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CAPTIONING

DECEMBER 13, 2007

BOCC PUBLIC HEARING

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS - 2nd CYCLE 2007

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS - 1st CYCLE 2008

***This is not an official, verbatim transcript of the ***following meeting.  It should be used for informational ***purposes only.  This document has not been edited; ***therefore, there may be additions, deletions, or words ***that did not translate.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WELL, GOOD EVENING, EVERYONE, AND WELCOME TO OUR PUBLIC HEARINGS THIS EVENING ON THURSDAY, DAYS 1th.

TONIGHT THE -- 13th.

TONIGHT THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS WILL BE HOLDING TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS ON AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

THE FIRST HEARING WILL BE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO THE FUTURE OF HILLSBOROUGH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS PART OF SECOND CYCLE OF PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR 2007.

THE SECOND HEARING IS A CONTINUATION FROM OUR NOVEMBER 8th, 2007, PUBLIC HEARING, WHERE THE BOARD IS CONSIDERING PLAN AMENDMENTS TO UPDATE THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS PART OF THE EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT PROCESS.

BEFORE WE GET STARTED, I WANT TO READ INTO THE RECORD FROM COMMISSIONER WHITE, PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT I WILL BE UNABLE TO ATTEND THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT SECOND CYCLE PUBLIC HEARING.

I'LL BE ATTENDING AN EVENT HONORING OUR NATION'S MEN AND WOMEN OF THE ARMED FORCES AT THE JAMES A. HALEY VETERANS HOSPITAL.

PLEASE READ THE REASON FOR MY LATENESS INTO THE RECORD.

THANK YOU.

AND WITH THAT, MR. CHIARAMONTE, WILL YOU GIVE THE BOARD AN OVERVIEW OF TONIGHT'S PUBLIC HEARINGS.

>>RAY CHIARAMONTE:  OKAY.

AS COMMISSIONER HAGAN STATED, THE FIRST HEARING TONIGHT WILL CONSIDER THE ADOPTION OF THE SECOND CYCLE OF AMENDMENTS FOR 2007.

THERE'S SEVEN PLAN AMENDMENTS SCHEDULED FOR THAT FIRST HEARING THAT WE'RE GOING TO HAVE TONIGHT, AND THAT REQUIRES ACTION BY THE BOARD.

AFTER HEARING THE COMMENTS FROM THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS REGARDING THE SEVEN PLAN AMENDMENTS AND STAFF'S RESPONSES TO THOSE COMMENTS, THE BOARD WILL HEAR FROM THE PUBLIC REGARDING THESE AMENDMENTS.

FOLLOWING PUBLIC COMMENT, THE BOARD WILL TAKE A VOTE ON AN ORDINANCE THAT WILL ADOPT THE FOLLOWING PLAN AMENDMENTS.

A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-01, 07-21, 07-22, 07-27, 07-28, 07-29, AND 07-30.

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS THAT ARE MAP AMENDMENTS WILL REQUIRE A SUPERMAJORITY VOTE, WHICH INVOLVES COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 07-21, 07-22, 07-27, 07-28, 07-29, AND 07-30.

THAT WILL CONCLUDE THE FIRST PUBLIC HEARING.

ALSO, FOLLOWING THAT PUBLIC HEARING, THE BOARD WILL CONTINUE THE TRANSMITTAL PUBLIC HEARING THAT WAS HELD ON NOVEMBER 8th, 2007, ON THE PROPOSED PLAN AMENDMENTS THAT ARE PART OF THE FIRST ROUND OF AMENDMENTS FOR 2008.

THESE INCLUDE AMENDMENTS TO ADDRESS THE EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT FOR THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS WELL AS THREE PLAN AMENDMENTS NOT RELATED TO THE EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT.

AFTER PRESENTATIONS BY STAFF OR THE APPLICANT, THE BOARD WILL TAKE PUBLIC COMMENT ON THOSE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS THAT ARE BEING CONSIDERED FOR TRANSMITTAL TO THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS.

AT THE END OF THE PUBLIC COMMENT ON EACH OF THESE AMENDMENTS, THE PUBLIC HEARING ON THAT AMENDMENT WILL BE CLOSED, AND THE BOARD MAY GIVE STAFF DIRECTION ON ANY OF THE CHANGES THAT SHOULD BE MADE TO THAT AMENDMENT OR CONSIDER TAKING A STRAW VOTE ON THAT AMENDMENT, AND THE PUBLIC HEARING WILL THEN BE CONTINUED TO FEBRUARY 7th, 2008, WHEN THE NEW AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AS PART OF THIS CYCLE OF AMENDMENTS WILL BE CONSIDERED.

THE BOCC WILL TAKE FINAL ACTION ON A RESOLUTION TO TRANSMIT ALL OF THE AMENDMENTS TO DCA FOR REVIEW AT ONE TIME ON FEBRUARY 7, 2008.

STATE STATUTE PROVIDES THE OPPORTUNITY FOR INTERESTED CITIZENS TO RECEIVE A COURTESY INFORMATION STATEMENT REGARDING THE DCA NOTICE OF INTENT.

THE NOTICE OF INTENT IS THE FINAL ACTION OF DCA AFTER THESE AMENDMENTS PROCEED COMPLETELY THROUGH THE AMENDMENT PROCESS.

ANY CITIZEN WISHING TO RECEIVE THIS INFORMATION STATEMENT FROM DCA SHOULD PROVIDE THEIR NAME AND ADDRESS ON THE SIGN-IN SHEET LOCATED WITH THE RECORDING SECRETARY.

THANK YOU.

WITH THAT, WE CAN GO AHEAD AND START TO PRESENT THE FIRST AMENDMENT.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  GOOD EVENING -- GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

STEPHEN GRIFFIN, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

STEPHEN GRIFFIN, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

WITH REGARD TO THE SECOND CYCLE OF 2007 PLAN AMENDMENTS, THERE ARE THREE PLAN AMENDMENTS THAT YOU HAVE TO TAKE ACTION ON THIS EVENING, AND THOSE WERE DEALING WITH THE OBJECTIONS THAT WERE RAISED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS.

THE FIRST ONE IS COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-01, ADOPTION/CHILD CARE COMMUNITY TEXT CHANGE.

THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS DID RAISE AN OBJECTION WITH THAT PLAN AMENDMENT.

THEY HAD CONCERNS WITH REGARD TO THAT PLAN AMENDMENT SO FAR AS THE LANGUAGE IN THE TEXT DID NOT CLEARLY STATE HOW THAT AMENDMENT OR HOW THAT CHILD CARE/ADOPTION COMMUNITY WOULD HAVE MEASURABLE STANDARDS ON WHERE IT COULD BE PLACED, HOW IT COULD BE PLACED, AND THE LOCATION OF WHERE THOSE FACILITIES COULD BE PLACED IN THE COUNTY.

PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF, ALONG WITH THE APPLICANT, WORKED OUT SOME ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE TO CLARIFY THAT INFORMATION THAT DCA WAS LACKING.

WE DID SEND THAT UP TO THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS FOR THEIR COURTESY REVIEW.

WE HAVE THAT IN YOUR BACKUP.

DCA WAS SATISFIED WITH THE ADDITION-A-TEXT THAT WE MADE AS A PART OF THAT -- ADDITIONAL TEXT THAT WE MADE AS PART OF THAT AMENDMENT, AND WE LOOK FORWARD TO FINDING THAT ONE -- HOPEFULLY THEY WILL FIND THAT ONE IN COMPLIANCE, SO WE DID OVERCOME THEIR OBJECTION WITH THAT PLAN AMENDMENT 07-01.

THE NEXT PLAN AMENDMENT THAT THEY HAD OBJECTION TO WAS COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-22.

THAT'S THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP CHANGE DEALING WITH THE SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT.

THEIR PARTICULAR OBJECTION WAS THAT THEY DIDN'T THINK THERE WAS ENOUGH ANALYSIS AND DATA IN THE AMENDMENT TO JUSTIFY WHY WE WERE REDUCING THE NET ACREAGE FOR SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT.

PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF WORKED WITH PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT STAFF TO SUPPLY DCA WITH ADDITIONAL INFORMATION WITH REGARD TO THE SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT ORDINANCE AND ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION TO JUSTIFY WHY THE ACREAGE IS BEING REDUCED.

AGAIN, DCA DID LOOK AT THAT INFORMATION IN THEIR COURTESY REVIEW AND WERE SATISFIED WITH THE INFORMATION TO OVERCOME THE OBJECTION THAT THEY HAD.

AND FINALLY, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-29, WHICH WAS A MAP CHANGE AT STATE ROAD 39 AND KEYSVILLE ROAD.

DCA DID OBJECT TO THAT ONE.

THEY FELT THERE WAS NOT ENOUGH DATA ANALYSIS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION ASPECT OF IT.

