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Subject:

Appeal of Site Plan No. 1858.11 (regular agenda item) (quasi-judicial item).
Recommended Action:
Deny the appeal, thereby upholding the approval of Site Plan No. 1858.11.
Strategic Plan:
Foster Continual Economic Growth and Vitality
4.3 Catalyze redevelopment through planning and regulatory programs.

Practice Superior Environmental Stewardship
3.3 Protect and improve the quality of our water, air, and other natural resources.

Summary:
On September 30, 2015, the Director of the Department of Development Review Services (DRS), as
a designee of the County Administrator, approved Site Plan #1858.11 (Project), also known as Turtle
Beach. The project consists of 34 acres located in the southeastern portion of the Point Seaside
Master Plan, south of the Crystal Beach community. As approved, the Turtle Beach project would
result in the development and/or redevelopment of 61 single-family dwellings, i.e. the same density
as previously approved in the 1980 Master Plan, to be recorded as a land condominium plat
(Attachment 1, Attachment 2). The project also incorporates residential amenities, such as passive
and active recreational open space; community amenities, such as sidewalks and public access
easements to the lake; and, environmental protections, such as conservation easements, exotic
species removal, and stormwater treatment.

On October 20, 2015, the County Administrator received an appeal from Ms. June Barwick (the
Appellant) citing four primary concerns about the Project and/or the County’s review process. The
Appellant’s concerns, which can be found in Attachment 3, have been paraphrased below:

1. Improper review of the project as a revision resulting in concerns for the environment, traffic,
safety, and water quality

2. Incorrectly applying a Board of Adjustment (BOA) variance for front yard setbacks

3. Improper use of discretionary decisions, such as reducing wetland buffers and waiver of sidewalk
requirements

4. Not involving other appropriate State agencies, such as the State Department of Environmental
Protection

At its December 15, 2015 meeting, the Board of County Commissioners granted a motion from the
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property owner requesting appeal items 2, 3, and 4, as referenced above, be removed from
consideration as part of this appeal.

The following information is provided in response to the remaining appeal item (number one) of the
Appellant’s position:

The project was evaluated in accordance with and meets the requirements established in the Pinellas
County Land Development Code (the Code), as follows:

a. Environmental and Natural Resource Protection regulations are established in Pinellas County
Code Chapter 166. Article II establishes specific development regulations for habitat management
and landscaping. This site plan is consistent with the applicable regulations and has remained
consistent with County implementation practices. As such, County staff contends the proposed
project contains enhancements to the environment that would not have been otherwise implemented
and thus the Appellant’s concerns with respect to environmental regulations are not sufficient
grounds to deny the project.

Specifically, the resulting site plan modifications incorporate several enhancements beyond the 1980
site plan, and in some instances, the Project has incorporated improvements beyond what the
County could have otherwise required. For example, the Project would result in:

• Exotic species, i.e. Brazilian Pepper, removal in both the upland buffer and wetlands,
• Wetland enhancement in the form of additional plantings,
• Betterment swales, i.e. a segmented construction schedule for stormwater swales,
• Exceeds the State’s requirements for upland buffers,
• Prioritizes expansion of existing higher quality habitats,
• Addresses protected species, per FWC, such as gopher tortoises, osprey, etc.,
• Mandates a recorded conservation easement, and
• Creates a condominium association wetland management plan.

Furthermore, Pinellas County Code Section 166-46 provides for site plan exemptions for site plans
which were accepted for review by the County prior to March 1, 1990 and which have an active
status as determined pursuant to Chapter 138 shall not be required to comply with the specific
provisions of section 166-50 and section 166-51, provided that:

(1) Consistency with the comprehensive plan, Ordinance No. 89-69 is maintained.

(2) When final site plan comments or reports defined pursuant to the zoning ordinance are
provided to a site plan applicant, the applicant shall have 90 days in which to revise and resubmit a
site plan, in compliance with such comments or reports, to the county for further review. Site plans
not revised and received within such 90-day period shall be reviewed for compliance with all the
requirements of this article in effect on the date of resubmittal. When the resubmitted site plan is
received within such 90 days, the plan shall be reviewed under the requirements of this article with
the exception of the specific requirements of section 166-50 and section 166-51.
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(3) The terms and conditions of subsection (2) of this section shall also apply to preliminary site
plans except that the referred 90-day time frame shall be 180 days.

The site plans for the Point Seaside Master Plan, as discussed below in the background information
section, were submitted and approved before March 1, 1990 and development activity commenced
consistent with the site plan requirements established in Pinellas County Code Section 138-180. By
developing the project site with roadway improvements, infrastructure, platting the lots, and
commencing construction, the site plan is considered active per Section 138-180(a)(2). As a result,
site plan #1858.11 complies with subsections (1)-(3) as referenced above.

Lastly, the Pinellas County Code allows for, and anticipates that some site plans may require
modifications over the life of the project. Section 138-179 requires that all development shall be
constructed in strict compliance with the approved final site plan. However, it goes on further to say,
“Any additional site alterations shall require further site plan review. All land or water areas required
to remain in a natural condition shall not be altered in any way from such natural condition, except by
further site plan review and approval.” The aforementioned Code citations both allow and anticipate
revisions to site plans, such as were reviewed and approved under site plan #1858.11.

b. With regard to traffic, the approved project is consistent with and does not alter the Land Use,
Zoning, and unit count established in the Point Seaside Master Plan approved in 1980. As such, the
revised project, as a single family residential community, will not generate any additional projected
average daily trips beyond what was previously permitted. Furthermore, in accordance with Pinellas
County Code Chapter 150, the Project will be required to pay the applicable Transportation Impact
Fee associated with the net new units (i.e. for those units not previously constructed). This money is
used by the County to fund pavement management, signal improvements, roadway signage, etc.  As
a result, the Project is paying its fair share for the traffic it generates on the roadway network.

c. With regard to safety, although no specific details have been provided as to the specific type
of safety concerns, the Project has been designed with sidewalks on all public street frontages. The
portion of the Project that is located on a private street, i.e. Seaview Circle, is behind a community
gate and has sidewalks internal to the loop roadway. Additionally, there are low-scale pedestrian
lights located along Seaview Drive to support safety and visibility.

The appeal makes reference to the waiver of sidewalk requirements as a case and point of County
staff’s abuse of discretion; however, Pinellas County Code Section 138-645, subsection (e)(6) states,
“Sidewalks shall be required on both sides of all streets and roads where such streets and roads are
adjacent to residential uses or recreational uses, and shall be required at all other locations where
pedestrian and vehicular traffic may conflict. When determined unnecessary or impractical to
accomplish, these requirements may be waived by the county administrator. Request for such
waivers shall be submitted in writing to the zoning division.” As a designee of the County
Administrator for Site Plan review, the Director of DRS approved the request for a sidewalk waiver on
the private road portion of the subject property, located behind a controlled gate. Furthermore, a
sidewalk was provided internal to the loop road.

d. With regard to water quality, the existing Point Seaside Master Plan established a series of
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water quality retention ponds internal to Seaview Circle. These ponds, as well as overland biological
treatment, were designed and constructed to treat the project’s stormwater runoff. The Project, as
revised, ensures that those existing ponds are maintained to treat the Project’s water. It also
incorporates the use of drainage swales clustered behind a number of lots to create a net betterment
for the water quality of the overall Project.  The Project, therefore, complies with the requirements in
the Pinellas County Code.

Background Information:
In 1979, the County received a preliminary plan (Attachment 4) for the proposed development of the
Point Seaside Master Plan, zoning case Z-2199, requesting a zone change from R-33 and
Agricultural Estate to Residential Planned Development (RPD). The applicant then revised the
preliminary plan in 1980, under zoning case Z-2287 (Attachment 5). The master plan allowed for up
to 110 residential units over four phases on the 145 acre project site.

In 1981, the County approved a site plan (SP #1858) for Point Seaside phases 1, 2, and 3, which in
total incorporated the development of 62 single family dwellings (Attachment 6). Phase 1 and phase
2 were constructed along Point Seaside Drive with a total of 49 lots. Phase 3, the remaining 13 lots,
where located along Seaview Drive; however, only the two model home units on lots 50 and 51 were
constructed.

In 1982, the County received a request for revisions to the site plan for phase 4 of the master plan,
also known as Sutherland Crossing, and in 1983 a site plan (Attachment 7) was approved for 48
dwelling units (to be used as timeshare condominiums). Although fully platted as a subdivision, only
33 units of the 48 were constructed, in addition to the clubhouse, tennis courts, and other amenities.

In 1985, the County received another request to revise the site plan by adding 3.18 acres to the
original 145 acre site, which would allow up to eight additional dwelling units. At the time, this site
plan (Attachment 8) was referred to as Sutherland Crossing Unit II. The additional eight units were
not developed as part of the Point Seaside Master Plan; rather they were developed as an
independent subdivision known now as Osprey Point.

The land associated with the 48 unit timeshare condominiums, known as Sutherland Crossing, and
the 13 lots associated with Point Seaside phase 3 was acquired by the Turtle Beach Land Company,
LLC (the Applicant). In late 2013, the Applicant submitted plans to revise the previously approved site
plans to allow for the construction of 62 single family dwellings, with a revised plat (SP #1858.10)
(Attachment 9). As proposed, the revised project needed the approval of a setback variance, which
was granted by the Board of Adjustment under BA 12-11-13 (Attachment 10).

After a couple rounds of review by all applicable County departments and associated agencies, and
upon the approval of a sidewalk waiver request (Attachment 11), the revised project was approved
on July 6, 2015 (Attachment 12). Shortly after the approval was granted, the County received an
appeal (from a different appellant). While researching the Project archives, it was determined that the
County’s original approval exceeded the scope of its authority, and on July 22, 2015, the County
rescinded its approval, citing that the County only had authority to approve a project with 61 dwelling
units (Attachment 13).
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The Applicants agreed to reduce the project by one dwelling unit and the site plan approval was
reinstated on July 24, 2015 (Attachment 14). The Applicant and then appellant were able to come to
settlement terms pending some Project modifications, i.e. shifting three lots off of Florida Boulevard
and incorporating them into the other portions of the site. These revisions to the site plan were
approved under site plan #1858.11 on September 30, 2015 (Attachments 1 and 2). As previously
stated, the revised project was appealed by Ms. Barwick on October 20, 2015. Materials for the Pre-
Hearing Conference can be found in Attachment 15.

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

Staff Member Responsible:
Blake Lyon, Director, Development Review Services

Partners:
N/A

Attachments:
Final Administrative Approval (FAA) for SP #1858.11
Site Plan #1858.11
October 20, 2015 Appeal Letter
1979 - Point Seaside Master Plan
1980 - Point Seaside Master Plan
1981 - Point Seaside Site Plan (Phases 1,2, and 3)
1983 - Sutherland Crossing (Phase 4)
1985 - Sutherland Crossing II
Site Plan #1858.10
Variance - BA 12-11-13
Sidewalk Waiver
FAA for SP #1858.10
July 22, 2015 letter rescinding SP #1858.10
July 24, 2015 letter reinstating SP #1858.10
Pre-Hearing Packet
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BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Dave Eggers 

Pat Gerard 

Charlie Justice 

Janet C. Long 

John Morroni 

Karen Williams Seel 
Kenneth T. Welch 

September 30, 2015 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.11 Revision to Approved Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 
Plan Distribution Date: 9-24-15 

The above referenced site plan was approved by the County Administrator on 
September 30, 2015. Your next step is to submit ( 4 ) sealed copies of this Final 
Administratively approved plan to Development Review Services Department and ( 4 ) 
sealed copit:s submitted directly to Sandra McDonald, PC Engineering &Technical 
Support at 14 S. Ft. Harrison for site inspection purposes. Building construction 
drawings must be presented to the Building Department for their review and approval. 
This letter must be presented at the time you request any further County permits. A 
Habitat Management permit must be obtained before site construction can commence. 

Please review the attached staff reports, since they may outline additional requirements or 
steps to be taken regarding this plan. 

If construction of this project has not commenced within 180 days of the date of this 
letter. this approval will become void and a new site plan submittal will be required 
incorporating all requirements current at the time of resubmittal. 

Please feel free to call my office at (727) 464-3888 should you have any questions. 

~£/7~ A:~~.:::on, o· ~r · 
Development f eview Services 

BL/jm 
Enclosures 

Pinellas County 

Development Review Services 
440 Court St. 

Clearwater, FL 33756 

Main Office: (727) 464-3888 
V!TDD: (727) 464-4062 

www.pinellascounty.org 



TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

Mark Woodard, County Administrator 

Blake Lyon, DRS Director 

Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.11 Revision to Approved Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 
Plan Distribution Date: 9-24-15 

September 30, 2015 

Recommend Approval 

Sutherland Crossing Condo lying in Section 2, Township 
28S, Range l 5E 

The above referenced site plan has been processed through the Pinellas County site plan 
review system to include the following departments: Utilities Department, Planning 
Department, Building Department, and Development Review Services Department, and 
has been found to be in compliance with Pinellas County regulations. 

Description: This site consists of 34 acres located on the southern portion within the 
Crystal Beach Development. This plan proposes a lot layout change to the previously 
approved plan which approved the constmction of 61 single-family dwellings to be 
recorded as a land condominium plat. The Board of Adjustment conditionally approved 
setback variances throughout the entire development (BA-12-11-13). Those problems 
cited by the Building and Development Review Services Department have been resolved 
and final site plan approval is recommended. However, the Certificate of Occupancy 
cannot be issued until the Environmental and Engineering conditions have been satisfied. 
This site is zoned RPD-2.5/1.0 and identified by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan as 
Residential Suburban, Residential Estate, and Preservation. 

The applicant received preliminary/direct final site plan review for this project on 
September 30, 2015 and now submits this plan for final site approval. Due to 
Commission action of January 26, 1974, all final site plans will be approved 
administratively by the Pinellas County Administrator. 

FINAL SITE PLAN 

Approved SEP 3 0 2015 By~~r 
BL/jm 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 



TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

Site Plan File 

Jean Mandilk, Plans Coordinato,tyl 
Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.11 Revision to Approved Plan 

September 30, 2015 

A copy of the recorded Revised Land Condo Plat must be supplied to this office prior to 
the issuance of any building permits. 

Jm 



TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

DISTR: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

Blake Lyon, Planning and Development Services Manager 
Development Review Services Division 

Gene Crosson 
Development Review Services Division 

Robert Dvorak, P.E. {Consultant)J - n 
Development Review Services~~ 

Lora Strong, Engineering Technician 
Development Review Services Division 

Turtle Beach (02/28/15) 
S.P. No. 1858.11, Revised Lot Layout 

September 30, 2015 

The site plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by this section and the following 
comments are noted: 

DRS-1 

DRS-2 

DRS Engineering has no objection to the proposed lot layout as detailed on this 
revised plan. The plan also proposes a change to the previously approved 
sidewalk layout along Seaview Drive. The proposed mid-block sidewalk crossing 
at Seaview Drive between Charleston Avenue and Florida Boulevard will not be 
acceptable. A continuous sidewalk along the west side Seaview Drive will be 
required as previously approved. 

Provide signed and sealed copies of the revised plans sheet upon resubmittal. 

Revisions made on site plans must be identified by a number or a symbol, dated and 
specifically described in or adjacent to the title block. 

The Engineering Section DRS has no objection to the approval of the Site Plan with the two 
comments stated above noted as conditions of the approval. 



To: Blake Lyon, Director 
Development Review Services Department 

From: Clifford R S~ironmental Manager 
Development Review Services Department 

Subj: Turtle Beach ( Revised layout) 
SP: 1858.11 
STR: 2/28/ 15 

Date: September 29, 2015 

We have no objection to the proposed lot modifications and added buffer/ conservation 
area adjacent to Florida Blvd.,(1858.10) subject to the below listed comments. 

Habitat Protection and Preservation: 

1. We will review and process the habitat permits as submitted per phase. Please provide all 
required information with each submittal. 

Protected Species: 

2. Habitat permits will not be issued for any site work without FWC documentation (including 
demolition) ensuring that all FWC permit requirements have been met (ie. on-site or off-site 
relocation work completed). 

Conservation Easement: 

3. Be advised in addition to exotic species removal, enhancement plantings may be required in 
within the proposed buffer/conservation area along Florida Blvd. 

4. The "Conservation Easement" delineation and "Conservation Easement Note" must be 
included on the recorded legal separate instrwnent used in the conveyance of this easement. 

Recommendation: 

The Environmental Section of the Development Review Services Department recommends 
approval of the above plan subject to the preceding comments. If there are any questions 
concerning these requirements, please contact the Environmental Section of the Development 
Review Services Department at (727) 464-3888. 

CRS/crs 
env/sp/18 58 .11 Turtle beach/Revised layout 



To: 

From: 

Subject: 

SP#: 

Date: 

Blake Lyon, Director 
Pinellas County Development Review Services 

Sandra L. McDonald, P.E., Professional Engineer/~ 
Pinellas County Engineering & Technical Support 

Turtle Beach (aka: Sutherland Crossing, Point Seaside East,) 
Parcel ID #: 02/28/15/88555/000/0000 & 0001 (33~FN) 
Revised Lot Layout 

1858.11 

September 25, 2015 

We have no objection to the approval of this site plan with the following comments: 

New meters will be furnished and installed by Pinellas County at the developer's expense. 

