CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA
ORDINANCE NO. 2008-47

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA AMENDING
THE TEXT OF THE FUTURE LAND USE, RECREATION, HOUSING,
INFRASTRUCTURE, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS, CONSERVATION AND
COASTAL, AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENTS
AND ADDING AN UPDATED TRANSPORATION MAP, A RECREATION
MAP, AND FUTURE LAND USE MAP SERIES OF THE COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN TO ADDRESS THE RECOMMENDATIONS IN THE REVIEW OF THE
EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT BY THE STATE LAND PLANNING
AGENCY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR THE
REPEAL OF ORDINANCES OR PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT
HEREWITH, TO THE EXTENT OF SUCH CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR A
SPECIAL REFERENDUM ELECTION IN THE CITY; PROVIDING FOR A
BALLOT QUESTION TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE ELECTORS OF THE CITY
AT SUCH REFERENDUM ELECTION; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Section 163.3191 Florida Statutes requires that Cities periodically
evaluate the efficacy and implementation of their Comprehensive Plans and update the
Plan based on statutory requirements and major issues identified by the community and;

WHEREAS, the DCA found the Evaluation and Appraisal Report Sufficient on
July 31, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the City has drafted the appropriate amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan based on the major issues and required statutory changes to the
Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Board of the City of St. Pete Beach and the City
Commission of the City of St Pete Beach conducted public hearings noticed pursuant to
Florida law and pursuant to Ordinance 88-36 of the City of St. Pete Beach and Section
22-3.9 of the Land Development Code; and

WHEREAS, the comprehensive plan amendment is determined to be in the best
interest of the citizens of the City of St. Pete Beach.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE
BEACH, FLORIDA, HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. The St. Pete Beach Future Land Use, Housing, Infrastructure,
Conservation and Coastal, and Intergovernmental Coordination Elements and
Transportation, Recreation, and Future Land Use Map series of the Comprehensive Plan
are hereby amended in accordance with the text attached hereto as Attachment A.
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See Attachment A

Section 2. [f any portion, part or section of this Ordinance is declared invalid,
the valid remainder hereof shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 3 All ordinances or parts of ordinances, in conflict herewith, are
hereby repealed, to the extent of such conflict.

Section 4. A referendum election is called for November 3, 2009 in the City
of St. Pete Beach. The following ballot question shall be placed on the ballot for said
referendum election on November 3, 2009.

St. Pete Beach Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Infrastructure, Capital Improvements, Conservation
and  Coastal, Intergovernmental Coordination
Elements.

Ordinance 2008-47 amends the Housing, Infrastructure,
Capital Improvements, Conservation and Coastal and
Intergovernmental Coordination Comprehensive Plan
Elements of the Comprehensive Plan to address and resolve
recommendations based upon the review of the Evaluation
and Appraisal Report by the State Land Planning Agency.

Should Ordinance 2008-47 be approved?

Yes
No
Section 5. Section 1 of the Ordinance shall become effective when the ballot

question contained in Section 4 hereof is:
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(1) approved by the citizens of St. Pete Beach in accordance with the
requirements of Section 3.15 of the City Charter; and
(ii) when the State Land Planning Agency issues a final order determining the
adopted amendment to be in compliance with Section 163.3184(9), Florida
Statutes, or when the Administration Commission issues a final order
determining the adopted amendment to be compliance in accordance with
Section 163.3184(10), Florida Statutes,.
Section 6. The remaining provisions of this ordinance shall become effective

immediately upon adoption.

‘ ) 12 .
Michael Finnerty, MAYOR

FIRST READING: [ A
PUBLISHED:

SECOND READING: E A3 200
PUBLIC HEARING: (23 300

I, Theresa B. McMaster, City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do

hereby certify that the foregoing Ordmance was duly adopted in accordance with the
provisions of applicable law this 22 day of ?34 . 2009
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Theresa B. McMaster, Clty lerk
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ATTACHMENT “A”
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“Attachment A”

Future Land Use Element

Policy 1.7.1

ensure that land is

The City shall;-through-2 : ala
developed in such a manner as to protect natural resources through encouraging the planting of

native vegetation, restoration of dunes, beach re-nourishment, and regulating construction along
the Coastal Construction Control line.

Policy 1.7.2

Unique and/or irreplaceable natural resources such as the City's beaches, shores, dunes and
mangroves shall be protected from the adverse effects of development. threugh-administration-of

the-land-development regulations—Sand dunes and mangroves may not be disturbed during

development and construction activities.

Policy 1.7.4

Species of flora and fauna listed in the Coastal and Conservation Element of this comprehensive
plan as endangered, threatened or species of special concern, as defined by federal law or Florida
statutes, shall not be removed during development or redevelopment processes. shall-be

Policy 1.7.9

The City;-threug : : Ha shall ensure that
natural water courses are protected in their natural state and are not subject to alteration.

Activities that alter the flow of a watercourse that are expressly prohibited include: Damming,

diking, or adding fill for the production of additional land for development purposes.

Policy 1.7.14

The City's limited non-potable water resources shall be conserved and protected from depletion
or over-development through the administration of the Future Land Use Map and Future Land

Use Element policies. land-developmentregulations-

Policy 1.8.1

The land-developmentregulations City shall ensure that surface cover vegetation loss during

construction is minimized and/or replaced to reduce erosion and flooding. A minimum of 10% of
the site shall be covered with vegetation post-construction.
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Policy 1.8.2

The land-developmentregulations-shall City shall ensure-require the developer/owner of any
new development or redevelopment site is-respensiblefor-the-en-site-management-of to manage

stormwater runoff in a manner such that post-development runoff rates, volumes and pollutant
loads do not exceed pre-development conditions.

Policy 1.8.3

Where feasible, the-land-developmentregulations-shall require-that finished grades are shall be

designed to direct water flows along natural drainage courses and through natural terrain.

Policy 1.8.4

%&hm-the-}&ad—devekapmem—regula&eﬂs— mgervmus surfaces shall be 11m1ted through th

application on lot coverage standards in the Future Land Use Element.

Policy 1.8.5

The land-developmentregulations City shall require ensure that future drainage out-falls

associated with both either new development o and redevelopment are designed to prevent the
direct discharge of runoff into either Boca Ciega Bay or the Gulf of Mexico.

Policy 1.8.6

he land-development-regulations-shall-encourage City shall employ stormwater best

management practices, such as the use of eithervegetated swales, rail barrels, rain gardens,

pervious parking areas, underground ex-filtration, in-conjunetion-with-retention-ponds; or sand

filtration and catchment systems where the lack of space prohibits the use of retention or
detention ponds.

Policy 1.8.7
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Infrastructure Element
Policy 2.2.1

I 1 41 the Drai Ordi _the 10 ; _60-mi
Drainage Level of Service: Drainage facilities shall accommodate the twenty-five (25) year,
twenty-four (24)-hour storm event. Unless the City provides a community-wide stormwater
facility or utility, retention must be on-site and accommodate the greater of: (a) the first one-half
(1/2) inch of stormwater within the boundaries of the project, or (b) the first one (1) inch of
storm flow from all roofs, sidewalks, paved surfaces and parking areas. The project must also
provide detention for all storm flows. Detention must prevent peak flows after development from
exceeding the peak flow prior to development. All drainage facilities shall meet all applicable

local, State and federal water quality standards.

Policy 2.2.2

frequency;-60-minute-storm-event: All new development and redevelopment proposals shall be
reviewed under the City’s Concurrency Manazement System Ordinance to ensure the level of
service standards established in this element shall be maintained.

Policy 2.2.3

The following stormwater management techniques shall be used to maintain or improve water

. . . . . .
EOVEHed HR-Pd RE-OF-0tertypeso FPCFYIoHS-SHHRCeSHORIGHRE-StHuctHre:

o Regular maintenance of retention swales adjacent to City roadways.
o Use of front, rear and side lot line swales in new development.

o Use of erosion and runoff control devices during construction;
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o Where necessary, the City shall consider construction of drainage retention areas in the public
right-a-way; and

o Where existing waterways are not sea-walled, native marine vegetation shall be used for
shoreline stabilization where technically feasible.

Conservation and Coastal Management Element

Policy 1.4.7

Although limited natural resources remain in the City of St. Pete Beach, every effort shall be taken
to protect these resources as follows:

0 Recreational development shall be compatible with the surrounding environment;
0 The clearing of trees and wetland vegetation shall be prohibited, unless a mitigation

plan is submitted and approved by the City, the objective being no net loss of

wetlands and trees speeifically-permitted; and

0 All applications for site development approval shall be subject to site plan review in
accordance with the land development regulations.

Objective 1.9

In accordance with this Comprehensive Plan, the City of St. Pete Beach shall protect and

restore its beaches, dunes and natural system, protect its recreational and commercial

working waterfronts, and establish construction standards which minimize the impacts of
man-made structures on these systems through the land development regulations.

Policy 1.9.7 Recreational and commercial working waterfronts are defined as a parcel or parcels of
real property that provide access for water-dependent commercial activities or provide access for
the public to the navigable waters of the state. Recreational and commercial working waterfronts
require direct access to or a location on, over, or adjacent to a navigable body of water. The term
includes water-dependent facilities that are open to the public and offer public access by vessels
to the waters of the state or that are support facilities for recreational, commercial, research, or
governmental vessels. These facilities include docks, wharfs, lifts, wet and dry marinas, boat
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ramps, boat hauling and repair facilities, commercial fishing facilities, boat construction

facilities, and other support structures over the water.