THEY FELT THAT MORE DATA ANALYSIS WAS NECESSARY.

THE APPLICANT DID PROVIDE ADDITIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC ANALYSIS TO DCA.

THEY SENT THAT UP TO DCA.

THEY REVIEWED IT.

IN OUR CONVERSATIONS WITH DCA, THEY WERE SATISFIED WITH THE ADDITIONAL TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS THAT THE APPLICANT SUPPLIED TO THEM, AND -- THEY WERE SATISFIED AND WE OVERCOME THAT OBJECTION.

SO ALL THAT INFORMATION IS IN YOUR BACKUP IN A MEMORANDUM THAT WE SENT TO THE BOARD ON THE 5th OF DECEMBER OUTLINING WHAT WE WERE GOING TO RESPOND TO TO OVERCOME DCA'S OBJECTIONS.

AGAIN, IN OUR COURTESY REVIEW AND CONVERSATIONS WITH DCA, THEY WERE SATISFIED WITH OUR RESPONSES TO OVERCOME THOSE OBJECTIONS ON THOSE THREE PLAN AMENDMENTS.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, STEVE.

ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-01, ADOPTION/CHILD CARE COMMUNITY TEXT CHANGE, THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

IF NOT, CAN WE HAVE A MOTION TO --

>>MARK SHARPE:  MOVE THE ITEM.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WE HAVE A MOTION TO APPROVE BY COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

>>ROSE FERLITA:  SECOND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  SECOND BY COMMISSIONER FERLITA.

PLEASE RECORD YOUR VOTE.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  THE MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-22, FUTURE LAND USE MAP CHANGE, THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

>>MARK SHARPE:  MOVE APPROVAL.

>>ROSE FERLITA:  SECOND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WE HAVE A MOTION TO APPROVE BY COMMISSIONER SHARPE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER FERLITA.

PLEASE RECORD YOUR VOTE.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  THE MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  AND THEN WE HAVE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-29, FUTURE LAND USE MAP CHANGE, STATE ROAD 39 AND KEYSVILLE ROAD.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

>>ROSE FERLITA:  MOVE FOR APPROVAL.

>>MARK SHARPE:  SECOND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  MOTION TO APPROVE BY COMMISSIONER FERLITA, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

PLEASE RECORD YOUR VOTE.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  THE MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  NOW CAN WE HAVE A MOTION FOR AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT ALL OF THE PLAN AMENDMENTS?

>>MARK SHARPE:  SO MOVE.

>>ROSE FERLITA:  SO MOVE, MR. CHAIRMAN.

SECOND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  MOTION TO APPROVE THE ADOPTION OF THE PLAN AMENDMENTS BY COMMISSIONER SHARPE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER FERLITA.

PLEASE RECORD YOUR VOTE.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  THE MOTION CARRIED 5-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THAT CONCLUDES OUR FIRST PUBLIC HEARING.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

STEPHEN GRIFFIN, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

THIS EVENING WE WILL CONTINUE WITH THE EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT-BASED PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR THE UPDATE OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

AT OUR NOVEMBER 8th PUBLIC HEARING, WE REVIEWED THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT AND THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT.

THIS EVENING WE WILL BEGIN WITH THE CONSERVATION AND AQUIFER RECHARGE ELEMENT.

MR. SHAWN COLLEGE WILL GIVE YOU A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THAT ELEMENT.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

SHAWN COLLEGE, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

THIS FIRST ITEM IS THE CONSERVATION AND AQUIFER ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

JUST A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE CHANGES.

THERE WERE SOME CHANGES TO SOME OF THE DEFINITIONS, SOME NEWLY DEFINED TERMS.

THERE'S A POLICY OUTLINING A PROCESS FOR DETERMINING WHETHER OR NOT CLASS ONE WATER STANDARDS SHOULD BE APPLIED TO THE ALAFIA AND TAMPA BYPASS CANAL.

THAT'S NOW A PROCESS.

THERE ALSO WERE SOME AMENDMENTS REGARDING COMPLYING WITH NEW STATEWIDE WETLAND MITIGATION CRITERIA, WHICH IS A NEW REQUIREMENT OF STATE LAW.

THERE WERE ALSO SOME AMENDMENTS WITH REGARD TO A FUTURE ECOLOGICAL BUFFER STUDY.

RATHER THAN AN IMMEDIATE CHANGE TO ANY BUFFERS, THERE NOW WILL BE A PROCESS FOR A FUTURE STUDY OF WHETHER OR NOT TO CHANGE BUFFERS.

THE LOCAL MITIGATION STRATEGY WAS INCORPORATED INTO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AS REQUIRED BY LAW.

THERE'S ALSO SOME AMENDMENTS RELATING TO A REVIEW OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL LAND ACQUISITION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM, THE SIGNIFICANT WILDLIFE HABITAT PROGRAM, AND THE ESSENTIAL LIFE HABITAT PROGRAM.

SHORELINE WILDLIFE CORRIDORS WERE IDENTIFIED AS A CONCEPT IN THE PLAN.

AN AMBIGUITY RELATING TO RIVER CORRIDOR PROTECTION, WHERE IT USED THE TERM "RIVER" WAS CLARIFIED WITH THE EPC WETLAND LINE.

AN OVERRIDING PUBLIC INTEREST EXCEPTION WAS ADDED TO APPROPRIATE POLICIES WHERE THERE MIGHT NEED TO BE AN EXCEPTION FOR AN OVERRIDING PUBLIC INTEREST.

THERE WAS ALSO A CLARIFICATION REGARDING RIVER CORRIDORS, INCLUDING THE PRIMARY TRIBUTARIES.

AND FINALLY THERE WAS A NEW SECTION ON ENERGY AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT THAT WAS INCORPORATED INTO THE PLAN.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION DID FIND THESE CHANGES CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND DID RECOMMEND THAT THEY BE APPROVED.

AND THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, SHAWN.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE CONSERVATION AND AQUIFER RECHARGE ELEMENT?

GOOD EVENING.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

MIKE PETERSON, 218 APOLLO BEACH BOULEVARD REPRESENTING THE GREATER TAMPA ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS.

FOLLOWING UP ON A LETTER YOU RECEIVED NOVEMBER 6th, WHICH COVERED A NUMBER OF OUR ISSUES, BUT THIS IS THE LAST ONE REMAINING, AND IT'S REGARDING THIS SO-CALLED AMBIGUITY WITH THE WORD "RIVER" AND THEN USING THE EPC JURISDICTIONAL LINE.

HERE'S WHAT'S GOING ON.

THEY HAVE A SERIES OF SETBACKS THAT REACH UP TO 500 FEET FROM A POINT OF MEASUREMENT, AND IT USED TO SAY, FROM THE RIVER.

WELL, THEY NOW WANT TO SAY, FROM THE EPC WETLAND LINE.

WELL, AS MANY OF YOU MAY KNOW, AN EPC WETLAND LINE CAN GET WELL BEYOND WHAT YOU AND I MIGHT USUALLY THINK OF AS THE RIVER, PARTICULARLY IF YOU HAVE ANY LITTLE EROSION FINGERS.

IT WILL CHASE THAT LINE ALL THE WAY UP THE EROSION, AND THEN WHEN YOU GET THAT FAR IN, THEN WE'LL START MEASURING SETBACKS.

NOW, HOW IS AN OWNER SUPPOSED TO KNOW?

WELL, UNLESS YOU'VE GOTTEN THE ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERTS OR PAY TO HAVE EPC TO COME OUT AND DO A JURISDICTIONAL LINE, YOU DON'T KNOW WHERE YOU SIT COMPARED TO THIS.

AS A LANDOWNER, YOU KNOW WHERE YOUR PROPERTY LINE IS ON THE RIVER BECAUSE IT'S USUALLY MEASURED AS MEAN HIGH-WATER LINE OR SOMETIMES IT WILL SAY TOP OF BANK, SO EVERYONE'S GOT A DEED WITH A LEGAL DESCRIPTION THAT DESCRIBES A POINT ON THE RIVER, AND YOU AND I CAN GO OUT THERE AND PRETTY MUCH GET A GOOD FEEL FOR WHAT'S THE TOP OF BANK OR WE CAN GET A FEEL FOR WHAT WE THINK MEAN HIGH-WATER LINE IS, BUT NONE OF US CAN GO OUT THERE UNLESS YOU'RE AN ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERT AND FIGURE OUT WHERE THE EPC JURISDICTIONAL LINE MAY WANDER AND THEN START MEASURING FROM THAT POINT, SO WE'RE VERY CONCERNED THAT NOT ONLY IS THIS SORT OF AN INDIRECT GRAB OF ADDITIONAL PROPERTY JUST BY CHANGING A DEFINITION FOR MEASUREMENT, BUT IN FACT, FROM A LANDOWNER'S STANDPOINT OR OUR MEMBERSHIP AS A REALTOR TRYING TO GO OUT AND TELL SOMEONE WHAT THEY'RE UP AGAINST NOW THAT THEY WANT TO BUY ON A RIVER AND HAVE TO DEAL WITH SOME OF THESE BUFFERING REQUIREMENTS, THERE'S NO WAY FOR THEM TO ESTIMATE WHAT THIS IMPACT IS ON THINGS THAT MEASURE 500 FEET IN FROM IT.

