be utilized by the site Engineer of Record for design of fire protection system( s) for this 
development. Any necessary system upgrades or extensions shall be performed at the expense of the 
developer. 

Water and fire services and/ or necessary backflow prevention devices shall be installed below ground in vaults 
per City Ordinance 1009-g (unless determined to be a high hazard application by the City's Water Resources 
department or a variance is granted by the City Water Resources department). Note that the City's Water 
Resources Department will require an exclusive easement for any meter or backflow device placed within 
private property boundaries. City forces shall install all public water service meters, backflow prevention 
devices, and/or fire services at the expense of the developer. Contact the City's Water Resources department, 
Kelly Donnelly, at 727-892-5614 or kelly.donnelly@stpete.org. All portions of a private fire suppression 
system shall remain within the private property boundaries and shall not be located within the public right of 
way (i.e. post indicator valves, fire department connections, etc.). 

Plan and profile showing all paving, drainage, sanitary sewers, and water mains ( seawalls if applicable) to be 
provided to the Engineering Department for review and coordination by the applicant's engineer for all 
construction proposed or contemplated within dedicated right of way or easement. 

Redevelopment within this site shall be coordinated as may be necessary to facilitate any City Capital 
Improvement projects in the vicinity of this site which occur during the time of construction. 

Development plans shall include a grading plan to be submitted to the Engineering Department including 
street crown elevations. Lots shall be graded in such a manner that all surface drainage shall be in compliance 
with the City's stormwater management requirements. A grading plan showing the building site and proposed 
surface drainage shall be submitted to the engineering director. 

Development plans shall include a copy of a Southwest Florida Water Management District Management of 
Surface Water Permit or Letter of Exemption or evidence of Engineer's Self Certification to FDEP. 

It is the developer's responsibility to file a CGP Notice of Intent (Non(DEP form 62- 21.300(4)(b)) to the 
NPDES Stormwater Notices Center to obtain permit coverage if applicable. 

Submit a completed Stormwater Management Utility Data Form to the City Engineering Department. 

The applicant will be required to submit to the Engineering Department copies of all permits from other 
regulatory agencies including but not limited to FOOT, FDEP, SWFWMD and Pinellas County, as required 
for this project. Plans specifications are subject to approval by the Florida state board of Health. 

NED/MJR/meh 
pc: Kelly Donnelly 

Correspondence File 

mailto:kelly.donnelly@stpete.org


Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Thomas M Whalen 
Sent: Monday, October 14, 2019 10:51 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka 
Cc: Michael J. Frederick; Kyle Simpson 
Subject: Case No. 19-31000011 - Site Plan to Construct a 45-Story Building - 400 Central Avenue 

Corey, 

The Transportation and Parking Management Department has reviewed the proposed site plan for 45-story, mixed-use 
development at 400 Central Avenue. We recommend that the applicant provide a bulb out at the corner of Central 
Avenue and 4th Street. There is an existing stop for the Central Avenue Trolley at this location. The trolley could stop at 
the bulb out, much like it does on the other side of 4th Street for westbound service. 

We contacted PSTA staff to review our proposal. They are okay with the buses not being able to pull into the curb. As 
part of the bulb out, they recommend that an ADA land pad that is 5' by 8' be included to allow buses to deploy an ADA 
ramp for riders with disabilities. 

Tom Whalen, AICP CTP, ENV SP 
Planner Ill 
City of St. Petersburg 
727-893-7883 
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DRC CASE NO. 19-31000011 
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Iris L. Winn 

From: kingwg@tampabay.rr.com 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 9:22 PM 
To: Iris L. Winn 
Subject: Letter of Opposition: 400 Central Ave  DRC Case # 19-31000011 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Ms. Winn 

Formal letter of opposition to proposed site plan for 400 Central Ave Project 

Please include with packet for Dec 4 DRC Meeting 

Please confirm receipt 

Thank you 

Bill King 
kingwg@tampabay.rr.com 
tel 727-365-2868 

MEMO 

November 26, 2019 

TO: 
Ms. Melissa Rutland – Chair 
City of St. Petersburg Development Review Commission 

FROM: 
William G. King, Jr 
1300 49th Ave NE 
St. Petersburg, FL 33703 
kingwg@tampabay.rr.com 

Reference: Case # 19-31000011, 400 Central Ave Project, Big Apple Group 

Ms. Rutland and DRC Members 

This memo will serve as formal opposition of record to the proposed 400 Central Project. 

I am a long term resident of St. Petersburg and I work in the BBT building at 360 Central Ave ; next door to the proposed 
project. 

The proposal for a 45 story hotel/residences , in my opinion, is excessive and not in keeping with the skyline and other 
development in the downtown / Central Ave business district. Such a large structure will for forever (negatively) change 
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---

the character of the central downtown area plus generate a huge impact on parking and vehicular congestion in an area 
with very limited infrastructure. 

I would strongly recommend that the DRC deny the project as proposed; and seek an alternative, scaled back, “right 
sized” plan from the Big Apple Group that is consistent and more in keeping with the character of the area. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely 
William G. King, Jr. 

2 
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st.petersbura DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
www.stpete.org STAFF REPORT 

APPEAL OF A STREAMLINE APPROVAL 
FOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on Wednesday, December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine 
Center (Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO. : 19-31000012 PLAT SHEET: F-4 

APPEAL: Appeal of a streamline approval of a Site Plan to construct a 7-
story building with 126-dwelling units in the DC-2 zoning district. 
The applicant is requesting floor area ratio bonuses and a 
variance to maintain a 5-foot wide sidewalk. 

APPELLANTS: Jarryd Lunger and Matt Clear 
343 ath Street North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Jeremy and Kate Lund 
759 Calla Terrace 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Larkin Accinelli 
755 Calla Terrace North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Daron Tarolton 
757 Calla Terrace North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Peter Belmont 
Preserve the 'Burg 
P.O. Box 838 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33731 

www.stpete.org
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OWNER: 

AGENT: 

ADDRESS: 

PARCEL ID NO.: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTON: 

ZONING: 

SITE AREA TOTAL: 

GROSS FLOOR AREA: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

BUILDING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 
Permitted: 

OPEN GREEN SPACE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

PAVING COVERAGE: 
Existing: 
Proposed: 

Debi Mazor and Peggy Green 
841 4th Avenue North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

David and Violeta Sanders 
841 4th Avenue North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

770 4th Ave N Land Trust 
405 6th Street South, Suite 102 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Istvan Peteranecz 
Behar Peteranecz Architects 
2430 Terminal Drive 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33712 

770 4th Avenue North 

19-31-17-41650-000-001 0 

On File 

Downtown Center (DC-2) 

30,890 square feet or 0.71 acres 

11 , 723 square feet 0.38 F.A.R. 
115,263 square feet 3.73 F.A.R. 
154,450 square feet 5.0 F.A.R. 

11,723 square feet 38% of Site MOL 
27, 131 square feet 88% of Site MOL 
29,345 square feet 95% of Site MOL 

24,443 square feet 79% of Site MOL 
28,161 square feet 91% of Site MOL 
N/A 

6,447 square feet 21% of Site MOL 
2,729 square feet 9% of Site MOL 

12,720 square feet 41% of Site MOL 
1 , 030 square feet 3% of Site MOL 
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PARKING: 
Existing: 25 
Proposed: 116; including 5 handicapped spaces 
Required 75; including 4 handicapped spaces 

BUILDING HEIGHT: 
Existing: 30 feet 
Proposed: 81 feet 
Permitted: 125 feet 

APPLICATION REVIEW: 

I. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: The applicant has met and complied with the 
procedural requirements of Section 16.10.020.1 of the Municipal Code for a multi-family 
development which is a permitted use within the DC-2 Zoning District. 

II. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

The Request: 
The applicant seeks approval of a Site Plan to construct a 7-story building with 126-dwelling 
units in the DC-2 zoning district. The applicant is requesting floor area ratio bonuses and a 
variance to maintain a 5-foot wide sidewalk. The subject property is located on the south side of 
4th Avenue North between Moffett Court North and 8th Street North. 

Current Proposal: 
Staff determined that the request was consistent with review criteria and initiated a streamline 
approval of the application in accordance with Section 16.20.120.4 approval process in DC 
districts. The subject application was scheduled to be approved by staff on October 10, 2019, if 
no appeal was submitted. 

Appeal: 
On October 10, 2019, the City Clerk received two appeals. The first appeal was from Jarryd 
Lunger with three additional appellants listed on the appeal ("Lunger'' appeal). The second 
appeal was from Preserve the 'Burg represented by Peter Belmont with two additional 
appellants listed on the appeal ("PTB" appeal). The first appeal listed two items for grounds for 
the appeal and the second appeal listed one item for grounds for the appeal, see attached 
Appeal tab. The two appeals are being processed as a unified appeal case. 

Analysis: 
The proposed project will consist of a 7-story residential building which will occupy the majority 
of the subject property. The ground floor of the building will consist of a lobby, mechanical 
room, dumpster room, loading room and vehicular parking. The second floor will include a 
lobby, storage room, mechanical room and vehicular parking. The third floor will have 
residential units and an outdoor terrace with pool. The fourth through sixth floors will have 
residential units. The seventh floor will have an indoor and outdoor amenity space and 
residential units. 

Vehicular ingress and egress to the parking garage will be from a Moffett Court North. The 
dumpster and loading areas will also be accessed from Moffett Court North. Pedestrian access 
to the building will be from the public sidewalk along 8th Street North 
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The proposed architectural style of the building will be contemporary. The first two floors of the 
building will be cladded in a different material than the upper floors, helping to define the base of 
the building. The base of the building includes the lobby and parking garage. The applicant 
has carried the fenestration pattern from the upper floors down to the base of the building to 
articulate the fagade and screen the parking. The base of the building is also articulated with a 
2-story glass lobby. The upper portion of the building will include large windows, and balconies 
that are both inset and cantilevered from the building. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO BONUSES: 
The base Floor Area Ratio (FAR) within the DC-2 district is 3.0. The applicant is requesting a 
bonus of 0.8 FAR for a total FAR of 3.8, which can be granted administratively upon 
demonstration that the project qualifies for the bonuses. 

The applicant is requesting approval of the following bonus: 

1. 0.8 FAR - Use transfer of development rights from a locally designated landmark 
or landmark site. 

The applicant is seeking to utilize this bonus to achieve a FAR bonus of 0.8. To qualify for the 
bonus, the applicant will be required to purchase 24,712 square feet of transfer of development 
rights (TDRs) from a locally designated landmark or landmark site with available TDRs. 
Currently, there are five landmarks that the applicant can purchase TDRs from. The holder of 
the TDRs will be required to obtain approval from the City's Urban Planning and Historic 
Preservation Division to transfer any rights to the applicant. 

VARIANCE: 
Sidewalk width 

Required: 10 feet 
Proposed: 5 feet 
Variance: 5 feet 

The code requires 10-foot wide sidewalks in the downtown zoning districts. The r-o-w width 
along Moffett Court North is 20-feet wide. There are currently 5-foot-wide sidewalks along both 
sides of Moffett Court North. The street has a 10-foot wide travel lane and is designated one­
way. To widen the sidewalk would require decreasing the width of the travel lane. The existing 
sidewalk is adequate to accommodate the existing pedestrian traffic that occurs along Moffett 
Court North. The public sidewalks along 8th Street North and 4th Avenue North will be widened 
to 10-feet. 

The Appeal: 
The standard of review for the appeal is de novo, which means that Development Review 
Commission (DRC) may hear new evidence and may substitute its judgment for that of Staff. 
DRC may decide to retain, eliminate, or further amend any of the conditions of approval, as 
amended. Adding new conditions of approval is also permissible. The burden of proof for all 
appeals is on the Appellant. 

The Lunger appeals listed two items and the PTB appeal raises one item for grounds for the 
appeal. Staff's analysis and response to these issues is addressed in this report. 
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The relevant legal criteria for this appeal of a Site Plan approval are found in Chapter 16, 
Section 16.70.040.1.4.D. are noted below. It is the responsibility of the Development Review 
Commission (DRC) to evaluate and weight these criteria in making their determination. 

D. Standards for review. In addition to the standards of review for a zoning and planning decision 
generally, a decision rendered under this section shall be guided by the following factors: 

1. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan; 
2. The property for which a site plan review is requested shall have valid land use and zoning for the 

proposed use prior to the public hearing; 
3. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular emphasis on automotive 

and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and bicycle traffic and control, provision of 
services and servicing of utilities and refuse collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and 
emergency. Access management standards on State and county roads shall be based on the 
latest access management standards of FOOT or the county, respectively; 

4. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street loading facilities to 
driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed development with particular reference to 
automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or 
catastrophe, and screening and landscaping; 

5. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets and intersections. 
A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the project impact on the level of service of 
adjacent streets and intersections. Transportation system management techniques may be 
required where necessary to offset the traffic impacts; 

6. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for drainage on 
adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention systems. The Commission may 
grant approval of a drainage plan as required City ordinance, county ordinance, or SWFWMD; 

7. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety and compatibility 
and harmony with adjacent properties; 

8. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in relation to the 
physical characteristics of the site, the character of the neighborhood and the appearance and 
harmony of the building with adjacent development and surrounding landscape; 

9. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic and 
archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in the City's 
Comprehensive Plan; 

10. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a concentration of 
similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in the neighborhood; 

11. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a concentration of 
similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working conditions in the neighborhood; 

12. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve internal and external 
harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the proposed development and to control 
adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes and other nuisances; 

13. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably anticipated 
operations and expansion thereof; 

14. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including trees, wetlands, 
and other vegetation; 

15.Sensitivity of the development to on-site and or adjacent (within 200 feet) historic or archaeological 
resources related to scale, mass, building materials, and other impacts; 

16. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the hurricane 
vulnerability zones; 

17. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a certificate of concurrency by 
complying with the adopted levels of service for: a. Water. b. Sewer. c. Sanitation. d. Parks and 
recreation. e. Drainage 

STAFF ANAL VSIS: Staff has reviewed the arguments set forth in the appeal letters. Staff 
recommends that the DRC deny both appeals and uphold the Staff's decision based on the 
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following analysis. Appellants' issues are outlined below in bold, followed by Staff analysis and 
response. 

Appeal #1 (Lunger) 
Issue #1: A traffic study was not complete that would evaluate potential impacts the 
development would have on the surrounding area. 

Staff's response: 
The submittal documents required by Code for a site plan application do not include a traffic 
study. Site plan applications are routinely routed by staff to multiple city departments for initial 
review, including the Engineering, Transportation and Parking Management and Water 
Resources Departments. City departments may provide comments and/or conditions of 
approval or request additional information or studies if deemed necessary. Correspondence for 
the proposed project are attached to the report under the Staff Correspondence tab. 

The City's Transportation and Parking Management Department did not require a traffic 
study due to the low number of projected new peak hour vehicular trips. In addition to the 
low number of projected trips, Moffett Court North is sufficient to accommodate the entering 
and exiting trips. The major streets, 8th Street North and 4th Avenue North, have excess 
roadway capacity and can accommodate the new development. The number of parking 
spaces provided by the applicant greatly exceeds the number of spaces required by Code 
and is sufficient to meet peak parking demands. The Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
(PSTA) has several routes within walking distance of the proposed development. 

Appeal #1 (Lunger) 
Issue #2: Character of the neighborhood will be changed, and many historic homes 
impacted. The sidewalk variance will impact those living on Calla Terrace and Moffett 
Court North and the developer should include the neighbors in designing the project. 

Appeal #2 (PTB) 
The proposed development is inconsistent with the City Code and Comprehensive Plan 
and is not subject to staff approval as the proposed project is inconsistent with the site 
plan review criteria. The project site includes two historic resources, one of which 
retains its historic integrity. 

Staff erred in finding the proposed development consistent with the City Code's 
compatibility criteria contained within Section 16. 70.040.1.4 (D), including that the 
proposed development is compatibility with the neighborhood and sensitive to adjacent 
historic resources. 

Staff's response: 
The existing sidewalks along Moffett Court North will not be impacted by this development. The 
applicant is requesting a variance to maintain the existing five-foot wide public sidewalk along 
the west side of Moffett Court North. 

The character of the neighborhood is defined by a mixture of architectural styles, housing types, 
building heights, sizes and age. The City's Comprehensive Plan recommends that downtown 
surface parking lots be redeveloped with urban styled buildings, allow a mixture of high intensity 
mixed-uses to facility compact urban development and to promote infill and redevelopment in 
areas of the City that have available infrastructure. The appellants for appeal #1 live in the 
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townhomes directly south of the subject property. These townhomes were complete in 2018 
and are three-stories with a fourth-floor roof deck. The developer of these townhomes 
demolished multiple contributing structures that were built in 1930's. Located on the west side 
of 8th Street North, The Portland, 300 8th Street North, is 12-stories and was built in 2011, and 
City Place, 298 8th Street North, is five-stories and was built in 2010. Structure to the north and 
east of the subject property consist of one and two-story single and multi-family buildings built in 
the 191 O's and 1920's. The appellants for appeal #2 live in a six-story condominium at 841 4th 

Avenue North, that was built in 1950's. The condominium is located next to two-story structures 
that were built in the 1920's and across the street from the single and multi-family structures 
built in the 1920's and the two-story Women's Shelter, built in 2016, that was approved by the 
DRC. 

The City of St. Petersburg recognizes historic preservation through listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places and local landmark designation and listing in the St. Petersburg 
Register of Historic Places. Only properties with a local landmark designation or those located 
within a local historic district are regulated through the formal Certificate of Appropriateness 
("GOA") process. The GOA process mandates a detailed review by City staff and the 
Community Planning and Preservation Commission. 

In this instance, the subject property is located within the Downtown St. Petersburg National 
Register District, but more importantly, it is not located within a designated local historic district. 
Consequently, the proposed development plan is not subject to the same level of scrutiny 
mandated for properties located within a designated local historic district meaning the height 
criterion normally applied through the GOA process is not applicable here. The applicant is 
proposing a building that complies with the minimum building setback and maximum building 
height requirements prescribed by the zoning category. Separate from the considerations 
pertaining to designated local historic districts and the requirement for a GOA, there is a site 
plan requirement that this proposed development should consider, "Sensitivity of the 
development to on-site and or adjacent (within 200 feet) historic or archaeological resources 
related to scale, mass, building materials, and other impacts." The dynamic nature of downtown 
centers means they are constantly evolving through change in land use composition and the 
characteristics of physical development. These changes may be influenced by a number of 
factors, including market demands and emerging technologies and construction techniques. 

The application was routed to the City's Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division staff 
for review. Staff's analysis determined the project to be consistent with City Code Section 
16.70.040.1.4.D, criterion number 14, "Sensitivity of the development to on-site and or adjacent 
(within 200 feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building materials 
and other impact." Within 200 feet of the subject property are 21 contributing structures, but 
there are no locally designated structures. The two existing structures on the subject are 
considered contributing. However, the building at 770 4th Avenue North lacks historic integrity 
due to substantial modifications and both buildings suffer from a diminished setting due to the 
demolition and redevelopment of buildings on the subject block and immediately to the west and 
south. A memorandum dated October 25, 2019, from the City's Planning and Historic 
Preservation Division is attached to this report under the Staff Correspondence tab. 

