AGENDA REQUEST

AGENDA
COMMISSION MEETING DATE: June 20, 2011 ITEM NO:
BY: Neighborhood & Development
Services Tim Litchet, Director General Manager Mike Taylor
Originating Department Department Head Presenter
Commission Presentations Scheduled Presentations
CRA Consent Agenda 1. 2.
Minutes Unfinished Business
Board Actions New Business
Public Hearings XX Board Appointments
SUBJECT:

Public hearing to consider transmittal of proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment 11-PA-01 to the Florida Department
of Community Affairs.

EXPLANATION: (for additional space, use separate sheet of paper)

On November 15, 2010, the City Commission directed staff to process a Comprehensive Plan Amendment in order to
exclude an area of South Palm Avenue, located between Ringling Blvd. and Mound Street, from the administrative site
plan review process. On February 7, 2011, a proposed revision was presented to the City Commission with the Mayor
noting Commission consensus to proceed with the proposal. The proposed revision provides that the City Commission
may delineate an area(s) within the downtown in the Zoning Code where the site plan review process of Article IV,
Division 5 would be followed. If an area were to be delineated in the Zoning Code, any development proposal within
such area that exceeds certain thresholds would be required to undergo the site plan public hearing process. On April 13,
2011, the Planning Board held a public hearing on the proposed amendment and continued its deliberation until May 11,
2011 at which time the Planning Board recommended denial of the proposal by a vote of 4 to 1.

PLEASE NOTE that all correspondence regarding this subject matter and Planning Board minutes have been included
with the accompanying South Palm Overlay District [SPOD] Zoning Text Amendment petition.

ADMINISTRATION’S RECOMMENDATION:

Neighborhood and Development Services Staff recommends that the City Commission deny Resolution No. 11R-2218 in
accordance with the May 11, 2011 Planning Board recommendation and not transmit the proposed amendment to the
Florida Department of Community Affairs for review and comment.

Department Head Initials: Director Initials: City Manager Initials:

Funding Source:

Funding Amount: Finance Director Initials:

AGENDA DISPOSITION
COMMISSION ACTION:

Final Action Motion

Motion By: Second By:

Vote:























































SuBMIssIoN REQUIREMENTS FOR GENERAL APPLICATIONS:

IF Requiren | Yes | NIA

Revisions/Amendments to Previously Approved Applications ~ 1 original and 2 coples

12 + Submisslon requirgments will be determined by agreement of Slaff and the Applicant
13 Site Plan - Extension of Time — 1 original and 2 soples Submit 30 days
' + Naralive prior 16 explration
Tax Inorement Financing {TIF} Funding Assistance Requests — 1 original and 4 coples
14 « Narrative Including 1) Development Budget for {a) Permanent Financing and (b) During Construction;
‘ 2} Construction timeling by Phase/Strueture; 3} Delatled Operating Gash Flow Pro Forma.
s 11" X 17" Schematic architeciural drawings — a sile plan and eievations of all facades
15 Zoning Code Confirmation - 1 original and 1 copy
) * Marrative
16 Zcxnir;’g Code Interpretation — 1 original and 1 copy; a meeling wilh Staff prior to filing I3 encouraged
) + Narrative

FAILURE TO SUBMIT ALL REQUIRED ITEMS WILL RESULT IN AN INCOMPLETE SUBMISSION
| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE STATED INFORMATION IS INCLUDED IN THE SUBMITTED PLANS AND/OR DOCUMENTS.

Y

a2 /29 )11 /()W/ 2 . Spal

NOTES:

namre of Property Owner, Lessee, Confract Purchaser, F ApplicantACircle One]

If a Variance Is filed, It must ba filed simultaneously with any olher fand use applicalions for the same site and filed simultaneously with a re-submitial,
If an Adjusiment to the Downtown Code s filed, it must be filed simullanecusly with any other land use applications for the same slte and filed

simultanecusty with a re-submital.

Re-Submilted Applications require a narrative cerdified by signalure of owner, developer, representative, engineer, or archifect responding lo each
issue raised by Development Review Committee members; a corresponding poinier on plan documents noting where each narralive Issus has been

resolved; and changes on plan documents [ndlcated with “clouds”.
Completion of ihe Traffic Study averages 30 to 40 business days.
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ﬁ % CiTY OF SARASOTA

QI OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION
Tiered Flat Fees

The following is a summary of fees applicable to General and Development Applications as adopted by Resolution No. 09R-2110.
Designale the applications being submitted under the column indicated with a checkmark (v ).

© AppLIGATION [PrROJECT] Nawe:. T2act Aamenkimerdt 4o -ﬂc}:’mSMﬁJ“Eﬂm 413, fobwmen - X-&/‘t&d
H y =L y

ProperTy Aooressfes]___ YT\ | A

ParceL ID NumBerfs]: n ] A

'PE.R?YIIT.I.D'EIQEL@F;MEN% R_EVIF..W.TYPE SR e C I Lo “Feos Escrow? v
PRE-APPLICATION FEES:

-Pre-Application Conference with the Developraent Review Committee {DRC]

-Pre-Application Canference with Staff for TIF Funding Assislance $274.00

{Nole; First Pre-Application Fee credited foward application fee upon submittalj

APPLICATION FEES:

Credit for Pre-Application Fee, if applicable -$274.00

Zoning Code Confirmation Letter $274.00

Zoning Code Interpretation Letler $603.00

Adjustment to the Downtown Code — Director of Neighborhood and Development Services Review $274.00

Adjustment to the Downtown Code - Planning Board Review $1,645.00 $500.00

Annexation (includes Pre-Annexation Agreement) $0.00 $1,600.00
Boundary Adjustment/Lot Split Review $548.00

Brownfield Designation ‘ $2,194.00 $500.00

Certjf:cates of Approprialeness [Note: Cosis for advertising, efc., are billed to the Demolition Fund. No $0.00

fae is charged as long as funds are available.]

