AGENDA
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA
REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 2013, 7:00 P.M.
CITY HALL, 2200 STATE ROAD A1A SOUTH
ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA 32080

I1I.

I1I1.

IV.

VI.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF TUESDAY, JANUARY 15,
2013 REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING

PUBLIC COMMENT

NEW BUSINESS

1. VACATING ALLEY FILE NO.V 2013-01
Applicant seeks vacation of the 15-foot-wide alley lying in
Block 13, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, on the west side of
Al1A Beach Boulevard between 9th Street and 10th Street,
east of 2nd Avenue, to incorporate said 15-foot-wide alley into
the square footage of the owners of Lots 1-16, Block 13,
Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, adjacent to and/or abutting or
adjoining the alley.

Amber Patterson, Agent for David A.

Florence, Applicant

103 10th Street

St. Augustine Beach, Florida 32080

2. OVERLAY DISTRICT FILE NO. 2013-02

Applicants seek overlay district allowances for proposed
additions to an existing one-story, 1,104-square-foot heated-
and-cooled single-family residence consisting of a front yard
setback reduction to 18 feet for a front-entry feature bump-
out addition; an east side yard setback reduction to 5 feet,
nine inches for a 225-square-foot-heated-and-cooled second-
story loft addition and a 224-square-foot second-story open



VIII.

IX.

terrace addition; and a rear yard setback reduction to 24 feet
for an exterior stairwell from the second-story addition to the
ground floor, on Lot 4, Block 34, Coquina Gables Subdivision,
at 3 A Street.
Michael Stauffer, Agent for Joel S.
Darack, Applicant
1093 A1A Beach Boulevard #330
St. Augustine Beach, Florida 32080

3. OVERLAY DISTRICT FILE NO. 2013-03

Applicants seek overlay district allowances for front and rear
yard setback reductions from 25 feet to 15 feet for proposed
new construction of a three-story, 2,383-square-foot heated-
and-cooled single-family residence on the east 45 feet of Lot
7, Block 9, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, at 8 2nd Street.

David A. Mancino, Agent for Virginia
O'Donoghue and Christopher C.
Minich, Applicants

2450 Old Moultrie Road Suite 301

St. Augustine, Florida 32086

VII. OLD BUSINESS

1. CONSIDERATION OF CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION
OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS/SITES IN THE CITY

Continued from the Board's regular monthly meeting held on
Tuesday, January 15, 2013, the Board shall consider and
discuss developing criteria to define and preserve historic
buildings and sites within the City.

BOARD COMMENT AND DISCUSSION

ADJOURNMENT

For more information on any of the above agenda items, please call
the City of St. Augustine Beach Building & Zoning Department at 904-
471-8758. Persons requiring special assistance should call this
number at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting date and time.



MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD of the City of St
Augustine Beach, Florida, held Tuesday, January 15, 2013, at 7:00 p.m. in the City
Commission Meeting Room, City Hall, 2200 State Road A1A South, St. Augustine
Beach, Florida, 32080.

L. CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Greg Crum called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

IL PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

III. ROLL CALL

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Greg Crum, Vice-Chairman Alfred
Guido, Patricia Gill, Michael Hale, Steve Mitherz, Roberta Odom, Daniel Stewart, Senior
Alternate David Bradfield, Junior Alternate Elise Sloan.

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: None.

STAFF PRESENT: Gary Larson, Building Official; Amy Vo, City Attorney;
Max Royle, City Manager; Bonnie Miller, Recording Secretary.

IV. APPROVAL OF_ MINUTES OF TUESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2012
REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING

Mr. Stewart MADE A MOTION TO APPROVE
THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MONTHLY
MEETING OF TUESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2012.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Mitherz and passed
7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

V. PUBLIC COMMENT AND DISCUSSION

Mr. Crum asked for public comment on any issue not on the agenda. There was none.

VI. NEW BUSINESS

1. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD, per Section 11.02.02.H.3
of the City of St. Augustine Beach Land Development Regulations, as amended by
Ordinance No. 11-02, the election of chairman and vice-chairman will take place every
year as the first order of business at the regularly scheduled meeting for the month of

January.

Mr. Crum asked for nominations for chairman.



Ms. Gill nominated Mr. Guido for chairman.
Ms. Odom nominated Mr. Crum for chairman.

Mr. Crum asked for any other nominations for chairman. There were none. He asked the
Board members to write their choice for chairman on the ballot sheets, and to pass them
down to staff to tally.

Mr. Royle announced Mr. Crum's re-election as chairman, 4-3 by signed ballot vote.

Mr. Crum thanked the Board members for the honor of serving as chairman for the year
2013. He asked for nominations for vice-chairman.

Ms. Gill nominated Mr. Guido for vice-chairman.

Mr. Crum asked for any other nominations for vice-chairman. There were none. By
unanimous oral consensus, Mr. Guido was re-elected as vice-chairman.

2. LAND USE VARIANCE FILE NO. VAR 2013-01, filed by Gary Allen Register,
Better Built Homes, 1800 State Road 207, St. Augustine, Florida, 32086, agent for Otto
and Adrienne L. Tittle, applicants, 5068 Abington Ridge Lane, Franklin, Tennessee,
37607, for front and rear yard setback reductions from 25 (twenty-five) feet, per Section
6.01.03 of the City of St. Augustine Beach Land Development Regulations, to 15
(fifteen) feet in the front and 10 (ten) feet in the rear, for proposed demolition of an
existing two-story multi-family (duplex) residence and new construction of a two-story,
2,880-square-foot single-family residence at 105 F Street, PERTAINING TO LOT 2,
BLOCK 60, COQUINA GABLES SUBDIVISION, REAL ESTATE PARCEL
NUMBER 171800-0000, AKA 105 F STREET, SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 8, RANGE
30, AS RECORDED IN MAP BOOK 3, PAGE 30, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
ST. JOHNS COUNTY, FLORIDA.

Gary Allen Register, 1800 State Road 207, St. Augustine, Florida, 32086, agent for
applicants, said he represents Better Built Homes, the builder for the applicants, Otto and
Adrienne Tittle. Mr. Tittle currently has a duplex on his lot at 105 F Street, and is trying
to beautify the neighborhood by taking the duplex down and building a new single-family
residence. Unfortunately, the lot has a depth of only 53 feet, so with the required 25-foot
front and rear yard setbacks, he could only build a home that is three feet wide, which is
why they are asking for a variance for reduced front and rear setbacks.

Ms. Gill said she went by the property today and there was no zoning sign posted on it.
Otto Tittle, 5068 Abington Ridge Lane, Franklin, Tennessee, 37607, applicant, said he
took down the sign on Sunday, as he was told it was supposed to be posted for one

month, or 30 days, and on Sunday, the 30 days had expired.

Mr. Register said he put the sign up on the property over a month ago, back in December.



Mr. Crum asked if there is a problem with the sign not being posted on the property
between Sunday and today.

Mr. Larson deferred this question to Ms. Vo, who asked for a few minutes to look into it.

Mr. Mitherz said he didn't see an elevation drawing of the proposed new house in the
application information. He asked what the height of the new home will be.

Mr. Register said floor plans for the proposed two-story home were submitted with the
application, and he just received an elevation drawing, which he passed out to the Board
members, from his engineer yesterday. The house won't exceed 30 feet in height, it will
probably be about 28 feet high, from the ground to the peak of the roof.

Mr. Guido asked Mr. Larson if he considers this application to be complete, without
elevation drawings.

Mr. Larson said there is an existing building on the lot, and existing floor plans for the
proposed new structure. The elevations are not a concern, as the structure is only two
stories, and won't exceed 35 feet in height. The owners are going to tear the existing
structure down, and build a new single-family home within the existing footprint.

Mr. Crum said it's his understanding that the Board has granted a number of variances for
lots on the south side of F Street, due to their depth.

Mr. Larson said yes, these lots were platted in the 1920's, and are only 55 feet deep.

Mr. Guido asked why the St. Johns County Property Appraiser's card lists this property as
a single-family residence.

Mr. Tittle said this property was a duplex when he bought it, so he doesn't know why it's
listed as a single-family residence. He and his family want to spend more time here, and

they don't want to use the house as a duplex. Remodeling it would cost almost as much
as it costs to put up a new single-family home, so this is what they've decided to do.

Mr. Crum asked for public comment. There was none.

Ms. Vo said regarding Ms. Gill's question about the zoning sign for the variance not
being posted on the property between Sunday and today, it's her understanding that as
long as the sign was up for 30 days, it's okay.

Ms. Gill asked Mr. Larson if he's received any reaction from any of the neighbors.