City staff encourages but does not require applicants to reach out to affected properties. The 
applicant is required to provide public notice to property owners within 200-feet of the subject 
property, minus right-of-way. The applicant is also required to provide notice to any affected 
neighborhood associations prior to submitting the application to the City. The required notice 
was provided by the applicant. 
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Summary: 
Staff found that the application complied with the applicable provisions of the Land Development 
Regulations (LDR's) and initiated the Streamline approval process. Staff recommends that the 
two appeals be denied, and that the decision of Staff be upheld, thereby approving the project. 

Public Comments: 
No additional comments or concerns were expressed to Staff at the time this report was 
prepared. 

Ill. RECOMMENDATION: 
A. Staff recommends the following: 

1. APPROVAL of a variance to the sidewalk width. 
2. APPROVAL of the floor area ratio bonuses. 
3. AP PROV AL of the site plan, subject to the conditions in the staff report. 

8. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 
1. Final approval and release of a demolition permit shall be conditioned 

on the submission of a complete set of construction drawings for new 
construction. The submission shall first be determined complete by the 
Building Official or person officially designated for making such 
determinations. While not an official COA, historic preservation staff 
will review the demolition and building permit for new construction to 
confirm compliance with the above conditions. 

2. Prior to demolition, the property owner [applicant or successors] shall 
carefully remove two (2) historic wood window sets, include the frame 
and historic glass, and make the window sets available for salvage or 
donation. City of St. Petersburg's historic preservation staff will help 
facilitate vendor connections, if needed. 

3. The buildings elevations shall be revised as follows: 
a. Openings in the garage shall have a consistent fenestration 

pattern with the building. The openings shall include decorative 
screening or mesh. 

b. The roll-up doors on the east side of the building shall match the 
architectural style of the building and be painted to match the 
building. 

c. The northwest and northeast corners of the first and second floors 
of the building shall include windows/glazing that are consistent 
with the windows/glazing of the upper floors of the building. 

d. The final building elevations shall be approved by staff. 
4. City Staff shall approval the transfer of Historic Transfer of 

Development Rights prior to the release of building permits. 
5. Any modifications to the travel lane, parking spaces and landscape 

islands surrounding the subject property shall be subject to approval 
by the City. 

6. Landscaping shall be installed in the public right-of-way as required by 
Section 16.40.060. 

7. The final streetscape and hardscape plan for the abutting streets shall 
be approved by Staff. 

8. Concrete driveways shall be continuous through all driveway 
approaches and truncated domes shall be installed. 
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9. The City's Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division shall 
review the plans submitted for permitting to ensure that the proposed 
building is sensitive in terms of scale, mass and building materials with 
the adjacent historic resource. 

10. Building materials at the street level shall include materials such as 
metal, stone, brick, precast masonry, glass, stucco or other similar hard 
surface material. The use of dryvit, EIFS, or other artificial material 
shall not be permitted. 

11. Bicycle parking shall be provided as required by Section 16.40.090. 
12. Exterior lighting shall comply with Section 16.40.070. 
13. Mechanical equipment shall be screened from the abutting rights-of­

way. 
14. Construction of piers and/or caissons shall be by auger method unless 

geotechnical data supports a finding that such a method is impractical 
or impossible. 

15. A Construction Action Plan (CAP) shall be submitted to Zoning Official 
for review and approval prior to the issuance of building permits. 

16. The site plan shall be modified as necessary to comply with the 
comments in the Engineering Department's Memorandum dated 
October 10, 2019. 

C. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

(All or Part of the following standard conditions of approval may apply to the subject 
application. Application of the conditions is subject to the scope of the subject project 
and at the discretion of the Zoning Official. Applicants who have questions regarding the 
application of these conditions are advised to contact the Zoning Official.) 

ALL SITE PLAN MODIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE DRC SHALL BE REFLECTED 
ON A FINAL SITE PLAN TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES DEPARTMENT BY THE APPLICANT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO THE 
ISSUANCE OF PERMITS. 

Building Code Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall contact the City's Construction SeNices and Permitting 
Division and Fire Department to identify all applicable Building Code and 
Health/Safety Code issues associated with this proposed project. 

2. All requirements associated with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) shall 
be satisfied. 

Zoning/Planning Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a notice of construction to Albert Whitted Field if the 
crane height exceeds 190 feet. The applicant shall also provide a Notice of 
Construction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), if required by Federal 
and City codes. 

2. All site visibility triangle requirements shall be met (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.160). 
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3. No building or other obstruction (including eaves) shall be erected and no trees 
or shrubbery shall be planted on any easement other than fences, trees, 
shrubbery, and hedges of a type approved by the City. 

4. The location and size of the trash container(s) shall be designated, screened, 
and approved by the Manager of Commercial Collections, City Sanitation. A 
solid wood fence or masonry wall shall be installed around the perimeter of the 
dumpster pad. 

Engineering Requirements: 

1. The site shall be in compliance with all applicable drainage regulations (including 
regional and state permits) and the conditions as may be noted herein. The 
applicant shall submit drainage calculations and grading plans (including street 
crown elevations), which conform with the quantity and the water quality 
requirements of the Municipal Code (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 
16.40.030), to the City's Engineering Department for approval. Please note that 
the entire site upon which redevelopment occurs shall meet the water quality 
controls and treatment required for development sites. Stormwater runoff 
release and retention shall be calculated using the rational formula and a 10-
year, one-hour design storm. 

2. All other applicable governmental permits (state, federal, county, city, etc.) must 
be obtained before commencement of construction. A copy of other required 
governmental permits shall be provided to the City Engineering & Capital 
Improvements Department prior to requesting a Certificate of Occupancy . . 
Issuance of a development permit by the City does not in any way create any 
rights on the part of the applicant to obtain a permit from a governmental agency 
and does not create any liability on the part of the City of St. Petersburg for 
issuance of the permit if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill 
the obligations imposed by other governmental agencies or undertakes actions 
that result in a violation of state or federal law. 

3. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department shall be obtained prior to 
commencement of construction within dedicated rights-of-way or easements. 

4. The applicant shall submit a completed Storm Water Management Utility Data 
Form to the City's Engineering Department for review and approval prior to the 
approval of any permits. 

5. Curb-cut ramps for the physically handicapped shall be provided in sidewalks at 
all corners where sidewalks meet a street or driveway. 

Landscaping Requirements: 

1. The applicant shall submit a revised landscape plan, which complies with the 
plan approved by the DRC and includes any modifications as required by the 
DRC. The DRC grants the Planning & Development Services Department 
discretion to modify the approved landscape plan where necessary due to 
unforeseen circumstances (e.g. stormwater requirements, utility conflicts, 
conflicts with existing trees, etc.), provided the intent of the applicable 
ordinance(s) is/are maintained. Landscaping plans shall be in accordance with 
Chapter 16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060 of the City Code entitled 
"Landscaping and Irrigation." 
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2. Any plans for tree removal and permitting shall be submitted to the Development 
Services Division for approval. 

3. All existing and newly planted trees and shrubs shall be mulched with three (3) 
inches of organic matter within a two (2) foot radius around the trunk of the tree. 

4. The applicant shall install an automatic underground irrigation system in all 
landscaped areas. Drip irrigation may be permitted as specified within Chapter 
16, Article 16.40, Section 16.40.060.2.2. 

5. Concrete curbing, wheelstops, or other types of physical barriers shall be 
provided around/within all vehicular use areas to protect landscaped areas. 

6. Any healthy existing oak trees over two (2) inches in diameter shall be preserved 
or relocated if feasible. 

7. Any trees to be preserved shall be protected during construction in. accordance 
with Chapter 16, Article 16.40.060.5 and Section 16.40.060.2.1.3 of City Code. 

IV. CONSIDERATIONS BY THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FOR REVIEW 
(Pursuant to Chapter 16, Section 16.70.040.1.4 (D)): 

A. The use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

B. The property for which a Site Plan Review is requested shall have valid land use 
and zoning for the proposed use prior to site plan approval; 

C. Ingress and egress to the property and proposed structures with particular 
emphasis on automotive and pedestrian safety, separation of automotive and 
bicycle traffic and control, provision of services and servicing of utilities and 
refuse collection, and access in case of fire, catastrophe and emergency. Access 
management standards on State and County roads shall be based on the latest 
access management standards of FOOT or Pinellas County, respectively; 

D. Location and relationship of off-street parking, bicycle parking, and off-street 
loading facilities to driveways and internal traffic patterns within the proposed 
development with particular reference to automotive, bicycle, and pedestrian 
safety, traffic flow and control, access in case of fire or catastrophe, and 
screening and landscaping; 

E. Traffic impact report describing how this project will impact the adjacent streets 
and intersections. A detailed traffic report may be required to determine the 
project impact on the level of service of adjacent streets and intersections. 
Transportation system management techniques may be required where 
necessary to offset the traffic impacts; 

F. Drainage of the property with particular reference to the effect of provisions for 
drainage on adjacent and nearby properties and the use of on-site retention 
systems. The Commission may grant approval, of a drainage plan as required by 
city ordinance, County ordinance, or SWFWMD; 

G. Signs, if any, and proposed exterior lighting with reference to glare, traffic safety 
and compatibility and harmony with adjacent properties; 

H. Orientation and location of buildings, recreational facilities and open space in 
relation to the physical characteristics of the site, the character of the 
neighborhood and the appearance and harmony of the building with adjacent 
development and surrounding landscape; 
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I. Compatibility of the use with the existing natural environment of the site, historic 
and archaeological sites, and with properties in the neighborhood as outlined in 
the City's Comprehensive Plan; 

J. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on property values in 
the neighborhood; 

K. Substantial detrimental effects of the use, including evaluating the impacts of a 
concentration of similar or the same uses and structures, on living or working 
conditions in the neighborhood; 

L. Sufficiency of setbacks, screens, buffers and general amenities to preserve 
internal and external harmony and compatibility with uses inside and outside the 
proposed development and to control adverse effects of noise, lights, dust, fumes 
and other nuisances; 

M. Land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and reasonably 
anticipated operations and expansion thereof; 

N. Landscaping and preservation of natural manmade features of the site including 
trees, wetlands, and other vegetation; 

0. Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within two-hundred (200) 
feet) historic or archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building 
materials, and other impacts; 

1. The site is not within an Archaeological Sensitivity Area (Chapter 16, 
Article 16.30, Section 16.30.070). 

2. The property is not within a flood hazard area (Chapter 16, Article 16.40, 
Section 16.40.050). 

P. Availability of hurricane evacuation facilities for developments located in the 
hurricane vulnerability zones; 

Q. Meets adopted levels of service and the requirements for a Certificate of 
Concurrency by complying with the adopted levels of service for: 

a. Water. 
b. Sewer (Under normal operating conditions). 
c. Sanitation. 
d. Parks and recreation. 
e. Drainage. 

The land use of the subject property is: Central Business District 

The land uses of the surrounding properties are: 

North: Central Business District 

South: Central Business District 

East Central Business District 

West: Central Business District 

REPORT PREPARED BY: 
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Corey Malyszk AICP, Ur n esign and Development Coordinator DATE 
Development Review Services Division 
Planning and Development Services Department 
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BeharPeteranecz 

Project Narrative - Revised 
770 4th Avenue North and 340 Moffett Court North, Residential Multi-family Building 
Revised November 13, 2019 

This application was originally submitted and streamlined by staff for approval. The streamline approval for the 
November cycle was appealed by Preserve the Burg and by the residents of four of the adjacent townhouses, and 
now is scheduled for a Public Hearing before the Development Review Commission. 

The proposed project consists of the redevelopment of two parcels of land totaling approximately 30,894 square feet 
or .71 acres of site area located at 770 4th Avenue North and 340 Moffett Court North. The request is for a bonus to 
Floor Area Ratio (FAR) from the 3.0 FAR allowed by right to 4.0 FAR using specific bonuses outlined below. The 
applicant is also requesting a variance to the sidewalk width along Moffett Court North, to retain the existing 5-foot 
sidewalk width on this street, which is dedicated as a 20-foot right-of-way. The applicant is requesting approval of 
the 1.0 FAR bo!lus and to the 5-foot sidewalk variance along Moffett Court North. 

The site is zoned Downtown Center (DC-2) a zoning category that allows some of the most intense residential 
development in the City. The site is bounded by 4th Avenue North to the north, 8th Street North to the west, multi­
family residential development to the south, and Moffett Court North to the east. These portions of 4th Avenue 
North and 8th Street North are both considered Major Streets in the St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan. 

The site includes a 3-foot wide east/west and north south utility easement along 8th Street and 4th Avenue North, 
and a 10-foot wide north/south and east/west utility easement in the southern portion of Lot 1, an easement 
vacation application is in process. There are also two 25-foot street corner radius easements on the north side of the 
site which are to remain. The project is designed to be consistent with the goals of the Land Development 
Regulations for the DC-2 zoning district. The site includes an existing commercial two-story building erected in 1952 
on Lot 1 and a 1924 single-family home on the southern parcel. Lot 1 is heavily paved and has existing green space 
along the northern side of the property. The existing buildings are proposed to be demolished, and the site cleared 
for new development. 

The proposed building is a multi-family residential building with a current total of 126 units in a 7-story LI-shaped 
residential building with parking within the building envelope. The site has 5.5% open space with the main entry for 
pedestrians on 8th Avenue North, and with open space on the two northern corners of the property and along 
Moffett Court. Vehicular traffic entry and exit occurs on Moffett Court North, as site access is not permitted on 4th 
Avenue North or 8th Street North. A loading zone is proposed on Moffett Court North. Trash receptacles are in an 
enclosed space on the east side of the site and will be rolled out for curbside collection by sanitation vehicles. 

Level 1 has an entry lobby, building services, mechanical areas, storage, vehicular and open bicycle parking, loading, 
and refuse/recycling collection. Level 2 includes mechanical areas, storage, and vehicular and both open and 
enclosed bicycle parking. Levels 3 through 7 include residential units, Level 3 also has a terrace, pool and lobby 
opening to the pool area. Level 7 also has an open rooftop amenity -area. The building is served by two elevators 
and two stairs. 

The proposed building height is 80.8-feet which is below the 125 feet maximum base height allowable under Base 
approval. The building setbacks are not required to step back above SO-feet as there is an exception from buildings 
which are not over 75-feet in overall height. The building is not considered to be over 75-feet in regard, as a 12' 
allowable height encroachment is allowed if over 50% of the ground floor is parking, therefore the step back 
requirement does not apply. 

Behar Peteranecz Inc. IArchitecture Interiors Office 727 .800.5300 AA26001704 
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The project team was advised by the Zoning department that a traffic report would not be required for this 
application, as there is no transportation concurrency requirement. At a meeting with City staff, the City's 
Transportation Department indicated that the number of peak hour trips had been analyzed and that they did not 
anticipate a problem with the 25 am peak hour trips and the 23 pm peak hour trips. A traffic impact report has not 
been included with this application as per the list of required submittals for Site Plan Review. 

The project site is in the St. Petersburg Downtown Neighborhood Association area. The project team contacted the 
association on September 9, 2019 and shared the project plans. A neighborhood meeting has not been held for this 
project. 

On October 23, 2019 the applicant's representatives met with Preserve the Burg to discuss their concerns. The 
representatives of the other appellants were unable to attend the meeting. In response to concerns expressed at 
that meeting a portion of the building was pulled back from the adjacent town homes. 

Historic Context 
The proposed building is not located within a local historic district. The properties located at 770 4th Avenue North 
and 340 Moffett Court North are considered contributing resources to the Downtown National Register Historic 
District. The design team studied the historic structures in the area and reviewed the List of Potentially Eligible 
Properties published by the City of St Petersburg's Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division for relevant 
properties on adjoining lots. There are no individually eligible properties on the subject lot or adjoining lots. 

The structure located at 770 4th Avenue North has been altered greatly over time with numerous additions and has 
lost its integrity. 

The single-family residential structure at 340 Moffett Court North was built in 1924 and maintains its integrity. This 
house at 340 Moffett Court North is isolated on the north and east and only adjacent to one historic structure. The 
historic homes on the east side of Moffett Court are very intact within their block. 

In looking at the block surrounding 340 Moffett Court North, to the north is the building at 770 4th Avenue North, 
which is a greatly altered building, surrounded by asphalt parking lots. The structure to the south is a multifamily 
building, built in 1925, and not typical of the single-family homes on the other side of the block. The lots to the 
south and west have recently been redeveloped with ten new townhouses. This block has been greatly altered over 
time and has no historic integrity remaining. 

The City's Comprehensive Plan notes that there are conflicts between downtown development goals and objectives 
and the goals and objectives of the City's preservation program. The downtown is slated by the City for the most 
intensive development in the City. The Comprehensive plan also notes that the City shall put in place procedures 
protect and preserve the City's historic resources, the City shall incorporate policies into the Land Development 
Regulations which discourage the demolition of historic resources which are listed, or eligible for listing, in the 
National Register of Historic Places or the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Place. The structures at 440 7th Avenue 
North and 340 Moffett Court North are not listed, or eligible for listing, or in the National Register of Historic Places 
or the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places. 

An analysis of the City's GIS Maps showing contributing and non-contributing structures to the National Regi.ster 
Historic District, shows that many of the contributing structures surrounding the project site have been lost since the 
study in 2004, directly affecting the area's ability to remain contributing to the National Register district. 

Behar Peteranecz Inc. IArchitecture Interiors Office 727.800.5300 AA26001704 mchHecturebp.,om 1p
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Yellow- Contributing Structure to National Register District 
Magenta - Non-Contributing Structure to National Register District 

••
Project Site 

Demolished Since National Register Study 2004 

Building Envelope 
The project complies with all setback and height requirements. The building is designed in a modern architectural 
style. The primary exterior building cladding materials include cement plaster, fiber cement panel, and aluminum 
framed storefronts and windows. The parking levels will be screened using with an opening pattern following the 
glazing above and inset with welded grids for climbing vines. Metal railings are proposed for unit balconies and a 
parapet wall at the amenities level. 

Behar Peteranecz Inc . IArchitecture Interiors Office 727 .800 .5300 AA26001704 
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Vehicle and Bicycle Parking 
All vehicle parking for the building occurs inside the parking structure. On September 5, 2019 the City Council passed 
Ordinance 375-H which allows units equal to or less than 750 square feet to have zero (0) parking spaces per unit and 
units over 750 square feet to have one parking space in DC zoning, this Ordinance became effective on September 12, 
2019. The parking garage provides 116 spaces on 2 levels which exceeds the minimum number of required spaces 
under the new Ordinance. Self-parking is proposed on both levels. Parking meets ADA requirements. The parking 
provided does not exceed double the amount required in the downtown district. 

Units Total Units Parking Spaces 
Required/ Unit 

Total Parking 
Spaces 
Required 

Parking 
Spaces 
Provided 

Equal to or less than 750 square feet 51 0 0 

More than 750 square feet 75 1 75 

Totals 126 75 116 

Short-term bicycle parking for eight bicycles are designed near the front entry as not to obstruct pedestrian flow on 
the sidewalks. Additional bicycle parking is also provided on grade and level two for residential users. Long-term 
bicycle parking at one per unit is proposed in open areas of the garage on level 1 and 2, in an enclosed space on level 
2 and within each residential unit. 