SO THIS IS NOT AN INSIGNIFICANT CHANGE TO CLEAR UP AN AMBIGUITY.

I WOULD SUGGEST THAT WE GO TO SOMETHING THAT IS WELL DEFINED.

MEAN HIGH-WATER LINE IS USED IN THIS COMP PLAN FOR LAKESHORES, AND IT'S A PRETTY STANDARD TERM YOU'VE HEARD IN MANY OTHER VENUES BUT NOT THE EPC JURISDICTIONAL LINE, AND I'M GOING TO PUT THE LETTER BACK IN THE RECORD.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MR. PETERSON.

WOULD ANYONE ELSE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

OKAY.

ADAM, JUST TO CLARIFY, WE DON'T NEED TO TAKE ACTION ON THESE; IS THAT CORRECT?

>>ADAM GORMLY:  THAT'S CORRECT.

YOU'LL BE VOTING ON A RESOLUTION ON FEBRUARY 7th TO TRANSMIT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  OKAY.

COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

>>MARK SHARPE:  SHAWN, WOULD YOU COMMENT ON THAT, THOUGH.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  YES, THANK YOU.

THIS -- THIS ITEM CAME UP EARLY IN THE ANALYSIS OF THE COMP PLAN, VERY EARLY, SEVERAL YEARS AGO IN TALKING TO COUNTY STAFF, AND THEY HAD TOLD US THAT THEY DO HAVE A PROBLEM WITH THE AMBIGUITY OF THE WORD "RIVER," AND WHEN THEY GO OUT TO DETERMINE -- -- AND IT'S NOT FOR ME TO SAY OFF THE TOP -- RIGHT AT THE OUTSET, IT IS NOT A BUILDING SETBACK.

IT IS NOT TO SET BACK A BUILDING ANY DISTANCE AT ALL, AND I'LL GET MORE INTO IT.

THEY SAID THERE'S AN AMBIGUITY.

THEY DON'T KNOW WHETHER THAT TERM "RIVER" MEANS THE CENTER LINE OF THE RIVER, DOES IT MEAN THE HIGH-WATER LINE, THE MEAN LOW-WATER LINE, DOES IT MEAN -- THEY DON'T KNOW WHAT IT MEANS, SO THEY WANTED IT CLARIFIED.

THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION STAFF, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF, AND PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT STAFF GOT TOGETHER AND WE TALKED ABOUT THIS EXTENSIVELY AND DETERMINED, WELL, IF YOU WANT TO PROTECT THE RIVER CORRIDOR, WHICH IS THE INTENT, YOU REALLY NEED TO PROTECT THE ENTIRE SYSTEM, WHICH WOULD INCLUDE THE WETLANDS ASSOCIATED WITH THAT SYSTEM, AND THE ONLY LINE THAT'S DELINEATED BY -- THAT'S FORMALLY DELINEATED IS THE EPC WETLAND LINE, SO IT'S A LINE THAT'S KNOWN.

IT WAS MENTIONED THAT IT'S A SETBACK, THERE'S A BUFFER, A SETBACK OF 500 FEET.

THERE ARE APPROXIMATELY FOUR POLICIES THAT DEAL WITH THIS -- WITH THIS BUFFER OR THIS REGULATED AREA.

ONLY ONE OF THEM ACTUALLY DEALS WITH THE 500 FEET, AND THAT HAS TO DO WITH NO NEW INDUSTRIAL USES WITHIN 500 FEET.

THAT'S THE ONLY ONE THAT DEALS WITH THE 500 FEET.

THE OTHER IS SEPTIC TANKS ARE SUPPOSED TO BE SETBACK 200 FEET.

NATIVE TREES ARE SUPPOSED TO BE PRESERVED WITHIN 100 FEET.

AND PARKING LOTS AND SERVICE ROADS ARE NOT SUPPOSED TO BE SITED WITHIN A HUNDRED FEET.

WITHIN THAT POLICY, WITHIN EVERY ONE, IT SAYS IT ALSO ALLOWS REASONABLE USE, SO IN ANY CASE IF IT'S -- IF REASONABLE USE IS INFRINGED UPON, THEN YOU WOULD BE ALLOWED TO GO AHEAD AND DO WHAT YOU NEED TO DO TO ALLOW REASONABLE USE.

>>MARK SHARPE:  SHAWN, LAST QUESTION.

IF WE WERE TO USE -- INSTEAD OF EPC JURISDICTIONAL LINE THE HIGH-WATER -- THE MEAN HIGH-WATER LINE, WHAT IMPACT WOULD THAT HAVE?

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  I THINK THE REGULATORS WOULD BE THE BEST ONE TO SPEAK TO THAT, BUT MY UNDERSTANDING IS THAT LINE IS NOT DELINEATED AT ANY GIVEN POINT UNLESS SOMEBODY GOES OUT AND DOES A SPECIAL STUDY OF THAT LOCATION, AND I DON'T THINK THEY'RE PREPARED TO DO THAT, BUT A REGULATOR MIGHT BE A BETTER PERSON TO ANSWER THAT QUESTION.

>>MARK SHARPE:  I'M JUST LOOKING FOR THE -- BETWEEN -- WE DON'T HAVE TO RESOLVE THIS FOR ME -- MY PURPOSES TODAY, BUT I WOULD LIKE FOR US TO BE ABLE TO FIND SOME WAY OF MAKING IT CLEARER TO THE ENTIRE COMMUNITY AS TO WHAT WE'RE USING AS A MARKING POINT.

>>TONY D'AQUILA:  TONY D'AQUILA WITH EPC.

SHAWN CAPTURED THE ESSENCE OF THE ARGUMENT PRETTY WELL.

RIVERS ARE POLYMORPHIC.

YOU KNOW, THEY CHANGE IN SIZE.

THE PATHWAY THAT THEY TAKE, THEY MEANDER FROM THE SOURCE TO THE MOUTH.

THEY FLOOD, THEY SHRINK, THEY DRY UP WITH RELATION TO WHAT KIND OF WATER GETS INTO THEM, SO TO SPEAK IN TERMS OF MEAN WATER HEIGHT OR RIVER BANK HEIGHT, MIDDLE OF STREAM, THOSE ARE ALL VERY DIFFICULT TO PIN DOWN.

ON THE OTHER HAND, A WETLAND DELINEATION OR THE DETERMINATION OF THE JURISDICTIONAL LINE, THAT'S A PRECISE AND REPRODUCIBLE SCIENTIFIC PROCESS.

THERE ARE STANDARDS AND A METHODOLOGY TO DO THAT WETLAND DELINEATION THAT MAKE IT THAT WAY SO THAT IF I DETERMINE A LINE A YEAR FROM NOW, ANOTHER SCIENTIST CAN COME OUT AND DETERMINE THAT SAME LINE WITH VERY GOOD ACCURACY.

I'VE GOT SOME SLIDES IN THERE THAT I CAN KIND OF DEMONSTRATE, BUT --

>>KEN HAGAN:  WE'RE NOT GOING TO DO THAT THIS EVENING.

WE'RE HERE TO HEAR FROM THE PUBLIC.

COMMISSIONER NORMAN.

>>JIM NORMAN:  WELL, WHAT YOU HAVEN'T ANSWERED FOR ME IS THE NET DIFFERENCE, AND THAT'S WHAT I THINK HE WAS TALKING TO, ABOUT A VAGUE COVER OF A TAKING, AND THAT IS -- IF IT'S DELINEATED LINE MINUS FIVE, MY POINT IS WE NEED TO BE AT THE SAME POINT.

IF IT'S SCIENTIFICALLY DESIGNATED OR WHATEVER, IT NEEDS TO BE THE SAME TODAY AS IT WAS YESTERDAY, AND THAT WOULD -- I BELIEVE APPEASES THEIR PROBLEM, BUT IT CAN'T BE A -- IT CAN'T BE A TAKING HERE BY A CHANGING OF SUPPOSEDLY SOME DEFINITIONS.

THAT'S THE BOTTOM LINE FOR ME.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  I UNDERSTAND YOUR CONCERN.

I BELIEVE THERE WOULD NOT BE A TAKING.

TAKING WOULD BE WHEN YOU REMOVE REASONABLE USE OF THE PROPERTY --

>>JIM NORMAN:  NO, NO.