Mr. Larson said no, there has been no comment.

Mr. Guido said the elevation drawing Mr. Register passed out to the Board doesn't match
the footprint of the floor plans that were submitted with the application.



Mr. Register said the submitted floor plans show a porch on the end of the home, but the
elevation drawing only shows a porch on the top floor, with steps coming down the side.
The ground floor porch, which would have faced Mr. Tittle's neighbor, has been omitted,
but this doesn't change anything as far as the front setback from the road goes.

Mr. Larson said the proposed structure is actually eight inches wider than the existing
structure, but it still falls within the setbacks the applicants are requesting, and it meets
the required 10-foot side setbacks on each side. All the applicants are asking to do is to
tear down the existing duplex and rebuild it as a single-family residence.

Ms. Gill said question three in the variance application asks if the property was acquired
after parts of the current Land Development Regulations, which are relevant to the
requested variance, were adopted. The applicant's reply to this question is stated as, "No,
the property was purchased well before the new setbacks were created.” According to the
St. Johns Property Appraiser's documents, however, the property was purchased in 2005.
She asked if the City has changed the setback requirements since 2005.

Mr. Crum said no, he doesn't think so.

Mr. Hale said as he understands it, the proposed new house will stay within the current
footprint, and the applicants are just asking to tear down one house to put up another. He
doesn't even think there should be any more discussion about this, so he made a motion to
approve the variance request.

Mr. Stewart seconded the motion.
Mr. Crum asked for any discussion on the motion. There was none.

Mr. Hale MADE A MOTION TO APPROVE
LAND USE VARIANCE FILE NO.VAR 2013-01
FOR FRONT AND REAR YARD SETBACK
REDUCTIONS FROM 25 (TWENTY-FIVE)
FEET TO0 15 (FIFTEEN) FEET IN THE FRONT
AND TO 10 (TEN) FEET IN THE REAR FOR
PROPOSED DEMOLITION OF AN EXISTING
TWO-STORY MULTI-FAMILY (DUPLEX)
RESIDENCE AND NEW CONSTRUCTION OF
A TWO-STORY SINGLE-FAMILY RESI-
DENCE AT 105 F STREET. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Stewart and passed unanimously
7-0 by roll-call vote.

3. OVERLAY DISTRICT FILE NO. 2013-01, filed by Michael Stauffer, 303 Lions
Gate Drive, St. Augustine, Florida, 32080, agent for Bruce Kreis, 314 E Street, St.
Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, applicant, for overlay district allowances, per City of
St. Augustine Beach Ordinance No. 08-30, for proposed new construction of a three-



story, 3,635-square-foot single-family residence with a reduced east side yard setback
from 10 (ten) feet to 7 (seven) feet for second and third-story cantilevered decks,
balconies, and stairwells from the third-story decks to the second-story decks and from
the second-story decks to the ground floor; and a front yard setback reduction from 25
(twenty-five) feet to 23.5 (twenty-three-and-one-half) feet for a third-story sunroom bay
window bump-out at 12 B Street, PERTAINING TO LOT 11 AND THE SOUTH 7.5
(SEVEN-AND-ONE-HALF) FEET OF THE VACATED ALLEY LYING NORTH IN
BLOCK 34, COQUINA GABLES SUBDIVISION, SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP &,
RANGE 30, REAL ESTATE PARCEL NUMBER 170130-0000, AKA 12 B STREET,
AS RECORDED IN MAP BOOK 3, PAGE 30, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF ST.
JOHNS COUNTY, FLORIDA.

Mr. Crum said for anyone in the audience or watching this meeting at home, this
application is different from a variance. It1san overlay district application, based on the
overlay district ordinance.

Mike Stauffer, 303 Lions Gate Drive, St. Augustine, Florida, 32080, agent and architect
for the applicant, Bruce Kreis, said in essence, the proposed single-family residence is in
compliance with the guidelines outlined in the overlay district ordinance, which allows
cantilevered decks and balconies to encroach up to three feet within the side yard
setbacks. In addition, there is an allowance for balconies to cantilever out into the front
setback, and they are asking to project eighteen inches in the front for a third-story bay
window bump-out. The cantilevered balconies on the side are on the third floor, and
there's a stairwell that connects the third-story cantilevered balconies to the second-floor
porch, and then a stairwell that connects the second-floor porch to the ground floor. He
noticed the drawing submitted with the application does not show this stairwell, but it 1S
intended, as per Mr. Larson's memo, to continue the stairwell down to the ground floor.

Mr. Guido said on the architectural standards checklist in the application, it is checked off
that the proposed structure meets the standard in the overlay ordinance that says the third
Jevel cannot exceed 70 percent of the second level. He asked if this is correct.

M, Stauffer said yes. There is a vaulted ceiling over the second-floor living room, so the
effective heated-and-cooled interior space of the third floor is actually only about 35
percent of the heated-and-cooled interior space of the second floor.

Ms. Gill said the overlay district ordinance states no bathrooms, just garage space, will be
allowed on the ground floor. The first-floor site plan shows a recreation room, a
kitchenette, a bathroom, a shop, and a garage, and looks like it could be rented separately.

Mr. Larson said this property is not seaward of the Coastal Construction Control Line
(CCCL) or in a velocity (VE) zone, it is in an AE-9 flood zone, so it is exempt from the
section in the overlay ordinance Ms. Gill is referring to. What has been submitted is in
accordance with the requirements of the overlay.

M. Guido asked how the height of the proposed structure has been measured.



Mr. Stauffer said the height, which does not exceed the City's 35-foot height maximum,
has been measured from one foot above the crown of the road, which is allowed, to the
top of the railings of the upper observation deck, which is above the highest roof ridge.

Mr. Mitherz said he noticed, when he tried to measure the height of the structure, that the
scale on the large-scale drawings is off.

Mr. Stauffer said yes, it looks like when the drawings were blown up for the Board
members' packets, they were not blown up to scale, but Mr. Larson can confirm that the
scaled drawing that was submitted with the application is correct.

Mr. Crum asked for public comment.

David Johnson, 10 B Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he was a little
concerned about the cantilevered decks, but after hearing the presentation, he thinks the
questions he had have been answered. However, he does have a question about the alley
behind the applicant's lot, and asked if this alley has been vacated.

M. Larson said the survey submitted with the application shows that this alley has been
vacated. If Mr. Johnson had a new survey of his property done, it would probably show
the vacated alley, as the applicant's survey shows that it has been vacated all the way
down to Mr. Johnson's lot, giving him an extra seven-and-one-half feet in the back.

Ms. Gill said to officially see if that alley has been vacated behind his lot, Mr. Johnson
can look at his tax assessment bill, because if it has been vacated, he will be charged
taxes for the extra seven-and-one-half feet that has been added to his property.

Mr. Johnson said he also wanted his prospective new neighbors to be aware that he and
his wife bought their home at 10 B Street 20 years ago, come down here seasonally, and
always had intentions of taking this home down, and building something higher. In the
meantime, he has no problem with the proposed cantilevered decks extending three feet
into the side setback next to his property, which is on the east side of their property.

Mr. Larson said he received an email from Tom Coates, who owns the property on the
southeast corner of B Street and A1A Beach Boulevard, at 720 A1A Beach Boulevard.
Mr. Coates requested the Board to vote "no" to this overlay application, as he felt a 35-
foot-high house was not in place. Mr. Coates' building is 27 feet high.

Ms. Gill said they've been working on the revision of the overlay ordinance for awhile,
and asked when the newly revised edition of this ordinance will be passed.

Mr. Larson said some of the wording in a few places has to be changed, per
Commissioner Pawlowski's recommendations. When this is done, it will come back to

the Board for review and the Board's recommendation to the City Commission.

Mr. Crum asked for any additional comments or discussion. There were none.



Mr. Stewart made a motion to approve this overlay district application.
Ms. Odom seconded the motion.

Mr. Crum asked for discussion on the motion.

Mr. Guido asked Mr. Stewart if he would consider amending his motion to include the
condition that the approval includes all the materials submitted with the application and

presented by the applicant as part of the record.
Mr. Stewart agreed to amend his motion as stated by Mr. Guido.