Landscapingand Exterior Conditions 
Landscaping is proposed on 4th Avenue North and 8th Street North street fronts as well as within the north open 
space and east open space at the southern end of the site facing Moffett Court North. In follow up to a meeting with 
City staff, the revised drawings submitted with this revised narrative show the landscaping located along the street 
edges, to buffer the sidewalks from the traffic. Perimeter landscaping is proposed along property lines adjoining 
private property. 

Bonuses Requested 
The building design aims to maximize the FAR under the bonus approval procedure. The maximum intensity 
allowable for buildings in the DC-2 zoning district is 3.0 through the Base approval process, up to 5.0 through the 
Streamline approval process and up to 7.0 through the Public Hearing process. The building as currently designed in 
schematic design has a FAR of 3.75. Following is the anticipated FAR bonus requested to reach a maximum 
requested FAR of 4.0. 

• Use of Transfer of Development Rights from a locally designated landmark or landmark site up to 0.8 FAR. 
• Any remaining credits required will be: 

o Up to 0.2 FAR for providing public art. 

The developer of the property has agreed to donate the house located at 340 Moffett Court North to anyone who 
would be willing to move the house to another site. The developer does not intend to relocate and restore the house 
for bonus FAR. 

Behar Peteranecz Inc. IArchitecture Interiors Office 727 .800.5300 AA26001704 orehitocturebp.,om 1p
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Variance Narrative 
The variance requested is to the requirement for 10-foot sidewalks on all streets in the DC-2 zoning district as 
outlined in Section 16.40.140.4.2. This site has streets on three sides of the project site. The applicant is proposing 
to provide the required 10-foot sidewalks along 8th Street North and along 4th Avenue North. The request is for a 
variance to a 5-foot sidewalk on Moffett Court North, which is on the east side of the project. Moffett Court North is 
a substandard platted street with only 20-feet of right-of-way width. The brick-paved street has existing sidewalks on 
both sides, approximately 5-feet in width. Both 8th Street North and 4th Avenue North are designated as arterial 
streets on the future Major Streets map and are appropriate for 10-foot sidewalks, due to the high volume of 
vehicular traffic and pedestrian use. 

The special conditions of the site include that Moffett Court North was dedicated as a 20-foot right-of-way when 
originally platted. The redevelopment of the site will provide the sidewalks as required on the arterial rights-of-way 
on major streets 8th Street North and 4th Avenue North. With a 20-foot right-of-way width on Moffett Court, it is 
inappropriate to the scale of the street to provide a ten-foot sidewalk. Most pedestrians would likely be on the other 
primary street faces, as these connect in both directions, while Moffett Court does not continue to the north or 
south, and so primarily serves the existing residents of the seven residential buildings on the block. Primary 
pedestrian access for the new building is on 8th Street North. Retaining the character of the 20-foot street right-of­
way of Moffett Court would be in keeping with the nature of the existing historic buildings located on the east side of 
the Court. 

Responses to Standards for variance review in Section 16.70.040.1.6: 
1. Special conditions exist which are peculiar to the land, building, or other structures for which the variance is 
sought, and which do not apply generally to lands, buildings, or other structures in the same district. Special 
conditions to be considered shall include, but not be limited to, the following circumstances: 

a. Redevelopment. If the site involves the redevelopment or utilization of an existing developed or partially 
developed site; 
This site is an existing developed site, though the existing buildings will be removed for redevelopment. 
b. Substandard lot. If the site involves the utilization of an existing legal nonconforming lot which is smaller in 
width, length or area from the minimum lot requirements of the district; 
This criterion is not applicable to this project as there is no minimum lot size in the DC-2 zoning district. 
c. Preservation district. If the site contains a designated preservation district; 
This criterion is not applicable to this project as this is not a designated preservation district. 
d. Historic resources. If the site contains historical significance; 
The site has two structures which are considered contributing to the National Register District and are not 
intended to remain. This is not a locally designated historic district, and the buildings while contributing are 
not considered eligible for individual listing. 
e. Significant vegetation or natural features. If the site contains significant vegetation or other natural features; 
This criterion is not applicable to this project, as both of these lost have been previously developed and 
significant vegetation does not remain. 
f. Neighborhood character. If the proposed project promotes the established historic or traditional development 
pattern of a block face, including setbacks, building height, and other dimensional requirements; 
Retaining the character of the 20-foot street right-of-way of Moffett Court would be in keeping with the scale 
and nature of the existing buildings located on the east side of the Court. The 20-foot street right-of-way was 
dedicated by the original plat and helps to enforce the character of the existing 1920s era buildings on the 
east side of the street. 
g. Public facilities. If the proposed project involves the development of public parks, public facilities, schools, 
public utilities or hospitals; 
This criterion is not applicable to this project. 
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2. The special conditions existing are not the result of the actions of the applicant; 
The 20-foot street right-of-way was dedicated on the original plat of the area and is not a result of the actions of 
the applicant. 
3. Owing to the special conditions, a literal enforcement of this chapter would result in unnecessary hardship; 
If the variance was not granted, the applicant would lose use of the eastern 5-feet of the site. 
4. Strict application of the provisions of this chapter would provide the applicant with no means for reasonable use 
of the land, buildings, or other structures; 
The applicant would still have use of the land, though have reduced development potential. 
5. The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of the land, building, 
or other structure; 
The variance requested is the minimum variance that will maintain the existing scale and proportions of the Court. 
The variance requested is to maintain an existing condition where the sidewalk is now 5-feet. 
6. The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this chapter; 
The granting of the variance would be in keeping with the purpose and intent of the chapter, to recognize unique 
situations, such as this substandard street right-of-way. 
7. The granting of the variance will not be injurious to neighboring properties or otherwise detrimental to the public 
welfare; and 
The granting of the variance would not be injurious to the neighboring properties, as the request is to retain the 
existing condition. 
8. The reasons set forth in the application justify the granting of a variance; 
The reasons set forth in this application do justify the granting of the variance, recognizing the substandard right­
of-way and existing sidewalk width. 
9. No nonconforming use of neighboring lands, buildings, or other structures, legal or illegal, in the same district, and 
no permitted use of lands, buildings, or other structures in adjacent districts shall be considered as grounds for 
issuance of a variance permitting similar uses. 
Non-conforming uses are not being considered or requested in this application. 

End of Narrative 
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To: Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official, Development Review Services Division 

From: Derek S. Kilborn, Manager, Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

Date: October 25, 2019 

Subject: Application Case No. 19-31000012 
770 4th Avenue North, St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 

Pursuant to City Code Section 16.70.040.1.4.D, a Site Plan Review ("SPR") decision shall be guided 
by more than 16 factors, described alternatively as criterion. Criterion No. 14 states: 

"Sensitivity of the development to on-site and adjacent (within 200 feet) historic or 
archaeological resources related to scale, mass, building materials, and other impacts." 

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide a detailed response relating to historic preservation 
and any impacts that may extend from this development proposal. 

Introduction 

The City of St. Petersburg values historic preservation through the Historic Preservation Element of 
the St. Petersburg Comprehensive Plan and the St. Petersburg City Code, Chapter 16, Section 
16.30.070 titled, "Historic and Archaeological Preservation Overlay." 

Historic preservation is recognized through listing in the National Register of Historic Places 
(''NRHP") and local landmark designation and listing in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places 
("SPHP") . In addition to listing in the National and St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places, select 
historic properties may also be listed as potentially eligible for local landmark designation ("PEL") 
meaning they have been identified as potentially eligible for local landmark designation but have not 
been formally processed and approved for listing in the St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places. 
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Property Information 

340 Moffett Ct. No . 19-31-17-41650-000-0051 Private Residence 
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The subject property was historically subdivided with several platted lots and a public right-of-way, 
now existing as one (1) distinct parcel at 770 4th Avenue North and one (1) platted lot at 340 Moffett 
Court North. 

National Register of Historic Places 

19-31-17-21006-000-0010 1916 Contributing 

1. FMSF =Florida Master Site File (formerly Historic Structure Form) , see Attachment B 
2. DTSP-NR =Downtown St. Petersburg National Register District 
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The Downtown St. Petersburg National Register District ("District") was established in 2004 and 
includes a diverse collection of buildings constructed between 1888 and 1954. At the time oflisting, 
the subject property included two (2) contributing buildings to the District. City staff has reviewed the 
building at 770 4th Avenue North and determined that the diminished historic integrity of the building 
comprises its status as a contributing resource to the National Register District. The single-family 
house at 340 Moffett Court North retains much of its individual historic integrity but is likewise 
comprised by its diminished setting, which now includes newly constructed townhouses immediately 
to the west and a large surface parking lot to the north. 

Within 200-linear feet of the subject property, there are, according to the original National Register 
listing, 31 contributing properties and two (2) non-contributing properties. The number of contributing 
properties is somewhat inaccurate however, as six (6) are currently vacant lots and an additional four 
(4) have been redeveloped with new construction. 

St. Petersburg Register of Historic Places 

The subject property does not include any local landmarks nor is it located within a local historic 
district. Within 200-linear feet of the subject property, there are no local landmarks; however, the St. 
Petersburg High School is located approximately 225-feet to the east. 

Potentially Eligible List ("PEL") 

The identification and listing of property as potentially eligible means that, based on a preliminary 
assessment, the subject property likely qualifies for designation as a local landmark. It does not mean 
that a listed property is, or will shortly become, a designated local landmark. The process for becoming 
a designated local landmark is very specific, includes at least two (2) public hearings, the participation 
of the property owner, and approval of an ordinance by the City Council. 

The original PEL was first conceived in 2005 at the request of then-Mayor Rick Baker. Following a public 
meeting with the then-named Historic Preservation Commission on December 6, 2005, the PEL was 
approved by the Mayor and formally established on January 3, 2006. 

The subject site does not include any properties listed in the 2006 PEL. In 2001, Historic Structure 
forms were completed for the subject site by Pan-American Consultants, Inc., a private firm specializing 
in historic property assessment. (These forms are identified by their FMSF number, for e.g. Pll 0406, and 
attached.) Each form includes a section titled "Surveyor's Evaluation of Site" and answers several questions 
including: 1) Potentially eligible for local designation; 2) Individually eligible for National Register; and 
3) Potential contributor to National Register District. 

Ineligible Ineligible Contributor 
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Current Site Plan Proposal 

• Overall Building Height. Zoning for the subject property allows up to 200-feet in maximum 
building height. According to the applicant's submission, the proposed building height is 
approximately 80-feet to the parapet, less than SO-percent of the maximum allowed. Compared 
to adjacent historic buildings, the proposed overall building height is taller than the modest l­
and 2-story buildings located to the east and north, but mitigated by the Moffett Court North 
and 4th Avenue North rights-of-way. The 2-story building at 324 Moffett Court North, 
immediately adjoining the south boundary of the subject property, will be most impacted by 
the variation in building height. The proposed building height at this location is approximately 
70-feet. 

Conclusions 

This proposal will result in the demolition of two (2) contributing resources to the Downtown St. 
Petersburg National Register District; however, one (1) building lacks historic integrity due to 
substantial modifications over the years and both buildings suffer from a diminished setting due to the 
demolition and redevelopment of buildings on the subject block and immediately to the west and south. 

Recommended Conditions of Approval 

If the SPR 19-31000012 is approved, historic preservation staff recommends the following conditions 
of approval: 

1. Brick and Granite Curbing. 

A small section of brick, located along Moffett Court, is protected by City ordinance and shall 
remain the property of the City of St. Petersburg. 

a. Brick and granite curbing shall be neatly stacked, palletized, and delivered to the City's 
general maintenance yard located at 1635 - 3rd Avenue North. 

b. Prior to removal of brick and granite curbing, contact Robert "Bob" Taylor, 727-892-
5077, Stormwater, Pavement, & Traffic Operations, to arrange a site visit. The purpose 
of the site visit is to verify quantities of materials to be removed and to arrange a time 
when the City will accept the materials delivery and provide written verification of 
quantities of materials delivered to the City by the contractor. 

c. The applicant shall provide Staff with written confirmation that the materials have been 
delivered prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. 

Application Case No. 19-31000012 
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2. Salvage Historic Wood Windows. 

Prior to demolition, the property owner [ applicant or successors] shall carefully remove two 
(2) historic wood window sets, include the frame and historic glass, and make the window sets 
available for salvage or donation. City of St. Petersburg's historic preservation staff will help 
facilitate vendor connections, if needed. 

The two (2) windows that are the subject of this requirement are 
highlighted in the above photo using a yellow border. 
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3. Demolition and Building Permit(s). 

Final approval and release of a demolition permit shall be conditioned on the submission of a 
complete set of construction drawings for new construction. The submission shall first be 
determined complete by the Building Official or person officially designated for making such 
determinations . While not an official COA, historic preservation staff will review the 
demolition and building permit for new construction to confirm compliance with the above 
conditions. 
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Attachment A 

National Register Map 

Local Landmark Map 

Potentially Eligible List Map 
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Blue Dot = Local Landmark 
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Blue "+" =New Construction 
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Attachment B 

Florida Master Site Files 
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HISTORICAL ~TRUCTURE FORM 
Site #8: Pll 0353 

First site form recorded for this site? Original documentation, site not recorded at FSF 

Identifying code (field date): 199904 

Recorder#: **blank** 

Field Date: 04/27/1999 

Form Date: 02/18/2001 

Site name(s): 770 4TH AVENUE NORTH 

[Other name(s)]: ** blank ** 

Mult. list#: ** blank ** 
Survey names: ST. PETERSBURG PRESERVATION INC. SURVEY 

Survey#: **blank** · 

National register category: Building(s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 
Street Number/Direction/Name/Type/Suffix Direction: 7701* */4THI Avenue/North 

Cross streets nearest/between: CORNER OF 8TH ST AND MOFFEIT CTN 

City/town: ST. PETERSBURG 

In current city limits? Definitely within the limits of city 

County: PINELLAS 

Tax parcel#: 19/31/17141650/000I00J0 

Subdivision name: HUGHES-PEARSON REPLAT 

Block: **blank** 

Lot no.: 1 
Ownership type: Private-corporate-for profit 

Name of pub tract (e.g., park): **blank** 

Route to (or.vicinity of): SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 4TH AV AND 8TH ST N 

MAPPING 
USGS map name/year of publication or revision: ST. PETERSBURG/1956 

Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 31 South/17 East/19/** 

Irregular section: **blank** 

Landgrant: **blank ** 
UTM Zone/Easting/Northing: 17/337940/3073320 

Plat or other map (map's name, location): **blank** 

DESCRIPTION 
Style: Mediterranean Revival: ca. 1880-1940 

[Other style]: **blank** 

Exterior plan: L-shaped 

[Other exterior plan]: **blank ** 
No. stories: l 
Structural system(s): Wood frame: Concrete block 

[Other structural system(s)]: **blank ** 

Foundation types: Piers.· Slab 

[Other foundation type]: **blank** 

Foundation materials: Concrete block 

[Other foundation materials]: **blank** 

Exterior fabrics: Wood siding: Stucco 

[Other exterior fabrics] **blank** 

Roof types: !iiJ2. 
[Other roof types]: **blank** 



Roof materials: Composition shingles 

[Other roof materials): **blank ** 
Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): **blank** 

[Other roof secondary structures]: **blank** 

Chimney no.: 1 
Chimney materials: Concrete 

[Other chimney materials]: STUCCO 

Chimney locations: E END ORIGINAL STRUCTURE 

Windows (types, materials, etc.): DHS 1/1 {WOOD). SHS 212. ill (AL) ARCH TOP FIXED (AL). GA-TOP FIXED 5/5 (AL) 

Main entrance (stylistic details): DOUBLE FRENCH DOORS. DHS 111 O:VOOD) SIDEl/GHTS 

# of open porches: 1 
# of closed porches: **blank ** 
# of incised porches: **blank** 

Porch locations: N ENTRY N, ARCADE. 6 BAYS 

Porch roof types: HIP WITH SHCO 

Exterior ornament: **blank** 

Interior plan: **blank** 

[Other interior plan]: **blank** 

Condition: Good 

Narrative description: **blank ** 
Commercial surroundings (proportion): No/few cultural resources show qualitv (<10%) 

Residential surroundings (proportion): Alllnearlv all cult. resources show qualitv (>90%) 

Institutional surroundings (proportion): No/few cultural resources show quality (<10%) 

Undeveloped surro~ndings (proportion): No/few cultural resources show qualitv (<10%) 

Ancillary features (no., outbldings, etc.): **blank** 

Artifacts or other remains: ** blank ** 
FMSF Archaeological form completed? No: Archaeological Form not done 

HISTORY 
Construction year (e.g. C1933, 1936+, 1936-): 1926 

Architect (last name first): **blank** 

Builder (last name first): **blank** 

Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: Attached room(s) added after original constr. date/CJ935/**/BLOCK 
EXTENSION AND ARCADE: Altered not according to the Secretary's standards/Cl935/**/1970S STUDIO NE CORNER 

Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: Commercial unspecified**/**/**: Commercial 
unspecified**/**/** 

[Other uses]: **blank** 

Ownership history (esp. original owners): **blank** 

RESEARCH METHODS 
Research methods: Florida Site File search for this propertv: Windshield**: Local tax records only: Occupant or owner 
interviewed 

[Other research methods]: **blank** 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 
Potentially elig. for local designation? Ineligible for a local register ofimportant sites 

Local register eligible for: **blank** 

Individually elig. for Nat. Register? Ineligible for NR. considered independently 

Potential contributor to NR district? Potential contributor, National Register district 

Area(s) of historical significance: **blank** 

[Other historical associations]: **blank** 

Explanation of evaluation: POTENTIAL CONTRIBUTOR TO DISTRICT BECAUSE OF TIME PERIOD OF 
CONSTRUCTION IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD. 



_~ DOCUMENTATION (PHOTOS, PLANS, ARTIFACTS) 
Repositories: Collection/Housed/ ACC#/Describe **blank** 

RECORDER 
Recorder name (last name first): PANAMERJCAN CONSULTANTS, INC. 