It has not yet been determined who will install the sewer laterals (County or developer). If the 
developer perfonns this work, construction plan approval will be required (four sets of 
construction plans required). If Pinellas County does the work, two sets of plans will be required. 
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DIRECT FINAL s1·rE PLAN FOR: 

TURTLE e:EACH 
A LAND CONDOMINIUM 

BEING A REptAT OF SUlHERlAND CROSSING, A CONDOMINIUM, N3 RECORDED IN CONDOMINIUM PLAT BOOK 69, PAGES 99-102, OF THE PUBLIC 
RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING WITHIN SECTION 02, TOWNSHIP 28 SOUTH, RANGE 15 EAST, PINELLA.~ COUNTY, FLORIDA 

SITE PLAN #1858.10 
A.K.A. POINT SEASIDE EAST (APPROVED 03-017-1983) 

Prepared For: 
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TO: Mark Woodard, Pinellas County Administrator 

RE:   Appeal of SP# 1858.11 September 30, 2015 Revision to Approved Plan   

Dear Mr. Woodard: 

For the past half year, I have been working with an ever-growing group of residents of Crystal Beach, 

known collectively as Crystal Beach Watch, to attempt to understand the proposal of Turtle Beach Land 

Company for their development of the property formerly known as Sutherland Crossing.  The 

community was galvanized into action by an unfortunate request from the developer to create a gated 

community in our midst that would not only be antithetical to the Crystal Beach way of life, but would 

also effectively remove the most frequently used access to Lake Chautauqua, a public lake.   Collecting 

information from the County staff and doing research of our own into county codes and procedures, we 

learned that the developer was asserting to staff that they were submitting a “plan revision” which 

would avoid many of the environmental controls that would be typical of a project of this magnitude in 

such an environmentally sensitive area. They also had plans to remove a park that had been designated 

as a park for over thirty years and used by the community for access to the lake and to the walking trail 

in the adjacent Clearwater Marine Aquarium preservation lands.   

Initially, we supported the staff desire to have the developer go through full site plan review, rather 

than bypass this step claiming it was not necessary for a land condominium.  We prevailed on this front, 

only to find that the staff was willing to expedite the site plan review, in large part by agreeing with the 

questionable assertion that this was simply a revision of the previously-approved 1982 site plan for a 

group of 62 small time-sharing cabins in a naturally-landscaped setting.  This view of the site plan as a 

revised plan resulted in the development being exempted from up-to-date environmental regulations 

and wetland boundaries and not requiring many parts of a full site plan review.   

Our argument is not really with the developer; we assume they always want to maximize profit on each 

project.  Our argument is with the County staff who supported this intensity of development with little 

regard to community input or appropriate environmental practices, and with apparent lack of concern 

for critical safety issues like setbacks, sidewalks, and traffic analysis.  We believe that county 

government should be the gatekeeper for ensuring prudent development that recognizes and attempts 

to accommodate community concerns, satisfies current environmental protections, and is consistent 

with County development goals and the comprehensive plan. 

The developer has responded in part to community pressure by signing a settlement agreement with 

another appellant and some of her neighbors which protects the above-mentioned community park in 

return for these individuals agreeing to no longer participate in the community opposition to his plan.  

Because of this action, the list of items being appealed below does not include the issues about the 

community park.  Naturally, if this agreement is rescinded the prior issues of privatizing a public park 

blocking access to a public lake should be reinstated in this appeal.   



 

This appeal of the approval of this plan rests on several complaints: 

1. Evaluating this project as simply a revision of the 1982-approved plan for Sutherland 

Crossing and therefore exempt from certain key environmental regulations as well as the 

need for a full and up-to-date evaluation in key areas like traffic,  safety, and water quality.  

This simply flies in the face of reality…the project is a different use with a different layout.   

2.  Granting setbacks on the public road, relying on an incorrectly processed BOA variance 

request in 2013.  The attached correspondence, including our complaint letter of 8/13/15 

and subsequent correspondence with the assistant county administrator, is attached.  In 

summary, the issue is that the applicant requested “A”, the staff recommended “A” with 

conditions, the BOA approved “A”, then the staff issued a decision letter granting “B” which 

included more than was requested.  If the Board wants to extend the variance beyond the 

subject of the application made by developer on 9/24/2013 or beyond the staff 

recommendation made at the hearing on 11/7/2013, then a revised application should be 

filed, appropriate public notice given and a vote taken in a regularly calendared session of 

the Board. To handle a variance that dramatically affects many acres of development in 

what seems almost a casual way without any of the normally required paperwork, staff 

review or public notice violates the letter and spirit of the regulations and, if uncorrected, 

raises questions about the integrity of those involved. 
3. Vague and/or erroneous statements by staff over the period of our discussions with them 

requesting information.  Discretionary decisions by staff have resulted in unprecedented use 

of lower wetland buffers, possibly endangering the public lake, and the waiver of the 

requirements for sidewalks resulting in public safety issues.     

4. Electing to not involve the State Department of Environmental Protection, including 

requiring the applicant to apply for a DEP Environmental Resource Permit, and other state 

agencies involved in protecting the Pinellas Aquatic Preserve.   

The handling of this entire project flies in the face of stated Pinellas County objectives to support 

community characteristics, preserve the environment and operate with transparency.  There is a 

continuing concern for the safety and well-being of the citizens of Crystal Beach and the protection of 

our environment. 

Please advise as to next steps in this process.  

Very truly yours,  

June Barwick 

20 October 2015 
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TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

RECOMXENDATJON: 

tEGAL pESCRIPTION: 

rred E. Marquis. County Administrator 

Paul A. Bergmann. Dire~~#~ 
Department of Pl ann i~,J'/1' ,.,- "--: 
Nancy A. Hadley. Sit~ Plan Coordinat~r 7 d.~ 
Point seaside, Phases I , 2 ~ 3, Final Sfte P1an 

Hay 21, 1981 

Re,conrnend ApprovaJ 

A portion of the' NWi; of section ·2, Township 28. 
Range 15 AND a portion of the NE! of Sectfon 3, 
Township 28. Range 15 

The above referenced site plan ~as bee~ processed through the Pinellas County 
site plan review ·system to lnclude the following departments: Engineering 

. ------ ·-~epar.tr,ient, Water Department. Sewer System Department, Plann ing Department. 
/~ : :_;-. :~-~· ···· 'En(,irol'Jli'IBntal Management Department. and has been found 'to be in compliance 