Policy 1.9.8 The City shall protect its recreational and commercial working waterfronts by

considering the following strategies:

Investigating the feasibility of investing directly in property preservation through land
acquisition;

Applying for grants to improve or develop City-owned waterfront recreational facilities,

including parks, boat ramps, boardwalks, and marinas;

Amending the Land Development Code to provide design standards for marinas;

Coordinating with Pinellas County to implement the Working Waterfront Tax Deferral Program.

Policy 3.4.5 3-4-6 The City of St. Pete Beach, working in cooperation local, regional and state
agencies, shall ensure that all post-disaster reconstruction activities shall be required to follow
the appropriate hazard mitigation measures and regulations.

Objectlve 2 1

The Clty shall to the extent practlcal llmlt pubhc expendltures that subsidize development
within the Coastal High Hazard Area consistent with the Future Land Use Map as
adopted. s-thus-limiting pepulation-growth:

Policy 2.1.2

The City shall not support or finance sewer and water line extensions or expansions within the
Coastal High Hazard Area which will encourage future growth/higher residential densities in those
vulnerable areas.

Objective 2.2

Because a majority of the community is located within the Coastal High Hazard Area,
defined as the area below the elevation of the inundated-frem-a category one storm surge
line hurrieane as estabhshed by a Sea, Lake and Overland Surges from Hurricanes
(SLOSH) model and i ; p % : 6 g ;
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Atlas, the City shall require appropriate development and construction standards to
mitigate the adverse effects of coastal hazards.

Policy 2.3.4 The adopted level of service standard for out-of-county hurricane evacuation
clearance time for a category S storm event as measured on the Saffir-Simpson scale shall be 16

hours.

Recreation Element
Policy 1.1.8

The City shall maintain adequate public access points to all recreation sites including beaches,
waterways, and shores.

Intergovefnmental Coordination Element
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Capital Improvements Element

Objective 1.6 Concurrency Management- The City shall use level of service standards to
measure the adequacy of existing public facilities and to ensure that future development
will be served with adequate public facilities.

Policy 1.6.1 Pursuant to Chapter 163, F.S., and Chapter 9J-5, F.A.C., City shall require that the
City shall not issue any development permits for development unless the applicant or developer
submits an application for concurrency, utilizing best available data and professionally accepted
methodologies, as well as documentation from the facility provider, that demonstrates to the
City’s satisfaction that public facilities required by the subject development will be in place
concurrent with the impacts of development. Furthermore, the applicant shall assure the City that
the subject development will not reduce the level of service associated with public facilities
serving the development below the adopted level of service standards. Public facilities for the
purpose of concurrency shall mean facilities related to traffic, drainage, solid waste, potable
water, wastewater, schools, and parks and recreation.

Policy 1.6.2 . The following criteria shall be used to determine when concurrency has been
satisfied for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, and drainage:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place at the time the development

order is issued;

b. A development order is issued subject to the conditions that the necessary

facilities and services will be in place when the impacts of development occur; or

c. At the time the development order is issued, the necessary facilities and services are
guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement, to be available when the impacts of

development occur.

Policy 1.6.3 The following criteria shall be used to determine when concurrency has been
satisfied for recreation and parks:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place or under construction within one year of the
time the development order is issued; or
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b. A development order is issued subject to the condition that the acreage to serve the new

development is dedicated or acquired by the City, or that funds in the amount of the

development’s fair share are committed by the developer.

Policy 1.6.4 The following criteria shall be uséd to determine when concurrency has been

satisfied for roads:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place or under construction at the time the

development permit is issued;

b. A development permit is issued subject to the condition that the necessary facilities and
services needed to serve the new development are scheduled to be in place or under construction
not more than three (3) years after the issuance of the development order, and the facilities and
services are included in the City’s five (5)-year schedule of capital improvements. The schedule
of capital improvements may recognize and include transportation projects included in the first
three (3) years of the Florida DOT five (5)-year work program: or

c. At the time a development permit is issued, the necessary facilities and services are guaranteed
in an enforceable development agreement to be available or under construction not more than
three (3) vears after the development permit is issued. :

Policy 1.6.5 As part of the preparation of the five (5)-year schedule of capital improvements, the
City shall prepare an annual report that details the capacity or deficiency of the following public
facilities: roads, sanitary sewer, solid waste, drainage, potable water, and parks and recreation
based on best available data from the service provider. The annual report shall, at a minimum,
include the following information for each facility:

a. Adopted level of service standard:

b. Existing deficiency or capacity:

c. Reserved capacity for approved, but un-built, development:

d. Improvements to be made by all approved developments: and

e. Improvements to be made by the City or any other governmental agency.

Policy 1.6.6 The City shall not issue a development permit within those areas of the City where
public facilities do not meet the adopted level of service standards. The areas to be evaluated to
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determine whether public facilities meet the adopted level of service standard are described for
each type of public facility, as follows:

a. Roads —City-wide

b. Sanitary sewer-City-wide:

c. Solid waste- City-wide:

d. Drainage- City-wide;

. Potable water-City-wide:

f. Parks and recreation- City-wide: and

g. Schools — Concurrency Service Areas, consistent with the maps located in the Public School
Facilities Element and interlocal agreement with Pinellas County.

Policy 1.6.7. The City shall establish a monitoring system to monitor the remaining capacity and
deficiencies of the public facilities addressed in the Capital Improvements Element and to
determine whether concurrency certificates shall be issued.

Policy 1.6.8 A concurrency certificate shall be required prior to the issuance of any final
development permit. Final development permits shall contain a specific site plan for
development including the densities and intensities of development.
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“Attachment A” Continued — Maps
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2030 FLUM Series
Coastal High Hazard Area
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Flood Zones

2030 FLUM Series

10 kEwBase Fio

0 025 05

61




Gulf Of Mexico

2030 FLUM Series
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2030 Recreation Map
Public and Private Recreation Sites
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Supporting Documentation
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
‘ "Dedicated to making Florida a better place to call home”

CHARLIE CRIST ) THOMAS G. PELHAM
Govemor Secretary

February 27, 2009

The Honorable Mike Finnerty
Mayor, City of St. Pete Beach

155 Corey Avenue

St. Pete Beach, Florida 33706-1839

Dear Mayor Finnerty:

The Department has completed its review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan
Amendment for the City of St. Pete Beach (DCA Number 09-1ER, which was received on
December 24, 2008. Based on Chapter 163, Part Il, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Rule 9J-5,
Florida Administrative Code, we have prepared the attached report, which outlines the
Department’s findings concerning the amendment. It is particularly important that the City
address the objections set forth in our review report so that these issues can be successfully
resolved prior to the adoption of the amendment.

We have also included a copy of local. regional and state agency comments for your
consideration. Within the next 120 days, the City should act by choosing to adopt, adopt with
changes, or not adopt the proposed amendment. For your assistance, our report outlines
procedures for final adoption and transmittal.

The proposed Amendment (DCA Number 09-1ER) is an update to the comprehensive
plan based on the Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR). The Department has identified issues
with the amendment including concerns regarding updated maps of the Future Land Use and
Transportation Elements; concurrency management system, working waterfronts, and
recommendations of the adopted EAR. The Department has also identified concerns with
several of the policies in the comprehensive plan. Our report includes recommendations to help
the City in addressing these issues prior to the adoption.

2555 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32390-2100
850-488-8466 (p) e 850-021-0781 (f) ¢ Website: www.dca . state.fl.us

¢ COMMUNITY PLANNING  850-488-2356 (p)  860-4883300(1) ¢
+ HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  850-488-7956 (p) 850-822-5623 (1) ¢
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The Honorable Mike Finnerty
February 27, 2009
Page Two . »

We are available to assist the City in responding to our report. Please contact Valerie
Jenkins, Senior Planner, at (850) 922-1803, if we may be of further assistance in the matter.

Michael McDaniel, Chief
Office of Comprehensive Planning

MMMNj

Enclosures: Objections, Recommendations and Comments Report
Review Agency Comments

cc: Mr. Karl Holley, AICP, City of St. Pete Beach
Mr. Manny Pumariega, Executive Director, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
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INTRODUCTION

The following objections, recommend@tions and comments are based upon the
Department's review of the City of St. Pete Beach’s proposed amendment to their comprehensive
plan (DCA Number O9-1ER) pursuant to Chapter 163.3184, Florida Statutes (F.S.).

The objections relate to specific requirements of relevant portions of Chapter 9J-5,
Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), and Chapter 163, Part I, F.S. Each objection includes a
recommendation of one approach that might be taken to address the cited objections. Other
approaches may be more suitable in specific situations. Some objections may have initially been
raised by one of the other external review agencies. If there is a difference between the
Department’s objection and the external agency advisory objection or comment, the
Department’s objection would take precedence.