WELL, MY TAKING IS IF YOU CHANGE THE LANGUAGE AND -- WHERE IT WAS THREE WEEKS AGO, WHATEVER THAT DEFINITION WAS, AND YOU CREATE A NEW DEFINITION AND ALL OF A SUDDEN THEY'VE GOT TO DO SOMETHING ELSE TO HAVE SOME USE OF THEIR LAND, THAT'S A TAKING TO ME, AND SO HOWEVER YOU DEFINE IT, IT NEEDS TO BE THE SAME TODAY AFTER THIS DEFINITION CHANGE AS IT WAS BEFORE.

THE EQUAL USE THAT THEY HAVE ON THEIR PRESENT PROPERTY, THAT'S WHERE I'M COMING FROM.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  OKAY.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  NEXT ITEM.

>>SHAWN COLLEGE:  THAT'LL BE ME, AGAIN.

NEXT ELEMENT FOR YOUR REVIEW IS THE COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT.

SHAWN COLLEGE, AGAIN, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT HAD A FEW CHANGES, ONE WERE SOME DEFINITION CHANGES.

THERE WAS ALSO A CHANGE FOCUSING ON WETLAND ACREAGE PROTECTION, WHETHER -- I'M SORRY, AWAY FROM WETLAND ACREAGE PROTECTION TO THE PROTECTION OF ECOLOGICAL VALUE AND FUNCTION OF WETLANDS.

THAT'S A REQUIREMENT OF STATE LAW SIMILAR TO WHAT WE DID IN THE CONSERVATION ELEMENT.

THERE WERE ALSO SOME INTEGRATION OF THE COASTAL HIGH HAZARD STUDY COMMISSION AT THE STATE LEVEL -- SOME OF THEIR RECOMMENDATIONS WERE INCORPORATED INTO THIS PLAN, INTO THIS ELEMENT -- AS WELL AS SOME ELEMENTS OF HOUSE BILL 1359 ADDRESSING ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION OF SHELTER SPACE AND EVACUATION TIMES.

THOSE WERE INTEGRATED INTO THE PLAN AS REQUIRED BY LAW.

FINALLY, THE INCORPORATION OF THE LOCAL MITIGATION STRATEGY WAS ALSO INTEGRATED INTO THE PLAN, AND AN EVACUATION LEVEL OF SERVICE WAS ESTABLISHED IN THE PLAN, WHICH IS ALSO A REQUIREMENT OF STATE LAW.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION DID FIND THESE CHANGES CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RECOMMENDED THAT YOU APPROVE THEM.

AND THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT?

NEXT ITEM.

>>PEDRO PARRA:  PEDRO PARRA, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

THE NEXT ITEM IS HOUSING ELEMENT.

CHANGES TO THE HOUSING ELEMENT INCLUDED INCORPORATING THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TASK FORCE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, WORKING WITH THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TO PROVIDE RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO UPDATE THE PROCESS AND PROVISIONS WITHIN THE ELEMENT, TO IT MODIFYING ITS GOALS, OBJECTIVES, POLICIES, DEFINITIONS, AND DATA, AND THEN THE PLAN ALSO ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THROUGH THE NEXT TWO PLAN AMENDMENT CYCLES, THOSE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TASK FORCE WILL BE LOOKED AT THROUGH THE PLANNING COMMISSION, THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING OFFICE, AND THOSE FINDINGS THEN WILL BE BROUGHT BACK TO YOU AS PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE HOUSING ELEMENT.

AND THAT SUMMARIZES THE CHANGES TO THE HOUSING ELEMENT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE HOUSING ELEMENT?

GOOD EVENING.

>> GOOD EVENING.

MY NAME'S ANNE MADDEN.

I RESIDE AT 218 6th AVENUE SOUTHWEST IN RUSKIN, AND OF ALL THE OPPORTUNITIES I'VE HAD TO BE IN THIS ROOM, I THINK THIS IS THE FIRST TIME I'VE ACTUALLY BEEN AT THE PODIUM TO ADDRESS THE BOARD, SO I'M A LITTLE NERVOUS.

I HAVE A CONCERN ABOUT THE HOUSING ELEMENT AS PROPOSED, AND THE CONCERN I HAVE IS THAT THERE ARE NO -- THAT NO PLAN MEND -- OR EXCUSE ME -- PLAN CATEGORIES IN THE WIMAUMA VILLAGE PLAN ARE INCLUDED IN THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING DENSITY BUMP MATRIX THAT'S IN THIS ITEM.

WHEN I THINK OF PROCESS AND I THINK OF COMMUNITY PLANNING PROCESS, I THINK OF IT AS MORE THAN JUST AN ISOLATED COMMUNITY PLAN.

I WAS TAUGHT ABOUT COMMUNITY PLANNING FROM LORRAINE DUFFY, AND SHE TAUGHT ME TO THINK ABOUT THE BIG PICTURE AND HOW THE COMMUNITY RELATES TO EACH OTHER.

WHEN YOU HAVE TASK FORCE AFTER TASK FORCE WITH YOUR AFFORDABLE HOUSING TASK FORCE, YOUR CHILDREN'S BOARD NEEDS ASSESSMENT, THE RURAL SOCIAL SERVICES PARTNERSHIP NEEDS ASSESSMENT CALLING FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING, PARTICULARLY IN THE SOUTH HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY AREA AND PARTICULARLY IN WIMAUMA, I DON'T UNDERSTAND WHY WHEN WE COME TO AN IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENT THAT'S NOT INCLUDED.

WHEN YOU HAVE AN ASSET LIKE FLORIDA HOME PARTNERSHIP IN YOUR COMMUNITY, WHICH BRINGS IN FEDERAL DOLLARS TO BUILD AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN RURAL AREAS -- NOT WHAT I THINK'S RURAL, NOT WHAT YOU THINK IS RURAL, BUT WHAT THE USDA SAYS IS RURAL -- THAT ALSO HAS ACCESS TO COUNTY WATER AND SEWER, THE ONLY PLACE THAT IS IS IN WIMAUMA.

IF NOT WIMAUMA, WHERE?

YOU HAVE THIS WONDERFUL ORGANIZATION THAT'S NOT GOING TO BE ABLE TO MEET AN IDENTIFIED NEED AND CONTINUE TO BUILD.

AND THE LAST CONCERN I HAVE -- AND I'M NOT HERE TO SPEAK ON BEHALF OF THE RURAL SOCIAL SERVICES PARTNERSHIP BOARD, I DON'T HAVE THEIR AUTHORITY, BUT I HAVE SERVED ON THEIR BOARD FOR TWO YEARS, AND WHEN I SEE THE PEOPLE THAT ARE COMING UP HERE AND TALKING LOUDEST ABOUT PROTECTING RURAL LIFESTYLE, THEY DO NOT REFLECT THE SOCIOECONOMIC DIVERSITY NOR THE ETHNIC DIVERSITY OF THE PEOPLE THAT THESE PLANS ARE DESIGNED TO SERVE.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. MADDEN.

NEXT.

>> CHAIRMAN HAGAN AND COMMISSIONERS, MY NAME IS BRIAN CORALLY, 4610 EISENHOWER BOULEVARD, TAMPA.

I'M HERE SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF MR. JEFF HILLS, WHO IS RECOVERING FROM SURGERY.

I'M HERE TO SPEAK TO A HOUSING ISSUE.

IT IS ALSO RELATED TO FUTURE LAND USE AS WELL.

LAST MONTH MR. HILL SPOKE ABOUT AND REQUESTED A DENSITY CREDIT FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING WITHIN THE WIMAUMA VILLAGE OR WVR-2 FUTURE LAND USE CATEGORY.

I HANDED OUT INFORMATION TO EACH OF YOU WHICH DESCRIBED EXISTING POLICIES AND WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN INFORMATION DESCRIBING HOW AFFORDABLE HOUSING SHOULD BE A PRIORITY FOR THE PLANNING OF THE FUTURE OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY.

SPECIFICALLY, POLICY B-3.1 STATES AFFORDABLE HOUSING SHALL BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY.

POLICY B-3.2 -- AND I'M PARAPHRASING -- STATES INCENTIVES SHOULD BE GIVEN TO DEVELOPERS, INCLUDING A DENSITY CREDIT.

GOAL 6 OF YOUR WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN DESCRIBES IMPLEMENTING INCENTIVES TO ENCOURAGE AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND TO ENCOURAGE HOUSE TO GO ACCOMMODATE A DIVERSE POPULATION AND INCOME LEVEL.

AND SIMILARLY, THE ATTAINABLE HOUSING FOR HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY'S GROWING ECONOMY REPORT SPOKE OF FOSTERING AND SUPPORTING THE DEVELOPMENT OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND CREATING INCENTIVES, INCLUDING DENSITY BONUSES TO HELP IMPLEMENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING, WHICH THAT'S ALSO PARAPHRASED.