Recorder address and phone: 1207 N. HIMES, SUITE 5, TAMPA. FL 33607 

Recorder affiliation: **blank** 
[Other affiliation]: **blank** 
Is text-only supplement file attached? **blank** 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Site #8: P/10391 

First site form recorded for this site? Original documentation. site not recorded at FSF 

Identifying code (field date): 199904 

Recorder#: **blank** 

Field Date: 0412911999 

Form Date: 0212012001 

Site name(s): 340 MOFFETT COURT NORTH' 

[Other name(s)]: ** blank ** 
Molt. list#: **blank** 

Survey names: ST. PETERSBURG PRESERVATION INC. SURVEY 

Survey#: **blank** 

National register category: Building(s) 

. LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 
Street Number/Direction/Name/Type/Suffix Direction: 340/**IMOFFETT/Court/North 

Cross streets nearest/between: CORNER OF 8TH STREET AND 4TH A VEN 

City/town: ST. PETERSBURG 

In current city limits? Definitelv within the limits ofcitv 

County: PINELLAS 

Tax parcel#: 19/31/17/4!650/000/0050 

Subdivision name: HUGHES PEARSON REPLAT 

Block: **blank** 

Lot no.: J_ 

Ownership type: Private-individual 

Name of pubtract (e.g., park): **blank** 

Route to (or vicinity of): EAST ON 4TH AV N CROSS INTERSECTION WITH 8TH S. TURNS ON MOFFETT CT. W SIDE 
OFST 

MAPPING 
USGS map name/year of publication or revision: ST. PETERSBURG/1956 

Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 31 South/17 East/191** 

Irregular section: **blank ** 

Landgrant: **blank** 

UTM Zone/Easting/Northing: 17!337970/3073290 

Plat or other map (map's name, location): **blank ** 
DESCRIPTION 

Style: Bungalow: ca. 1905-1930 

[Other style]: **blank ** 
Exterior plan: Rectangular 

[Other exterior plan]: **blank** 

No. stories: 1.5 

Structural system(s): Wood frame 

[Other structural system(s)]: **blank** 

Foundation types: Continuous 

[Other foundation type]: **blank** 

Foundation materials: Brick 

[Other foundation materials]: **blank** 

Exterior fabrics: Asbestos. shingles or siding: Wood siding 

[Other exterior fabrics] **blank** 

Roof types: Gable 



[Other roof types]: ** blank ** 
Roof materials: Composition shingles 

[Other roof materials]: **blank** 

Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): Gable dormer 

[Other roof secondary structures]: N & s WITH SHCO 

Chimney no.: 1 
Chimney materials: Brick 

[Other chimney materials]: **blank** 

Chimney locations: SOUTH 

Windows (types, materials, etc.): SHS 8/1 (WOOD). SHS 4/1 (WOOD>. DOUBLE SHS 411 (WOOD) 

Main entrance (stylistic details): PANELLED DOOR WITH 3 LIGHTS 

# of open porches: 1 
# of closed porches: **blank** 

# of incised porches: ** blank ** 
Porch locations: NE CORNER 4 X 4 POSTS 

Porch roof types: GABLED ROOF WITH SHCO 

Exterior ornament: **blank** 

Interior plan: **blank ** 
[Other interior plan]: ** blank ** 
Condition: Fair 

Narrative description: DUE TO SOME DETERIORATION AND ALTERATION TO THE ORIGINAL STRUCTURE 

Commercial surroundings (proportion): No/few cultural resources show gua/itv (<10%) 

Residential surroundings (proportion): Most cultural resources show quality (>50%-<90%) 

Institutional surrouµdings (proportion): Some cultural resources show gualitv (>10%-<50%) 

Undeveloped surroundings (proportion): No/few cultural resources show quality (<10%) 

Ancillary features (no., outbldings, etc.): **blank** 

Artifacts or other remains: ** blank ** 
FMSF Archaeological form completed? No: Archaeological Form not done 

HISTORY 
Construction year (e.g. C1933, 1936+, 1936-): 1916 

Architect (last name first): **blank** 

Builder (last name first): **blank** 

Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: Altered not according to the Secretarv's standards/Cl990/**IORIGINAL 
PORCH COLUMNS REMOVED 

Origin al, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: Residence--privatel* */**: Residence--privatel* */** 
[Other uses]: ** blank ** 

Ownership history (esp. original owners): **blank** 

RESEARCH METHODS 
Research methods: Florida Site File search for this property: Windshield** 

[Other research methods]: ** blank ** 
SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially elig. for local designation? Ineligible for a local register ofimportant sites 

Local register eligible for: **blank** 

Individually elig. for Nat. Register? Ineligible for NR, considered independently 

Potential contributor to NR district? Potential contributor, National Register district 

Area(s) of historical significance: **blank** 

[Other historical associations]: **blank** 

Explanation of evaluation: POTENTIAL CONTRIBUTOR TO DISTRICT BECAUSE OF TIME PERIOD OF 
CONSTRUCTION IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD. 

DOCUMENTATION (PHOTOS, PLANS, ARTIFACTS) 



Repositories: Collection/Housed/ACC#/Describe **blank•• 

, RECORDER 
Recorder name (last name first): PANAMERICANCONSULTANTS. INC. 

Recorder address and phone: 1207 N HIMES, SUITE 5, TAMPA, FL 33607 

Recorder affiliation: **blank** 
[Other affiliation]: **blank** 
Is text-only supplement file attached? **blank** 
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Transportation and Parking Management Department 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Corey Malyszka, Urban Design and Development Coordinator, Planning and 
Development Services 

FROM: Tom Whalen, Planner III, Transportation and Parking Management Department 

DATE: November 22, 2019 

SUBJECT: Approval of a Site Plan to construct a 7-story building with 126-dwelling units in the 
DC-2 zoning district. The applicant is requesting floor area ratio bonuses and a 
variance to maintain a 5-foot wide sidewalk. 

CASE: 19-31000012 

The Transportation and Parking Management Department has reviewed the transportation-related 
statements in the appeals form submitted for the proposed residential development project located at 
770 4th Avenue North. It was stated that a traffic study was not completed. It was also stated that 
there will be parking shortages. The Transportation Department has studied these concerns and 
believes that the traffic impact from the proposed development will be minimal. The number of 
parking spaces provided by the applicant exceeds the number required by City Code by a significant 
amount and is sufficient to meet the projected peak parking demand. 

Based on data in the Institute of Transportation Engineers' "Trip Generation Manual (10th Edition)," 
the proposed development is projected to generate 25 vehicular trips in the a.m. peak hour, with 22 
trips leaving the site and 3 trips entering the site. The proposed development is projected to generate 
23 vehicular trips in the p.m. peak hour, with 7 trips leaving the site and 16 trips entering the site. 
Consequently, the proposed development will generate one trip approximately every two minutes on 
average in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours . These trip generation estimates do not include a trip 
reduction for existing developments, so we are essentially analyzing this development as a new 
development built on vacant land. 

Residents will enter and leave the site at one driveway on Moffett Court North. Moffett Court North 
is a one-way, northbound alley. Travel portion of the alley is sufficient in width to accommodate the 
entering and exiting trips. There is space in the parking garage for motorists to queue after entering 
the garage. The adjacent major streets, 8th Street and 4th Avenue North, have excess roadway capacity 
and can accommodate the trips generated by the new development. 



Based on data in the Institute of Transportation Engineers' "Parking Generation Manual ( 5th 

Edition)," the proposed development will have a projected peak parking demand of 116 vehicles. The 
total number of units is 126. The applicant was only required to provide 75 spaces, due to the fact 
that 51 units are equal to or less than 750 square feet. The applicant is providing 116 spaces. The 
number of parking spaces that will be provided is sufficient to accommodate the projected peak 
demand. 

The Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority provides several routes within walking distance from the site 
that have frequent service, which will serve residents that do not own a motor vehicle or have a motor 
vehicle but choose to utilize these routes for some of their trips. These routes include Route 9 (8th 

and 9th Streets), Route 4 (4th Street), Route 18 (1st Avenue North and pt Avenue South) and the 
Central Avenue Trolley. If you have any questions about this memorandum, please call me at (727) 
893-7883. 
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MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

ENGINEERING AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS DEPARTMENT 

TO: Iris Winn, Administrative Clerk, Development Services Department 
Jennifer Bryla, Planning & Development Services Zoning Official, Development Services 
Adriana Puentes Shaw, Zoning, Development Services Department 

FROM: Nancy Davis, Engineering Plan Review Supervisor 

DATE: October 10, 2019 

SUBJECT: Site Plan Review 

FILE: 19-31000012 

LOCATION 770 4th Avenue North; 19/31/17/41650/000/0010 

ATLAS: F-4 ZONING: Downtown Center (DC-2) 
PROJECT: 770 Apartments 
REQUEST: Approval of a Site Plan to construct a 7-story building with 126-dwelling units in the DC-2 zoning 

district. The applicant is requesting floor area ratio bonuses and a variance to maintain a 5-foot wide 
sidewalk. 

The Engineering and Capital Improvements Department has no objection to the proposed site plan 
provided that the following special conditions and standard comments are added as conditions of 
approval: 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 

1. The portion of the public sanitary sewer main which extends into this site plan within easement must be 
relocated to the right of way. All service laterals connected to the main between public manholes F4-230, F4-
225, and F4-285 must be evaluated to determine if still active and relocated to the new sewer main in the right 
of way with the intent being to abandon this entire main. The specific conditions for the relocation of the 
existing sewer service laterals will be evaluated as the new sanitary sewer collection plan and profile is 
developed and submitted to the City for review. 

2. The civil site plans included in the review set indicate installation of a new 8" sanitary sewer installed 
within Moffett Court North which extends to the south with connection to the 8" VCP sanitary sewer 
collection main in Calla Court North. This proposed sanitary sewer connection plan will be reviewed in detail 
by the City once complete plan and profile are submitted with pipe capacity analysis, and after the condition of 
the public sanitary sewer used for connection is reviewed by the City. Preliminary comments are as follow: 

a. If the sanitary sewer connection is made to the south, then it will be necessary to upgrade the existing 
8" VCP in Calla Terrace to minimum 1O"PVC, all the way to the 1O"main in Grove Street. Final 
sizing of the pipe will be evaluated once flow & capacity information is provided by the Engineer of 
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Record and reviewed by the City. 
b. The City's Water Resources department has indicated that the preferred point of connection for the 

new main servicing this property is to the north, to the 15" east/west main existing within 4th A venue 
North because it will improve flow-efficiency by getting into the trunk main earlier and faster (instead 
of routing along Moffit Court, then Calla Court, then Grove Street just to get back to the same 15" 
sanitary sewer in 4th Avenue North). Final sizing of the pipe will be evaluated once flow & capacity 
information is provided by the Engineer of Record and reviewed by the City. 

3. The wastewater reclamation plant and pipe system capacity will be verified prior to development permit 
issuance. Any necessary sanitary sewer pipe system upgrades or extensions (resulting from proposed new 
service or significant increase in projected flow) as required to provide connection to a public main of 
adequate capacity and condition, shall be performed by and at the sole expense of the applicant. Proposed 
design flows (ADF) must be provided by the Engineer of Record on the City's Wastewater Tracking Form 
( available upon request from the City Engineering department, phone 727-893-7238). If an increase in flow 
of over 3000 gpd is proposed, the ADF information will be forwarded for a system analysis of public main 
sizes 10 inches and larger proposed to be used for connection. The project engineer of record must provide 
and include with the project plan submittal 1) a completed Wastewater Tracking form, and 2) a capacity 
analysis of public mains less than 10 inches in size which are proposed to be used for connection. If the 
condition or capacity of the existing public main is found insufficient, the main must be upgraded to the 
nearest downstream manhole of adequate capacity and condition, by and at the sole expense of the developer. 
The extent or need for system improvements cannot be determined until proposed design flows and sanitary 
sewer connection plan are provided to the City for system analysis of main sizes 1O"and larger. Connection 
charges are applicable and any necessary system upgrades or extensions shall meet current City Engineering 
Standards and Specifications and shall be performed by and at the sole expense of the developer. 

4. Public sidewalks are required by City of St. Petersburg Municipal Code Section 16.40.140.4.2 unless 
specifically limited by the DRC approval conditions. Within the DC zoning district, a 10' wide sidewalk is 
required in the southern parkway of 4th Avenue North and the eastern parkway of 8th Street North. Though 
this application requests a variance to the 10-foot wide sidewalk along Moffett Court North, ECID would 
question if the 10-foot wide sidewalk is required along Moffett Court since it is a named 20-foot wide alley. 

a. The civil site plan and architectural plans included in the review set do not clearly show the required 
10-foot wide sidewalks along 4th Avenue North and 8th Street North. It is also noted that the 
architectural renderings show landscaping in the right of way adjacent to the building frontage. It 
appears there may be insufficient right of way for providing the 10-foot wide sidewalk. 

b. Since this project fronts on 8th Street North and 4th Avenue North, which are both minor arterial 
roadways, for public safety Engineering recommends that compliance with the 10-foot sidewalk width 
requirements of the City Code be required and that the applicant be required to dedicate additional 
sidewalk easement as necessary to construct the 10-foot wide public sidewalk. 

o At point restrictions such as landscaping required in the public right of way, the 10-foot wide 
sidewalk may be reduced to 8-feet, however not continuously. Landscaping placed in the right 
of way must meet FOOT roadside offset criteria ( clear zone). The specific sidewalk and 
landscaping layout must be reviewed and approved by the required City departments at the 
time of construction permit application submittal. The proposed landscaping plans do not 
match the landscaping as shown on the building elevations plans and site renderings. 
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o Existing sidewalks and new sidewalks will require curb cut ramps for physically handicapped 
and truncated dome tactile surfaces ( of contrasting color to the adjacent sidewalk, colonial red 
color preferred) at all comers or intersections with roadways that are not at sidewalk grade and 
at each side of proposed and existing driveways per current City and ADA requirements. 
Concrete sidewalks must be continuous through all driveway approaches. All existing public 
sidewalks must be restored or reconstructed as necessary to be brought up to good and safe 
ADA compliant condition prior to Certificate of Occupancy. 

4. All existing redundant (abandoned) driveway approaches or drop curbing which exist within the public 
right-of-way around the perimeter of the project redevelopment shall be removed as part of the project. 
Pavement surfaces associated with these approaches shall be completely removed from within the right-of­
way and any existing drop curbing shall be removed and replaced with a raised curb to match existing curb 
type. 

5. Per City Council Resolution existing roadway granite curbing and road brick in the public right of way 
shall be preserved (not removed). Throughout the City of St. Petersburg, existing granite curb within the right 
of way MUST remain granite and cannot be replaced with concrete curb. Only radius granite curb may be 
restored with concrete curb. Granite curb may be adjusted and reset per City Engineering Standard Detail 
S20-50. 

6. Per land development code 16.40.140.4.6 (9), habitable floor elevations for commercial projects must be 
set per building code requirements to at least two feet above the FEMA elevation. The construction site upon 
the lot shall be a minimum of one foot above the average grade crown of the road, which crown elevation shall 
be as set by the engineering director. 

*It is noted that meeting required building floor elevations often necessitates elevating existing public 
sidewalks. Please note that transitions to adjacent public sidewalks shall be smooth, consistent, and ADA 
compliant with maximum cross slope of 2% and maximum longitudinal slope of 5%. Ramps may only be 
used at driveways and intersections, not mid-block in the main sidewalk path. Due to minimal parkway width 
and I 0-foot sidewalk width requirements adjacent to this site, transitions to elevated building floors will likely 
need to occur within the private property boundary. This should be considered with the design of the building 
and locations of the building ·thresholds. 

Adequate swales shall be provided on the lot in any case where filling obstructs the natural ground flow. Inno 
case shall the elevation of the portion of the site where the building is located be less than an elevation of I 03 
feet according to City datum. 

7. The scope of this project will trigger compliance with the Drainage and Surface Water Management 
Regulations as found in City Code Section 16.40.030. Submit drainage calculations which conform to the 
water quantity and the water quality requirements of City Code Section 16.40.030. Please note the volume of 
runoff to be treated shall include all off-site and on-site areas draining to and co-mingling with the runoff from 
that portion of the site which is redeveloped. Stormwater systems which discharge directly or indirectly into 
impaired waters must provide net improvement for the pollutants that contribute to the water body's 
impairment. Stormwater runoff release and retention shall be calculated using the Rational formula and a I 0-
year I-hour design storm. 

*The owner's engineer of record is responsible to verify that existing public storm sewer infrastructure has 
sufficient capacity or will have sufficient capacity prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, to convey the 
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drainage flow after considering the current and proposed infrastructure demand. Drainage system analysis is 
required. 

8. Site stormwater attenuation and treatment system discharges shall be piped to connect directly to a public 
underground stormwater conveyance system when a conveyance system is reasonably available. When a 
public stormwater conveyance system is not reasonably available for connection, a bubbler type overflow 
discharge may be considered; however, since the overflow to the surface of the right of way creates a point 
discharge which no longer mimics existing site discharge conditions, a more conservative drainage design 
which provides attenuation of the City's 10 year 1 hour design storm using a pre-development coefficient of 
runoff equal to 0.20 for entire site is required AND in no case shall an overflow discharge exceed 1 cfs during 
the City's 10 year 1 hour design storm. For a bubbler type overflow discharge to be approved, the Engineer of 
Record must provide adequate topographical information (every 50-feet) to verify a positive overland flow 
path to a public stormwater conveyance system. All bubbler type overflow structures shall be designed with 
an open bottom or other means to allow percolation of any standing water into the soil between storm events, 
shall be positioned to eliminate any flow of discharge over a public sidewalk, shall be located to avoid 
discharges over landscaped areas, shall not cause erosion to private property or to the public right of way, and 
shall not cause a public nuisance. Bubbler type overflow structures placed within the public right of way shall 
be traffic rated and will require prior approval of a Minor Easement Permit to clarify private ownership and 
maintenance responsibility. 

9. Parking garage entrances/exits shall meet requirements as mandated by the City of St. Petersburg Land 
Development Code Section 16.40.090.3.5. Garage security gates with controlled access must be designed to 
meet the minimum vehicle stacking requirements. Any proposed card access readers shall be located within 
private property boundaries. An automatic traffic warning system shall be installed at the garage exit which 
activates a flashing warning light of exiting vehicles visible to vehicles or pedestrians traveling in the alley 
right-of-way. The final plan must include adequate signage, warning lights and wiring as required for public 
safety.40.090.3.5(g) without encroachment into the public alley. 

10. Any proposed incidental architectural encroachments into the public right of way shall meet the 
requirements of City Code Chapter 25, Article VII. Any building projections or balconies which extend over 
the public right of way must meet the specific requirements of City Code 25-275; any building foundation 
encroachments into the public right of way shall meet the specific requirements of City Code 25-274. 

11. A minor easement permit approval issued by the City Engineering and Capital Improvements department 
must be obtained for all proposed private encroachments into the public right of way per the requirements of 
City Code chapter 25, Article VII prior to Engineering departmental site plan approval. 

12. The project Engineer will be required to develop a site-specific Maintenance of Traffic plan in compliance 
with FOOT "Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways" and "Roadways and Traffic Design 
Standards for City approval prior to initiating construction. The plan shall provide for pedestrian and 
vehicular safety during the construction process and shall minimize the use of the public right of way for 
construction purposes. Approval of proposed roadway travel lane closures is discouraged and will be at the 
discretion of the City's Engineering director pending receipt of adequate justification. The Maintenance of 
Traffic plan shall be prepared in compliance with City Engineering's "Maintenance of Traffic Plan 
Requirements", available upon request from the City Engineering & Capital Improvements department. 

Note that contractor introduction letters must be sent to all surrounding businesses, associations, and property 
owners prior to implementing any Maintenance of Traffic plan. As a minimum, the letter must give a 
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description of the project, provide a list of all right of way impacts (parking impacts, travel lane impacts, 
sidewalk closures and temporary pedestrian paths, etc.), a schedule for each phase of the MOT 
implementation, and what to expect with regard to noise, delivery trucks, concrete trucks & pumps, as well as 
contact information for the on-site contractors representative with 24 hour availability who is responsible for 
addressing any and all concerns of impacted citizens. The contractor must personally visit each operating 
business around the construction site and make direct contact with any active business association or 
neighborhood association and personally introduce themselves to the business owners and association 
presidents. The contractor must also meet with any association representatives and property owners 
periodically to address any concerns that may develop as the project proceeds. The contractor is required to 
provide a copy of the letter and summary of when and who was contacted prior to implementing any City 
approved MOT plan. 