Communi $548.00

(| comprehensive Pian Amendment ) $5,485.00  $1,500.00 |

Development Agreement $4,388.00 $1,500.00
Encroachment Agreement for Major Encroachments in the Public Right-of-Way $1,645.00 $500.00
3rd and Subseguent Reviews . $1,097.00

“G" Zone Waiver $2,184.00 $1,000.00
Historic Designation [Nofe: No fee Is charged as fong as Demolition funds are available.] $0.00

Off-Site Parking Agreement / Shared Parking Agreement $1,007.00 $500.00
Proporiionate Fair Share Agreement $4,3838.00 $1,500.00

Revocable Sidewalk Café Permit Application {up to two tables) -plus $50 for each additional table over two $274.00

tli{vivocab!e Sidewalk Café Permit Annual Renawal (up {o two ables} ~ plus $25 for each additonal table over $274.00

Provisional Use Permity Open Air Market $548.00

Provislonal Use Permit Extension $274,00

Street Name Change Request - Plus cost of sirest name signs $548.00

Regional Activity Center or Urban Central Business District Designation {State Expedited Process) $5,485.00 $1.500.00
Request to Conslder Amendment of Previously Approved Application $274.00

Right-of Way or Street Vacation $2,742.00 $1,000.00

Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Funding Assistance - Economic Development/Business Enhancement $2,070.00 $2,930.00

Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Funding Asslistance — Public/Private Partnesships $2,070.00 $8,280.,00

Traffic Concurrency Initial Review $274.00

Traffic Concurrency Study ‘ $822.00
ot o oy o ot s s Dt bt e, gt o oo st

aunt, Tharges far 2dvartisteg and legal casts beyued the Escraw moust wii reqaive the paymest of an addiional Escrow Amoust. Ky batance remeinby bihe Escrow Accront wil he refunded ence the epptication bs cempleted Ry ercors In
ealoulztion most bz resolved prior ta reozhviog sign-off by the Cevelepment Review Lomittee. A'ster There ks pa chae s fop 2a application for 2 Bormprebeashe Pian Amerdment or 4 Rezontig £ part of 22 anneration,

Forin 1
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PERMIT | DEVELOPEMENT REVIEW TYPE

Fees

Escrow*

SiTE PLANS AND MAJOR AMENDMENTS*

Site Plan (including ali Administrative Site

Plans)

Base Cost

$6,485.00

Plus $43,00 times the number

of dwelling units

Plus $ 0,11 timses the number

of sq. ft. for non-residential

Plys $ 0.05 times the number

of 8q, ft for parking garages

TOTAL

$500.00

Site Plan Additional Reviews by Development Revisw Committes {DRC)

3rd Review

$1,087.00

4th Review

$1,645,00

5th Review

$2,194.00

6th and Subseguent Reviews

$2,742.00

Site Plan - Extenslon of Time

SuBDIVISIONS*

$548.00

Subdhvision Preliminary Plat

Variable

Base Cost

$2,194.00

Plus $109 times the number of dwelling units

TOTAL

Subdivision Final Plat

Variable

Base Cost

$3,291.00

Plus $109 times the number of dwelling units

TOTAL

ZoNinNGILAND USE APPLICATIONS AND AMENDMENTS

$1,000.0¢

Major and Minor Conditional Use including Amendments (Site Plan required}) $0.00 $600.00
Development of Regiona! impact §3,291.00 $1,000.00
Rezoning Without Site Plan* Variabie

Base Cost $6,682.00

Plus $109 Umes the number of quarter acres or fraction

TOTAL $1,000.00
Reroning With Site Plan* Varlable

Base Cost $4,388.00

Plus $408 times the number of quarter acres or fraction

TOTAL $500.00
Rezoning Ordinance Amendment $3,201.00 $500.00
Varianca - Residential $1,646.00 $500.00
Varance - Non-Residential $2,194.00 $500.00
Varance - Extenslon of Time $274.00
Variance ~ Limited Administrative Review for Histori¢ Struciures §274.00
Appeai to the Board of Adjustment, Planning Board, or City Commission $1,087.00 $600.00

FiNAL TOTAL

*Questions in calcutating the amounts can be directed o Gratchen Schnelder, G.M., Planning & Development: 841.954.4158

PREPARED BY: D o O’\ L ) SW\T DATE:

2128 ) 1

{./ .0!; VERIFIED BY:

SIGNED)!

[

Form 1
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CITY OF SARASOTA
DEVELOP IC

Ownership Disclosure Form

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ALL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT, REZONING, AND REZONE
ORDINANCE AMENDMENT APPLICATIONS,

Please provide the information as requested below in accordance with Ordlnance No. 92-3556:

I.

List all patural persons who have an ownership interest in the propetly, which is the subjact matter of this
petition, by name, address, and ownership percentage.

Name: %{/,/4 | Narme:

Address: Addrass:;

Phane #: Phone #:

Ownership Percentage: Ownership Percentage:
Name: Name:

Address; Address:

Phone #: Phone #

Ownership Percentage: : Ownershlp Percentage:

{Use additional sheets for more space.)