Mr. Stewart MADE A MOTION TO APPROVE
OVERLAY DISTRICT FILE NO. 2013-01 FOR
AN EAST SIDE YARD SETBACK REDUC-
TION FROM 10 (TEN) FEET TO 7 (SEVEN)
FEET FOR CANTILEVERD SECOND- AND
THIRD-STORY BALCONIES AND DECKS,
AND STAIRWELLS FROM THE THIRD-
STORY DECKS TO THE SECOND-STORY
DECKS AND FROM THE SECOND-STORY
DECKS TO THE GROUND FLOOR; AND A
FRONT YARD SETBACK REDUCTION
FROM 25 (TWENTY-FIVE) FEET TO 23.5
TWENTY-THREE-AND-ONE-HALF) FEET
FOR A THIRD-STORY BAY WINDOW
BUMP-OUT FOR PROPOSED NEW CON-
STRUCTION OF A THREE-STORY SINGLE-
FAMILY RESIDENCE AT 12 B STREET,SUB-
JECT TO COMPLIANCE WITH ALL MATE-
RIALS SUBMITTED WITH THE APPLICA-
TION AND PRESENTED BY THE APPLI-
CANT AS PART OF THE RECORD. The mo-
tion was seconded by Ms. Odom and passed 7-0
by unanimous voice-vote.

4. ORDINANCE NO. 13-02, for the Board's review and recommendation to the City
Commission as to whether this proposed ordinance, which adopts the St. Johns County
School Board's five-year district facilities work-plan by reference in the Capital
Improvements Element of the City of St. Augustine Beach Comprehensive Plan, should

be adopted.
Mr. Crum asked for discussion on this proposed ordinance. There was none.

Mr. Guido MADE A MOTION TO RECOMMEND
THE CITY COMMISSION ADOPT ORDINANCE



NO. 13-02. The motion was seconded by Mr. Stewart
and passed 7-0 by unanimous voice-vote.

5. DISCUSSION TO REQUIRE SUPERMAJORITY VOTE TO EXCEED THE
CITY'S 35-FOOT BUILDING HEIGHT MAXIMUM, for the Board's discussion and
recommendation to the City Commission as to whether the City of St. Augustine Beach
Land Development Regulations should be amended to require a supermajority vote by the

City Commission, or both the City Commission and the Planning and Zoning Board, to
exceed the City's 35-foot building height maximum.

Mr. Crum said an alternative suggestion made by a City Commissioner was to amend the
City Charter, as well as the Land Development Regulations, to require a supermajority
vote to exceed the City's 35-foot building height maximum, which is something the
voters would have to approve in the 2014 election. This particular section of the Land
Development Regulations also addresses what the Board discussed at its last meeting
regarding the determination of the starting point from which to measure building height.

Mr. Guido said the thing that took them all by surprise at last month's meeting was that
the building height could be measured from the wavecrest, which could allow buildings
that are over 50 feet high, under the existing Land Development Regulations.

Mr. Larson said Section 6.01.03.F of the Land Development Regulations says the 35-foot
building height maximum shall be measured from the minimum required coastal
elevation, which is determined by the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP).
The issue that was before the Board last month had to do with a 16 foot, nine-inch
designed coastal elevation, so based on Section 6.01.03.F, the structure on this lot could
go up 35 feet from there, which would put the height at over 50 feet.

M. Guido asked if the Board could solve this problem by recommending this section be
revised.

Mr. Larson said yes, changing the verbiage in this section would solve the problem.
Mr. Crum asked if this would fly with the DEP and everyone else.

Mr. Larson said he can't answer for the DEP. Legal research and opinion would be
required to revise this section of the Land Development Regulations.

Mr. Guido said he thinks the issue of where you start measuring the building height from
is a lot more critical than whether or not you need a supermajority of the City
Commission and/or the Planning and Zoning Board to exceed 35 feet in height. For the
future, if the City wishes to keep the 35-foot building height maximum, where the
building height is measured from has to be addressed, and it probably should be in the
City Charter, which would make it a lot more difficult to exceed it, rather than requiring a
supermajority vote of either the City Commission or this Board or both to exceed it.



However, this may be academic, if, as Mr. Larson has brought up, people can still go up
to that 50-foot level, with or without a supermajority vote.

Mr. Hale said since he's been on the Board, going over 35 feet has just been a taboo issue,
5o he asked what's driving the Commission to require a supermajority vote at this time.

Mr. Larson said the Commission wants to put this in the City Charter, which he feels
would be a grave mistake. This would prohibit things like parapets walls. For example,
there are condominiums on 16th Street with 160 air-conditioning units screened by
parapet walls up on the roof. If these units were on the ground, instead up on the roof
behind the parapet walls, the noise pollution would violate the City's noise ordinance. He
has one case in the City where there is a neighborhood feud going on over the noise an
air-conditioning compressor makes, as it exceeds the allowable decibels, per City Code.

Mr. Mitherz asked if what Mr. Larson is talking about regarding the coastal elevation
mostly affects oceanfront property, or property seaward of the CCCL.

Mr. Larson said right, the CCCL runs about three lots back from the ocean, and the wave-
crest elevation basically disappears west of this line. There are roughly seventeen DEP
markers in the City, and each one has a different wavecrest elevation per the DEP.

Mr. Crum suggested the Board make three or four recommendations to the Commission.
The first would be on the supermajority vote, which he's okay with for both this Board
and the Commission. He'd also recommend talking with three to five architects to get
their opinions as to what a common-sense height limit is and why, and to get some
feedback and education on how building height is determined. After consideration of this
input and information, the Board can make a recommendation to the Commission as to
whether a change should be made to include the 35-foot building height limit in the City
Charter, which the voters would then have to approve in the 2014 election. Lastly, the
Board could make a recommendation to amend the language in the Land Development
Regulations regarding building height, to define the starting point as one foot above the
crown of the road or the natural ground level, and define livable space so it can be clearly
determined that livable space doesn't go above the 35-foot building height maximum.

Mr. Hale said the Board could also not even make any recommendations. He asked why
they should monkey around and try to fix something that's not broke and not a problem.

Mr. Crum said from his perspective, in reading the section in City Code referred to by
Mr. Larson, which says the 35-foot building height can be measured from the minimum
coastal elevation or minimum flood elevation, the height could be determined in the
manner in which the applicant at the Board's last meeting was trying to determine it.

M. Hale said even if you have a supermajority, that's not going to affect this.

Mr. Crum said he thinks there have been occurrences in the past with things exceeding 35
feet. A supermajority would require four out of five Commissioners in favor and five out



of seven Board members in favor, instead of justa simple majority, in the future.

Ms. Gill asked if the minimum required coastal elevation changes as the beach is
refurbished, and where the definition of the minimum required coastal elevation is found.

Mr. Larson said no, the coastal elevation hasn't changed with the refurbishment of the
beach. If you go to the DEP website, you can pull up the markers for St. Augustine
Beach, each of which has a certain number and an assigned wavecrest.

Mr. Guido said to answer Mr. Hale's question, he doesn't think most people know that the
coastal elevation could be used as the definition for measuring building height, but now
that all this publicity about building height has come up, it has raised the whole issue of
the possibility of having a series of 50-foot-high structures right along the coast, on the
first lots down every street. He doesn't think a supermajority or unanimous vote is going
to stop that from happening in any case, if they're stuck with the definitions he's hearing
from Mr. Larson. No matter what the vote may be, you could still put up a 50-foot-high
structure on the first oceanfront lot, even if everything behind you is only 27 feet high.

Mr. Larson said you have to keep in mind that the wavecrest designation varies
throughout the City, so the circumstances that came up at the Board's last meeting were
very rare, as there are probably only about three or four lots in the whole City that are
affected by the definition of the building height as measured from the coastal elevation.
He has been very successful in keeping everybody at 35 feet, and with the give-and-take
that can be done with the overlay, people are able to build a valuable structure.

Mr. Guido said he thinks it's basically the consensus of the Board to keep the building
height at 35 feet. They've raised a number of legal questions that can't be resolved
tonight, but he thinks they can reaffirm that the 35-foot height maximum should be
enforced by whatever legal method the Commission chooses, whether this is by putting it
in the City Charter, or by requiring a supermaj ority vote to exceed it. Putting it in the City
Charter would probably be more effective, as even a unanimous vote couldn't change it.

Mr. Crum asked for public comment.