13. Use of on-street public parking spaces for construction purposes must receive prior approval from the 
City's Transportation and Parking Management division. Refer to the City's "Parking Meter Removal & 
Space Rental Policy During Construction" procedure, available upon request from the City Transportation and 
Parking Management department. 

14. Redevelopment within this site shall be coordinated as may be necessary to facilitate any City Capital 
Improvement projects in the vicinity of this site which occur during the time of construction. 

15. A work permit issued by the Engineering Department must be obtained prior to the commencement of 
construction within dedicated right-of-way or public easement. All work within right of way or public utility 
easement shall be in compliance with current City Engineering Standards and Specifications and shall be 
installed at the applicant's expense in accordance with the standards, specifications, and policies adopted by 
the City. 

STANDARD COMMENTS: Water service is available to the site. The applicant's Engineer shall coordinate 
potable water and/ or fire service requirements through the City's Water Resources department. Recent fire 
flow test data shall be utilized by the site Engineer of Record for design of fire protection system(s) for this 
development. Any necessary system upgrades or extensions shall be performed at the expense of the 
developer. 

Water and fire services and/ or necessary backflow prevention devices shall be installed below ground in vaults 
per City Ordinance 1009-g ( unless determined to be a high hazard application by the City's Water Resources 
department or a variance is granted by the City Water Resources department). Note that the City's Water 
Resources Department will require an exclusive easement for any meter or backflow device placed within 
private property boundaries. City forces shall install all public water service meters, backflow prevention 
devices, and/or fire services at the expense of the developer. Contact the City's Water Resources department, 
Kelly Donnelly, at 727-892-5614 or kelly.donnelly@stpete.org. All portions of a private fire suppression 
system shall remain within the private property boundaries and shall not be located within the public right of 
way (i.e. post indicator valves, fire department connections, etc.). 

Plan and profile showing all paving, drainage, sanitary sewers, and water mains (seawalls if applicable) to be 
provided to the Engineering Department for review and coordination by the applicant's engineer for all 
construction proposed or contemplated within dedicated right of way or easement. 

Redevelopment within this site shall be coordinated as may be necessary to facilitate any City Capital 
Improvement projects in the vicinity of this site which occur during the time of construction. 

mailto:kelly.donnelly@stpete.org
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Development plans shall include a grading plan to be submitted to the Engineering Department including 
street crown elevations. Lots shall be graded in such a manner that all surface drainage shall be in compliance 
with the City's stormwater management requirements. A grading plan showing the building site and proposed 
surface drainage shall be submitted to the engineering director. 

Development plans shall include a copy of a Southwest Florida Water Management District Management of 
Surface Water Permit or Letter of Exemption or evidence of Engineer's Self Certification to FDEP. 

It is the developer's responsibility to file a CGP Notice of Intent (NOi) (DEP form 62- 21.300(4)(b)) to the 
NPDES Stormwater Notices Center to obtain permit coverage if applicable. 

Submit a completed Stormwater Management Utility Data Form to the City Engineering Department. 

The applicant will be required to submit to the Engineering Department copies of all permits from other 
regulatory agencies including but not limited to FOOT, FDEP, SWFWMD and Pinellas County, as required 
for this project. Plans specifications are subject to approval by the Florida state board of Health. 

NED/MJR/meh 
pc: Kelly Donnelly 

Correspondence File 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

PLAT: 

CASE: 

LOCATION: 

REMARKS: 

MEMORANDUM 
CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 

Water Resources Department 

Jennifer Bryla, Zoning Official 

Kirsten Corcoran, Engineering Clerk, Water Resources 

October 8, 2019 

Approval of a Site Plan to construct a 7-story building with 126-

dwelling units in the DC-2 zoning district. The applicant is 

requesting floor area ratio bonuses and a variance to maintain a 5-

foot wide sidewalk. 

F-4 

19-31000012 

770 4th Avenue North 

Water Resources has no objection to the above referenced subject 

with the exception of the re-routing of the sanitary sewer, due to 

capacity and flow efficiency concerns with the current site plan. 

Water Resources will require a new manhole in the alley (as 

proposed in current site plan) and the existing 8" main from the east 

to be connected. Approximately 150' of 12" sanitary sewer main will 

be required to be installed along the alley going north to a new 

manhole connected to the 15" sanitary sewer on 4th Ave N. 

Project file 
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
IIIIJIC APPEALS FORM 
~•rs 

st.petersburg
www.stpata.org 

Appeal From~ ~ Officially Designated (POD) JDevelopment Review 
Commission ·~Community Planning and PreseNation Commission 

Appeal to:"°evelopment Review Commission □ Community Planning and 
Preservation Commission D City Council 

Contact Information: 

Name J-Af\lf> l,Ufl6E,JZ,,- fleP/\l'l/'li~TI.,/ 
Street Address ~<f~8nJ. ~;. /J, 
City ST ZIP Code S.[. -pe:re..,uBvll6 pL .s3 '=J-6I 
Telephone ( 330/. l(;J...'f (J ~ 
E-Mail Address ::r-oLVtv6 ,__._.. ~MM{,, .. C fJr) 
Signature Date 

Date of Hearing 

IDate of Decision I(Io{I J-lf1r 7 
Case No. 

ICase No. / 1-31OfJ40rL 
Case Address 

ICase Address . 

Submittal Requirements 

1. Narrative describing grounds for appeal. 

~ttFO 
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Information on Procedures for Hearing 
1) Staff, appellant, applicant, and registered opponent (registered opponent ONL V allowable if timely 

registered and appellant is the applicant/owner) will have a total often (10) minutes each to present 
their case. 

2) The cross-examination phase allows each participant five (5) minutes to ask questions of any 
Individual or party that presented testimony in the presentation phase or public hearing. All 
questions shall be directed to the Chair who will direct the question to the appropriate person. 

3) The rebuttal/closing statements phase allows each participant five (5) minutes to rebut prior 
arguments and make closing statements. 

4) The Commission Chair will then close the proceedings and go into Executive Session and make a 
decision. The Commission members may ask questions at any time during the Quasi-Judicial 
process. 

Return form to the Office of City Clerk, 
Temporarily located at the Mirror Lake Library: 
280 51" Street North, St. Petersburg, FL 33701 

cathy.davls@stpete.org. (727) 893-7447 
*Fae to Appeal Person Offlclally Designated: $250.00 
*Fee for all other Appeals:- $300.00 

*Note: Appellant Is also responsible for raqulrad public notice and any associated post office malllng feas. 

Page 2 of 2 City of SL Petetsburg-One 4tt1 Street North-PO Box 2842- St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842-(727) 893-7471 
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October 10, 2019 

Jarryd Lunger 
343 8th St N 
St. Petersburg, Fl 33701 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The househotd of 343 8th St N would like to formally express concern 
and appeal the development project for 770 4th Ave Non the following 
grounds: 

1.) A traffic study was not completed and will greatly impact those living 
in the neighborhood in addition to the residents who will reside at this 
structure. Parking shortages will extend to the greater mirror lake 
neighborhood and we believe a formal study is necessary prior to 
construction of this p~oject to determine the anticipated impact of 
this development. 

2.) Th-e character of the neighborhood will be greatly changed and 
many historic homes impacted. The plans were not clear and with the 
requested side walk variance, a significant impact will be felt by those 
of us living along Moffett and Calla Terrace in addition to new residents 
renting from 770 4th Ave. N. We wish the developer to include 
neighboring community members in the discussion, design, and 
execution of this project. 

Sincerely, 

Jarryd Lunger & Matthew Clear 343 8th St N 



0 CIT ~ t120r.~g 
CITY 

'G-LEFl'K 
October 10, 2019 

Jarryd Lunger 
343 8th St N 
St. Petersburg, Fl 33701 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The households of 343 8th St N. 753, 755, and 759 Calla Terrace would 
like to formally express concern and appeal the development project 
for 770 4th Ave Non the following grounds: 

1.) A traffic study was not completed and will greatly impact those living 
in the neighborhood in addition to the residents who will reside at this 
structure. Parking shortages will extend to the greater mirror lake 
neighborhood and we believe a formal study is necessary prior to 
construction of this project to determine the anticipated impact of 
this development. 

2.) The character of the neighborhood will be greatly changed and 
many historic homes impacted. The plans were not clear and with the 
requested side walk variance, a significant impact will be felt by those 
of us living along Moffett and Calla Terrace in addition to new residents 
renting from 770 4th Ave. N. We wish the developer to include 
neighboring community members in the discussion, design, and 
execution of this project. 

Sincerely, 

Jarryd Lunger & Matt Clear 343 8th St N 

Jeremy and Kate Lund 759 Calla Terrace 

Larkin Accinelli 755 Calla Terrace 

Daron Tarolton 757 Calla Terrace 
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Appeal to: ~pment ReviewCommission □ Community Planning and 
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StreetAddress ~c) ~)( ~-,~ 
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Case Address 
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PRESERVE 
reURG 

October 10, 2019 

City Clerk 
175 5th Street North 
St. Petersburg, FL 33701 

RE: Appeal of staff decision• Case# 19-31000012 
Approval of a site plan to construct a residential building at 770 4th 

Avenue North and 340 Moffett Court North 
Clerk: 

Preserve the 'Burg ("PTB"), Debi Mazor, Peggy Green, David Sanders and Violeta 
Sanders hereby appeal the staff decision to approve a site plan/development 
application, case #19-3100012, for a residential building and associated 
uses/structures to be located at 770 4th Ave. N. and at 340 Moffett Court N. The 
address of PTBis P.O.Box 838, St. Petersburg, Fl., 33731 and the address of Debi 
Mazor and Peggy Green is 841 4th Ave. N., St. Petersburg, FL 33701, and the address 
of David and Violeta Sanders is 841 4th Ave. N., St. Petersburg, FL 33701. 

Staff has issued a notice of intent to app_rove the application. A summary of the basis 
of this appeal is the proposed development is inconsistent with the city code and the 
city's comprehensive plan and is not subject to staff approval as the proposed 
project is inconsistent with the site plan review criteria. The project site includes 
two historic resources, one of which the application identifies as a resource that 
retains its historic integrity. 

More particularly, PTB contends the staff erred in finding the proposed 
development to be consistent with the city code's compatibility criteria contained 
within sec. 16.70.040.1.4(0), including that the proposed development is compatible 

· ighborhoo and sensitive to adjacent historic resources. 

DEBIMAZOR DAVID SANDERS 
Preserve the 'Burg PEGGY GREEN VIOLETA SANDERS 
P.O. Box 838 8414 1H Ave. N. 8414 th Ave. N. 
St. Petersburg, FL 33731 St. Petersburg, FL 33701 St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
iofo@preservetheburg.org debi.mazor@mac.com dave@sandersandbales.com 



 

 

 

   

 

 

    

 

 

     

DRC CASE NO. 19-31000012 

ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENCE AS OF NOVEMBER 27, 2019 

DECEMBER 4, 2019 – DRC MEETING 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Carol Kline <carolkline1948@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 1:58 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Dear Corey and Derek, 

The city code requires developments exceeding certain size thresholds to assess neighborhood compatibility. This 
project exceeds the size threshold. 

This project is not sensitive to historic resources. 

The city granted streamline review to this project, despite the project's failure to address impacts to adjacent historic 
resources. This effectively bypasses the discussion as to how to make the project more sensitive to historic structures. 

Please stand firm on the city's code. Please keep St Petersburg "Special". Please say no to development that fails to be 
sensitive to historic resources. Please say "NO" to streamlined development approval for projects demolishing historic 
resources. 

Thank you, 
Carol Kline & Burt Kline 
1012 N Shore Dr NE 
St Petersburg, FL 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Mandy Minor <mandy.minor@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 2:09 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North - just, no 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Dear City Council Members, 

It is important for this developer, like other developers who would demolish historic resources, to assess impacts to 
historic resources and find ways to minimize the loss of such resources. I urge you to say YES to a Historic Resource 
Review and YES to keeping St. Petersburg special. So much of our specialness, in the form of historic buildings -
specifically downtown - have already been lost to new development. This can never be undone, and people don't come 
to St. Pete to see another pop-n-fresh apartment building. 

Please say "No" to development that fails to be sensitive to historic resources. And please, for the benefit of all residents 
and visitors present and future, do not issue more streamlined development approvals for projects demolishing historic 
resources. Thank you! 

Regards, 
Mandy Minor 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: phyllis scheidt <phylscheidt@hotmail.com > 

Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 2:14 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Av N. Say Yes to a Historical Resource Review. 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

So cities like New Orleans and Savannah would not be as special if they had torn their older homes and buildings down. 
Are we working hard to destroy what makes St Pete Special? Thank you. Phyllis Scheidt. 

Sent from my iPhone 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: lance@lanceolsonassociates.com 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 2:50 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

I support the Preserve The 'Burg appeal of streamlined review and development approval for 770 4th Ave N because it 
demolishes viable historic resources including commercial property listed on the Federal NPS National Register of 
Historic Places. 

Our history makes St. Pete unique. Permanently eliminating our historic resources for a building that exceeds the size 
thresholds set by the people requires, at the very least, a fully public hearing prior to approval. Such efforts benefit the 
developers as well as the public by providing an opportunity of improved design and increased neighborhood 
compatibility. 

No more streamlined development approval for projects demolishing historic resources. 

Our City's Department of Planning and Development Services is exceptional at conducting transparent, inclusive public 
process. Such transparency should be the priority, not developer convenience. 

Sincerely- Lance Olson, 2526 4th Ave. N., St. Pete 33713, 727.289.1731, Lance@lanceolsonassociates.com 
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Corey D. Malyszka 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Andrea Veloso <andrea305@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, November 26, 2019 1:38 PM 
Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
770 4th Avenue North - NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR 
PROJECTSDEMOLISHING HISTORIC RESOURCES 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Hello all. 

Once again I've come to request your assistance in preserving the charm and historic character that make St Pete such a 
unique and beautiful city! 

The project at 770 4th Avenue North not only wants to demolish beautiful historic buildings but it also does not match 
the beautiful architecture of surrounding historical buildings and it looks like an eye sore next to them. 

Please say YES to a Historic Resource Review and YES to keeping St. Petersburg special! 

Please say NO to developments that fail to be sensitive to historic resources and no not let them go through streamlined 
development approval so they can by-pass important codes and rules pu tin place to keep St Pete special. 

Thanks, 

Andrea Veloso, a concerned St Petersburg resident 
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Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Anita Lerose <chailerose@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 1:30 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: "770 4th Avenue North" 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Please stop tearing down what makes Saint Petersburg Saint Petersburg historical buildings need to stay 

Greedy developers and city officials are pretty much approving any plan that comes across their desk with ugly shotty 
build condos when we don't have the sewer system to supported any type of parking but now you're asking citizens to 
pay an arm and a leg for if I wanted to live in Orlando i would live in Orlando 

You are making everything a homogenized box of crap and losing all of what brings people to Saint Petersburg outside of 
the beaches is the history the architect the local small businesses at this rate they'll be no where to park to even shop 
the small businesses. They'll be nowhere to live for the people who brought the city back when the market crashed 

You have seem to forgotten that a few years back when you kicked everybody out of Central Avenue to put up condos in 
the market tanked on you that the people that were there to bring this city back with the artist, the local restaurants, 
the residence of Saint Pete. Not out of town or's that are buying million dollar condos 

You have seem to of forgotten the small fact that without these people you would not be here you would not be in 
airplane magazines you would not be recommended as vacation spots 

We don't have the infrastructure (traffic, sewers, parking, bridges, roads, ) to support any more of these projects enough 
is enough 

Anita Lerose 
St Pete 33 707 

Sent from my iPhone 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: SANDRA GUNDELFINGER <sandi.53mahoney@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 1:05 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka 
Subject: Keeping Saint Petersburg quaint 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

I understand progress is inevitable. I respected it and welcome it. I am 66 years young and have seen many changes. But 
sometime we have to step back and be earful not to move the history from the location. Rethink what you are about to 
consider. Bungalow and arts and craft homes are of Great value to our historic history. Thank you 
Sandi Gundelfinger 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: kmh30309 <kmh30309@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:45 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Re 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR PROJECTS DEMOLISHING 
HISTORIC RESOURCES. 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Dr. Ed Carlson <acegangl@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:46 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Cc: info@preservetheburg.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

770 4th Avenue North 

1. Important for this developer, and other developers, who would 
demolish historic resources, to assess impacts to historic 
resources and find ways to minimize the loss of such resources. 

2. Be YES to a Historic Resource Review and 
3. YES to keeping St. Petersburg special. 
4. BE NO to development that fails to be sensitive to historic 

resources. 
s. 11NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL 

FOR PROJECTS DEMOLISHING HISTORIC RESOURCES. 11 

Best of ALL, 
Dr.Ed 

Jungle Terrace Civic Association, Inc. 
West Neighborhoods United, Inc. 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Rebecca Davis < rebecca@rebeccadavispr.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:50 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Dear St. Pete City Leadership, 

PLEASE, can we stop the wholesale destruction of historic properties for yet more market rate condos and 
apartments that are of dubious worth to anyone but the developers? Please make sure those who would demolish 
historic resources find ways to minimize the loss of such resources. 

Please say YES to a Historic Resource Review and YES to keeping St. Petersburg special! Please say NO to 
development that fails to be sensitive to historic resources. 

NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR PROJECTS DEMOLISHING HISTORIC 
RESOURCES! 

I didn't move to St. Petersburg for cookie cutter condo developments. I moved here because this city is preciously 
different from the rest of the state because of the arts, the history, the culture, the newspaper, and the community 
that cares about these things. Please do not allow greediness of developers to usurp those values. 

It is one thing if we are looking at affordable housing stock, but that is not what this is. If there is a need, let's find 
other ways to fill it. There is tremendous blight in midtown that can benefit from this kind of building, but please, 
leave the historic properties alone. 

As I drive by the charming Holiday Motel everyday as it is destroyed for another needless strip mall, I am reminded 
that we have already lost far too much. 

Many thanks, 

Rebecca Davis 
Rebecca Davis Public Relations 
12 East 97th St, NYC 10029 
763 23rd Ave N, St Petersburg 33704 
347-432-8832 
rebecca@rebeccadavispr.com 
www.rebeccadavispr.com 
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Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Wendy Hayward <haydesign2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:27 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Hello, 
I'm emailing to voice my opinion: NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR 
PROJECTS DEMOLISHING HISTORIC RESOURCES. 

This project is not sensitive to historic resources as the site's two existing buildings will both be demolished. 
One is the circa 1916 bungalow pictured above and the other a National Register listed historic funeral parlor 
building, today known as 11CC's Bridal Boutique". 

Projects that meet the considerations of the compatibility assessment, including those related to historic 
resources, are entitled to 11streamline 11 review, saving the developer time & money. Streamlined projects are 
approved by city staff without public hearing. 

The City granted streamline review to this project, despite the project's failure to address impacts to adjacent 
historic resources. This effectively bypasses any discussion as to how to make the project more sensitive to 
historic resources. 

Preserve the 'Burg filed an appeal of the streamline approval, asking the city to stand firm on its code, which I 
support. 