For each corporate owner, list the name, address, and title of each officer of the corporation, the name and
address of each dlrector of the corporation, and the name and address of each shareholder who owns 5% or

more of the stock of the corporation. Shareholders need not be disclosed as to corporations whose shares of
stock are traded publicly on any national or regional stock exchange.

Name of Corporation: 77\ /f¢ Name of Corporation:
Officers: / Offlcers:

Address: ~Address:

Directors: Directors:

Address; Address:
Shareholders: Shareholders:
Address: Address:

(Use additional sheets for more space.)

In the case of a trust, list the name and address of each trustee and the name and address of the beneficiaries
of the trust including the percentage of interest of each beneficlaty.

Name of Trust: 7/2. (// ?

Trustees: Beneficiaries:
Address: Address:
Percentage of Interest:

{Use additional sheets for more space.)

Form C
Dacember 2006
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CITY OF SARASOTA
DEVEL ENT APPLI

4, For partnerships, including limited partnerships, list the name and address of each principal in the partnership,
including general or timited partners and their percentage of ownership interest in the partnership.

Name of Partnership: 7\7 % Name of Partnership:
Principal: 4 Principal:

Address: Address:

Percentage of Ownership: Percentage of Ownership:

{Use additional sheets for more space.)

5 in the circumstances of a contract for purchase, list the name of each contract vendee, with the names and
addresses and percentages of interest, the same as required for corporations, trust, or partnerships. In addition,
the date of the contract for purchase shall be specified along with any contingency clause refating to the
outcome of the conslderation of this petition,

Contract Vendee: 77% Contract Vendee:

Name: vl Name:

Address: / Address:

Percentage of interest: Percentage of Interest:
{Use additlonal sheets for more space.)

6. As to any type of owner referred to above, a change of ownership or percentage of interest between owners
oceurring subsequent to this application, shall be disclosed in writing to the City Auditor and Clerk prior to the
date of the public hearing on the petition by the Planning Board or final Public Hearing by the City Commission.

o[22/l o 2 %ﬁfﬂ
Date ' Owner, Agent, Petitioner Signature
For Use by the Office of the Clty Auditor and Glerk
Date: Application Number:

Form C
December 2006
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CITY OF SARASOTA

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

Administrative Regulation No. 039 . A005 . 1298
impact of Ordinances on Affordable Housing

1. Does the proposed project have any impact on the affordabllity of housing?

Yes )
N S

If yes, complete the following:

2. Describe the impact of the proposed project on the affordability of housing, If this impact can be
quantified, mclude this ameunt in the narrative below.

The average additional cost per house for New Construction is: $

The average additional cost per house far Rehabllitation is: $

3. What alternatives, If any, have been considered or are available that could minimize any negative
affact of the proposed project onh the affordability of housing?

Prepared by: /) lur' o %

Date: L —2/"?‘?///

FormF
February 2008
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CITY OF SARASOTA
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

Amendments to the Sarasota City Plan
Information and Data Requirements

Please indicate:

Current Land Use Classification:

Proposed Land Use Classification:

Please answer all applicable questions and provide source(s) for all data.

h

10.
11.

12.

What Is the reason for the proposed amendment?

A proposed amendment Involving text changes should Include a copy of the currently-adopted
text with proposed additions undetlined (e.g. City of Sarasota) and proposed deletions struck

through {e.g. Gity-of- Saraseta)
A proposed amendment Involving map changes should state the currently adopted
classification and the proposed change(s).

Analysis of the character of the parcel, using additional pages as necessary, from the
Sarasota Cily Plan In order to determine its suitability for the proposed use(s} including:

FEMA flood zone designation(s) from [llustration EP-4 or its source document;
Natural Resources from lllustration EP-2, EP-3, and EP-5 or their source documents;
Historic Rescurces from the Historic Preservation Chapter;

Hurricane Storm Surge Category from Illustration EP-11 or its source document.

Hurticane evacuation information based on the proposed amendmeni, consideting the number
of persons requiring evacuation, avallability of hurricane shelter spaces, and evacuation routes
and times from the Sarasota County Emergency Management Center.

Whether the proposed amsndment affects beach accessibility.

Whether the site contains habitat for species listed by Federal, State or Local Agencies as
endangered, threatened or species of specific concern as identified by lllustration EP-6 of the
Sarasota Clly Plan.

If yes, identify the species and show the habitat location on map.

Whether the proposed amendment affects adjacent local governments. if yes, how?
How will the public interest be furthered if the amendment were to be approved?

Why is the current land use classification for the subject parcel no longer appropriate?

Are thers any changes In the character of the area surrounding the subject parcel since the
adoption of the Sarasota City Plan which would support the amendment?

What benefit would accrue to adjacent and nearby properties as a result of the proposed
amendment? What detriments?

Form i
December 2006
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CITY OF SARASOTA
QE\J_’E,LQEME_WJ}[[AEP__;_HQ___AIIG N

13. Do any alternatives exist to accommodate the applicant's needs which would not require
changes to the comprehensive plan and why the applicant is not proceeding with these
alternatives. If so, what?

14,  If you will be seeking a concurrent review of a rezoning request or other type of development
approval (e.g., rezoning, conditional use permit, site plan, etc.) please so indicate and provide
the characteristics of the request.