WITH THESE CURRENT POLICIES ON THE BOOKS, I PERSONALLY WONDER WHY THERE IS ANY QUESTION ABOUT APPLYING A DENSITY CREDIT TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECTS IN WIMAUMA.

THESE ARE THE COUNTY'S OWN PLANNING DOCUMENTS AND ARE SPECIFIC TO THE WIMAUMA AREA AND THE WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN.

THIS IS NOT SPECULATION, THESE ARE PLANNING FACTS.

WE ARE JUST ASKING FOR YOU -- FOR YOUR PLANNING POLICIES TO COMPLY WITH THEMSELVES.

SO I'M HERE TO REQUEST AND TO PLACE INTO THE RECORD OUR REQUEST TO ADD A DENSITY BONUS FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING WITHIN THE WVR-2 FUTURE LAND USE CATEGORY.

THE DENSITY BONUS TABLE FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT IS FOUND ON PAGE 234 OF THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT, AND WE ARE REQUESTING AN INCREASE FROM TWO UNITS AN ACRE TO THREE UNITS AN ACRE.

THIS IS NOT A RADICAL INCREASE AND IS CONSISTENT IN PROPORTION WITH THE OTHER DENSITY BONUSES IN THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

SIMPLY SAID, LARGER-LOT DEVELOPMENTS ARE NOT ECONOMICALLY FEASIBLE WITH AN AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT BASED ON THE PER LOT UNIT COST, SO I RESPECTFULLY REQUEST FOR YOU TO DIRECT THE PLANNING COMMISSION TO INCLUDE THE AFFORDABLE DENSITY BONUS IN THE WVR-2 CATEGORY.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, SIR.

NEXT, PLEASE.

>> MARCELLA OSTEEN, 15133 CARLTON LAKE ROAD, BALM.

I WOULD NOT BE A GOOD NEIGHBOR TO MY WIMAUMA FRIENDS AND ACQUAINTANCES IF I DIDN'T GET UP AND REFUTE WHAT WAS JUST SAID.

THE INK IS HARDLY DRY ON THE WIMAUMA VILLAGE PLAN BEFORE THEY'RE TRYING TO CHANGE IT, GET A WAY AROUND IT.

I THINK MR. INCORVIA WOULD REMEMBER THE MEETING THEY HAD RECENTLY WHEN THIS WAS BROUGHT UP BY MR. JEFF HILL.

THEY WENT BACK AND HAD A MEETING AT WIMAUMA WITH THE PEOPLE WHO HAD PARTICIPATED IN MAKING THIS PLAN, AND THEIR CONSENSUS WAS NO, THIS IS NOT HOW WE WANT TO ADDRESS AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

WE'VE GOT OUR PLAN, LET'S LIVE WITH IT A WHILE, SO I THINK THAT THE WIMAUMA PEOPLE WOULD BE HERE, AND IF THEY'RE WATCHING ON TV RIGHT NOW, THEY'RE PROBABLY JUMPING UP AND DOWN, BUT I'M JUST HERE AS A GOOD NEIGHBOR TO REMIND YOU GUYS THAT THIS IS WHAT HAPPENED, AND MR. INCORVIA CAN BACK THIS UP.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. OSTEEN.

NEXT, PLEASE.

>> TERRY FLOTT.

I WANTED TO COMMENT ON THAT AS WELL.

I ATTENDED THIS MEETING THAT WAS HELD DOWN IN WIMAUMA AT THE REQUEST OF THE WIMAUMA FOLKS, AND I CAN ASSURE YOU THIS IS NOT THE PLAN THAT WIMAUMA HAD AGREED UPON.

THIS IS AN AFTER -- AN END RUN AGAIN AROUND A PROCESS BY WHICH THE CITIZENS SPENT A GREAT DEAL OF TIME PUTTING TOGETHER THEIR COMMUNITY PLAN.

THERE'S SUFFICIENT SPACE TO PUT AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

THEY HAVE AN AREA WITH A LITTLE HIGHER DENSITY IN WIMAUMA THAT CAN SUPPLY THE SPACE FOR THEM TO PLACE AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

INSTEAD THEY WANT TO CHANGE THE PLAN ESSENTIALLY BY CHANGING A CATEGORY IN THE HOUSING ELEMENT.

THIS IS REALLY DANGEROUS GROUND TO START TREADING ON IF YOU APPROVE THIS.

THIS SHOULD NOT BE APPROVED.

THE CITIZENS SPOKE.

YOU APPROVED THEIR PLAN.

THIS BOARD APPROVED THEIR PLAN, AND TWO WEEKS LATER, LITERALLY -- I THINK IT WAS ABOUT TWO WEEKS AFTER IT WAS APPROVED, THEY WANTED TO CHANGE -- OKAY, WE WON'T CHANGE THE PLAN, BUT WE'RE JUST GOING TO CHANGE A CATEGORY WITHIN THE HOUSING ELEMENT WHICH WOULD ALLOW FOR IT.

THE PROBLEM IS MR. HILLS HAS A SPECIFIC PROPERTY THAT HE WANTS TO PLACE AFFORDABLE HOUSING ON, AND IT'S NOT WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES THAT -- THAT WAS CITED IN THEIR COMMUNITY PLAN.

PLEASE, YOU WILL HAVE NOTHING BUT PROBLEMS IF YOU APPROVE THIS TONIGHT, AND IT INTERFERES WITH EVERY OTHER COMMUNITY PLAN THAT WILL BE DEVELOPED.

YOU'RE SENDING A BAD MESSAGE TO THE CITIZENS, SO I WOULD RECOMMEND THAT YOU DON'T APPROVE THAT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. FLOTT.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

MIKE PETERSON, 218 APOLLO BEACH BOULEVARD, SPEAKING PERSONALLY ON THIS MATTER.

I ACTUALLY WAS A MEMBER ON THE WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN, AND I'M REALLY HERE TO SAVE ANNE MADDEN'S HONOR FIRST, BECAUSE SHE MADE A STATEMENT THAT WASN'T ENTIRELY CORRECT, AND I'M GOING TO HELP HER.

IT IS TRUE THERE ARE SOME CATEGORIES IN THE LAND USE PLAN WHERE YOU CAN APPLY THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING DENSITY BONUS.

THAT'S THE GOOD NEWS.

THE BAD NEWS IS THEY'RE ALL WITHIN THE DEVELOPED AREA, THEY'RE ALREADY PLATTED, THEY'RE ALREADY BROKEN UP INTO GOD KNOWS HOW MANY HUNDREDS OF LOTS OR WHATEVER ELSE, SO OTHER THAN THE CHURCH OF GOD PROPERTY, I WOULD LOVE TO HAVE MS. FLOTT SHOW ME WHERE THIS SPACE IS WHERE YOU CAN PUT A BUNCH OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING THAT GETS THAT DENSITY CREDIT BECAUSE I'M SURELY NOT AWARE OF IT, AND IF YOU LOOK AT THE WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN, YOU WILL SEE THERE WAS NO AREA DESIGNATED FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

WHAT THE PLAN ACTUALLY SAID WAS YOU WILL IMPLEMENT AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVES.

WE WERE GOING TO TALK ABOUT SPECIFIC INCENTIVES, BUT THE TASK FORCE WAS ALREADY WORKING ON THAT, AND EVERYONE AGREED TO DEFER TO WHATEVER THE TASK FORCE CAME UP WITH AS INCENTIVES WOULD BE THE THINGS THAT PEOPLE WOULD IMPLEMENT.

SO WHAT HAPPENS?

NOW THAT IT'S DONE, WE SEE THAT THERE IS THE E.A.R. COMING THROUGH AND THE WV-2 CATEGORY WHERE NEW DEVELOPMENT WOULD OCCUR, NOT REDEVELOPMENT, ISN'T INCLUDED IN THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TABLE.

THAT'S WHAT BROUGHT THIS UP.

THERE WAS NO BIG SECRET END RUN TO POP UP LATER AND TRY TO CHANGE DENSITIES, IT WAS A STANDARD THING THAT OTHER CATEGORIES UNDER YOUR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN GET TO USE, BUT THIS WAS A NEW CATEGORY SINCE THE LAST TIME YOU HAD A CHART THAT WOULD INCLUDE THIS IN THERE.

SO NOW, IS IT TRUE THAT THIS IS AN AREA OUTSIDE THE URBAN SERVICE AREA AND MOST OF THE OTHERS AREN'T OR ALL OF THEM AREN'T?

THAT'S PROBABLY TRUE, BUT IN WIMAUMA, IF YOU'RE GOING TO DEVELOP NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING, HAVE YOUR STAFF TELL US WHERE THAT'S GOING TO OCCUR IF NOT IN THE WV-2 AREA.