David Bradfield, 3 4th Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, senior alternate for
the Planning and Zoning Board, said he agrees with the general consensus of the Board to
keep the vertical building height to a maximum of 35 feet. What he's hearing from Mr.
Larson is that there is a window of liability in City Code that would allow someone to
legally build a structure up to 50 feet high using the mean coastal elevation required
seaward of the CCCL, but he thinks there is a conflict here because this violates many of
the other things in the Code relevant to vertical maximum height, such as measuring the
building height from a foot above the crown of the road, or from the average elevation of
the lot. At the end of the day, it's about vertical mass, and the amount of structure visually
going up and blocking everyone else's views from the west. They can prevent this
forever by putting in the City Charter that if there is a conflict with lots seaward of the
CCCL, such that the minimum required coastal elevation pushes the vertical max beyond

10



35 feet above one foot above the crown of the road or the average elevation, it won't be
approved. He doesn't think requiring a supermajority vote to exceed the 35-foot vertical
maximum is a good idea, as they shouldn't have the right to change something they've all
pretty much agreed to, and whether a structure is oceanfront or not, the height shouldn't
be varied from. Certainly, there are circumstances where it makes sense, such as the
Hampton Inn and other hotels and condominiums, which they've accommodated to allow
parapet walls up to 42 feet to screen mechanical equipment and noise, and this has been
workable within the current Code. However, a caveat or something should be put in the
City Charter to prevent people from using the kinds of wiggles that have been mentioned
to get around the Code to build things he doesn't think anyone wants to see here.

Robert Samuels, 110 Mickler Boulevard, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, said he'd
like to thank Mr. Hale for his comments, as he doesn't know what the problem is that they
have to find a solution for. A problem doesn't exist, it's hype, politics, a response to the
"stop the skyscrapers" slogan. He hasn't seen any applications for skyscrapers in this
community. Once something is put in the City Charter, it can never be amended or
changed. If a structure, like a new hotel such as the Marriott, needed an extra foot or two,
it wouldn't be possible if this was put in the City Charter. Will the City Charter read like
the City's Land Development Regulations, and have every single detail, possible
description, and definition in it, he asked? It shouldn't, as this isn't what City Charters are
about, this is what the Land Development Regulations are about. He believes the concept
of a supermajority was to relieve the fears that were created by the "stop the skyscrapers"”
slogan, and thinks the Board members, who were appointed by the City Commissioners,
who were elected by the citizens, should have some respect in the community, and they
should be able to rely on the Board's good judgment, and sense of community values.

Mr. Guido said this may or may not be a political issue, but the City Charter is not cast in
stone, it certainly can be amended, by law, every 10 years or so, so to anticipate what's
coming down 20 years from now is for somebody else to worry about, it's not for them.
He agrees with Mr. Hale, as he doesn't think anything's broke, so if the Commission
wants to do something, and if, as Mr. Samuels said, this seems to be a political issue, then
he suggests they let the Commission settle it politically, and the best this Board can do is
reaffirm that they agree the 35-foot building height maximum should be maintained, if at
all possible. He doesn't think the Board should go any further than that, and if in fact this
is a political issue, he suggests the Board let the City Commission, which was elected
politically, make the decision, as this isn't the Board's role.

Mr. Crum said as the City Commission asked for a recommendation on whether a
supermajority vote from the City Commission or both the City Commission and the
Board should be required to exceed the City's 35-foot building height maximum, he'll
make a motion to recommend to the Commission that the Land Development Regulations
be amended to require a supermajority vote from both the Commission and this Board to
exceed the 35-foot building height maximum. The motion died for lack of a second.

Mr. Hale made a motion for the Board to not make any recommendations. This motion
also died for lack of a second.
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Ms. Gill suggested the motion be amended by stating that the Board does not want to
make any recommendations at this time.

Mr. Hale said that would be okay by him.

Ms. Gill MADE A MOTION TO MAKE A STATE-
MENT TO THE CITY COMMISSION THAT THE
BOARD HAS NO RECOMMENDATIONS TO
MAKE AT THIS TIME. The motion was seconded
by Mr. Hale but failed to pass with a 2-5 roll-call vote.

Ms. Odom No
Mr. Guiido No
Mr. Stewart No
Mr. Crum No
Mr. Mitherz No
Mr. Hale Yes
Ms. Gill Yes

Mr. Guido said he'll make a motion for the Board to reaffirm its position that the 35-foot
height limit be maintained by whatever method the Commission deems appropriate.

Mr. Crum seconded the motion, and called for discussion on the motion.

M. Mitherz said it really bothers him that there's still a legal way, with the wavecrest, to
build to 50 feet, or even higher, but he doesn't know if, or how, this can be changed.

Mr. Crum said this can be the Board's next recommendation.

Mr. Guido MADE A MOTION THAT THE BOARD
REAFFIRM ITS POSITION THAT THE 35-FOOT
BUILDING HEIGHT MAXIMUM BE MAINTAIN-
ED, BY WHATEVER METHOD THE CITY COM-
MISSION DEEMS APPROPRIATE.The motion was
seconded by Mr. Crum and passed 6-1 by roll-call vote.

Mr. Guido Yes
Mr. Stewart Yes
Mr. Crum Yes
Mr. Hale No
Mr. Mitherz Yes
Ms. Odom Yes
Ms. Gill Yes

Mr. Mitherz said he doesn't know if it's possible, legally, to revise the example in Section
6.01.03.F of the City's Land Development Regulations which allows the building height

12



to be measured from the wavecrest elevation, so that a home could be built up to 45-55
feet high, but he'd like to propose that this be done, in some way, to prevent this.

Mr. Guido suggested the Board ask Mr. Larson to work with the City Attorney to see
what recommendations they could make so that the wavecrest part of the building height
definition cannot be the controlling factor in establishing building height.

Mr. Crum asked if that would be a recommendation to the City Commission to research
how to solidify the fact that the building height should be measured from one foot above
the crown of the road or the natural base elevation.

Mr. Guido said his recommendation is that the Board request Mr. Larson and the City
Attorney to work on a draft ordinance which the Board can then make a recommendation
to the Commission on. He agrees with Mr. Mitherz, as this wavecrest thing scares him.

Mr. Guido MADE A MOTION THAT THE BOARD

ASK MR. LARSON TO WORK WITH THE CITY

ATTORNEY ON RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE
BOARD AS TO HOW SECTION 6.01.03.F OF THE
CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

CAN BE REVISED SO THAT THE MINIMUM

COASTAL ELEVATION IS NOT THE CONTROL-
LING FACTOR IN ESTABLISHING BUILDING
HEIGHT. The motion was seconded by Mr. Mitherz

and passed unanimously 7-0 by roll-call vote.

Mr. Crum said he thinks that covers it, and they won't even bother making a
recommendation about the City Charter.

Ms. Odom asked for clarification, before they move on. In his memo to the Board, Mr.
Royle said the Board may also want to discuss two related questions, whether the super-
majority requirement should be only in the Land Development Regulations, or whether
the Charter Review Committee later this year and in 2014 should consider having the
supermajority requirement as one of the proposed changes to the City Charter for the
voters to decide in the 2014 election. She asked if the Board could recommend a super-
majority vote be required just from the Board, and not the City Commission, or vice-
versa, when the Board makes a decision as to what to recommend to the Commission.

Mr. Royle said yes.

VII. OLD BUSINESS

1. CONSIDERATION OF CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION OF HISTORIC
BUILDINGS/SITES IN THE CITY, continued from the Board's regular monthly
meeting held on Tuesday, December 18, 2012, for the Board's discussion and consider-
ation of criteria to define and preserve historic buildings and sites within the City limits.
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Ms. Gill said she's not ready with a proposal on this issue yet, but will try to have
something done on this for next month's meeting.

VIII. BOARD COMMENT AND DISCUSSION

Mr. Mitherz asked why there has been no activity on the 7-Eleven convenience store/gas
station on the corner of Pope Road and A1A South for the last six weeks.

Mr. Larson said he just received the fourth revision of the plans for his review today, so
work will resume shortly on this project.

M. Mitherz asked if there's any news on the Salt Life and Marriott Courtyard projects.

Mr. Larson said he believes the plans for Salt Life have been reviewed and gone through
St. Johns County Fire Marshal's Office, but they're still working with the Utility Depart-
ment. As far as he knows right now, the Marriott Courtyard project is dead in the water.

Mr. Crum asked when the Marriott Courtyard approval expires.

Mr. Larson said the Marriott Courtyard approval was granted for five years, and he thinks
it expires in July of this year. The Salt Life approval expires in March.

Mr. Guido asked if the approval given for the development of the Runk property, on the
southeast corner of 11th Street and Mickler Boulevard, has expired.

Mr. Larson said no, he believes this was given a 10-year extension, but this may be back
before the Board again in the near future.

Mr. Stewart said before the meeting is adjourned, he'd like to commend Mr. Crum for his
leadership over the past year.

Ms. Odom said at the Board's last meeting, there was some discussion about preparing
for the upcoming year and focusing on some possible goals for 2013. - As Mr. Crum has
been re-elected as chairman, she asked if he has any goals in mind.

Mr. Crum said he's open to any suggestions from the Board. His main goal is to get the

overlay district ordinance revisions done. He'd also like to review the variance process,
and as suggested by other Board members, the sign ordinance and parking regulations.