15, If other City actions are associated with your proposal {(e.g., lease modificatlons, annexation,
elc.) please so indicate and provide the characteristics of the request,

Public Infrastructure/Service Analyses
Map Amendments Only

The Florida Statutes require that the Gity analyze all proposed land use changes in order to determine If the City's
adopted levels-of-service (LOS) will be mainiained and that existing infrastructure capacities are adequate fo
support the impact of the development associated with the land use change. In order for staff to undertake this LOS
analysls, the applicant can pursue one of two options describad below.

Option 1: - Worst-Case Scenarlo. Under this option, the applicant notes at the pre-application conference that
hefshe has no specific development plans for which ihe level-of-service analysis can be based. In thls case, City
staff will creats a “Level of Service Analysis Table” based upon the most intensive aclivity that could be constructed
on the subject parcel as determined by the most Intenslve implementing zone district. This table wilt be prepared
within two weeks after the pre-application conference and transmitted to the applicant, the City deparimenis of
Public Works and Enginesring as well as the Sarasota Counly Area Transit Service staff. Staff from these agencies
will then determine if adopted LOS values will be malintained or whether additlonat information is required before this
determination can be made (e.g., a traffic study).!

Opfion 2¢ - Proffered Rezone Pelition, Under this option, the applicant provides at the pre-application conference
specific proffers reflocting specific land uses, Intensities/densities, heights, and other components of a "concept
plan.” Staff will then prepars the “Level of Service Analysis Table™ based upon these proffers and transmit 1t to the
applicant, the Deparlment of Public Works and the Engineering Department. Staff from these two departments will
then determine if adapted LOS values will be maintained or whether additional Information Is required before this
determination can be made (e.g. a taffic study).? If there are companion development application(s)
accompanying the proposed amendment or if a specific development plan for the fulure has been determined,
describe the proposal(s) including building(s) square footage, use, etc.

Note: If Opiion 2 is chosen, a *proffered rezong™ application must be filed concurrently
with the Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application.,

! The procedure for determining the mpact of the proposed land use change under this option invalves a comparison of the "most intense
development possible under the exisling Future Land Use classification with the "most intense” developrment possible under the propessd Fulure
Land Use classificatlen, This comparisen wil determine the nef impact that the praposed amendment will have on LOS relaled services (a.0.,
lransporiation, recreation, water, sewer, storm water, public fransil, ele). These “most intense” scenarlos are based upon the land use
classlfications implemenling zone dislricts.

2 The procedure for determining the fmpact of the proposed land uss change under (his option involves a comparison of the “mest intense”
development possible under the existing Future Land Use classification with the development reflected by the proposed “proffered” rezone. This
compatison will determine Ihe nef impact that the proposed amendment will have an LOS related services {e.g., fransportallon, recreation, water,
sewer, storm water, public transit, ete). .

Form i
December 2006
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Reponses to Questions Located of Form |

This proposed text amendment to Future Land Use Action Strategy 4.13 will provide for
development applications within certain locations of the downtown, which would be
delinated in the Zoning Code, to be processed in accordance with the site plan approval
process found in Article IV, Division 5 of the Zoning Code.

Proposed revision is:

4,13  Administrative Review Process: The City shall continue the “administrative
review” of certain development proposals within the Urban Neighborhood, Urban Edge,
Downtown Core, and Downtown Bayfront land use classifications located in downtown,
except for an area(s) delineated in the Zoning Code. These procedures shall include
provisions and criteria for: (a) an expedited review of these proposals and (b)
administrative or legislative “adjustments” to the development standards reflected by
the implementing code.

Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
Not applicable.
No.

Not applicable.

Not applicable.
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Draft 1 Page 15
11/15/10 2:30 P.M.

SARASOTA COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER (AGENDA ITEM VI-2 CONTINUED TO
AGENDA ITEM XIlI-1)

John Strickland, Attorney representing Jack Graham, Inc., came before the Commission and
requested that Jack Graham, Inc., be granted the ability to have its day in court without filing a
lawsuit against the City and stated that the judicial system should be allowed to make the final
determination as to whether Jack Graham, Inc., will be required to pay taxes.

In response to a question by City Attorney Fournier asking the willingness of Jack Graham, Inc., to
pay taxes on the parcel used for valet parking, Mr. Strickland stated that he is not authorized to
answer the question and requested an opportunity to obtain the necessary authorization.

A discussion ensued concerning the City decision to allow the tenant to have its day in court and
the required involvement of the Commission in the lawsuit.

Mr. Strickland stated that the necessary authorization has been obtained to answer the question
regarding the willingness to pay taxes on the parcel used for valet; that the Tenant has indicated the
willingness to pay taxes on the parcel used for valet parking if the lawsuit does not succeed.

A motion was made by Commissioner Atwell and seconded by Commissioner Clapp to authorize
the City Attorney to give Jack Graham, Inc., written consent to commence a lawsuit against the
Sarasota County Property Appraiser challenging the loss of the tax exemption as well as the
assessed amount, if desired, for City-owned property utilized by Jack Graham, Inc., for valet
parking.

In response to a request for clarification by Commissioner Turner regarding the taxes on the parcel
used for valet parking if the tax exemption is lost, Mr. Fournier stated that the Tenant will pay taxes
on the parcel used for valet parking if the tax exemption is lost; that the City’s consent must include
the acknowledgement of the Tenant to pay any taxes due on the parcel used for valet parking.