.. . . .. -· ·· .. witp Pinell as County regulations. 
~~~-~ : ~::--:: .. ~· :::r ;: :·. ··::·· ..... 
: --.~ ,_.:. ;~~- ·eeser 1pt,on: 

~-:_ .. :.--- ~~.";:;;...;, .. Th-fs~ite consists of 37.362 acres lOC!,ted south of Florida, west of St. Josbpn- -
...... Sound and consists of tha first thi*a :phasss of the i45 acre Pofnt Seas1da 

development. Phases I. 2 and 3 propose a cartiined total of 62 slngle-tamt1y lots 
.which average fn exc~ss of 12,000 sq. ft. The muTti-famiiy area (Phese 4) is 
not-' 1 n~ 1 u~ad r n ."this·· ~ppr~a 1 end wt 11 requ I re separate'" s I te 'P 1 an· r~v few and , 
apptQva!. Those problems cJted by the Engineering Department have been ·resolved 
to the satisfaction 'of that department and approval Is recommended. Thfs site. 
is zoned RPD-1 'i!ACl. RP.D-2 .5 and Identified by the C0111prehenstve Land Use Plan as 
Suburban Low Densfty Residential. 

The -appHcant rec:e·rved ·p·renmlna1·y-s-fte pl'a;r·-approval"-for th'-ts· r,iroject on 
November 4, 1980 ,, aqd now subm·it-s this plan for final .site approval. Due 

to Connission action of February 26,, 1974, all final site plans will be approved 
administratively by the Pinellas County Adniinistrator. 

'FJNA°L SITE PLAN · ,I' •' · 
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TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

•• ot· 

Fred E. Marquis, County Administrator 

Brian Smith, Director ~~ I' 
Department of Plann~.,,.........~t: ~It.. 

Nancy A. Madley, Site Plan Coard~~ 

Point Seaside East, Final Site Plan 

March 7, 1983 

Recommend Approval 

A portion of the NW! o.f Section 2, Township 28 
South, Range 15 East 

The above referenced site plan has been processed through the Pinellas County 
~-site plan review system to include the following departments: Engineering 

......... D~p~.f~'!;~t, Water Departmen,t, Sewer System Department, Planning Department, 
·•• _:~· • l;nv i ronmenta 1 Management Department, and has been found to be in comp 1 i a nee 

·:r,~·--- with Pinellas County regulations. 
~ .. 
-,. ·· ·Description: This site consists of approximately 26 acres and fs a part of the 

Point.Seaside RPO located at the southwest corner of Florida Boulevard and .. ...... 
- .... ,...... ·1h'.'qijdu, Avenue. This plan proposes 48 condominium units, 36% of the site is 

-~....... devcited to recreation space and an additional 47% of the site wl 11 remain in 
·open area. These units are being sold under a condomtnlum plat and there .will 
be· no subdivision or transfer of property in this 26 acre site. Those pro&lems 
cited by the Engineering Department have been resolved to the sattsfaction of 
that department and approval ts recommended. This site Is zoned RPD-2.5 and 
identified by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan/Sector 3 as Suburban Low Density 
Re·s f den t i a 1 · 

The applicant received preliminary site plan approval for this project on 
June 10, 1982 , and now submits this plan for final site approval. Due 
to Commission action of ·February 26, 1974, all final site plans will be approved 
administratively by the Pinellas County Administrator. 

FINAL SITE PLAN 

Approved 7 & /3 
by ~ 

County AdmJntrator 

j,. 
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TO: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

Fred E. Marquis. County Administrator 

Brian Smith. Director ~ 
Department of Planning ~A 

Al Navaro Ii, Planner II ~ 7--?f. 
Sutherland Crossing Unit II 
Final Site Plan 

April 16. 1985 

Recommend Approval 

A portion of the NW 1/4 and the SW 1/4 of Section 2, 
Township 28, Range 15 

The above referenced site plan has been processed through the Pinellas County 
-~ s.ite plan (':'~view system to include the following departments: Engineering 
:~./ · · Department.{Water Department, Sewer System Department, Planning Department, 
~-~··\;i~~n···m· e~ta~ Management Department, and has been found to be in compliance 
~~-11ell~! County regulations. 
? -'~ .; ··~ .,-~_,...::-<. • . ; , . . 4, 

:-';~~~~~c>e:,~·rJ,:pJlon:·<This site consists of 3 .18 acre addition to the existing 145 
· · ~a~~developmen~ ~nown as Sutherland Cros~ing and Point Seaside. This plan 

· ~roposes an add1t1onal 8 single-family units. Those problems cited by the 
. Elivironinental Management Department. Engineering Department and Zoning 
Division have been resolved and final site plan-approval is recommended. This 
site is zoned RPO 2.5 and identified by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan as Low 
Density Residential and Preservation. 

The applicant received preliminary site plan approval for this project on 
December 15. 1983 and now submits this plan for final site approval. Due to 
Commission action of February 26, 1974,· all final site plans will be approved 
administratively by the Pinellas County Administrator. 

AN/jm 
00122 

F-INAL -SI-TE PLAN · · 

Approved 

6r ''-!fll:. by~-----------------~------­Fred E. Marquis 
County Administrator 
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BOARD OF ADJUS1MENT CASE # BA- I 1-- I {- f 3 
APPLICANT: 51,dher/a.nd {!_q;_55,ing f!dalsAI 

HEARlNGDATE: II - '7- ~/~ 

Decision information and prepping paperwork 



• 
BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Charlie Justice 

Susan Latvala 

Janet C Long 

John Morroni 

Norm Roche 

Karen Williams Seel 

Kenneth T. Welch 

September 16, 2014 

Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc. 
311 Park Place.Boulevard, #250 
Clearwater, FL 33759 

Re: Board of Adjustment Case No. BA-12-11-13 
Parcel No. 02/28/15/88555/000/0000 

Dear Applicant: 

This is to inform you that the Board of Adjustment has given me the authority to administratively grant 
the one time, one year extension you are requesting on the above numbered case without a formal 
hearing. 

Therefore, the one-year extension is approved and you will have until November 7, 2015, to. begin 
construction. 

ohn F. Cueva, Zoning Manager 
Pinellas County Planning & Development Services 

cc: William J. Kimpto~ Esq. 
John C. Landon, P .E. 
Andrew G. Irick, II 

Reference#: BA13-00094 



STANDARD TIME LIMITS 

DECISION LETTER ADDENDL 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT CASE 

The Applicant is hereby notified that all approvals granted by the Board shall be valid for one 
year, as provided by Section 603.504 of the Zoning Ordinance, and therefore all rights and privileges 
granted herein shall become void if and in the event the applicants fails to commence the project within 
one year from the date of this decision. In order to have "commenced construction" all permits or 
licenses required by the BOA are to be obtained within one year from the date of BOA approval, except 
that in cases where construction was commenced prior the approval of the Board of Adjustment, permits 
shall be obtained within 45 days from the date of this decision. 

EXTENSION OF TIME LIMITS 

All extension requests must be filed approximately one month prior to the expiration date. A 
one-time, one-year extension may be granted for good cause. The Zoning Administrator may 
administratively approve extension request for any non-controversial case. All other requests for 
exte~ion shall be reviewed by the Board during regular public hearing, pursuant to Section 605.505 of 
the Zoning Ordinance. 

VACATING OR ABANDONMENT OF INTENT 

All variance or special exceptions granted by the Board of Adjustment shall automatically expire in the 
event a structure or use ofland which is the subject of the variance or special exception has been vacated 
or abandoned for a period of 90 consecutive days. 

APPROVED PLANS 

The plan once approved by the Board is a condition of approval and shall not be modified unless 
approved by the Board at public hearing. Very minor modifications, such as may be required during site 
plan review, and may be allowed where authorized by the Zoning Administrator. Such minor 
modifications shall be in keeping with the intent of the original approval by the Board and shall in no 
way allow a more intense use of the site or create additional impact to surrounding properties. All other 
requests for modification of the approved pJan shall require approval of the Board at a public hearing. 

REVOCATION OF APPROVAL 

All applicants are notified that the Board may modify or revoke a previously granted variance or 
special exception for cause. Such modification or revocation may occur when the Board finds the use of 
the variance or special exception: 1) Is or has become detrimental to the general health, safety or 
welfare; 2) Does not meet the letter or the intent of the original standards required for such approval; or 
3) Does not meet the letter or the intent of the special standards or conditions attached by the Board 
during the approval. 

ADDITIONAL LAW AND REGULATIONS 

Please be advised that any approval or conditional approval does not eliminate the necessity of 
compliance with other local, State or Federal laws and regulations. 

Revised 11/15/02 
P:\U SERS\DRS\ZONING\BOA (1996-2002)\FORMS\Dccision Letter Addendum.doc 



Swinton, Tammy M 

From: Cueva, John 
Sent: 
To: 

Friday, September 12, 201411 :11 AM 
Swinton, Tammy M 

Subject: FW: Decision Letter for Sutherland 

Follow Up Flag: 
Flag Status: 

Follow up 
Flagged 

Tammy, ok for one year extension. 

John Cueva 
Zoning Manager 
440 Court Street 
4th Floor 
Clearwater, Fl. 33756 
Pinellas County Planning (Strategic Planning & Initiatives) 
(727) 464-3585 
Fax (727) 464-3585 
jcueva@pinellascounty.org 
All government correspondence is subject to the public records law. 

From: Andrew Irick II (mailto:aricklOlO@aol.comJ 
Sent: Friday, September 12, 2014 10:56 AM 
To: Swinton, Tammy M; Cueva, John 
Cc: Bill@Kimptonlaw.com; JOHN 
Subject: RE: Decision Letter for Sutherland 

Tammy 

THANK YOU for the two Decision Letters requested. 

Given that the Sutherland letter references a November 7, 2013 date for the BOA action, it is my understanding 
that the variance approved by the BOA for Sutherland expires on November 6, 2014. 

As we are now within 60 days from expiration, please accept this email as a formal request to have 
the.Sutherland variance extended, since the project is not completed. 

While William "Bill" Kimpton was the original Applicant and will also be the Applicant for the extension, 
please show me ... Andrew G Irick IL.also as Applicant. 

Please advise at your earliest possible convenience what the Applicant needs to do to effect this extension ... as 
in, 11 is there a particular form" to complete &/or sign and submit, &/or a "fee" to pay, &/or anything else, and 
specifically if a BOA approval of the extensi.:>n is required. 

IfBOA approval is required, please schedule us for a date prior to expiration of the variance. 

Look forward to your reply. 

Andrew Irick 

1 



Turtle Beach Variance BA 12-11-13 

• The application, prepared by William Kimpton, Esq. requested a variance to allow the following, 

"Replacement of the now defunct condominium development with a platted subdivision, with a 

20' setback from the edge of private street, in lieu of required 25' setback." 

• Worksheet and Recommendation uses the "private road" reference 

• The application indic~ted a zoning of RPD 2.5 and RPD 1.0 (which applies to the entire site} 

• The application references a parcel number that covers the entire site. 

• The application references a proposed use of "62 single family homes with amenities" 

• Graphic used in packet includes the entire property with 62 SFR. 

• Graphic used for public notice included the entire site, posted on the subject property. 

• The public notice used language referring to the 62 SFR the 20' setback from the edge of 

pavement. (No mention of private road} 

• Multiple written public comments acknowledges 62 SFR, as well as properties on Seaview Drive, 

Seaview Circle, Bayou Land, and Osprey Court. 

• Letter to applicant acknowledging the BOA approval references 62 SFR, no mention of private 
road 

• 

• 
• 

Board Reporter log references Mr. Cueva's introduction, discussion of 62 SFR and setback, but 

no mention of private road 

Point of clarification during the meeting also references edge of pavement 

Project~ makes reference to the application applying to all 62 SFR, to avoid having to 

come back individual times for 20- 30 variances. 

• Motion and second is for variance approval with conditions, no mention of "based on staff 

recommendation". Unanimous 

Sec. 138-120. - Review of board's decisions. 

A party seeking judicial review of a decision of the board of adjustment shall have 30 days from the date 
of the public hearing which resulted in the approval or denial by the board of adjustment to bring the 
appropriate legal action. The 30-day time period will commence when the decision was finalized at the public 
hearing, not when the decision was reduced to writing. 



OWNER/ADDRESS: 

REP/ADDRESS: 

WORKSHEET AND RECOMMENDA'. .. ,.JN 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT HEARING 

BA CASE NUMBER: BA-12-11-13 

Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc. 
311 Park Place Boulevard, #250 
Clearwater, FL 33759 

William J. Kimpton, Esq. 
605 Pahn Boulevard, Suite B 
Dunedin, Florida 34698 

John C. Landon, P.E. 
605 Palm Boulevard, Suite B 
Dunedin, Florida 34698 

PROPERTY ZONING: RPD-1.0, Residential Planned Development, 1.0 unit per acre & 
RPD-2.5 Residential Planned Development, 2.5 units per acre 

LAND USE DESIG: Residential Suburban & Preservation 

TYPE APPLICATION: Variance 

DATE AND TIME: November 7, 2013 @ 9:00 AM. 

CASE DESCRIPTION: A variance to allow for the redevelopment of the subject site with 62 single family 
homes having 20 ft. front setbacks from the edge of pavement where 35 ft. setbacks 
from the edge of pavement are required in an RPD zoning district for the property 
containing approximately 35 acres located at the southern terminus of Seaview Drive, 
Crystal Beach. 

PARCEL ID NUMBER: 02/28/15/88555/000/0000 

NOTICES SENT TO: Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc., William J. Kimpton, Esq., John C. Landon, 
P .E. BCC Office & Surrounding Owners (See Attached List) 

DISCLOSURE: Owner: Ted Haines-Pres. (Existing Contract: Marc Rutenberg) 

BA-12-11-13 RECOMMENDATION: CONDIDONAL APPROVAL 

This is a site that was a former time share and is being proposed for redevelopment to single family homes. As 
part of the redevelopment the previous timeshare site are being redeveloped to minimum lot sizes of 6,000 sq. ft. 
consistent with typical single family subdivision requirements. The applicant has requested a reduction in the 
front setback from the edge of private road from 35 ft. to 20 ft., which if approved will allow for many of the 
homes to be located further away from the environmentally sensitive areas located in the rear of many of the lots. 
Additionally, as these setbacks will be unique to this development only, staff has no objection as no adverse 
impact will occur to the adjacent properties which abut this development. Approval of this request should be 
subject to the following conditions being met: 

1. Full site plan review. 

2. Side and rear setbacks shall be met. 

3. 20 ft. frorit setback from the edge of pavement shall be required. 

Reference #:BA13-00094 



CHECKLIST AND WORKSHEET 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT HEARING 

BA CASE NUMBER: BA-12-11-13 

OWNER/ADDRESS: Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc. 
311 Park Boulevard, #250 
Clearwater, Fl 33759 

REP/ADDRESS: William J. Kimpton, Esq. 
605 Palm Boulevard, Suite B 
Dunedin, Florida 34698 

John C. Landon, P. E. 
31622 US 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 

PROPERTY ZONING: RPD-1.0, Residential Planned Development, 1.0 unit per acre & 
RPD-2.5, Residential Planned Development, 2.5 units per acre 

LAND USE DESIG: Residential Suburban & Preservation 

TYPE APPLICATION: Variance 

DATE AND TIME: November 7, 2013@ 9:00 AM. 

CASE DESCRIPTION: A variance to allow for the redevelopment of the subject site with 62 single 
family homes having 20 ft. front setbacks from the edge of pavement where 
3 5 ft. setbacks from the edge of pavement are required in an RPD zoning 
district for the property containing approximately 35 acres located at the 
southern terminus of Seaview Drive, Crystal Beach. 

PARCEL ID: 02/28/15/88555/000/0000 

NOTICES SENT TO: Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn Inc, William J. Kimpton, Esq., John C. 
Landon, P.E., BCC Office & Surrounding Owners (See Attached Lis~ 

DISCLOSURE: Owner: Ted Haines-Pres. (Existing Contract: Marc Rutenberg) 

Reference #:BAI 3-00094 



• 
BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Charlie Justice 

Susan Latvala 

Janet C. Long 

John Morron i 
Norm Roche 

Karen Williams Seel 
Kenneth T. Welch 

December 9, 2013 

Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc. 
311 Park Place Boulevard, #250 
Clearwater, FL 33759 

Re: Board of Adjustment Case No. BA-12-11-13 
Parcel No. 02/28/15/88555/000/0000 

Dear Applicant: 

Pinellas . 
(9unty. 

PLANNING 

Please be advised that by action of the Pinellas County Board of Adjustment on November 7, 2013, your request 
for a variance to allow for the redevelopment of the subject site with 62 single family homes having 20 ft. front 
setbacks from the edge of pavement where 35 ft. ·setbacks from the edge of pavement are required in an RPD 
zoning district for the property containing approximately 3 5 acres located at the southern temiin~s of Seaview 
Drive, Ciystal Beach was conditionally approved, as follows: 

1. Full site plan review. 

2. Side and rear setbacks shall be met. 

3. 20 ft. front setback from the edge of pavement shall be required. 

The applicant is notified that the Decision Letter Addendum (attached) explains standard Board conditions, 
policies and procedures which, are a part of the official decision and conditions regarding your Board of 
Adjustment case. If you have specific questions, please feel free to contact us. 

Sincerely, 

The Pinellas County Planning & Development Services Department 

cc: William J. Kimpton, Esq. 
John C. Landon, P .E. 
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Board of Adjustment 
November 7, 2013 - 9:00 AM. 

Board Reporter: Trudy Futch 

Next case is BA-12-11-13 application of Sutherland Crossing Condo Association, 

Inc., requesting a variance to allow for the re-development of a subject site with 62 

single family homes having 20-foot front setbacks from the edge of the pavement 

where a 35-foot setbacks from the' edge of the pavement are required in an RPD 
zone. Staff is recommends conditional approval. 

Your name and address please. 

My name is Bill Kimpton, attorney, 605 Palm Boulevard, Dunedin. 

Your name and address please. 

My name is Michael Boutzoukas, attorney, 311 Park Place Boulevard, Suite 250, 
Clearwater, FL. 

Do we have any objectors here for Case no. 6-10-13 (BA-12-11-13). Yes we do. 
Go ahead and tell us what you are looking for. Sir have a seat until they present 
their case. 

My co-counsel represents the owner, he is just here today, and I am representing the 
builder who wants to buy the property and build the project. 

Does the Board have any questions? 

I have some more data. 

I am lost. 

Okay. You don't have that? 

I don't have that one. 

l don't either. 

