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ORDINANCE 12-19

AN ORDINANCE:OF THE CITY'OF PORT ST. LUCIE,, FLORIDA; AMENDING THE.CITY
OF-PORT ST. LUCIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY ADOPTING THE EVALUATION'AND
APPRAISAL REPORT (EAR)-BASED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS;
AMENDING THE'GOALS; OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIESIN THE FUTURE LAND USE
ELEMENT, TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT, INFRASTRUCTURE ELEMENT,
CONSERVATION AND COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT, INTERGOVERNMENTAL
COORDINATION ELEMENT, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT, ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT ELEMENT, AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT; PROVIDING
THE INVALIDITY OF ANY PORTION SHALL NOT AFFECT THE REMAINING
PORTIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Port St. Lucie, Florida, has adopted a comprehensive plan
known as the City of Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan adopted by Ordinance 97-50, as
subseguently amended; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.3191, Florida Statutes, requires and encourages local
governments to periodically conduct an evaluation and appraisal of the adopted
comprehensive planto determine if plan amendments are.necessary to reflect changes in
state requirements sinbe the last update of the comprehensive plan and to
comprehensively evaluate and, as necessary, update the comprehensive plan to reflect
changes in local conditions; and

WHEREAS, the City of Port St. Lucie adopted its Evaluation and Appraisal Report
(EAR) of the Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan on April 26, 2010 and was found sufficient
by the state.land planning agency en July 6, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared the EAR-based Comprehensive Plan
amendments necessary to update the Comprehensive Plan to address the issues and

oppoﬁunities?identified inthe adopted Evaluation and Appraisal Report in accordance with
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ORDINANCE 12-19

Section 163.3_,1-5.34‘., Florida Statutes, and as shown in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference; and

WHEREAS, the City of Port St. Lucie Planning and Zoning Board having been duly
designated as the local planhing agency pursuant to Section 163.3174 et seq., Florida
Statutes, and having held a public hearing on April 11, 2012, has considered the proposed
EAR-based Comprehensive Plan amendments (P10-109) and submitted its
recommendations thereon to-the City Council, and

WHEREAS, having considered the recommendations of the Planning and Zoning
Board, The Port St. Lucie City Council has reviewed the proposed EAR-based
Comprehensive-Plan amendments (P10-109) and finds the amendments in the best
interest.and welfare of the résidents of Port St. Lucie, and'the proposed amendments have
been reviewed by the State Land Planning Agency; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held two public hearings on April 23, 2012 and August
27, 2012 to consider the proposed EAR-based Comprehensive Plan amendments;
advertising of the public hearings having been made; and

WHEREAS, the Port St. Lucie City Council desires to hereby formally adopt the
proposed EAR-based Comprehensive Plan amendments (P10-109) to the City's
Comprehensive Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. The Comprehensive Plan of the City of Port St. Lucie is hereby amended

as :shown in Exhibit “A” (EAR-based Amendments), attached hereto and incorporated
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ORDINANCE 12-19
herein by this reference, with additions shown as underlined and deletions shown as

strikethrough and consisting of the following:

1. Amendments to the:Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the Future
Land Use Element.

2. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives; and Policies of the
Transportation Element.

3. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the Housing
Element.

4. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the
Infrastructure Element.

5. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the
Conservation and Coastal Management Element.

6. Amendments to ‘the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the
Intergovernmental Coordination Element.

7. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the
Recreation and Open Space Element.

8. Amendments to the Goals, Objectives, and. Policies of the
Economic Development Element.

9. Amendments to.the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the Capital
Improvements Element.

Section2. The remaining portions of the City of Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan
which are not'in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance remain in full force and effect.

Section 3. The provisions of the Ordinance are severable and, if any section,
sentence, clause or phrase is for one reason held to be unconstitutional, invalid or
ineffective: this holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this
Ordinarice, it being ‘expressly declared to be the City Council's intent that it would have
passed the \galidfp_ortj_pﬁs of this Ordinance without inclusion of any invalid portion or

portions.
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ORDINANCE 1219

Section 4. The effective date of this plan amendment, if the amendment is not
timely challenged, shall be the date the state land planning agency posts a notice of intent
determining that this amendment is in compliance. If timely challenged, or if the state land
planning agency issues a notice of intent determining that this amendment is not in
compliance, this amendment shall become effective on the date the state land planning
agency or the Administration Commission enters a final order determining this adopted
amendment to be in compliance. No development orders, development permits, or land
uses dependent on this amendment may be issued or commence before it has become
effective. If a final order of noncompliancé is issued by the Administration Commission, this
amendment may nevertheless be made effective by adoption of a resolution affirming its
effective status, a copy of which resoiution shall be sent to the State Land Planning

Agency.
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ORDINANCE 12-19

PASSED AND APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Port St. Lucie, Florida,

this day of , 2012.
CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE, FLORIDA
BY:
JoAnn M. Faiella, Mayor
ATTEST:

Karen A. Phillips, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Roger G. Orr, City Attorney
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PORT ST. LUCIE CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

MEETING: REGULAR X _ SPECIAL __ -

DATE: August 27, 2012

ORDINANCE _ RESOLUTION X MOTION

PUBLIC HEARING August 27, 2012 LEGAL AD PUBLISH DATE August 13, 2012 (copy
attached)

NAME OF NEWSPAPER St. Lucie News Tribune

ITEM: P10-109 — City of Port: St. Lucie EAR-based Amendments to Comprehensive Plan

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The public hearing before the Planning and Zoning Board
was held on April 11, 2012. The Planning & Zoning Board
recommended approval of the proposed amendments.
The motion passed unanimously by roll call vote.

The Florida Department of Economic Opportunity/State
Land Planning Agency reviewed the request and issued
the Objections, Recommendations, and Comments Report
onJuly 6, 2012. The Agency did not identify any objections
or comments related to: state resources that would be
adversely impacted by the adoption of the EAR-based
amendments.
EXHIBITS: A. Staff Analysis & Recommendation
B. Ordinance .

SUMMARY EXPLANATION/BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The Pilanning and Zoning
Department is 'submitting ‘the EAR-based amendments to. the City's Comprehensive Plan for
adoption by the City'Council. Foliowifig:the adoptionhiearing, the EAR-based ameridments will be
transmitted to the state land pianning agency for a compliance review and the issuance of the Notice
of Intent.

IF PRESENTATION IS TO BE MADE, HOW MUCH TIME WILL BE REQUIRED? Twenty
to thirty minutes.

SUBMITTING DEPARTMENT: Planning Department DATE: 8/17/12



OR 12-019
EXHIBIT “A”
CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE 2012 EAR-BASED
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEAHING
THE CITY COUNCIL OFTHE CITY OF
PORT ST. LUCIE ADOPTION
HEARING FORTHE CITY OF PORT
ST LUCIE COIVIPREHENSIVE PLAN

' ' OHDINANCE 12:19

The CITY COUNCIL of the CITY OF PORT
ST LUCIE will hold a Public: Hearing on |
August 27, 2012 at 7:00 p.am. ia the CITY

COUNCIL CHAMBERS in the City  Hall

Port St. Lucie, Floridg, o consider adoption
of the Eveluation and Appraisal Report (EAR)

Based Amengments to the City of Port St Lucie’
Comprehenswe F’ian .

OF{DI.NANCE 12- 19

AN DRCIMANCE OF THE CITY (F PORT
5T LUCIE, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE CITY"
OF PCRT  ST. LUCIE COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN BY  ADOPTING, THE EVALUATION
AND APPRAISAL REPORT (EAR)-BASED
COMPREHENSIVE - PLAN ~ AMENDMENTS;
AMENDING THE GOALS, ' POLICIES AND
OBJECTIVES IN THE FUTURE. LAND USE
ELEMENT, TRANSPORTATION  ELEMENT,
INFRASTRUCTURE ELEMENT; CONSERVATION
AND COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT
INTERGOYERMMENTAL COORDINATION
ELEMENT. ‘RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE
ECONOMIC - DEVELOPMENT
ELEMENT, AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
ELEMENT: PROVIDING THE INVALIDITY OF
| ANY PORTION SHALL WOT AFFECT THE
" REMAINING PORTIONS OF THES ORDINANCE:
| AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

In accordance’ with. the Americins with
Disabilities Act’ of 19880, persons neading
special accommoda‘non to participaie n this
pToceedmg .should contact the City Clerk’s
office at 772- 871-6157 for assistance. -

"NOTICE: No stenographic record
by a certified court reporer will - be
:made of ihe foregoing meeting.

Laceardingly, any Derson who may seek 1o
appeal any decision involving the matters
noticed herein will be responsible for malking &
| verbatim record of the testimony and evidence
| at said meeting-upon which any appeal is to be
hased. |

Planning & Zoning Dap_arl'men! PUBLISH: 8/13/12 J

Vo *



City of Port St. Lucie
Planning and Zoning Department
A City for All Ages

TO: CITY COUNCIL — SPECIAL MEETING AUGUST 27, 2012
FROM: BRIDGET KEAN, PRINCIPAL PLANNER &<
RE: P10-109 - EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT AMENDMENTS

TO THE CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

DATE: AUGUST 27, 2012

The Planning and Zomng Department has prepared the EAR- based amendments to the
Port St. Lucie Comprehensive Plan for adoption by the City Council (second reading of
the ordinance). The first reading of the ordinance was held on April 23, 2012.
Following appfoval of the ordinance by the City Council, the EAR-based amendments
were transmitted to the Florida Department of Economlc Opportunity (the state land
planning agency) and the rfeviewing agencies for review and issuance of the Objections,
Recommendations, and Comments (ORC) Report The Florida Department of
Economic Opportunity (DEOQ) issued the ORC Report on July 6, 2012. There were no
objections or comments to'the City's EAR-based amendments.

The proposed amendments are. largely unchanged from the ‘April 23 Council meeting.
Minor corrections were made to the data and analysis: in the Future Land Use,
Infrastructure, and Recreat:on and Open Space elements: Calvin, Giordano and
Associates, the City's planning consultant for ther EAR-based amendments, had
prepared amemo that:detailsithe changes to the document. These changes are shown
gk and underline.

The population projections were revised to reflect revised data from the Shimberg
Center for Affordable Housing at the University of Florida as shown in the table below:

Page 1:0f6

P10-109 - City of Port St. Lucie EAR-based Comprehensive Plan Amendments



Population Projections2010:2035
Year 2010 2011 2016 2020 2025 2030 2035
Population | 164,603 | 166:042 |.205,258 | 235895 | 274,285 | 310.847 | 342,967

After the adoption hearing, the EAR-based amendments will be transmitted to the
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity for a compliance review and issuance of
the Notice of intent. The City will thien have one year to amend the land development
regulationsto be consistent with and implement the adopted comprehensive plan.

BACKGROUND:

Chapter 163, Part Il, Florida Staiutes, also known as the Local Government
Comprehensive Planning Act, requires all iocal governments within the State of Florida
to maintain an adopted local government comprehensive plan. The Act requires each
local government to-evaluate. its comprehensive plan at least once every seven years to
determine if plan amendments are necessary to reflect changes in state requirements
since the last update of the. comprehensive plan. If the local government determines
amendments are necessary, the local government has to prepare and transmit the
amendments within one.year. The amendments to update the comprehensive plan are
referred to as the EAR-based amendments.

The City of Port St. Lucie Evaluation and Appraisal Report was adopted in April 2010
(10-R19) and found sufficient: by the state land planning agency in July 2010. In 2011,
the City contracted with Calvin, Giordano and Associates, planning consuitants, to
assist staff with the. EAR-based ‘amendments. The draft EAR-based amendments are
based on the background information, data, and analysis, and recommendations
contained in the adopted EAR. The update is organized into niné chapters or elements
that address: future land use, transportation, housing, infrastructure, conservation and
coastal management mtergovernmental coordination, parks and recreation, economic
development, and capital improvements. Staff is not proposing any changés to the
Public School Facilities Element.

The City is adopting only the new and revised Goals, Objectives, and Policies by
ordinance. |Each element has a support. document that inclides data and analysis to
clarify and elaborate on the rationale for .adopting the goals, -objectives, and policies.
The support documents:are for reference purposes and.are not being adopted as part of
the EAR-based amendments. This will allow the City to update the data and analysis as
conditions change over time without having to process these changes as large scale
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comprehensive plan amendments. All révisions.are contained within the draft document
provided to the Planning and Zoning Board. The consultant from Calvin, Giordano and
Associates has prepared a memo that summarizes: the proposed changes based on the
recommendations contained in the EAR. Following the public hearings before the
Planning and Zoning Board and City-Council, the amendments will be transmitted to the
Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (state land planning agency) for review
and issuance of the Objections, Recommendations, and Comments (ORC) report.

Section 163.3177 (1) (f) (3), Florida Statutes, requires the comprehensive plan to be
based upon the permanent and seasonal population estimates and projections,
published by the Bureau of Economlc and Business Research at the University of
Florida (BEBR). The plan must: be: based on at least the minimum amount of land
required to-accommodate’ BEBR's' medium population projections for at least a 10-year
planning period. The population projections in the Comprehensive Plan were prepared
by the Shimberg Center for Affordable Housing at the \University of Florida. Shimberg
uses the BEBR data to. prepare population projections for the municipalities. The
analysis shows the vacant: land in the city can provide for more than 350,000 future
residents which is more. than the City's projected population of 274,285 in 2025 and
342 967 in 2035,

PUBLIC OUTREACH:

The City of Port St. Lucie held two public workshops to present the EAR-based
comprehensive plan amendments and obtain feedback from the public. The first
workshop was held on November 2, 2011 and it covered the changes to the Future
Land Use, Conservation .ard. Coastal Management, Recreation and Open Space,
Housing, and Economic Development elements. A second workshop was held on
December 7, 2011 and it focused on the changes to the Transportation, Infrastructure,
Intergovernmental Coordination, and Capital Improvements elements. The submittal
packet contains a write-up ‘of the. comments from the two. public workshops as well as
public comment documentation. All public comments were reviewed and considered by
staff and the City’s consultant. The EAR-based amendments were revised, where
appropriate, to reflect the input from the public meetings and the recommendations in
the Evaluation and ‘Appraisal Report. A second memo from Calvin, Giordano and
Associates -outlines: additional changes that could be made to the document based on
the feedback from' the publuc workshOps These changes are not incorporated into the
document. They' presented to the Planning and Zoning Board and City Council for
review and comment.

In June: 2011, the Gity conducted an online bicycie, pedestrian, and transit user survey.
The survey was available for a month and over 800 people participated. Roadway
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connectivity and the need for an integrated pedestrian and bicycle system were
identified as a major community issue in the Evaluation. and Appraisal Report. The
survey was conducted to assess current bicycle; pedestrian, and transit conditions in
the city to prioritize needs, and develop strategies for making these important modes of
transportation and recreation more accessible. An abbreviated summary of the survey
findings are included in the submittal packet. The full report is available in the Planning
and Zoning Department.

Information on the EAR-based amendments and comprehensive plan update process is
posted on the City of Poit St. Lucie website. A draft of the proposed amendments,
information about the public workshops, the staff report, and other documents is
available at http://iwww.cityofpsl.com/planning-zoning/update-comprehensive-plan.html.

ADDITIONAL CHANGES:

Section 420.9076, Florida Statutes, requires each county or eligible municipality
participating in the State Housing Initiatives Partnership Program to establish an
affordable housing advisory committee that meets every three years to review
established affordable housing policies, procedures, ordinances, land development
regulations, and. :adopted local govermnment comprehensive plan and to recommend
specific actions or initiatives. as' defined in Section 420. 9071(16) Florida Statutes, to
encourage or facilitate affordable housing while protecting the ability of the property to
appreciate in value. In 2008; the City Council adopted a list of recommendations from
the City of Port St. Lucie Affordable Housing Advisory Committee (AHAC) that were to
be included in the update to the Comprehensive Plan (EAR-based amendments)
following review and approval of the Evaluation- and Appraisal Report. The AHAC
reconvened in 2012 and revised some of the recommendations. The AHAC
recommendations are included as Objective 3.1.10 and subsequent policies 3.1.10.1 to
3.1.10.7 of the Goals, Policies, and Objectives of the Housing Element.

Staff from ‘the Engineering Department, Utility Systems Department, Parks and
Recreation, Community’ Services, and the City Manager's Office assisted in the review
and revisions of'the. EAR-based amendments.

STAFF'RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Department :staff finds the- petition to be consistent with the
recommendations contained in the adopted Evaluation and Appraisal Report and
recommends the ordinance be approved for transmittal of the EAR-based
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comprehensive: plan amendments: to the Department of Economic Opportunity for
review and issuance ofthe Objections, Recommendations, and Comment.Report.

PLANNING AND ZONING' BOARD.ACTION OPTIONS:*

= Motion to.recommend approval-to the City Council
= Motion to recommend.approval to the City Council:with conditions
= Motion to recommiend-denial to the City Council

*Should the Board need further. clarification or information from either the applicant
and/or staff, it may exercise the right to table or continue the hearing or review to a
future meeting.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD RECOMMENDATION:

On April 11, 2012, a special meeting of the Planning and Zoning Board was held to
review the EAR-based amendments. A motion was made.and seconded to recommend
approval of the EAR-based amendments to the City Council and to include the changes
that were discussed by the Board at the meeting. The motion passed unanimously by
roll call vote.

The changes discussed by the Board are as follows:

1. Update Policies 1.2.8.1 and 1.2.9.1 in the Future Land Use Element to
reflect the adoption of Ordinance 11 -29. Pollcy 1.2.8.1 establishes the
densities and intensities in the Tradition/Western Grove NCD District and
Policy 1.2.9.1 establishes the densities and intensities in the Southern
Grove NCD District. These policies were amended on March 26, 2012 by
Ordinance 11-29 -as part of the PSL Acquisitions Large. Comprehensive
Plan Amendment. Staff has revised the document to include the revised
policies.

2. The: Planning and Zoning Board also recommended double sided printing
of the 'documenit to save paper. Staff is in agreement that-the document

should be double-sided when completed. During the review process, it is
easierto review and scan the draft document as single-sided pages.
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REGIONAL AND STATE AGENCY REVIEW:

The Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council reviewed the EAR-based amendments
at their meeting on June 15,2012 and found that the proposed -amendments were not in
conflict_or _inconsistent ‘with the Strategic Regiohal Policy Plan and had no adverse
effects.on significant regional resources and facilities. The Staté Land Planning Agency
reviewed. the amendments and issued the ORC Report oh Jiily .6, 2012. The Agency
did not identify any objections or comments related to.important state resources and
facilities that will be:adversely-impacted by the amendments if adopted.

FINAL STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning and Zoning Department recommends: approval of the EAR-based
amendments to the City’s Comprehensive Plan based on the analysis and findings as
noted in the staff report.
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) 1 il

Danlel Haibreok AICP, Director, Planning and Zoning

AP T Bridget Kean, AICP, Principal Planner
_FROM: _l‘_or_r._a_mle Tliappen,.Senlor Planner, AICP, LEED Gréen Associate

SUBJECT:. EAR—baséd Comprehensive Plan Amendments

The City Council approved-transmittal of the EAR-based Comprehensive Plan Amendments
“on April 23, 2012 to the. Florida Department of Economic Opportunity (the state land
planning agency) and the other agencies that review comprehensive plans. The Fiorida
" Department of Economic Opportunity did not identify any objections or comments in the
EAR-based Amendmenits.

Since the submittal of the EAR-based Amendments to the Florida Department of Economic
Opportunity (DEQ), thé Shimberg Center at the University of Florida issued revised
population projections. The new-figures, now incorporated into the Comprehensive Plan
text, are based upon populatlon by age figures for the years 2000 to 2010. The previous
projections were calculated using population age data for'the years 1990 to 2000. Both prior
and current projections are: based upon Bureau for Economic and Business Research
(BEBR) medium projections for the County.

The following tables were révised to reflect the updated population projections:
» Future Land Use Element- Table 1-5, p. 1-7
« Infrastructure:Element- Table 4-2, p. 4-4
+ Recreation and ®pen-Space Element- Table 7-4, p. 7-7

Also, minor corrections -were.made to Future Land Use Element Tables: 1-2, 1-3 and related
text.  Once the City Council has adopted the: EAR- hased Comprehenswe Plan
Amendments, the revised amendments will be: resubmmtted 4o the DEC and the reviewing
agencies for compllance review, Please lef me know if there are any questions about the
EAR-based Améridiments Comprehensive Plan Amendments.