SO IF YOU DON'T ADOPT THIS, WHICH IS A STANDARD CREDIT ITEM AND PROBABLY YOUR BEST INCENTIVE FOR NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECTS, HAVE STAFF TELL US WHAT IT IS THEY INTEND TO DO AS THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVES THAT THE PLAN SPECIFICALLY CALLS FOR WHEN YOUR OWN TASK FORCE REPORT REQUIRED THAT ANY NEW COMMUNITY PLANS ACTUALLY INCLUDE AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVES AND IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGIES, WHEN THE WIMAUMA PLAN ITSELF CALLS FOR THAT, AND BY THE WAY, IT'S WIMAUMA.

IF YOU CAN'T PROMOTE AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN WIMAUMA, WHAT ARE WE REALLY DOING HERE?

WE PAY A LOT OF LIP SERVICE TO IT IN GENERAL, BUT WHEN THE RUBBER MEETS THE ROAD, WE RUN INTO THESE PROBLEMS.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MR. PETERSON.

ANYONE ELSE?

COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

>>MARK SHARPE:  I WOULD LIKE TO SEE FROM STAFF A REPORT WHICH INDICATES EXACTLY WHERE THE LAND IS WHICH IS AVAILABLE FOR THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING, I'D LIKE TO SEE WITHIN THE WIMAUMA PLAN WHERE IT SPECIFIES THAT IT WILL BE SO DESIGNATED FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING, AND THEN I AM CURIOUS ABOUT THIS PARTICULAR REQUEST BECAUSE WE'RE NOT MAKING A DECISION TODAY, WE'RE NOT VOTING TO TRANSMIT MANY OF THESE THINGS, BUT I WOULD BE INTERESTED IN SEEING THE IMPACT PRO AND CON, AND I RECOGNIZE THE COMMUNITY THEMSELVES WOULD SPEAK, BUT PRO AND CON WITH REGARD TO THE IMPACT WITH THIS WVR-2 CATEGORY, AND THE REASON I'M ASKING THAT IS BECAUSE IT'S -- EVERY PROBLEM THAT WE DEAL WITH WE TALK IN THE ETHEREAL, WE ALL WANT TO SOLVE IT, WE GET INTO SPECIFICS, THERE'S ALWAYS A PROBLEM, ALWAYS A REASON WHY WE CAN'T.

I WOULD LIKE TO SEE -- I WOULD LIKE TO GET THE ANSWERS.

I'M NOT SAYING WHICH WAY I'LL GO, BUT I WOULD LIKE TO GET THE ANSWERS.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

NEXT ITEM.

>>KRISTA KELLY:  KRISTA KELLY, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

I'M PRESENTING RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT.

THIS ELEMENT WAS REVISED.

THERE ARE THREE BASIC TYPES OF CHANGES.

THE FIRST TYPE OF CHANGE WAS TO MAINTAIN CONSISTENCY WITH THE PARK SITE IMPROVEMENT ORDINANCE, AND THAT INCLUDED THE REVISION OF THE PARK TYPE DEFINITIONS.

IT WAS REVISED TO REFLECT THE CURRENT LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR PARKS.

AND IT ALSO CALLED FOR A REASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT FEE ZONES TO MAINTAIN ACCURACY AND PROVIDING THE PROPER SERVICES FOR THE PROPER -- OR DEMOGRAPHICS IN THE AREA.

THE SECOND TYPE OF CHANGE WAS TO ADDRESS E.A.R. ISSUES, AND BASICALLY, THAT WAS TO ADDRESS DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ISSUES FOR -- WHICH CALLED FOR GREATER OPEN SPACE AND CONNECTIVITY IN PARKLANDS.

THE FINAL TYPE OF CHANGE WAS FORMATTING, AND GENERALLY THE ELEMENT WAS REFORMATTED TO REFLECT THE STANDARDIZED FORMATTING OF THE ELEMENT ITSELF AND WITHIN THE ENTIRE PLAN.

THAT SUMMARIZES THE CHANGES TO THE RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE ELEMENT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO CPA 07-15?

NEXT ITEM.

>>WILL AUGUSTINE:  GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

WILL AUGUSTINE, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

THE NEXT ITEM BEFORE YOU IS THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT ELEMENT.

THERE ARE NO NEW CHANGES REGARDING THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT ELEMENT.

THE ORIGINAL UPDATES INCLUDE A PROPOSED REVISION IN THE WAY THE SOLID WASTE LEVEL OF SERVICE IS EXPRESSED.

THIS NEW LEVEL OF SERVICE IS EXPRESSED IN POUNDS PER CAPITA DAILY INSTEAD OF TOTAL TONNAGE COLLECTED PER DAY.

THE SECOND UPDATE WILL ESTABLISH A NEW POTABLE WATER LEVEL-OF-SERVICE STANDARD OF 115 GALLONS PER CAPITA DAILY.

THIS REVISED LEVEL OF SERVICE FROM THE PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED STANDARD OF 124 GALLONS PER CAPITA DAILY STEMS FROM A REDUCTION IN OVERALL USAGE DUE TO THE COUNTY'S SUCCESSFUL WATER CONSERVATION PROGRAMS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THESE UPDATES CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT, CPA 07-06?

OKAY.

NEXT ITEM.

>>WILL AUGUSTINE:  THE NEXT ITEM BEFORE YOU IS THE STORMWATER ELEMENT.

THERE IS ONLY ONE CHANGE -- NEW CHANGE TO THE STORMWATER ELEMENT.

IT INVOLVES THE WITHDRAWAL OF A TEXT AMENDMENT TO POLICY 1.1.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT INCLUDED LANGUAGE SUPPORTING ECOLOGICALLY BASED WETLAND BUFFERS.

THIS AMENDMENT IS BEING WITHDRAWN BECAUSE OF AN AGREED-UPON PROCESS OF REVIEW FOR EVALUATING ECOLOGICAL BUFFERS.

THE ORIGINAL UPDATES INCLUDE THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION OF AMENDING POLICY 1.3 TO REFERENCE THE COUNTY'S EXISTING STORMWATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT ORDINANCE.

ADDITIONAL MINOR CHANGES INCLUDE DELETING EXPIRED DATES AND RELATED OBSOLETE LANGUAGE AS WELL AS ADDING ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE THAT IDENTIFIES AND UTILIZES THE NEW STORMWATER MASTER PLANS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THESE UPDATES CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, WILL.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE STORMWATER ELEMENT, 07-18?

NEXT ITEM.

>>WILL AUGUSTINE:  THE NEXT ITEM BEFORE YOU IS THE SOLID WASTE ELEMENT.

THERE ARE NO NEW CHANGES REGARDING THE SOLID WASTE ELEMENT.

ORIGINAL MINOR CHANGES INCLUDE DELETING EXPIRED DATES AND THE RELATED OBSOLETE LANGUAGE AS WELL AS ADDING ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE THAT IDENTIFIES AND UTILIZES THE VARIOUS NEW MASTER PLANS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THESE UPDATES CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE SOLID WASTE ELEMENT, 07-17?

OKAY.

PLEASE CONTINUE.

>>WILL AUGUSTINE:  THE NEXT ITEM BEFORE YOU IS THE SANITARY SEWER ELEMENT.

THERE WERE NO NEW CHANGES REGARDING THE SANITARY SEWER ELEMENT.

ORIGINAL MINOR CHANGES INCLUDE DELETING EXPIRED DATES AND RELATED OBSOLETE LANGUAGE AS WELL AS ADDING ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE THAT IDENTIFIES AND UTILIZES THE VARIOUS NEW MASTER PLANS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THESE UPDATES CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE SANITARY SEWER ELEMENT, 07-16?

PLEASE CONTINUE.

>>WILL AUGUSTINE:  THE NEXT ITEM BEFORE YOU IS THE POTABLE WATER ELEMENT.

THERE WERE NO NEW CHANGES REGARDING THE POTABLE WATER ELEMENT.

ORIGINAL MINOR CHANGES INCLUDED DELETING THE EXPIRED DATES AND RELATED OBSOLETE LANGUAGE AS WELL AS ADDING ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE THAT IDENTIFIES AND UTILIZES THE VARIOUS NEW MASTER PLANS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THESE UPDATES CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO CPA 7-14?

NEXT ITEM.

>>LISA SILVA:  LISA SILVA, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

I'LL BE PRESENTING THE LIVABLE COMMUNITIES ELEMENT.

IT'S A NEW ELEMENT.

IT CONTAINS ONLY THE ADOPTED COMMUNITY PLANS AND SPECIAL AREA STUDIES.