Mayor Kirschner called for a vote on the motion to authorize the City Attorney to give Jack Graham,
Inc., written consent to commence a lawsuit against the Sarasota County Property Appraiser
challenging the loss of the tax exemption as well as the assessed amount, if desired, for City-owne
property utilized by Jack Graham, Inc., for valet parking with acknowledgement by Jack Graham,
Inc., that if the lawsuit is not successful, Jack Graham, Inc., will accept responsibility for any taxes
due on the City’s property used for valet parking by Jack, Graham, Inc., which carried by a 4-1 vote
with Mayor Kirschner voting no.

Mayor Kirschner passed the gavel to Vice Mayor Atkins.

A motion was made by Mayor Kirschner, seconded by Commissioner Clapp, and carried by a 3-2
vote with Commissioners Atwell and Turner voting no to send a letter to the Sarasota County
Property Appraiser indicating respect for due process, the Tenant has been authorized to pursue
the desired lawsuit to avoid the threat of litigation against the City and individual elected officials,
and the determination by the Sarasota County Property Appraiser of the requirement and need to
pay ad valorem property taxes is supported.

2) DIRECTION RE: RESPONSE TO COALITION OF BAYFRONT CITIZENS (CBC)
PROPOSAL FOR ZONING CHANGES TO SOUTH PALM AVENUE, BETWEEN
RINGLING BOULEVARD AND MOUND STREET (AGENDA ITEM XIlI-2)

Chief Planner Ryan Chapdelain, Neighborhood and Development Services Department, came
before the Commission, gave a presentation concerning the request of the Coalition of Bayfront
Citizens (CBC) to place two items on the 2011 spring zoning text amendment (ZTA) cycle and
Staff’'s recommendation not to make any changes to existing Future Land Use Classifications or
Zone Districts for the South Palm Avenue area; and stated that Staff is currently working on a ZTA
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to clarify the definition of a hotel room and define interval occupancy uses; that Staff is also
developing within the current ZTA cycle site plan review criteria to better ensure the compatibility of
new development; that Commission direction concerning whether to reestablish the residential
setbacks which were in place prior to September 7, 2005, and the consideration of hotel uses as a
conditional use is requested.

Lottie Varano, President, and Mort Siegel, Member, CBC, came before the Commission.

Mr. Siegel stated that the Church of Redeemer is not included in the proposed defined area; and
gave a presentation concerning the proposed zoning changes to South Palm Avenue between
Ringling Boulevard and Mound Street including amending Section IV-1901, Zoning Code (2002
Edition) (Zoning Code), to exclude South Palm Avenue from the administrative site plan review
process and reinstating the review identified under Section IV-501, Zoning Code, limiting or
prohibiting new commercial square footage or leasable area, and converting some permitted uses
to conditional uses.

The following people spoke:

A. M. Hochstadt gave an overview concerning the history of his acquisition of property on South
Palm Avenue, and indicating the CBC is requesting the City spot zone South Palm Avenue, and
supporters may not realize the financial impact to the City.

Lottie Varano gave a computer-generated presentation concerning the proportionate comparison
of density and intensity between the current and previous Future Land Use Classifications to which
South Palm Avenue residents are currently exposed.

Casey Colburn gave a presentation concerning the concept of an overlay district, indicating the
importance of the CBC obtaining support from affected community, mixed-uses will be limited to the
corners, permitted uses will be made conditional, and public hearings will be held for approval for
non-residential uses.

Peter Fanning indicating reconciliation through a universal idea which preserves the interests of
everyone can be achieved, the Commission should support the process and evident results, and
the principles necessary to have a successful overlay district.

Diana Hamilton indicating the questions always asked when considering a rezoning are what will it
look like, how it will act, and how does it benefit affected parties, and the tract of the benefit to the
people cannot be lost.

Andy Dorr indicating the Church of the Redeemer is requesting the Commission direct the CBC to
create a shared vision, language for the vision should be drafted to allow the Church of the
Redeemer to react, and community workshops should be conducted to obtain input.

Scott Bushey indicating the City can learn the potential of South Palm Avenue through the current
environment of South Palm Avenue and the Commission should preserve the ambiance of all of
Palm Avenue.

Crome Dokaje indicating the latest request of the CBC is a gimmick to change the zone district to
protect their views, the overlay district request is not reasonable, the overlay district will impede
development Downtown, and requesting the Commission deny the request of the CBC.

A discussion ensued concerning the legality of an overlay district.

A motion was made by Commissioner Turner, seconded by Commissioner Clapp, and carried by a
4-1 vote with Vice Mayor Atkins voting no to direct Staff to prepare an overlay district for South

Draft 1 Page 16
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Palm Avenue between Ringling Boulevard and Mound Street to reestablish the minimum setbacks
in place prior to the most recent rezoning of the Downtown.

A motion was made by Commissioner Turner to direct Staff to prepare either a zoning text
amendment or a comprehensive plan amendment whichever is appropriate to exclude South Palm
Avenue between Ringling Boulevard and Mound Street from the administrative site plan review
process.

In response to a question by Mayor Kirschner asking the legality of the Commission’s excluding an
area from the administrative site plan process, Mr. Fournier stated that the Commission can choose
not to have an administrative site plan review process for a particular area; that a conversation with
Staff will be necessary to determine the appropriate process to achieve the desired result.

In response to a question by Mr. Chapdelain asking if the Church of the Redeemer parcel is
included in the motion, Commissioner Turner stated that the Church of the Redeemer parcel is not
included in the motion.

Vice Mayor Atkins stated that the motion has not yet received a second.