Rick Scott

GOVERNOR

Hunting F. Deutsch

EXECUTIVE DJRECTOR

FL.RIDA DEPARTMENT of
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY

July 6, 2012

RECEWED

The Honorable JoAnn Faiella

Mayor, City of Port St: Lucie "L 09 2612/
121 South West Port.St. Lucie Boulévard B ANNING DERARTMENT
Port St. Lucie, Florida 34984-5099 et T DOYET ST LUGIE, B

Dear Mayor Faiella:

The State Land Planning Agency (the Agency) has completed its review of the proposed
comprehensive plan amendment for: the*City'of Port St. Lucie (Amendment No. 12-4SCR), which was
' received and determined complete:on May 7, 2012. Copies of the proposed amendment have been
distributed to the.appropriate reviewingsagencies for their review, .and their comments are enclosed. We
have reviewed the proposed amendmient in accordance with the state coordindted . review process set-forth
in Sections 163.3184(2) and’(4), Flerida Statutes (F.S.) for:consistency with Chapter 163, Part 1L, E.S.
The Agency doesnot identify any-objections-or comments related to important state resources and
facilities that will be adversely impacted by the amendment if it is adopted, and this letter serves as the
Objections, Recommendations,.and Comments Report.

Also, please note that Section 163.3184(3)(c)1, F.S., provides that if the second public hearing is
not held within 180 days of yourreceipt of agency comments, the:amendment shall be deemed withdrawn
unless extended by agreement with notice to the state land planning agency and any affected party that
provided comment on the-amendment. For your assistance; we have attached procedures for final
adoption and transmittal of the-comprehensive.plan amendment. If you have any questions, please call
Iaura Regalado, at (850) 717-8508, ot by email at laura.regalado@deo myflorida.com.

James D. Stansbury
Regional Planning Administrator

JDS/ e

Enclosures:  Agency Comments
Procedures for:Adoption and Transmittal of Comprehensive Plan amendment /

cc: Mr. Daniel Helbrook, AICP, Director of Planning-and Zoning, City of Port St. Lucie
Mr. Michael Busha, AICP, Executive Director, Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counci!

Florlda Department of; Economm Opportunity | The Caidwell Building | 107°E..Madisen Stieet | Tallahassee, FL | 32399~ 4120
866.FLAS 7345 | B50 245! ?105 [ 850 0942223 Fax { wwy FlaridaJobs.org | A Awitter: coml’FLDEO l, wwr facebook.comf{FLDEQ

An equal oppartunity employer/prograrn: Auxiliary aids and services are avallabke upon requesl 10 individuals with disabilities. All voice
telephone numbers on-this decument:may be reached by persons using TTY/TFGD equipment via the Florida Relay Service at 711,



SUBMITTAL OF ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS
FOR STATE COORDINATED ' REVIEW
Section 163.3184(4), Florida Statutes

NUMBER OF COPIES TO BE SUBMITTED: Please submit three complete copies of
all comprehensive plan matérials; of which one complete paper copy and two complete
electronic copies on'CD ROM in Portable Document Format (PDF) to the State Land
Planning Agency and one copy to each entity below that provided timely comments to
the local government: the appropriate Regional Planning Council; Water Mandgement
District; Department of Tran’spoﬁation; Department of Environmental Protection;
Department of State; the appropriate county (municipal amendments only); the Florida
Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission and the Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (county plan amendments only); and the Department of Education
(amendments relating to publicschools); and for certain local governments, the
appropriate military‘installdtion.and any other local government or governmental agency
that has filed a written.request.

SUBMITTAL LETTER: Please include the follo\mng information in the cover letter
transmitting the adopted amendment:

State I.and Planning Agency identification number for adopted amendment
package;

_ Summary description of the adoption package, including any amendments
proposed but not adopted;

Identify if concurrency ‘has been rescinded and indicate for which public facilities
(transportation/school/recreation open space);

Ordinance number and adoption date;

Cemﬁcatlon that’ the: adopled amendmem(s) has been submitted to.all parties that

Naifie, ti"tie;_ address, telephone, FAX number and e-mail address of local
government-contact;

Letter signed by the c¢hief elected official or the person designated by the local
government,

Effective: June 2, 2011 I o Page 1 of 2



ADOPTION AMENDMENT PACKAGE: Please include the following information in
the amendment package:

In the case of text amendments, changes shotild be shown in strike-
through/underline format;

__ In the case of futureiland use map amendment,.an adopted future land use map,
in color format, clearly depicting the parcel, its existing future land use designation, and
its adopted designation;

A copy of any dafa andvanalyses the local government.deems appropriate.

Note: If the local governmentiis relying on previously submitted data and analysis, no
additional data and analysisiisrequired;

Copy of executed ofdinance adopting the comprehensive blan amendment(s);

Suggested effective date lariguage for the adoption ordinance for state coordinated
review: '

The. effective date of this plan amendment, if the amendment is not timely
challenged, shall be the date the state land planning agency posts a notice of intent
determing that this amendment is in compliance. If timely challenged, or if the
state land planning agency issues a notice of intent détermining that this
amendment is not in.compliance, this amendment shall become effective on the
date the state land planning agency. or the Administration Commission enters a
final order determining this adopted amendment to be in compliance. No
development orders; development permits, or land uses dependent on this
amendment may be issued or commence before'it has become-effective. If a final
order of noncompliance is. issued by the Administration Commission, this
amendment may nevertheless be made effective by adoption of a resolution
affirming its effective status, a copy of which resolution shall be sent to the state
land planning agency.

Planni_ngE-AglenCyadi'dEn‘Ot previously review;

List:of ﬁndings;‘qf the local governing body, if alyy;.thatiwere not included in the
ordinance and which provided the basis of the adoption or determination not to adopt the
proposed amendinent;,

Statement indicatingg-fhe ‘refationship of the additional chaniges. not previously
reviewed by the State: Land Planning Agency to the ORC report from the State Land
Planning Agency.

Effective: June 2, 2011 Page 2 of 2



FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

Gerard Robinson
KATHLEEN SHANAHAN, Chair Commissioncer of Education

ROBERTO MARTINEZ, Vice Chair

Mentbers

; :%just Read,
SALLY BRADSHAW g s Flovidal
GARY CHARTRAND

DR. AKSHAY DESAL
BARBAKRA 8. FEINGOLD
JOHN R PADGET

June 12,2012 -

Mr. D. Ray Eubanks, Plan Processing. Administrator et
Division of Community Planning

Department of Economic Opportunity

107 East Madison Street, Caldwell Building

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-4120

Dear Mr: Eubanks:
Re:  PortSt. Lucié 12-4ER'(Coordinated State Review)

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed Port St. Lucie 12-4ER amendment package.
" According to the Department of Education’s responsibilities under Section 163.3184(3)(b), Florida
~ Statutes, I reviewed the: amefidment” package considering provisions of Chapter 163, Part 11, F.S., and to

determine whether' the proposal, if adopted, would have. potential to create adverse impacts on public
school facilities.

Because the amendment: does.not_appear to affect public school capacities, facilities, or sites, | offer no
_ substantive comment on behalf of the department. As a technical comment, the city’s proposed

Transportation Element policy 2.3.1.4., which provides for prioritizing sidewalk projects nears schools is
commendable and will promote-student safety.

Again,:thank you for the opportunity to review-and comment.

Singerely,

4

Tracy D. Suber _
Growth Management.and Facilities Policy Liaison

TDS/

cc: Mr. Marty Sanders, P.E., AICP, St. Lucie County Scheol District
Ms. Laura Regalado anc[ Mr. James Stansbury, DEO

Troaas H INSERRA
DiReCTOR, OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

325 W. GAINES STREET * SUITE 1014 « TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0400 - {850) 245-0454 » FAx (850) 245-9304

wavw {Tdoc. o,



Florida ‘Department of
Environmental ‘Protection

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building
3900 Commonwezlth Boulevard et et |
Tallahassee, Florda.32399:3000 Flogsghel 1. \.H.Iym(J_ i

DRy

June 5, 2012

Ms. Bridget Kean

Principal Planner L
City of Port St. Lucie ¥

121 SW Port St. Lucie Boulvard

Port St. Lucie, Florida 34984-5099

Re: Port St Lucie 12-4ER Proposeded; Comprehensive Plan Amendment Review

Dear Ms. Kean:

The Office of Intergovernmental Programs of the Florida Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) has reviewed the above-referenced amendment proposal under the
procedures of Chapter 163, Florida Statutes (F.S.).. The Department conducted a detailed
review that focused on potential adverse impacts to important state resources and
facilities, specifically: air and ‘water pollition; wetlands and other surface waters of the
state; federal and state-owned lands and interest in lands, including state parks,
greenways and trails, conservation easements; solid waste; water and wastewater
treatment; and, where-applicable, the Everglades ecosystem.

Based on our review of the proposed amendinent, the Department has found no provision
that requires comment under the laws that form the basis of the Department’s

jurisdiction.

Sincerely,

ChrisiStatil |
Office of Inteigovernmental Programs

/s



SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

May 25, 2012

Mr. Ray Eubanks Recelved
Administrator, Plan Review and Processing MAY 31 2017
Division of Communhity Planning and Development

107 East Mad_is’on Street Department of Esonomic Opportunity
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-4120 Division of Community Development

Bureau of Community Planning

Dear Mr. Eubanks:

Subject: ~  City of Port St. Lucie, Department of Economic Opportunity #12-4ER
Comments-on Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment Package

The South Florida Water Management District (District) has.completed its review of the
proposed amendment package submitied by the City of Port St. Lucie (City). The
amendment package, based on the City's Evaluation and Appraisal Report, consists of
text amendments to the comprehenswe plan elements. There appear to be no
regionally significant ‘water resource issues; therefore, the District forwards no
comments on the proposed amendment package.

The District offers its technical assistance to the City and the Department of Economic
Opportunity in developmg ‘sound, siistainable solutions to meet the City's future water
supply needs and to protect the region’s water resources. Once the amendment is
adopted, please forward a ccopy to the District. For assistance or additional information,
please contact Deborah Oblaczynski, Policy and Pianmng Analyst, at (561) 682-2544 or
doblaczy@sfwmd.gov.

Sincérely,

A

Red A: Braun
Director '
Office of Intergovernmental Programs

RB/do

o Michael J. Busha TCRPC
Daniel Holbrook, City of Port St. Lucie
Deborah. Oblaczynskl SFWMD
James Stansbury, DEO

3301 Gun' Club Road, West Palim Beach, Florida 33406 {3b1) £86-8800 « FL WATS 1-800-432-2045
Mailing Address: F.O. Box 24680, West Palm Beach, FL 33416-4680 * wwwsfwmd. gov



Port St. Lucie 12-4ESR - FDOT District Four Review Page 1 of 1

Port St. Lucie 12-4ESR - FDOT District Four Review

Riddle, Andrew

‘Sent: Thursday,.May 24,.2012 11:31 AM _

To:  DCPexternalagencycomments;, Bridget Kéan [bkean@cityofpsl:com] L
Cc: Peter Merritt' [pmerritt@terpeiorg]; Regalado, Laura; Bush, Lois \Q\;A\

I am writing to advise you that the Department will not be issuing comments for the City of Port St. Lucie
comprehensive plan amendments (DEQ ref. #12-4ESR).

The:Department would like to.request onescopy, which may be.on CO'ROM in Portable Document Format (PDF),
of all adopted plan amendment materials, including graphic and textual materials and support documents.

Thank you.

Andrew Riddle, AICP

Office of Modal Development

Fiorida Department of Tr_ansportétion, District 4
Telephone (954) 777-4605

andrew.riddle@dot state.fl.us

littps://mail.myflorida.Gom/owa/DCPextermnalagencycomments@deo.myflorida.com/Zae=It...  3/24/2012



FLORmA DEPARTMENT OISTATE

RICK SCOTT : KEN DETZNER
Goveror Secretary of State
May 21,2012

Mr. Ray Eubanks

Department of Community-Affairs
Bureau of State Planning

2555 Shumard. Qak Boulevard’
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

N
A

Re:  Historic Preservatioh Review of the Port St. Lucie 12-4ER Comprehensive Plan
Amendment

Dear Mr. Eubanks:

According to this agency's responsibilities under Section 163.3184(3)(b) Florida Statutes, we
reviewed the above document to determine-if the proposed amendment may adversely impact
significant historic resources.

We note that the City of Pori:St. Lucie proposes amendments to-the Conservation and Coastal
Management Element and'the:Housing Element regardlng historically significant resources. In
both cases, language added'to the element or amended states that-the: city may consider
several tqp1cs replacing statements that currently indicate that the city shall perform certain
policies, The proposed.changes may weaken historic resource protection-and preservation as
the amended policies will be only policies which the- city may consider instead of policies that
will be undertaken.

If you have-any questions concerning our comments, please do'not hesitate to contact Susan
Harp at:850.245.6367. Thank you for your interest in protecting Florida's historic resources.

Sincerely,

Laura A.. Kammerer, Historic*Preservationist Supervisor
Compliance Review Sectich
Bureau of Historic Préservation

DIVISION OF H]STOR]CAL RESOURCES
‘R. A.Gray Building -+ » 500 South-Brenough Street « Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250
Telephone: §50.245.6300-> Facsimile: §50.245.6436 ¢ www.fiherifage.com

VW& lﬁﬂll} Aﬁﬂﬂ Commemorating 500 years of Florida history  www . {1aS(0.com T HRHJA 500,



DRAFT

Subject:to Modifications

TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

To: Council Members AGENDA ITEM 5J
From: Staff ' e\
Date: June 15, 2012 Council Meeting

Subject:  Local Government Comprehensive Plan Review

Draft Amendiments:to.the’City of Port St. Lucie Comprehenswe Plan
Amendment No, 12-4ER

Introduction

The Community Planning Act, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes; requires that the Treasure Coast
Regional Planning Council (TCRPC) review local government comprehensive plan amendments
prior to their adoption. TCRPC comments are limited to adverse effects on regional resources
and facilities identified in the Strategic Regional Policy Plan (SRPP) and extrajurisdictional
impacts that would beinconsistent with the ¢omprehensive plan of any local government within
the Region, TCRPC must provide any comments to the local government within 30 days of the
receipt of the:proposed amendments and must also send a copy of any comments to the State
Land Planning Agency.

Background

The City of Port St. Lucie is proposing text amendments to the.goals, objectives and palicies of
the Futurer Land Use, Transportation, Housing, infrastructure, Conservation and Coastal
Management; -Intergovernmental Coordination, Recreation and Open Space, Economic
Developmert and Capital Improvemeiits elements-of the City Comprehensive Plan. No changes
are proposed to'the Public School Facilities- Element or the Future: Land Use Map. The proposed
text amendménits d€ pitsiiant to an. Evaluation.and Appraisal Report (EAR) adopted by the City
on April 26, 2010 and found sufficient by the Department 6f Commiunity Affairs-on July 6, 2010.

Evaluation

The following suimmarizes the major-EAR-based amendmentsto-the City’s Comprehensive Plan:



A. Future Land Use Element

Incorporated new objectives and policies to facilitate neighborhood planning. The
policies address the neighborhood preservation needs of the City and the strategic review
of infill developiment and:redevelopment opportunities.

Added. policies to promote the study and identification of acceptable locations for
potential infill and. redevelopment. Updated policies to address mixed use and transit
supportive developments and included design standards and review criteria to ensure
compatibility with surrounding neighborhoods.

Established new objectives and policies .that promote targeted infill development
identified through the stratégic review of infill development and redevelopment
opportunities.

Established location criteria and development standards for transit supportwe
development.

Incorporated riew objectives and policies to facilitate redevelopment in the City of Port
St. Lucie. Community Redevelopment Area. Policies ‘encourage mixed use and multi-
modal and energy efficient development.

Incorporated a mixed land use category to replace the current. practice of designating
multiple fand uses'on a parcel to allow mixed use. development.

Incorporated new objectives and policies which specifically address incorporation of
green development standardsiand transit supportive land use and site design guidelines.
Included policies that provide procedures to identify and implement joint planning areas
for purposes of annexation,-and joint infrastructure service. areas.

. Added new objectives and policies to establish criteria for evaluating annexation

proposals based on‘the following:

e City and County future land use

e Existing-enclaves

o A demonstrated rieed for additional land to accommodate projected population

' growth

» Potential,for economic opportunity and job growth

o Availability of'existing utilities and logical and practical service area expansions

* Analysis of the public facilities that are necessary and -desirable for providing
community’services to the projected population/need.

e Compact and efficient growth pattérns

o TFair share obllgatlons to major community infrastructure required for the overall
Urbain, Service Area'that exceed the development and required improvements.

o A fiscal impact analysm that provides. a cost/benefit analysis of each of the
proposed annexations and demonstrates. that'each development area will pay for
itself-and will cover costs of the City’s ongoing maintenance.

‘e A conceptual phasing plan that ties development levels to provision of services
and infrastructure;

o Use of development agreements for all annexation projects to provide the city
with ¢éertainty as to the completion of improvements in cenjunction with
development, and to provide developers with certainty of the protection of
entitlements. '



10. Established criteria for the review of amendments to the.Future Land Use Map based on

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

consistency with the goals, objectives, and policies‘of all clements of the Comprehénsive
Plan-and othér considerations such as:

» safisfya deﬁc:lenc.y or mix of uses in the Plan map;

« accommodate projected population or economic growth of the City;

o diversify the housing choices in the City;

e enhance.or impede’provision of services at adopted level of service standards;

¢ compatibility with abutting and nearby land uses;

» enhance or degrade environmental resources; and

e job creation within the targeted industry list.
Revised the Future Land Use Element to remove the Weéstern Annexation Area sub-
element. The revisions ‘incorporated the data and analysis, and goals, objectives, and
policies contained in the Western Annexation Area sub-element into the overall Future
Land Use Element. Strengthened the goals, objectives and policies to include appropriate
development controls to discourage urban sprawl, encourage mixed use development, a
well-planned network for public infrastructure, employmeént opportunities, and a diversity
of housing choices and:affordability.
Provided for a néw Planned Industrial Park future land use designation that would
accommodate the City’s targeted industries list and economic development directives.

" B. Transportation Element

Developed appropriate goals, policies; and objectives to support the establishment of a
multimodal approach to transportation planning by raising the priority of the transit user,
cyclist, and pedestrian..Areas addressed include:
s Pedestrian facilities:including well maintained sidewalks, shelters, and crosswalks
o Bicycle patkifig facilities
Transit bus stops and transit stop amenities (i.e., bench, bus shelter, etc.)
Phased traffic:signals to accommodate pedestrian movements
Removal of batriers that discourage walking
o Compliance with Americans with Disabilities Act requirements
o BufTering between vehicular areas and sidewalks
» Linkage to'existing or future sidewalks and/or bikeway network and transit route
Added.policies to promote cooperation with the County on their Greenways .and Trails

program ‘and with the: St. Lucie County Transporiation Planning Organization on their
Bicycle:and:Pedestrian Plan.

Strengthencd existing: policies’to require better coordination with adjacent jurisdictions

on multi-modal approachcs to transportation planning and implementation of
concurrency or mobility.

Revised. the _Transportatlon Element to remove the Western Annexation Area sub-

element. The revisions incorporated data and analysis, and goals, objectives, and policies
on the development of the Western Annexation Area into the overall Transportation
Element.



C. Housing Element

17. Revised the Element to add the following Affordable Housing Advisory Committee
recommendations‘approved by the City Council:
¢ Support development.of dffordable and/or workforce housing near (within ¥ mile) of
a transportation hub, major employment.centers, and mixed use developments.
¢ Allow for the:reduction of parking and setback requirements for affordable housing
projects where it can be shown such reduction would be compatible with surrounding
neighborhood and not have adverse impact on neighborhood.
18. Reviséd the elemerit to-address .energy efficiency in the design and construction of new
housing and the useiof renéwable energy resources.
19. Incorporated policies to address the housing needs of an-aging population.

D. Infrastructure Element

20: Revised the Sanitary Sewer Stub-Element to promote water conservation through greater
use of reclaimed water:

21. Updated the level of service:standards for potable water and sanitary sewer.

22. Under the Stormwater Sub-Element, developed policy language supportive of surface
water quality protection and improvement,

23. Revised the Infrastructure,Element to remové the Western. Annexation Area sub-element.
Incorporated data-and analysis and goals, objectives, and policies on the development of
the Western Anriexation’ Area into the overall Infrastructure Element.

E. Conservation and Coastal Management Element

24, Revised the:definition of coastal planning areaand the coastal high hazard area.

25. Updated data and - analy51s specific. to the Coastal High Hazard Area and hurricane
evacuation as identified for. St. Lucie County in the 2010 Statewide Regional Evacuation
Study for the Treasure Coast:Region.