Each of these objections must be addressed by the local government and corrected when
the amendment is resubmitted for our compliance review. Objections, which are not addressed,
may result in a determination that the amendment is not in compliance. The Department may
have raised an objection regarding missing data and analysis items, which the local government
considers not applicable to its amendment. If that is the case, a statement justifying its non-
applicability pursuant to Rule 9J-5.002(2), F.A.C., must be submitted. The Department will
make a determination on the non-applicability of the requirement, and if the justification is
sufficient, the objection will be considered addressed.

The comments, which follow the objections and recommendations section, are advisory
in nature and will not form bases of a determination of non-compliance. They are included to
call attention to items raised by our reviewers, The comments can be substantive, concerning
planning principles, methodology or logic, as well as editorial in nature dealing with grammar,
organization, mapping, and reader comprehension.

Appended to the back of the Department's report are the comment letters from the other
state review agencies and other agencies, organizations and individuals. These comments are
advisory to the Department and may not form bases of Departmental objections unless they
appear under the "Objections” heading in this report. :
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TRANSMITTAL PROCEDURES

Upon receipt of this report, the City has 120 days in which to adopt, adopt with changes,
or determine that the City will not adopt the proposed amendment. The process for adoption of
local comprehensive plan amendments is outlined in s. 163.3184, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and
Rule 9J-11.011, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.). The City must ensure that all ordinances

“adopting comprehensive plan amendments are consistent with the provisions of Chapter
163.3189(2)(a), F.S.

Within ten working days of the date of adoption, the City must submit the following to
the Department:

Three copies of the adopted comprehensive plan amendment; .
A copy of the adoption ordinance;
A listing of additional changes not previously reviewed;

A listing of findings‘by the local governing body, if any, which were not included in the
ordinance; and

A statement indicating the relationship of the additional changes to the Department's
Objections, Recommendations and Comments Report.

The above amendment and documentation are required for the Department to conduct a
compliance review, make a compliance determination and issue the appropriate notice of intent.

In order to expedite the regional planning council's review of the amendment, and
pursuant to Rule 93-11.011(5), F.A.C., please provide a copy of the adopted amendment directly
to Manny Pumariega, Executive Director, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Please be advised that Section 163.3184(8)(c), F.S., requires the Department to provide a
courtesy information statement regarding the Department’s Notice of Intent to citizens who
furnish their names and addresses at the local government’s plan amendment transmittal
(proposed) or adoption hearings. In order to provide this courtesy information statement, local
governments are required by law to furnish the names and addresses of the citizens requesting
this information to the Department. Please provide these required names and addresses to
the Department when you transmit your adopted amendment package for compliance review.,
In the event no names, addresses are provided, please provide this information as well. For
efficiency, we encourage that the information sheet be provided in electronic format.
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS REPORT
| FOR THE
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 09-1ER

February 27, 2009
Division of Community Planning
Office of Comprehensive Planning

This report is prepared pursuant to Rule 9J-11.010, F.A.C.
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OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS REPORT
FOR THE
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH
AMENDMENT 09-1ER

L CONSISTENCY WITH CHAPTER 163, PART II, FLORIDA STATUTES
(F.S.), AND RULE 9J-5, FLORIDA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE (F.A.C.)

Introduction: The City’s proposed Amendment 09-1ER is the Evaluation and Appraisal
Report (EAR) based plan amendments to update the Comprehensive Plan. The
Department has completed its review of the proposed amendment and has identified the
following objections and comments.

A. OBJECTIONS

1. Lack of Updated Maps: The EAR-based amendment does not include Future
Land Use Map as well as a Future Transportation Map with the future timeframe for
which it is intended stated on the maps consistent with the planning timeframe for the
City’s comprehensive plan, Also, the EAR-based amendment does not include an
updated natural resource map or map series. '

[Sections 163.3177(5)(a), (6)(a); and Rules 9J-5.005(1)(e); 93-5.005(4), and
9J-5.006(4)(2) and (b), F.A.C.]

Recommendation: Include with the amendment a Future Land Use Map and a Future
Transportation Map with the future timeframe for which it is intended clearly stated on
the maps consistent with the planning timeframe for the City’s comprehensive plan. In
addition, include an updated natural resource map or map series.

2. Working Waterfronts: The City has amended the Conservation and Coastal
Management Element to establish a definition for “recreational and commercial working
waterfronts.” However, the City is not proposing to amend the Recreation and Open
Space Element with respect to the Working Waterfront as required by Section
163.3177(6)(¢), F.S.

[Section 163.3177(6)(a), and (e), F.S.; and Rule 9J-5.002(8), F.A.C.]
Recommendation: Revise the Recreation and Open Space Element to include
provisions addressing Working Waterfront in or order to be consistent with the

requirements of Section 163.3177(6)(e), F.S. The policy should recognize waterways in
the City’s comprehensive system of public and private sites for recreation

71




3. Lack of Update to the Concurrency Management System: The City’s
comprehensive plan does not establish adequate guidelines for applying concurrency as
required. Policy 2.3.3 to the Future Land Use Element defers to the City’s 1992
Concurrency Management System to permit new development where facilities and
services are available or planned to be available. The policy states that, “The City shall
permit no new development where the facilities and services are not available or planned
to be available in accordance with the Concurrency Management System adopted in 1992
as Chapter 102, St. Pete Beach code of Ordinances, as amended” Additionally, proposed
Policy 2.2.2 and Policy 1.1.5 to the Infrastructure Element, Policy 1.1.2 to the
Transportation Element, Policy 1.3.4 to the Capital Improvements Element, and Policy
1.1.9 to the Recreation and Open Space Element state that, “All new development and -
redevelopment proposals shall be reviewed under the City’s Concurrency Management
System Ordinance to ensure the level of service standards established in this element
shall be maintained”. This is inadequate because according to state law each local
government shall adopt as a component of the comprehensive plan, objectives, policies,
and standards for the establishment of a concurrency management system.

[Section 163.3180, F.S., and Rule 9J-5.0055, F.A.C.]

Recommendation: Revise the comprehensive plan to include adequate guidelines and
standards for the application of Concurrency Management System in the City.

4. Inconsistency with Recommendations of the Adopted EAR:

a. Page 43 through 44 of the City’s adopted EAR identified that the
protection of sea turtles is part of a county-wide effort to protect these animals
from extinction. Pinellas County and some of its municipalities have adopted sea
turtle lighting ordinances designed to protect the animals from the adverse effects
of artificial lighting. The adopted EAR recommended that the City should revise
or adopt objectives and policies into its comprehensive plan to protect sea turtles.
However, the City has not proposed to revise the comprehensive plan as
recommended by the EAR. '

b. Page 40 of the City’s adopted EAR also identified that the City needed to
amend its Housing and Intergovernmental Coordination Elements to include
policies regarding coordination with Pinellas County to develop affordable
housing strategies on a regional basis. However, the EAR-based amendment does
not include revisions to these elements to address this issue.

[Sections 163.3177(6)(d) and (f); 163.3178; and 163.3191(10), F.S.; and Rules 9J-
5.002(8); 9J-5.010(3)(c)5 and 10; 9J-5.013(2)(c)5., F.A.C.]

Recommendation: Revise the comprehensive plan to amend or add objectives and
policies to provide restriction of artificial lighting known to adversely affect the survival
of sea turtles. Also, revise the amendment to include policies, appropriately supported by
best available data and analysis, to develop affordable housing strategies on a regional
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basis. In this regard, the City may want to consider entering into an agreement with
Pinellas County or other local governments regarding affordable housing establishing a
plan policy addressing the agreement.

S. Plan Implementation: The following objectives and policies in the
comprehensive plan, although they have not been proposed to be changed, defer to the
land development regulations for the guidelines and standards for implementing the
comprehensive plan. ‘

Future Land Use Element:

a, Policy 1.6.3 and Policies 1.7.1, 1.7.2, 1.7.4, 1.7.9, and 1.7.14 defer standards and
guidelines to the City’s LDRs for the protection of natural and historic resources, instead
of establishing them in the comprehensive plan as required.

[Sections 163.3177(5)(a)(b); 163.3177(6)(a), (6)(d), and (6)f1.¢., F.S., and Rules 9J-
5.005(6); 9-5.006(3)(c)8., and (4)(b)1. through S.; and 9J-5.010(3)(c)4., F.A.C.]

Recommendation: Revise the policies identified in the objection to include guidelines
and standards to be utilized by the City to regulate development in order to ensure the
protection of historic and natural resources.

b. Polices 1.8.1 through 1.8.6 defer standards and guidelines to the City’s LDRs for
the enforcement of stormwater drainage and implementation of drainage improvements.
Furthermore, Policy 1.8.7 states that, “The City shall, where practical, comply with the
policies of the Pinellas County’s Master Drainage Plan, as amended,” without identifying
those policy provisions established in the County’s Master Drainage Plan to be relied
upon.

[Sections 163.3177(5)(a)(b); 163.3177(6)(a), F.S., and Rules 9J-5.005(6); 9J-
5.011(2)(c)4., F.A.C.]

Recommendation: Revise Policies 1.8.1 through 1.8.6 to include guidelines and
standards to be utilized by the City to regulate the impact of development on stormwater
drainage. Also, revise Policy 1.8.7 to include those provisions identified in Pinellas
County’s Master Drainage Plan relating to the enforcement of stormwater drainage and
implementation of drainage improvements.