Thanks for your time, 
Regards, 

Wendy Hayward 
Member of Preserve The Burg 
2098 Seminile Blvd 
Largo, FL 22778 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Beverly Banov Brown,M.S. <coachhq@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:28 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Retaining the character and charm of St.Petersburg 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Please be aware that ecologically, architecturally and morally our City has been raped. 
Your responsibility is to STOP this abhorrent process from taking down even one more building,house or old apartment. 
Do what your heart knows is right rather than expedient. 
Beverly Brown 

1 



Corey D. Malyszka 

From: Jim McGourin <jmcgourin@tampabay.rr.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 12:34 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org; info@preservetheburg.org; 

McGourin James P. 
Cc: McGourin Christine 
Subject: 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Please stop rolling over to developers. Our city's past and future is at stake. There are now so many new condo bldgs 
that when the economy tightens, as it surely will, our city will be a ghost town. Folks can't pay mortgages, go into 
foreclosure, properties fall into disrepair. 
Isn't there a standard maximum density law in St. PETE? 
Thanks 
Jim McGourin 
820 36th Ave. N. 

1 



Iris L.Winn 

From: roger@journeydeep.com 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 4:59 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Streamlined Development limitations: 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION: This emafl originated from outslde of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Friends, 

I just want to add my voice to others who are asking that Streamlined Development Approval not be available when 
vetting projects that will destroy historic buildings, e.g., the 770 4th Avenue North project now being considered. 

As we encourage new development in St. Pete, which I favor, I want to make sure that we do it with projects that are 
appropriately sized, and wherever possible preserve the unique character of our dear city and community. 

Thank you for what you do to further these objectives. 

All the best, 

Roger Telschow 
1645 Beach Dr SE 
St. Petersburg FL 33701 
301-509-9371 

l 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Dayna Wood <dayna.d.wood@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 5:20 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete .org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Dear City of St Pete, 

One of the reasons we moved to this beloved city 8 years ago is because of its historic charm . Therefore, I feel it is my 
responsibility to share with the city some of my concerns . 

It is important for developers, like the one wanting to build at 770 4th Ave N, who want to demolish historic resources to 
assess the impact and find ways to minimize the loss. 

Please vote YES to a Historic Resource Review for this property. 

Please vote NO to development that fails to be sensitive to historic resources. 

No more streamlined development approval for projects demolishing historic resources! 

Please help keep "St Pete special"! 

Respectfully, 

Dayna 

1 



Iris L. Winn 

From: tragicallychicchick <tragicallychicchick@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 6:45 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info @stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Ave. North property 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization . Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

To whom it may concern: 

Once again, historic buildings in St Pete are being threatened by a ORB and CC that don't seem to see the 
value in keeping St. Pete unique. 

The developers of a new complex that will have 2 historic buildings demolished were granted a streamline 
review when they should have gone through the regular process to assess the impact of the historic resources 
in question. This is NOT ACCEPTABLE! 

PTB is asking for an appeal regarding this matter and I am asking you to follow the city code and grant the 
appeal to assess these properties. 
The community doesn't want to lose anymore historic buildings to another generic, ugly complex! Please do 
the right thing! Do not let this streamlined stand and give the community the chance to make their views 
knownl 

Thank you, 
Denise Deja 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S9+, an AT&T SG Evolution capable smartphone 

1 



Iris L.Winn 

From: Nina Berkheiser <yournonprofitadvisor@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 6:47 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Ave. N. 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Good Evening! 

The proposed apartment development at this site will demolish 2 historic 
buildings, one of which is on the National Register. I find it hard to believe 
that approval for this project was streamiled without an Historic Resource 
Review. If a property on the National Register doesn't qualify for an Historic 
Review then what does? 

I'm writting to urge you to reconsider and hold an Histori Resource Review 
for this project. St Petersburg needs to pay special attention to any 
development that fails to be sensitive to historic resources - we can not 
replace our historic places once they are gone. Lastly I would urge you to 
cease streamlined development approval for ALL projects that impact 
historic resources - all of these types of projects warrent a review prior to 
approval. 

Happy Thanksgiving! 

Warm regards, 
Nina 
Nina P. Berkheiser, CFRE 
Your Nonprofit Advisor, Inc . 
0 727-822-2484 C 727-365-8062 
YourNonprofi tAdvisor@gmail.com 
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Iris L. Winn 

From: Sandy Wilson < 1 natashadarling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 7:18 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: "770 4th Avenue North" 

CAUTION : This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Plans for this site are outrageous. This development does not fit the neighborhood. It takes away yet another historic 
structure. I strongly encourage you to ' say YES to a Historic Resource Review and YES to keeping St. Petersb urg' 
Respectfully, 
Sandra Wilson 

1 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Zoe Wilkinson <zoew2342@gmail.com > 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 8:07 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete .org 
Subject: 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content ls safe. 

Dear City Planning 

I think we should achieve full occupancy for all of the apartments currently under construction before we build a single 
new structure in or around Downtown/ONE/Historic Uptown/Edge District/Kenwood. 

And to tear down a historic structure to erect another box building is a travesty. Please initiate a historic resource review 
for this project. ASAP. 

Zoe Wilkinson 
10th Ave NE 

l 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Aleshia Pringle <apringlern@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 9;06 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Please preserve CCs Boutique! 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Good evening, 

I receive many emails from the City of St. Petersburg reporting community events, political news, advocacy, ways to 
raise our children as locals within our great city and community as a parent, co-president of our neighborhood 
association, nurse at our local nonprofit hospital and resident of St Petersburg . 

I am very saddened to read of the possibility that CCs boutique and the neighboring bungalow may be demol ished for 
another large industrial building, taking a piece of St Petersburg history away from our community. I have a 4 year old 
daughter and if we allow the demolishment of CCs boutique, we will demolish the opportunity to one day take my little 
girl to get her future wedding dress where I purchased mine 10 years ago. 

Please advocate for our historic homes and small businesses whom are staples of our community and residents before 
we lose all that we stand for as local St Petersburgians. 

Thank you, 
Aleshia Pringle 

Aleshia J. Pringle, RN 
apringleRN@gmaiI.com 

mailto:apringleRN@gmaiI.com


Iris L.Winn 

From: Maria Herrera <turner2058@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 9:39 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

To who may concern: 

Please we need to keep some Pete Special. We need procedure where we can preserve our story. We do not want more 
demolition when a home can be restore. 

Maria Herrera 

1 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Lynn <lynnjclay@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 10:48 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Project at 770 •4th Ave. 

CAUTION: This email originated from outslde of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

"NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENTAPPROVAL FOR PROJECTS DEMOLISHING HISTORIC RESOURCES. 
Sent from my iPhone 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Lynn <lynnjclay@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 10:56 PM 
To: Corey D.Malyszka; Derek Kilborn ; info@stpete .org 
Subject: 770~4th Ave 

CAUTION: This email originatedfrom outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR PROJECTS PROJECTS 
Sent from my iPhone 

1 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Lynn <lynnjclay@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 10:58 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 -4th Ave 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Sent from my iPhone 

mailto:info@stpete.org
mailto:lynnjclay@aol.com


Iris L.Winn 

From: Lynn <lynnjclay @aol.com > 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 11 :00 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn ; info @stpete.org 
Subject: 770 -4th Ave Proj ect 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

"NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FOR PROJECTS DEMOLISHING HISTORIC RESOURCES." 
Sent from my iPhone 

l 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Susan Pomeroy <susanp474@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 11:44 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th ave north 

CAUTION:This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Keep St. Pete Special!!! Stop this insane over development of our city!! We do not 
want to end up another "Tampa" 
Here's the Issue 

1. City code requires developments exceeding certain size thresholds to assess neighborhood compatibility. 
This project exceeds the size threshold. 

2. Part of the compatibly assessment is addressing how the project will be sensitive to on-site and adjacent 
historic resources. This project is not sensitive to historic resources as the site's two existing buildings will 
both be demolished. One is the circa 1916 bungalow pictured above and the other a National Register listed 
historic funeral parlor building, today known as "CC's Bridal Boutique". 

3. Projects that meet the considerations of the compatibility assessment, including those related to historic 
resources, are entitled to "streamline" review, saving the developer time & money. Streamlined projects are 
approved by city staff without public hearing. 

4. The City granted streamline review to this project, despite the project's failure to address impacts to adjacent 
historic resources. This effectively bypasses any discussion as to how to make the project more sensitive to 
historic resources. 

5. Preserve the 'Burg filed an appeal of the streamline approval, asking the city to stand firm on its code. 



Iris L. Winn 

From: arthur m. finegold <arthurf_us@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 1:22 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th ave n 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

No streamlining on this one. Evaluation needed. 
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Iris L.Winn 

From: EJL gmail <ericajoylindquist@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 5:20 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

mailto:info@stpete.org
mailto:ericajoylindquist@gmail.com


Iris L. Winn 

From: John Huls <johnhu1s55@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 6:16 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: Please Stop the over development 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

I have lived her all of my adult life . The charm of St. Pete is slowly tuning into massive condo projects that are eclipsing 
the very sunny Florida vibe that brought us all here. People aren't moving to St. Pete for the huge unaffordable condo's! 
It is the beach, culture, and charm of the our beloved burg. 

NO MORE STREAMLINED DEVELOPMENTS! To demolish historic resources is criminal. I was born in New Orleans and we 
lived in the French Quarter. Our home was over Three hundred years old. It could not be demolished. It was law. The 
French Quarter is alive and thriving because of concerned citizens like myself. My mother was one of those citizens in 
New Orleans, and I am one here in my home of St. Petersburg . 

I hope my voice is understood and heard. 

John Huls 

4145 Second Avenue North 
St. Petersburg Florida 33713 

l 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Carol Hess <chessl 563@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 6:50 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Ave N 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Please no more streamlined developer projects destroying historic areas! St. Petersburg needs to keep its special 
qualities. How many more apartment or condo projects can the city residents truly support? 
Carol Hess 

Sent from my iPad 

l 



Iris L. Winn 

From: flonoc2004 <flonoc2004@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 8:04 AM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th ave. np 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organlzation. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Sadly, our leaders cannot be relied upon to do the Historically Right Thing re: preservation of what makes St 
Petersburg unique I Reuse, Repurpose, Perserve what is exquisitely what people Love to Remember and Return to 
revisit in the Sunshine City. It has been proven to cost less, as well as be less annoying, polluting{ air and noise}, to 
disrupt as little as possible when constructing new project. 
WHY must we go to Europe to see glorious Old structures?? We have our own here to protect and save for future 
residents and visitors to AWE over! 

Please STOP streamlined development approval for any project demolishing historic resources . 
Please DEMAND there be a Historic Resource Review to consider what can be accomplished working TOGETHER with 
the 

city council and the developers to Perserve the 'Burg historically. 

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device 



Iris L. Winn 

From: Kerry Rams <kerryrams@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 12:39 PM 
To: Corey D. Malyszka; Derek Kilborn; info@stpete.org 
Subject: 770 4th Avenue North 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Please stop the developers. 

Sent from my iPhone 

l 

mailto:info@stpete.org
mailto:kerryrams@gmail.com
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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES DIVISION 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES 
APPEAL OF PROPERTY CARD INTERPRETATION 

PUBLIC HEARING 

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

REPORT TO THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMISSION FROM DEVELOPMENT REVIEW 
SERVICES DIVISION, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT, for Public 
Hearing and Executive Action on Wednesday, December 4, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. at the Sunshine 
Center (Auditorium), 330 5th Street North, St. Petersburg, Florida. 

CASE NO.: 19-53000003 PLAT SHEET: M-4 

APPEAL: Appeal of a Property Card Interpretation (PCI), which found that two 
(2) units were legally constructed in a NT-2 neighborhood. 

APPELLANT: Jeff Hall 
Lisa Hall Realty, Inc. 
P.O. Box 16141 
Clearwater, Florida 33766 

OWNER: Wai Leung 
340 47th Street North 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33714 

AGENT: Jack Delcamp 
Oldham & Delcamp, LLC 
4970 Park Boulevard North 
Pinellas Park, Florida 33781 

ADDRESS: 340 47th Street North 

PARCEL ID NO.: 21-31-16-63090-005-0080 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: On File 

ZONING: Neighborhood Traditional Single-Family (NT-2) 



   
     
 
 

   
          

         
            

            
    

 
         

            
               
              

         
              

            
     

 
  

               
            

       
              

       
 

             
     

 
           

         
        

          
      

     
        

         
 

             
          

          
  

 
              

          
   

 
        

        
               

        
           

              
               

                

DRC Case No.: 19-53000003 
Page 2 of 4 

INTRODUCTION: 
The property is zoned NT-2, which allows one single-family home on the subject property and 
one accessory dwelling unit in compliance with the land development regulations. The City will 
recognize more than one (1) dwelling unit on the property if the units were legally constructed. 
The subject property is located at 340 47th Street North, in the Central Oak Park neighborhood, 
see Exhibit 1, Aerial Location Map. 

A Property Card Interpretation (PCI) was completed for the above-referenced property on August 
13, 2019 which determined that one (1) principal single-family dwelling unit and one (1) accessory 
dwelling unit (located on the 2nd floor of the two-story garage) were legally constructed on the 
property. A request for reconsideration was submitted on August 19, 2019 and staff found that 
the evidence was not sufficient to change the determination. An appeal to this determination was 
filed with the City Clerk on August 30, 2019. The case was originally scheduled to be heard on 
November 6th, and the appellant requested a continuance. Exhibits 2-4 include the PCI letter, the 
PCI Reconsideration, and the Appeal application. 

DISCUSSION: 
Permit History. In reviewing a property to determine the legal number of dwelling units, the City 
relies primarily on permitting documents and business license records. Dwelling units must have 
proper permits through the City of St. Petersburg to ensure compliance with Land Development 
Regulations and Building and Life Safety Codes. A copy of the available property card image is 
attached as Exhibit 5. The permitting history is as follows: 

The permit history on the property card covers 1950-1986. The property card shows the following 
permits related to the garage structure: 

1. A building permit for a seven room and bath residence with a two car garage with three 
room and a bath over the garage was constructed in March of 1950 with two ranges and 
two water heaters, with a plumbing permit for two baths on 03/28/50; 

2. An electrical permit on 7/7/59 for 2 meters and 1 furnace and on 7/9/59 a new furnace was 
installed and a 100 gal hot water heater; 

3. A business license was issued in 9/16/03 for two dwelling units. A business license was 
continually renewed for what was called the Oakridge Inn, for the two structures from 2004 
to 2011. No other business tax receipt has been acquired for the property. 

Kitchen Range A permit for a kitchen range connection is used as the primary factor in determining 
whether a dwelling unit was legally constructed. There is a permit for two ranges in 1950, 
associated with the main house and the unit over the garage. There are no other permits for any 
additional kitchens. 

Plumbing Permits A plumbing permit in 1950 for two baths is associated with the permit for the 
main house and the two-story garage. There are no other plumbing permits associated with an 
additional kitchen. 

Previous Zoning Regulations. Zoning regulations were adopted on 02/21/45, Ordinance 990-A, 
Article 2, Section1.1.(B), which stated that “a garage apartment shall be an accessory or 
subordinate building, not a part of or attached to the principal building, containing living facilities 
for not more than one family, which living facilities shall not occupy more than fifty per cent (50%) 
of the total floor area of said garage apartment.”. This limitation would have restricted the ability 
to convert the first floor to a second unit. The historic zoning maps from 1955 and a Property 
Card notation from 1950 show that the zoning designation for the subject parcel was R-2 prior to 
1977 and then RS-75, neither of these zoning districts allow boarding houses as legal uses. 



   
     
 
 

                
             

            
          

 
              

              
  

 
              

        
       

            
    

           
              

 
          

         
                
              

        
    

 
        

              
  

 
         

           
         

 
               

              
        

                
              

           
            

   
 

            
              

                
 

 
                  

       
 
 
 
 

DRC Case No.: 19-53000003 
Page 3 of 4 

At no time after 02/21/45 was it legal under the zoning regulations to convert the first floor of the 
two-story garage to a second apartment. This finding further supports that there are only two 
legal dwelling units on the property. The permit history on the property card covers 1950-1959 
and at no time was a permit for a third dwelling unit issued. 

In conclusion, there is no evidence that a permit was issued for a third kitchen in any other location 
on the property. Without “cooking facilities”, no other area can be considered to be a legal dwelling 
unit. 

The definition of a Dwelling Unit and Accessory Dwelling unit is as follows: Section 16.90.020.3 
Definitions: Dwelling unit means living space for a family with cooking, bathroom and sleeping 
facilities; and Section 16.10.020.1. – Definition. Accessory Dwelling Unit “An independently 
functioning dwelling unit which is an accessory use to the principal dwelling unit on the same lot 
and which has a separate kitchen. These uses are sometimes referred to as "garage apartments," 
"granny flats," or "carriage houses." Therefore, without a second kitchen, there is only one legally 
permitted dwelling unit in the garage, for a total of two units on the lot. 

Property Appraiser Records The Pinellas County Property Appraiser records indicate that the 
single-family residence was constructed in 1951. The Property Appraiser is currently assessing 
the property for three dwelling units, for tax purposes. The Property Appraiser does not verify 
that the number of units were legally established before assessing a value of the structure. Paying 
County property taxes for an illegally-established unit does not override the requirements and 
limitations of the City’s zoning regulations. 

Code Enforcement The property has received code violations repeatedly for illegal units as is 
evidenced by Exhibit 6. Exhibit 7 shows the notes by the code officer for an illegal units violation 
on 11/15/16. 

Property Inspection/Evidence of Existing Improvements: Staff did not enter the structure, Staff 
has however had the opportunity to take photos of the exterior of the property where you can 
clearly see six mailboxes and an enclosed garage. See Exhibits 8 and 9. 

FINDINGS: The property card contains permit history from 1950 to 1959 and permit record history 
from 1986 to present. This record constitutes the complete property card for the subject parcel. 
The property card demonstrates that a second dwelling unit was constructed. There are no 
permits on the property card or in the City building records subsequent to the property card 
indicating that an additional unit was legally established in the garage. If there is an additional 
kitchen, there is no evidence that there were permits issued for the kitchen. Given these 
considerations, Staff finds that there is sufficient evidence to uphold the finding that two (2) 
dwelling units were legally established on this site. 

Appeal: The standard for review for an appeal is de novo, which means that the DRC may hear 
new evidence and may substitute its judgement for that of Staff. DRC may decide to retain, 
eliminate, or further amend any of the conditions. The burden of proof for all appeals is on the 
Appellant. 

If the PCI is upheld, the owner must obtain permits to eliminate all but the two of the on-site units, 
including any illegal kitchen ranges. 



DRC Case No.: 19-53000003 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS: Staff received calls from five individuals of the surrounding neighborhood 
indicating their dislike for this increased density in their residential neighborhood. Staff also 
received two emails regarding the appeal, one of which is included in your packet. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Development Review Services Staff recommends that the 
Development Review Commission UPHOLD the determination that two (2) dwelling units were 
legally constructed on the site, contrary to the appellant's assertion that three (3) units were legally 
established. 