26. Incorporated updated data on the status of threatened, endangered and species of special
concert.

27. Created objectives and policies for the acquisition, conservation, and preservation of
native habitats.

28. Revised policies to ensure future df:vel()pment in-the coastal area should be limited to
those: land uses which are resource dépendent’ or compatible with the' physical -and
environmental characteristics of the coastal area.

29. Included'a policy td.facilitate energy conservation in existing public buildings.

F. Intergoveérnmeital Coordination Element

30. Included.a policy:to ensure adoption of interlocal agreements within. one year of adoption
of the amended Intergovernmental Coordination Elément.

31. Established policies to provide for effective continued coordination and participation
aong, pertifient public and.quasi-public entifies to best maintain the City’s quality of life
and:efficient use of resources.



G.

32. Added a policy to address coordination with the Florida Departmcn't’ of Environmental

appropnate ageéncies regarding water conservation, and water supp,]y plannmg.

Recreation and Open Space Element k

33. Created policies' to promote greenways and trails as part of the City’s recreation

component aid to-tic-the City’s recreational trail system into existing County greenways
and trails systems.

34. Created policies to encourage passive recreation and eco-tourism in conservation areas,
where feasible.

35. Created policies to promote partnerships with local arts/cultural organizations and sports
organizations, and proiote:récreational tourism opportunities.

Economic Development Element

36. Revised policiesto promote coordination with the Economic Development Council of St.
Lucie County, St..Lugie:County, Chamber ‘of Commerce, Florida’s Research Coast and
other agencies to promote economic development access. resources to assist economic
development-and help promote:economic diversification.

37. Created objectives and policies to support coordination with local and regional job
creation and retention efforts.

38. Created policies to support working with educational partners to ensure there are
appropriate educdtional opportuilities, job skills programs, and facilities to meet business
and industry needs: ' _

39, Created policiés that'provide stronger guidance-for land use decisions to ensure that there
is adequate industrial land: for economic development.

40. Added policies relating to Industrial and Office land uses to facilitate recruiting of
targeted industries to-the: Clty, consistent with employer workforce needs and emerging
Industrial and Office’land use trends.

41, Incorporated objectives and policies to promote recreation and tourism based on the
natura) resources'in the area.

Capital Improvements Element

42, Revised.the: Capital Improvements Element to removeithe Western- Annexation:-Area.sub-
element: The revision incorporated*data and .analysis, and goals, objectives, and policies
on the: development of the Western Annexation Area into the overall Capital
Improvements Element.

Extrajurisdictional Tmpacts

Under the infc')fi"rfzfl‘}ag_ﬁeémcﬁt facilitated.by the TCRPC, local governments in the northern three
counties of the region are to'provide:copies of amendment materials to other local governments
and agencies that have expressed an interest in receiving such materials. On May 9, 2012, the

wn



TCRPC requested .comments from these local govérnments and organizations regarding any
conflicts with the proposed amendments.

The City of Fort Pierce provided comments concerning an inconsistency with the utility service
area map (see Exhibit 2). Prior to adoption, the City should ensure the concerns raised by the
City of Fort Piece have been adequately addressed.

Effects on Significant Regional Resources and Facilities

No adverse effects on significant régional resources and facilities have been identified.
Congclusion

The proposed amendments are not in conflict or inconsistent with the SRPP. The City should
coordinate with the City of Fort Pierce to address concerns regarding the utility service area map.

Recommendation

Council should approve:this report and -authorize its transmittal to-the:City of Port S.t Lucie and
the Florida Department of‘Economic Opportunity.

Attachments



Exhibit

1
2

List of Exhibits

General Location Map

Correspondence from David Carlin, Assistant Director of Planning,
City of Fort Pierce



Exhibit 1
General Location Map

Okesthobes County

irdizn River Couny

ST LUCIE COUNTY
FLORIDA
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Pott 8t Lutie

St Lucie Vitage

June, 2077




Exhibit 2
CiTY OF FORT PIERCE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Lt o
S
‘:&y o g’ﬁf
SYHRISY
COMPREHENSIVE PEANNING % DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
HISTORIC PRESERVATION & URBAN' DESIGN ¢ URBAN FORESTRY {3 FONING
May 29, 2012

Stepharie Heidt _
Administrative Coordinator/ICR Coordinator
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
421 SW Camden Avenue

Stuart, Florida 34994

Re: EAR Based Amendments-Port St. Lucie

Dear Ms. Heidt,

Thank you for providing-the opportunity to review the proposed EAR Based Amendments to the City of
Port St. Lucie's Comprehensive Plan. The City of Fort Pierce has the following comment:

On page 1-10 of the-’.Future.Léhd.E{seeglgment, the Utility Service Area subsection.contains a reference
to map INF-1 which identifies the northern utifity service area to ‘end .at Midway Road. However, this
map is inconsistent with the following maps:

* The 2011 South Florida Water Management District (SEWMD) Upper East Coast Water Supply
Pian Map-Figure B-3 which shows an area north of Midway:Road currently seérviced by Port St.
Lucie (attached);

e The Utilities- Map adopted by Port St. ‘Lucie City Council via Ordinance 07-22 on March 28,
2007, and the City-of Port St. Lucie Utility Systems Department map (attached).

It-should be-noted that part of the utility'service areas included have already been identified-in the 2004
interlocal Agreement between-St. Lucie County and the Fort Pierce Utilities - Authority.(FPUIA)-as being
within the FPUA retail or bulkwater service.

it is recommended that'a policy be.included to the Fulure Land Use Elemerit to refiect that Port St.

Lucieicurrently provides limited utility segniices to the'St. Lucie County Landfill which is currently located

within the City-Limits of Fort Pierce. This.was'previously established by an agreement executed by the
City of Port.8t. Lucie on September 21, 1693 which limits capacity to 1 ERC.



Please feetfree to contact me should you requiré firther. information,

Sincerely,

o \ o .
O
w«-""m‘ﬂm&.—a—-—m
David Carlin :
Assistant Director of Planning

P.0:BOX 1480 FORT PIERCE, FL 349541480 772-460-2200 FAX: 772-466-5808

100 NORTH U8 HIGHWAY ¢
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CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE
CITY COUNCIL
NOTIGE OF SPECIAL PUBLIC WMEETING
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;’23, 2012 at 4:00 P.M. in the PORT ST LUCIE CITY HALL,
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. CITY CF .PCRT ST, LUCIE
CITY COUNCIL SPECIAI MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 23, 2012

A Special Meeting of the CITY COUNCIL of the City of Port St.
Lucie was called to order by Mayor Faiella on April 23, 2012, at
4:00 p.m., at PBort St., Lucie City Hall, 121 SW Port St. Lucie
Boulevard, Port St. Lucie, Florida.

1. MEETING CALLED TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL

Coungil Members

Present: Mayor JoAnn M. Faiella
Vicde Mayor Linda Bartz
Councilman Jack Kelly
Councilwoman Shannon M. Martin

Council Members
Not Present: - Councilwoman Miche€lle Lee Berger

Others Present: Gregory J. Cravec, City Manager

Roger G. Orr, City Attorney

Pam E. Booker, Senier Assistant City
Attorney

Anne Cox, Planning and Zoning Assistant
Director

Edward Cunningham, Communications Director

Carcl M. Heintz, Assistant City Clerk

Daniel Holbrook, Planning and Zoning
Director

Bridget Kean, Senicr Planner

Margié L. Wilson, Deputy City Clerk

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor Faiella led the assembly in the Pledge of Allegiance.
4. FIRST READING OF ORDINANCES

a) ORDINANCE 12-19, PUBLIC HEARING, AMENDING THE CIiTY OF
PORT 8T. TLUCIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY ADOPTING THE EVALUATICN AND
APPRALISAL  REPORT (EAR)-BASED COMPREEENSIVE PLAN AMENBMENTS;

AMENDING THE GOALS, POLICIES AND OBJEEGTIVES IN THE FUTURE LAND
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USE FELEMENT, TRANSPORTATICON ELEMENT, INFRASTRUCTURE ELEMENT,
CONSERVATION AND COASTAIL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT, INTERGOVERNMENTAL
COORDINATI®ON ELEMENT, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT,
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ELEMENT, AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT;
PROVIDING THE INVALIDITY OF ANY PORTION SHALL NOT AFFECT THE
REMAINING PORTIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

Mr. Holbrook stated, “I"d like to give you an overview of the
presentations. I will have ‘ocpening comments. The City's
consultant will present the Comprehensive Plan updates. That
will be followed by a staff review of those updates. This is a
Public Hearing, so the public will be invited to speak. We would
like to provide reéesponses Lo any dquestions or comments that may
be raised. We will then ask the City Council to make a motion to
transmit the amendment o the state, 1f you find it suitable. I
want to introduce the technical team who assisted the review and
draft. First 1is the City’s consultant, Lorraine Tappen, from -
Calvin Giordano. Bridget XKéan is the City’s principal planner,
who primarily focdses on long-range planning. Anne Cox is
Assistant Director of Planning and Zoning. We have also had
assistance from Ms. Booker from Legal. 2lmost all City
departments have participated at one point or another. I would
like to acknowledge the City Manager’s OQffice, Pzrks and
Recreation, FEngineering, Utilities, Police, and lastly, I would
like to thank the. public for theilr participation at numerous
meetings throughout the years. This has been almost a threec-year
process. None of this has been done in haste.”

Mr. Holbrook continued, “The State of Florida does require that
cach municipality have a Comprehensive Plan. The City has had a
Comprehensive Plan for over 20 years. Part of the responsibility
of having a Comprehensive Plan is that you evaluate it from time
to time and make necessary changes. Since the City first adopted
its Comprehensive Plan, the City has changed dramatically in
land area and population, infrastructure and diversity, and
demographics. The Comprehensive Plan before you is about change
and how we perceive it for the future. Throughout the years we
have heard that we needed more oppoertunity. We're creating two
new Tfuture land use designations. T would like to mention that
as a part of this change we are not proposing a change to
anycone’s future land use on thelr personal property. Many times
communities do that when they do a Comprehensive Plan update. We
are also looking at expanding connectivity options to allow for
people to get around in different modes versus the automobile.
We acknowledge that the auto is a very important transportation
mode for the residents. This 1is the second of three Public
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Hearings reguired by state 1law for the Comprehensive Plan
update. I will turn this over to Ms. Tappen.”

Lorraine Tappen, Calvin Gilordano and Assoclates Senior Planner,
said, “It’'s my pleasure to present to vyou the FEAR-based
amendments. The elements of the Comprehensive Plan are the
chapters 1In the update. The City was incorporated in 1961. The
Comprehensive Plan was adopted in 1980. The Conversion Manual
was incorporated into the Ceomprehensive Plan later. In 2001 you
designated your Community Redevelopment Area. In 2004 the City
adopted the Urban Land Institute’s Development Strategy, which
outlines scme of the strategies that are carried through to the
EAR and these Comprehensive Elan amendments. 1’11 mention them
as we go along. This project has a very unsexy title: EAR-Based
Comprehensive Plan Amendments. But the good news is that this is
a strategy to align your planning deocuments and your current
practices, and to adapt for the future. You adopted the EAR
Report in April 2010. The state approved. it, and this is part of
the two-step process to bring the Comprehensive Plan up to date
with what vou’re doing now.”

Ms. Tappen said, “I will go over the key proposed amendments in
each element. The purpose of the Future Land Use Element is to
ensure that there 1is an adequate mix of land uses for current
and future residents, while looking out for the environment and
ensuring that the infrastructure meets the demands of current
and future development. One of the recommendations in the EAR
Report was to cofnsider neighborhood plans, particularly for the
castern area. You have shiny new neighborhcods coming up 1n the
west, and vyou want to make sure that property values are
maintained in the east, as well. This would be done by multi-
department teams. It would include public participation with

neighbeorhood  groups. It could include commercial facade
programs:, capital improvements, and landscape enhancement
grants. Promotion of mobility and connectivity were also
recommended in  the ULT Study. Proposed amendments include

transit supportive development, upgrading roadways to complete
streets, looking for shortcuts and greater connectivity between
neighborhoods and. commercial areas, and locating schools close
to residential areas. The City has grown tremendously over the
last feWw years by annexation. It is recommended in the FEAR Study
and 1in other plannﬁng documents that the City Council have
criteria for reviewing annexations. Give yourself a guldebook,
so to speak, for decision making. Does it provide a mix of uses?
Does it provide facilitdes such as stormwater gquality/quantity
measures, pa¥k and ride facilities, and parks? Will the
annexation be a real benefit in the long term for the City?”
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There  should be additional opportunities for commercial
development. That is a big focus in the EAR-based amendments. We
need to support commercial and industrial development and
provide opportunity Zor people Te expand economically. Mixed use
is a new category. This is vertical mixed use with commercial
and services on the first floor and residents on the upper
floors. Ancther new land use 1is Planned Industrial Park to
accommodate owners who want to develop property based upon the
targeted industries list. Lt the same  time they want
complimentary uses, such as hotels and offices. No one’s land
use category is being chénged, as Daniel said. We’re introducing
these new c¢riteria for decisions by the City Council on future
land use map amendments. Map amendments can be analyzed based on
the criteria, giving you more Iinformation for vyour decision
making., We will mentiion commercial development a ZIfew times,
because it is very important for the City. In the clder GDC
areas there are very few services close tc residents. We wculd
like more opportunities opened up in the future, such as the
redevelopment of sStrip centers, loocking for potentials for
commercial nodes, and possible conversion of homes on arterials
into offices. The Zoning Code should be amended for greater
flexibility. The City should lcok for opportunities for
businesses to expand or come in, and to make sure they are not
hampered by anything in the Zoning Code.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Transportation Element ensures that you
have an efficient and safe transportation system for cars,
pedestrians, c¢yclists, and transit. A key component of the
Transportation Element 1s the autc Level of Service (LOS). The
.08 standards for Port S5t. Lucie are D and ¥, but this is to be
sure you can accommodate, development. Property owners are not
overly obligated to continually pay for expansion of the
roadways. You want development to move forward without
significant c¢ost, bDit you need to make sure the roadways are
efficient. You have a park and ride by the turrpike that i
being used, and a proposed policy is to encourage more park and
ride faecilities., Other methods to dmprove efficiency include
improving intersections and sighalization and managing access to
and from properties. There are suggested policies to continue
supporting .east-west connections, particularly the Crosstown
Parkway. We mentioned complete streets, which are streets that
accommodate all users. Veterans’ Memorial Parkway is an example.
Proposed policies ingliude encouraging using a complete street
formgt. fer new roadways and for reconfigured streets if
feasibley physically and financially. Another policy is having
the City consider a guality LOS for other modes of transit.
Bicycle facilities could be enceuraged on collecters and
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arterials, as well as on utility ‘right of ways, within parks,
and on canal banks. The ity has been very active with its
sidewalk program. Cver ten miles of sidewalk have Dbeen
constructed. The City has received Safe Routes to School grant
funding and 1s prioritizing sidewalk projects based upon
schools, parks, and existing sidewalks. This would give you a
proposed policy that reflects your existing practice. With the
EAR-based amendments we are taking many things that you have
been talking about and doing for years and putting them intc one
document that you can use as a tool to guide future development.
For transit, policies include coordinating with the Regional
Transit Develcopment Plan, supporting new bus stops, and
supporting transfer ceénters like the one on Deacon Avenue.”

Ms. Tappen said, “We will move to the Housing Element. There
needs to be adeguate housing for residents. Substandard
conditions should bke eliminated. Affcrdable workforce housing
should be accommodated. The City Council has already adopted an
Affordable Housing Incentive Plan, which has been incorporated
inte the Housing Element and the Goals, Objectives, and
Policies. These include expedited permitting for afferdable
housing ©projects, looking at flexikility in the setback
requirements, and having affordakle housing convenient fo
transit. Other suggestions including making sure to accommodate
people of all ages, including seniors. You have a significant
seniocr populaticn now, and the projections show an increase over
time. You will need recreation and services close to
neighborhoods. The City should use the new neighborhcod plans to
review housing stock. How c¢ld are the homes? Do the residents
need assistance with repairs? Another recommendation is to
encourage energy efficiency in homes.”

Ms. Tappen sald, “The Infrastructure Element is made of services
that, we may take for granted, such as potable water, sanitary
sewer, 'stormwater, and sclid waste. We updated the LOS standards
to make &suze they’'re current. When an application comes in,
Plaririing -and zZoning réviews how much watér the development will
need. They coordinate with Utilities to make sure the capacity
is there. If you live in the eastern part of the City, vyou're
probably stdll traumatized by Tropical Storm Fay. The City has
undertaken the Fastern Watershed Improvement Project (EWIP) to
increase collection and transmission of water in that area.
Proposed infrastructure policies included encouraging low impact
development procedures. That is a very undescriptive term. It
means using vegetative —careas for stormwater. It can be
vegetative swales or permeable pavements. That alsc reduces the
load on municipal- stormwater systéms. We updated the stormwater
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L0S and included a proposed policy ‘to encourage management
facdilities that provide passive recredtional opportunities, such
as Patio Pond. A1l s6lid waste is brought to the St. Lucie
County baling and recycling facility. They have sufficient
capacity through 2024. ©New policies iInclude continuing to
suppoert curbside recycling and household hazardous waste
collecticn.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Conservation and Coastal Management
Element includes pclidies for acquisition, conservation, and
preservation of natural  Thabitats. We are lining up the

Conservation ‘Element with your Natural Resource Code and
requiring environmental assessments on developments of two acres
or more as well as continuing to protect native communities and
listed species. Hazard mitigation 1is the coastal part of the
element. Where’s thé beach in Port St. Lmcie? The North Tork of
the St. Lucle River i1is & very iImportant coastal area that has
tidal influence. The state reguires That you map the coastal
high hazard area, which is that area that could be affected by
storm surge from a Category 1 hurricane. The good news is that
your high hazard area is largely a conservation area with very
little developed land. Another policy is to prepare for post-
disaster redevelopment. This is to ensure that 1if ycu do have a
mejor disaster, people can come back to Pert St. Lucie.”

Ms. Tappen continued, “The Intergovernmental Coordination
Element is fo ensure that impacts from development and
annexation are coordinated with the right agencies. The

Recreation and Cpen Space FElement is extremely important for a
high quality of life. Propcsed policies include ceordinating the
City’s trail system with the county’s trail system, using the
Conservation Trust Fund to purchase additional upland preserves,
and encouraging development of new parks. Your parks are a bit
scattered. Over time it would be good to have a strategy where
they dre equitably disttibuted. Parks and open space are a very
important épmenent for attracting more companies:. The City has
done an amazing job attracting high profile companies. Most
cities do not have an Economic Development Element 1in thelr
Compreheﬁsiue ‘Plans. 'This 1s not a reguired part of the
comprehensive Plan, but because this is a very important part of
the €ity’s mission, ‘we have updated 1t to align with your
current practices. This would encourage development within the
targeted industries list with the aim of creating 'higher than
average salaTies, increasing capital flow, and diversifying the
economic base. We want to make sure sufficient land is allocated
for these industries. We want to coordinate with the Chamber of
Commerce, the Kconomic Development Council of St. Lucie County,
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and the Florida Research Coast, and to ensure that the colleges
and schools are préviding the skill sets that are needed.
Economic develcpment supportd maintaining a high guality of
life. Continue to support arts and culture and your public art
program. We don’t want to forget local businesses. Local
preference should be continued in the City’s bid processes. Make
sure there is flexibility in the Zoning Code and adequate
infrastructure.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Capital Improvements Element 1s to make
sure vyour infrastructure is planned for existing and future
development. Make sure funds are allocated and have everything
organized to move ferward. A proposed policy reguires a fiscal
impact analysis for future annexations. Some of your capital
rmprovements include widening Port St. Lucle Boulevard, the
Crosstowil Parkway, the sidewalk projects, EWTE, canal
excavation, a dog park, and a boat launch.”

Ms. Tappen said, *I will review the schedule for this project.
Last fall we held two public workshops and broke into small
groups to get 1input on the Comprehensive Plan amendments. A
couple of weeks ago we went to the Plarining and Zoning Board
meeting with this presentation. They recommended that the City
Council consider +transmittal teo the DEC. After the Public
Hearing, the City Council may recommend that the EAR-based
amendments are transmitted to the DEO. They will send bkack a
report with recommendations, cbjections, and comments. They also
gather comments from the Water District, FDOT, and others. We
will review that, make the appropriate c¢hanges, and bring it
back to Council in the fall.”