Commissioner Clapp seconded the motion to direct Staff prepare either a zoning text amendment
or a comprehensive plan amendment whichever is appropriate to exclude South Palm Avenue
between Ringling Boulevard and Mound Street with the exception of the Church of the Redeemer
site from the administrative site plan review process.

Mayor Kirschner called for a vote on the motion which carried by a 5-0 vote.
In response to a question by Mr. Chapdelain asking the cycle in which the proposed zoning text

amendment (ZTA) will be included, Commissioner Turner stated that the proposed ZTA should be
included in the ZTA cycle beginning in the Spring of 2011.

Mayor Kirschner noted Commission consensus to extend the meeting beyond 9:30 p.m.

15.

NEW BUSINESS (AGENDA ITEM XIV)

1) DISCUSSION RE: 2011 LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES (AGENDA ITEM XIV-1)

City Auditor and Clerk Nadalini stated that the Legislative Conference of the Florida League of
Cities is scheduled for November 18 and 19, 2010, in the City of Orlando; that now is the
appropriate time for the City to consider its legislative priorities for 2011; that the ManaSota League
of Cities 2011 priorities were established at its November 10, 2010, meeting and were distributed to
the Commission; that Commissioners should consider the legislative priorities included in the
Agenda backup material.

Commissioner Clapp stated that the City must submit its list of legislative priorities to the
Legislators by December 5, 2010, as the Legislators will be meeting December 14 and 15, 2010, to
discuss the information submitted.

Ms. Nadalini stated that the City must submit its list of legislative priorities for 2011 to the office of
Florida Representative Doug Holder, District 70, by December 3, 2010.

Commissioner Clapp stated that the list of priorities of the ManaSota League of Cities and the City
are essentially the same as 2010; that the language used for the legislative priorities of the
ManaSota League of Cities is more definitive than the language used in the City’s legislative
priorities; that the City may want to modify the language used in the City’s list of 2011 Legislative
Priorities.

32






February 7, 2011 City Commission Meeting Minutes

33






Draft 1 Page 5
02/07/11  2:30 P.M.

2) DIRECTION RE: ZONING TEXT AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS
(AGENDA ITEM VI-2)

Neighborhood and Development Services Director Timothy Litchet, Neighborhood and
Development Services Integration General Manager David Smith, and Neighborhood
Redevelopment and Projects General Manager Michael Taylor, Neighborhood and Development
Services Department (NDS), came before the Commission.

Mr. Litchet and stated that Commission direction regarding the timing and prioritizing of the
following pending Zoning Text and Comprehensive Plan Amendments is requested:

Item No. 1: South Palm Avenue Overlay District — Staff proposes the issue be addressed
as an immediate priority; that Staff request clarification of proposed boundaries for the
proposed South Palm Avenue Overlay District (overlay district), the reestablishment of
residential and institutional setbacks, and flexibility to exclude parcels as four property
owners have requested the exclusion of their properties from the proposed overlay district,

Commissioner Turner stated that the proposed boundaries for the overlay district are
based on the map presented by Coalition of Bayfront Citizens (CBC) and excluded the
Church of the Redeemer parcel; that the overlay should not have different setback for
residential and institutional properties; that he proposes a 20-foot front setback, 10-foot
side setback, and 15-foot rear setback for all properties included in the overlay district; that
the Commission can approve setback adjustments for developments which are exclusively
residential and compatible with the neighborhood following a review by the Planning
Board/Local Planning Agency (PBLP).

Commissioner Clapp stated that the purpose of the discussion is to retain the residential
character of South Palm Avenue; that he would like to hear the public comments in
response to the setback recommendations by Commissioner Turner made at a future
public meeting yet to be scheduled prior to taking any action; that the request for exclusion
from the proposed overlay district made by two condominium associations located on the
west side of South Palm Avenue is a concern.

In response to a question by Mr. Litchet asking if an adjustment review process for the
proposed overlay district must be drafted as the desire is for the PBLP and Commission to
review adjustments for residential developments, City Attorney Fournier stated yes; that
slight modifications to the standards may be made as Staff deems suitable.

A discussion ensued concerning the correct process to retain the residential character of
South Palm Avenue.

Iltem No. 2: Comprehensive Plan Amendment/Administrative Review of South Palm
Avenue — Staff proposes the issue be addressed as an immediate priority; that
representatives from Laurel Park requested an overlay district be developed to protect
Laurel Park and be included in the revised Comprehensive Plan Amendment (CPA) related
to elimination of administrative approvals,

Mr. Fournier stated that a zoning text amendment (ZTA) is necessary to create the
proposed overlay district and to remove the administrative site plan review within the
proposed overlay district; that an amendment to the City’s Comprehensive Plan is
necessary; that the CPA must be effective prior to the ZTA.

In response to a question by Commissioner Turner asking if the proposed overlay district
and setbacks can be effective prior to the CPA, Mr. Fournier stated yes.

In response to a question by Commissioner Clapp asking the process if the creation of an
overlay district for Laurel Park is included in the CPA, Mr. Smith stated that the language of
the CPA was drafted very generally to allow modifications to the CPA through a ZTA; that
language indicating “except for areas delineated in the Zoning Code (2002 Edition) (Zoning
Code)” will be added to the language which indicates the City shall continue administrative
review in the Urban Neighborhood, Urban Edge, Downtown Core, and Downtown Bayfront
Future Land Use Classifications.
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The following people spoke:

Karen Melk indicating she performed due diligence prior to purchasing the property located
at 711 South Palm Avenue, the property value will be significantly reduced if the 20-foot
setbacks for the front is implemented as the property has two fronts, requesting her
property be exempt from the proposed overlay district, and indicating a willingness to file a
deed restriction for residential development only.