Does everybody have this one? [Burdette: I don't] I didn't either, so we are 
actually looking at 12-11-13 then. Sir you are objecting then to 12-11-13? 
Yes 

Tell me what it is. 

Okay Questions from the Board? 

Crystal Beach. 

Can I make a short presentation? 

I am not sure what it is. 

This is an existing timeshare project (Showing picture aerial) that is now closed 

down that was developed in the early 80s. You can see it here on the picture if you 

have it there. tJl It is this right here and this piece coming up here. The goal is to 

take this existing project that had a valid site plan approved by the County, and 
retrofit into it some new housing by Mark Ruttenburg. It is a little tight; very curvy 

roads, there is a lot of vegetation, a lot of trees out there. We are trying to preserve 
the trees. Currently there is nothing in the fonn of typical driveways; its chips and 

grass and tight roads. We are trying to make it all work. I think that the concern of 

this gentlemen here is that he lives in the house that is outside of our subdivision, 
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Board Reporter: Trudy Futch 

but he travels through our subdivision to get to it. It is tight. we know it. We have I 
filed our 15 sets of drawings with the County staff and we are working with them , 
on all of these issues. I am trying to develop the product. It looks like it could be a / 
very nice project and we are going to try to do it in the style of Crystal Beach as it I 
exists now rather than some deal where we tear out all of the trees and try to I 
conform to the new standards. As far as we know. staff is acceptable to that and we I 

are working with them. U I have John Landon the Engineer who can answer any 
technical questions. Here is more of what it will look like in the future. You can 
see it is pretty much adapting the same footprints. except in cases where there had 
not been units yet, but there were provisions for units but they were not buildable so 
we moved a few of them around. 

The need for the reduction in front setback is why'? 

The idea is that we don't want to push back into the trees and chop out all of the 
trees, so we are trying to fit the houses where the existing structures are. It is going 
to be a little tight, so we need to have that space. 

Mr. Watts our environmental setback requirements are more stringent these days. 
Staff is wanting better water quality restriction on this site. which it didn't have 
when it was initially developed, so that is another reason they are being forced 
towards the front and why staff is supporting the request. ; 

Makes sense. 
; 

You here today just for the setback, is that what we are here for? i 
i 

Yeah, just the-- I 
' 

Son-y l just got it I need to read this. Okay. i 
i 

Any other questions? i 

John, has the p1at been approved already? ' 
The site plan was approved in the 80s for this. ! 

' 
This was a time condo plat. ! 

It was condo buildings but then they timeshared the buildings--way back. : 

So the setbacks are based upon the previous-- i 
! 

The previous road, edge of the pavement. I 
! 

Yes. ; 

' --··-· 1 The roads that have been approved, the setback will be from those roads. ; 
I 

So in essence there is nothing happening there now-the timeshare deal is done? ' 
i 

No that is all gone. The buildings are sti11 there and we 'II be replacing them. ! 
; -- -· . · ~----- --, Oh,ok. 

Okay, the objector could come up please. Your name and address please. 
---; 

My name is Lorenz Loehner. I live on 990 Osprey Court, Crystal Beach. lam 
going through this development for the last ten years. There is only a 20-foot-wide 
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road. I pass this road every day. Now my objection is, U if there is a 20.foot 
setback and they put h o mes on that people have no room to park in the driveway. 
Usually, one family he>mes the consist of two adults and two grown.up children. 
Most people have three: cars. Maybe four. So where do they park the cars on a 20. 
foot setback? Obviously on the street and they are going to build homes on both 

sides of that 20-foot st r eet. That is really a hassle for emergency vehicles if cars 
park and sit on that stre et there is no way an emergency vehicle can pass through. 
The garbage truck can' "'t pass through. I can't even pass through with my own car. 

I have go through there every day. Also, B when people even if they have 
garages, a lot of people. use garages for storage, because these are not really large 
homes. So where do they park? On the street. And if we park one foot from the 
curb there is even less space. So that is a potential hazard if this project is 
permitted. If there is a 3 5 foot setback, people can park their cars on their own plot, 
in their own driveway. I even checked into this project and the parking should not 
be permitted on that stre·et, on Osprey, Seaview Circle and there are two. 

Sir you may want to put the drawing where it says place document here. 
Face up. 

That is my property there is a 90 feet entrance and it is also 20-foot wide. If the 
owners park their cars there, I can't even go through on both sides. Parking cannot 

on the be permitted there, and _ line there is another line, these are private 
properties here. 

How wide did you say Seaview was? How wide is the street? 
20 feet 

Any other questions of the objector? Anything else sir? 

Last if they the existing time share homes now, some are setback 50 feet now, some 
are 35, some are 50 feet. Why-it's not necessary to bring them all the way in 
front and create this potential hazard. 

All right thank you. t.il Do we have any other objectors here for this case? John I 
do have a question. The variance is that entirely within the devef opment or is it 
also on the outside perimeter? 

Just for this development only. 

Just totally self-contained in this development. 

Self-contained. 

If the applicant could come bade up. 

., According to the engineer the ~treet is actually 24 feet, and we are sensitized to the 
I issue, and we don't plan to have every home using this, but we don't know how the 

homes are going to lay out yet. We know that some of them-this wouldn't be 
relevant at all, but in some of them it is definitely going to be relevant and we 
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didn't want to have to come back here on a case by case basis for 62 homes or I 

maybe the 20 or 30 that need it. But we are also sensitized that it is a problem. We : 

want to have a salable product here at the end of the day and everyone of these ! 
houses will have fu]l size garage for two cars and available parking in the driveway. I 
But, even still, people come to visit, it is a problem we have to sort out and we are 

very sensitized to it and we will sort it out with staff. J 

How big of houses are they in general? 

Market study at this point (showing picture). They are not going to be able to be 

the-if you saw in the background. These houses back here wil1 never be able to j 

be the size that those are, there just isn't enough room. ! 

Will they be required to be elevated? I 

i 

Yes and some of parking underneath of course. And some of them we will move J 

the-the house may be out there further but the garage may have to push back. We i 
are going to have to design everyone of these. We are sensitive to his needs, we are I 
sensitive to all those homes that go through our community, so we are going to take r 

care of it, we are just at the early stages here and staff is also sensitized to it. i 
Can you show us on your visual there where the objectors house is? Can you see I 
that on there? I can see it on the drawing, but-- _j 
It should be in this area right here. ' 

' 
I am not sure which house it is. There is a few back there. I 

: 

So the only way he can get out is down that street, right? ! 

Yes right. There is some here and a couple over here. j 

! 

But it is 24 feet? : 

Yeah. le1 me give you some more details. This is a Google Earth shot of it. He is l 
right about the 20 feet of asphalt and 2 feel of curb on each side. That is pretty 

! 

much a standard County road and it was back in 1983. I think. when this thing got 

approved. II John Cueva was right. The main reason we are doing this. we are 
doing a water quality bettennent plan, which is going to eat up about 15 foet in the , 

backyards of these homes and so we are really trying to make that up and we don"t 
i 

need a setback every single lot, and we don' t intend to do that. Where we need i 
! 

them is where we have really tight curves and we have jurisdictional areas coming ! 
I 

in those curves. These lots are going to change so rather than come in and ask for j 

specific lots, we thought we would ask for a blanket. Our intent is not to move up / 
20 feet each single lot. That would be pretty tacky. On the parking requirements. t 

we are required one and half spaces for every unit. tJI 1 think that you can see--

you know what they did before they had a parking area under the unit we have 

room for one more, so we would have at least two. And where the units are further i 
I 

back, of course, we have some more. So I think the concem is everything up front. I 
that is not our intent. We are trying to react to the betterment plan and move back a 
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The unit has not been designed yet. I don't know the answer to that. 
That is the goal. 
Yeah. We could probably do that. I think that is something--
That would help ease up if you had two kids and 14 dogs and--
We don't want cars on the road. 
They figure these [Boutzoukas: sure] especially if they elevate there should be a Jot 
of space underneath. Like Mike colleague, I ask sometimes because I am curious. 
How long was this project going before it went? Do you even know? How long 
was it sitting kind of vacant? 
Michael Boutzoukas again. Southernland Crossing was formed in 1983, as a 
timeshare project. It is a condominium with a interval ownership overlay to it. It 
was originally platted for 62 units and the plat still remains in place. It was only 
built-out with 35 structures, sales were kind of lack-luster and when the economy 
tanked in 2007, delinquencies went through the roof and it became _economically 
Wlfeasible to continue. So, we, as of February this past year, there was a vote done 
to tenninate the timeshare and condominium. They ceased operations at the end of 
March and we have been in contract discussions with Mr. Ruttenburg since that 
time, executed a contract and we are just in support of that. So it has been apprized 
that the owners love it, and many have come down here and become residents of 
the area, but it is one of those situations where it just wasn't feasible to continue in 
the timeshare, and I think he has a great concept for (1) to make this a single 
family. It is not your typical condo timeshare where you have a high rise or a 
multi~family unit of any kind. These are all single family units on a condo plat, so 
the unit is the footprint of the building for each particular unit and each one of those 
is 50 weeks. So, it lends itself well to be single family, just that the structures are 
dated and they have to start from scratch. 

Seems like this would have a less intense use with traffic and everything else than 
the timeshare would. 
I would certainly agree. Less intense use and much more practical use I would say 
in terms of where it is located and what is out there in the Crystal Beach area. 
Any other questions from the Board? Do we have a motion? 
Move to approve BA 12-11-13 for conditional approval. 

2na 

We have a motion to approve the application by Mr. Foley, a second by Mr. Doran, 
any further discussion? All in favor say aye [aye.] All opposed? Motion carries, 
you have your variance. 

24 



NOTICES AND MAILING LABELS 



CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED 



Swinton, Tammy M 

Subject: FW: [BULK] SUTHERLAND CROSSING/SETBACK VARIANCE 

Importance: Low 

From: DAN BRUERD [mailto:danmarina@live.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 06, 2013 6:29 PM 
To: Cueva, John 
Cc: JOHN Landon EMAIL 
Subject: [BULK] SUTHERLAND CROSSING/SETBACK VARIANCE 
Importance: Low 

DEAR MR. CUEVA: 

I OWN A HOME IMMEDIATELY NORTH OF AND ADJACENT TO THIS ABANDONED TIMESHARE PROPERTY AND I 
WOULD LIKE TO EXPRESS MY SUPPORT OF THE REDEVELOPMENT OF THIS PROPERTY TO A SINGLE FAMILY 
SUBDIVISION. I ALSO SUPPORT THE SETBACK VARIANCE THEY HAVE REQUESTED. 

I BELi EVE THAT THIS REDEVELOPMENT Will BE GREAT FOR THE LOCAL ECONOMY AND WILL INCREASE 
PROPERTY VALUES IN CRYSTAL BEACH. 

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTION, PLEASE CALL ME. 

SINCERELY, 

DANIEL BRUERD 
386 SANCTUARY DR. 

CRYSTAL BEACH, FL. 34681 

SEASIDE SANCTUARY SUBDIVISION 

727-512-0457 
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Swinton, Tammy M 

From: Zoning 
Subject: FW: Case No. BA-12-11-13 

From: Steven S (mailto:ssoso983@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 23, 2013 4:35 PM 
To: Zoning 
Subjed: Case No. BA-12-11-13 

Pinellas County Planning Department, Zoning Div. 

Development Review Services Division 

440 Court St. 4th Fl. 

Clearwater, Florida 33756 

Re: Case No. BA-12-11-13 

To whom it May concern; 

Unfortunately, I will not be able to attend the hearing on the above matter but I do want to express my 
strong opposition to the requested setback variance. My opposition is based on two factors: access 
by emergency vehicles and the impact on the current and future residents of Bayou Lane and 
Seaview Court. 

By approving the 20 ft. setback the Board is assuring that cars will be parked on Seaview Circle since 
driveways will be too short to accommodate the two plus cars owned by most families. Seaview Circle 
is only 20 ft. wide so every car parked on the street would turn into a traffic obstacle. Furthermore, if a 
second car is parked on the opposite side of the street in proximity to the first car, Seaview Circle 
would be blocked. Emergency vehicles would be obstructed as would the vehicles of the residents of 
Bayou Lane and Seaview Court. The Seaview Circle "obstacle course" could prove especially 
dangerous to children playing in the street. · 

Banning parking on Seaview Circle might be a solution. But I fear the residents of Bayou Lane and 
Seaview Court would then be inundated with parked cars from the new houses likely resulting in 
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I 

numerous calls to the Pinellas County Sheriffs office. Designated off-street parking areas for excess 
family vehicles as well as visitors would be a better solution. 

My final concern is about the experience of driving along Seaview Circle with possible 35 foot high 
houses placed on both sides of the street-with the variance they will be only 60 feet apart (two 20 ft. 
easements, plus the 20 ft. wide street). 

I appreciate your consideration of my concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Soso 

P.O. Box 338 

983 Bayou Ln. 

Crystal Beach, FL 34681 
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Swinton, Tammy M Bii ... ( 2 -/ /-/ ~ 
Subject: FW: Sutherland Crossing setback change hearing scheduled 7 Nov 2013 - Wisniewski view re 

setback changes 

----Original Message-----
From: Michael Wisniewski [mailto:rbwiz@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 10:43 PM 
To: Zoning 
Subject: Sutherland Crossing setback change hearing scheduled 7 Nov 2013 - Wisniewski view re 
setback changes 

To whom it may concern, 

We are the owners of lot 3 on Osprey Court of the Osprey Point HOA - the southern tip of the of an 
area contiguous to the now defunct Sutherland Crossing Resort. We are unable to attend the 7 
November hearing. Please consider our support and concerns for this development effort and its 
proposed attendant changes to setback regulations. 

We are pleased a company of Rutenberg's reputation will develop this very nice parcel. We 
understand there are at least 1 O lots of the 62 lots being considered that are too shallow for a 35 foot 
setback, with the remaining 50 lots being roughly as deep if not deeper than the lots currently owned 
by our HOA members where the 35 foot setback has been applied during construction of our homes. 
We support changing the 35 foot setback to 20 foot with a couple of caveats. 

1) The 20' setback change apply only to those lots deemed to too shallow to construct an 
averaged-size (-2500 sqft) house on the lot 

2) Community prohibits on-street parking with some exceptions (contractors working on house, 
moving, entertaining guests, etc.) 

Above caveats are driven by concerns regarding community aesthetics, minimal visible area for 
habitat restoration, and safe navigation of emergency vehicles 

Respectfully, 
Mike and Rhonda Wisniewski 
Lot 3 Osprey Point HOA 
813-21 0-1667 /695-4422 
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From: Mr. Lorenz R Lochner 
P 0. Box 905, at 990 Osprey Court, 
Crystal Beach, FL. 34681 

Submitted for review and rejection of variance case No.BA-12-11-13 

To the Pinellas County Board of adjustments, 
310 Court Street 
Clearwater,Fl33 7 56 

Dear board of adjustment, 

Date: November Jst,2013 

RE. Variance for 62 lFam. Homes to be built on both sides of a 20 ft wide 
street named: Sea view Dr. Sea view Circle ,Bayou Lane and Osprey Court. 
Having A 20 FT SET BACK from the street ,where there is 35 ft. required. 

If permitted, major potential adverse conditions and hazards will exist as fol­
lows. 

A) To the environment and existing wild live. Many trees and bushes would have 
· to be cut down .. Thus damaging the habitat of many species of wild life in the 

area .. 
B) Street parking can not and should not be permitted on a 20 ft wide street only. 

Emergency vehicles, trucks even passenger car can will not be able to pass 
trough freely or even not at all when 2 cars are parked at opposite. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this case. 

Member of Osprey Point home owners association, Crystal Beach, FL. 34681 
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I BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Charlie Justice 

Susan Latvala 

Janet C. Long 

John Morroni 

Norm Roche 

Karen Williams Seel 

Kenneth T. Welch 

Dear Property Owner: 

Re: Case No. BA-12-11-13 
Sutherland Crossing Condo Assn, Inc., Applicant 

William J. Kimpton, Esq., Representative 

Pinellas 
County 

PLANNING 

October 17, 2013 

TIDS IS AN IMPORTANT NOTICE ABOUT UPCOMING PUBLIC HEARINGS REGARDING THE 
USE OF LAND. It is being provided to you since you are either the owner or representative of the owner of the 
subject property, OR you own land in the vicinity of the subject property. THE ACTIONS RESULTING 
FROM THESE HEARINGS MAY HAVE SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON YOUR PROPERTY AND 
NEIGHBORHOOD. 

PLEASE REVIEW Tms INFORMATION CAREFULLY!! IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS 
REGARDING Tms IMPORTANT MATTER, PLEASE CALL OUR OFFICE AT (727) 464-5047 OR 
VISIT US AT THE ADDRESS LISTED BELOW. WE Wll,L BE HAPPY TO PROVIDE YOU WITH 
AVAILABLE INFORMATION. 

Case Description: A variance to allow for the redevelopment of the subject site with 62 single family homes 
having 20 ft. front setbacks from the edge of pavement where 35 ft. setbacks from the edge of pavement are 