Ms. EKean stated, “I want to point out that all of this
information is available on the City’s website. It 1is updated
regularly. The City is only adeopting the Goals, Objectives, and
quicies for the elements by ordinahce. The data analysis
sectien 1's not being adopted; it is there as a reference. It
forms the basis for the Goals, Objectives, and Policies. So if
the City want's to make c¢hanges to the data, 1t can be done
without going threugh the amendment process. The submittal
packet includes & memo from Calvin Giordano and Assoclates
summarizing the proposed changes based on the recommendations
contained 1in the FEAR. A second memo is based on the comments
received at the public workshops. If you wish you can include
one or all of those améendments. The ordinance also amends the
recommendations of the City’s Affordable Housing Advisory
Committee [(AFACY. In 2008 the City Council adopted a lList of
recommendations based on recommendations from the Affordable
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Housing Advisory Committee. They are listed as Cbjectives 3.1
and subsequent Policies 3.1.10 to 3.1.10.7. They are included,
because that was the decision of the AFAC. They met again in
2012 and made some changes to these recommendations. We have
included them as part of the ordinance, and we are recommending
that you adopt the revised policy. The current draft also
includes updated traffic counts from the 5t. Lucie Ccunty TPOC,
They released 2011 updates, so we were able tc include that. The
document has been reviewed by other departments. The Planning
and Zoning Department staff finds that the update 1s consistent
with the recommendations 1n the EAR Repcrt and recommends
approval and transmittal to the DEO.”

The Assistant City Clerk read Ordinance 12-19 aloud by title
only. Mayor Faiella opened the Public Hearing. There being no

comments, Mayor Faiella closed the Public Hearing.

Councilman Kelly asked how often the Comprehensive Plan must be

updated. Mr. Holbrcok answered, “It is required to be reviewed
every seven years. The state did delay that because of the
hurricanes in the past decade.” Councilman Kelly said, “The

packet we have 1is wvague. It does have detail, but Iook at the
first page. It has the goals under Chapter 163. They are very
vague goals. It leaves a huge interpretation. What is good 1is
that we didn’t put any impositions on personal property. There
was no change in  that. But this 1s wvague and open to
interpretation. It has a gecal and a focus; but how you get
there. . . .7 Mr. Holbroeck said, “I will agree with you that
people can 1interpret texts many different ways. The Goals,
Okjectives, and Policies are Dbeing preoposed for adoption
ultimately. The introduction is part of the data analysis. If
there are any changes you would like to the Introductlion, we can
consider that. If the Council decides to transmit this to the
state, there 1s opportunity after that te make changes.”

Councilman Kelly said, “On the mixed use, it said that there can
be no less than 10% of one use. So if I wanted to put up 300
residences and I had a mizxed use of commercial at 10%, that
would be allowable. It seems lew. And again, 1it's vague.
Somebody could put in a barber shop and a coffee shop, and that
would be the 10%. Am I reading it wrong?” Mr. Holbrook replied,
“Out west in Tradition in the DRI’s, those are NCD land use.
This is a new future land use that is providing ahother option
for people to choose 1f they Wwant to. We may look back and see
that no one used it. This is one thing we have heard about from
the public and the development commundity. The market will
dictate whether it 1is acceptable. Speaking to your exact
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guesticn, the language under mixed use at Policy 1.1.4.8 says
that this category allows for vertical mixed use where
commercial retall uses are located on the ground floor with
residential uses on the upper floors. The second point is that a
minimum of two uses are reguired withdn the development and a
minimum percentage of 10% for &ny ohe use. Residential is a
reguired use. If you want that mixed use, residential has to be
part of it. If vyou don’'t, we have other future land uses that
don’t have the residential requirement.” Councilman Kelly said,
“I'm moving on to the transit section. Missing from it was
encouraging reglonal tfranspertation plans and working with the
TPG and RTO. That’s the only way you will get regional money.
When she talked about the bike lanes, I have never been in favor
of having them on major highways like Port S5St. Lucie Boulevard.
On Us 1, I don't know how you would have a safe bilcyecle lane
uniess 1t was separate. Lastly, we talk about preservation of
land along the river and in our parks. We have a plethora of
parks in the City. The preservation on the river is about 9%0% or
more. In the next five years, if we’'re going to put money intc
anything, the emphasis should be on econhomic development plans.
I think we’re there with the amourt of open land and parks. I
want to mention the EDBC, which most cities don’t have. When T
was in San Antonio ten years agce they had their own EDC as part
of the city. T think it was one of the first in the country. You
know how well theéy did with their Riverwalk. They have other
problems, but their EDC works for the city. Some day we will
have to have our own.” Mr. Holbrook noted, “Concerning the bike
lanes, the proposed policies don’t dictate design. It 1is a
facility that should be accommodated.” Councilman Kelly asked 1f
bicycles are allowed on sidewalks. Mr. Holbrook replied that the
Comprehensive Plan doesn’t speak to that. €ouncilman Kelly moved
to approve Ordinance 12-19. Councilwoman Martin seconded the
motion. The Assistant City Clerk restated the motion as fcllows:
to approve Ordinance 12-19. The motion passed unanimously Dby
roll call vote.

5. ADJOURN

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 4:45
‘p.m.

Carol M. Heihfz,'Assistant City Clerk

Margie L. Wilson, Deputy Clty ClerK



CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE:
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 11, 2012

A Special Meeting of the PLANNING AND ZONING BCARD of the City
of Port St. Lucle was called to order by Vice Chalr Martin at
7:00 p.m., on April 11, 2012, at Port St. Lucie City Hall, 121
SW Port St. Lucle Boulevard, Port St. Lueie, FPlorida.

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL

Mambhers Present: Kén Martin, Vice Chair

Brian Battle, Alternate

Steven Garrett

Ernie Cjito, Secretary

Susan E. Parks

Ryan Strickland, Alternate
Members Not ‘
Preszent: William Blazak, Chair {(Excused)

Others Present: Roger G. Orr, City Attcrney
Pam E. Booker, Senior Assistant
City Attorney
Daniel Holbrook, Planning and Zoning
Director
Anne Cox, Assistant Planning
And Zoning Director
Roxanne Chesser, Engineering Department
John Finizlie, Planner
Bridget Kean, Senior Planner
Marty Sanders, St. Lucie County
Schoel District
Ryan Strickland, Alternate Member
Margie L. Wilson, Deputy City Clerk

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Ms. Parks led the assembly in the Pledge of Alleglance.

PUBLIC HEARING

P10-109 CITY OF PORT ST. LUCIE - COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

Mr. Holbrook stated, “Goed evening. Thank you for allowing we to
have this special meezing, and to everyoné who 15 in attendance.
This 1s a unigue and timely application. It is the update to the

1
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city’s Comprehensive Plan, kased on the Evaluation and Appraisal
Report (EAE}. We have a teamn That has been working on this
update; it’s not cone person or entity. I would like to recognize
them: the Planning and Zoning Department; our consultant 1is
Lorraine Tappen, the Project Manager, with Calvin, Giordanc and
Associates; Bridget Kean, Principal Planner with the City; Anne
Cox, Assistant Director of Planring and Zoning; Roxanne Chesser,
Civil Engineer with the City; Pam Booker, Senlor Assistaht City
Attorney; we’ve had participation from the City Manager's
Qffice, Parks and Recreation, Utilities, and the Police
Department. The public has put in hours to thHis over the years.
I thank them.”

Mr. Hélbrook continued, “This is & ore-teopic item Agenda. The
format will be my opening comments, followed by our consultant,
who will provide a PowerPoint presentatlon on an overview of the
proposed changes. Ms. Kean will give a staff review, analysis,
and recommendation. We will open guestions and comments from Lhe
board, followed by the Public Hearing. We would ask that vyou
allow staff and our consultant to respond to any gquestions or
comments. At the end we will ask the Board to make a
recommendation, s¢ that this can go forward to City Councll for
their consideration te transmit 1t to the state. This 1s the
first of three Public Hearings that are required by the state.
There is more opportunity for folks who may not have been able
to participate tonight. As always, people may submit comments by
mail and e-mail. What’s the big picture? The Comprehensive Plan
is5 a requirement of the State o¢f Florida. We have had an adopted
Comprehensive Plan for over three decades. This isn’t foreign to
the City. It is timely and it 1s required that we update it. In
your materials any preposed text 1is underlined, and deleted text
has a strike through. The remainder of the text 1s existing
language, which is part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.”

Lorraine Tappen, Calvin, Gilordano & Associates, stated, "It's a
pleasuie to present to you the EAR-based amendments. You ars all
familiar with the Comprehensive FPlan. The elements of the Plan

are as follows: Future Land Use, Transportation, Housing,
Infrastricture, Condervation and Coastal Management,
Intergovernmental Coordination, Recreation and Open Space,

Fconomic Development, and Capital Improvements. Let’s go back
through history .and how planning has taken place 1n the City of
Port St. Lucie. The City was incorporated in 1%61. The General
Development Corporation platted and developed a large part of
the City, especially on the east side until 1984. In 18971 the
city adopted a Zoning Code. In 1980 a Comprehensive FPlan was
adopted. Soon after that the Conversion Manual was adopted into
the Plan to allow some single‘family homes along arterials to
convert to commercial uses. In 2001 the Community Redevelopment

2
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hrea was desdgnated. In 2004 the Urban Land Institute (ULL}
Development Strategy was reviewed by the City.”

Ms. Tappen sald, “This project has a very unsexy name: EAR-Rased
Comprehensive Plan Amendments. You adopted the Evaluation and
Appraisal Repert in April 2010. That was approved by the state.
The second part of the project 1s updating the Comprehensive
Plan Lo make changes based upon the recommendations in the EAR.
I will review some of the recommendations in the EAR and the
proposed changes. The Future Land Use Element designates a
future full mix of uses for current and future residents,
ensuring that the envifonment 1is protected and that facilities
are provided concurrent with development. The 2004 ULT Study and
the EAR mentioned & need for neighborhood plans, particularly
for the eastern “neighborhoods. Those are the older
neighborhoods. You're getting newer, shinier neighborhoods on
the west side. You want to make sure all neighborhoods are
maintained in good conditicn. The EAR and the ULI both suggested
neighborhood planning. This would be a hulti-department team who
would  target  specific  areas. 1t  wouwld include public
participaticn with homeowners’ groups and neighborheooed
associations. There may be facade and landscape programs and
capital improvement -plans. Ancother EAR recommendation was to
promote molbility, including transit-supported development,
upgrading roads to complete streets, and shortcuts between
neighborhoods to create intercennectivity. These concepts have
been around the City fer more than ten years.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Gity has grown, over 150% over the last ten
to twenty years. In the Future Land Use Element are criteria to
judge annexations. How should they come in and what development
should be expected? Do they provide for mixed uses and complete
streets? Are there parks near residential areas? Are there
techniques to minimize water use? Are future transit and parking
lot facilities provided for? Do they pay their fair share for
the needed infrastructure? At the same time, we would like to
see mere Fflexibility. We want to give private property owners
optiens for developing thelr land. We have two new future land
nse categoidés. Oné is a mixed use catégory that would allow
vertical miged lige with residential over commercial. Another new
category s Planned Industrial Park. This is for people who want
to build and develop: to accommodate those industries on the
targeted andustry list dnd that have complementary uses. This 13
to encotrage economic activity centers. There are no Tfubure land
use map <changes in this package. This 1s to introduce new
categories fer landowners.”

Ms. fTappeh said, “Another EAR recommendation was to provide
criteria for evaluating future land uge map amendments. This

&%}



PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING MINUTES APRIL 11, 201z

will help the Planning and Zening Board and the City Council
review the fulure amehndments considerinhg priorities of the Crty:

satisfying & deficiency of wses, accommodating population
growth, and diversifying housing choices., What about the
compatibility with nearby developments, preserves or
neighborhoods? Can the targéted industry 11st be accommodated
through the future Tand use map amendment? Commerclal
development will be supported, particularly 1in the eastern
areas. When GDC developed their focus was residential, not

commercial develepment. Recommend policies include encouragling
redevelopment of strict commercial uses to commerclal nodes oOr
mixed use. This might occur at major intersections to bring
services to the folks who live nearby. Residences on arterzal
roadways would be evaluated for redevelopment. As the roads get
wider you have a résidence up against a six-lane road. It’'s not
comfortable. FPerhaps those homes could be cenverted Lo
commercial or office wuses, The public has reguested allowing
greater flexibility In the Zoning Code. Make sure businesses can
open in Port St. Lucig.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Transportation Element provides for all
modes of ‘transportation: autos, pedestrians, bicyclists, and
transit. I do .want to emphaslize that the car 1s still what we
use. Some of the propesed changes suggest looking at other modes
of transportatiocon arid preparing for the future at the same time
as we accommodate how we move today. We need to have our roads
working efficiently. Let’s talk about level of service (LOS)
standards. Levels A/B mean vyou're moving to your destination
guickly and efficiently. Levels C/D give you a few delays.
Levels E/F mean that there are significant delays in your travel
time. For Port St. Lucie we’re maintaining LOS standards of D

and E. This 1s -very iImportant, Dbecause when development
applications come in tHey do have to accommodate thelr impacts
on the roadways. You want to make sure you have that

flexibility, so vyou don’t have major infrastructure costs. AL
£he same time, the City wants the roadways to continue to be
efficient. The City 1s already doing a number of Things, and
we're propesing policies te be included 1in the Transportation
Element to reflect some of those sitrateglies. One method to
increase efficliéncy is to provide park and ride faclilities.
There is one near the turnpike. I went by one day at 3 p.m. and
it was completely full. A policy 1is to encourage the addition
and development of more park and ride facilities. The City can
also improve intersections and signalization and manage access
to and from properties. The City 1is continuing the Crosstown
Parkway. We are éroposing»the concept of complete streets. Those
are streets that accommodale &ll users: motorists, bikers,
pedestrians, and transit users. New policies include considering
complete stieets for new roadways and for existing roadways when

4
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they are reconfigured. ARnother policy is to consider quality LO3S
standards for bicycles, pedestrians, and transit. LOS A includes
a hike larne and fhot much traffid to interact with. LOS C means a
bike lane with cars on the road. LOS E means vyou &dre riding in
traffic and 1t’s not comfortable. There 1is a proposal to
encourage the development of bike facilitlies on collector or
arterial roadways and to encourage the develepment of tralls on
canal banks, and in parks and utility right-of-ways. The
pedestrian LOS could be considered 1n the future; it is not
being instituted in the plan at this time. The City has
undertaken an ambitious sidewalk program. Mere than ten miles of
sidewalk have been constructed, especially 1n the east, to
accommodate those neighborhoods that were built without
sidewalks. The City has received Safe Routes to School grant
funding for a large part of that. We have a proposed policy to
prioritize new sidewalks clase to schools, parks, and areas
where there are exlsting sidewalk systems, which reflects the
City’s current practices. For buses there are four transit
routes in Port St Lucie. Proposed policies in the
Transportation Element include coordinating with the Regional
Transit Development Plan, supporting new bus stops and transit
amenities, and encouraging new development to construct these 1f
it 1s applicable. The City 1s Dbullding a transfer center on
Deaccon Avenue.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The main purpose of the Housing Element 1s to
ensure that there 1s adequate housing for existing and future
residents, to ernsure that housing standards are met and kept up,
and to make sSure there 1s sufficient affordable and workforce
housing. The City has an Affordable Housing Incentive Plan. We

have incerporated that 1into the Housing Element. Proposed
policies dinclude expedited permitting for affordable housing
projects, considering changes in sethack and parking

reguirements 1f that gilves the private property owner more
leeway to create more ‘units, and making affordable housing
coblivénient to  transit. The EAR alsce recommended supporting
Communities of Lifetime Principles. These are principles to make
sure there are recreational facilities and services close by ifor

seniars. You de  have a significant senior population.
Projections afe that the proportion will increase over tne pext
twenty vyears. It 1s also important to review the exlsting

housing stock. How old are the homes? Do they need new rooftops?
Some families don’t have the means; do they need assistance?

That could be considered 1in a neighborhood plan. Energy
efficiéncy was recommended. Residents could be educated in
simple energy reduction in their home. Affordable housing

projects could include renewable energy rescurces and water re-
uge could be encouraged.”



PLANNTNG AND ZONING BOARD MEETING MINUTES APRIL 11, 29012

Ms. Tappen said, “The Infrastructure Element talks about potable
water, sanitafy sewers, stormwater, and solid wasté. They must
be made concurrent and availédble for existing and future
development. Potable water and sewel service providers include
the Peort 3t. Lucie Utility Service Department, S5St. Lucie West,
and The Reserve. We updated the LO3 standard for potable water
and sanitary sewer. When a development application comes in the
Planning and Zoning Department in conjunction with Utilities
calculates the number o©of gallons expected to be used by that
development. They make sure Utilities has the capacity to
accommodate that. If there isn’t capacity, a conversaticn can
cccur and maybe capaclity can be made avallable. Some of you may
still be traumatized by the fleooding from Tropical Storm Fay,
which greatly affected & lot of people, especially on the
eastern side of the City. Since that time the City undertook the
Fastern Watershed Imprevement Program (EWIP) . It includes
extensive stormwater treatment areas, 1improved collection and
transmission systems, and new pumps. A policy suggested 1n the
Infrastructure Element 1s to continue that program and to
encéurage low impact developrent technigues. That term 1is
extremaly unproductive. That . means improved stormwater
technigues using vegetation and soil, rather than asphalt and
other materials. It wuses the natural system to drain your
property. In the leng term it reduces the impact on the existing
municipal systems. Building floor elevations for new development
should be at or above the 100-year floocd elevation. It 1is
encouraged that stermwater management facilities provide joint
use of retentilion areas, and there should be passive recreation
opportunities. All solid waste 1is brought to the St. Lucie
County Baling and Recycling Facility. That landfill has
sufficient landfill through 2024, New  policies recommernd
continuing to suppert curbside recycling and hazardous household
waste collection.”

Ms. Tappen continued, ™“We’ll move on to the Conservation and
Ccastad Management Element. The EAR recommended TChat we
incorperate more langudage to support the acquisitionﬁ
conservatfen, and preservation ef natural habitats. To reflect
some of the existing pelicies and the Natural Resource Code, an
Fnvirohiental Assessment Report should be submibted for any
future land use map amendment for development on properties that
are two acres or greater. Native communities and listed speciles
should be pretected through the Natural Resource Code. You have
had a number of studies in the past: the ULI  Study, the
Community Redevelopment Plan, and the EAR. The Planning and
Zoning Department. and other City staff have updated your Code
over time. The Comprehensive Plan is now bringing that all
together. It is showing the big picture of what the Clty wants
te do in the future, and what it is doing now. The North Fork of

&
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the St. Ludie Rivér is tidally dnfluenced, and that 1s where you
have your coastal high hazerd area. The State requires that you
designate that area in your Comprehengive Plan. We have it
mapped and defined in the proposed policies fer the Conservation
and Coastal Management Element. That is the area below the storm
surge line for a Category 1 hurricane as designated by the SLOSH
model. Policies limit and regulate the types of uses 1in the
coastal high hazard area. The good news is that a lot of that
area 1s already a preserve owned by the state, the county and
the City. As over time you prepare capital improvements, 13
there an opportunity for greater flood control or other hazard
mitigation measures? Prepare for post disaster redevelopment.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Intergovernmental Coordination Element
proposed policies include greater coordination with the county
on annexations and continued coordinatien for the impacts of
development on the St. Lucie River, the Indian River Lagoon, and
the Savanna State Park.”

Ms. Tappen said, “The Recreation and Open Space Element is very
important for a high quality of life for everybody who lives
here and for attracting new businesses. Proposed policies

include. coordinating the City’s trail system with the county’s
greenway and trail program; using the Conservation Trust Fund
for purchasing additional upland preserves; and encourage parks
to be built withim at least a three-mile radius of residences.
The Economic Development Element i1s next. The City has been very
active in economic development and had recruited a number of
high profile businesses to the area. This is a very lmportant
element of the Comprehensive Plan. Most places do not have an
Fconomic Development Element. Because it 1s a high profile
subject and very important to the City, it has been included in
the Comprehensive Plan. We have a few recommended proposed
changes, including dincorpeorating the targeted industry Llist,
encouraging the development of industries wikhin that list with
the hope that they pay higher than average wage levels, ring
new skills and capital, and diversify the economic base. We also
want to make sure we have enough industrial and coemmercial land
for new cdhpanigs. The future land use map must allocate
sufficient land for cemmercial and industrial development, and
it must ensure that rthere is adequate infrastructure for the
husiness climate. We propose conbtinued ceordination with the
Economic Development Council of St. Lucie County and the Florida
Research Coast: There should alsc be coordination with the
colleges and =schools to make sure they have fthe programs you
need to accommodate these new businesses. It 1s important that
you have great facilities to attract people to the area, not
only fér businesgses but also for tourism. Recommended policies
include promoting tourism and recreatlon Bbased upon your natural

~



PLANNING AND ZONTING BOARD MEETING MINUTES APRTL 11, 2012

rescurces. There should be coordination with the St. Lucie
County Tourism OFffice, support of arts and culture, and
continuation of the public art program. Make sure you support
vour local businesses, as well. Support the preference system
for local businesses in the City’s bid system and new business
training. The Building Department and Planning and Zoening
Department meet with new businesses to lel them know how To det
the permits they need. See 1f there is flexibility 1n the Zoning
Code to help people get up and running faster.”