B. Comments

The City’s adopted EAR includes Figure 4 (Vacant Property in St. Pete Beach) and
Figure 5 (Sample of Non-Vacant Property) maps. These maps do not contain a legend,
north arrow, source and map scale, and land use categories. Additionally, Figure S only
shows a portion of the City’s boundaries which depicts the City’s vacant lands.
However, Figure 5 should include the entire City limits in order to establish the extent of
existing vacant development in the City at the time of this EAR based amendment.
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Furthermore, the maps appear to be a black and white photocopy which makes it illegible
and difficult to read.

IL CONSISTENCY WITH THE STATE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The proposed amendments do not ac’iequately address and further the State
Comprehensive Plan, relating to the following goals and policies:

Goal 6., (Public Safety); Policies 6.b.22 and 6.b.23 related to Objection 3;
Goal 8.a., (Coastal Marine); Policy 8.b.4 to Objection 2;
Goal 9.a, (Natural Systems and Recreational Lands); Policy 15.b.1 related to
Objection 6;

¢ Goal 25.a, (Plan Implementation); Policy 25.b.7 related to all of the above
objections. '

Recommendation: Revise the proposed amendments to be consistent with the above
goals and policies of the State Comprehensive Plan, as recommended in this report.
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St. Pete Beach EAR-Based Amendments

Amendment #09-1ER

Summary of amendments:

Amendment to the Housing Element deleting Policy 1.63;
Amendments to the Infrastructure Element clarifying the Level of Service Standards for
stormwater management and drainage;

o Amendment to the Conservation and Coastal Management Element requiring a mitigation
plan for tree or wetland vegetation removal resulting in no net loss of said vegetation;

e An Amendment to the Conservation and Coastal Management Element providing for the
protection of the City’s recreational and commercial working waterfronts;

o Amendments to the Conservation and Coastal Element changing the definition and rules
regarding construction in the Coastal High Hazard Areg, consistent with recent changes
to Florida Statutes, and;

¢ Amendments to the Intergovernmental Coordination Element deleting itrelevant policies.

e Reglonally Significant: Yes, based on the fact that by their breadth and scope, the EAR-
based amendments will directly or indirectly be related to or impact regionally significant
resources and facilities. »

. Result in extra-jurisdictional impacts?: No.
e Effects of the amendment on the following issues:

o Compatibility among local plans including, but not limited to, land uvse and
compatibility with military bases:

. lmpactlprotéct regional faclities/resources identified in the SRPP including,
but not limited to, groundwater recharge and the avallability of water

supply: Addressed in a previous amendment, Ordinance 2007-84.

. Affordable housing fssues and designation of adequate sites for affordable
housing: Addressed in a previous amendment, Ordinance 2008-15.

o Protection of natural resources of regional significance identified in the

SRPP including, but not limited to, protection of spring and groundwater
resources, and recharge potential: Addressed in a previous amendment,
Ordinance 2007-84.

J Effectiveness and enhancement of economic development within the reglon
including, but not limited to, preservation of military bases: Not applicable to
the proposed amendment. -

. Compatibility with regional transportation corridors and facilities including,
but not limited to, roadways, seaports, airports, public transportation

For Council meeting of February 9, 2009 Staff Contact:
Report prepared January 14, 2009 . Jessica Lunsford, ext. 38
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systems, high speed rail fa@'lllties,,an(l intermodal facllities: The
Comprehensive Plan amendments are compatible with Gulf Blvd, a regionally
significant hurricane evacuation route and a regional roadway.

. Adequacy of and compatibility with emergency preparedness plans and local
mitigation strategies (plans) including, but not limited to, the impacts on and
_availability of hurricane shelters, maintenance of county hurricane evacua-
tion clearance times, and hazard mitigation: St. Pete Beach has included
the appropriate objectives and policies to address the recent changes to the Florida
Statutes in this amendment and in an earlier amendment, Ordinance 2007-33,

. Regional Comments: None.
. Applicable SRPP Policies: The additions and revisions contained in the
proposed amendment were found to be supportive

of and further the goals and policies of the SRPP’s
five subject areas.

o Cohslstency with SRPP: Consistem-.

For Council meeting of February 9, 2009 ) Staff Contact:
Report prepared January 14, 2009 ’ Jessica Lunsford, ext. 38
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Florida Department of Transportation

CHARLIE CRIST 11201 N. McKinley Drive
GOVERNOR Tompo, FL 33612-6456

STEPHANIE C, KOPELOUSOS
SECRETARY

December 31, 2008

Mr. Ray Eubanks /!

Division of Community Planning

Florida Department of Community Affairs
. 2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

Re: City of St. Pete Beach Proposed EAR-based Plan Amendment 09-1ER

Dear Mr. Eubanks:

We have reviewed the City of St. Pete Beach proposed comprehensive pian (the Plan)
Amendment 09-1ER (based on the Evaluation and Appraisal Report- EAR) according to
the provisions of Chapter 163, Florida Statutes; Chapter 9J-5, Florida Administrative
Code; and our Plan review guidelines. Our comments follow.

Background St. Pete Beach is the southernmost barrier island community in Pinellas
County. The 2005 estimate of population was 10,032. The City (2.25 square miles) has
4.5 miles fronting the Gulf of Mexico, and is 1.6% vacant land (24 acres; 99 parcels).
Approximately 60 of those parcels are being redeveloped. Consultants for the City
conducted community visioning meetings and prepared a community redevelopment plan
(CRP), but the voters repealed it in 2006, and also the CRP-related Plan amendments.
The EAR issues were: Enhancing Gulf Boulevard, revitalizing the City; affordable
housing; enhancing tree canopy; protecting sea turtles; and reducing the potential density
allowed by the Future Land Use Map. The EAR-based amendments address each issue
area with a proposed Plan change or by explaining their decision not to take action.

Comment: The City mentions future streetscape projects to improve the appearance and
function of Gulf Boulevard and improve pedestrian mobility and safety. Please be aware
that all plans for design and modifications to State Roads, including Gulf Boulevard and
Blind Pass Road, need to follow standards in the Plans Preparation Manual (PPM), the
Standard Index and the FDOT Standard Specifications Manual for Road and Bridge
‘Construction (FDOT statewide standards). Early coordination of plans will be helpful.
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Mr. Ray Eubanks
December 31, 2008
Page Two

Comment: The City needs to address new statutory requirements resulting from the
recent changes to Section 163.3177, Florida Statutes. Each unit of local government
within an urbanized area is required in part to amend the transportation element to
incorporate transportation strategies addressing reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.
Amendments to the Future Land Use Element are also required.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed amendment. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (813) 975-6444 or carol.collins@dot.state.fl.us.

Sincerely,
Ars H. Coll i —

Carol M., Collins, LGCP Coordinator

cc: Kathleen Neill, Director of Policy Pianning, FDOT

Karl E. Holley, AICP, Director, St. Pete Beach Community Development Director
Catherine M. Hartley, AICP, Senior Planner, St. Pete Beach ,
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. ' Charlic Cris
Florida Department of o oo
Environmental Protection s Kot
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building Lt Gotsmmor
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard Mictiael W Sok
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 ? v é ‘m“
anuary 23, 2009 '

Mr. D. Ray Eubanks

Bureau of Local Planning

" Department of Community Affairs
2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

Re:  City of St. Pete Beach 09-1ER; Comprehensive Plan Amendment Review
Objections, Comments and Recommendations Report

Dear Mr. Eubanks:

The Office of Intergovernmental Programs of the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP or Department) has reviewed the above-referenced Evaluation and
Appraisal Report (EAR) based amendments submitted by the City of St. Pete Beach
(City) under the provisions of Chapter 163, Part II, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Chapters

~ 9J-5 and 9J-11, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).

As required by law, the scope of our comments and recommendations is limited to the
environmental suitability of the proposed changes in light of the Department's
regulatory and proprietary responsibilities. The amendment package consists of
amendments to the City’s comprehensive plan (Plan) based upon its EAR, To assist
your agency in developing the state's response to the proposed amendment package,
the Department provides the following comments and recommendations regarding the

amendments.
ENERGY CONSERVATION POLICIES

New 2008 statutory revisions will require the City to make changes to its Future Land
Use, Transportation, Conservation and Housing elements to address requirements to
reduce energy consumption and greenhouse gas emissions. The Department provides
the following list of resources that may help the City in meeting these requirements:

“More Prorection, Loss Process’™
1] . . W’
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M. D, Ray Eubanks
City of St. Pete Beach 09-1ER

Page2 of 3

January 23,

2009 -

Climate Change Resources

»

The chapter on Climate Change in the Florida Planning Toolbox (pages 17-47)
(http:/ /www.cuesfau.org/ toolbox/) contains a wealth of useful information
for local governments, including websites for climate change resource
organizations and publications, examples of several Florida city and county
climate change plans, and sample policies for reduction of energy consumption
and GHG emissions. '

Florida Energy Office (http://www.dep.state.fl.us/energy/): Solar Energy
Rebate Program, Renewable Energy Technology Grants Program, Renewable
Energy Technology Tax Incentives Program, Farm to Fuel Grant Program, and
other financial incentives. Note: Effective July 1, 2008, the Florida Energy
Office will be housed in the Executive Office of the Governor. The new
website 15 under construction.