Report Prepared By: 

List of Exhibits: 
Exhibit 1: Aerial Location Map 
Exhibit 2: PCI Case #19-41000011 and response 
Exhibit 3: PCI Reconsideration response letter dated August 19, 2019 
Exhibit 4: Appeal Application dated August 30, 2019 
Exhibit 5: Property Card 
Exhibit 6: Code Violations 
Exhibit 7: Code officer violation notes from 11/15/16 
Exhibit 8 Exterior photograph facing west 
Exhibit 9: Exterior photograph facing south 
Exhibit 1 O: Email from Mr. Baker, a neighbor 
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Project Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Services 
Department 

Case No. 19-53000003 
Address: 340 47th Street N 
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~eolty.lnc 
Service You Deserve, People You Can Trust 

July 9, 2019 

City of St. Petersburg 
Planning and Development 
P.O. Box 2842 
St. Petersburg, FL 33731 

Re: Property Card Interpretation Submittal 
340 47th St. N. 
St. Petersburg, FL 33713 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Our firm was hired by Wal Leung to manage the property located at 340 41'1' St. 
N., St. Petersburg, FL 33713. Enclosed Is the affidavit to authorize agent stating 
that we are acting on her behalf. 

Per the City of St. Petersburg, Planning and Zoning Department request, we are 
submitting the enclosed property card interpretation (PCT) submittal regarding the 
subject property. 

Kindly accept this letter for consideration as a narrative of the timeline of events 
because of the unusual circumstances. 

The current owner, Wal Leung, purchased the property located at 340 47th St. N., 
St. Petersburg, FL 33713 on December 14, 2018. At the time of the purchase, the 
seller occupied one unit and rented four other units In the building making a total 
of 5 units. 

We received a zoning violation notice dated 1/29/2019 that this dwelling was 
zoned for a maximum of 3 units. Consequently, it's current configuration was 
considered a misuse of the property. 

Continued on page2 
1 of2 

Lisa Hall Realty, Inc. 
P.O. Box 16141, Clearwater, FL 33766 

2460 Laure/wood Drive, Suite C, Clearwater, FL 33763 
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Upon receiving the violation, we put a plan In place to cure the situation and bring it 
to current zoning code. To date, our firm has complied with everything that has 
been asked and required by the City of St. Petersburg in order to remedy the 
situation and tum the dwelling back Into 3 units. 

Our first step was to contact and hire an Architect, Ron Zawistowski with Innovative 
Design Studios. Ron prepared and submitted drawings of a plan to alter the interior 
of the dwelling back into a 3 units and bringing everything to current code. 
Following this, it was noted that the zoning department requested a property card 
Interpretation (PO). 

According to the checklist on the PCT, among other things It is requesting that we 
supply the following: 

*an original floor plan for each dwelling to scale with dimensions 
*an original scaled, site plan of the entire property 

Unfortunately, we do not possess and were never provided with these items. In 
addition, it Is my understanding that the City of St. Petersburg don't have any of 
these Items as well due to the age of the building (bullt In 1951). 

Also note that the alterations recommended by the Architect are for the interior only, 
nothing on the outside of the home. In reviewing the recommended alterations 
supplied by the Architect, the requf red work to make this property a 3 unit dwelling 
is minimal and can be completed with little effort. 

Please advise on how to proceed at this time given the fact that we are unable to 
supply the items on the list from the PCI. 

We look forward to your reply so we can remedy this situation as soon as possible 
for all involved parties. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Hall 
Licensed Real Estate Agent 
Property Manager 
Lisa Hall Realty, Inc. 
Mobile: 727-744-3610 
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'/_ PROPERTY CARD------· 
~ _. ... INTERPRETATION (PCI) 

st.petersbura NARRAT IVE and CHECKLIST 
www.staete.ora 

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA MUST BE ANSWERED. 

I 

APPLICANT NARRATIVE -

A property Card Interpretation will research the grandfathered status of land use types at the 
subject property and may determine how many legal dwelling units may exist on the subject 
property. 

1. What is the current use of the orooertv?Tri Plex 
2. How manv dwellina units exist at the orooertv?1 
3. How manv roomlna units exist at the orooertv? 3 
4. Does the owner occu ov the orooertv as his or her permanent residence?no 
5. When was the last time the orooertv was owner-occu pied? MONT~ t -i' EAR l ~ 
6. Are the dwellina units or roomino units currenUv occuoied?ves 

a. If ves how many units are currentl v occu oied?3 
b. If ves, where are the units located within the structure(s\? . V,.::,<.. 

7. On what date did vou ourchase the oropertv? I -;;z.I HJ /J {lj 

CHECKLIST 

Completed PCI application form; -
I [Aoolication fee; 

I !Affidavit to authorize aaent, ifaaent signs; -
I IA floor olan for each dwellinti nit or roominq unit drawn to scale with dimensions ; 

I lscaled, site plan of the entire orooertv; 

I !Dimensions of the lot; -
I !Dimensions and locations of all buildinas and other structures; 

I )Parking seaces: 
-· -

I Iingress / egress Qoints. 

Notice: A request for reconsideration must be filed within 15-days following delivery of the PCI to the property 
owner. An appeal must be filed by the property owner within 10-days following delivery of the subsequent 
reconsideration . Appeals are heard before the Development Review Commission. If the PCI indicates 
abandoned grandfathered dwelling units, then the property owner may apply for reinstatement. 

Crly or SI. Pelersburg - One4"' Slreel North - PO Box 2842 - St. Pel&rsbur51. FL 33731-2842- (727) 893-7471 
www$h2f4eorq,1c:tr 
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A notary public or other officer completing this 
certificate verifies only the identity of the individual 
who signed the document to which this certificate 
is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or 
validityof that document. 

State of California 
County of San Mateo 

Subscribed and sworn to ( or affirmed) before me on this 
day of -:1~ . 20Ji, by tt..101· J!:IM l2 

2~). 

' proved to me ::he basis of satisfactory evidence to be the 
person(s) who appeared before me. 

II @ SANDEEPIt SHAU.AI!I . · COMM.• 2289188 j 
. NDrARYAIIJC • rAEa1M u ('SAN MATEO COUNJVIL ..• ... i,;.,.....,..._t!!!dlc:::'.70a,..,..,_,c/ 

(Seal) Signature 

~[. J -ft>: -

~exl-
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Application No. 19·410000l \ st.petersburg 
JUL IO 2019 www.stpete.ore 

SERVICES 
A Property Card Interpretation (P ftwilhtl · f property. All applications are to be filled out completely and 
correctJy. Applications are submitted to the City of St. Petersburg's Development Review Services Division. located on the P ' 
floor of the Municipal Services Bulldlng , One Fourth Street North. 

GENiRAll .l~ i.& ~~~Tr16N 
,__ 

~- ; ..... 
NAME of APPLICANT (Property Owner):Wai Leung 

Street Address:2765 Glauser Dr 
City, State, Zip:San Jase, CA 95133 
Telephone No:(408) 890-9839 Email Address:wmanl3<@amail.com 

NAME of AGENT or REPRESENTATIVE:Jeff Hall 
Street Address:2460 Lurelwaod Ora 
City, State, Zip:Clearwater, Fl. 33763 
Telephone No: 727-7 44-3610 Email Address :Jeff@lisahallrealtv.com 

PROPERTY INFORMATION: 
Street Address or General Location:340 47th St. N. St. Petersburn Fl 33713 
Parcel ID#(s):21-31-16-63090-005-0080 

Legal Description (may be attached): Oak Rldga BLK 3 Lot 8 & 9 

-

~ U Hl!DUtE 

The fee for a property card interpretation application: $60.00 (1" hour or research, plus S50.00 per hour thereafter) 
Cash. credit. checks made payable to "City orSt. Petersburg· 

AUTf.10.l!ll~TIQN 

As owner of the subject property, I understand that a property card interpretation may have serious implications 
addressing the legality of my property. If my opinion differs from thal of the PCI, I also undersland that I have 15-days 
upon receipt of the PCI to request reconsideration, and 10-days upon receipt of the subsequent reconsideration to submit 
an appeal of the decision, which will be heard before the Development Review Commission . If the PCI indicates 
abandoned grandfathered dwelling units , then I may apply for reinstatement. 

Signature of Owner I Agent*: \ .Je..,;~ L ,.--:Date: ".1-J.. - 2 v ' ~ 
'Affidavitto Authorize ....,.lg_n--1,ed,1-,.b..:::y:....;:Ac..::ge::...n-1 --f UPDATED09-30-16 Agenl required, Jrs .---L.:'---"'""'-'..____,.'-=...,,_o_.c;......--

City of SI. Paterst>urg-One 4"' Street North - PO Box 2842- St. Petersburg, FL 33731-2842 - (727) 893-7471 
WWW slpele .orglldr 
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___________________________ 

IIIIIIIE>...
c:...J1':.--.:_______, ....... AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT~ 

st.petersburg
www.stpete.org 

I am (we are) the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property noted herein 

Property Owner's Name: Wai Leung _ 

This property constitutes the property for which the foll owl ng request Is made 

Property Address: 340 47th St N, St.petersburg, Fl. 33714 

21-31-16-63090-005-0080arce o.:.______________________________ _P I ID N 

Request:._____ __ _________________________ _ 

The undersigned has(have) appointed and does(do) appoint the following agent(s) to execute 
any application(s) or other documentation necessary to effectuate such appllcation(s) 

Agent's Name(s):. J,..aff...,,re...,._yH..,all __________________________ ..... ......... _ 

This affidavit has been executed to induce the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, to consider and 
act on the above-described property. 

l(we), the undersigned authority, hereby certi that the foregoing is true and correct 

Signature (owner): V\)~ Wal Leung 
Printed Name 

Sworn to and subscribed on this date 

Identification or personally known: _______________________ _ 

Notary Signature:________________ _ Date:. ________ _ 
Commission Expiration (Stamp or date): 

As owner of the subject property, I understand that a property card interpretation (PCI) may have serious implications 
addressing the legality of my property. If my opinion differs from that of the PCI, I also understand that I have 15-days 
upon receipt of the PCI to request reconsideration, and 10-days upon receipt of the subsequent reconsfderalion to submit 
an appeal of the decision, which will be heard before the Development Review Commission. If the PCI indicates 
abandoned grandfathered dwelling units. then I may apply for reinstatement. 

Cityof St. Petersburg - One 4"' Slreel North - PO Box 2842 - SI. Petersburg. FL 33731•2842 - (727) B93-7471 
www.slpete .org/ldr 
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340 47TH STREET NORTH, ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33713 
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5601 CORPORATE WAY, SUITE 103 WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33407 
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August 13, 2019 

LEUNG,WAI MAN 
2765 GLAUSER DR 
SAN JOSE, CA, 95133-1408 

RE: PROPERTY CARD INTERPRETATION: 1941000011 
Property Generally Located At: Legally Described As: 
340 47TH ST N 21/31/16/63090/005/0080/ 

Dear LEUNG, WAI MAN, 

A Property Card Interpretation letter has been completed for the above-referenced property. 
The following findings have been made: 

LEGAL NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS 
1. The property is zoned NT-2 (Neighborhood Traditional Single Family), which allows 

one single-family home on the subject property and one accessory dwelling unit in 
compliance with the land development regulations. The City will recognize more 
than one ( 1) dwelling unit on the property if the units were legally constructed. 

2. According to the City's property card records, a seven-room residence with a two-car 
garage was permitted in 1950. Records indicate three rooms and one bathroom was 
permitted above the garage. 

3. Property card records recognize the rooming unit above the garage as 340 1/2 47111 

Street North in 1970. Records additionally indicate the property received a business 
certificate of occupancy in 1980 for two-house guests' bedrooms. 

4. A business tax license was procured for the subject property, which maintained an 
active status and payment for two dwelling units between 2004 and 2012. 

5. No building permits have been approved to add or remove additional dwelling units. 
6. Accordingly, the interpretation can be made that two (2) dwelling units were legally 

constructed on the property. 

LEGAL STATUS OF DWELLING UNITS 
1. When lhere are more units on the property than permilted by the current zoning, the 

additional units are considered grandfathered dwelling units. In this case, there are 
no grandfathered units. 

2. For the subject property, there has not been an active business tax certificate for the 
rental of two (2) units on the property for more than two (2) years. 

3. Therefore, there are no grandfathered dwelling units, as the NT-2 zoning district 
allows one single family residence and accessory dwelling in accordance with 
the current Land Development Regulations. 

4. Although, there are no grandfathered dwelling units which are subject to 
abandonment, due to the failure of the property to maintain an active business 
tax license for a period of two (2) or more years and no active application of a 
homestead exemption; a Certificate of Use fs required prior to the acquisition 

0 
of a business tax license. 

P.O. Bo,c 2842 
Sl Petersburg, FL 33731 -2842 

• T:727·893·7111 
. 

www.slpete.org
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Appeal 
If you have evidence that the findings or this interpretation are incorrect . you may submit a 
reconsideration request with in 15 days of the receipt of this letter. An appeal must be filed 
within 10 days following delivery of the subsequent recons ideration. Appeals are heard before 
the Development Review Commission. An appea l is a statement on your part that you do not 
believe that the findings of this determination are correct and that you have evidence to refute 
the finding . For a reconsideration or appeal , you must submit a cover letter and whatever 
evidence is referenced in your letter. 

The 30-day deadline does not apply to applications for reinstatement. However , since you have 
a code violation on your property, filing of an application for an appeal in a timely manner is 
important and requires your Immediate attention. 

Th is determination is effective as of the date of this letter and is subject to change upon any 
future amendment to the Land Devetopment Regulations . Future development on the subject 
parcel shall be subject to all applicable codes at time of permitting; including, but not limited to, 
Land Development Regulations and Building and Life Safety Codes. 

Ifyou have questions about the appeal , reinstatemen t application, or the Development Review 
Commission, please feel free to contact the Clerk at (727) 892-5498. 

, AICP, Zoning Official 

0--

cc: Jeff Hall (AG) 
2460 Lurelwood Ora 
Clearwater, FL 33763 

Scot Bolyard, AICP, Deputy Zoning Official 
Joseph Waugh , Codes Compliance Operations Manager 



~city.Inc 
Service You Deserve, People You Can Trust 

August 19, 2019 

Ms, Jennifer C. Bryla 
Mr. Joe Waugh 
City of St. Petersburg, FL 
Planning and Development Services Department 

RE: Letter of Appeal 
for 340 47111St. N, Saint Petersburg, FL 33713 

Dear Ms. Bryla and Mr. Waugh, 

Good afternoon. This letter Is being submitted to respectfully to appeal a decision regarding the abov 
referenced property, as we have applied on behalf of the owner, Wal Leung. 

We believe this dedslon needs to be reconsidered due to the following: 

• Pinellas County Property Appraiser has this property listed as 3 separate Units. (supporting document 
attached) 

• The property has 3 electric meters, which have been on the property for over 30 years 

The architectural drawing were prellmlnarlly approved, and our architect submitted the appropriate respons 
and floorplan designs to the city accordingly. All of which are enclosed/attached. What's most important 
mention, Is the owner, whom we represent, Wal Leung, just purchased this property less than a year ago when I 
was being used as a five-unit rental. Prior to that, this dwelling was a three-unit property for over thirty years. I 
was decided the property should return to be a three~unlt property to add to the overall appeal, functlonallty 
and property value It would contribute to the area. With this property always having a minimum of three units 
we believe the third unit should have been grandfathered In, as there is a considerable amount of square footag 
and minimal occupancy In each. 

We are kindly asking that this matter be reconsidered and that we may be given the opportunity to have 
meeting with you to present all of our supporting documentation. Possibly there are other options to b 
explored. It Is our desire to work tosether with you to have a favorable outcome for everyone Involved. 

Please let us know If you might take a moment to meet with us and thank you in advance for your consideration . 

Sincerely yours, 

Jeff Hall -Realtor/Property Manager 

727-744-3610 

jeff@llsaha llrealty .com cc: Wla Leung 

Lisa Hall Realty, Inc. 
P.O. Box 16141, Clearwater, FL 33766 

2292 Primrose Lane, Suile 1706, Clearwater, FL 33763 



--

_______________ _ __________ _______ 

ProplH'IYDel■li Repon 8/20/\9 9;2& AM 

340 47th St N, St Petersburg, FL 33713 -7232, Pinellas County 

Owner Information 
Owner: Leung Al M Mal!ing ZIP + 4 : 1408 
Owner (Alternate Format) · Al M Leung MalUng Carrier Route : C012 
Mailing Address: 2765 Glauser Dr Owner Vesting : Slngle 
Malling City BiState . san Jose, CA Owner Occupied: No 
Malling Zip · 95133 

Location Information 
Nelg hborh ood: North Central Neighborhood Property Carrier Route : C007 

Association 
Neighborhood Code : 20400-204D0 Census Tract : 221.00 
Subdivision : 011k Ridge Census Block : 00 
Township : 31 Census Block Group : 5 
Range: 16 School O~ tr,ct Name : Pinellas County SD 
Section : 21 Map l : 259 
Block : E Map 2 : l28 
lot : 8 Flood Zone Code: X 
Property Z(P : 33713 Flood Zone Date : 09/03/2003 
Ptoperty ZIP 4 : 7232 Flood Zone Panel: 12103C0214G 

Tax lnformatlon----------------------------------------------- ·-
Follo/Strap/PlO ( l) : 21-31-lfi-63090-005•0DB0 % Im proved : S4% 
Folio/Strap/PIO (2) · 31-16-21-63090-00S-0080 Tax Ar ea : SP 
Fallo/Strap/PIO (3): 21311663090DOS0080 Total Ta,rable Value : $221 ,443 
Account Number : R232714 Pl11t Book-Page : 5 - 91 
Lega l Description : OAK RIDGE BLK E, LOTS B AND 9 

Assessment & Tax 
- •=-==-:-~ ~:-'..:-:::::=._,----- ------=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-==::;=======·--=--=.,.-:-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=..:;.,.::-=-::--------:_ _ -l·••nm11111t ~ 18 !2016 Y .. r i2011 

.Just Value • Total ;s224,497 S203,716 $183,011 
J ustv.lu. . L■nd + S1=::,,:.;;25 S8::.;:l::.::;_;_ .;- ________ --l,-;;;..;___________________ -=-02 l ==----------+ ::.:5:!.,04 ________ 
,.__ _. ,u. - 1m_,'-ro ed s __ ,1 72 --------+ ::.:l:.;;~ lc:;:________ _______ _.Just_v______ P _ v_ ________ _122.;..__~ $l::.;:8,6::.;:2 l- __,,

t=enedValue • Total ___ __ _ 5221,4413 S203,716 $183,011 _\::..==:..=;__;_=:;.~..;....;._ 

- c.....c""'~!!! edva1ue-~ ·--------+------------; sas....104'---------t----------i,~
.Au--' V■IIIII - lmpnaved $118,612 

!!UY ANWed Cll■nae <•> ,$17,727 $20,705 ,-~~~1~!!!!~~~~;!~~~:=========j i~~~~t ~~~~r: ==============t==============j:=============== IYovAaeaect Cllanp ('Mt) 18.~ 11,Jl'lli ::=-= ===== =-=-;:__ ==== -==-=========--= =========;:::='=============::i'---:-::====:;:::::...;tr;.;:■• e■r o-'-- T..;.; x ...c-"-'-n ::.;•;;_(:,.;S:c.,),_ ;;..;.;.;•;;.;cnc,,1e.;: 'Mt) _____Y +"~-'-ta.;_I ■ ;ieb■ :..;.:a ➔Ol eC-'(ec=. ~=i 
201& 1$4,08S I I ~ 

011 !"' ' - 64 ;.c..9 __,...2_ _ _________ -jl"'"-'-""'9---------+'1 s'--J_ __________ 11a.;.c'141'---------4-' 
,2018 1$4,829 1$381 !8.SS'Ma __j 
Cha ractarlstlcs 

County use Descr1ptlon : 
State use Description: 
Land Use - CoreLoglc: 
Style: 
Build ing Type: 
Year BuUt: 
Effecd v e Year Built: 
liv ing Square Feet : 
Total Building Sq Ft : 
Heated SQ Ft: 
Ground Level Sq Ft : 
2nd Floor Area : 
Stor fes: 
Tota l Units : 
Bedrooms : 
Total Bat hs : 

Dupleic- 0820 
MUlll -Fam 1-9 Units-OB 
Multi Famllv 10 Units Less 
square Design 
4-Plex 
1951 
1983 
Tax : 2,637 MLS: 1,000 
3,237 
2,637 
2,087 

CW~,. 