Ms. Tappen said, “"The Capital Improvements Element ensures that
you have the infrastitcture planned and improved for your
existing and future development, and that you have the money for
it. It is already reguired that vyou assess a fair shere from
anyone developing thelr property for any improvements that might
need to be made to accommodate that development. A proposed
policy 1is to require a fiscal impact analysis for any - future
annexation. If someone wants to be annexed into the City and
they have a development proposal, let them bring forward an
analysis to make slUre theré isn’t a nedative lmpact on the
City’s finances. Scheduled capital improvements are included 1In
this element. These include planned projects, such as widening
Port St. Lucle Boulevard, the Crosstown Parkway, storwmater,
canal excavation, and the EWIP, and a new bcat launch.”

Ms. Tappen said, “I would like to go over the schedule involved
in the EAR-based amendments. We had two community planning
workshops last fall in November and December with & similar
presentation. We met in small groups to get comments, which we
will go over. You have the opportunity to recommend to the City
“Council that they transmit the amendments to the state planning
agency, which is now called the Department of Economic
Opportunity {(DEO). In a couple of weeks we will do this
presentation for the City Council. If they choose to transmit
it, the amendments will be evaluated by DEO. They will send back
a. repert called the Objections, Recommendations, and Comments
Repert (ORC) . We will make adjustmants based on their
reéommendations and bring it back for final adoplien by October
30, 201z2.7

Ms. Kean stated, “I want to peoint out that Ms. Tappen has also
prepared & meme which ottlines the proposed additlons and
changes to the Comprehensive Plan that were based on the EAR
recommendations and the public worksheps. 1 would like to go
over the ordinance and peint out that the City is adopting only
the new and revised goals, objectives, and policies for the

ruture  land  usez transportation, housing, infrastructure,
conservation, intergovernmental c¢oordination, parks, economic
development, and capital improvements elements. Staff 1s not
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proposing any changes to the Public Scheol Facilities Element,
so that will stay as is., Ekach of the elements in the document
includes supporting doecumentation, dafa and analysis to clarify
and elaborate on the rationale for adopting the goals,
obijectives and policies. The City will not be adopting the ddta
and analysis section. That is so that the City can make changes
in the future as things change. We can make c¢hanges tTo that
informaticon  without going through the Comprehensive Plan
amendmant process. That was recommended by the state’s land
planning agency. The submittal packet includes a write-up of the
comments from the public workshops as well as the written
comments we received. All of these comments were reviewed and
considered by staff and our consultant. The amendments were
revised where appropriate to reflect the 1input from Lhe
meetings. There is a second memo based con the feedback from the

public workshops. This contains variouds recommendations that
could be made to the dotunent. if the board chooses. They arg not
now included in  the document. In addition to the public

workshops on November 2 and December 7, we ran an online survey
for bicycle, pedestrian, and transit use in June 2011. There
were over 800 responses. It was part of our reference material;
it is in VOur packet . The ordinance also amends the
recommendations of the City’s Affordable Housing Advisory
Committee, which adopted a specific list of recommendations to
be included in the Conprehensive Plan update. They are listed as
Objective 3.1.10 and subsequent Policies 3.1.10.1 to 3.1.10.7 of
the Housing Element. The Affordable Housing Committee was
reconvened in 2012, and they revisead some of their
recommendations. They are attached to the ordinance as Exhibit
B. The Planning and Zoming Department 1s recommending that they
be adopted. If the Board and City Council adopt them, they will
he added to tThe document when 1t goes to the DEO. Updated
roadway LOS is included, based on 2011 traffic counts. There are
update population projections from thé Shimberg Center at the
University of Floridé; The Planning and Zoning DPepartment finds
the petition to be consistent with the recommendatlons contdlred
in the adopted EZAR and recommends that the ordinance be approved
for transmittdal of the amendments to the Department of Economic
Opportunity for review and issuance of the ORC Report.”

Mr. ‘Ojito ‘asked for a brief summary as to how the public input
was incorporated. Ms. Kean explained, “Seme items were taken out
that people at the public workshops felt wmay not be something
government 1s telling people to do. We took out references 1in
some areas to green bullding.” Mr. Holbrook added, “As a part of
the ERR process major 1ssues were Ildentified during 2 public
workshop. Those were a part of tLhe foundation for the update,
There were saveral public dnvolvements, as well as the survey.
staff and our consultant have tried to accommodate those

Lo
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reguests. Some of bhe commants you have and some of the policies
concerning annexations and future Comprehensive Plan amendment s
come diréctly Ifrom publie comments. They said they wanted to
ensure that if thére is an Impact t& the City outside of what
the state reguires they would like to see what that is. Those
are reflected in some of the proposed policies.”

Vige Chair Martin opened thée Publie¢ Hearing and advised, “Anyone
wishing to speak on any item may approach the podium after the
issue has been cpened for the public to comment. FEach person
wishing to speak may do so for not more than three minutes. Your
comments and corcerns are very welcome. However, we must
malntain order and provide time for éveryons.”

JOHN MULLER szid, “I live in Port $St. Lucie in the Torinc area.
Do we need a $351,000, dog park? I don’t own a dog and I don't
know that many people in my neighborhood who do. Is there any
way bto combine bike paths and sidewalks? If buses run at a
profit, I can undenstand doing it and expanding. Every time I
see a bus, I usually see only one or Uwo people in it. I'm sure
it’s running at a deficit. Where are we getting the money? I wes
confused about what you said about two acres. Do you have to
have an environmental study if you have more than two acres that
vou want to do somethihg with? I can understand 50 acres, but
two acres is rather small. Those are my issues.”

GARRICK BUSSEL satd, "I 1live in the Southbend area. Can the
public get a copy of the packet?” Mr. Holbrook answered, “Yes.
All of this 1s puPlic document. We can provide a hard copy. We
also have all deocuments on the City's web site. Everything will
be posted. Most of it has been posted as of tonight.” Mr. Bussel
asked why the City would build bike paths on collectors and
arterials.

ROBERT BARRY MUCKLOW said, “I have handouts but I don’t have
enough. I apologize. I live on Alres Lane. Some of what I Wwill,
gay will seem far ©out to you. Ore of the first things Lorraine
Tappen said was to protect the environment. I submit Lhat tThat
is a false premise. This meeting 1is one of a series that 1s
nothing more thHan a fagade to hide a pre-planned outcome. If the
public was aware of the contents and final cutcome of this plan,
there would be gridlock surrounding this building. Instead there
are a few here to stand against a metastasizing cancex that has
invaded our area. It has been attacking private property rights
that fmake this country the freest and most prosperous nation on
carth. The name of this cancer is sustailnability. I know to some
of you that word has a nice ring. I submit that it is totally
deceptive. B little bit of sugar helps the polison go down. We
are béing told te change our lives and our economy bscause our
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environment is at risk. You are being fosrced into misusing your
authority by groups that are using Ifraudulent scientific data to
give them credibility, and scieritists who have confessed to bias
and corruption. This entire Comprehensive Flan lacks a
constitutional basis of any kind. It did not originate in this
country, nor does 1t have any authority from any duly elected
representative legislature at any level. This was instituted by
executive authcority. Its premises are false, the science 1is a
fraud and the autheority 1is nonexistent. I'm sure some of you
have never heard what I'm telling you tonight. I am sure of what
I'm telling you. This document is a Trojan horse. While claiming
to provide scolutioms for problems that do not exist, 1t negates
solutions that do exist. Cur economy depends on  land, not
resource restrictions. Jur SCOonomy depends on efficient
transportation, not a bicycle and pedestrian system. We have &
six—lane thoroughfare from I-95 to nowhere. Why are we even
thinking about complete  streets, sidewalks, and bicycle
greenways? We don’t have the money for them. We’'re looking at
layers of bureaucracy, meney whose sources are yet to be found,
private property rights and a free economy subservient to a hazy
ephemeral goal, such as fairness, social equity, and
sustainable. None of tThese are defined, nor 1s 1t indicated how
these goals benefit mankind. The truth is, they do not. LEvery
detail of life is being planned for the government’s benefit.”

MATTHEW RENSON, Port St. Lucie, said, “I have three gquestions.
This plan will be submitted to the state. Are you required to
change this?” Vice Chair Martin said that it must be revised on
a regular basis. Mr. Renson asked, “If you returned 1t with
nothing, would that be acceptable?” Vice Chair Martin answered,
“What's in place needs to stay in place, and we have the
opportunity -to amend it.” Mr. Renson asked, “Once  1t's
submitted, can it be changed after that?” Mr. Holbrock replied,
“Yes, the City can amend the Comprehensive FPlan. The City 1is
required by state law Lo review 1its Comprehensive Plan every
seven years and to make recommendations to change 1t. Those
recommendatiens are based off either changes 1In state law or
changes in policy direction from the City. What we have tonight
is both. The City has chahged dramatically since the last tTime
this was adobted in 1998. The City has grown 1in area and
population. Diversity and infrastructure has increased cltywide.
This plan is working to address current needs and to plan for
the future. The history of the City is thet the population 1s

continuing to grow. This plan 1s Lo accommodate that.” Mr.
Renson asked 1f when people decide they don’t like it, it can be
amended and changed. Mr. Holbrocok responded, “The state does

allow for the City to submit amendments and changes for review.”



PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING MINUTES APRIL 11, 2012
There being no further comments, Vice Chalr Martin closed the
Public Hearing.

Mr. Holbrock said, “A series of guestions have heen raised. We
can address the guestions to provide answers or comments. The
guestion was ralsed as to whether we need a dog park. This 1is
part of the Capital Improvement Plan, which has been adopted by
the City Council already. There has been a demand from the
public for that type of facility. IL funds are available it is
proposed to be constructed. Everyone doesn’t use all the
facilities in parks and recreation. There 1s passive and active
recreation, and sometimes people do both, or they don’t use any
of them. As far as combining sidewalks and bike paths, that is
an  option. This Comprehensive Plan deesn’t dictate how that
design is going to be accommodated in future rcoad projects. It
really is road specific. There are many right of ways in the
City that are codnstrained; that would limit the design. Becker
Road is a good example of where there was a policy decision Lo
accommodalte those facilities in the sidewalk, so vou have a
multi-purpese path: Tt’s a wider sidewalk for walkers and
cyclists to use the same facility. The design is dictated Dby how
the roads are and what the proposed demand is. It 1s not
specific to the Comprehensive Plan as far as design. It 1s
asking that it be considered in the design. Concerning the bus
system, that is not operated by the City. Part of the interlocal
discussion is to have the dizlog. They changed services last
year to |lbetter accommodate citizens. We will make note
concerning the environmental study and acreage size. The report
will be available on line. The entire Comprehensive Plan draft
is available. PowerPoints will be on the City’'s web site. If vyou
don’t see something, <call us. Concerning the constitutional
basis for the Compreteénsive Plan, 1 will ask Ms. Booker tUo
respond.” -

Mg. Booker advised, “The constitutionality of Comprehensive Plan
amendments has been challeénged more than once in court. It is &
reguirement of the state that has been 'upheld. Other property
rights issues. have been litigated in the state and on the
federal levél. The Comprehensive Plan is a reqguirement of the
state: We are folleing'requirements as set forth in the Florida
statutes. What we are doing is legal and proper. What we are
doing is reguired. Even last year with some. of the amendments to
Chapter 163 Uthere have been numerous lawsulitsy some of those are
still proceeding threugh the court proscess. At this point what
we are doing is legél and valid. Even though people have
challenged the state’s right to proceed as they are proceeding
and there are several property owners like the gentleman who
spoke who believe in property owners’ rights superseding what
the government chodses to do on limiting those property rights,

12
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~the courts have upheld the =state’s ability to restrict property
right uvse. What we’re doing i1s valid and complies with that. On
the dog park 1ssue and fuphding, the Parks and Recréation
Department 1s working on that. A tower company is looking to
install a towexr cn one of the park properties, as they have done
in several other City-owned facilities. The revenue generated
from that tower could fund 1it, so it would not be tax-payer
revenue. Lf that works out it would fund the construction of the
dog park at that location. The City is aware thal some residents
don’t use these facilities, but there are severzl residents who
have reguested the facility for quite some time.”

Mr. Holbrock said, “I would remind the Begard that the Goals,
Chijectives, and Policies are what 1s proposed to he adopted. If
there are specific comments about any poliéy, this would be the
appropriate time. This plan is for the City. When we say the
City, it is for residents, property owners, business owners, and
pecple who are coming here. If you have a specific concern about
2 specific policy, share that with us so we can give you the
information.”

Mr. Garrett said, “On Page 1-10 on future land use, it mentlions
Class C and D debris in regard to the landfill. What is that? On
Page 1-10 it states that we have capacity for that until 2024,
versus 2035. It alsg says that we have both short and long term
needs met. On Page 4-5 that is clarified a little more. Maybe we
need clarity. I don't know 1f 2024 meets the long teIm
objective. Secondly, on Page 1-48 Scuthern Grove,
Kennedy/Riverland and Western Grove are mentioned. Has that been
updated with the most recent increases in sguare footage and
capacity? Do the maps need to be adjusted? I have a guestion on
level of service evaluation. We state the current LOS and then
it is further evaluated in the future. Was the extension of the
Crosstown Parkway to US 1 considered in the future projections?
T have some general comments. Is 1t possible to double-side this
hige décument to conserve Tresources? Secondly, under home
ownership there is an interesting fact that the public sheuld be
aware of. 1 was rather proud to read on Page 3-4 that the 2010
Census Report says That 78.1% of househelds in Port St. Lucie
are owiletr _Qccupiéd. That is well above the state average of
67.4%. We should he proud of that statistic. Lastly, on Page B-
10, Goal, 8-2 s being added. I think 1t's great. You are adding
to support the retention and growth of the industrial sector,

retain existing businesses and small firms, and industiial
businesses. Yeu have stricken that the City will promote the
development of infrastructure needed to support future

businesses and light industrial expansion. Thet’'s a key point.
1t goes to the fact that we’re using dollars that are in the
ground ‘today that the City has 1nvested to pay dividends to the

13
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residents in the form of new Jobs,. Tt
Plan.”

element in the
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Mr. Sanders stated, “On behalfl of the Schocl Board I want Lo
thank you for the continued cooperation from the City. We have
worked over the last decade on sidewalks, land use, and public
school facdlilities elements. Everything 1in here continues that
collaboration. We are 1n agreement that we do not need to amend
the schools element. We thank vyou. TIf you +think about the
changes to public policy teoday versus 1961 when GDC came 1n, the
environment has changéd and the needs for students to have
sidewalks 1is so much more important today. That sums up why we
have to do Comprehensive Plan changes to adjust to the cltlzens’
needs.”

Vice Chalr Martin said, ™I have a couple of comments 1n respense
to the people who showed up tonight. I agree with freedom and
liberty. But we Iive in a City of 165,000 people. The capacity
for +the City 4is 500,000. I don’t necessarily like what my
neighbkors do a lot of the time, so I'm glad there are some
limitations and restrictions to what pecople can do with their
own property. We do live in a civilized soclety. I believe that
the regulations are Jjust a necessary evil. Your concerns about
the green environment are more political. I don’t believe any of
us are scientists. I’ve lived here almost 13 years, It's a great
City. I encourage people to come here. Part of the multi-modal
transportation is a reflection of that. The demographics are
changing on a daily basis. Bvery year Port St. Luclie grows with
different types of people. Twenty years from now they may he
riding bicycles everywhére. None of us knows what 1s going to
happen. But the experts, which I bhelieve the staff 1s, are
trying to help the citizens mold this City into something that
will be acceptable decades from now for everybody. I hope I live
long enough to see 500,000 neighbors in Port St. Lucie. There
are some changes T don’t necessarily agree with. I think we
should focus more on economic development. I'm glad to see that
was added. There’'s an open door policy here. You can speak Lo
these people 1f you have concerns. .Attend meetings. Make
recommendations.”

Mr, Holbrook said, “Concerning the double sided paper, thalt’s an
easy one. We appreciate you reading through and finding the
facts. We are a predominantly owner-cccupied City. We are a
supurban City. That’'s the trend. The City will become denser as
time goes by. GDC platted Single family lots and Lhere wasn't a
build'out. Sometimes with the build out there would be one house
on a block or a street. There weren’t the same issues. Now there
is a neighbor-te-neighbor issue. Mr. Garrett, we will verify
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that the densities and intenszities are lncreased. That change
just cccurred; this decument will be updated.”

Ms. Tappen egplained, “My. Garrett pointed out the C and D
debris. That 1is <construction and demoliticon. That i1s kept
separate from household waste because the household waste
leeches and 1s & little more toxic. You pointed out that in the
future land use we said there 1is sufficient capscity for the

long range planning time frame. But Iin the Infrastructure
Element we szy 1t is only through 2024 and the ccunty neesds to
come up with a plan. I agree that we should refine that

statement. In the LOS- takle 1in the Transportation Element
regarding the 2035 figures, those are from the 2035 long range
transpoertation plan put out by the St. Lucie Transportation
Planning Organization. It does take the Crosstown Parkway into
account. The housing tenure is impressive. This is a very stable
community. The City should take pride im that. And it 13 very
important that industrial businesses are supported and that
infrastructure i1g available.”

Vice Chair Martin ‘stated, “We have three options. We «can
recommend approval, or approval with conditions, or we can deny
moving this forward.” Mr. Strickland moved to adopt the proposed
FAR-based amendments to the City of Port St. Lucie Comprehensive
Plan bBased on the changes that were discussed today are amended
before going to City Council. Mr. Ojito seconded the motion,
which passed unanimously by roll call vote.

ADJOURN

THere being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 8:15
p.m.

Eenwe OJito, Secretary

Margie L. Wialson, Deputy City Clerk
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SUBJECT : EAR-based CqmprehenSIve Plan Amendments
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FIonda Statutes . reqmre the Comprehensive Plan to be updated based, upon the Evaluation
and Appra|sal Report! The! ‘EAR identifies how the Plan should be revised to better address
communlty objectives, changlng conditionis and trends affectlng the community and changes

— i state réquirements.

The City of Port. St. Lucie ;adopted their EAR in April 2010. and the state planning agency
approved the report in July 2010. |If the City Council. approves transmittal of the
amendments to the state planhing agericy for formal review, the state planning agency will

issue an Objections, Recommendations, and Comments (ORC) Report which gives input

potentially resulting in’ re,vi__s'ions to the proposed amendments. Once revised, the City
Council may consider adoptioh &f the amendments in order to complete the EAR process.

The following is a list-of recommended changes to the Comprehensive Plan adopted in the
EAR. Each recommendation’is followed by the correfating amendment in jtalics.

Future Land Use Element
» Incorporate new objectives and policies to facilitate neighborhood planning. Ensure
that policies address the neighborhood preservation needs of the City and the
strategic review of infill development and redevelopment opportunities. (Major Issue
No. 1)

See Objective 1.1:8 (p. 1-34).

.+ Add policy or*policies:to promote the study and identification of acceptable locations
for potefitial, infill .and, redévelopment. Updated peolicies should address mixed use
and fransit: supportive developments and include design standards and review

criteria to ensure compatibility with surrounding neighborhoods.. (Major Issue No. 1)

See Policy 1.1.4:8:(p. 1-25) and Policy 1.1.11.4 (p. 1-37).
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Con,‘s‘_idenj-establishing pricrities or programs that promote targeted infill development
identified through the stratégic review of infill development and redevelopment
opportunities. (Major Issue No. 1)

See Policy 1.1.4.8 (p. 1-25), Objective 1.1.8 (p. 1-34), and Objective 1.1.10 (1-38)
and related policies.

Identify infrastructure deficits in existing neighborhoods and identify how to address
whether through partnerships, grant funding, or as part of capital improvement
program. (Major Issue No. 1)

See Objective 1.1.8 (p. 1-34).

Establish location criteria and development standards for transit supportive
development. (If\'/!a_jo_r‘lssue No. 1)

Policy 1.1.11.1 (p. 1-37).

Incorporate new objectives and/or policies to facilitate redevelopment in the City of
Port St. Lucie CRA. Policies should encourage mixed use and multi-modal and
energy.-efficient development. {Major Issue No. 1)

See Policy 1.1.4:8.(p. 1-25), Objective 1.1.10 {p. 1-36}, and Objective 1.1.11 {1-37)
and related policies.

