
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 Services Department records, no Commission members reside 
or have 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 scheduled on Wednesday, September 9, 2020 at 2:00 P.M., by means of 
communications media technology pursuant to Executive Order 20-192 issued by the Governor on 
August 5, 2020, and Executive Order 2020-30 issued by the Mayor on July 8, 2020.  Authorization for 
a virtual meeting has been extended through October 1st by Governor's executive order. Everyone is 
encouraged to view the meetings on TV or online at www.stpete.org/meetings. 
 
CASE NO: 20-33000016 PLAT SHEET: E-33 

 
REQUEST: Approval to vacate the east 170 feet of unimproved 64th Avenue South. 

 
OWNER: John C. Belcher 

6350 Bahama Shores Drive S 
St. Petersburg, FL 33705 
 

OWNER: 443 LLC 
7251 11th Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, FL  33710 

ADDRESS: 6350 & 6354 Bahama Shores Dr S PARCEL ID NO.: 07-32-17-02250-010-0010 
07-32-17-02250-010-0020 

ZONING: Neighborhood Suburban – 2   
 
 

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Request.  The request is to vacate the easternmost 170 feet of unimproved 64th Avenue South (see 
Attachment A for the Project Location Map and Attachment B for Sketch & Legal Description). 
 
The purpose of the vacation is to provide more usable area for the abutting properties. See Attachment 
C for the Application and Attachment D for Photos. The two abutting lots on Bahama Shores Drive 
South were considered by the applicant to be added to the request, however both lots do not have 
driveways on Bahama Shores Drive South and use the 64th Avenue South right-of-way for rear access. 
 
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. 
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The applicant bears 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 does 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. 
 
A. Land Development Regulations 
 
Section 16.40.140.2.1.E of the LDR 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. There were no 
objections to the vacation request by City Departments.  

 

 Duke Energy and Spectrum/Bright House Networks have reported facilities in the area. It is 
a Condition of Approval at the end of this report that private easements be provided if 
necessary to these companies. 

 
2.  Whether the vacation would cause a substantial detrimental effect upon or substantially 

impair or deny access to any lot of record. 

 Access will not be substantially impaired or denied to any lot of record. The affected lots are 
all accessed by different streets. 

 
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 historic landmarks or neighborhoods. The street is already a dead-end right-of-
way, it will just be shortened by this application. 

 
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.  

 The City Departments have not reported any need for this segment of right-of-way. It is 
currently unimproved its entire length. 

 
5.  The POD, Development Review Commission, and City Council may also consider any other 

factors affecting the public health, safety, or welfare. 

 Vacation of the right-of-way will help clarify property owner maintenance responsibilities in 
the area and will provide the abutting property owners with more useable land. 

 
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. 
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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. 
  

Response to LU Goals 1 and 2: The application would advance these goals by converting an 
unimproved street end into private property which can be fenced and better maintained. 

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

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 this portion of the street is unimproved and not planned for future 
improvement. 

 
C. Adopted Neighborhood or Special Area Plans 
 
The street to be vacated is located just north of the area covered under the Greater Pinellas Point 
Neighborhood Plan of July 14, 2005. In that plan, neighborhood security is a significant issue, and the 
concept of Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) is promoted. Making the street 
end privately owned, with the ability of owners to put up fencing and take ownership of the property, 
would help to secure the area. Nothing in this plan proposes extending the street to the waterfront or 
otherwise utilizing this portion of the street. There is no Neighborhood Plan for the Bahama Shores 
Neighborhood. 

D. Comments from Organizations and the Public 

As of August 26, 2020, City Staff received no comments on the application from the Bahama Shores 
Homeowners Association, the Greater Pinellas Point Civic Association, the Council of Neighborhood 
Associations (CONA) or the Federation of Inner-City Community Organizations (FICO). The property 
owner of 6320 4th Street South on the corner of Bahama Shores Drive South called to ask questions 
about the application, however did not object to the application. The Neighborhood Worksheet 
submitted with the application indicates that the neighbor to the south consents to the application, and 
that same neighbor also contributed to the application fee payment. 
 
RECOMMENDATION.  Staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed right—of-way vacation, and 
the following conditions of approval: 
 

1. The Applicant shall coordinate with Duke Energy and Spectrum/Bright House Networks to create 
private easements for their facilities if required by the utility company, or relocate them. 
 

2. Any required easements and relocation of existing City utilities shall be at the expense of the 
Applicant.   
 

3. The applicant shall be responsible for all plans, permits, work inspections and costs associated 
with the vacation(s). 
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Project Location Map 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

Planning and Development Services Department 
Case No.: 20-33000015 

Address:  6350 & 6354 Bahama Shores Dr. S. 

N  
(nts) 

6350 Bahama Shores Dr S 

6354 Bahama Shores Dr S 

ROW proposed for vacation 
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View from sidewalk on 4th Street S., 
toward 64th Ave. S. right-of-way. 

Garage access off ROW for corner lot 
6320 4th St. S., not in area to be va-
cated. 

Rear vehicular access off ROW for ad-
jacent lot 6358 Bahama Shores Dr. S., 
not in area to be vacated. 

Attachment D—Site Photos 
Case No.: 20-33000015 

Address: 6350 & 6354 Bahama Shores Dr. S. 
Planning and Development Services Department 

City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
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Attachment D—Site Photos 
Case No.: 20-33000015 

Address: 6350 & 6354 Bahama Shores Dr. S. 
Planning and Development Services Department 

City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
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Another view of rear vehicular access off 
ROW for adjacent lot 6358 Bahama Shores 
Dr. S., not in area to be vacated. 

View from ROW toward 6400 4th St. S., 
which does not require access off of 64th 
Ave. S. 