THE ONLY ADDITION SINCE IT WAS ORIGINALLY PRESENTED WAS THE -- OTHER THAN THE COMMUNITY PLANS WERE MOVED BACK TO THE FUTURE LAND USE AND THE WIMAUMA COMMUNITY PLAN HAS BEEN ADOPTED, AND ITS EFFECTIVE DATE WAS LAST MONTH, SO WE'LL ADD THAT TEXT WHEN WE TRANSMIT IF YOU SO DEEM.

THAT CONCLUDES THE PRESENTATION.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION DID FIND THIS CONSISTENT AND RECOMMENDED ITS APPROVAL.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE LIVABLE COMMUNITIES ELEMENT?

NEXT ITEM.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

STEPHEN GRIFFIN, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

THE NEXT ELEMENT IS THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENT.

THERE WERE SEVEN NEW POLICIES ADDED TO THIS ELEMENT TO ADDRESS THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES, REVIEW OF ANNEXATIONS, THE DEVELOPMENT OF JOINT PLANNING AREAS WITH THE MUNICIPALITIES OF PLANT CITY, TEMPLE TERRACE, AND THE CITY OF TAMPA, POLICIES DEALING WITH THE DELIVERY OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES, EFFICIENCY AND ACCESSIBILITY TO COUNTY SERVICES, NEW POLICIES ADDED TO DESCRIBE THE LEVEL OF SERVICE AND THE PROVISION OF INFRASTRUCTURE, AND POLICIES WITH REGARD TO EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION DID REVIEW THESE CHANGES AND FOUND THESE POLICY CHANGES TO THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENT CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, STEVE.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO 07-12, INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENT?

PLEASE CONTINUE.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  THE FINAL ELEMENT IS THE ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUP ELEMENT.

THE CHANGES TO THIS ELEMENT INCLUDED A CHANGE FOR THE POLICY DEALING WITH THE ANNUAL REVIEW OF THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE FOR THE IMPACTS TO THE ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUPS, REVISION TO THE ELEMENT TO REPLACE OUTDATED REFERENCES OF AGENCIES AND OTHER PROGRAMS THAT HAVE BEEN CONCLUDED OR ARE NO LONGER IN EFFECT, CHANGES WITH REGARD TO PROVIDING ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES THAT WILL SUPPORT THE ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUP POPULATION, AND THE COORDINATION OF LAND USE AND PLANNING WITH REGARD TO HEALTH AND SOCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT, THE AGING, AND THE CHILDREN'S SERVICES DEPARTMENT.

THOSE WERE THE CHANGES FOR THE ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUP ELEMENT.

PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEWED THESE AND FOUND THESE CHANGES CONSISTENT WITH THE FUTURE OF HILLSBOROUGH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RECOMMENDED ITS APPROVAL TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, STEVE.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO CPA 07-09?

PLEASE CONTINUE.

>>PEDRO PARRA:  PEDRO PARRA, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

>> OKAY.

HERE IT COMES.

>>PEDRO PARRA:  SORRY.

THIS PLAN AMENDMENT IS COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-23, MAN-MADE LAKE DENSITY CREDIT PROVISIONS.

THIS AMENDMENT WAS CONTINUED BY THE APPLICANT TO THE SECOND CYCLE OF 2007 FROM THE FIRST CYCLE OF 2007.

ALSO, A VERY SIMILAR PLAN AMENDMENT WAS ORIGINALLY SUBMITTED AS PART OF THE SECOND ROUND OF 2006, WHICH WAS CPA 06-26, WHICH WAS DENIED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PRIOR TO ITS TRANSMITTAL TO THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS.

THIS TEXT -- IS A TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT.

IT'S PRIVATELY INITIATED, AND IT PROPOSES TO ADD NEW TEXT.

THE RESULTS OF THE AMENDMENT WOULD BE TO ALLOW FULL DENSITY CREDIT FOR MAN-MADE LAKES RESULTING FROM LAND EXCAVATION IN THE RURAL AREA, IN THE AGRICULTURAL MINING 1 TO 20, AGRICULTURAL 1 TO 10, AND AGRICULTURAL RURAL 1 TO 5 PLAN CATEGORIES.

THE PROPOSED TEXT CHANGES INCLUDE ADDING A SECTION WHICH WOULD BE ENTITLED SPECIAL PROVISIONS FOR LAKES CREATION VIA LAND EXCAVATION IN THE AGRICULTURAL RURAL, AGRICULTURAL, AND AGRICULTURAL MINING PLAN CATEGORIES, AND IT WOULD BE IMPLEMENTED THROUGH AN OBJECTIVE AND THREE POLICIES.

IT WOULD ALSO INCLUDE A MODIFICATION IN THE ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE LAND CREDIT SECTION THAT WOULD REFER TO THIS CHANGE.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION'S FINDINGS WERE THAT, FIRST OF ALL, THIS IS NOT ABOUT DRY OR WET BORROW PIT EXCAVATION OR POORLY DEFINED WATER HOLES OR LAKES BUT MORE THAT IT'S ABOUT DENSITY CREDITS FOR MAN-MADE LAKES, THAT IT CREATES AN ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURE WITHOUT PROVIDING FOR PUBLIC PURPOSE BENEFIT INCENTIVES, THAT IT'S INCONSISTENT IN TERMS OF ALLOWING FOR A -- AN INCONSISTENT RURAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN, THAT IT ESTABLISHES PROVISIONS INTENDED -- THAT IT DIMINISHES THOSE PROVISIONS IN THE PLAN THAT ALREADY EXIST FOR THE RETENTION OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND AGRICULTURAL LANDS, AND OTHER REVIEWING STAFF RAISED CONCERNS OF THE IMPACT TO THE ENVIRONMENT AS A RESULT OF THIS PLAN AMENDMENT THAT -- ALSO THAT IT ENCOURAGES ADDITIONAL BORROW PITS AND EXCAVATIONS.

IN ADDITION, THE PLAN CURRENTLY DOES NOT PROVIDE DENSITY CREDITS FOR NATURALLY OCCURRING LAKES.

ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE LAND CREDITS PROVISIONS OF THE FUTURE LAND USE ALLOW CREDIT WHEN NO MORE THAN 25% OF A PROJECT IS IN CONSERVATION OR PRESERVATION ACREAGES, AND THAT WHILE CREATING A NEW ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURE, AGAIN, IT DOES NOT ADD A PUBLIC BENEFIT.

FOR EXAMPLE, IT IS NOT BEING DONE TO TAKE CARE OF SOMETHING LIKE A BROWNFIELD CLEANUP, THAT IT'S NOT DONE TO SUPPORT THE CONNECTION TO A LARGER ENVIRONMENTAL OR RECREATIONAL SYSTEM, THAT IT'S NOT DONE TO PROTECT EXISTING WATER SYSTEMS.

THERE WERE CONCERNS RAISED BY VARIOUS AGENCIES AND DEPARTMENTS, THE PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT, THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION, THE WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT, AND OUR PLANNING COMMISSION'S ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC FACILITIES TEAM.

THEY INCLUDED THE IMPACT ON THE RURAL DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER OF NET DENSITY INCREASES, THE CONCERN FOR AN INCREASE IN THE APPLICATION OF BORROW PITS, AND THE POTENTIAL FOR IMPACTS ON WETLANDS AS A RESULT OF THE CREATION OF BORROW PITS.

IN ADDITION, WE HAVE -- BASED ON QUESTIONS THAT WERE RAISED AT THE LAST WORKSHOP -- PROVIDED YOU A GRAPHIC SHOWING WHAT CURRENTLY HAPPENS WHEN A BORROW PIT IS DUG AND WHAT IT LEAVES BEHIND.

ON THE LEFT-HAND SIDE YOU SEE THAT BORROW PIT DESIGN.

THE WATER LEVEL IS LOWER.

IT CREATES A STRATIFIED WATER COLUMN BECAUSE OF ITS DEPTH, AND THE BANKS ARE -- END UP STEEPER AND UNVEGETATED, AND WHEN YOU LOOK AT WHAT WOULD BE A NATURALLY FUNCTIONING DESIGN, YOU SEE THAT IT'S GOT A SMALLER, SHALLOWER DEPTH LEVEL, AND IT TALKS ABOUT -- THAT THE ENTIRE WATER COLUMN IS UNSTRATIFIED, AND THEN IT TALKS ABOUT THE DIFFERENT KIND OF VEGETATION THAT OCCURS WITH THAT NORMAL FUNCTIONING LAKE.

WE ALSO LOOKED AT LAND EXCAVATION PERMITS BETWEEN 2002 AND 2007, AND WE FOUND THAT THERE WERE 18 PERMITS.

ONE WAS NEVER EXCAVATED, AND TWO WERE STOCKPILED PERMITS, WHICH MEANS LAND WAS PILED ON THEM AND THEN REMOVED.