Incorporate a mixed land use category to replace the current practice of designating
multiple land uses on a parcet to allow mixed use development. (Recommended
following review of Future Land Use Element)

See Poiicy 1.1.4.8 (p. 1-25).

Foster more triie mixed-use development through the Land Development Code and
PUD processes. (Recommended following review of Future Land Use Element)

See Policy 1.1.4.8 (p. 1-25)

Incorporate new: objectives, policies, and data as required by 2008 legislation
regarding greenhouse gas reduction sfrategies and energy-efficient land use
patterns. (Chapter 163, F.S.)

See page 1:11 which outlines greenhouse gas reduction strategies. Note: this
requirernent struck from Florida Statutes in 2011 legislation.

Incorporate. new objectives and policies which specifically address incorporation of
green development standards and transit supportive land use and site design
guidelines. (Chapter163, F.S.)

See Objective 1.1.11 and related policies (p. 1-37)
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The Future Land Use Element needs to be revised to address annexations. Include.
policies that pfovide procedures-to identify and implement joint planning areas for
purposes of annexation, and joint infrastructure service:areas. (Major Issue No. 1)

0

ldentify potential future annéxation and joint planning area(s) as part of the
future land use map series.

The Planning .and Zoning Department wifl maintain a Western Annexation area
map. Also, see Objective 1.1.9 and related policies (p. 1-34).

Add new objectives and policies to establish: criteria for ‘evaluating annexation
proposals based on the foIIowmg (Major Issue No. 1)

o]
Q
o

City and County future land use

Existing-enclaves

A demonstrated need for additicnal land to accommodate projected
population groiwvth

Potential for economic opportunity and job growth

Availability of existing utilities and logical and practical service area
expansions

Analysis of the public facilities that-are necessary and desirable for providing
community services to the projected population/need.

Compact and efficient growth patterns

Fair share obligations to major community infrastructure required for the
overall Urban Service Area that exceed the development and required
improvements.

A fiscal impact analysis that provides a. cost/benefit analysis of each of the
proposed annéxations and demonstrates that each development area will pay
foritself and will cover costs of the city’s.ongoing maintenance.

A conceptual phasing. plan that ties development levels to provision of
services and infrastructure.

Use of development agreements for all annexation projects to provide the city
with certainty as to the completion of improvements in cenjunction with
development and to provide developers with certainty of the protection of
entitlements.

See Objective 1.:1.9 and related policies (p. 1-34).



Meémorandum
Page 4

Establish criteria for the re_view‘of am.en'd‘ments to"the Future Land Use Map based
on consistendy with the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of all Elements of the
Comprehensive Plan and other considerations such as: (Recommended following
review of Future. Land Use Element)

o satisfy-a deficiency in the Plan map to accommodate projected population or
economic gfowth of the City

divérsifythe. hiousing-choices in the City

enhance or impede provision of services:at adopted LOS Standards
compatlblilty with abutting and nearby land uses’

enharice or'degrade environmental resources

o0 0 0

See Policy 1.1.7.1 (p. 1-32)

Require amendments -to the Future Land Use Map to incorporate mixed use
developments and compact and efficient growth. patterns. (Recommended following
review of Future Land Use Element)

This recommendation ‘was re-evaluated and it was determined that compact or
mixed use ‘was not appropriate for all Future Land Use Map amendments (ie.,

changes to Open Space-Conservation.) Policy 1.1.7.1 (p. 1-32) provides adequate
criteria for decision-making for-Future Land Use Map amendments.

Revise the Futire Land Use Element to remove the Western Annexation Area sub-

element. Incorporate the -data and analysis and goals; objectives, and policies

contained jn the 'Wes,te_rn Annexation Area sub-element into the overall Future Land
Use Element. Stiengthen the GOPs to include appropriate development controls {o
discourage urban ‘sprawl, encourage mixed use development, a weil planned
network for public 1nfrastructure employment opportunities, and a diversity of
housing choices and affordability. (Major Issue No. 1)

Western Annexation policies were relocated under Objective 1.2.2 (p. 1-38) and
Objective 1.1.3 (p.1- -20). Spraw! added fo Objectwe 1.1.4 (p. 1-22). Policy 1.1.7.1
(b. 1-32) addéd to address a need to. diversify housing and employment
opportunities. Policy 1.1.9.8 (p. 1-36} added to- address planning infrastructure for
future annexation areas.

Evaluatethe need for a master plan for the Western Annexation Area. (Major Issue
No.

This recommendation was re-evaluated during the EAR- based amendment process
ahd it was determined that Objective 1.1.9 and related policies provide sufficient
guidance on annexation (1-34).



Memorandum
Page 5

Transportation Element

To address the major transportation issue and to meet state requirements for
strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, develop appropriate Goals, Policies,
and Objectives to support the establishment of a multimodal approach to
transportatton planni‘ng by raising the pnority of the transit user, cyclist, and

o Pedestrian facilities including well madintained sidewalks, shelters, and
crosswalks, 4

Bicycle parking facilities

Transit bus.stops:and transit stop amenities (i.e:, bench, bus shelter, etc.)
Phased traffic signals to accommodate pedestrian movements

Removal of barriers that discourage walking

Compliance with: Ardericans with Disabilities Act requirements

Buffering betwéeén vehicular areas and sidewalks

Linkage to existing or future sidewalks and/or bikeway network and transit
route

cC o 00000

See Policy 2.1.2.13 (p. 2-40), Objective 2.3.1 and related policies (2-42),
Policy 2.3.3.1 (2-43).and Policy 2.3.3.3:(2-43).

Evaluate existing poiicies relating to design standards for reconstructed roadways to
incorporate requirements for bicycle and pedestrian facilities. (Major ssue No. 3)

See Policy 2.1.2.13 (p.2-40)

Add. policies to promote cooperation with the County on their Greenways and Trails
program and with the St. Lucie County TPO on their Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.
(Major Issue No.:3)

See Objective 2.3.2 (p. 2-43).

Strengthen existing policies to require better coordination with adjacent jurisdictions
on multi-modal ap‘fﬁrOaches to transportation. planning and implementation of
concurrency or mobility. (Major Issue Na. 3)

See Policy 2.1.2.1 {p. 2-39) and Policy 6.1.1.13 (p. 6-8).
Strengthen policies requiring interconnection of developments. Ensure: that new
development has more: than one access point. (Recommended following review of

Transportation Element)

See Existing.Policy 2.1.2.3 (p. 2-39).
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« Address 2008 legislation that requires the Transportation Elements to address
greenhouse gas reduction strategies. Consider revisions to the Transportation
Element and Future Land Use Element to better understand and evaluate the
impacts of current land use patterns on the transportation system. (Chapter 163,
F.S)

Requirements removed from Florida Statutes in 2011, Also see Conservation
Element Policy 5.2.1.2 {p. 5:28) and 5.2.1.4 (p. 5-28).

» Revise the Transportation Element to remove the Western Annexation Area sub-
element. Incorporate data and analysis and goals, objectives, and policies on the
development of 'the Western Annexation Area into the overall Transportation
Element. (Majorissue No. 1)

Policies relocated to Objective 2.6.1 (p. 2-45).

Housing Element
+ Revise Elemeént to add Affordable Housing Advisory Committee recommendations
approved by the ©City Council: (2008 Affordable Housing Committee
Recommendations)

o Support of development of affordablé and/or workforce housing near (within
s mile) of a transportation hub, major employment centers, and mixed use
developments.

o Allow forthe .reduction of parking and setback requirements for affordable
housing projects where.it can be shown such reduction would be compatible
with surrounding neighborhood and not have adverse impact on
neighborhood.

o Include pollcy or policies requiring large scale land use amendments and or
Developments of ‘Regional Impact to include an affordable housing
component by means of a local condition. {(Under Senate Bill 360, large
developments in the city would no longer be subject to DRI requirements.
The City colild establish its own threshold or-adopt the DRI threshold of 1000
units or-greater for requiring an affordable housing component.)

See Objective 3.1.10.and related policies (p. 3-21).
+ Address 2008 legisiation that requires. the: Housing Element to address energy
efficiency in the design and construction 'of new housing and. the use of renewable

energy resources. (Chapter 163, F.S.)

See Objective 3.1.11 and related poficies (p. 3-21). Please note that this
requirement was removed from Florida Statutes in 2011. '
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Incorporate- policies to address the housing heeds of an aging population such as
participating in the Florida' Départment: of Elderly Affairs Communities for a Llfetlme
program and other programs that provide technical assistance and :support for
elderly housing. (Major Issue No.1)

See Poficy 3.1.1.4 (p. 3-19)

Consider adding a policy addressing a jobs-to-housing ratie as' part.of the review of
proposed residential future land use map amendments. (I\/Iajor'lssue No. 2)

This recommendat/on was.re-evaluation during the EAR-based Amendment process,
Future Land Use Element Policy 1.1.7.1 {p. 1-32) allows for the evaluation of job
creation in future land use.map amendments.

Infrastructure Element

Revise ‘the Sanitary Sewer Sub-Element to promote water conservation through
greater use of reclaimed water. (Major [ssue No, 4)

See Existing Goal 4.A.2:and related policies (p.4-11).

Revise the Potable Water Sub-Element to promote water corservation through the
establishment oft programs and/or poiicies that endarse the use of ultra low flow
fixtures, waterless urinals, rain harvesting for: irrigation, .and programs to assist in
retrofitting existing structures. (Major Issue'No. 4)

See Existing Policy 4D.2.2 (p. 4-20},

Under the Stormwater Sub-Element, develop policy language supportive of surface

water quality protection and improvement. Such language should promote the
development of ‘innovative stormwater management programs which protect and
‘conserve the City's watér resources and protect surface waters from nutrient
edarichment. This 'shall include, but not be limited to, the use of Low Impact

Development.(LID)'strategies to increase infiliration, minimize the size of stormwatér

‘ponds; and decrease’thé amount of stormwater runoff. (Major Issue No. 4}

See Policies 4C.1.4.3 (p. 4-15).

Underthe :Stormwater Sub-Element, add a pohcy or policiesto identify projects and
actions; the Clty will take. to help implement the Basin Management Action Plan for

‘the St: Lucie:Estuary. (Chapter403, F.S.)

See Intergovernmental Coordination Efement Policy 6.1.1.10 {p. 6:7).
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Revise the Infrastructure Element to remove the Western Annexation Area sub:
element. Incorporate’ data and analysis and geals, objectives, and policies on the
development of the Western Annexation Area inte the overall Infrastructure Element.

Removed Western Annexation Area sub-element. Related palicies were already part
of element.

Conservation and Coastal Management

Revise the definition of coastal planning area and the coastal high hazard area.
(Section 1163.3178(2)(h}).and (9), Florida Statutes)

See Policy 5:1.3.1 (p. 5-25)

Update data and analysis specific to the Coastal High Hazard Area and hurricane
evacuation. (Section 163.3178(2)(h) and (9), Florida Statutes)

See page 5-21.

Incorporate updated ‘data on the status of threatened, endangered and species of
special concemn. (Recommended following review of the Conservation and Coastal
Management Elemeént)

See Appendix 5C.

Create objectives and policies for the acquisition, conservation, and preservation of
native habitats. (Recommended following review of the Conservation and Coastal
Management Element)

See Policy 5.2.5.2 (p. 5-31)

Include data on energy conservation as required in 2008 legislation for Conservation
Element. {Chapter 163, F.S))

Included in Future. Land Use Element (p.1-12). Flease rnofe that these requirements
were struck from Florida Statutes in 2011.

Include policy' to. facilitate energy conservation in existing public buildings.
(Recommended to implement requirements for energy conservation)

Policy 5.2.1.3 (p. 5-28).

Intergovernmental Coordination

Include policy to ensure ‘adoption of interlocal agreements within one year of
adoption of ithe ‘amended intergovernmental coordination element, pursuant to the
requirements-of Section 163.3177(6)(h)2., F.S. (Chapter 163 F.S.)

See Policy 6.1.1.8 (p. 6-7)
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Include policies that provide procedures to identify and implement joint planning
areas for purposes: of annexation; municipal incorporation, and joint infrastructure
service areas. {(Major Issue No. 1) {(Section 163.3177(6)(h)1.a., F.S.}

See Policy 6.1.1.7 (p. 6-7)

Add a policy requiring the City to adopt the Treasure Coast Regional Planning
Council’s regional dispute resolution process as a means to resolve
intergovernmental coordination disputes. (Chapter 163, F.S.}

See existing Policy 6.1.1.5{p. 6-7).

Create a'policy addressing the requirements of Sections 163.3177(6)(h)6., 7., and 8.,
F.S., for the City to.submit a report to the Department.of Community Affairs which:
Identifies all existing or proposed interlocal service delivery agreements regarding
the education: sanitary: sewer; public safety; solid waste; drainage; potable water,
parks and recreation; and fransportation facilities.  ThHe report must identify any
deficits or duplication in the. provision of services within whether capital or
operational. (Chapter163, F.S.)

Requirement struck'in 2011 legisfation.

District on‘water supply plannrng (Chapter 163, F.3)

See Policy 6.1.2.4 (p. 6-8)

Recreation and Opeh Space

Create objectives and policies to promote greenways and trails as part of the City’s
recreation component. (Major Issue No. 3)

See Policy 7.1.4.4 {p. 7-10).

Create; policies to encourage passive recreation in conservation areas, where
feasible. {(Recommended following review of Recreation-and Open Space Element)

See Policies 7.1.2.4 (p. 7-8) and 7.1:2.8 (p. 7-9).
Create: policies ito promote partnerships with local arts/cultural organizations and
sports arganizations; and promote recreational tourism opportunl‘ues (Major Issue

No. 2)

See Policy 7.1.2.9(p-7-9)
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Economic Development’

Incorporate objectives and policies to promote recreation and tourism based on the
natural resources in the-area. (Major Issues No. 2 and No. 4)

Policy 8.3.2.1 (p. 8:13)

Create objectives and policies to support coordination with local and regional job
creation and retention efforts. (Major Issue No. 2),

Objective 8.2.1 and related policies (p. 8-10)

Create policies to support working with éducational partners to ensure there are
appropriate educational opportunities, job skills programs, and facilities to meet
business and industry needs. (Major Issue No. 2)

See Policy 8.3.1.12 {p. 8-13)

Create a policy to provide a target ratio for jobs/housing balance. (Major Issue No. 1
and No. 2) '

This recommendation was re-evaluated during the EAR-based Amendment process
and it was -determined a jobs/housing balance may not provide an accurate
assessment of economic development considering the current housing market.

Create policies that provide stronger guidance for land use decisions to ensure that
there is adequate industrial land for economic development. (Major Issue No. 2)

See Policy 8.2.1.1 (p. 8:11)

Create policies relating to Industrial and Office land uses to facilitate recruiting of
targeted industries 1o the City, consistent with employer workiorce needs and
emerging Industrial and Office land use trends. {Major Issue No. 2}

Objective 8.2.1 and related policies (p.8-10). Also, Future Land Use Efement Policy
1.1.4.3 for-new Planned Industrial Park future land use designation (p.1-23).

Revise the Capital Improvements Element to remove the Western Annexation Area
sub-element: Incorporate data and analysis and goals, objectives, and pollmes on
the. development of the Western Annexation Area into the overall Capital
Improvements Element. (Major 1ssue No. 1)

See Goal 9,2 and related objective and policies (p. 9-19)
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Two public workshops were héld to present the- EAR-based Comprehensive Plan
Amendments and. to obtain feedback. The workshops were held on November 3, 2011 at
the Community Centerand December 7,72011 at the Civic Center. Twelve participants were
in aftendance at the first'work shop in November and twenty-four attended the December
workshop.

A PowerPoint presentation was given on the amendments, and then workshop participants
were divided. into small groups; to provide feedback. Comments from the workshop were
noted and are attached to this memorandum.

The following are additional changes to the Comprehensive Plan based upon workshop
participant comments and written comments received by the Planning and Zoning
Department that the City Council may consider incorporating into the EAR-based
Amendments.

Transportation
o Add new Policy 2.3:1.5: Review feasibility of separated or elevated bicycle lanes or
bicycle paths in new bicycle facility projects.
»  Add new Policy 2.3:2:5: Include unpaved greenways and trails in plans. for future
bicycle and multi-use: facilities where passive recreational opportunities are also
-available.

¢ Add “through ‘the South Florida Commuter Services” to Policy 2.3.3.5 regarding
carpooling-and vanpooling '

Infrastructure

» Add Policy. 4C.1.2.7: The City -shall maintain drainage canals to ensure adequate.
stormwater drainage.

Recreation and Open Space
» Add new Policy 7.1.2.10: ReView potential for creating community garden activities
within the City's existing Park and Open space facilities.
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Economic Development
« Add new Policy 8.2.1.6: The City shall continue to review City and outside agency
development fees in order to encourage economic -development consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.
e Add new Policy 8.3.1.14: The City shall consider providing training on regulations
pertaining to home-based businesses and promote home-hased businesses through
City fairs:and events:
» Unstrike language regarding boating, fishing, and provision of water-dependent uses
in Policy 8.3.2.1. Also add blueways to the policy.

With City Council approval, adjustments to the EAR-based Comprehensive Plan
Amendments language can be made before transmittal to the state planning agency.



City of Port St. Lucie

Community Planning Workshop #1
EAR-Based Amendments
November 2011

Workshop #1

Group 1
Future Land Use

1. Concern about funding
¢« \Where is funding going to come from?

s+ City finances

2. Stripping away of private rights.
Retaining property values and rights
= Affordable house — where?
4. Concern about “agenda 21".
5. Our voices nof being heard.
*  Council members not here to hear what we think.
6. Do not want outside agency advising City officials what to do.
»  Would like Cityto dothe research.
Commercial tax base
Paying for bonds
9. {Should be No. 1) Priorities — more commercial
s How are we going to raise tax base?
10. Public/Private working together.
o No. 1 pricrity should be jobs and {ax base.

11. People don’t want to move here because the education system is so bad. (High Tech
jobs being created)

12. Ohs and ahs — then how come this doesn't work?
13. Too little FLU devoted to Commercial.

14. Voluntary becomes mandatory.

15. Amend zoning code for greater flexibility.

16. Why aren't all lights solar powered? = go green



City of Port 5t. Lucie

Community Planning Workshop #1
EAR-Based Amendmenits
November 2011

Group 2
Future Land Use

1. How will this be funded and when does Public get to vote on it?

Neighborhood Planning
2. If existing staff is to be involved and there is a cost involved shouldn't be done.
3. Community Gardens

Mobility

« Too costly

+ Finish 8-lane roadway to nowhere instead of building sidewalks and bike paths.
Annexation

» Renewable energy, not a necessity.

« Don't support green building requirements.
Mixed Use — Don't see a problem if keeping all the old designations.

Planned Industrial Park [no comment]

Housing — Private companies should be rehabilitating housing instead of government

1. Invasion of personal and real property rights.

Negative economic impact

increases tax burden while grewing government at a time when tax base is shrinking.

Limits transportation which is a major component of our ecanomy

I A

These goals cannot be accomplished without diversion of funds from other than their
original purpose.

Purpose of government is to promote business and not competing.

Economic Development

We'd.love to haveiit.
Leave it to the private sector.
Promote ED

Business Recruitment to use what we have.

Wb



City of Port St: Lucie

Community Planning Workshop #1
EAR-Based Amendments
November 2011

Repurpose what is already here.

Na more strip malis.

Home based businesses

» Bedroom community

» City encourage HBB.

« Specific training for HBB (criteria and regs on it)

Funds for City regulations and permits hurt businesses.

9. City = Hero to encourage HBB.

10
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17,

Promote HBB through City fairs and events.

Promote sport fishing/sail fishing

More parks

Promote City as Hub to get tc other places

More manufacturing

Kids not going to college need jobs stich as in manufacturing
if trying to solve problems, City needs té be reasonable.

FPL monopoly — need to deregulate

Conservation

1.
2.

Don't put dirt and critters ahead of people.
Private property (docks, etc.) should not be regulated by government.



City of Port St. Lucie-

Community Planning Workshop #2
EAR-Based Amendments '
December 2011

Workshop #2

Group 1

Transportation

1.

Any arterial flow coulgﬁbe-’fimproved,'by controlling flow — eq., timing of traffic lights. The
poor timing of current;lights is’a:major reason for. the aggressive driving, behavior, and
the poor flow of traffic..Can anything be done about this?