required in an RPD zoning district for the property containing approximately 3 5 acres located at the southern 
terminus of Seaview Drive, Crystal Beach. 

What this proposal means to you: If approved, this proposal would allow 20 ft. front setbacks from the edge of 
pavement for the redevelopment of the site with single family homes. 

Please be advised that the Pinellas County Board of Adjustment will hold a hearing regarding this matter on 
November 7, 2013 at 9:00 A.M. Hearings are held in the County Commission Assembly Room located on 
the 5th floor of the County Court House located at 315 Court Street in Clearwater, Florida. You are invited 
to attend this hearing and to express your views on this matter. Written correspondence may be directed to the 
Pinellas County Planning Department, Zoning Division located in the Development Review Services Department, 
440 Court Street 4th fl, Clearwater, Florida 33756, or you may fax/email us at (727) 453-3256/ 
zoning@pinellascounty.org. 

Failure by the applicant or an authorized representative of the ap_plicant to appear at the scheduled public hearings 
may result in an automatic denial of the request. 

Persons are advised that if they decide to appeal any decision made at this meeting/hearing, they will need a 
record of the proceedings and for such purpose they may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings 
is made. 

IF YOU ARE A PERSON WITH A DISABILITY WHO NEEDS AN ACCOMMODATION IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN n us PROCEEDING, 
YOU ARE ENTITLED, AT NO COST TO YOU, TO THE PROVISION OF CERTAIN ASSISTANCE WITHIN TWO (2) WORKING DAYS OF YOUR 
RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE, PLEASE CONTACT THE OFFICE OF HUMAN RIGHTS, 400 S. FT HARRISON A VE. , SUITE 500, CLEARWATER, 
FL 33756 (727) 464-4880 (VOICE) (727) 464-4062 (TDD). PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO: 

Sincerely, 

PINELLAS COUNTY STRATEGIC PLANNING & INITIATIVES DEPARTMENT 

310 Court Street 

Clearwater, Florida 33756 
Phone: (727) 464-8200 

fax: (727) 464-8201 
Website: www.pinellascounty.org 
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BA·l2·11·13 
BELESIS, MDiAIL 
POBOX974 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0974 

CLEARWATER MARINE AQUARIUM INC 
249 WINDWARD PASSAGE 
CLEARWATER FL 33767-2244 

ERC HOMES LLC 
2738 FALKENBURG RDS 
RIVERVIEW FL33578-2561 

FONO, HOECO 
1802 WEATIIERSTONE DR 
SAFETY HARBOR FL 34695-5516 

HOUSER, 1 BRADLEY 
HOUSER, CHRlSTJNE A 
POBOX555 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0555 

LUCAS, ORSON BENJAMIN 
LUCAS, DONNA ROTH 
POBOX696 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0696 

MC DANIEL, MARGEE H 
301 ELDRIDGE ST 
CLEARWATER FL 33755-3804 

NOlHUM, 1 GLENN 
NOTHUM, DEBORAH A 
PO BOX 1065 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-1065 

REILLY, KENNETH I 
REILLY, JILL A 
POBOX360 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0360 

SKOLNICK, MARK 
SKOLNICK, TAMMY 
PO BOX 821 
CRYSTALBEACHFL34681-0821 

BROWN, STIJART R 
BROWN, WENDY 1 
POBOX873 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0873 

CORACE, PAUL H 
CORACE,MARYE 
POBOX353 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0353 

FISCHER, LOUISE F 
1455 WILLOW BROOK DR 
PALM HARBOR FL 34683-2140 

FULLER, LOWELL D 
FULLER. LORI A 
PO BOX 1045 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-1045 

KOZIEL, NORA 
POBOX341 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0341 

MARTH, THOMAS 
MAR.TH, PAMELA 
POBOX375 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0375 

MURPHY, JAMES D 
FELICETTI-MURPHY, ELIZABETH 
3505 SHORELINE CIR 
PALM HARBOR FL 34684-1727 

OSPREY POINT HOMEOWNERS INC 
POBOX938 
CRYSTAL BCH FL 34681·0938 

RISTOFF, DAVID R 
RISTOFF, DARLA S 
POBOX849 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0849 

SOSO-GRIMSHAW LIVING TRUST 
SOSO, STEVEN Z TRE 
POBOX338 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0338 

BRUERD, DANIEL L 
BRUERD, JULIE M 
123 ORANGE ST S 
PALM HARBOR FL 34683-5232 

DOSS,NABIL 
DOSS.SAMIA 
PO BOX 1040 
CRYTALBEACHFL34681-1040 

FL INT IMP FUND TRE 
C/0 DEPT NATIJRAL RESOURCES DOUGLAS 
BLDG 3900 COMMO 
NWEALTH BL VD 
TALLAHASSEE FL 32399-6575 

HOE FONG CO 
1802 WEATHERSTONE DR 
SAFETY HARBOR FL 34695-5516 

LOCHNER, LORENZ F 
LOCHNER, LUZ C 
POBOX905 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0905 

MC COY, CLAUDE M 
MC COY, ANGELA K 
PO BOX 1305 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-1305 

MURPHY, JOSEPH 
MURPHY, SHARON 
POBOX638 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0638 

PINELLAS COUNTY 
AITN: GEN SERVI LAKE C 

SCHNETZER, ASHLEY 
BROTIIERL Y, ANDREA L ODN 
2858 RAMPART CIR 
CLEARWATER FL 33761-1327 

SPILKER, WAYNE O 
SPILKER, CHRISTINE S 
PO BOX 1154 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-ll54 



BA-12-11-13 
STORK, MICHAEL A 
STORK, SARAH A 
POBOXS7 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0057 

TONK.ING, CORDELIA 
TONKING, STEVEN J 
184 SANCTUARYTRCE 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681 

WATTS, WILLIAMJ 
WATTS, RUTHA 
POBOX613 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0613 

SUTHERLAND CROSSING CONDO ASSN INC 
POBOX883 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-0883 

TREMBLAY, PETER 
TREMBLAY, DEBORAH M 
356 WESTWINDS DR 
PALM HARBOR FL 34683-1043 

TERRY, JAMES E 
TERRY, SUSAN M 
2356 CURLEW RD 
PALM HARBOR FL 34683-{i828 

VANCE, TIMOlHY B 
VANCE, DIANE 
PO BOX 1193 
CRYSTAL BEACH FL 34681-1193 
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APPLICATION AND EXI-IlBITS 



Filing Deadline:----------­
Filing Fees: -----------

Variance:. ________ ~~~ 
Special Exception:. _______ _ 

Date of hearing (if filed before above date):. ________ _ 

PINELLAS COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING 

FILE# /3 rt 1J-l/-t 2 PARCEL# ()c?-d~ - IS-- 89 ~ -OQJ -oaocJ 
After the fact structure vesO NoO Bldg Sign Off:---- Date -----

Approved: Structure can/does meet code __ Denied: Engineering/Improvements Req'd _ _ _ 

Applicant's Signature:. _______________ Date:. __________ _ 

Received by:------------- Date Filed: -------------

NOTICE TO APPLICANT 
This application, with all supplemental data and information, must be completed in ink or typewritten, in accordance 
with the attached information sheet, and in accordance with the specific instructions set forth in this application and 
returned to the Department of Building & Development Review Services, 440 Court Street, 3rd Floor, Clearwater, FL 
33756, before the same can be processed. The time, place and date of all public hearings are available at the 
office of BDRS. The applicant, or his authorized representative, must be present at any public hearing. 
Failure to appear shall be sufficient cause to deny the request, due to lack of evidence. All applications must 
be signed by the present owner of the property. 

1. Owner: Sutherland Crossing Condominium Association, Inc., Trustee 

Mailing Address: 311 Park Place Boulevard, #250 City: _C_l_ea_rw_a_te_r ________ _ 

Street Address: City:-------------
State: FL Zip Code: 33759 Telephone No: (727) 510-0458 

Daytime Phone: Fax No. Email: mboutzoukas@becker-poliakoff.com --~~-- -----~ 

2. R~ffi~~a~~~m~_W_i_l~_~_m_J_._K_~~P-~_n_,_E_s_q_. ____ ~------~----

Mailing Address: 605 Palm Boulevard, Suite B City: _D_u_n_e_di_n _______ _ 

State: FL Zip Code: 34698 Telephone No: (727) 733-7500 

Daytime Phone: Fax No. (727} 733-711 Email: bill@kimptonlaw.com 

1 



2A. If the owner is a corporation, partnership, or trust, list all persons (i.e. partners, corporate officers, au 
members of the trust) who are a part to such, as well as anyone who may have a beneficial interest in 
the property which would be affected by any ruling in their application 
Owner is Trustee of a terminated time share poiect known as Sutherland Crossings 

Specify interest held: ----------------------------

28. Is there an existing contract for sale on subject property? _Y_e_s _____________ _ 

If so, list names of all parties to the contract including all partners, corporate officers, and members of 
any trust Marc Rutenberg 

ls contract conditional or absolute? Conditional ----------------------~ 

2C. Are there any options to purchase subject property? _N_o _______________ _ 

If so, list names of all parties to option including all partners, corporate officers, and members of any trust? 

3. Hearing requested to consider: A@variance or B Q Special Exception 

To allow the following: Replacement of the now defunct condominium development with a 

platted subdivision, with a 20' setback from edge of pavement of private street, in lieu of required 

25' setback. 

4. Location of Subject Property: 962 Seaview Circle, Crystal Beach, Florida 34681 
(Street Address) 

5. Legal Description of Subject Property: 

See Attached Exhibit "A" 

6. Lot Size: _6_0_' _x_1_0_0_· --------------------------

7. Present Zoning Classification: _R_P_D_ 2_.5_/_R_P_D_ 1._0 ________________ _ 

Present Land Use Plan Designation: _L_o_w_d_e_ns_i--=ty_r_e_s_id_e_n_t1_·a_l ____________ _ 

8. Present structures and improvements on the property: Existing outdated wood frame structures 

and amenities will be demolished and replaced with current single family structures. 

9. Proposed use of property will be: 62 single family residential homes with amenities 

2 



10. (l)(We) believe that the Board of Adjustment should grant this application because: (include grounds or 
reasons with respect to law and fact for granting the appeal, special exception or variance). For aid in filling 
out this section see the information sheet supplied to you with this form. If you are applying for a zoning 
variance or special exception, see Pinellas County Land Development Regulations, 138-113 (This section 
is very important since the applicant must demonstrate to the Board through a AShowing of substantial and 
competent@ evidence that relevant criteria has been met to warrant approval.) 

Replacement of antiquated time share project undertaken in condominium format 
will be replaced by an identical number of residential structures, generally 

located in tbe identical caotig11ratiao, and wi]] apply Carmty standards, witb 
minor variances requested. 

11. Has any previous application or appeal been filed in connection with this property within the last two years? 

(Yes) Q (No) @ If so, briefly state the nature of the application or appeal? 

12. The following data and exhibits must be submitted with this application and they become a permanent part 
of the public records: 

(A) Plot plan, drawn to scale showing all existing and proposed structures, use of each, dimension, 
spacing between structures, setbacks from all property lines, property dimensions, abutting streets 
and other public easements, clearly delineated off-street parking spaces and North point. 
(Applications for variance from the minimum construction elevation will require submission of a 
survey indicating the existing elevation on the property and an interior layout of proposed or existing 
construction.) If the plan is larger than 11" X 17", twelve copies will be required. Plot plans not 
containing adequate information cannot be considered by the Board. 

(B) Excavation or filling. If excavation or filling of land is involved, applicant must comply with Article II, 
Div. 7 of the Pinellas County Land Development Regulations. 

(C) Signs. If the application is in regard to a sign, the size, location and elevation of the proposed sign 
must be shown. Also see Article VII, Div. 3 of the Pinellas County Land Development Regulations. 

(D) Adult Use Variance (see Ordinance 90-65). 

(E) Concurrency Variance of Appeal (see Ordinance 89-69. Subject to annual amendment of the 
Concurrency Test Statement). 

13. Date Property Acquired: _C_o_n_tr_a_c_t_p_e_n_d_in_g ________ _ 

14. Does appliGant own any property contiguous to the subject property? (YesQ (No)@ 
If so, give complete legal description of contiguous property: 

3 



15. If this request is for a variance from the minimum lot/parcel area requirements, please answer the following 
questions? 

(A) 

(8) 

Was this land obtained from anyone who owns land contiguous to this parcel? {YesQ(No)@ 

Is contiguous land available for acquisition, and if so, have you made a diligent effort to acquire 
additional land so as to meet the minimum lot size required by zoning? (YesQ(No)@ 

In seeking a minimum lot/parcel size variance, you will be required to demonstrate and document to the 
Board of Adjustment that your purchase of the lot/parcel did not create the non~conforming lot size and that 
you are unable to acquire additional land to meet the minimum area requirements. 

16. Have you been notified of a violation from? 

Pinellas County Building? No Violation Number _N_I_A ___ _ 

Pinellas County Environmental Management? No Violation Number _N_I_A ___ _ 

Other? No Violation Number N/A ~--------
If there is no violation, what prompted you to file this application? 

Discussions with County staff and Buyer's professional representatives have 
determined that a residential platted subdivision, as opposed to a replacement 
condominium development, would provide for beneficial County involvement, 
including maximization of a water quality betterment plan, proper distance from 
rear yard jurisdictional areas, while keeping created residential lots at minimum 
RPD sizes. 

4 



CERTIFICATION 

f hereby certify that I am the owner and record title holder or trustee of the property described herein; that I have 
read and understand the contents of this application, and that this application, together with aU supplemental data 
and information is a true representation of the facts concerning this request; that this application is made with my 
approval, as owner and applicant, as evidenced by my signature appearing below. It is hereby acknowledged that 
the filing of this application does not constitute automatic approval of the request; that the burden is on the 
undersigned to provide substantial and competent evidence to show that relevant criteria is met prior to any 
approval being granted; and further that f the request is approved, I will obtain all necessary permits and comply 
with all applicable orders, codes, conditions, and rules and regulations pertaining to the use of the subject property. 
I further understand that any misrepresentation of the facts contained herein may render action on this request by 

Plnellas County to be null and void. 

The issuance of a Flood Variance to oonstruct a structure below the base flood level will result in an increase in 
insurance coverage premiums as well as increase risk to life and property. This Information is provided to insure 
your awareness of the potential cost facto,s involved prior to your investment of time and money. ft is suggested 
you contact your insurance agent to determine the effects a variance to the fl elevation requirements might 
have on flood insurance premiums. 

Date: 9/24/2013 
STATE OF FLORIDA; COUNTY OF PINELLAS 

Signature of Owner or Trustee 
*(See note below) 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 27th day of _S_e...:.p_te_m_be_r ______ _ 

20 13 by Ted Haines, as President who is known to me or has produced 

d!,,,,;,u.u,,_ .. et~ as id<Wltification and who did (d~ talrean ::'.> 
~4/U/ ~,:%~~A.Ji: 

Notary Publict?'" 
{seal) 

*' Applications which are filed by corporations must bear the seal of the corporation over the signature of an 
officer authorized to act on behalf of the corporation. 
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SHERRY SCHARNHORST 
My Commission Expjres 

August 13, 2016 
St. Charles County 

Commission 112533161 



BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPLICATION 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY 

BA No. --4-'f~~l-1'--...,,_t3 ____ _ 
Date of hearing: __ /_f_-_7_-/_~----- Atlas Page Number: __ / __ ? ___ _ 
Nature of hearing: __ \...,.[_ft'_d/ ________ --=.......-.l!__-,-----------------

3,...$ 
General Description of hearing: tt£,,if) /?--I: l ~ ,rc;'l.e-s 

,,t--:'f: ~ Sou f-A:e:t: ,,., t:~,. 44 t~,t,1>.f <2 f: 

[,:::, Cd't:er/ 

-s e "=....,,~IA.,, J(J r, 

7 
Hurricane Evacuation Zone: ____ .........,,__ ___________________ _ 
To Permit: It Y/'r-&lf?..-c:e f-o A-fl,.8c« c:or ~ .Q~~,,J¥~ 

o fJ- *'1 .:5 < ~ ~ I, !r v,; 1 ~ e?c Er e2 IV r- i>LS ., _s 

D 
D 

B 

All items on application completed unless not applicable (N/A) 

Signature of current owner - notarized 
If corporation - Sealed 
If not the owner - a written notarized authorization from the owner is to be included in the 
application. 
Filing Fee 

Plot Plan 

Scale on plan and North Point 
Lot Dimensions 
Setbacks 
Street Names 
Existing and proposed uses 
Signs (size, location & elevation) if applicable 
Off-street parking (if applicable) 
Elevation survey for flood zone variance 

eered plans approved by Engineering & Environmental Management 

HOA: Yes l
xcavations (if applicable) 

No (Q) fJor::;;,,r S e/1-.J t :t"-e ~ ...S e-~r~~ 

Airport: Yes 

Wellhead: Yes 

(Q No(~ b~~vAl/ 

O> No c6 
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PURSVANT TO CONDO~ BOOK069, P~GE 100 
OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

LIIM IIICIIUUI 
A PAICII. OP t.MD IIIN A llPUT OF SIASlft ASSIIIILT SUIDJllllft AS UCGIIID 

18' PLAT IGO& 1 · PMIS 11 AID II LYIN II TII IIITIIIDT ' Gf SICTI .. · 1 TIIISIJP 
28 SOITR. -· 11 US1" PllllUS ttullTY. FUNtJIJI t11• Mii PARIICIUIL! IISCRIIED 
A$ JOU,OIS: -- . ,• . 

COMIICI AT TII IOl1'IIVllt ........ , Ul8 SICTIOI 11 TllhCI SOUTH Ollll1 4t• usr. 
ALUI TIE IIUT I.Ill. 0, THI IOITHIIIIT • .,. IAID SEC1'1 .. I NI NO.OJ f'IIT ft TIE · 
NIIT or ........... SAii POIIT •••• TNI NUTIIII.Y -ulan.o, •• , ·1.1• Of fLlliD« 
..... ,, ... A .... F80'r IIIH um-•-1111 THENCE· SDltl lteH111• UST Altll wo· 
lllilT•OF•IIAY Liii.Fii 110,14 f.llt& 11IIIICI Sll11·0t001'17• IAST Fll·tt6.to FIIT Tl A 
,.,.,. QI llll·ARC Of A CORVI c1,e&,1 TO n1 IOUIUSTt.1NIICI sil11w11a, 41.01 flit 
ALON 1111 A1C OF SAID c•1111 IIAtt• l MDIII OF 1811.0D fllT • A CBTUL 11111,1 Of 
oooa1•07• AIII A C1IOID AID CIIOIIO IIMlll 'OF '1,01 Ret. SOITI ••• .,. ••• ·1111 TO THE 
NIIT IF IIVIRIE ClhA'fUII tF a CUlff CIICA11 TO Tiil ron•m, 1'llltlCI · SlmllAS111LY n,~-· nn Al.Oii TRI ARC,, SUI CUIVI .• ,, .. A MIIU o, ,,, .• FEET .. A CUTUL Mil.! 
OF &tol4'4t• UD.A·CIDll ·AII CRID IEARl•·o, 113.11 Jiit StUTII M .... •,1• UST T:O Tiii 
POllt Of TA=_i -Tllltl . IMJI. trOJ!,m .IAll.irfls.Hl. .• li. faT., TO. .. :Rfl IOIIT,..flf. rma-TUllE ,,. a a•1-" 1-..-nrftl· ·IOlfHWt"fi ,-ct· TULt 1 s, ... , ,1n a• ,11 MC ,, 
SAID CURii RAf1H A. Ulla Of, ••• 'In A CEIITIAL MILi ,, 43044•1,• •e A CN4tll MD 
CtlORD IUIIING OF' 114.10 mli_Soutll ft ·IO'SI· us,, t•EICI S011H ... ,.,, EAS11 ,oa 
10' .. U Fll1& TH-I SGlffll ne1e•51• IAST FOi tlO~•~•.lllT.1~ I. IUl!U•.8&1 EU.t..-. .-. ..... .-net, 111DC1 st111 sr17"'11•"RSTt"~ ~Kl VTH t1•1t•.11• •!st. 

11.11 FEIT& lllllCI S89TI 11 44 1at• Ills , ,Ol 111.M nn, TIDCI some .... ,., •• IAST. 
POI 111.u ,11,, 11l1CI .,. 4804'5• •• IIIT, ,Ol · 440. M nn, TIIICI. IOITII ,iou•oo• ·mt. 
,01 .21,.00 nit, TIIICI .•n• O&OH 1 11• IUT • ,OR ,., ... FIIT1 TMINI $0UTI ts•u•ar IA$T • 

·,OR 83.II FIITI 'IIIICI 11111 •• ..,. ... UST., .. 100.00 fn:T; 11111CI ... TII 5,o-43•aa• WT. 