Bat h Fi>rtures: 
Cooling Type · 
Heat Type: 
Porch : 
Patio Type : 
Roof Material : 
Roof Shape : 
Construction : 
I nterior Wall : 
Exterior : 
Floor Cover · 
Foundatio n : 
Lot Sq Ft : 
Lot Acres : 
Lot Frontage : 
Lot Depth : 

12 
Central 
Central 
Enclosed Porch 
Deck/Patio 
Composition Shlngle 
Gable/Hip 
Masonry 
Drywall 
Concrete Block 
Carpet/TIie/Wood 
Cont. Footing 
9,361 
0 ,2149 
90 
104 

htlps ·f/mls.rea ll sl .com/1prlng{dl rutRe p ottActlo 11-.f_seu ,anlds587 •.T590&houHND•3401strHINaine ■47TH&tvOIIPNAmo•MFA&laglnld•260032165 
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••stpeters•ura 

PLANNING& DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
APPEALS FORM 

www.••••••.or11 

Appeal From: 0 Person Officially Designated (POD) □ Development Review 
Commission □ Community Plannlng and Preservatlon Commission 

Appeal to: □ Development ReviewCommission □ Community Planning and 
Preservation Commission □ City Council 

Contact lnfonnation: 

Date of Hearing 

IDate of Decision 

Case No. 

ICase No. 

Case Address 

[ Case Address 

Submittal Requirements 

1 Narmiw ~::Ing:;:µ::r:j 

REcitVEO 
AUG 3 0 zn1.9 

C/Ty
CL 

Page 1 of2 City of St. Petersburg-One 4• Slreet North- PO B01t 2842-St Pelersbtrg , FL 33731•2842- (727) 893-7471 

w.vw.slpele orglldr 

www.������.or11


Information on Procedures for Hearing 
1) Slaff, appellant , applicant. and registered opponent (registered opponent ONLY allowable if timely 

regfstered and appellant ls the applicant/owner) will have a lotal of ten (10) minutes each to present 
their case . 

2) The cross-examination phase allows each partic lpant five (5) m inutes to ask questions of any 
individual or party that presented testimony in the presentation phase or pubttc hearing . All 
questions shall be directed to the Chair who willdirect the question lo the appropriate person . 

3) The rebuttal/closing statements phase allows each participant five (5) m inutes to rebut prior 
arguments and make closing statements . 

4) The Commission Chair will then close the proceedings and go into Executive Session and make a 
decision . The Commission members may ask questions at any time during the Quasi-Judicial 
process. 

Return form to the Office or City Clerk, 
Temporarily located at the Mirror Lake Library: 
280 51

b Street North, SL Petersburg, FL 33701 
cathy.davls@stpete.org, f727) 893-7447 

•fee lo Appea l Person Officially Designated: S250.00 
•Fee for all other Appeals: $JOO.OD 

•Note:Appellant Is also responsible for required public notice and any associated post office malling fees. 

Page 2 of 2 City of St. Petersburg - One 4" Street Nor1h- PO Box 2842- St. Petersbwg , FL 33731-2842 - (727) 893-7471 
www.sloeleorgndr 

www.sloele
mailto:cathy.davls@stpete.org
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~ AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT~--­st.petersburg
www.slpeta.org 

I am (we are) the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property noted herein 

Property Owner's Name:,_w_a_i_L_e_u_n_ _ 9______________________ 

Th is property constitutes the property for which the following request Is made 

Property Address: 340 47th St N, St.petersburg, Fl. 33714 

Parcel ID No.:21-31-16-63090-005-00BO 

Request:.________________________________ _ 

The undersigned has(have) appointed and does(do) appoint the following agent(s) to execute 
any applicatlon(s) or other documentation necessary to effectuate such application(s) 

Agent's Name(s):.______ ..1wtt...,ra~vU1u..lJ _J ...... ____________________ 

This affidavit has been executed to induce the City of St. Petersburg, Florida, to consider and 
act on the above-described property. 

l(we), the undersigned authority, hereby cert! that the foregoing is true and correct 

Signature (owner): V\)lk'., Wal Leung 

PrinladNama 

Sworn to and subscribed on this date 

Identification or personally known:. ________________________ _ 

Notary Signature:. ________________ _ Date: ________ _ 
Commission Expiration (Stamp or date): 

As owner of the subject property, I understand that a property card lnlerprelallon (PCI) may have serious implications 
addressing the legality of my property. rrmy opinion differs from that of the PCI, I also understand that I have 15•days 
upon receiptor Iha PCI to requesl reconsideration , and 10-days upon receipl of the subsequent reconslderalion lo submit 
an appeal of lhe decision. which will be heard before the Development Review Commission. 1r lhe PCI lndicales 
abandoned grandfathered dwelling units , then I may apply for reinstatement. 

Clayof SI. Petersburg- 1Ncrth-PO Ofle 4" S111!11 aoit 2842- SI. Pela:sburg,FL33731-2842- (727)893-7471 
www.sape1u,plld,

Page2of3 

www.sape1u,plld
www.slpeta.org


A notary public or other officer completing this 
certificate verifies only the Identity of the individual 
who signed the documentto which this certificate 
is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy,or 
valldi of that document. 

State of Callfomfa 
County of San Mateo 

proved to me on he basis of satisfactory evidence to be the 
person s who appeared before me. 

e SANDEEPK.BHAUA 
I COMM. 12289186 a 
~ HOTNfffllll.JC• £.Va1M u r---...~I SAN MATEO COUNPt . 1 ' 
1 • • 'ftttMe:11ll~iffl~ a.."-',,Qcl/1-

(seal) Signature_~___ ..,_____ _ 



11#~]32© _.·.3/281/50, - 1D1!p0 ]:.o: 
C".Wtel)e:l! - 2- cloaet·a , 2- •e:wh;, 

1, 

-

. ) 

2- 1'avato r1 es 2-s in ka 2-iga ltfu.s· 
1-wa-sher 
# 1 263 6 - '7/ll/50 - P. Dmpofuo 
Wi'ebe l - c - 1- sbower 

.G~s 

!=1'~fkl(t6 

._ .,£14~::. l!OIN~~W)fL J I ~ .. - ~ ~- "f,P:,~:w2i/.L~ MaiNG_ :Jlf . l!~~ _. ~L!ECTRlfAI.__ . P.~ 

·~ili\.lt~on •: 34G-.4.7tli S't~eet lf.0·•• i¥99517B .; '1,/n/50 - -P,., Dip0 1"0 -
.-,i.8~2-5:-:-Ji ~ 3/1/50 - $ 14000 ,Hobbs - 21c 20sw, 35p 3ws 4-
-~~~ .P.hlli p D~polo - Seven meters 2-ranges ~-w.heate~s 
,r:~rdni,fand ··bath residence with #427C_ 7/7/59 - A. B. Chewey 
~1,Wi a:nd; two1 car garage with J .c .Pressly Elec .• 3ws 95 amps /12 
three , irb'om ·andi oath over ( 31' 2--meters " J-furnace l -3hp air cond 
~ li,1 x ?-B• t,1) ( Type C) . 1-FrActional hp fan 
~~88 6A--D - S 11~/58 - t BOO ~ fE581-7-B 6/11/70 - Fla. Power 
~er · Mrs• s_. !allden - ~reg~ Mitchell - Combing Meters: 
1-t~ .. ~enee:t : rear yard - Reeves , (J40~- 47th st. No.) fE58'17'-B 
~efic9-B_j C:fomractor ....:: ~ 16/11/70 - Fl.A.. Poxu: - 'Mi:tdiell) 

li.Nl:rrALLA·nON ~ \over 
#fr/Ff/A-7/9/59-A. B. Cheney 

· J.C.Pressly .s 1338 - Exi st. Duct 
System - 3-T Armstrong A/ C Coill. on 1 

84.,000 BTU Armstrong Furn • ./htr.nn. 
3-HP Armstrong Cond. / rear ya ·rd 
Vitrol:Lner - 100 gal. tank on s 

..: 

• 
I 

SIGNS SEWER I SEPTIC TANK 

#14764E- 4/24/58 - stanley- Walden #6435 - 10/11/50 - Dipolo 
.auvelt Plbg. - $5.oo tap A. s . T. w. - 3 tanks 

.. \ 



340 47th St. N Code Violations Exhibit 6 

Number Status Date lnsp Description 

1900023029 CASE CLOSED 8/28/19 NW PROPERTYMAINTENANCE 

1900001934 ACTIVE 1/24/19 NW ZONING VIOLATIONS 

1600025879 CASE CLOSED 11/15/16 MW ILLEGAL UNITS 

1600025353 CASE CLOSED 11/08/16 MW CIVIL CITATION· JTD 

1600023108 CASE CLOSED 10/12/16 MW ZONING VIOLATIONS 

1600009285 CASE CLOSED 5/18/16 MW ILLEGAL UNITS 

1600008903 CASE CLOSED 5/13/16 MW CIVIL CITATION· YARD PARKING 

1600008902 CASE CLOSED 5/13/16 MW CIVIL CITATION· DOM. EQ 

1600008659 CASE CLOSED 5/11/16 MW PROPERTYMAINTENANCE 

1600003640 CASE CLOSED 3/01/16 MW ZONING VIOLATIONS 

1600003639 CASE CLOSED 3/01/16 ME CIVIL CITATION 

1600003536 CASE CLOSED 2/29/16 ME CIVIL CITATION 

15 00027848 CASE CLOSED 11/20/15 ME PROPERTYMAINTENANCE 

15 00027846 CASE CLOSED 11/20/15 ME CIVIL CITATION 

15 00026786 CASE CLOSED 11/09/15 ME CIVIL CITATION 

15 00025288 CASE CLOSED 10/29/15 ME CIVIL CITATION 

13 00023457 CASE CLOSED 11/13/13 LP SECURING STRUCTURES 

13 00022198 CASE CLOSED 10/23/13 JM PROPERTYMAINTENANCE 

13 00015926 CASE CLOSED 8/07/13 LP SECURING STRUCTURES 

13 00015242 CASE CLOSED 8/01/13 LP VACANT AND BOARDED STRUCTURES 

13 00008625 CASE CLOSED 5/23/13 ME FORECLOSUREREGISTRYCASE 

12 00020819 CASE CLOSED 10/29/12 MFP DEMO/CITY/REHAB BY OWNER 

12 00020505 CASE CLOSED 10/23/12 LP SECURING STRUCTURES 

05 00010040 CASE CLOSED 5/17/05 MW INOPERATIVE MOTOR VEHICLE 

02 00007022 CASE CLOSED 4/16/02 TMH INOPERATIVEMOTOR VEHICLE 

9800021848 VOIDED 9/01/98 SF APPROVED PARKING 

98 00021171 INVALID COMP 9/03/98 SF APPROVED PARKING 



98 00012347 VOIDED 5/18/98 SF NONE 

96 00020900 CASE CLOSED 7 /30/96 LP PERMIT(S) 

95 00014567 CASE CLOSED 5/09/95 OSS RCC • INSPECTION REPORT 

94 00020068 CASE CLOSED 10/31/94 OSS RCC· CODE VIOLATION NOT FOUND 

93 00022750 CASE CLOSED 11/10/93 ET OVERGROWTH 



~~~~~i~d~~~f~tkl9, - 9:0l:OO -------- - -- -------- ~~iie~:~~~ ~~i:~~~r~r~gi~;~2ggiggh1ooI, _Text __________ ~hi_bitZ___l_Page ____ 

Property Information 
Address: 

Location ID: 
Parcel Identification 
Old account number: 
Zoning:
Subdivision: 

Nbr: 

34 0 47TH ST N 
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 337137232 

79439 
21 / 31 / 16 / 63090 / 005 / 008 0/ 
521 0 285 0 

CENTRAL OAK PARK NBRHD ASSN 

Case General Information 
Case status: 
Status date: 
Case type:
Re~ortea date: 
Origination:
Default inspector:
Credit balance: 
Disposition:
Pin number: 

CL CASE CLOSED 
1/ 19 / 2 017 

ILLU ILLEGAL UNITS 
11 / 15 / 2 016 
SC SEE CLICK FIX 
MW MONIQUE WADLEY 892 - 55 3 8 

. 00 
Public 
890416 

owner Information 
Owner name: 
Address: 
City:
Phone: 
Notice: 
Fl ip: 

BAJAJ, NEERAJ 
34 0 47TH ST N 
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 
0 
y 

337137232 

Violations 

Type
-------

Status Lo cat io n Quantity 
Date 
Established 

Date 
Resolved 

No violations exist 

Case Data 
Description 
-------------------

Data 

TYPE USE 
PLAT SHEET 
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK/ PA 
CEB AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 
CEB ORDER DAYS 
CEB ORDER FINE AMOUNT/ DA 
CEB ORDER COMPLIANCE DAT 
CEB ORDER MAILED DATE 
SPEC MAGISTRATE SCHED DA 
SPEC MAGISTRATE AGENDA N 
SPEC MAG LAST CERT LIEN 
SPEC MAG TOTAL CERT LIEN 
SPEC MAG ORDER MAILED DA 
CEB MEETING DATE 
SPEC MAGISTRATE MEETING 

DUPLEX- TRIPLEX 
M- 4 
18884 / 1113 

Active Inspections 



2 Prepared 11 / 21 / 19, 9:01:00 Case Master Inquiry - (CEN200I001) Page
Program HTOFTAL Screen detail for Program: CE CEN200I, Text 
User ID JCBRYLA Case 16 - 00025879 

(Continued ) 
Type Insp Schedule

ID Date 

No scheduled inspections exist 

Type Text Date 
Case narrative 

SCF# 3044815-The owner of this house is renting out rooms to 11/15/2016
multiple unrelated people. He ' s basically running a boarding 11/15/2016
ho use, which this neighborhood is not zoned for. This 11/15/2016
complaint was initially made over a month ago. There is now 11/15/2016 
a for sale sign in front of the house but nothing else has 11/15/2016
changed 11/15/2016

11/15/2016
November 15, 20 16 4: 05: 0 9 PM knsmith. 11/15/2016

Violation comments 
Inspection comments 

ODl - INITIAL INSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

November 16, 20 16 10 : 0 1: 00 AM mmwadley. 11 / 16 / 20 16 
OWNER RESIDES IN FRONT MAIN HOUSE. THE GARAGE APT IS NOW 11/16/2016
VACANT AS TENANT MOVED. OWNER CAN RENT GARAGE APT. WILL 11/16/2016
MONITOR. 11/16 / 2016 

002 · REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

December 15, 2016 10 : 3 3:32 AM mmwadley. 12/15 / 2016 
NO ACTIVITY. IS ABLE TO RENT GARAGE APT. 12 / 15 / 2016 

003 • REINSPECTION 
Results status INSPECT! 

January 19, 2017 8:23: 01 AM mmwadley. 1/19/2017
NO ILLEGAL UNITS OBSERVED. MAIN STRUCTURE AND GARAGE APT. 1/19/2017
OWNER RESIDES IN MAIN HOUSE. WILL CLOSE UNTIL FURTHER 1/19/2017
NOTICE. 1/19/2017

Board meeting comments 
Other action comments 
Land Management information 

Legal description 
OAK RIDGE 
BLK E, LOTS 8 AND 9 

Lien information 







Jennifer C. Bryla 

From: phillip baker <phillip.baker@mac.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 1:35 PM 
To: Jennifer C. Bryla 
Subject: Re: DRCcase 19-53000003 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Thank you for your reply ... POD now makes sense. If you would, please consider the following for the record: 

Being a homeowner within a block of this property, I am in support of the determination that there are only two legal 
units. Having 5+ units is very inappropriate for this parcel. Questionable building practices dividing the home and 
insufficient parking should be considered carefully. With the conversion of the garage, parking has been reduced to 2 
spaces. Street parking is very overcrowded on that block. While the quality of the tenants has improved recently, there 
are simply too many people and cars for what should be a single family home with one carriage house apartment. 

Respectfully, 
Phillip Baker 
440 47th St N 

On Nov 22, 2019, at 1:06 PM, Jennifer C. Bryla <Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org> wrote: 

Mr. Baker, 

Thank you for contacting me. I have spoken with several along the street. POD is 
Person Officially Designated to interpret the code. That would be me for chapter 16, 
land development code. The appellants are contesting a determination that I made 
that said they have only two legal units on that property. Let me know if you would like 
to enter any comments into the record . 

Jennifer C. Bryla, AICP 
Zoning Official 
Development Review Manager 
City of St. Petersburg, FL 
Planning and Development Services Department 
O: 727.892 .5344 E: Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org 

From: phillip baker <phillip.baker@mac.com > 
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 12:02 PM 
To:Jennifer C. Bryla <Jennifer .Bryla@stpete.org > 
Subject: DRC case 19-53000003 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Hi Jennifer, 

1 

mailto:phillip.baker@mac.com
mailto:Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org
mailto:Jennifer.Bryla@stpete.org


I (and several of my neighbors) received a letter regarding a property at 340 47th St N. The notice only 
mentions a "POD determination". (I googled POD and it said that meant Payable on Death ... .l'm sure it 
means something else here, right?) lf you can please, would you be able to explain what this case is 
about, or direct me to where I may get some more info? This has long been a problem property for our 
neighborhood and my neighbors and I are very interested in what this case may be about. 

Also, I will be unable to attend the meeting. If we email you or send something to the DRC, will our 
opinions be included in the decision making? Thank you so much for any guidance you may be able to 
provide. 

Best retards, 
Phillip Baker 

<image00l.jpg> 

Phillip Baker 
Centra l Oak Park Neighborhood Assn, Inc. 
PO Box 12702 
St Petersburg FL 33733 
404-218-6331 

Your Sunshine City 

2 


	19-33000007 Staff Report - 12 04 19 DRC
	19-33000017 Staff Report
	19-33000018 Staff Report
	19-33000019 Staff Report
	19-32000019 Staff Report
	19-54000066 Staff Report
	19-54000071 Staff Report
	19-31000011 Revised Staff Report
	19-31000011 Letter of Opposition - William G. King Jr.
	appeal staff report
	DOC001
	19-53000003 Staff Report