The International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI) has a free
climate change software program that is designed to take data from local
governments on energy use and solid waste disposal, and convert it into GHG
emissions statistics. The software is available at the following ICLEI web
address: http:/ /www-.icleiusa.org/. Using this tool, a local governnient can
account for emissions resulting from its consumption patterns and beina
better position to design effective strategies to reduce these emissions.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has a website devoted to climate
change located at http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/. The site has valuable
information regarding climate change and also offers emission calculator tools.

The EPA’s Clean Energy Program website; located at
hitp:/ /www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/index.html, gives you access to state and
local energy programs throughout the country. The link is provided on the

Florida Energy Office’s website, located at
http: / /www.dep.state.fl.us/energy/.

The St. Johns River Water Management District
(http: / /sjr.state.fl.us/map_51VMDs.html) provides access to websites for the

state’s five water management districts.

The Florida Department of Community Affairs’ website provides guidance docu-
ments on growth management topics. 4
(http:/ /www.dca.state.fl.us/fdcp/dep/publications/index.cfm).
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Mr, D: Ray Eubanks

City of St. Pete Beach 09-1ER
Page 3 of 3

January 23, 2009

> The U. S. Department of Energy website shows the average electricity
consumption per household and the amount of wattage used by a variety of

appliances.
(http:/ / www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/reps/enduse/er01 _us.htmi#Electricity).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If I may be of further
assistance, please call me at (850)245-2182, :

Sincerely,

' Rokin Branda

Environmental Specialist I
Office of Intergovernmental Programs

Jrsb .
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE ( ( Pl q
Kurt S, Browning .

Secretary of State
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

January 27, 2009

Mr. Ray Eubanks

Department of Community Affairs
. Bureau of State Planning

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

Re:  Historic Preservation Review of the St. Pete Beach (09-1ER) Comprehensive Plan
Amendment (Pinellas County) .

Dear Mr. Eubanks:

According to this agency's responsibilities under Section 163, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 9J-5,
Florida Administrative Code, we reviewed the above document to determine if data regarding
historic resources were given sufficient consideration in the request to amend the St. Pete
Beach Comprehensive Plan.

We reviewed proposed Evaluation and Appraisal Report based text changes to various
elements of the St. Pete Beach Comprehensive Plan to consider the potential effects of these
actions on historic resources. While our cursory review suggests that the proposed changes
may have no adverse effects on historic resources, it is the city’s responsibility to ensure that
the proposed revisions will not have an adverse effect on significant archaeological or historic

resources.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please feel free to contact Susan M. Harp
of the Division's Compliance Review staff at (850) 245-6333.

Sincerely,

1@4& AN
Frederick P. Gaske, Director

XC: Mr. Bob Dennis

500 S. Bronough Street « Talighassee, FL 32399-0250 o http://www.flheritage.com

£ Director’s Office O Archaeological Research + Historic Preservation
(850) 245-6300 « FAX: 245-6436 (350) 245-6441 » FAX: 245-6452 (850) 245-6333 « FAX: 245-6437
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Bl 50ARD OF COUNTY

dCOMMISSIONERS pine"aS

Nancy Bostock

Nell Brickfield )
Calvin D. Harris (OU“tq
Susan Latvala PLANNING
John Morroni
Karen Willlams See! '

‘ January 28, 2009

Kenneth T. Weich

Ray Eubanks, Administrator

Plan Review and Processing

Division of Community Planning

Department of Community Affairs

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard :

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2356 § ‘474,09

RE: St. Pete Beach 09-1ER - Y,

Dear Mr. Eubanks: » K

As part of the Comprehensive Plan Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR)-Based
Amendments Review Process, the Pinellas County Planning Department, as the County
Land Planning Agency, has reviewed the referenced City of St. Pete Beach
Comprehensive Plan EAR-Based Amendment package. The review and
recommendations are developed in accordance with the requirements of Section
163.3184(5), F.S. and Chapter 9J-11.010, F.A.C., and consider the effect and
relationship of the proposed EAR-Based Amendments to the Pinellas County

Comprehensive Plan.

Following review, the County has no comments regarding the City's proposed
amendments.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment
package If you have any questions regarding the findings above, please feel free to

contact me at 464-8200.

Sincerely,

Gordon Beardslee, General Planning Administrator
Pinellas County Planning Department

CC: Catherine Hartley, Senior Planner, Clty of St. Pete Beach

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO:

600 Cleveland Street

Suite 750

Cleanwater, Florida 33755
Phone: (727) 464-8200

Fax; (727) 464-8201

Website: www.pinellascounty.org

&
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City Response to DCA

Objections, Comments, and Recommendations Report
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DCA Objections to the EAR Based Amendments

Objection 1: Lack of Updated Maps — Include new Transportation and Future Land Use
Maps.

City’s Response: Please find attached an updated Future Land Use Map.

A new transportation map is provided as part of the EAR based amendments as
requested.

Objection 2: Include Waterways on the Recreation Map.

City’s Response: Please find a new recreation map showing waterways, boat ramps, and
other recreation sites within the City. Also, the City has amended Recreation Policy 1.1.8
to ensure that waterways are part of this City’s comprehensive system of parks and
recreation sites.

Policy 1.1.8

The City shall maintain adequate public access points to all recreation sites including
beaches, waterways, and shores.

Objection 3: Lack of Update to the Concuirency Management System:
City’s Response: The City proposes the following changes, as recommended:

Capital Improvements Element

Obijective 1.6 Concurrency Management- The City shall use level of service standards to
measure the adequacy of existing public facilities and to ensure that future development

will be served with adequate public facilities.

Policy 1.6.1 Pursuant to Chapter 163, F.S., and Chapter 9J-5, F.A.C., City shall require
that the City shall not issue any development permits for development unless the
applicant or developer submits an application for concurrency, utilizing best available
data and professionally accepted methodologies, as well as documentation from the
facility provider, that demonstrates to the City’s satisfaction that public facilities required
by the subject development will be in place concurrent with the impacts of development.
Furthermore, the applicant shall assure the City that the subject development will not
reduce the level of service associated with public facilities serving the development
below the adopted level of service standards. Public facilities for the purpose of
concurrency shall mean facilities related to traffic, drainage, solid waste, potable water,
wastewater, schools, and parks and recreation,
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Policy 1.6.2 . The following criteria shall be used to determine when concurrency has
been satisfied for potable water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, and drainage:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place at the time the development

order is issued;

b. A development order is issued subject to the conditions that the necessary

facilities and services will be in place when the impacts of development occur: or

c. At the time the development order is issued, the necessary facilities and services are

guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement, to be available when the impacts

of development occur.

Policy 1.6.3 The following criteria shall be used to determine when concurrency has been

satisfied for recreation and parks:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place or under construction within one year
of the time the development order is issued; or

b. A development order is issued subject to the condition that the acreage to serve the
new development is dedicated or acquired by the City, or that funds in the amount of the

development’s fair share are committed by the developer. ,

Policy 1.6.4 The following criteria shall be used to determine when concurrency has been

satisfied for roads:

a. The necessary facilities and services are in place or under construction at the time the
development permit is issued;

b. A development permit is issued subject to the condition that the necessary facilities
and services needed to serve the new development are scheduled to be in place or under
construction not more than three (3) years after the issuance of the development order,
and the facilities and services are included in the City’s five (5)-year schedule of capital
improvements. The schedule of capital improvements may recognize and include
transportation projects included in the first three (3) years of the Florida DOT five (5)-
year work program; or

- ¢. At the time a development permit is issued, the necessary facilities and services are
guaranteed in an enforceable development agreement to be available or under
construction not more than three (3) years after the development permit is issued.

Policy 1.6.5 As part of the preparation of the five (5)-year schedule of capital
improvements, the City shall prepare an annual report that details the capacity or
deficiency of the following public facilities: roads, sanitary sewer. solid waste. drainage,
potable water, and parks and recreation based on best available data from the service
provider. The annual report shall, at a minimum, include the following information for
each facility:

a. Adopted level of service standard;

b. Existing deficiency or capacity:

¢. Reserved capacity for approved, but un-built, development:

d. Improvements to be made by all approved developments; and

e. Improvements to be made by the City or any other governmental agency.
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Policy 1.6.6 The City shall not issue a development permit within those areas of the City
where public facilities do not meet the adopted level of service standards. The areas to be
evaluated to determine whether public facilities meet the adopted level of service
standard are described for each type of public facility, as follows:

a. Roads —City-wide

b. Sanitary sewer-City-wide:

c. Solid waste- City-wide:

d. Drainage- City-wide:

e. Potable water-City-wide;

f. Parks and recreation- City-wide; and

g. Schools — Concurrency Service Areas. consistent with the maps located in the Public
School Facilities Element and interlocal agreement with Pinellas County.

Policy 1.6.7. The City shall establish a monitoring system to monitor the remaining
capacity and deficiencies of the public facilities addressed in the Capital Improvements
Element and to determine whether concurrency certificates shall be issued.

Policy 1.6.8 A concurrency certificate shall be required prior to the issuance of any final
development permit. Final development permits shall contain a specific site plan for
development including the densities and intensities of development.