,01 Ul0.00 ,u,, TIEICE •11d41eaa•st• UST• F8I 11.00 RlTt TIHCE. IOITI ••• , ••• UST• 
FOi el".U ,mi 11IICI llltH 'f032"4P ·w, • ,oR 1.4.tr PUT; , ... IOffl 18131 '41" tan. 
FOA ,,a.o, .,.,, 11bCl·IIITH 01eot•11• IAST. FOi 121.12 ,1111 T1111CI IDITtl SPt7•:n• ns,. 
fGI 182.13 flltJ llEIICI IORTR ......... vm t ,aa 111 .. 11 fltt, ,.1c1 .... 11•1e• •11• ftST" ,oa ,, ••• , F1Ef1 111£11CI stu11I 1JOa1•u• WIST. FINI 141.11 FEIT, THUCI DRT8 oe•n•42• VDT .. 
FOR 1ao.oo ,En Tl THE NIIT OF·····-~ · 

M~OITAJltll ,, •• ., AtllS IICII! OI LISS. 

~XMIBITA. 
Pagel of 2 
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PURSUANT TO CONDOMINIUM BOOK 069, PAGE 099 
OF THE P~LIC·RECORDS OF PINELLAS COUNTY, ~ORIDA 

--. LEGAL eJISIIPTl,U 

A TRACT OF LAND II Tiit lflST ~ 01 TNl IORTNIIEST \ OF SECT1~2. TllrlSHfP 28 SOUT1f
1 

IANSI 
15 EMT• PIIELLAS coum .. n091DA, BUN& MOU PARTICILML Y DD~IED AS fOLlDVI: 

FOi TME POtlff OF a11r•1n. COMMENCE AT TJfE SOUTIIWt CORIIEI Of 1111 sthtTll11£ST ~ e, THE 
ltOATMST 11 OF SAID SECTIOI. THIICt NOITH a1•ss•s3• VUT Al..tll Tiii SOITlt LIRE DP SAID SOIITHIIIST 
~ Of TIE IOITMIIEST ~. A OISTANCE Of 484. f2 FEET TO TH! IEAI HllN IATla UIE IIIIC El.tVATIGI 1 .. 11 
F£ET (USCIIS OATUII, 19Zf) AS SURVEYED .JVl.Y 23, 19141 ALSO IEIII TH£ 880DIRY OF SUIIEll£0 LARIS 
llfCIIDE ... IO COlffYb A$ PARCEL •1•1 Tlltlct AiOII& &\ID IIEAI Rt• IATElt lJIE ro Jlt) CALLS: 
ltORTR 43138

4
14• IIS!.a &4.3S FEET; NfHttll S&03S .. tt• lltST~.111,zt Fllra IIORTH 711QI QI• IIIST, 

98.41 FEiTi IOITII 71943'401 l!ST, 111 .. 10 FEET, NOlTM &9 19•41• IIIST, lat.GI fltt; 
SOUTII 87003•2,• nsr,.114.0S FEn; URTtl 11134•31" 111!!.I 149.42 fltT1 IORfff 4ii43•es• NUT, 
lt3.00 FEIT; IOllll 0111 1

01• Vl$t. 9S.91 ,,111 .ORTH v.·os•21• 1fCST1 107.0I FE£T~ TO A POJIT Gf 
INTIIS(CTIOI IQTII PARCEL ••• ,. OF PINELLAS COURtY•$ DISCIIPTJOI OF I.AIDS lOIIID ·AQaATIC L.Alas•, 
TMtlltE lUlltl& LAIIQIIAID OF PA8CEt. 1111 SE,11 (t) CALLS ll.018 SAIO LIN! OF PAICII. 111·1": 
NOITI t8'00

1

lJ• EAST, 8l.18 f£ET1 NORTit zo.oo FUT; usr l20.IO l!El1 NORTH 128.00 F&ET;. VEST 
120.oc; ,51T1 IORTH 11s.ao FEET; 1o•rH 14 ss•13• EAST, 11.,2 FIEt; 11t1cE L1"'111 PARCEL •1-1• 
NORTH 87 27'3t• EAST, A DISTAICE GF lS6.19 FlET1 lt A POIIT 01 '11! APPROIIIIATt TOP OF 8AIC OF A 
LA((; Ttt&•c1 SMff 39037,47• EAST ALON 5Al0 TQp OF BAIK. A OtstMCE DF 91.41 Fini TNINC£ 
souu oa•s,•11• YEST! A DISTAICE Of t4'.31 'Ht; TlftflCE SOITII 4,04s•ee11 EAST, A DISTMCI or 
!55.00 FEET; THllltE 1ou111 48045•001t EAST. A l)fSTAICE 0, •••• ,. f!&T TO A POIIT M THI MAI ffIIR 
IIAlll LJflE Of A IAYOU, ALSO 11118 THE 80UIOA11 DF SUBIEIIEI 18flS IECORDQ AID COIIVEYID AS 
PAIIC(L •o•, SAID l[IE arr•• THE llRIT$ er '91ffEILAIID IMY [Tlt,,l Fl.ATS) AS SUlllTED "81.Y ts, 1974, 
WHICH NEAi 11$1 VATER (MIN) LJIE BEING ILfVAflOI 1.21 FE£T (iSC&tS DATUM. ltlt) AS RC?OIDIO IN 
SAID·PARCtl." •g•, THtlCE ALOIII SAID NH• Lllll! ~OUR l4) CAI.LS: StlTH eaos,•11• tAST, 25,51 ftET; 
SOUTI. 3it~, '.ll ~ .UST, 110,.39 nn I ··~ f20 Jfi' 14', EAS_t .1 m' ._1, FEET1 .IIOUII 84t5&•24•. £AST, 
197.SI FiET Tl A POIIT·QM THE IAST LJRE or lNt SOUTltUIST ~ OF TB! NOKTNIIISf ~ OF stII SEC110N

1 TtJDICE ALON SAID EAST LIRE SOUTI 00o30' 31 • El.ST• A IJSTAl(t·e, 8tc.o, FEET TO THE POINT GF ~ ..... 
EXHIBIT A 
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Development Review Services 
440 Court Street, Clearwater, Fl 33756 727 464-3888 

RECEIPT NUMBER: 161403 DATE: 10/01/2013 TIME: 12:37 PM BY: LAK 

Rec From: WILLIAM KIMPTON PA 
The Amount of: $375.00 

Payment Method Description Amount 
-------------------- ----------------------------------- ----------
check 3049 375.00 

Permit#: BA13-00094 VAR 

Description Paid 

variance 375.00 
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Pinella.s 
County 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW SERVICES 

June 26, 2015 

Turtle Beach Land Company, LLC 
Attn: Andrew Irick 
2611 Keystone Road, Suite B-4 
Tarpon Springs, FL 34688 

Re: Turtle Beach (a.k.a. Sutherland Crossing) 
Site Plan 1858.10-Sidewalk Waiver Request 

Dear Mr. Irick : 

Development Review Services 
440 Court Street 

Clearwater, FL 33756 

The County is in receipt of your sidewalk waiver request via letter of June 18, 2015, which 
requests eliminating the sidewalk requirement from the "private road that is named Seaview 
Circle, and to certain "non lot" areas along the public roads named Seaview Drive and Florida 
Bouievard." According to your request, those units fronting on to pubiic roads (specificaiiy the 
19 units, numbered 37 through 55, would be constructed with a sidewalk per County 
specifications. The justification provide in the letter speaks to the hardship created by the 
"extraordinary number of trees, and the unusual topo, on both sides of the Turtle Beach 
private road ... Seaview Circle." 

Land Development Code 
The Pinellas County Land Development specifically Section 138-645 (e) (6) states, "Sidewalks 
shall be required on both sides of all streets and roads where such streets and roads are 
adjacent to residential uses or recreational uses, and shall be required at all other locations 
where pedestrian and vehicular traffic may conflict. When determined unnecessary or 
impractical to accomplish, these requirements may be waived by the county administrator. 
Request for such waivers shall be submitted in writing to the zoning division." 

As a matter of clarification, the sidewalk requirements apply to those properties within the 
project area. Consequently, the project as proposed has met the sidewalk requirement for 
the units fronting on to public streets; as a result; review of the waiver request wi!I focus on 
the portion of the project area with a private street, i.e. Seaview Circle. 



Analysis and Discussion 
The current sidewalk design provides public access throughout the public street portions of 
the project area, thereby meeting the intent of the code for accommodating pedestrians, 
bicyclist, etc. and providing an opportunity to recreate or visit neighboring properties in a safe 
and accessible manner. The private portion of the project area, although not providing 
sidewalk front each individual unit, provides sidewalk conpections to common areas of the 
project, on previously developed portions of the site that had limited or no sidewalks. 

Historically, the broader community was planned and constructed without the benefit of 
sidewalks. Previous development of this subdivision, as approved in the 1982 master plan, did 
not incorporate the use of sidewalks. As newer developments have come into the areas 
sidewalks have been required, thus creating a varied character throughout the general 
vicinity, as noted on Sanctuary Drive and Broadus Street. 

Determination 
Development Review Services, i.e. zoning division, has reviewed the technical merits of the 
waiver request along with the history of the project site and the general character of the 
surrounding area. It has been determined that the sidewalk requirement for the private road 
portions of the project, specifically units 1-36, 56-62, that front on to Seaview Circle are 
unnecessary and therefore as the designee of the County Administrator for site plan review, 
the waiver request has been granted. Furthermore, the sidewalks provided on the public 
portions of the project and throughout the common areas of the private portions of the site 
plan meet all applicable safety standards. 

Should you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter further, please feel free to me at 
727-464-6053 or blyon@pinellascounty.org. 

Regards, 

Blake Lyon 
Development Review Services Director 



• 

BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 

Pinellas 
(ounty 

Dave Eggers 

Pat Gerard 

Charlie Justice 

Janet C. Long 

John Morroni 

Karen Williams Seel 

Kenneth T. Welch 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW SERVICES 

July 6, 2015 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.10 4th Revised Final Site Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 
Plan Distribution Date: 6-29-15 

The above referenced site plan was approved by the County Administrator on 
July 6, 2015. Your next step is to subnut ( 4 ) sealed copies of this Final 
Administratively approved plan to Development Review Services Department and ( 4 ) 
sealed copies submitted directly to Sandra McDonald, PC Engineering &Technical 
Support at 14 S. Ft. Harrison for site inspection purposes. Building construction 
drawings must be presented to the Building Department for their review and approval. 
This letter must be presented at the time you request any further County permits. A 
Habitat Management permit must be obtained before site construction can commence. 

Please review the attached staff reports, since they may outline additional requirements or 
steps to be taken regarding this plan. 

If construction of this project has not commenced within 180 days of the date of this 
letter, this approval will become void and a new site plan submittal will be required 
incorporating all requirements current at the time of resubmittal. 

Please feel free to call my office at (727) 464-3888 should you have any questions. 

Sincere!~, ff 
,i ?c.A---k--
Blake Lyon, D~ r 
Development Review Services 

BL/jm 
Enclosures 

Pinellas County 
Development Review Services 

440 Court St. 
Clearwater, FL 33756 

Main Office: {727) 464-3888 

V /TDD: (727) 464-4062 

www.pinellascounty.org 



TO: 

FROM: 

SUBjECT: 

DATE: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

Mark Woodard, County Administrator 

Blake Lyon, DRS Director 

Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.10 4th.Revised Final Site Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 
Plan Distribution Date: 6-29-15 

July 6, 2015 

Recommend Approval 

Sutherland Crossing Condo lying in Section 2, Township 
28S, Range 15E 

The above referenced site plan has been processed through the Pinellas County site plan 
review system to include the following departments: Utilities Department, Planning 
Department, Building Department, and Development Review Services Department, and 
has been found to be in compliance with Pinellas County regulations. 

Description: This site consists of 34 acres located on the southern portion within the 
Crystal Beach Development. This plan proposes the redevelopment of an existing 
timeshare development to include the construction of 62 single-family dwellings to be 
recorded as a land condominium plat. The Board of Adjustment conditionally approved 
setback variances throughout the entire development (BA-12-11-13). Those problems 
cited by the Building and Development Review Services Department have been resolved 
and final site plan approval is recommended. However, the Certificate of Occupancy 
cannot be issued until the EnYironmental and Engineering conditions have been satisfied. 
This site is zoned RPD-2.5/1.0 and identified by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan as 
Residential Suburban, Residential Estate, and Preservation. 

The applicant received preliminary/direct final site plan review for this project on 
November 29, 2013 and now submits this plan for final site approval. Due to 
Commission action of Ja.'luary 26, 1974, all final site plans will be approved 
administratively by the Pinellas County Administrator. 

FINAL SITE PLAN 

Approved 'lJl 11 2QI§ ~~,--
BL/jm 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 



Pinellas 
County 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW SERVICES · 

July 6, 2015 

Development Review Services 
440 Court Street 

Clearwater, FL 33756 

The Final Administrative Approval (FAA), for the Revised Final Site Plan dated June 29, 2015, 
with Sheet 3 being revised on July 2, 2015 has been conditionally approved by the County. As 
mentioned in the previous letter, this staff report outlines additional requirements or steps to 
be taken regarding this plan. These items must be addressed in the manner and time indicated 
on the approved site plan or as stated in this letter. 

Engineering 
1. The multiphase construction schedule necessitates a subsequent review of final lot 

grading and drainage for each property or cluster of properties to be constructed upon 
prior to obtaining a building permit. Included in the review, but not limited to, shall be 
details of proposed roof drainage, swale details, and site grading. 

Environmental 
The requested note to the homeowner has been added to only Sheet 4, which reflects a small 
portion of the lots overall. For the CFAA plan submittal, please include the note on Sheets 3 
through 9 to ensure that all sheets addressing all lots contain this note alerting future 
homeowners of development conditions required at the time of lot construction. 

Habitat Protection and Preservation: 

1. The County will review and process the habitat permits as submitted per phase. Please 
provide all required information with each submittal. 

Protected Species: 

2. Habitat permits will not be issued for any site work without FWC documentation 
(including demolition) ensuring that all FWC permit requirements have been met (ie. on­
site or off-site relocation work completed). This has been noted in the applicant's June 
29, 2015 response memo. 



Conservation Easement: 

3. The "Conservation Easement" delineation and "Conservation Easement Note" must be 
included on the recorded legal separate instrument used in t he conveyance of this 
easement. The limits of the wetland and up1and buffer must be clearly delineated with 
survey points, bearings and distances. Conveyance of the "Conservation Easement" 
must be made to Pinellas County prior to this Department's recommendation for 
release of any Certificate of Occupancy associated with this project. 

Utilities 

1. The extended lateral serving Lot 41 should not encroach upon the conservation area. 

2. New meters will be furnished and installed by Pinellas County at the developer's 
expense. 

3. The proposed lateral for Lot 59 is missing a leader line and note. 

4. It has not yet been determined who will install the sewer laterals (County or developer}. 
If the developer performs this work, construction plan approval will be required (four 
sets of construction plans required). If Pinellas County does the work, two sets of plans 
will be required. 



I 
BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Dave Eggers 

Pat Gerard 

Charlie Justice 

Janet c. Long 

John Morroni 

Karen Williams Seel 

Kenneth T. Welch 

July 22, 2015 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 

RE: Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.10 4th Revised Final Site Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 

Dear Sir: 

Pinellas 
County 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW SERVICES 

It has come to the County's attention, through additional archive research associated with the 
aforementioned site plan approval, that Revised Final Site Plan issued on July 6, 2015 contains 
several matters that are inconsistent with County's codes. Consequently, the County is 
rescinding the Site Plan approval until these matters can be adequately addressed pending 
demonstrating full compliance with the County's applicable codes, ordinances, and regulations. 

As submitted, the current site plan references 62 units; however, it appears based on additional 
research of the original Point Seaside RPD Land Use Plan and associated project approvals that 
only 61 units remain available for the proposed Turtle Beach project site plan. 

County records indicate the 145.1 acre project area was comprised of 74.4 acres of aquatic 
lands (which afford no density), while the remaining 70.7 acres are zoned with a combination of 
RPD-1.0 and RPD-2.5, ultimately yielding up to 113 units. However, the Point Seaside 
development plan that was approved was limited to 110 units. In 1981, the County issued a 
site plan approval for Point Seaside included phases 1, 2, and 3. This site plan was comprised of 
62 single family lots, 49 lots along Point Seaside Drive, nine lots along the west side of Seaview 
Drive, and four lots along the east side of Seaview Drive. Phase 4, also known as Sutherland 
Crossing, was approved in 1983 as a 48 unit condominium project. 

Pinellas County 

D~velopmcnt Review Services 
440 Court St. 

Clearwater, FL 33756 

Main Office: (727) 464-3888 

V/TOO; (727) 464-4062 

www.pinellascounty.org 



The Turtle Beach site plan calls for redevelopment of Seaside Drive {13 units) and the former 
Sutherland Crossing project (48 units), not include the Point Seaside units; thus, the total unit 
count available for this project is 61 units. 

In addition to the lot count discrepancy and corresponding need for a site plan re-configuration, 
the County would like to discuss any other potential implications this might h:we on the site 
plan. Please feel free to contact me, 727-464-6053 or blyon@pinellascounty.org at your 
earliest convenience so we can discuss this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Blake Lyon, Dir ctor 
Developmen Review Services 

cc: Andrew Irick (via email) 
Mark Rutenberg {via email) 



I BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Dave Eggers Pinellas 

County Pat Gerard 

Charlie Justice 

Janet C. Long 
DEVELOPMENT 

REVIEW SERVICES 
John Morroni 

Karen Williams Seel 

Kenneth T. Welch 

July 24, 2015 

LMA 
31622 US Hwy 19 North 
Palm Harbor, FL 34684 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Sutherland Crossing/Turtle Beach 
SP# 1858.10 4th Revised Final Site Plan 
Parcel ID#: 2-28-15-88555-000-0000 & 0001 
Plan Distribution Date: 7.24.15 

The above referenced site plan was approved by the County Administrator on July 24, 2015. 
Your next step is to submit ( 4 ) sealed copies of this Final Administratively approved plan to 
Development Review Services Department and ( 4 ) sealed copies submitted directly to Sandra 
McDonald, PC Engineering & Technical Support at 14 S. Ft. Harrison for site inspection purposes. 
Building construction drawings must be presented to the Building Department for their review 
and approval. This letter must be presented at the time you request any further County 
permits. A Habitat Management permit must be obtained before site construction can 
commence. 

Please review the attached staff reports, since they may outline additional requirements or 
steps to be taken regarding this plan. 

If construction of this project has not commenced within 180 days of the date of th is letter. this 
approval will become void and a new site plan submittal will be required incorporating all 
requirements current at the time of resubmittal. 

Please feel free to call my office at (727) 464-3888 should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

BL/jm 
Enclosures 

Pinellas County 
Development Review Services 

440 Court St. 
Clearwater, FL 33756 

Main Office: (727) 464-3888 
V/TOO: (727) 464-4062 

www.pinellascounty.org 



Pinellas 
County 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW SERVICES 

July 24, 2015 

Development Review Services 
440 Court Street 

Clearwater, FL 33756 

The Final Administrative Approval (FAA), for the Revised Final Site Plan dated July 24, 2015 
(with p!an sheets dated June 29, 2015 and Ju!y 23, 2015), has been conditrona!!y approved by 
the County. As mentioned in the previous letter, this staff report outlines additional 