IX. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 8:25 p.m.

Chairman Recording Secretary
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MEMO

To: Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board Members
From: Bonnie Miller, Administrative Assistant II

Subject: Vacating Alley File No. V 2013-01

Date: Tuesday, February 12, 2013

Vacating Alley File No. V 2013-01 pertains to a request to vacate the 15-foot-wide alley
right-of-way located in Block 13, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, between 9th and 10th Street, west
of A1A Beach Boulevard and east of 2nd Avenue.

The application was filed by David A. Florence, 2769 Weisenberger Mill Road, Midway,
Kentucky, 40347, and Amber Patterson, 103 10th Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida, 32080, agent
for applicant, per Article III, Section 18-50--18-56 of the St. Augustine Beach Code, to incorporate
the right-of-way of the alley into the square footage of the owners of Lots 1-16, Block 13,
Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, whose lots are adjacent to and/or abutting or adjoining the alley.
The applicant has obtained and submitted the written consent of all the owners of Lots 1-16, Block
13, Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, to vacate the alley.

Building Official Gary Larson has determined that the alley sought to be vacated in Block 13,
Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, adjacent to and/or abutting or adjoining Lots 1-16, Block 13,
Chautauqua Beach Subdivision, has not been acquired or dedicated for utility purposes; does not
provide access to the ocean and/or beach, or any other recreational resource; and does not provide
access to public drainage facilities. For these reasons, staff recommendation to the Board is to
recommend to the City Commission that the 15-foot-wide alley right-of-way for which the
application has been filed should be vacated, as requested by the applicant.



APPLICATION FOR VACATING ALLEY/STREET
CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA

APPLICATION AND ZONING SIGN FEE: $257.50 DATE:_January 15, 2013

NAME OF APPLICANT:_David A. Florence

ADDRESS: 2769 Weisenberger Mill, Midway, Kentucky 40347

PHONE;__(859) 351-5668
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF ALLEY/STREET TO BE VACATED:__Fifteen (15)-foot-wide alley

in Block 13, Chautaugua Beach Subdivision, St. Augustine Beach, Florida

LOCATION: ON__West SIDE OF __A1A Beach Boulevard

BETWEEN__Sth Street AND__10th Street
TITLE ACQUIRED BY: ( YDEED  (X) DEDICATION () PRESCRIPTION
RECORDED IN BOOK:__2 PAGE(S): 5 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF

ST. JOHNS COUNTY, FLORIDA
REASON FOR VACATION OR ABANDONMENT OF ALLEY/STREET:__Alley is not used and

needs to be closed and divided so adioining property owners can take care of the property.




THE FOLLOWING ITEMS ARE INCLUDED WITH THIS APPLICATION:

(f PLAT, MAP OR LOCATION DRAWING OF ALLEY/STREET TO BE VACATED

(.Y NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF OWNERS OF REAL PROPERTY ABUTTING AND
ADJOINING THE ALLEY/STREET FOR WHICH THE VACATION IS REQUEST-
ED (To be acquired from St. Johns County Real Estate/Survey Dept. at 904-209-0760)

(Y STAMPED AND ADDRESSED LEGAL SIZE ENVELOPES OF OWNERS OF REAL
PROPERTY ABUTTING AND ADJOINING THE ALLEY/STREET

() OTHER RELEVANT INFORMATION WHICH THE CITY MAY REQUIRE:

NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF THE OWNERS OF REAL PROPERTY ABUTTING AND
ADJOINING THE ALLEY/STREET FOR WHICH THE VACATION IS REQUESTED

NAME:
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this section. The state, county and all local gov-
ernmental entities shall be exempt from posting

any bond and paying a permit fee.

(b) Each application shall be accompanied by a
basic permit fee of fifteen dollars ($15.00) which
shall be for filing, engineering and inspections.

(¢) The city shall make a reasonable charge for
the inspection of such construction work during
the period thereof and shall deduct the same from
the cash bond should the permit fee be insuffi-
cient to cover the reasonable charge for the same.

(d) After all charges shall have been deducted
from the cash bond, the balance shall be refunded

.to the person depositing same.

(e) In cases where the estimated cost of the
project shall exceed two hundred fifty dollars
($250.00), the building inspector may require a
maintenance and construction bond to be filed
with the application for a permit hereunder in an
amount equal to one-half of the estimated cost of
the project and conditioned that such work shall
be done in.accordance with the city's standard
specifications and guaranteeing the same for a
period of six (6) months, and those conditions pro-
vided for under subsection (a) of this section.

() The building inspector shall have the au-
thority to require an applicant hereunder to file a
bond conditioned to protect and save harmless
the city from all claims for damages or injury to
other persons by reason of damages or injury sus-

tained during the actual course of such alteration .

work. .
(Ord. No. 102, § I(e)—(i), (k), 10-11-82)

Secs. 18-40—18-48. Reserved.

ARTICLE I PROCEDURES FOR
VACATING STREETS, ALLEYS AND
"EASEMENTS"

Sec. 18-50. ' Purpoeses,
i

The purposes of this article are to establish
uniform procedures for the application to the

*Editor's "noto—Pﬁor ordinances codified herein in-
clude Ordinance No. 189,

Supp. No. 3

874

ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH CODE

city for the vacation and abandonment of city
streets, alleys, and special purpose easements
of the city; to designate those individuals who
shall have the responsibility for the processing
of such applications; and to provide the methods
and procedures for processing said applica-

tions.
(Ord. No. 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

Sec. 18-51. Application required; form.

All requests for vacation and abandonment
of city streets, alleys, and special purpose ease-
ments which the city may have in real property
shall be made in writing upon an application
form furnished by the city. Such application
shall be executed in triplicate by the party or
parties requesting the same, who shall verify
under oath that the information contained in
the application is true and correct. The applica-
tion shall be filed with the building department
and shall provide the following information:

(a) The name and address of the applicant
or applicants.

(b) A complete and accurate legal descrip-
tion of the street, alley or special purpose ease-
ment, or any portion thereof, sought to be aban-

~doned or vacated. Accompanying the legal de-
scription shall be a plat, map or drawing show-

ing the general area involved and the location
of the specific property to be abandoned or va-
cated.

(c) Whether the title or interest of the city in
and to the property for which the vacation is
requested was acquired by deed, dedication, or
prescription, and if recorded in the public rec-
ords, the book and page number thereof.

(d) The reason for the request of the aban-
donment or vacation.

(e¢) The names and addresses of the owners
of the real property bounding and abutting the
property for which the vacation is requested.
The names and addresses shall be taken from
the current tax assessment roll.

(f) The applicant shall certify that the prop-
erty sought to be abandoned or vacated will not
adversely affect other property owners or un-
reasonably limit access to their property.



STREETS AND SIDEWALKS

(g) Such other relevant information as the

city may require.
(Ord. No: 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

Sec. 18-52. Application fee.

(a) Each application filed with the building
department, other than an application initiated
by the city commission, shall be accompanied
by payment of a fee of two hundred fifty dollars
($250.00) to pay for the costs of administrative
review, ‘site analysis and investigation, pub-
lished notices of meetings for consideration of
the vacation request, and any recording fee.
(Ord. Nof’ 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

Sec. 18-58 Processing of application.

(a) Acrzon by the building department. Upon
receipt of the application and the fee, the build-
ing department shall review the application for
completeness and for compliance with the re-
guirements of this article. The building de-
partment may reject the application if a sim-
ilar application for the same property has been
considered at any time within six (6) months of
the date when the later application is submitted.
Upon proper submittal, the building department
shall proceed as follows:

(1) Advise the public works director, fire
chief, police chief, and various utility
authorities and companies, including
Cable-TV, of the application by forward-
ing a copy:thereof to their attention and
request their review and recommenda-
tions for approval or disapproval thereof,
which shall be made to the building
department within twenty (20) days of the
date the notice is sent by the department.

(2) Schedule t;he applicant's request for the
vacation for a hearing before the com-
prehensive planning and zoning board
within thirty (30) days after the expira-
tion of the deadline for comments to be
received from the public works director,
police chief, fire chief, and various util-
ity companies and authorities.

Supp. No. 3
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(3) Notify by regular mail the applicant and
owners of the real property bounding and
abutting the property sought to be vacated
of the date of the hearing before the com-
prehensive planning and zoning board
at least fifteen (15) days before the meet-
ing. The names of the owners are to be
the same as certified, sworn to and pro-
vided by the applicant seeking the vaca-

tion.