Objection 4: Inconsistency with Recommendations of the adopted EAR.

A. Sea Turtle Protection — the City recommended in the EAR that policies be
adopted for turtle protection. Subsequent to the EAR, the city adopted a turtle
protection ordinance in its land development regulations, but did not amend its
plan as recommended in the EAR. The following amendments to the coastal
element for turtle protection are as follows:

‘Coastal and Conservation Element

Objective 1.12 To protect hatchling marine turtles from the adverse effects of artificial
lighting, provide overall improvement in nesting habitat degraded by light pollution, and
increase successful nesting activity and production of hatchlings.

Policy 1.12.1 The following activities are prohibited on the beach at nighttime during the

nesting season, (May 1% through October 31%) for the protection of nesting females,

nests, and hatchling marine turtles:
(a) The operation of all motorized vehicles, except emergency and law
enforcement vehicles or operated by those persons who have authorization or a
permit to engage in marine turtle conservation or research issued by the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, or the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission, and Florida Department of Environmental Protection approved for
mechanical beach cleaning or beach re-nourishment activities.

(b) The building of campfires or bonfires.
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(c) Any transient lighting which purposely and flagrantly illuminates nesting sea
turtles or hatchlings. This prohibition does not apply to those persons who have

authorization or a permit to engage in marine turtle conservation or research.

Policy 1.12.3 If any turtle nests or nesting activities have been reported within a portion
of a beach, any temporary structures, including but not limited to beach chairs, umbrellas
and cabanas which have the potential foi entrapment of marine turtles and which may
interfere with the use of the natural beach environment for nesting habitat shall be:

(1) Removed from the beach nightly; or

(2) Stored in areas designated by the City of St. Pete Beach staff which

are situated to avoid interference with marine turtles; or

Policy 1.12.4 In order to provide the highest level of protection for nesting marine turtles

and their hatchlings. the following standards for artificial light sources on all new coastal
construction shall be applied:
(a) Exterior artificial light fixtures directly or indirectly illuminating the beach

shall be designed as follows: ,
(1) _Exterior lights are completely shielded downlight only fixtures or

recessed fixtures having low wattage Bug Type Bulbs, low-pressure
sodium vapor (LPS) bulbs, Red or Amber Light-Emitting Diodes (LED),
or True Neon light sources.
(2) All fixtures are mounted as low in elevation as possible through use
of low-mounted wall fixtures, low bollards, and ground-level fixtures
(b) Floodlights, uplights or spotlights that are directly visible from the beach, or
which indirectly or cumulatively illuminate the beach, are prohibited.
(c) Exterior lights used expressly for safety or security purposes shall be limited

to the minimum number and configuration required to achieve their functional
role(s). The use of motion detector switches that keep lights off except when

approached and that switch hooded or shielded lights on for the minimum
duration possible are preferred.

(d) Only low intensity recessed or louvered lighting, or other appropriate low
intensity lighting, shall be used on dune crossovers where permissible. All light
fixtures on dune crosswalks must utilize low wattage Bug Type Bulbs, low-
pressure sodium vapor (LPS) bulbs, Red or Amber Light-Emitting Diodes (LED)
or True Neon light sources. Dune crosswalk lighting seaward of the primary dune,
or on the beach in areas where the primary dune no longer exists, shall not be
used.

B. Page 40 of the adopted EAR recommended the City consider adding policies to
its Housing and Intergovernmental Elements to include policies regarding the
coordination with Pinellas County to develop affordable housing strategies on a
regional basis. The City has consicered such policies and has instead realized its
responsibility to provide its “fair share” of affordable housing within City limits,
especially since the major employers in the city are tourism-related and count on
lower wage workers. Instead of relying on other jurisdictions to supply affordable
housing (which also taxes the transportation system), the City has adopted
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affordable housing polices as part of Ordinance 2008-15 (DCA # 2008-02AR),
requiring an impact fee (linkage fee) for affordable housing for redeveloping
properties, as well as a density bonus for providing on site affordable housing.
Additional polices are not suggested

Objection S a and b: The Department identified several policies in the adopted
Comprehensive Plan that deferred to the Land Development Regulations for
implementation, specifically Future Land Use policies 1.7.1,1.7.2, 1.7.4, 1.7. 9,1.7.14
and 1.8.1-1.8.7. Policy 1.8.7 is removed entirely, due to the fact that the Pinellas County
drainage plan is out of date and only includes design guidelines; SWFWMD rules for
drainage design would over-ride design guidelines in the plan.

The remaining polices are revised as recommended, as follows:
Future Land Use Element

Policy 1.7.1

The City shall;-through he-lan elopment-re ps; ensure that
land is developed in such a manner as to protect natural resources through_encouragmg

the planting of native vegetation, restoration of dunes, beach re-nourishment, and
regulating construction along the Coastal Construction Control line.

Policy 1.7.2

Unique and/or irreplaceable natural resources such as the City's beaches, shores, dunes
and mangroves shall be protected from the adverse effects of development. threugh
administration-of the-Jand-development regulations—Sand dunes and mangroves may not
be disturbed during development and construction activities.

Policy 1.7.4

Species of flora and fauna listed in the Coastal and Conservation Element of this
comprehensive plan as endangered, threatened or species of special concern, as defined
by federal law or Florida statutes, shall not be removed durlng development or

Policy 1.7.9

The Citysthrousg : he-land
that natural water courses are protected in their natural state and are not subject to
alteration. Activities that alter the flow of a watercourse that are expressly prohibited

include: Damming, diking, or addlng fill for the production of additional land for
development purposes.
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Policy 1.7.14

The City's limited non-potable water resources shall be conserved and protected from
depletion-or over-development through the administration of the Future Land Use Map

and Future Land Use Element policies. land-developmentregulations:

Policy 1.8.1

The land-development-regulations City shall ensure that surface cover vegetation loss

during construction is minimized and/or replaced to reduce erosion and flooding. A

minimum of 10% of the site shall be covered with vegetation post-construction.
Policy 1.8.2

The land-developmentregulations-shall City shall ensure-require the developer/owner of
any new development or redevelopment site is-respensible-for-the-on-site-management-of

to manage-stormwater runoff in a manner such that post-development runoff rates,
volumes and pollutant loads do not exceed pre-development conditions.

Policy 1.8.3
Where feasible, theland-development-regulations-shall-require-that finished grades are

shall be designed to direct water flows along natural drainage courses and through natural
terrain.

Policy 1.8.4

eeatamedwﬁhm—the—hﬂd—deve}epme&t—fegalmeﬂs—lmpewmus surfaces shall be lxmlted
through the application on lot coverage standards in the Future Land Use Element.

Policy 1.8.5

The land-development regulations City shall require ensure that future drainage out-falls
associated with both either new development o and redevelopment are designed to

prevent the direct discharge of runoff into either Boca Ciega Bay or the Gulf of Mexico.

Policy 1.8.6

The land-developmentregulationsshall-eneourage City shall employ stormwater best

management practices, such as the use of either-vegetated swales, rail barrels, rain

gardens, pervious parking areas, underground ex-filtration, in-eenjunction-with-retention

pends; or sand filtration and catchment systems where the lack of space prohibits the use
of retention or detention ponds.
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Copy of Proposed Amendment Package
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City of St. Pete Beach
EAR-Based Amendments

Transmitted to the Department of Community Affairs
December 18, 2008
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CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA
ORDINANCE NO. 2008-47

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH, FLORIDA AMENDING
THE TEXT OF THE HOUSING, INFRASTRUCUTRE, CONSERVATION AND
COASTAL, AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENTS OF
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO IMPLEMENT THE RECOMMNEDATIONS
IN THE EVAUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF ORDINANCES OR
PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH, TO THE EXTENT OF
SUCH CONFLICT; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Section 163.3191 Florida Statutes requires that Cities periodically
evaluate the efficacy and implementation of their Comprehensive Plans and update the
Plan based on statutory requirements and major issues identified by the community and;

WHEREAS, the DCA found the Evaluation and Appraisal Report Sufficient on
July 31, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the City has drafted the appropriate amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan based on the major issues and required statutory changes to the
- Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Board of the City of St. Pete Beach and the City
Commission of the City of St Pete Beach conducted public hearings noticed pursuant to
Florida law and pursuant to Ordinance 88-36 of the City of St. Pete Beach and Section
22-3.9 of the Land Development Code; and

WHEREAS, the comprehensive plan amendment is determined to be in the best
interest of the citizens of the City of St. Pete Beach,

' NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST. PETE
BEACH, FLORIDA, HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. The St. Pete Beach Housing , Infrastructure, Conservation and
Coastal, and Intergovernmental Coordination Elements of the Comprehensive Plan are
hereby amended in accordance with the text attached hereto as Attachment A.

See Attachment A

Section 2. If any portion, part or section of this Ordinance is declared invalid,
the valid remainder hereof shall remain in fill force and effect.

Section 3 All ordinances or parts of ordinances, in conflict herewith, are
hereby repealed, to the extent of such conflict.
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Section 4. This Ordinance shall become effective when approved by the
citizens of St. Pete Beach in accordance with the requirements of Section 3.15 of the City
Charter and when the State Land Planning Agency issues a final order determining the
adopted amendment to be in compliance with Section 163.3184(9), Florida Statutes, or
when the Administration Commission issucs a final order determining the adopted
amendment to be compliant in accordance with Section 163.3184(10), Florida Statutes,
whichever occurs first.