requirements or steps to be taken regarding this plan. These items must be addressed in the 
manner and time indicated on the approved site plan or as stated in this letter. 

Engineering 
1. The multiphase construction schedule necessitates a subsequent review of final lot 

grading and drainage for each property or cluster of properties to be constructed upon 
prior to obtaining a building permit. Included in the review, but not limited to, shall be 
details of proposed roof drainage, swale details, and site grading. 

Environmental 
The requested note to the homeowner has been added to only Sheet 4, which reflects a small 
portion of the lots overall. For the CFAA plan submittal, please include the note on Sheets 3 
through 9 to ensure that all sheets addressing all lots contain this note alerting future 
homeowners of development conditions required at the time of lot construction. 

Habitat Protection and Preservation: 

1. The County will review and process the habitat permits as submitted per phase. Please 
provide all required information with each submittal. 

Protected Species: 

2. Habitat permits will not be issued for any site work without FWC documentation 
(including demolition) ensuring that all FWC permit requirements have been met (ie. on­
site or off-site relocation work completed). This has been noted in the applicant's June 
29, 2015 response memo. 



Conservation Easement: 

3. The "Conservation Easement" delineation and "Conservation Easement Note" must be 
included on the recorded legal separate instrument used in the conveyance of this 
easement. The limits of the wetlar1d and upland buffer must be clearly delineated with 
survey points, bearings and distances. Conveyance of the "Conservation Easement" 
must be made to Pinellas County prior to this Department's recommendation for 
release of any Certificate of Occupancy associated with this project. 

Utilities 

1. The extended lateral serving Lot 41 should not encroach upon the conservation area. 

2. New meters will be furnished and installed by Pinellas County at the developer's 
expense. 

3. The proposed lateral for Lot 59 is missing a leader line and note. 

4. It has not yet been determined who will install the sewer laterals (County or developer). 
If the developer performs this work, construction plan approval will be required (four 
sets of construction plans required). If Pinellas County does the work, two sets of plans 
will be required. 



INRE: 

THE PINELLAS COUN1Y 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

Appeal of Site Plan #1858.11 

June Bmwick, 

Appellant. 

NOTICE OF PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE 

This cause coming on to be heard upon request for a formal hearing by the Appellant, 
notice is hereby given: 

THAT the Appellant, or her authorized representatives, and the staff of Pinellas County, 
shall appear before the County Attorney, or his designee, for a pre-hearing conference on Monday, 
November 16, 2015, at 2;00 p.m. The pre-hearing conference shall be at the Pinellas County 
Planning Department, 310 Court Street, Large Conference Room, Clearwateri Florida, to consider 
all matters suggested therein, and to simplify the issues and expedite the hearing of this appeal set 
for Tuesday, December 15, 2015, at 6:00 p.m. 

THE parties shall be familiar with the evidence and have full authority to make disclosure 
of f~ to admit and stipulate any undisputed facts and to waive technical requirements 
concerning the admission of evidence. No motions shall be heard at said pre-hearing conference. 

EACH party shall furnish the following items in writing to the County Attorney, to-wit 

a. A list of documentary evidence and e.xln'bits that will be offered dming the 
hearing and brief statement explaimng their purpose; 

b. A list of all possible witnesses, which shall include the witnesses' first name, middle 
initial, last name and present home address, business address, home and business 
phones, and a brief summary of the substance of each witness' proposed testimony. 

c. The Parties must bring copies of any documents or exhibits they intend to use at 
the hearing. to be placed in the record for the hearing. 

FAILURE to comply with the tenns of this Notice may result in the Pre-Hearing 
Conference being continued and/or the non-complying Party's witnesses and/or exhibits being 
disallowed or such other relief as the Board of County Commissioners may determine. 



FAILURE to appear at the scheduled pre-hearing conference shall constitute grounds for 
the Pinellas County Board of County Commissioners to find that the Appellant has voluntarily 
withdrawn the appeal. 

ORDERED this U ../'-day of October, 2015, in Pinellas County, Florida. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Notice bas been furnished by regular 
U.S. Mail and email toAppellant,IuneBarwick,P.0. Box 521, Crystal Beacll,Florida34681, and 
Joel R. Tew, Esquire, Attorney for the Site Plan #1858.1 J.,Applicant, Turtle Beach Land Company, 
LLC, a Florida limited liability company, on this t(,-l'aa.y of October, 2015. 

J~ 
County Attorney 
County Attorney's Office 
315 Court Street, 6'11- Floor 
Clearwater, FL 33756 
(727) 464-3354 

cc: Mark S. Woodard, County Administrator 
Jacob Stowers, Assistant County Administrator 
Blake G. Lyon, Director, Department of Development Review Services 



James L. Bemiett 
CountyA~ 
Pinellas Cowity 
31 S Court Street, (/'1 Floor 
Clearwater, FL 337!56 

TJn.V & ASSOCIATES 
AITORNEYS AT LAW 

Tm: OAQ OJI 1.u.MB'AIIBOC.JilNANCIAL CIKml. 
29'9 PALIIBAJIBIE9CJIIYVAD, 8lllu: A 

PAUi .ILUmoll, F.lalllDA 34&1 

November 2t 201 S 

Re: Turtle Beach Sb Plm # 1858.11/Barwlek Appeal Nodce 

Dear Mr. Bennett: 

I zepresmt Turtle Beach Land Company, UC, the property owner and applicant for the 
abovo-refmnced approved site plan. In :response to your Notice of Pro-Hearing Conference 
dated October 26, 2015, and with respect to the pmding appeal refcamced above, please accq,t 
this letter as a furma1 request/demand 1br inmvmtion by Turtle Beach Land Company, ~ as 
a primary interested-affected party, inasmuch as Turtle Beach Land Company, LLC, bu a 
primary vcmd iniarcst in this matttt u the lmd owner and the applicmtldeveloper for tile 
project that is affect.ed by the approved site plan. 

We would nquest such intervention to ina1ude the right to attand and participate in both 
the pre,,hearing conference scheduled fi>r November 16, 201 S, md the BOCC hca:ring sclioduled 
for December 15, 201 s,. in this nudtet. 

JRTll,!?l 
pc: Mr. Marc Rutenberg 

Mr. John Landon, P .E. 

V,ryttuly~ 

& ASSOCIATES 

R.~ 
oelR. Tow 

Counsel for Turtle Beac.h Land Company, LLC 



II. BQAI.D OF COUNTY 
tDMMUIIOHIU 
o.er.m 
P.lt lietard 
~eJIHllce 
UmC.llllJI 
Johe MQfflllll 

IC'llr"t Wlllla1111 Seet 
Kmnelh T. Wdch 

Joel R. Tew, Esquire 
Tew&: Associaa 
2999 Palm Harbor Boulevard, Suite A 
Palm Harbor, FL 34683 

November 31 2015 

RE: Turtle Beach Site Plan #18S8.l 11Barwick Appeu 

This ir, Mt. Tew, to acknowledge your letter dalcd November 2, 201 s. seeking intttven.Cion in 
both the pre-hearing conference scheduled for November 16, 20151 Md tbe Bomd of County 
Commjs.,ionen hearing scheduled for Dccrmber 15, 201S, all in resard 1o the above-captioned 
matter. 

Your lettar is timely filed and yOUf request is hereby approved by me as counsel to tbe Board of 
Count)' CommissiOJJerS in this matter. 

JLB:sme 
cc: June Barwick 

Sincerely, 

tJt-~ 
Jainca L. Bennett 
County AUDrniey 

Blake G. Lyon, Dm,ctor, Development Review Services 
David S. Sadowsky, Sr. Am County Attorney 
Jacob Stowm, Assistant County Adminismdor 
Mark S. Woodard, County Admini.Btmtor 

!l:\tllllll.t'A~L~Cltaila111••• t'IClttS..,_ 
PI.Ji\SE ADOIIBS REPLY TO: 

315 ceurt 1trett 
a..ter, Florida 33751 

l'hone: (7~ 414-J35f 
MX: ('127) -M4-4147 
TOD: cm) 464-4431 

WeWte: WWW-Pia~Ofl 



Inh: 

T.HE PINELLAS COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNI'Y COMMISSIONERS 

Appeal of Site Pim #1858.11 

June Barwiclr. 

Appellant 
' ----·!" 

.ffip.:~1ffi.f.@jfp£Bti~.GT.Xtl{Ml'fil 

On November 16. 2015, tho following Patties to 1ftill causo. or their authoriact representatiws, 
appeared before the County Attorney's designea at a pl'HleUing confcmJ.cc and the fullowing action was 
1Bken: 

Parties: Appellant- Juru, Barwick 

Appollee- Blab G. L~ Director. Development Review SeJvices 
David Sadowsky, Sr. AssJlbmt County .Attomey 
Jake St.owm. A!sisbmt Comq Administrator 

Intervenor- Tmtlo Bcach Land c.ompany. U.C 
Joel R. Tew (Attorney) 

l. Statement of Case: This is an appeal of'l'urtle Beach Sito Plan #1 a,s.11 

Thia appeal was filed by J'une Barwick via ietter dated October 20. 20i5 (copy attached as Bxln'bit 
1 ), and addressed t.o Made Woodard, the County Adm.iniltrator. Ms. Bmwickmised several iaSUO$ 
in h• appeal, which are summarized in paragraphs l tbrough 4 in her let1er. Smee this is an appeal, 
Mr. Tew slaScd his poaitioa at the pre-hearing oonfarcmoe that tmtimoJly at tho quasi-judicial 
homing bcfon, the Board of Ccnmty Commiuicmen (BCC) should be limited m those matnnflised 
in Exhibit 1 in c,rder t.o protect the due proceu rig1dl on bis client. 

2. Issues to be Resolved: 

a. Whetber1he aemption from tho provmom of Sections 166-50 and 166-Sl. Pinollas CmJnw 
I.Amd Development Code (PCIDC) provided for in Section 166-46 i& applicable to Site Pia 
#1858.11 (hereinafb,r nicn:ru:cd as~ Sim Plan). In nwimng the Sito Plan. .Pinellas Comty 
(Coumy) applied the eumptioa provided for in Section 166-46, PCLDC. Ms. Barwick mbs 
the poldtion that the exmnptian ii not appJicablo. Mr. Tew, repra,mting the 
InterwootfPrope Owner, takes the positiOtl 1hat tbe axempfion does apply. Mr. Tew further 
1akes the position ~ notwithstanding the mom.plion. the Site Plan eamplio, with the 
requirements that were waived, specifically tho n,quiranents of Scxitions 166-SO aad 166-51, 
PCLDC. 

b. Whether the BCC has jurisdiction to hear an appeal to Variance BA 12-11-13, which was 
approved by 1he Bow of Adjustment (BOA) following • public hearing lleld on 

1 



November 7. 2013. The BOA's decision wtis nmdered via letter dated Decamber 9, 2013. 
Ms. Berwick's position is set forth in parapapb #fl. in Bxhibit l. Tho County 1akcs 1he poamon 
that the BCC has no jurisdiction in this matter and dud: my IaDCdy Ms. Barwidt hu regarding 
that decision is govmJCd by Sectiuns 138-120 or 138-122, PCLDC. Similarly. Mr. Tew 
maintam dud Che BCC is wholly without jurlsdk:tion to hear any such appoal due ro the, 
jurisdictional limit sc,t forth in Section 131-120, PCLDC. 

c. Whether the DCC has llDY audlOrity to compel an applicant for lb plan approval to comply 
•ith the Smte af Florida's regulatmy roqu.ire.meo.ts. including applying for and receiving 
applicable permm, if any. MB. Barwick•, compl,int in tJda rcprd is set forth in pangraph #4 
in Bxhibil l. At tho prc-hcuJns co.afi:awce, * eoutirmod tbat lbe bu raised her concrms 
wi1h the State of Florida. The County lam the position that it has DO jvrhKlictioa 1D ~ 
S. regulatory n,quimnmts. Mr. Tew ccmcma with tho County's po&ftiw.. a IOt ftmh .uraa, 
and uo nofed there is IIDtbiq in the PCLDC that requires isswmoe of my applicable &Ide 
permits as a prerequisitm to County appoval of a site plan. & further objects to 1his issue 
being niaed in 1he appeal due fo the potential prejudicial impact it could haw cm hi, client 
during the quasi-judicial proceeding befiml the DCC. 

d. Whcstber the sidewalk waiver inued p1ll'IU8ftt to Section 138-64S(eX6) WIS appropriately 
issued. Seo parapph IS below :tbr ltipulaflld &cts patiaaut to this iaaue. Ms. Barwick'& 
pomion iB that the waiver CODStitoms a public d1J ooncem. The County diugrees \lith 6i, 
position, particularly since the waiver only applies to the prlva1D road,, ~ arc, k,cqd 
beyond thtl pmd mtrJ, to die Turtle Beach community. Mr. Tew agrees with the County's 
position and further, questions whethe,r tlH: DCC bas jurisdiction 1D hear 1his specific i.uue,. 

3. Docuoientmy Hvidmce and Buibm: 

At the pn,-luiaring oonfinnce, 1llo Parties Cl8Cb. o111bm1ttm dooumemmy evidence fnto 1be record 
md wa"O siwm until 9:00 a.m., November 19, 2015, to submit IAlditicmal dooumen1lay evidence in 
to tho reccmi Updated evidence waa provided by the deadline given. The Parties have wmbd 
~to m1!UtO copies ofdlerapcctive submithls are available to each Pmty. 

4. LlstofWitnesse1 and Summary of Testimony: 

The County provided a IWised list of doc::mnentmy evidence and ob:ibim, as well u all JJOUID.lo 
wimuses before 1he mne frame IC'JI: forth in pamgraph 3, which is IVlcbed as &hibit 2. F.xlu'bit:2 
providos a brief aummay of each wflnasl' anticipmd 1:elltimoey. Mr. Tew provided a list of 
docummtary ~ and witnellse8 with aa indication u to tho subject matter to which each 
witnms will tmtify. whkh fl IIUlc)Jed as &hibit 3. Ms. Barwick provided a compiladan of 
potmtial wi1ncuos, slucUngthe mbjectmatterto which each witllca will ~stify. A supplcmadd 
filing inoludcd ID updak,d mt of doounw,11b11y evidence IUbmitted, which includes I list of 
witnesw widi m iadic:ation as to 1be subject maUer to which each witrlel1 will testify. 'lbia 
supp1cmeatal. fifing wu received widlin the time frame set forth in pal'll8l'lph 3 IDd is ataaciled a 
Bxhibft4. 

S. Stipu)aced Iuues anclPerlinmt Facts: 

The sidewalkn,quinmmt WU waiwd only in n,pl'fi to du, private roads, which Irv Jocated beyond 
the ga1Bd cmtJy to the Turtle Bcacla eonmumity. Sidowalb will be requin,d along the public J'IJlds 
which lead to dtls gated entry, u well u in various locations baJmJd the pied mury, pimariJy in 
and around the common areas. 
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6. Tiu, Parties' attention is dnlwn to Section 134-14, PCLDC, which pertains to quasi-jwicial 
proceedings before the BCC. To c~ the ~ sc,t furth ~ tho following Oidcr of 
pn,sentation and time limits will apply to 1ml quasi-jadicial proceeding boforc the BCC: 

a. County staff-20 mmua 
b. Appellant- 20 minutes 
c. Jntorva:1.01-20 minutes 

"Affected Party," aa that tmm ii WJed in Seetion 134-14. PCLDC, shall m.clude Ms. Barwick, 
County slafFand Turtle Beach Land Company, LLC. u represented by Mr. Tew. Any Party who 
wishes to file a motiOll regarding any legal iuues raised herein may oo so no leiet than 
December 8, 2015. Such motions will he heard and. disposed of prior to the pm.,emation of any 
evidence, or'lllatimony. 

1. The Parta have ma (S) business dQI mm reoeipt of this Pre-Hearing Conmcooc Statm:u.eot to 
file with the Coum;y Attorney ~om to die statmnent, Bi*ifically, uo1il S:00 p.m., 
Nowmbm 30, 2015. 

8. Any documents or wimesses not disclosed herein will only be considured by die BCC upon a 
showing of good cause and a lam of unfair pn,judico and smprise. 

O. The Appeal Heiring is cllfflln!:ly sabedulod for Tuoaday, Daaember IS, 2015, after the regular 
.meeting of the Board of County Commfsric>nena to be held in the Aasembly ~ S1II Floor. 
3 lS Court Streat. Clearwater. FL. The Hearhlg shall begin II soon a&r 6:00 p.m. u possible. 
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~GA'JBCF DYJCB 

I HEREBY Clra.TIFY that a copy of the foregoing Pre-lINrina Conferenco Stamment haa been 
tbrn.iahed ,1a email and U.S. Mail to Appellant, June Barwia, at junebarwick@ppjl.wn, P.O. Box 521, 
Cryata1 Beach, Fl, 34611, and Jcel R. Tew,~ at JTew@tewlaw.:u,, TDW & Associatu. 2.999 Palm. 
Hwtor Daul~ Suit8 A, Palm Harbor, PL 34683, Attomey fut the Sm Pim #18S8.11. Applicant, Turtle 
Beach Lad Company, ILc. & Florida limited liabilliy company, on this 19'1 day ofNovember 2015. 

ec: J1111e11 L. Bennett, County Attomey 
Blake G. Lyon. Dinlctor, DevalCJplllSlt Review Servicea 
David Sadowsky, Sr. Assistmt County Att.omey 
late Stowers, Assistant County Adminiatmtor 
Marks. w~ Cou.nty Administntor 
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TO: Mark Woodard, Pfnellas Countv Admrnlstrator 

R.E: APPHI or SP# 1858.11 September 30, 2015 Revision to Approved Plan 

Dear Mr. Woodard: 

For the past half year, I hlW! been worting with an ever-growing group of residents of Crystal Beach, 
known c:ollectfvely as Crystal Beach Watch, to attempt to understand the proposal ofTurde Beach Land 
Company for their development of the property formerfv known as Sutherland O'osslng. The 
cammunfty was plvanlzed Into action by an unfortun•tt request from the developer to create a pted 

community In our midst that would not on,V be antft:hetlcal to the Crystal Beach way of llfe, but would 
also ef'fetttwly remove the most frequently used access to Lake Chau'tiiuqu&, a pubiic lake. O>ilectfng 
infol'IT1atfon from the Olllnty staff and doing research of our own Into county codes and procedures. ~ 
learned that the dewloper was asserting to staff that they were submitting a "plan revision• which 
would avoid many of the environmental controls that would be typk:al of a project of this magnitude In 
such an environmentalfv sensitive area:They also had plans to refflO\le a park that had been deJlpted 
as a park for over thirty years and used by the community for aa:ess to the lake and to the walkl111 trall 
In the adjacent Clearwater Marine Aquarium preservation lands. 

Jnltlally, we supported the staff desire ta have the developer go through full site pfan review, rather 
than bypass this step clalmlns It w.s not necessary for a lend condominium. We prevalled on this front, 
ontv to find that the staff was willing to expedite the site! plan review, In larp part by agreeing with the 
questionable assertion that thl1 was simply a revision of the prevlausJv-,approved 1982 site plan for a 
group of 62 small time-sharing cabins In a naturally-landscaped setting. This view of the site plan as a 
revised plan resulted In the development being exempted from up-to-date envlronrnental resulatlons 
and wetland boundaries and not requlrin& many parts of a full site plan review. 

Our a'lument Is not really with t.he developer; we assume they a1W8Y$ want to mllXimize profit on each 
project. our araument Is.-.. the Co1.1nty staff who supported this intensity c,f development with little 
regard t:o community Input or appropriate env:tronmental practices, and wfth apparent lack of concern 
for crftlcal safety Issues Hice setbacks, sidewalks, and traffic analysis. We beffeve that countv 
government should be the ptekeeperfarensurlns prudent development that f'KO!nlzes and attempts 
to accommodate community mncems, satisfles current environmental prctections, and Is consistent 
with C'Dunty development goals and the comprehensive plan. 

lhe developer has responded Jn part to community pressure by slsnlns a settlement a1reement with 
another appellant and same of her ne'8hbors which protects the above-mentioned community park fn 
return for these Individuals qreelng to no longer participate in the community opposition ta his plan. 
Because af this actfon, the 1st of Items being appealed below does not Include the Issues about the 
communftv park. Naturally. If this agreement rs rescinded the prior Issues of privatizing a pubic park 
bloddns access ta a publfc lake should be reinstated In this appeal. 



This appeal of the approval of this plan rests on several complaints: 

1. Evaluatfne this project as simply a revlSion of the 1982-approved plan for Sutherland 
CrossJng and therefore exempt from certain key environmental re,u latlons as weH a• the 