Bruce Franklin indicating John and Karen Melk are willing to file a deed restriction for
residential development only, removing the current setbacks and the administrative review
process is a significant issue, and requesting the property located at 711 South Palm
Avenue be exempt from the proposed overlay district.

Lottie Verano supporting the setback proposed by Commissioner Turner and the
exemption request made by Mr. and Mrs. Melk, indicating residents should have input as to
what is permissible in their neighborhood, Staff’s approval of a development of an 173-unit
commercial/timeshare building on South Palm Avenue on a 1.1 acre lot with no setbacks or
green space zoned for 25 residential units per acre demonstrates the need for checks and
balances, and residents need certainty as do developers.

Gerald Elden indicating the creation of an overlay district was requested three years ago,
the NDS Department has only attempted to obstruct the creation of the overlay district and
undermine the authority of the Commission, and Staff should be directed to provide the
necessary final decision no later than February 28, 2011.

Casey Colburn indicating he prepared the map presented to the Commission at the
November 15, 2010, Regular Commission meeting as a summary of the key points of a
discussion with the CBC, the Downtown Sarasota Alliance (DSA), the Greater Sarasota
Chamber of Commerce, and representatives from the Church of the Redeemer, the
boundary line was drawn only to delineate the area of discussion, requesting Parcel
Nos. 1519 and 1525 be excluded from the overlay district, the DSA does not support a
CPA, and a CPA is not necessary as the same result for the administrative review can be
obtained through a ZTA.

Joel Freedman indicating the assumption any map will be flexible as to the removal of
properties from the overlay district, the language for the proposed CPA is a concern as the
CPA can be changed by a ZTA, and inquiring as to the ability to go to building permit if the
Downtown Code requirements are met.

Merle Chorba reiterating the request to exclude her property located at 435 South
Gulfstream Avenue from the overlay district and indicating the desire to maintain the
investment in the business.

Kate Lowman requesting the Commission authorize Staff to speak to representatives of
the Laurel Park Neighborhood Association regarding the creation of an overlay district for
Laurel Park and indicating other neighborhoods may request relief from the administrative
review process in the future.

City Manager Bartolotta addressed the allegations made against the Planning Staff
concerning an attempt to delay the complex CPA and ZTA processes.

Mr. Litchet stated that Staff has never attempted to obstruct the process.

A discussion ensued concerning the boundaries for and exclusion of properties from the
proposed overlay district.

Draft 1 Page 6
02/07/11  2:30 P.M.
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Commissioner Turner stated that the Commission should not attempt to modify the broad
boundaries for the proposed overlay district at this time.

Mr. Smith stated for clarification that the extended the boundary to the boundary originally
proposed by the CBC is to avoid split parcels.

Commissioner Clapp stated that the Commission should move forward with the current
map until public input is received regarding the proposed overlay district.

A motion was made by Commissioner Atwell, seconded by Commissioner Turner, and carried by a 5-0 vote
to extend the meeting beyond 4:30 p.m.

Item No. 3: Hotel/Timeshare definition — Staff proposes to work with the City Attorney to
resolve a legal issue raised with the objection of a proposed ordinance by American Resort
Development Association,

Item No. 4. Design Standards/Criteria for Site Plan Reviews — Staff proposes a public
meeting be held in the early summer; that Staff worked with the City Attorney to review site
plan standards in many other jurisdictions and create new proposed standards for review;
that Staff and the City Attorney agreed more work is necessary to revise the proposed
language,

Item No. 5: Site Plan Thresholds — The proposed changes were tabled at the January 5,
2011, PBLP meeting due to the lack of support by the neighborhoods and the development
community; that Staff will keep the issue on the zoning matrix of pending issues for
Commission discussion during the next ZTA cycle, and

Iltem No. 6: Removing Administrative Review from the Commercial Business Newtown
(CBN) Zone District — Staff proposes to process a ZTA and ordinance to eliminate the
administrative site plan review and utilize the existing adopted site plan thresholds as
indicated in the Zoning Code; that the Newtown Community does not support the
administrative site plan review process.

A motion was made by Commissioner Turner, seconded by Commissioner Clapp, and carried by a
5-0 vote to clarify direction from the November 15, 2010, Regular Commission meeting regarding
the South Palm Overlay District boundaries being based on the map presented by Coalition of
Bayfront Citizens (CBC) and excluded the Church of the Redeemer parcel and the approval of
uniform setbacks of a 20-foot front setback, 10-foot side setback, and 15-foot rear setback for all
properties included in the overlay district, adopt the zoning map presented by the CBC which is
dated February 7, 2011, and allow for approval of setback adjustments by the Commission for
developments which are exclusively residential.

Mayor Kirschner noted Commission consensus to authorize Staff to proceed with the timeline for
Iltem Nos. 2 through 6 as recommended by Staff.

The Commission recessed at 4:40 p.m. and reconvened at 6 p.m.

9. COMMISSION PRESENTATIONS (AGENDA ITEM IX)

1) PRESENTATION RE: EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH FOR JANUARY, MICHAEL
DELROSSI, PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (AGENDA ITEM IX-1) — Presented to
Michael DelRossi, Public Works Department.
Commissioner Turner returned from the recess at 6:01 p.m.