Michael Finnerty, MAYOR
FIRST READING: December 16, 2008
PUBLISHED:
SECOND READING:
PUBLIC HEARING

I, Theresa B. McMaster, City Clerk of the City of St. Pete Beach, Florida, do
hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance was duly adopted in accordance with the
provisions of applicable law this day of , 2009.
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ATTACHMENT “A”
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Proposed EAR-based Amendments

Housing Element

Infrastructure Element

Policy 2.2.1

Dramagc Level of Servxce Dramage fac111t1es shall accommodate the twenty-five (25)
year, twenty-four (24)-hour storm event. Unless the City provides a community-wide
stormwater facility or utility, ‘retention must be on-site and accommodate the greater of:
(a) the first one-half (1/2) inch of stormwater within the boundaries of the project, or (b)

the first one (1) inch of storm flow from all roofs, sidewalks, paved surfaces and parking
areas. The project must also provide detention for all storm flows. Detention must

prevent peak flows after development from exceeding the peak flow prior to

development. All drainage facilities shall meet all applicable local, State and federal
water quality standards.

Policy 2.2.2

w—yeaf—ﬁeq&mey—égmﬁe-s%emx-evem- All new development and redevelonment

proposals shall be reviewed under the City’s Concurrency Management System
Ordinance to_ensure the level of service standards established in this element shall be
maintained.

Policy 2.2.3

The following stormwater management techniques shall be used to maintain or improve
water quality:

o Regular maintenance of retention swales adjacent to City roadways.

o Use of front, rear and side lot line swales in new development.
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o Use of erosion and runoff control devices during construction;

o Where necessary, the City shall consider construction of drainage retention areas in the
public right-a-way; and

o Where existing waterways are not sea-walled, native marine vegetation shall be used for
shoreline stabilization where technically feasible.

Conservation and Coastal Management Element
Policy 1.4.7

Although limited natural resources remain in the City of St. Pete Beach, every effort shall be
taken to protect these resources as follows:

0 Recreatidnal development shall be compatible with the surrounding
environment;
0 The clearing of trees and wetland vegetation shall be prohibited, unless a

mitigation plan is submitted and approved by the City, the objective being no

net loss of wetlands and trees speeifiealiy-permitted; and

o All applications for site development approval shall be subject to site plan
review in accordance with the land development regulations.

Objective 1.9

In accordance with this Comprehensive Plan, the City of St. Pete Beach shall protect
and restore its beaches, dunes and natural system, protect its recreational and
commercial working waterfronts, and establish construction standards which
minimize the impacts of man-made structures on these systems through the land
development regulations.

Policy 1.9.7 Recreational and commercial working waterfronts are defined as a parcel or
parcels of real property that provide access for water-dependent commercial activities or

provide access for the public to the navigable waters of the state. Recreational and
commercial working waterfronts require direct access to or a location on, over, or
adjacent to a navigable body of water. The term includes water-dependent facilities that
are open to the public and offer public access by vessels to the waters of the state or that
are support facilities for recreational, commercial, research, or governmental vessels.
These facilities include docks, wharfs, lifts, wet and dry marinas, boat ramps, boat
hauling and repair facilities, commercial fishing facilities, boat construction facilities, and
other support structures over the water.
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Policy 1.9.8 The City shall protect its recreational and commercial working waterfronts
by considering the following strategies:

Investigating the feasibility of investing directly in property preservation through land

acquisition;

Applying for grants to improve or develop City-owned waterfront recreational facilities,
including parks, boat ramps, boardwalks, and marinas;

Amending the Land Development Code to provide design standards for marinas;

Coordinating with Pinellas County to implement the Working Waterfront Tax Deferral
Program.

Policy 3.4.5 3-4-6 The City of St. Pete Beach, working in cooperation local, regional and
state agencies, shall ensure that all post-disaster reconstruction activities shall be required
to follow the appropriate hazard mitigation measures and regulations,

Objectwe 2. l

The City shall to theextent practlcal, llmit pllbllc expendltnres th at subsndlze
development within the Coastal High Hazard Area consistent with the Future Land

Use Map as adopted. ;—thus—hm&mg—pepﬂnﬁen—gfm
Policy 2.1.2

The City shall not support or finance sewer and water line extensions or expansions within
the Coastal High Hazard Area which will encourage future growth/higher residential
densities in those vulnerable areas.

Objective 2.2

Because a majority of the community is located within the Coastal High Hazard
Area, defined as the area below the elevation of the inundated from-a category one
storm surge line hurrieane as established by a Sea, Lake and Overland Surges from

Hurricanes (SLOSH) model and-reflected-in-the-most-recent Regional-Evacuation
Study-Storm-Tide-Atlas, the City shall require appropriate development and

construction standards to mitigate the adverse effects of coastal hazards.
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Policy 2.3.4 The adopted level of service standard for out-of-county hurricane
evacuation clearance time for a category 5 storm event as measured on the Saffir-

Simpson scale shall be 16 hours.

Intergovernmental Coordination Element
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St. Petersburg Times
Published Daily
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County, Florida

STATE OF FLORIDA
}ss

COUNTY OF Pinellas

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared A.
Robison who on oath says that he/she is Legal Clerk of the St
Petersburg Times a daily newspaper published at St. Petersburg,
in Pinellas County, Florida; that the attached copy of
advertisement, being a Legal Notice in the matter RE: CITY ST
PETE BEACH PUBLIC HEARING ORD.# 2008-45, 46, 47

was published in said newspaper in the issues of Neighborhoods .

Times, 11/12/2008 .

Affiant further says the said St. Petersburg Times is a
newspaper published at St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County,
Florida and that the said newspaper has heretofore been
continuously published in said Pinellas County, Florida, each day
and has been entered as second class mail matter at the post
office in St. Petersburg, in said Pinellas County, Florida, for a

period of one year next preceding the first publication of the .
attached copy of advertisement, and affiant further says that he '

/she has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or
corperation any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the
purpose of securing this advertisement for publication in the said

newspaper.
/?’W% %ijz‘ S~

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 12th day of November A.D.2008

-
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/ Signature of Notary Public

Personally known X  or produced indentification

Type of indentification produced
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Gopies of the proposéd amandments and plans are avallabie at Clty

Jatoanseaozss, .

LEGAL NOTICE

~CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH _
'NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The City of St. Pete Beach Planning Board, aéting as the Local Planning Adéncy, will conduct
public hearings on Wednesday, November 16th, 2008, at 4:00 p.m., at City Hall, 155 Corey
Avenue, to receive comments on the following-issues: - ) R ) 3

- An Ordinance of the City of St. Pete Beach, Pineflas County, Florida,

. ‘dopting améndments ta the St. Pete Beach Land Development Code -

“. rezoning property located at 1301 Gulf Way from its current designation - -
of Residential Low Medium 2 (RLM-2) to Traditional Hote! District (THD).* . .
An Ordinance of thé Clty of St. Pete Béach, Pinellas County, Florida, - .

 adopting amendmnts to the St. Pate Beach Land Developrient Code -
rezoning property located at 1307 Quif Way from its current designation .- "
of Residential Low Medium 2 (RLM-2) to Traditional Hote| rHD). -
& "An Ordinance of the CHy of St Pete Beach, Pinellas County, Florids, ..
+ [ adopting amendments to the text of tha Housing, infrastructure, Inter-. ~. - -
“.. . -governmental Coordination, and Conservatiosi and Cosstal Menagement - ~ R
" “Eiements of the Comprehensive Plan in order to implement the actions -

' recommended by the City's Evaluation and Appraissl Repiort. . .

indme! 4 Haltin the Offices of the
City Clerk arid the Community Development Department. Written cofments on the proposed
| ordinance may also be submitted to the above City depaitments, For further information e
garding any advertised ordinance or issug, please contact the Community Development staff

" | Allinterested p'argleé.‘ winbeheard sard Thefomgomg heaﬁng.s'mu»)"'bqvoontinuodi 0 X toamtmr meet-

ing. If a parson degides to appeal any decision made at this hearing, they will need a record
of the proosedinigs and, for such purpose, may Nead to ensure that a verbatim record of the

| procéedings is made;, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the ap-

parties shouid make the necessary amangements'for verbatim transcripts. . U

in ‘accordance with the Americans with Disabilties Act and Florida’tafutes 286.26, persons
%\h disabilities needing special accommodation to participate in this proceeding should contact
[;’

peal is to be based (F.5, 286.0105). The City does not furnish verbatim franscrigts. Interastad

lic Works, no fater than four days prior to the procesding at (727) 363-9243 for assistance; If

i_"' aring impaired, contact the Florida Relay Sarvice Numbers, {B00) 955-8774 (TOD). - < 7",
Q@}r Holley, Director of Comimurity Development - " T e

880919-01-

1971208
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Comprehensive Plan Citizen Courtesy Information List

Local

Govemment. St Yete e

Hearing Date: 2w/ I0¥

Type Hearing: Transmittal (Proposed) Adoption ¥r &? EAR -locsad
@W

DCA Amendment Number: (DCA Official Use)