need for a full and up,-~ate evaluation in key areas llke ~ safety, and water quality. 
This simply flies in the face of realtty ... the project Is a different use with a different layout. 

2. Granting setbacks on tile public road, relylns on an Incorrectly processed BOA variance 
request rn 2013. The attached correspondence, lncludlna our complaint letter of 8/U/l5 
and .subsequent correspondence with the assistant countv 1dmlnlstrator, Is attached. Jn 
summary, the lsSue Is that the 1ppllcant requested "A", the staff recommended "'A• with 

conditions, the BOA approved "A", then the staff Issued a decision letter 1ranttns "B" which 

Included more than was requested. If the Board wants to extend the variance beyond the 
subject of the appllcatlon made by developer on 9/24/2013 or beyond the staff 

recommendation made at the hearfns on 11/7/2013, then a revised appllcatlon should be 
flied, appropriate publfc notice a,ven and a wt.e taken In a r1sularfy calendared session of 
the Board. To hilndle • variance that dremattc:artv affects many acres of development ,n 
what seems almost a casual way without any of the normally required paperwork., staff 
revlew or publlc notJce ~iolates the letter and spirit of the rqulatrons and, ff uncorrected, 
rafses questions about the lnb:(p tty of those Involved. 

3. Vague and/or erroneous statements by staff over the period of our discussions with them 
raquesttns Information. Dlscretion1ry decisions by steff have resulted In unprecedented un 
of lower wetJand buffers, possibly endansertns the pubUc lake, and the wahler of the 
requirements for sJdewalks resulting In publlc safety Issues. 

4. Electfng to not involve the State Department of Environmental Protection., indudlng 
requiring the applicant to apply for a DEP Envlronmentaj Resource Permit, and other state 

a~ies Involved in protecting the Plneflas .Aquatic Preserve. 

The handhn1 of this entire project flies In the face of stated Pinellas County objectives to support 
community characteristics, preserve the environment and operate wfth transparency. n,ere Is a 
contlnulna concern for the safety and well..being of the citizens of Crystal Beach and the Protectlon of 

our environment. 

Please advise as to next steps In this process. 

Very truly yours,· 

June Barwick 



Pinellas· 
(OI tu·. 

DE'VELOPMENT 
AEVfEl! SEf\VJCES 

Nove:nber 18, 2015 

1o: County Attomev's Office 

From: Development Rev'.ew Services 
Blalce L~n, Director 

R": Appeal of Site Plan 11858.11- Pre-Hearfns; tonfet?.r.ce Evideme Request 

The followfr11 fnfonn11tlon has been provided In response to the Notice of P~Haarlns Conference: 

a. A list of documentary efl'ldence and exhibits 

1. Anal Administrative Approval (FAA) for SP #1.ISS.11 
2. Site Pian #1858.11 
3. O«:tober 20, 2015 Appeal Letter 
4. 1979 - POfnt Se1111de Master Plan 
5. 1980- Point Seasfde Master Plan 
6. 1981-PoJnt Seaside Site Plan (Phases ~ 2. and 3) 
1. 1983-Sutherland tnmlns (Phare 4) 
8. 1985 - Sutherland Clossin,: II 
9. Site Phtn #1158,10 
10. Variance-BA 12-11-13 
11. Sldawelk Wlfver 
12. FM for SP #1858.10 
13. Julr 22, 2015 letter ruclndif'IS SP #1858.10 
14. July 24, 2015 letter i'efn.istatfng SP #1858.10 
15. Goonfe Earth/Street View of the Point Seasld? M2ster Plan area and surrounds 
16. Pf neHas County GIS layen (I.e. zonln& land use, subdlvf&lons, utlfftles, floodplafn, etc) 
17. Point Seaside nnd SUtherland CrouJnt Plats 
18. Plnellas COUnty Land Dffelopment O>de 

b. A fist of all posslblt Wlt:nessb 

The followtns addresses are for the employees fisted below: 



1 lllake Lyon, ot:~"Ctc.r of D9elopmem: Reviaw Services, 727~ - Ufscusslon of the DRS 
islts plim review proce~ the wrronm, and Pinelfa~ County Lrmd Developm..,ut Code. 

:!. Cllf! Still: ~nvlromncntal Man:!lg&r: 7Z7~a9" - Df.stlm.lon of the DP.S site plan revft .. J 

P111Ce,s and err.'froilmental n..cu~ns within the Plnellirs County Land DeveJaprr.ent Code. 

~. OHol Pu«:heH, SenJor Envlronmenttl Spedalfst, 727~16 - Dfscussfon of flefd 
o,ndltlons, site plan review process, and environmental ,esullltlons. 

4. Gene Cmsson, DeveJopment Review Se1vices Manascr, 727-464-3642 • Discussion of Site 
Plan rwlew prac:css, (111:i development code rep~arJons, and subject muter expert on 
Pubflc Wor'JCS rel.fed i~ms such as roadway standards, access requirements, etc. 

!. Jnn M~ Plans COordlnatar, 727--464-3580 - DlscusSlan of &lte plan review process, 
spedik:ally coordination of. site pbn dfstrlbutlon, c:onsolidatfon of review r.omments,. arid 
zonl,. comrnJ?nts. 

c. ct~nn Bdiey* Zonl111 Man1ger, 727--464-5640 - Dl~usslon of vartance procoss with the 
Board of Adjustment. 

7. Tommy Swinton, Planning Analyst, i27~64·3583 - Olseus&Jon of variance process, 
speclflcallv th• notice and advertising ~odoloaY. 

22211 usu N, aearwaw. FL33765 

8. Tom Washburn, Tl'lfflc Enginm.tr, 727-464 8804 - Discussion of the County's roadway 
standards, tmfk: 0pemlons, and general drscusslon of Public Work's sJte p,.n rw1ew 
pn,cedures. 

9. David Smidt, Profmslannl Enifneer, 727--464-3353 - Dixuss of the County's stonnwatet a:xf 
dnunase regul.ttons 11nd r.,gulllto,y review of the site plan. 

10. Sandra MdJonald, Professional EnalnNr, 727-464 4068- Discussion of the Coumy's utllltlils 
and rqulatory review of le site plan for potendel Impacts to the ut1llty system. 



·rm rm1u.,1.AS cot:.~"tY 
DO,UU> or COl~TY COM\ru."SION!tt& 

Ji.P,-J Gf'Slte f'J,m lft.m.11 

Jae Batwlckt 

App,Uur. 

IMT&RVENOBJ.APPUC!ABI"SPRERF.AJU.NG CON1'1JU!NQ; 
fX>:MW»NCl. l>OCU)fJ~'Sf.l.lS'f8 

~r/App!icmt, Turtle Beacla LIDd Company, ILC, horeby snbmi1s its list of docuuenmiy 
evidence llld mdubf1s, IISd lilt of potential witnesses. for the hearina of this appUII as dncted by 1he 
Notico oflw-Heming Confwel1go: 

Sdaed•Je of ~Cmy l.~•l!NE.ddMh~ 

I. Approved s;io Plan With Final AdminilCfflt.ive Approval Notioe Dated .1uJy 2,4. 2015 (Sm P!an 
#1). 

2. Approved llevitod Siu. PINi With Final Adminimtive Approval N~ Olltcld September 30, 
201S (Sa Plan # 2). 

3. Aerial Overlay Dopicm,g Site Plan# 1. 
4. AsiaJ Cmflay DepiCling Silo Plan# 2. 
S. Condomiah1nt h-P!at To Confurm to Sm, Plan IJ 2. 
6. .Jefiiris ScUlement.Agreemeat W"nb Raidmt Con&amlJomden 
7. Vicinity .M,p To Identify Location of Settlemcait Agn,ement Plrtie11 tro Be Proviclad Prior to 

Hearing] 
8. FDBP Bumptioo Ldlr 

SdmJ11 orletNdlld Wi:tatsNri 

TOltimony Ro: Projeot Data & History/Sito Plan Approval Proccafl'ochnical Om,pliance Matters: 

John Lindon, P.B., Land.mi. Maree&. Auociates 
Don .Ridwd1an. PhD.7 BjoJogistl.Bnviron.ial CODSW11mt 
Tuy Shimp. Shimp Swwyiag 
Chrilty Jones, Blquae 
Randy Allltin. Lrudon, Mcmee & Aasociata 



J°"l R. Tew, &quire 
~Rutw>org 
Blab Lyon 
JabStowon 
AlN&YNoli 
1ohnCueva 
David &oU. p .E. 
Cliff'Sb11 
GeocCrouon 
David Smida, p .E. 

T~y h: Settl.?iuc,al .Agnwnent/Rmsed Sile Plan P:ooess: 

Audrey A.. Joft'r.a. Blrf uin, 
M'.atfww Poling. Bsquin, 
J'"'l lt Tew. -Esquire 

Odien: 

All Witnesses Urted ot C:i.Dod by tho Appellant 
All W°Jtneuel LilltBd ~ Called by tho Coum;y 
Rob1maJ W"dnelsel A. Neoded 

Rcspuctfblly Su~ 

~¥ 
CoWII0\1.or lmawoodApplicant 
Turda Beech Land CoaiplUly~ LLC 

Dato: Nowmbe1· l~i 201S 

. 
~.DOCX) 



Turtle Beach Appeal Book 
Site Plan # 1858.11 

List of potentlel wftnU$e, 

Maps 

o The 1979 Series Scale map of 'Sutherrar,d Crossing Area' fn PrneHas 
County, FL-Arial view prepared by Kucera & Associates 

o Jan 7 1980 Point SeasJde RPO Land Use P1an,. with enlarged notes 
section on following page. 

o September 1980 prelimf nary plan for point seasf de, indudir.g note 

about county requirement of min. 5.3 ac of park in the 26.S 

"condominium" area 
o August 25, 1982 Final Site Plan Point Seaside £ast A Condominfum, by 

SM & K. fnc.., with enlarged notes on following page 
o June 29, 1983, Plat for Sutherland Crossing A Condominium 

o May 18, 2013, Existing Condftions/DemoJition Plan prepared by LMA 

o September 23, 2015, Turtle Beach Site Plan, final administrative site 
plan approval, with land unit owner notes on foHowin1 page 

o Two maps with color-codec! comparison between existing and planned 
housing density 

o Color-coded plan showing inadequate upland buffers 

Plnellas County code (used, but not lneluded in this document} 

o Sec.138-151, 152 zonfng clearance 
o Sec. 138-176, 1n, 178, 179 site plan requirements and review 

procedures 
o Sec. 138-180 time Hmits on site pJ;ms 
o Sec.166-46 Site Plan exemption~ 
o Sec.166-50 updated buffers adjacent to wetlands 

o Sec. 166-51 Upland preservation area 

Plnellas County Comprehensive Plan (used but not included in this 
document) 



Documents 

• June 5, 2-15, Environmental Assessment of the Turtle Beach Project by 
Donald P.ichardson; Ph.D. 

• File of early 1980 environmental assessment retters 

• comprehensive Consenr"tlon and management plan fo1· 
Clearwater Hai"bor and St. Joseph Sound-pp 24-26 

• Sales Brochure of Crystal Beach that Includes commu1)[ty character 
and other historical informatiors - to be provided by O~c 8th 

• Article with Jflustration of Crystal Beach Spring for Crystal Beach 

• Excerpt f'rom draft overlay document 
• BOA# BA-12-11-13: application, recommendation, minutes, decision 

letter, and attachment wlth complalnt letter and correspondence 
• Impervious surface comparison for·sutherrand Crossing and Turtle 

Beach projects 
• Excerpt from arsument that site plan review Is arequlred for condo 

project, March 19. 2015 
• December 21, 1989 letter from county on number of unjts: 48 

condominium units plus 13 single family lots {62 for point seaside, 49 

used). Also approval rescission letter calcuiating number of units. 

• Transcript oi Blake Lyon testimony at the PaJm Harbor Street vacation 
hear1ng (BCC 11/10/15, item 20} on importance of community histoty 

and chsracter - to be provrded by December 8th. 

E>ecerpts from Pinelfas County Staff responses to submitted slte-pJans 

Pictures 

DEP and other state agent\'" communjcation - to be provided by Dec 8th 

Petitions - format enclosed., sfgnatures provided by December stti 



POTENTIAL Wll'NESS i.JST-

testlrnony on hlsttH'\' and charactm~ of Crystal Beach .• appfica·bJJity of ,Jte 
plan as "revisfo-,• of 1982 plan, f!nvironmentaf Issues., and other e,mmpJ~s 
of inedeq.uscy of the current site plan fro", the perspective of both subject 
p~fesslor,als &nd members of the community. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
s. 
6. 
7. 
a. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 

25. 

Gregg Bachman, PhD - 520 Indiana lwe CB 
Debbie Barasso - 415 Henry Lane CS 
June Barwick - 613 Tennessee Ave CB 
Kent Barwick - 613 Tennessee Ave CB 
Robin B!e[cr RN - 530 'Tennessee Ave CB 

Sue Conlon - 609 Pennsylvi:nia Ave CB 
Alicia Donohue - 600 Tennessee Ave CB 
William W Falls, PhD-187 Sage Circle CB 

PauJ Ford - 45 Lorraine St CB 
William C. Gibson - 510 Avery St CB 
Kerrv Glem - 530 ·rennessee Ave CB • 
Linda lienry- 200 Vincent St CB 
Marie Henry- Henry l.anP. CB 
Jerri Hill - 357 Henry Lane CB 
Robert A. Hill - 357 Henry Lane CB 
Jon A. Hull - 204 Charleston Ave CB 
John P McMahon, Jr- 253 Georgia Ave CB 
Barb McNeil - 200 Vincent St CB 
Robert P Murray, AIA- 407 Maryrand Ave CB 
Claudette Otto- 205 Vincent St CB 
Sherrie Teddy MD - 520 Indiana Ave CB 
Unique Engineering Solut;ons, lLC --4177 Corpnrat.e Court PH 
Dale Wallace, certified arborlst - 609 Pennsylvania Ave CB 
Barb Witrin, 562 Ontzrio Ave CB 



In:Re: 

THB P1NlllJ..AS COUNTY 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

• 

AppealofS~Plan# 1858.11 

IUDC Barwiek. 

Appellant 

I 

INTBR.VENOR TUR'ILB BEACH LAND COMPANYLLC1S 
MOTION TO DISMISS AND/OR MOTION TO STRIKE, 

AND MOTION IN LIMJNB 

lntervoDar, Turtle Bea Land Ccmpaoy, LLC, purgnt to Section 6 of the Pro-Hoarmg 
Conference Siatement, hereby mes and serves ha Motion to Dismiss and/or Motion to StrDce, and its 
Motion in LiniiM. and in support~ says: 

I. Motion t.o Dismiss and/or Motion to Strike 

A. Intcmmormovea to dismiss and/or stribl'amgraph 2 of tho Appellant's "appeal letter" 
dated October 20, 201S, and all maums ascnxi 1hsroin, in their mtiroty. 1be grounds 
for the motiona are u follows: 

{i) pursuant to tha County,, Land. Development Code and applicable 
Florida Jaw, all such matters are timo-bamd as tho time period for 
.aseerting any sueh argument(,) expired !DOR than two (2) yem ago. 
Moree>ver, such time limitations are jurisdictional and cannot be 
waived; tberofore such claims cannot be aasmwd as a matter of law; 
and 

(ii) Independent of the absollde time bar set forth in (i) above, tho Board 
of Coamy Cnmmisafonas Jacks my lepljurisdiotinn ~ hear mob. 
matters. • excwsivo jmiadiction OVel' any appoel, lllfmpre1ation, 
mrocati~ modification or any other IIUdlBr whataoeYer reJamd ti) 
such \'lriance(11) lios cxclusivoly with 1ho Board of Ad,iustments and 
Appeals, llD.der the County11 Land Development Code and applicable 
Jaw; tberoforc tho County Corornissioo is precluded :&am 
consideration of any such daims as a matter of law. 

B. Intetvenor moves to dismiss and/or strike P.amgrapli 3 of tho Appellant's "appeal Je1ta"' 
dated October 20. 2015, and all mattas Ullcmd th~ in their entirety. The sroums 
for tho motions an, that any such allepd ltalements or condud: by staff to the Appellant 
me not legally ma1mial to wutber1he Imirwnor's lite plan approval was nqufred bytbe 
Lmd Dave!opmont Code, ad thmm>re such claims are impcrtment end net legally 
relevaut tc 1he subject matter at band. AfJ1 such claims may be the subject to intcmal 

{AQ2360U.DOCX ) 



poliey reviow by tho Comity Admiuiltndi~ but are not mderial or n,Jewnt to my 
lllbstantivc. lepl appeal of the In1ervenor'1 am, pwl approval. 

C. Jntervonormovea to ctismils and/or stri1a, Paragraph 4 of tho Appellant's "appeal~ 
dated~ 20. 201S, and al! m:urn a=rtzd tbcmn, in dwir entirety. The grounds 
for the motions are u follows: 

(i) as a maua- of Florida Jaw. exclusive jurfsdiction over all lUCh madtln is 
reserved to 1ho Florida Department of Bnvironmental Protection, and 
Pinellas County has DO jurildiolion to enforce ~ lueh permit 
requiremantB ofFOEP or tllY other atato apoey; and 

(ii) indopendcmt of (i) above, tho County has DO such provision fn itl Land 
Devolopmcmt Code, nm any poll~. pnctico or procedure that requires 
any suQb pamit or appnml ftom iDdependent aaato apm,ics prior to 
U1U1DCO of 1111.)' m phm approval, and has never applied or •forced my 
such polwy, praodoe orpl'OUCldum in Pinellu Cowrt.y. 

D. Intmvenor moves to dismis• SIJIJ/or ltrib that pmtion of Pmqraph l -.bich usena ti.t 
traffic is a valid IUbject for this appeal. on 11le following p,unds: the Iatervencrs site 
plan is for (Nl}y 61 sJn&)o-family unitl, whiah dea9ify' already Wll8 ~ hi the 
project's prior 2XfflDI& IIWl8I' plan ml sitc plan app:ova1a. Taking into oomidmltion tho 
prior units of density which mat in the ovcnll project, and with die 61 pro-exiatiag units 
that are contlinod in the Intervmor'e approved site plan, 1he ovemll project still bu 
oxactly the l8ll1C number of units of residential chmsjty (11 O units). u prior 1D 1he 
lntmvODOl''s aplmapproval. Coasequcntiy,asa.mauerofJaw., 1heln~ssim 
plan docs not Cl'ID IIJY additional 1rafflc implat. md pursuant to Florida Jaw, tllc: 
ln1erveDor camiot bo nquhd to mitigate fir any in-c,xfsting impacts wmc1l may cxiar, 
u a ?11.."U?t of cmy pdo: &pprGVala. Coasequcmtly traffic Is lU>t a lep.lly applicable 111)deot 
to this appeal. 

ll. Motion In Limlne 

A. Lirnifation oflssuos to be Argued: 

Inmtvcnor mows in ~n• ib:r the Bcmd of County Commiaekmml! to expressly limit Appclbmt'a 
pwucation of evidence (boih witnels fRimony and any dooumeamy mdence) aolely to Chose mmten 
specdically comained within Panpapb 1 of the AppoJJant'1 -.ppea1 leUa"' dad October 20, 201S, other 
than tnftic (aa lfated above), u follows: (i) "mMJ'OJUIUIDtal rqp,Jatioal,,. (ilj 11umty,,, and -water 
quality" (IGtually a sub-,at of •'enviroomootaJ regulations"). There1bnt, Appel)aat must be instrucmd not 
to Jee1t to imroduco any evidence ( OJB1 or written) that is not dinctly relevant and pertfnent to lllid 
matmra. 

B. Limi1ation of Parties t.o Speak: 

IDtcrvcnar alto mows in limine t.o restrict 1bosc lmO mo allowed to speak or~ tile Board of 
Cobaty Commisuonen 1D only those who are "parties" CD the eppcaJ, to wit The County, the Appellam 
(June Barwick). and t1ic In1mvenor. No odier pmons or emitie, filed ID)' appell widdn the ,iwudictional 
time pai~ nm bu my o1ber ptrty been gnmtDd intemnor or alher p11ty .abll in 1bis P'OOfN!<fm& 
within tho time period allowed. Consoq_wmtly, only 1he Appe}Jat, June Barwick, bu an, lepl risht to 
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in1Mduoo ewlonce or to make onl agummrt in this appeal Any other ddmmiuation will violete tho 
Imerwaot's ewe pmcel8 rfsbSa bcl'ein. 

C. Limitation1Quali1icadon ofBxpmt Wllneu Teetfmmy: 

Finally. beclllle 1hil ii a quui-judicill ~ Ullder applicable Florida law. Intervenor moves tlu, 
Boad of Comity CommiuiODO.t'I to niquin, the pro,qualiftmlio of Ill)' poposed w.itnw \Tho is proft,tred 
10 ~ ID)'~ iaue (incwdiq "cnvimnmaatal Nplllions.• ~ • ~ satoty-u4/cr 
..__, quali1J'"). u my such witnels Cll1 such 1edmil1al soliect must bavo sufflcieat apen qualifications 
to pn,vjcfo legally competent evidence OD such wbjeel{s). 

WberefonJ, Jnterwnor n,questl a pro-eppea1 bearing clcurminltion OD fhe foroaoing ll1ltfml. 

Copiel Provided To: 

David Sadowsky, &quire 
leweJ White. Baquire 
Mn. Juno Buwiok 
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TO: The Honorable Chair and Members of the 
Board of County Commissione.rs 

FROM: Jewel White, Chief Assistant County A~ 

Appeal of Site Plan #1858.11 ~ 
Turtle Beach Land Company, LLC 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: December 4, 2015 

The above referenced matter is cnr:rently scheduled to come before the Board at its 
December 15, 2015 meeting. The appeal was filed in a timely manner by Ms. June Barwick, a 
nearby resident. The County Attorney's Office conducted a Pre-Hearing Conference in an attempt 
to clearly define the issues that will be before the Board in this appe.al. The resulting Pre-Hearing 
Conference Statement is now available for your review, together with the Exceptions submitted 
by Ms. Barwick and motions that have been filed by both Parties. The documentary evidence 
submitted by each of the Parties, including County ~ is also available. All of the referenced 
documents are available for your review in Board Records. 

Ms. Barwick has requested that this matter be continued and the Property Owner~ through its 
attorney Joel Tew, has indicated it does not object. In addition, there are a number of other 
procedural matters that will ultimately be before the Board and Mr. Tew has requested that these 
matters be acted upon at this month's meeting. County staff will be recommending you continue 
this appeal at your December 15, 2015 meeting, but that you also decide the o1her matters that 
have been raised by Mr. Tew. 

Please keep in mind that this is a quasi-judicial matter and you should not discuss this case with 
anyone. 

cc: June Barwick, Appellant 
Blake G. Lyon, Director, Development Review Services 
David Sadowsky~ Sr. Assistant County Attorney 
Jake Stowers, Assistant County Administrator 
Joel R. Tew, Esquire 
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