Use of Informational Signage — The kind that alerts drivers to delays, accidents, time
estimated to-certain destinations — would give motorists options that could alleviate
congestion

3. Level of Service ‘D’
¢ Should be adopted for all roadway links
» Other methodologies should be considered for over capacity links such as CRALLS
Designations
4. Need dedicated fund sotirce for pedestrian, bicycles, and mass traffic.
Group 2
Transportation
1. Bicycle Lane

» Elevated or separate; or with sidewalk for less damaging things in bike lane

2. Sidewalk in Torino Parkway area to get fo school

3. Accommodation for low-speed vehicles

Use of round-abouts

Group 3

Transportation

1.

Bettertranisportation design differential between built 20-story city buildings and 80 x

125 lots, 1=stery single family.
Metropolitan Planning Organization — Wikipedia
Build the road, etc. to need not'to plan. This plan looks more for pedestrians, bicyclists

and-transit users..Are:we supposed to alter if our life and economy to that-like nations
like China and Viet Nam?

Transit users have no basis in the. economic reality so why do only 3 elements have a
basis that reflects:the economy?



City of Port St. Lucie.
Community Planning Workshop #2
EAR-Based Amendments
December 2011

7.
8.
9.

No demand — Why do it? Where is the study for demand on roads?
500k at buildout

» % of population =

» % of pedestriahs need =
¢ % of bike need =

o % of vehicle need =

What is demand for buses? Where tc where from? (buses)
Dirt Paths (need more-in place of sidewalks)

Wheelchair users — demand?

10. Carpooling — adveitising on Craig's List will do

Group 4

Transportation

1.

Emphasis on pedestrian and bicycles and am opposed to any public funds being spent
on these at this time.

Provide some place for large trucks to park overnight.

3. Encourage neighborhood.commercial areas where residents could walk to fuffill
everyday needs.
4. More shade trees to encourage walking.
5. Oppose mobility fee and the loose way it is written
6. Improve vehicular access to linear parkways like Crosstown Parkway
7. Improved connectivity between commercial parcels
e Vehicular
s Bike/Pedestrian
Group 1
Infrastructure
1. Maintenance of drainage canals — should be part of the comprehensive plan.
Group 2
Infrastructure

1.

New infrastructure -expense by developer directly or through SADS?



City of Port St. Lucie
Community'Planning Workshop #2
EAR-Based Amendments
December'2011

2. Elevation levels of new developments — what happens to adjacent property at lower
elevation?

3. Solid Waste — trash pick-up orice a week
More frequent hazard waste drop-off events

. If pick-up day is one of 3 holidays, need next day pick-up and not wait until next
scheduled day

Group 3
Infrastructure

1. Percentage of County in.100-year Fiood Zone

2. How does 100-Year flood level affect the “private property” rights of a private
homeowner in any way that involves the. government!

3. Waste collection — doing a goodjob, roads are in.good-shape.

Group 4
Infrastructure

1. Do we have-the authority to prevent rebuilding in flood prone areas damaged by 50%7
(See 4.C.1.2)

City shall pursue 1Q Grants.

3. Policy 4.A.1.1.7 — New text. This:does not-allow for unique conditions or circumstances,
and significant costs:in built-out areas of gravity sewer.

4. 'CGity should take additional opportunities for-active recreational use of retention ponds
‘whereé.financially feasible {like the Wood-Stork Trail)



City of Port St Lucie
Community ‘Planning Workshop #2
EAR-Based Amendments
December 2011

Group 1
Capital Improvements

1. Completion of Crosstown:Parkway.

2. Development — Radius:of Impact: When a project impacts, reaching a level of service, it
should be required to make improvements.

Group 2

Capital Improvements

1. No Dog Park — No need to spend $350,000, use the money to fund Skate Park and hire
staff.

2. Private property (docks, etc.) should not be regulated by government.

Group 3
Capital Improvements

Bus transfer-at Mall, not new station
Gambling legalized

Shooting Range

RC Park, model airplanes

Aninexation — not without cost vs. benefit analysis

o T A

Community Garden

Group 4
Capital Improvements

1. Pursue more joint-use facilities:to Keep libraries open longer hours (for example, St.
Lucie WestIRSC and the County Library).



City of Port St. Lucie

Community Planning Workshop #2
EAR-Based Amendments
December 2011

Group 1

Intergovernmental Coordination

1.

Would like to see a return of development dollars to PSL commensurate with our
contribution to the County revenues.

Group 2

Intergovernmental Coordination

No comments

Group 3

Intergovernmental Coordination

No comments

Group 4

Intergovernmental Coordination

1.

Ensure the impacts of large scale developments-at the City boundaries are evaluated
and impacts are coordinated with adjacent jurisdictions.
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Comprehensive Plan Update
(EAR-based Comprehensive Plan Amendments)

Workshop #2

December 7, 2011

Comment Sheet
Name:__ (L 4h4-R =< MeNds7~
Address: 2/ 7] S Dorpgz R
Email: Z MpNd< 77214 @ HiePluc N€bhone: 772 ~345-3798

Comments:
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Contact information for additional comments: Bridget Kean, AICP
Email: BKean@cityofpsl.com, Phone: 772-873-6489, Fax: 772-871-5128

Draft.Comprehensive.Plan Amendments available on City
website http://www.cityofpsl.com/planning-zoning/update-comprehensive-plan.html



Comprehensive Plan Update
(EAR-based Comprehensive Plan Amendments)

Workshop #2

December 7, 2011

‘ Comment Sheet
Name: %ﬁ/ D &7 47/5 %/%)_5(_7 /{/
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Contact information for additional comments: Bridget Kean, AICP
Email: BKean@cityofpsl.com, Phone: 772-873-6489, Fax: 772-871-5128

Draft Comprehensive Plan - Amendments availabie on City
website:http:/iwww.cityofpsl.com/planning-zoning/update-comprehensivé-plan.htmt
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Contact information for additional comments: Bridget Kean, AICP
Email: BKean@cityofpsl.com, Phone: 772-873-6489, Fax: 772-871-5128

Draft Comprehensive Plan Amendments available on City
website:http://www cityofpsl.com/planning-zoning/update-comprehensive-plan.html



ShariR. Anker
2402 SE Burton Street
Port-St. Lucie, FL£ 34952
sranker@mdc.com

December 17, 2011

Ms. Bridget-Kean

Planning and Zoning, Department
City of Port-St. Lucie

121 S.W. Port St. Lucie Bivd.
Port St. Lucie, FL 34984

Dear Bridget,

| apologize again for hot:being able to fully par‘trcrpate in the. Comprehensive Plan Update
sessions. | do, however, wish to.share my ideas with you,.both general and specific; as | have
done-some thinking on.thefuture 6f Port.St. Licie. Thank you for allowing me this opportunity.
Please bear with me as as | begin with Port St. Lucie's past, its present, and where it might go if
my vision has anyresonance:with others in'the City.

As you know, Port'St. Lucie’s (PSL) development did not begin as most traditional towns
do. lt is the product of a development:corporation, GDE; which set aboutto offer inexpensive
homes throughout large land tracts. To facititate fast-and-easy growth, large areas were platted,
removed of vegetation and made ready for construction: And because, the City's growth was
was not an organic one, arising from new residents being attracted to its natural beauty,
homegrown businesses and culturai offerrngs they never created an essential downtown with
attractive and identity-creating busrnesses like Stuart, Ft. Pierce, or Vero Beach did.

To.a native Floridian like,myseif, bern'in Ft. Lauderdale in the mid-1250s, the GDC plan is
axiomatic of the failure of Florrda S runaway growth in which moneyed interests took no account
of its natural.beauty, its. ecologrcal services, and the need ofits citizenry for meaningful
participation in.a comniunity they:-could be proud of..|.encourage anyone siill considering huge
unrestricted growth to visit Broward County, where:.despite plentiful roads it is highly congested
with lohg car commutes in-a great-suburban sprawl that goes on-and on, its air and water is
polluted, and’its sense of community diminished. Is-this what we want for PSL?

Today, PSL.is still known ‘for:the avaitability of affordable-housing. Just before:the Great
Recession-in.2008, litthad ‘one.ofithe. highest. growth rates.in the country. However, PSL’s
reputatlon Iecaiiy i5.Fiot a good-orie. Perhaps you've:heard of it being referred’to-as“Port:St.
Lousy.™ My niecé who graduated from Jensen Beach.High School a few years-ago told me her
friends.referred to it as "PizZl&.” Among environmentalists, its decision-making history has been
alarming-and,.until recently, -they'learned not'to expect much in the way of conservation at all.
Kudos have been freely.given'tothe City for decisions such as the establishment of the
Mariposa Cane Slough Preserve.

On-the other'hand, from my own recent experience in interaction with the City Council
and City Staff, | can wholeheartedly 5y’ that PSL has been quietly developing the very asset that
will insure a better future:, a sincereswillingness to reach out and listen to its citizenry as it
decrdes and actsion its goals. It is because of this positive experience that [ am submitting this
letter today.



Ms. Bridget-Kean
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Briefty touchmg on PSL’s past and present is my departure point to outiine my thoughts
for its future. And beyond my status as a native Floridian and longtime. Florida resident, | taught-a
course | created called “Society & the Environment” at. Broward Co[lege in the 1990s, and have
‘done:doctoral work in Environmental, Studies, with a:focus on a “hew. ‘paradigm of sustainabitity.”
| ended up in PSL, admittedly not out of choece but because.a chronic health condition limits
where | can live. Below are my ideas in Q&A formiat beginning with a new branding for PSL.

Port St. Lucie
Beauty. Distinction. Sustainable.

A Great Pilace To Be Home

1. How do we de-corporatize PSL and allow its own organic growth?

By separating the City into its.already-distinct sections, and encouraging downtown
areas to take root. For example, the-City:could be divided into PSL East-and PSL West. PSL East
has incredible natural resources such:as the: St. Lucie River, Indian River, the Savannas State
Preserve, and the Atlantic Ocean. PSL-West is‘more-of.a-suburban setting with the sports area
being the main attraction.-Or, perhaps even better, the’ Ctty could be divided into quadrants.
Instead of burroughs or districts these could be called “ports”™ Southport Eastport, Northport,
Westport.

2. How might these downtown areas come about?

One idea particularly relevant to our current economy is to choose locations where
foreclosed houses could bé:offéred to artists, micro-entrepreneurs, sustainably-focused
ihnovators, green’ businesses, and others at reduced or no-cost for. a limited time. As part of the
deal, they would provided some type of service or product that would benefit their local
neig hborhoods and the PSL communhity as a whole.

3. What-would these downtown areas look like?

ThHe mostimportant thing is scale..Small and intimate is best for community building. Even
just:ablock or'two of walkable streets surroundmg the center'is.enough. Too large of an-area
with too-wide streets.and fast-moving-vehicles is enough to-discourage citizen visits and the
development of Télatiohships ameng neighbors.

4. Would:this 'negatively impact the Civic/City Center?

No, | donit-think so. | lived close to San Francisco for a few years, one of the greatest
cities in the world, and its:distinct districts such as Broadway and North Beach, Union Street,
Fisherman g Wharf Chinatown, :etc: were all fun destinations with unigue identities and
communltles but people still were active:in the city’s civic center functions. indeed my life there is
one msplra‘uon for the., sectlonmg idea.



Ms. Bridget Kean
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5. What does sustainability mean for . PSL?

What it means-for all of Flerida: the acknowledgment that unlimited and. unrestricted
growth is simply not possible. It's not only unaffordable for taxpayers but it destroys the very
foundation of sustainability: healthy,.well-functioning ecosystems. Because of the way PSL has
been developed opportunity-yet remains to restore some of the-functions of the ecosystems that
used to exist here, It's an opportunity o think dafferently about our-roads and infrastructure, our
homes and our neighborhoods,.our-work, and our daily activities. It also'means thinking creativety
about doing more with less using the “nega-" strategy: nega-watts, nega-roads, nega-
reservoirs; nega-dumps.

6. What are examples of this nega-strategy?

In an Oct: 18; 2011 letter fo Councilman Kelly, Mr. Gregory Oravec, and Mr. Daniel
Holbrook t attached an article from the October 3rd;2011 edition of Time magazine entitled “Street
Smarts: Repairing roofs, roads: brldges and our electric grid would give thé economy a kick-
start. But only if we do it wisély,” by Michael Grunwald {(well-known author ot The Swamp, a
book about the intersection of politics and Florida’s ecology).

Grunwald uses-the example of Mayoer Michael Nutter in Philadelphia to highlight the most
recent _thinking in how te makecities sustainable. One of'the:first principies is te do less with
more, “the “riega strategy,” i.e., don't build more roads and infrastructure if at all possible.
Instead, devise and use alternatlve ways-to meet the needs of the city's population. Encouraging
telecommuting, car-pooling, and mass transit to take cars off the road so that new roads don't
have ta be built is one example. The City could formulate a goal to encourage residents to wok at
home or cleseto home.

Or, another particularly relevant example for PSL is water and its more efficient use.
Grunwald:

“Instead, the city (Phlladelphla) has launched a remarkably aggressive campaign to keep
storm water. out of its sewers'in.the-first place with the help of rain barrels and rain ‘gardens,
vegetated green roofs:and permeable green roads, new trées and new parks. A green road
looks likesany-other road, but rairi that falls-on it siowly percolates underground instead of zipping
into-a storm drain. The evential; igoal is to capture runoff from one-third of the city’s impervious
surfacés and make 15 sq. mi. of man-made, urban jungle function.more like a natural forest.
Nutter,'who:has pledged to turn Philadelphia into the gréenest city.in America, has a nice riff
abaolt tréating water:as: a resource instead of a wasté product and how it's fun to convert.
parkmg lots into parks. ... ‘It's révolutionary, but it's really a no brainer,” Nutter says. ‘We help.the
environment, and-we: dont have to wasteall that money tearing up the- city.”

s an-important function of our ecosystems in this area to absorb, fitter, and replenish
our wells:and:aquifers. But as we pave over and/or elevate the land with fill the area absorbs
less and less water. Our-stormwater infrastructure becomes insuifficient and we have to build
more ofit. (Climaté change adds more incentive to adopt.this nega-strategy because droughts
may well become the rule and not the exception in the near-future.)

| would suggest:the City construct only permeable "green” roads from now on, ‘and
institute a pollcy or other tool of encouragement that all existing parking lots be made permeable
as'well, Besides the problem with drainage, asphalt and tarmac are highly polluting and add heat
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to the immediate area. Concrete squares or pavers widely spaced (preferably with native
grasses) are cooler-choices and could open up ‘access for soils to absorb water.

7. What does beauty have to do with PSL!s future?

It has everything to do with it,.in fact, | would argue it is. the linchpin that wili create an
exciting, meaningful, and sustalnable fliture for PLS.

One of the fist things’ not!ceabie about much of PSL's.landscape is its barrenness, a
scarring from the GOC bulldozers: When | fitst arrived here it was depressing, but using the
reframe of sustainabiiity i saw the opportunity for restoration of ecosystem functions. Not only
that.but anyone who-has lived in.a.iushly vegetated city knows:how emotionatly and spiritualty
nourishing, calming, and inspirational it can be.

Richard Louv, author of The Last Child in the Woods and more recently The Nature
Principle: Human Restoration.and. the End of Nature-Deficit Disorder cites study after study
finding that not only ouremotional and spiritual health is improved by time in natural settings but
children develop certain coghitive.dbilities.only when they-have time in nature. | can’t recommend
Louv's later book strongly enough-to city planners and policy makers:| consider it one of the
must-reads if human and ecological sustainability s our goal.

One succinct summary statement from his book is this: in the:future all cities will not just
have botanical gardens, but will be botanical gardens Besides the beauty it will add'to the City
revegetating with nativer plants is critical to reestablishing ecosystem function and the
connectivity between species, also key to ecosystem health.

8. How do we get there from here?
Several strategies come to mind:

‘a. Section the City atleast’in quadrants, preferably in.even smaller sections, like large

neighborhoods.. In.each section at least one home and/or-business will be selected by
some means. Homeowners or business owners will volunteer their yards to be models of native
plant.landscaping, and rain barrel'usage. They will wok with. knowledgeable local experts and
native.plant enthusiasts, like the Native Plant Society of St. Lucie County. Perhaps labor ‘and
plants.could be donated, or fundlng could be.located. Neighbors can then be encouraged-to drive.
,by, even: visit. Records.could be kept on water usage to document cost savings.

Instead:of:artificial “chem lawns” that are polluting-our air and water and soils, these
yards:could: demonstrate~how naturereasily keeps it:clean and green. {Fertilizer bans or
restrictions:already-exist in'Florida cities like-Sarasota and if we'want clean water these policies
will spread. Theiuse: of: pesttmdes on lawns'would also decrease as native grasses and
vegetation-do:not: attract insectiinfestation io the same degree that the more monoculture exotic
vegetation landscape does:)

b. Fully: lmplement the Green Ways;and Blue Ways corridors. Again work with native
plant'peopleito-plan.for restoratlon of vegetation., Audubon should.be included as well because
they | Know which native’plants: dlrectly or mdlrectly feed birds. As above, encourage drive-bys
‘and visitation so:that.local regidents learn the'importance of beauty-of nativé vegetation, and
how they might'répiicate it in their own yards.
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c. Land surrounding City bulidlngs should be fully and lushly landscaped with a wide
variety of native vegetation. Large rain barrets should be employed. The City Center has much
vacant area that could be beautifully landscaped with native vegetation and walking paths and
benches.

[As an aside from the mission of this paper may | add that when { was in my teens both my junior
and senior high schools were within walking distance of great clay tennis courts and an
olympic-size pool in Pompano Beach. | spent many wonderiul afternoons there. Now, the civic
center is located in the same complex. These are features | think important for PSL to consider as
well ]

d. Schools provide excellent opportunity for demonstration projects. | believe that each
schooi should have an outdoor classroom. (Village Green Elementary on Lennard Road has
used its “undeveloped” land on their-north side for just such a purpose.) Students could be
involved in landscaping with native vegetation, or restoring areas like that-found at Viltage Green,
water conservation and rain barrels; planting vegetation on roofs, soii fertility, etc. At every
juncture science teachers have a gold mine for instruction.

e, The visual appeal.of strip malls would be enhanced if clevernative-plant landscaping,
along with local art displays, was used. Perhaps a contest could motivate landlords to take
action.

f. Preserve wherever possible. any remnants of native vegetation, on both large and small
tracts. Mariposa Cane:Slough.Preserve is one achievement here. But even individual
undeveloped home lots with native vegetation predommatmg that are in neighborhoods now and
which local children and adults prize are worthy of the effort to preserve if any means can be
found.

g. Continue native tree giveaways, but provide lots of publicity. Tree-lined streets have
been shown to be ten degrees cooler than non-tree-fined streets, another means to keep energy
usage and costs down.

9. What about other aspects of-sustainability like energy conservation?

Sustainability is a BIG topic, however, in structuring the City to re-localize, broad
momentum can be ignited. For example, in each of the “ports” of PSL, a home that is fully
vegetated W|th native- plants can-also demonstrates what a green home would look like not-only
on the outside but onthe inside. it could serve as a model for both home renovations and new
construction. Sarasota exhibits such a home with beautiful native vegetation, walkways, green
interiors, and shows how to reduce energy-consumption.

Re-localizing encourages citizens to obtain more of the services they need close to
home. That means less.driving. It means building a: sense of community right where one lives and
providing opportunity for small businesses to take root. In our ports we could encourage green
builders, sustainability entrepreneurs.and innovators to construct, for example, energy systems
that are home-based.{like sotar} or even neighborhood-based.

Even more of our food could be obtained locally. This is a nationwide movement: it saves
on energy-costs and carbon emissions to transport food grown around the country and globe
and it reduces’ chemlca'. poliution. Each of the four ports and each school should have a
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community garden. Growers from each.garden could participate at the weekly Green Market at
the Civic Ceniter.. | know of one PSL woman who would love to-start a community garden, and
another man, originally from Jamaica, who is eager to share his knowledge of how to grow food.
It's a great community-building activity.

Although there are many other aspects of sustainability that could be discussed I'd like to
end with one important-advantage in-undertaking the route | am:suggesting. That is, we must give
our children hope for them to remain in Port St. Lucie and help us buiid a viable future. Without
our young people our vitality islost. The young peopte | know'dant'want to remain here. One
brief story: two dellghtfu[ talented, and foreward- thmklng Americorps workers at Savannas
Preserve State Park loved the eastern ‘port” of St. Lucie. They‘weré:also fond of the great
sense of commumty formed from' the extensive-volunteer (and state recognized) network there.
They explained to me the kinds of amenities that would have held them here: bike trails,
community gardens, local new music:and arts, |mproved library, and.green housing. Addltionally,
they did not want:to livé in “God’s waltlng room.” Young people understand changes heed to be
made to reach a sustainabie future for themselves and their families. They will put their heart and
soul into making that future happeri'if given a chance by policy-makers as forward-looking as
they.