Please Print Clearly

By providing your name and address you will receive information concerning the date of publication of
the Notice of Intent by the Department of Community Affairs.

e Check

Citizen | Address, City, | Appropriate Identify Amendment

Name | State, Zip Code | Response(s) which is of Interest
Written Spoken
Comment Comment
24 Botk & 7 - _
W BT Zoog AT weNT S

=

Il

- http://'www.dca.state. fl.us/fdcp/dcp/Procedures/Citizen%20Courtesy%20Information%20... 12/16/2008
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) " PINELLAS

PLANNING
\J CoOUNCIL COUNCIL MEMBERS

W

i i - Mayor Bob Hackworth, Chairman
600 Cleveland Street, Suite 850 * Clearwater, Florida 33_755 4160 . ‘ Mayor gzg;‘ley Billivie, Vice-Chairman
Telephone 727.464.8250 * Fax 727.464.8212 » www.pinellasplanningcouncil.org Vice-Mayor Jerry Knight, Secretary

Commissioner john Morroni, Treasurer
Councilmember Sandra L. Bradbury
Councilmember john Doran

Mayor Pat Gerard

December 1, 2008 Mayor Dick Holmes
Councilmember Jim Kennedy

School Boasd Member Linda S. Lerer

Mayor Mary H. Maloof

Mayor Jim Ronecker

Catherine M. Hartley, AICP Mayor Andy Steingold
Senior Planner David P. Healey, AICP
City of St. Pete Beach Executive Director
Department of Community Development

155 Corey Avenue

St. Pete Beach, FL 33706-1839

RE: Review of Draft Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan (Ordinance No.
2008-47), for Consistency with the Countywide Rules

Dear Ms. Hartley,

Thank you for providing Council staff with the draft amendments to the comprehensive
plan referenced above. Pursuant to Division 3.3 of the Rules Concerning the
Administration of the Countywide Future Land Use Plan (Countywide Rules), Council
staff has reviewed the proposed amendments for consistency with the Countywide Rules,
as follows: :

e The definition of “Coastal High Hazard Area” referenced in Conservation and
Coastal Management Element Objective 2.2 is not technically consistent with the
Countywide Rules at present, however the Countywide Rules definition will be
proposed to be amended to take the state legislation into consideration in the near
future, which should cause this local amendment to be deemed consistent.

e The remaining amendments to the Comprehensive Plan are not governed by the
consistency criteria of the Rules and therefore are not subject to the consistency
provisions.

PLANNING FOR THE PINELLAS COMMUNITY
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Thank you for transmitting these comprehensive plan amendments for review. Please
note that upon adoption, a copy of the final ordinance as adopted, and any subsequent
codification thereof, must be filed with us. If you have any questions, please feel free to
call me at 464-8250.

Sincerely,

CAz I
Christopher M. Mettler
Program Planner

cc:  Mr. Mike Bonfield, City Manager
Mayor Mary Maloof, PPC Representative

H\USERS\Countywide Rules\Consistency\Local Governments\St.Pete Beach\CD08-6.spb.doc
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EAR-based Amendment Summary

In 2007, the City prepared its Evaluation and Appraisal Report in Accordance with
Section 163.3191 Florida Statutes. The EAR addressed six major issues and made
recommendations on what changes, if any, should be made to the Comprehensive Plan.
The following summarizes the major issues, recommendations, and how the city has
implemented those recommendations since the EAR’s adoption in 2007:

Local Issue 1: Enhancing the appearance and functionality Gulf Boulevard/Blind Pass
Road '

EAR Recommended Actions: St. Pete Beach should begin the process of addressing this
issue by gathering the empirical data necessary to make rational planning decisions. A
pedestrian and a traffic study analyzing the patterns of people and automobiles along the
Gulf Boulevard corridor would help to further define the extent of the issue in St. Pete
Beach. Additionally, developing a streetscape plan for the public elements throughout the
corridor, .including sidewalks, intersections, pedestrian amenities, will help form a
cohesive feel, which supports the objective of enhancing the pedestrian mobility along
‘Gulf Boulevard (p 33).

How the City has addressed this issue: In July 2008, District 7 of the FDOT conducted a
study of this corridor and made several recommendations for design improvements and
conceptual streetscape drawings that will improve the pedestrian environment along the

" corridor. To begin the process of aesthetic improvements, the City has begun negotiations
with Progress Energy and other utilities to place overhead utility lines underground. The
City has requested a non-binding estimate from Progress Energy regarding the cost, and
the response is anticipated by mid-January. .

Regarding other improvements to Gulf Boulevard/Blind Pass Road: The City is in the
process of adopting a CRA Plan for the area. One of the main capital improvement
projects listed in the Plan is to conduct significant streetscaping along the corridor using
Tax-increment financing. A draft of the CRA plan and TIF projections has been reviewed
by Pinellas County Staff and the City is currently making recommended changes to the
Plan. The City anticipates adoption of the Plan prior to the fall of 2009. (Per the City’s
charter, a voter referendum must be conducted to adopt a CRA Plan. The plan cannot be
amended by staff and approved by the County in time to be placed on the ballot for the
March 10, 2009 election; therefore, the City will have to conduct a special election.)

Local Issue 2: Revitalizing the community while maintaining its character

EAR Recommended Actions: St. Pete Beach should develop a comprehensive community
redevelopment approach to look further at these issues. The City should reassess the
Community Redevelopment Plan that was rejected by voters in November 2006 to
determine if revisions or modifications to that plan could be made to address the
community's concerns. Additionally, a comprehensive assessment of the current status of
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the tourist lodging industry should be undertaken to examine future likely trends and to
provide an economic analysis of what kinds of units are being built. This would allow the
City to make informed decisions regarding the land use regulations needed to implement
and/or to facilitate redevelopment.

The City should consider revisiting the visioning process in order to better understand
what the community desires. It will be important to find an appropriate method for
reaching a representative mix of citizens so that a clear perspective on what they like and
don’t like, as well as their expectations for what their local government should be doing
about planning and land use issues can be discussed.

Staff’ should assess the City’s LDRs to address concerns regarding incompatible use
impacts are mitigated, as well as to review the consistency of currently permitted uses
within the RFM District with Policy 1.3.6. Additionally, the LDRs should be revised such
that a minimum of 51 percent of the use of mixed-use projects is required to be consistent
with the primary use of the applicable future land use classification as established by the
Comprehensive Plan (p 36).

How the City has addressed the issue: The City has adopted an amendment to the plan
via Ordinance 2008-15 (DCA 2008-2) that established significant redevelopment
initiatives throughout the City, based on prior planning efforts and an extensive campaign
to achieve community consensus. DCA reviewed extensive plan amendments in the fall
of 2008 and did not challenge the adopted amendment. However, a citizen has challenged
the amendment and the plan is not in effect until the Administrative Law judge finds the
plan In Compliance.

Once the Plan is found In Compliance and is officially in effect, the City will adopt the
appropriate LDR’s to implement the plan, with a focus on urban design and multimodal
accessibility.

Local Issue 3: Contributing to affordable housing in the region

EAR Recommended Actions: St. Pete Beach should consider amending its Housing and
Intergovernmental Coordination Elements to include policies regarding the coordination
with Pinellas County to develop affordable housing strategies on a regional basis (p 40).

How the City has addressed the issue: Also a part of the amendment discussed above,
the City adopted amendments to its housing element requiring an affordable housing
impact fee for all new development within the City.

Local Issue 4: Preserving and enhancing existing tree canopy
EAR Recommended Action: St. Pete Beach should consider the addition of policies

within its Future Land Use Element and/or Coastal and Conservation Element to provide
more guidance for the protection of trees and the replacement of trees that are removed

(042).
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How the City has addressed the issue: Included as part of this amendment package is an
amendment to the Conservation and Coastal Management Element that provides for the
requirement of a mitigation plan for tree removal that results in no net loss of trees.

Local Issue S: Protection for marine (sea) turtles

EAR Recommended Action: St. Pete Beach should consider revising and/or adding
objectives and policies within its Plan to strengthen the protection for sea turtles within
the city. The City should adopt portions of the model lighting ordinance for marine turtle
protection into its Land Development Regulations (LDRs) (page 44).

How the City has addressed the Issue: The City adopted an ordinance (2007-21) that
amended Section'44 of the LDR’s to include new lighting standards and prohibitions for
driving on the beach during nesting season. '

Local Issue 6: Reducing Potential Densities on the Future Land Use Map

EAR Recommended Action: St. Pete Beach should analyze the relationship between the
allowable Plan densities and actual densities within the City to determine if the densities
should be reduced in the context of the Future Land Use Plan (p 47).

How the City has addressed this issue: Permanent residential densities as well as
transient accommodation densities were significantly analyzed during the adoption of
Ordinance 2008-15, as described above. During that process, the city determined that
certain densities should not be decreased in order to encourage redevelopment.

Other EAR actions: The amendments that have been included as part of this transmittal
package are mainly “housekeeping” amendments that were identified in the EAR as
required due to changes in state statutes, such as the definition of the CHHA and
protecting recreational and commercial working waterfronts. The attached tables
summarized the issues, statutory requirements, and what changes have been proposed or
adopted since the adoption of the EAR.
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