(4) Provide the members of the comprehen-
sive planning and zoning board with
copies of the application, all other rele- ..
vant materials, and a recommendation
to approve or not approve from the.build-
ing official, who shall also provide the
reasons for his recommendation. -The
building official shall determine -and .
certify if true that the property sought to be .
abandoned or vacated: -

a. Was not acquired or dedicated for -
state, county or federal highway
purposes;

b. Was not acquired or dedicated for
utility purposes;

¢. Does not provide access to the ocean
and/or beach, or other recreational

resource;
d. Does not provide access to- public
drainage facilities,

(5) Notify the general public of the vacation
request by publishing notice in & news-
paper of general circulation in St. Johns
County of the date and time of the public
hearing by the comprehensive planning
and zoning board at least fifteen (15)

days before the meeting.

(6) Forward to the city manager the recorded
vote taken by the comprehenszve plan- .
ning and zoning board on'the applica-
tion, and all other relevant materials, -,

concerning the application,

(b) Action by the czty manager. Upon re- iy

ceiving the application materials and recorded
vote of the comprehensive planning and zoning
board, the city manager shall:



§18-b4

(1) Schedule a public hearing on the vaca-
tion request at a city commission meet-
ing that is to be held within sixty (60)
_days of the receipt of the materials from
the building department.

Notify the general public of the vacation
request’by publishing notice in a news-
paper of general circulation in St. Johns
County'of the date and time of the public
hearing by the city commission at least
fifteen,(15) days before the meeting.

(c) Action' by the city commission. At its
meeting, the'city commission shall consider
the reports and recommendations on the appli-
cation for abandonment or vacation as de-
scribed above from ‘the comprehensive plan-
ning and’ zoning board, and shall, after due
consideration, make a preliminary decision to
grant with or without modifications the applica-
tion, or make a final decision to deny the ap-
plication, in accordance with the best interest of

the public welfare.

(1) If the city commission makes a prelim-
inary decision to approve of the aban-
donment or vacation, then the city attor-
ney shall prepare a proposed ordinance

" which'shall contain a full legal descrip-
tion of the property to be vacated or
abandoned, and which shall have as an
exhibit a pageifrom a legal plat book or
map showing the exact location of the
property to be vacated or abandoned.

(2)- The procedure; for adoption of such ordi-
- nancejishall: follow the usual city re-
quirements, 'with two (2) readings, the
secondjof which is to be done at a public
hearing that has been advertised in a
newspaper of general circulation in St.

" Johns' County

(Ord. No. 90%9 §1, 7-2-90)

(2)

Sec.18-54. Power m’vamte.

(2) No city property which provides access to
the ocean, beach, or other recreational resource
will be vacated.

Supp. Ne. 3
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(b) A portion of a street or alley lying be-
tween two (2) intersecting streets shall not be
vacated unless the entire portion of the street or
alley between such intersecting streets is va-
cated.

(c) Subject to subsections (a) and (b) above,
the city commission in its discretion, is au-
thorized to vacate, abandon, discontinue and -
close any street, alley or special purpose ease- :

-ment of the city, or any portion thereof, other

than a state, county or federal road or highway,

and to renounce and disclaim any right of the

city and the public in and to any land in
connection therewith, and further to renounce

and disclaim any right of the city and the

public in and to the same whether acquired by
purchase, gift, devise, dedication, prescription,

or by recordation of & map or plat.

(Ord. No. 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

Sec.18-55. Action upor adoption of the ordi-
nance. '

Upon the ordinance being adopted, the build-
ing department shall send a certified copy of
the ordinance and the attached exhibit to:the
property appraiser and to the clerk of the courts.

with the required recording fee.
(Ord. No. 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

Sec. 18-58. Vacation or abandonment want,ed
by city.

Should the city commission be the applicant
for the vacation or abandonment of city :prop-
erty, the city commission shall follow the ‘same
notification and other public notice procedures
as contained in section 18-53(a)(1)-(5):above.
In addition, such vacation or abandonment
shall be recorded, and adopted by ordinance in
accordance with section 18-53(c)(1)- (2) above.

- (Ord. No. 90-10, § 1, 7-2-90)

[Tho naxt page is 1015



Ordinance No.:  00-11

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH,
FLORIDA RELATING TO STREETS AND SIDEWAILKS; AMENDING
SECTION 18-51 (¢) OF THE ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH CODE TO
REQUIRE THAT THE WRITTEN CONSENT OF ALL OWNERS OF
REAL PROPERTY BOUNDING AND ABUTTING A STREET FOR
WHICH VACATION IS REQUESTED BE OBTAINED PRIOR TO FINAL
PASSAGE OF ANY ORDINANCE VACATING A PUBLIC STREET,
ALLEY, OR EASEMENT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ST.

AUGUSTINE BEACH, FLORIDA:

Sectiori 1. Section 18-51 {e) be, and the same is, hereby amended to read:
Sec. 18-51. Application required; form

ok ko

(e) The names and addresses of the owners of the real property bounding
and abutting the property for which the vacation is requested. The names and
addresses shall be taken from the current tax assessment roll. The written consent
of each owner shall be obtained by the ap_plicaht and filed with the office of the
City Manager prior to final passage of anv ordinance vacating any street, allev or
other public easement.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect upon passage.

PASSED by the City Commission of the City of St. Augustine Beach this 7 day of

February , 2000.
CITY COMMISSION OF THIE CII']I'Y OF -
ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH
Mayor-Commissioner

City Marfé’fger

First Reading:  January 3, 2000
Second Reading: _February 3, 2000
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720 PROSPERITY FARMS RD
NORTH PALM BEACH FL 33408-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is
not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley

that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantiaily.) .
Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

—
ACCEPT \ - Date 5//24’/ [2—
o™ _ Date [
DECLINE Date
Date

1,9 100 ©o00

Al CF
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108 9TH ST
SAINT AUGUSTINE FL 32080-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9*" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
‘divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:
David Florence '

2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your

current lot size.

/ / ,/’4
e e d .
ACCEPT .~ /4%”\ / ” iyt Date 7///(/'/ /R

-~ i
WJ(WAJ:’ o iﬁc»m \/)/L/-'-*L Date F - [&— (2
DECLINE Date
Date
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WILSON FRANK S,DONNA M ijf 5 ﬁ/ﬁ([@ (3 Py e, 7% %éﬂ/‘/

16 SOUTHGATE RD
EAST SETAUKET NY 11733-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of :an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9% and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Aliey
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the W|dth of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence {859)351-5668 . Or please send your wntten comments, if-any, to:

David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In'this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
- current lot size.

Date

ACCEPT a (,// _ _
A&LOML‘L (/Z/f 0(/"&”‘—/ Date __"" Z’/ a4 // Z
/ !
DECLINE ‘ Date
Date
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SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautaugua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (muiltiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Fiorence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT W” d/d[/ggu/\ Date "7/ Z22) 12

. 3 12 | /'Z q M S" -
*‘L'S?;) 17_ﬂ//l ”7/%14‘ ] 4‘]'/ t\ /54\431 14 3)—@6’0 Date
DECLINE Date
Date

,4140 0070
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WOLFE BILLY JOE SR,MERLENE A
2301 OLD STATE ROAD
SWANSEE SC 29160-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to
participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will

have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT /D[ZZ(, /A«? Y2 /% g pate_ & = 5 <72
@7 L / /@ Date /V’ /J\/

Date

DECLINE

Date
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7/24/2012 \ Bl ) W 3F
Jason and Angela Laskodi éfﬂ/‘ /// Z/()C’/C//‘g/ //é
116 9™ ST St Augustine FL 32080

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence
2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT c//f% /& Date /// / 7 )

A/
( /6\ Date /Z/ Lb
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Date

DECLINE

Date
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120 9TH ST
SAINT AUGUSTINE FL 32080-6353

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351- 5668 Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence .

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size,

ACCEPT }77’“"?“7/ e T A /{W Date 5&7/, .3// 5

/Lo WMV(./&_. L7 2/&/% Date s 7
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Date
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9147 JUNE LN
SAINT AUGUSTINE FL 32080-8628 '
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SUBIJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behlnd nd your property

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is
not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley

that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Pl

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence
2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT Sm Y (dmmwv)ﬂ Date “9/29/ (2
M/,/W b Y ot /é/ pate __10 (79 \‘[/L/

Date

DECLINE

Date
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SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:

As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-
divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is
not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley

that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

%;’/'—'3]/12,

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence
2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT _. WM MJ%L 7AW’V1@(/V %&ﬁ( “UM _ Date of/ // [~
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Date
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DECLINE

Date
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FLORENCE DAVID ALANMELISSA (AT G, Dfpca (3, 10S /(774‘ %éx‘fé

2769 WEISENBERGER MILL RD
MIDWAY KY 40347-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9" and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT Date o - il
. Date (7 Es
DECLINE Date
Date
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7212 WESTFIELD WOODS DR
O FALLON MO 63368-8703

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10" Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
:divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence
2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Fiorence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT/Gf{&, /4/%% Lne Wlln? Date 5{’/5/@0/52
1/7:’”{//%/% Z—f/l/‘v ﬁ(")‘v//b/’ Date 2/;//}

Date

DECLINE

Date

(,G 130 0080
g pth oF



9/11/2012 iz oG b S oot
Valliant Anne Nancy Etal &)7(/5)/ g’/ﬂ/ﬁ =y /07 /0 6
43 E White St St. Augustine FL 32080

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10™ Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautauqua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you Iot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
:divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.). 2 [,35\5(, Adovid sond a "y V\/\OV\Q\/ .