2) PRESENTATION RE: RECOGNITION CITATIONS TO OFFICERS AND
REPRESENTATIVES OF GIRLS, INC. MICRO SOCIETY, DREAM HARBOR (AGENDA
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
APPLICATION NO. 11-PA-01

Notice is hereby given that the PLANNING BOARD/LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY of the
City of Sarasota, Florida will meet on Wednesday, April 13, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. in the
Commission Chambers, City Hall, 1565 First Street. Starting at 6:00 p.m. or as soon
thereafter as possible, the Planning Board/Local Planning Agency will open the scheduled
Public Hearings in the order they appear on the Agenda. The Planning Board will make a
recommendation to the City Commission with regard to the following proposed Resolution at the
above scheduled meeting:

RESOLUTION NO. 11R-2218

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
SARASOTA, FLORIDA APPROVING APPLICATION NO. 11-PA-01
REQUESTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF
THE CITY OF SARASOTA [THE SARASOTA CITY PLAN (2030)] TO MODIFY
FUTURE LAND USE CHAPTER ACTION STRATEGY 4.13 TO PROVIDE
THAT CERTAIN AREAS WITHIN THE DOWNTOWN MAY BE
DELINEATED IN THE ZONING CODE TO REQUIRE SITE PLAN APPROVAL
THROUGH THE PUBLIC HEARING PROCESS FOUND IN ARTICLE 1V,
DIVISION 5 OF THE ZONING CODE RATHER THAN ALLOWING
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF SAID SITE PLAN APPLICATIONS;
AUTHORIZING TRANSMITTAL OF THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN AMENDMENT TO THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS;
PROVIDING FOR READING BY TITLE ONLY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

Said proposed application is on file in the Department of Neighborhood and Development
Services and the Office of the City Auditor and Clerk at City Hall at the above address for
public inspection from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.

This is a public hearing; therefore, all interested persons will be entitled to personally testify at
the hearing and to submit documents or letters.

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency, or commission with
respect to any matter considered at such meeting or hearing, he or she will need a record of the
proceedings, and, for such purpose, he or she may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the
proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is
to be based.

Reasonable auxiliary aids and services will be made available to qualified disabled individuals to
the extent that no undue financial or administrative burden results. Please advise the
Department of Neighborhood and Development Services at least two (2) business days in
advance as to the nature of the aid and/or service desired.

CITY OF SARASOTA

By:  Pamela M. Nadalini
City Auditor and Clerk

Published Date: March 27, 2011




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
ON PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF
THE CITY OF SARASOTA [THE SARASOTA CITY PLAN (2030)]
APPLICATION NO. 11-PA-01

The CITY COMMISSION of the City of Sarasota, Florida will hold a public hearing to solicit public comment on a
proposed amendment to the comprehensive plan of the City of Sarasota [The Sarasota City Plan (2030)] on Monday,
June 20, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. in the Commission Chambers, City Hall, 1565 First Street, Sarasota, Florida. Starting at
6:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as possible, the Commission will open the scheduled Public Hearings in the order
they appear on the Agenda. The following Resolution incorporating Application No. 11-PA-01 will be considered for
adoption at the above scheduled meeting:

RESOLUTION NO. 11R-2218

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SARASOTA,
FLORIDA APPROVING APPLICATION NO. 11-PA-01 REQUESTING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF SARASOTA
[THE SARASOTA CITY PLAN (2030)] TO MODIFY FUTURE LAND USE CHAPTER
ACTION STRATEGY 4.13 TO PROVIDE THAT CERTAIN AREAS WITHIN THE
DOWNTOWN MAY BE DELINEATED IN THE ZONING CODE TO REQUIRE SITE
PLAN APPROVAL THROUGH THE PUBLIC HEARING PROCESS FOUND IN
ARTICLE 1V, DIVISION 5 OF THE ZONING CODE RATHER THAN ALLOWING
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF SAID SITE PLAN APPLICATIONS;
AUTHORIZING TRANSMITTAL OF THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
AMENDMENT TO THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS; PROVIDING
FOR READING BY TITLE ONLY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

The City Commission may continue its deliberations on the proposed amendment to the comprehensive plan of the City of
Sarasota [The Sarasota City Plan (2030)] to subsequent meeting(s). After the close of the public hearing, the City
Commission will make a finding as to whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the Sarasota City Plan (2030)
and whether to transmit the proposed amendment to The Florida Department of Community Affairs.

For more information

The proposed amendment to the comprehensive plan of the City of Sarasota [The Sarasota City Plan (2030)] as proposed
in Application No. 11-PA-01 is on file for public inspection in the Department of Neighborhood and Development
Services, Room 302A, City Hall, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. weekdays. If you have questions or are interested in
receiving notices of future meetings, please contact the Department of Neighborhood and Development Services at (941)
954-4195.

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the board, agency or commission with respect to any matter considered
at such meeting or hearing, he or she will need a record of the proceedings, and, for such purpose, he or she may need to
ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which
the appeal is to be based.

Reasonable auxiliary aids and services will be made available to qualified disabled individuals to the extent that no undue
financial or administrative burden results. Please advise the Office of the City Auditor and Clerk at least two (2) business
days in advance as to the nature of the aid and/or service desired.

CITY OF SARASOTA

By: Pamela M. Nadalini
City Auditor and Clerk

Publish Date: June 5, 2011
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