In conclusion, to quote. Peter Binny, from-the American Society of Civil Engineers, who is
leading an effort to rate public works according to sustainability, *We're making decisions today
that we'li have to live with-for 50 years. We can’'t keep doing thinsthe way we always have.”
{From Time artic:le cited above.)

It is my fervent hope that.Port St. Lucie will choose not to develop as Broward County
{along with the rest.of the southern megalopolis below: Martln County) did.

instead, we.can choose-to be.a City of the Future: a City that promotes Florida’s native
beauty and resources knowing how deeply enriching that is to our citizens; .a City which
understands that restoring.its ecosystem functions insures healthy air and water for alf; a City
that encourages re-localization enabling residents to meet more of their needs right where they
live; a City'that entices community builders like artists and green innovators and businesses to
locate hére. Taking these. stéps will.give-Port St. Lucie a unigue distinction, but of the kind io be
proud of.;As our citizens bond with each other and the land and water the_y live on and by they
will become fully invested in & sustainable future.

I am most grateful for your generous indulgence in considering my visionfor PortiSt.
Lucie.

Sincerely yours,

Shari-Anker



Luis Daniel Farias
933 SW McDevitt Ave.
Part Saint Lucie, FL 34853
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121 SWPort Saint Lucie Bivd.
... Port Saint. Lucie, FL 34984

- Cemm e e - e Dear-Siror-Madam: e e :
T T - v s oMy name istkuis'Daniel;l am 8 years old-and attend'Windmill Point Elementary school. |
\ would like forthe planning and zoning department Lo know how important and convenient
" Twould it be to have a safé sidewalks 1o walk on from my School to my house.

My mother eéxplained to me that car poltution is impacting our planet, since then we have
e e e e - me. .. decided-to.care-for ourenvironment.and.we.have staried.10.walk after school-to.my-house,
There is a cross guard available but no safe sidewalks. Maybe if a sidewalk becomes
e e mmem -~ = -gyaifablect-can: ride my-bike-or roller blades to'schoolin'the morning and after school:

T My iother convinced me of wiiting™to the Planning and Zoning Department because she
i L said if you want something done in your community you need to write to the right

department that cares for your community. Hope she is right. Please let me know if | have to

e e coweowrite anotherletterto someone else.. . .
re e e WA s -l . _._._sincere|y’_ —— e - - - | S
e e T e Y
Luis Ferins
- - - Luis.Daniel-Farias - .- oo ~ .« .- -

Windmill Point Second Grade Student
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Letter: Must seniors die before Port St. Lucie
installs a sidewalk?
Ann Stoddard, Poirt 3t Lucie

Sunday, July 29, 2012
Ann Stoddard, Port St: Lucie
Letter: Must seniors die before Port St. Lucie installs'a sidewalk?

Someday you too will be a senior ... maybe. Three or four years ago | not only wrote
one of these letters to you, but followed through and saw all the Port St. Lucie officials
in charge of public:safety, transportation, etc.

I'm now 86 and:the:safety problem still exists — not just for me, but for the other 49
senior residents of a 'lowiincome, Title 8, public.housing unit across from an
elementary s¢hool, where, daily, children and buses co-mingle on a single street with
sandy-grassy edgings:and parented cars.morning-and afternoons. A Publix shopping
center also edges this-with'its new, surrounding walks.

Many seniors no.longer drive, thus walk, of take buses to obtain daily needs. Promises
are difficult to live with. Needed is a simple sidewalk bordering one:side of tiny
Chartwell Street and protecting seniors and children from vehicular traffic.

Must one of us die before action'is taken?

© 2012 Scripps Newspaper Group — Cniine

http://www.tcpalm com/news/2012/jul/29/letter-must-seniors-die-before-port-st-lucie-a/?pri...  8/1/2012
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Letter: Sidewalks along Village Green Drive
would be treat to these feet

Jeanne Labonte, Port St. Lucie

Sunday, July 8, 2012

Jeanne Labonte, Port St. Liicie

Letter: Sidewalks along Village-Green Drive would be treat'to these feet

I've been wondering why.there are no sidewalks on Village Green Drive in Port St
Lucie.

People can't walk on the streets. It's very dangerous: | wish'they had sidewalks so |
can walk along the'street.

e

® 2012 Seripps Newspaper Group — Online

-\

http:/Awww tcpalm.com/néws/2012/jul/08/letter-sidewalks-along-village-green-drive-would/...  7/9/2012
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Bridget Kean

From: dcowan2@comcastnet

Sent:  Wednesday, June 08, 2011 8:42 AM
To: Bridget Kean

Subject: Bicycle, Pedestrian and Transit Use

This.is a subject that | feel has not been addressed, not only here in Port St. Lucie, but our
State and our Nation. Especially those who ride a Bike. They should be required to wear a
Brignt Vest (probably orange). At night a reflected vest. Nothing gives me a more sick feeling
as when |, out of the cornar-of my €ye, fealize | just-passed a bike rider. 1t is really bad after
daik. Bike riders must be required to wear a bright colored vest. This could also be
considered for children walking to school. Until the laws are changed, 1 feel the bike rider
should hold some responsibil_it’y*for:an":ac':cide'nt. The bike is a moving object the same as a
automobile and there are very few requirements fo a bike rider. And these bike lanes are
something else!

G501
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Rioberl & Audrey Rae
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1772-344-7163 b.2

Bus hearing Questing and answers

Attitude = changes

Semsitivity- classes: undersiand
passengers and challengers,
reservaiions people (Harried) is the
best.

Passengeirs have some medical
devices, example {eatheter).

Priority: (A ) Dociors. medical
Appointments. X-rays, MRI, lab tests

Priority (BB). picking ap friemds

Work., Sﬂnpeﬂ-marl«et.

Connector should be the same fare
TC conmectors.

The Connecier doesn’i works, not

every one is im the rout, people cam™
walk do the rout, and if they go io
dlre comermuuiridy ¢ramnsid it’s a deouble

fare.

If, the conmectior can work we need
different management, E)rd)ﬁessn@mal
people.” Just clean house.™

The bus drivers are just wonderful,
and under paid.
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1772-344-7163 p.3

To Commissioner Cris Craft
07/01/2010

I am asking you to look into poor
mismanagement to the Community
Transit, and the Connector bus
company, and look into auditing
within management.

I am asking to have a volunteer
Group to ride the buses, and ask
the bus drivers, and passengers
information, and policies ,
complaints, and once a month we
will come to the commissioners.

The Community Transit cost much
more then the connector. We need to
continue the connector, and more
routs we will save taxes (budget).

It’'s to the Commissioners to have
responsibility for the tax payer,
and possible to look into poor
management, and practices.

Finale, the bus drivers are just
wonderful, and caring
professionals, and unpaid, and also
reservations the best is Harriet.

Bus drivers are being cuts, but
there no management cuts why? Yes
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why? We need more drlvers to be on
the road .If we need cuts do
management, and cut there pay. We
need driver on the road, that’s
what we need , and they are the
brains of the system. Why should
the drivers be sacrificed?

Robert Rao

1742 SW Buttercup Ave

Port St. Lucie,FL 34953
344-7163

Sincerely

Robert'Rao

ATT: Bridget Kean AICP
Survey

Robert Rao

1742-SW Buttercup Ave.
Port St. Lucie, FL. 34953
344-7163



BICYCLE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRANSIT RIDERSHIP
SURVEY RESULTS AND PUBLIC COMMENT



Take the Port St. Lucie Online Bicycle,
Pedestrian, and Transit Use Survey

The City of Port 8t Lucie has faunchied an online Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Transit Use Survey to gather
information on walking, bicycling, and transit ridership in Port St Lucie as part of an update to the city's
Comprahensive Plan.

We encourage-everyone to complete the survey so that the city can make planning decisions that take into

account o broad spectrum of Tesidents” preferences "
The goel of the survey is to assess current-bicycle, pedestrian, and transit conditions in the city, priotitize,
needs, and develop strategies for making these important'modes ‘of transportation and recreaticn mare
accessible.

The strvey takes only about five minutes toscomplete, and will be available online until Thursday. June 30.
To access the survay go to www. cityofpslcom

For more information about the'survey. and the update to the Comprehensive Plan, contact;

Biidget Kean, AICP ,
Planning-and Zoning Department
City of.Port St. Lucie

(772) 873-6489
bleah@citvofnsl.com

For more information about the city's sidewalk program, contact:

gineesing Depaitmérnt
City.of Portist, Lucie

(772) 871-7340.
jgeni@@cityofps). corm




City of Portf St. Lucie "Bi_nyc_:Ee, Pedestrian, and
Transit Use Survey
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Regukarly b|cycle to various
: 3.8% 30
transpor ation destmat;ons
Bicyélé occasionally on-icad for
. L 39.1% 305
fitness recreation or shorf'{rips
Occasional off-road mountain biker  [& 4% 19
-.:Inwnrzn';y.w. T e VST P gl £ BT s TP L i 4 P pe P e Tt et e Al St e e R it et m =B s e o e —_— S T
Regular bike to bus commuter [} 0.9% 7

Not a bicyclist

T e T Ty AT R e

b e T e

et e e g e Syt

N s i

27 8%

Py

kgt e G b b £ £ Y by TR g s r

. s -answered question
' ski‘pped question

13. How far do you generally travel by bi

T - PR pT—

ke on each time that you ride?

| s N
Percent
Less than 1 mile 151%
e w--,15ml|e; - RO e 41._6;/0..
o T a0 mies e
U ..;1-2,;mlles —. = —— e e s e - R 8“7%
[P WA ORI TP S R I TS SRS S e haek e e At b B an o | e ek e e e

20+ miles

B e PO R PR

Notesure

b e

5:6%

10.5%

P

I

answered question

skipped guestion
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Count

108

297

132
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Response

e S

Count

524

26.6% 188
'loo many carsf(,ars drive too fast 58.2% 411

S SR b

2 IREN 'y Lt & b i k= & B b1 8 P e ke 8 T o A HA] ~Td ARR B B ke o e b

Drivers don't sharg thé road |EHEEEgsidvis R T S D 52.4% 370

L 5 e Y AR AT P e i 055

Destinations are toc far away

SE A Y b AT e LT T et £ Ean ¥ e ek TR Wb rhs m i e Amepeithibii e K as R o " fis m e e b ot

! have foo many things to carry

LT U I ot L RIS ST

i travel 'with smail children

L Ty

EREY

| don't have enough time

B T L L Bl e R o ]

Insufficiant I|qhtmg on

streets/paths

PR b 0 b AR it A e B S 4 A S s A et 7 i F P A

\;"Jeather 18.8% 133
Other (please specif

(p pecify) 85
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skipped question 175
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AT vt b Bl o s b b s o S 1

N donl mmd ndlng E) blcyo ¢ ona
straet Wllh heavy car traffic

_;1,;?,. el e I e e tram e = ] b el Ty LRI | e g g S TBR 4 i s s g P S e L L e bt 1 i STF R i s $a e g e

[ prefér to ride E bicycie'on lower

trafflc volume streets when .
22.2% 165

posmble (e g Slgned blcycle
ﬁoules local’s {raets).

ratpt PSSy SO L L PSR LR L PR VORI AP S PP VU SISO UST SN MI T S RS RE R

i T ey BN i e 'wn'\ra-:v\;mov‘a(im-\ ey

| prefer to ride a bicyele on

routes'completély 18.4% 285
B o

from cars when possuble (e g,
paths tra:ls or s:dewalks}

S s ey I B S T et BT SPRPF

| will only rids my blcfle on routes

completely separated from cars
.., naths, tra|ls, or mdewalks)

A £33 S AT LB 8 b R S T e L T e A TUECL B L g

| have never tried riding a’bicycle
in Por‘l-St: l.ucie

T TNTE TN PLY S E s N

| would never ride.a bicycle in Port
St Lucie

Riding a'bicycle.is not an option for
me begause: (please specify) 5.3% 39
Rop vn T eme s Emn Flsae e b uind i A e M UAE w g et d e L e e TR S A SO R PP SO 45 P LR ST
answered question 742
skipped guestion 139
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TAMCvVIUme  65.9% (454) 23.9% (165) 7.4% (51) 2.8% (19) 689

e i b e A 0 b L1 i W 3 b 2yt b g, gaim o g et b S re i et 8 et T minda 1 ey i Sk e 1 A aam 2o 1 e 4 mAe ey

| Amount of trick traffic  54.6% (356) 26.1% (170) 14.3% (93) 5.1% (33) 652

B L s I e S L e AT ST

speed'éf’{iehicl_es B5.0% (440) 23.0% (162) 8.3% (56) 2.8% (19) 677

et £ . o R g2 e s e it e o

Width of roéd\_{vay

e et - AT P P R e

58.7% (381) 28.2% (183) 9.7% (63) 3.4% (22) 649

LRy A Ly 1 T e e

T I PO PSR PR A SR T POUE B SR P R SOOIy PRSPPI PR TPy’ SISV

Presence .of"'éid'ewaiks 67.1% (451) 17.9% (120) 8.3% (56) 6.7% (45} 672

o bt o R 7 P 18 80 b Rl M 110 g AR = T 1 24 3L L B Sk st R b n bn rarbm g S L e g

best'ménon 28.0% (175) 35.4% (221) 24.7% (154) 11.9% (74) 624

S S N L [T TRHUP R TR TP

'Lenéiﬁ of triz 25:2% (159) 38.7% (244) 23.2% (146) 12.9% (81) 830

B S S N TT SR VU0 Uy PPN UVt VR S VP RV Rt —ean = T L et e T PP

Presence of bike lane  56:5% (372) 27.7% (182) 11.2% (74) 4.5% (30) 658

R B S e e T et ot B e M Al e Kb S e, 0 e e B S TN e qeniE T E T ke 6 g Bl ot T LR A e S ) e T e e e e S s

Fresence of paved sholider 51.2% (327) 33.0% (211) 1.1% (71) 4.7% (30) 639

A S s gl e 1 2R

Y e ATy S PSR E R SRS S ENPHISpRREPPIE PUUPRIS LU PRV S RN P

U Other’  28.6% (30) 17.1% (18) 13.3% (14} 41.0% (43) 105

L T e Rl e TR Ty

¢ s Bt g B L Rkl L A et T

answered question 707

skipped guestion 174
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* Likely! Response
» Count

bike lanes (S8 for  52.3% 21.1% 4.7 5.2%

° (Separaie’iznes fo 4 Y 13.6% (89)  3.1% (20) Yo 27 654

bikes) on major streets (342) {138) (31 {34) .

4%, 29 7Y, 7 2.0% Q9

More bike routes o % Y 12.0% (78)  2.0% {13) 0% 3:9% 649
. (327) (193) (13) (25)

e el e e AR R T R AR LN e e e A s W —remg ey e T b 8 L e P S s Db LM e B Tm § SR o % WA S R ma b e bRt b e el

: o 40 21.0% 79 49
Mare paved (off-street) bike paths 62.4% ° 78%(52)  2.7% (18) 2.7% 3:4% 668
o (417) {140} (18) (23)

M8 Y PR g 0 VT A A S R S T 108 4§ e i St SN UL SR TS M R s o3 s s s e et e N L e

22.6% 22 9% 0L 1070 7 go
More on-road bike signage ’ ° 26.2% 9.8% (60) 0.7% % 615
(139) (141) (161) (68) (48)

O B S It L Tl L L e R B

: .42 20.3% .B% 4.1%
New sidewatksfwider sidewalks 56.4% ° 11.3% (75) 4.2% (28) 3.8% :
(375) (135) (25) (27)

b g kL e s o SR S AT Wik ks B A 1L e St e em e iR e et G 4 iy e s sy oot s ki i modf Lms bt st s s e

i L

T T T -

More edueation, encouragémem 26.3% 24 2% 19.2% 11.9% (74) 10.8% 7.6% S
and snforcement pregrams — (163) (150) (119) 9% | (67) (47)

O S T e PP WP P T e NI PTTSOTNSIeR R STE S TRNSNS P SRS T L U

L 208%  21.4% 2% 10.5% 9.6%
WMore bicycle parking/storage ° ’ 25.2% 12.6% (77) ’ ’ 612
(127} (131) (154) (64) (59)

e T S e i 2 T L PR . B AL

15.8% 11.6% 17.9% 15.6% T%
Showers and lockers at work ‘ ’ ° 12.3% (71) ’ 26.7% 576
(91) (67) (103} (90) (154)

R VISR PRI JURPITRHIISRESpESE SRR SHESETO S A LAt UIEE SR

answered qguestion €99

[ e

skipped question 182

18. What do,you think are the top roadway corridors most.needing bicycling
improvements?

Response
Count
34

answered question 314

skipped question 567
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‘{ai‘)

it .a‘.,u‘l.-l,,. L

'*'19 ‘How" often do you ride

R sponse Response

atr1

Percent

Count- .

7.2% 53

e Lin ‘!rfu"rdll.qqwﬂ%l‘w»uﬁmﬁma%n. (2R R, . A nmnit b ks e o s, Ve oo 800 b M e i g A0 im0 b e o i
Once a month ] 0.9% 7
n:,lhn.uh.f‘..h:‘u’(‘“-;.na'.l-\-.gﬂ;?;[.-}.ﬁb S g 41 L 4 e A kAP et i A b i S 4 S A 8 kit
il .
Once-a'week [] 1.4% 10
Most Days ¥ 1.9% 14

it o A LR

D1 10 T 1B LM e AR T RO 15 £ 108 S Kk ] B e < i 432 2 1 1kt | B e 140210 31 it 5 a8 ) B R ey e

e 88.6% 656

b 1R s A 4 AL R B T s AT R Ll T 2 ‘ et 3 Wy e Aol ] ek A P 14N R e 2 A T8 I kg 10 RS S 0 e I s el L (F e 8 bl s e

Tt

Never

answered guestion 740

skipped question 141

H o -
i
- ptmeth e g g o, s et o m mm— e

L C : Ré's,‘pb‘ns.‘e Response
AR _ , " Percent’ Count

B e L) . - S S hh e e e e eh e e e e e s

7.6% 55

Treasure Ccast Cennactor

et e p e e e i At (oA trm s s Akl R Ry BRI T tors L Cere A T W b iig A L e wiers relhn pe L et T 4 i s s

Community Transit {Demand

3.2% 23
Response)

City of Port 8t. Lucie Downtown
ity of Por ucie Downtow - 2,99 21
Trolley

Commuter Van/Park and Ride Lot  [] 1.1% 8
None 86.0% 622

[T P U . - came . .o - PRI R C e e s o - R

Other {please specify) ; \ 7 y
. (]
I MR g g T | AL T A Tae 1 b e d e 18 ] ATl S L Ml et g AT ety i bt b Y Cobeme o me e a L etRa DesfAllie RE OSSR R mRsD s ] s e b e
answered guestion 723
skipped quesfion 158
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u-.

jau that apply) G

R st 68.6% 389

LJse transii {0 go io the doctor and _ )
R 43.7% 248
other medacal mps

Use transit fo go shopping or go on
' . ' errands

54.3% 308

e

e AR 3878 o 10 T B o ot PR 1 £ e 1 T 1 £ T AL A R

Use transit for social and

recreational purposes {going to tha  ____ .. :
R 2 i W

86.7% 378

movies, imqh.’dimrner, the park,
' iibrary.church, etc.}

O PO TP TR SV RS IPU DU SR P RO

VY SN SIS PR R S SR

X © answered quéstion 567
) CLoeE e T o ‘ sklpped questnon T 314
LR ,_.‘ X . e g P ode ‘:_‘:-'-“ ! a I e [
22. Do you ever use your bicycle with transit {trains/bus bike racks)?
Response Response
Percent Count
Yes 5.3% 38
No |“;mm 94.7% 677

answered question 715

skipped question 166
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’ wo skipped question © 412

to tho e'in yourfamlly'P R
T PO OT SN o el - . Res;;.;.;e
' Count
‘ — _ 430
L o snswered question 40
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15 of 16



N

Response” Response

_Perce_nf ) C_ounlt”

' A 92.3% 217

B Address:
, . 85,1% 200

- ’ ‘ Address 2:
8.9% 21

City/Town:
: [ 89.4% 240

. . State: _

o im-? 90.6% 213

L ZIP:
. ) 91.1% 214
oo 79.6% 187

Phone Number: _
B m{é“i?-‘iﬁ%l%m

50.6% 119

¢ TR S b by s i et e ey ok 8 A4

PP T O PR P PRSRITS PSP SRS SIS EE S e P |

answered guestion 235

skipped gquestion 646
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