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence
2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.

Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT Vﬁ r%ﬂ/ﬂ’% ZZ?/[/{?//J} pate_ 7+ /7 ~/ 2

Date

Date

DECLINE

Date
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SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

NEY
Dear Property Owner:

As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-
divide the vacant alley between 9 and 10% Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautaugua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become
seven and a half feet longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your yard size has increased

substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
;divided among 16 lots that’s about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:

David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill

Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT [ F/XP/M,[ +4 o o, / | pate - 2p-20l12
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Date
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4825 A1A SOUTH
SAINT AUGUSTINE FL 32080-0000

SUBJECT: Proposed splitting of vacant alley situated behind your property.

Dear Property Owner:
As a property owner in the City of St Augustine Beach, you are being notified of an intention to sub-

divide the vacant alley between 9™ and 10™ Street (Block 13 Alley, Chautaugua Beach). This alley is

not used by the city (or anyone) and thus serves no real purpose. The Alley
that is adjacent to your property is fifteen feet wide; thus each property owners lot would become

ased

seven and a half fest longer. (multiply this by the width of you lot and your vard size has increase
substantially.) .

Attached is a copy of the St. Augustine Beach Code . There is a 250.00 application fee (that is total
:divided among 16 lots that's about 15.60 per lot.).

Should you have comments in support of or against this intention, you may wish to express them to
me David Florence (859)351-5668 . Or please send your written comments, if any, to:
David Florence

2769 Weisenberger Mill
Midway KY, 40347

Should the petition be elevated to the Planning and zoning board, you will be informed and invited to

participate in a public hearing for this purpose. In this public hearing , you will
have the privilege to personally express your comments, if any, on the proposed vacating.
Meanwhile, if you have questions regarding this petition, please give us a call at this number:

(859)351-5668.
Thank you.
David Florence

Please sign below accepting or declining to vacate the alley and add the additional property to your
current lot size.

ACCEPT \ oo uselier 1D\ Unorwmo iy

Date _\ b \°I}CLOI9\.
D

Date

DECLINE Date

Date
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Memorandum

TO: Members of the Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board
FROM: Gary R. Larson, Director of Building and Zoning

DATE: February 13, 2013

RE: Overlay District File No. 2013-02

The subject property is located at 3 A Street. The residence was
constructed in 1959, prior to any Land Development Regulations for the City.
Please review the letter to the Board from Mr. Mike Stauffer, Architect. You
have landscaping plans, elevations and the proposed floor plan for your
consideration. Please note also, when the City retained the individuals for the
visioning plan, A Street was an area identified as needing upgrades. This
proposal meets that criteria.

In reference to the packet provided by Mr. Stauffer, on the site plan you
will note the entryway bump-out. The overlay ordinance allows up to a 15-foot
front setback, and this proposed entryway front setback will be 18 feet, 2-3/16
inches. The overall height will be 14 feet to roof-ridge, allowed is 16 feet (see
elevation sheet showing north elevation).

The proposed second-floor addition aligns above the east wall, which has
a front setback of 10.31 feet and a rear setback of 9.36 feet. The proposed
second-floor terrace is also over an existing lower level. The request is to allow
an exterior stairway from this second-floor terrace into the rear yard. It will
provide for a 5-foot, 9-inch setback off the property line on the east side. The
stairway will also serve as an additional safety measure for second-floor egress.
Please note that the stairway will be adjacent to the parking for the residences at
1 A Street.

The proposal meets the conditions of the current overlay ordinance. Staff
recommends approval.



CITY OF ST. AUGUSTINE BEACH OVERLAY DISTRICT APPLICATION

REQUIRED INFORMATION FOR NEW OR EXISTING RESIDENCE: The
following information is provided for consideration of an Overlay District Application
per City of St. Augustine Beach Ordinance No. 08-30 by the City of St. Augustine Beach

Comprehensive Planning and Zoning Board.

New Structure Existing Structure l/

Lots)___ Y Block 34 Subdivision COQUINA G4 LES

Real Estate Parcel Number(s) STRAP 110070 - ooo0
Street Address 3 A STREBET

Is the property seaward of the Coastal Construction Line? Yes M No

Name and address of property owner(s) per St. Johns County, Florida Public Records:
1 HolLy (4VB

JorL 5. DARACA. § AURLE CLINGAN ST AubySTIVE, FL 22 080

REQUESTED MODIFICATIONS IN ACCORDANCE WITH ORDINANCE NO.08-30:

e ADL TN oF 222 FlogR LoF-TS 220 G age. BN COUSNBY ﬂaw-}'
®UTW6 WW; Pr[UoR Sthrsues . Mo PAToS O
Frovl ¢ kAR

Provide a current survey for the lot and proposed structure. Current means no

more than 60 days old from date of application. Reflect: Flood zone A’E EL9
PaceDs @ S5 APP P Mop(PedTs 1 SITE PLAA poe 8xqits

Front yard setback_ 747! _Rear yard setback 15" Sideyard setbacks £ LKL /07
west, of

Number of stories for the adjacent structure(s) 7. (IF NONE ENTER N/A)

(10) TEN SETS OF PLANS 11 x 17 INCH SIZE ARE REQUIRED PLUS A CD OF
THE PLANS IN PDF FORMAT. THE PLANS SHALL INCLUDE:
‘/ EXISTING AND PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS SURFACE COVERAGE S¢Pp MeMo

L/ LOCATION OF PROPOSED STRUCTURE WITH SETBACKS Sgg 1T PAN.



v ELEVATIONS FOR EACHSIDE ~ SEE ElLeVa{luvS
L PORCHES ILLUSTRATED ON SURVEY AND ELEVATIONS seg fuvs -

CLUSTERING OF UNITS FOR COMBINED LOTS OR REPLACEMENT OF

EXISTING UNI IS IS ALLOWED BY THE OVLRLAY SUBJECT TO CERTAIN
REQUIREMENTS.

F OR CL TTQTFRIN(“ ﬂF .JOTQ OR REPLAPEMENT OF UNITS ON LOTS, THE

PR LSS

10 (TEN) SETS OF PLANS 11 x 17 INCH SIZE PLU S CD INPDF FORMAT

ELEVATIONS FOR EACH STRUCTURE(S)

T
PLEASE CHECK THAT THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS INCLUDED WITH
THE APPLICATION:



~ OWNER PERMISSION LETTER FOR AGENT IF APPLICABLE

(/LIST OF PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 300 FEET OF PROPERTY FOR
WHICH THIS OVERLAY DISTRICT APPLICATION 1S SUBMITTED (List may be
obtained from the St. Johns County Real Estate/Survey Department, 904-209-0760)

SEE ATTAUI®N

/~ STAMPED AND ADDRESSED LEGAL SIZE ENVELOPES WITH NAMES

AND ADDRESSES OF PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 300-FOOT RADIUS LIST
(Note: Do not put a return address on the envelopes. The Building and Zoning
Department will stamp the return address with the City’s address and mail the legal
notice to the property owners within 300 feet).

eG0s0 -
IN FILING THIS APPLICATION FOR AN OVERLAY DISTRICT ALLOWANCE,
'HE PROPERTY OWNER ACKNOWLEDGES THAT [T BECOMES PAR'T OF THE
PERMANENT RECORD OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING AND ZONING
BOARD AND DOES HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ALL OF THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED HEREIN IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER

ULNLS O 3 894

KNOWLEDGE.

IF APPROVED, THE OVERLAY DISTRICT ALLOWANCE WILL BE EFFECTIVE
FOR A PERIOD OF TWO (2) YEARS AND SHALL BE TRANSFERABLE WITH
THE PROPERTY BASED ON THE SUBMITTAL TO THE PLANNING AND
ZONING BOARD. ANY MODIFICATION TO THAT APPROVED BY THE
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD SHALL BE SUBJECT TO REAPPLICATION
TO THE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD. ALL AGENTS MUST INCLUDE

NOTARIZED WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION OR NOTARIZED OWNER
PERMISSION LETTER WITH THIS APPLICATION. P

Sigﬂ&% of auth%;i;zﬁ AeeXTgpplicant
o3 AL B wo. #330
e
o -

PRIy SR I
nt/applicai

DARAU-

4 oLl g, STAUWGUSTIVE S2080 ST AUCUSTT peAut, FL 32080
Address of property owner/appiicant Address of authorized ag 1t
Goy- 47I- L1S0 Goy- 411 2552
Telephone number Telephone number
|aif2013 {foa] 2003
Date Date @ |

APPLICATION FEE: $207.50 (INCLUDES ZONING SIGN)

s}



MICHAEL STAUFFER, ARCHITECT

Memorandum
Date: January 21, 2013
To: Mr. Gary Larson, Building Official
Members of the Planning and Zoning Board
From: Michael Stauffer
RE: Darack Residence — 3 A Street, St. Augustine Beach, Florida

Dear Members of the Board:

The subject residence is being submitted under Section 3.08.00 — Overlay Districts of the City Land
Development Regulations.

This is an existing house. The house was built prior to the setbacks required under the current zoning
regulations. Therefore the existing house violates the required setbacks of 25’ front/10’ sides/25’ rear. The
survey shows the current dimensions and location of the house.

The Owner’s wanted to create a dynamic and interesting architecture while adding functional spaces to
the existing house. Since one of the goals of the Overlay Ordinance is to promote the creation of attractive
homes, we are making a request from the Board. The proposed renovation includes interior renovations
to the existing interior; addition of a second floor loft room; adding a terrace on the living room space;
adding a new entry feature; adding a front and rear patio. The plans and elevations demonstrate the
proposed renovations and additions.

The new entry element bumps out 2’ north beyond the existing house. Per Section 3.08 3 (d) allows the
setback to be 15’ if the height does not exceed 16’. This feature meets these criteria.

Section 3.08.00 5 (c) states as follows “Second and third level bump-outs for cantilevered decks and
porches and architectural design features are allowed to extend three (3) feet into allowable setbacks on
sides of structures in the overlay district.” Based on this provision of the Overlay Ordinance we are asking
that the exterior stair be allowed to project into the east side setback. We are also asking the board to
approve this stair from the 2nd floor terrace to the ground level both for aesthetics and added safety

reasons.

The second floor addition is located over the existing house. The east side of this addition is the only area
where the addition does not meet current setbacks. On this side, the existing structure only violates the
east 10’ setback by 4 1/8” on the SE corner and does not exceed the setback on the NE corner.

Impervious Area
Existing lot area = 4667 SF Existing structure = 1329 SF

All paving replaced. Rear paving is loose tile pavers on sand base = o sf
Front paving on concrete and stair adds 275 SF

Total impervious area = house 1329 + paving 275 = 1604 SF
Percentage = 1604 divided by 4667 = 34.4 %

Colors:
Trim: White SW 7005 — Pure White
Shingles: Light grey SW 7064 - Passive

4
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DATE: l‘lem%

TO: Building Official
City of St. Augustine Beach

FROM:  JOEL . DARACK 4 AURLE CLINGAN

Property owner

Ac% Hotm (AVE
Iess

St AvsusTive FL 22080
City, State, Zip

QoY 47+ LM SO

Telephone

This is to advise you that I hereby give permission to

Ml hEL STRUFFRE.

Name

042 MA Bewedt B #3%0

Address

ST. FOGUSTINE BSALH, Pl 2250

City, State, Zip
ToY -4 2652,

Phone

Who is my agent/contractor to perform the following on my behalf:

~ Propane , SupmT { PAESAIT APberTioos To HeEOTY

ﬁ”/m /5 fa <
Sub és;vorn for! me t day of Qﬂéﬂﬁw , 20 Lg-

10 15 personallv knownét me or whd Has/have

550 ot

Commission expires

BONNIE J. MILLER
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF FLORIDA
Comm#t EE161917

' Expires 3/30/2016



» 1o
Ranord & Return to: Granie Bublic Records of

- St. Johns County, FL
Prepared by/In & Ret: Clerk # 2007055476,
J. Russell Collins , O.R. 2967 PG 746-746
Land Title of America Group 08/15/2007 at 09:40 AM,

REC. $5.00 SUR. $5.00

3700 US Highway 1 South Doc. D $.70

St. Augustine, Florida 32086-7150
1.33683

Parcel No.: 170070-0000

(Space above reserved for recording data)

QuiT-CLAIM DEED

THIS INDENTURE made this /71 _ day of July, 2007 BETWEEN NSHE NEWPORT BEACH,
LLC, an Arizona limited Liability company, GRANTOR¥, whose post office address is 2390
East Camelback Road, Suite 325, Phoenix, Arizona 85016-3466, and LAURIE CLINGAN
DARACK and JOEL S. DARACK, husband and wife, GRANTEE*, whose post office address
is 1 Holly Lane, Saint Augustine, Florida 32080-5410.

WITNESSETH, That said Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of TEN AND 00/100'S
($10.00) Dollars and other good and valuable considerations to said grantor in hand paid by said
the receipt whereof is. hcrebv acknowledged does hereby remise, release and quit-claim

; bed land located in the County of

amd plural are mﬁmhﬂn-mie aum'ﬁque&

‘iﬂ NESS ‘WHEREOF Grantor has hereunto set grantor's hand and seal tbls day and vear mst

-above \Vﬂﬁﬁn.

WITNESSES NSHE NEWPORT BEACH, LLC, an
Arizona limited liability company
Unszee, Rrede By: NATIONAL SAFE HARBOR
Print Witness Name: A e ke R€ed EXCHANGES, a Cahforma corporatlon,

its Sole Member \




QuIT-CLAIM DEED

THIS INDENTURE made this 771 day of July, 2007 BETWEEN NSHE NEWPORT BEACH,
LLC, an Arizona limited liability company, GRANTOR*, whose post office address is 2390
East Camelback Road, Suite 325, Phoenix, Arizona 85016-3466, and LAURIE CLINGAN
DARACK and JOEL S. DARACK, husband and wife, GRANTEE*, whose post office address
is 1 Holly Lane, Saint Augustine, Florida 32080-5410. v

WITNESSETH, That said Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of TEN AND 00/100'S
($10.00) Dollars and other good and valuable considerations to said grantor in hand paid by said
grantee, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, does hereby remise, release and quit-claim
unto the grantee and grantee's heirs forever the following described land located in the County of
Saint Johns, State of Florida, to-wit:

Lot 4, Block 34, Coquina Gables Subdivision, Number 1 as recorded in Map
Book 3, Page 30 of the Public Records of Saint Johns County, Florida.

TOGETHER WITH an Easement over the East ten feet of Lot 6, Block 34,
COQUINA GABLES SUBDIVISION Number 1, according to the plat
thereof recorded in Map Book 3, Page 30 of the Public Records of Saint
Johns County, Flerida.

To HAVE AND To HoLD the same together with all and singular the appurtenances thereunto
belonging or in anywise appertaining, and all the estate, right, title, interest, lien, equity and claim
whatsoever of the said grantor, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit and behoof
of the said grantee forever. ‘

*Singular and plural are interchangeable, as context requires.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereunto set grantor's hand and seal this day and year first
above written. ' ~

WITNESSES NSHE NEWPORT BEACH, LLC, an
Arizona limited liability company
U o Ko By: NATIONAL SAFE HARBOR
Print Witness Name: Ay o tle  Roce d EXCHANGES, a California corporation,
its Sole Member
Lindy_ Cavanhedl | e 5
Print Witness Name: (\\\\f\é\}v\) ( M\(\L\\\’)@\\ ‘ ‘/},{ Ka;in A. AChu!'ch, Vice-President
- COUNTY OF MARICOPA '
STATE OF ARIZONA

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT was acknowledged before me on July 27 , 2007 by
Karin A. Church, Vice-President of NATIONAL SAFE HARBOR EXCHANGES, a
California corporation, the Sole Member of NSHE NEWPORT BEACH, LLC, an Arizona
limited liability company who is personally known to me or has produced Driver's License as

identification.
Wacstle O
[Seal] T ,// Alell s~
\ MACHELLE o Notary Public:_Jas b2/l CFreds
%) iac HERRY . blic . .
: M,fg,%%g/i Sfafﬂqui),Arizona My commission expires:_/ / /2 / p ¥\

Cou
My Comm. Expires Jan. 10, 2008