OF THE REMAINING 15, ONLY ONE WAS DUG UNDER THE 12-FOOT DEPTH.

THE OTHERS RANGED TO A MAXIMUM OF 40 FEET.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THAT THE AMENDMENT WAS INCONSISTENT WITH THE FUTURE OF HILLSBOROUGH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RECOMMENDED ITS DENIAL.

IN ADDITION, I JUST WANTED TO LET YOU KNOW THAT SHAWN COLLEGE FROM THE PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF, MICHAEL STEVENSON FROM PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES, AND TONY D'AQUILA FROM THE EPC OFFICE ARE HERE TO ANSWER ANY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THE LAND USE ELEMENT TEXT CHANGE?

PLEASE COME FORWARD.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  COMMISSIONERS, THIS IS A PRIVATELY INITIATED --

>>KEN HAGAN:  OKAY.

I'LL GIVE THE APPLICANT AN OPPORTUNITY TO GO FIRST.

GOOD EVENING.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

I'M STEVE ALLISON.

I'M REPRESENTING DENNIS CARLTON AND LEE PALLARDY IN THIS AMENDMENT.

IN CONTRAST TO PEDRO'S PRESENTATION, WE THINK QUITE THE OPPOSITE.

WE THINK THAT THE INCENTIVES AND THE PROVISIONS THAT WE'RE PROPOSING IN THIS AMENDMENT HAVE PROFOUNDLY BENEFICIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES.

I WAS INTERESTED PARTICULARLY BEFORE I GET INTO THE TEXT OF MY PRESENTATION OF THE GRAPHICS SHOWING THE NATURALLY FUNCTIONING LAKES VERSUS THE TYPICAL BORROW PIT WITH THE STEEP SLOPES AND THINGS LIKE THAT.

THAT'S EXACTLY WHAT WE WANT TO CREATE INCENTIVES TO DO.

BY RECAPTURING SOME OF THE RESIDENTIAL DENSITY, YOU NOW HAVE AN INCENTIVE TO CREATE A NATURALLY FUNCTIONING LAKE THAT YOU WANT YOUR KIDS TO SWIM IN, THAT YOU WANT TO BE ABLE TO FISH IN.

THIS IS A PROPOSAL THAT WILL IMPROVE THE INTEGRITY OF BORROW PITS IN THIS COUNTY, AND WE VERY MUCH STAND BY THAT STATEMENT.

I ALSO NEED TO EMPHASIZE THAT THIS IS NOT A PROPOSAL TO INCREASE RESIDENTIAL DENSITIES IN RURAL AREAS.

THOSE DENSITIES WOULD REMAIN EXACTLY THE SAME IN THE PRE AND POST-LAKE CREATION SITUATION.

THE FACT OF THE MATTER IS, LIKE IT OR NOT, BORROW PITS ARE AND WILL REMAIN A FACT OF LIFE IN FLORIDA AND IN HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY.

FILL DIRT IS ESSENTIAL TO THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS FOR BOTH PUBLIC- AND PRIVATE-SECTOR PROJECTS.

OUR AMENDMENT RECOGNIZES THIS REALITY, AND WE OFFER MEANS BY WHICH LAND EXCAVATION RESULTING IN MAN-MADE LAKES WILL NOT RESULT IN ABANDONED OR DYSFUNCTIONAL WATER BODIES BUT WOULD INSTEAD ESTABLISH INCENTIVES TO ENABLE VIABLE POST-EXCAVATION RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS THAT WOULD BE REQUIRED TO DEMONSTRATE COMPATIBILITY WITH THEIR RURAL SURROUNDINGS.

WE BELIEVE THAT ESTABLISHING INCENTIVES FOREVER COMPARABLE LEVELS OF DENSITY IN A POST-LAKE CREATION SITUATION WILL RESULT IN LAKES OF SUPERIOR ENVIRONMENTAL INTEGRITY.

THE ABILITY TO REQUEST THE RETENTION OF EXISTING RESIDENTIAL DENSITIES WILL ENCOURAGE BETTER AND MORE CREATIVE DEVELOPMENT FORUMS.

THE CREATION OF BORROW PITS IS A MARKET-DRIVEN ACTIVITY, AND THAT THE INCENTIVES PROVIDED IN THIS AMENDMENT WILL NOT PROMPT A PROLIFERATION OF BORROW PIT APPLICATIONS.

AND FOURTH, EXTENSIVE AND APPROPRIATE PROCEDURES CURRENTLY SAFEGUARD THE LAND EXCAVATION PROCESS.

THE PROPOSED INCENTIVES THAT WE PUT FORWARD WILL ONLY OFFER ADDITIONAL MEANS TO ENSURE NEIGHBORHOOD COMPATIBILITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL INTEGRITY.

WHAT ARE MY TIME CONSTRAINTS HERE?

>>KEN HAGAN:  YEAH.

YOU GET LONGER THAN THREE MINUTES.

ADAM, PROCEDURALLY, HOW LONG DO WE TYPICALLY GIVE THE APPLICANT, TEN MINUTES OR --

>>ADAM GORMLY:  TEN MINUTES.

>>KEN HAGAN:  OKAY.

>> WE'VE DEVELOPED SOME GRAPHICS.

I ALSO HAVE ONE AMENDMENT TO THE -- TO THE PLAN -- PROPOSED PLAN LANGUAGE THAT'S IN YOUR BACKUP THAT I'LL DISTRIBUTE IN A MINUTE, BUT I'LL GO TO ELMO TO GIVE SOME GRAPHIC PRESENTATION.

ONE CONTENTION THAT I HAVE IN THIS REGARD IS THAT --

>>KEN HAGAN:  IT'S NOT ON.

>> I'M SORRY.

THERE ARE EXISTING DENSITY CREDIT PROVISIONS IN THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR MAN-MADE -- MAN-MADE LAKES, BUT THOSE PROVISIONS FUNCTION APPROPRIATELY ONLY IN THE URBAN AND HIGHER-DENSITY RESIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATIONS.

FOR TECHNICAL REASONS THAT I WON'T GET INTO HERE TONIGHT BUT ARE AVAILABLE IN YOUR BACKUP, THEY DON'T WORK IN THESE LOWEST-DENSITY PLAN CLASSIFICATIONS.

I'VE GOT A COUPLE OF EXAMPLES OF ACTUAL PROPERTIES IN HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, AND I WANT TO SHOW YOU THE DEVELOPMENT OPTIONS THAT ARE AVAILABLE TO A PROPERTY OWNER.

THIS IS A PARCEL IN THE SOUTHERN PART OF THE COUNTY.

IT IS A 120-ACRE SITE MORE OR LESS.

UNDER ITS EXISTING ZONING, WE COULD CREATE THIS.

THIS DOESN'T EXIST THIS WAY.

IT'S A SINGLE FOLIO, BUT WE COULD DEVELOP IT INTO 12 LONG, SKINNY LOTS ACCESSED ON THIS ROADWAY.

THAT'S AVAILABLE TO US TODAY.

AND THAT WOULD BE A COMPATIBLE AND COMPARABLE SITUATION, BUT IT'S NOT A VERY CREATIVE OR DESIRABLE DEVELOPMENT FORM IN MY VIEW.

IF THEY WERE TO GET A BORROW PIT, MAN-MADE LAKE APPLICATION, UNDER CURRENT LDC REGULATIONS, ESSENTIALLY THEY COULD EXCAVATE TO VIRTUALLY THE EDGES OF THE PROPERTY.

THERE ARE MODEST SETBACK REQUIREMENTS, BUT IN TERMS OF CAPTURING THE MOST AMOUNT OF FILL FROM THE SITE, THAT'S A PRETTY ECONOMICALLY ATTRACTIVE SITUATION FOR THE PROPERTY OWNER, AND THAT'S ONE THAT HAS BEEN HISTORICALLY EXERCISED BY MANY PEOPLE.

UNDER THE CURRENT DENSITY CREDIT PROVISIONS OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, BY REDUCING THE LAKE SIZE FROM 102 ACRES TO 80 ACRES, YOU COULD ACTUALLY ACHIEVE FOUR RESIDENTIAL LOTS.

THAT'S NOT ENOUGH LOTS TO MAKE THAT ECONOMICALLY VIABLE FOR THE PROPERTY OWNER.

UNDER OUR PROPOSAL -- THIS IS IN A ONE-UNIT-PER-TEN-ACRE PLAN CLASSIFICATION.

UNDER OUR PROPOSAL, YOU COULD MAINTAIN THOSE SAME 12 LOTS THAT YOU HAD IN THE PRE-LAKE CONDITION.

THIS IS DRAWN TO WHERE THE PROPERTY LINES FOR THE ABUTTING PROPERTIES ACROSS THE STREET ARE IDENTICAL IN TERMS OF THEIR WIDTH, THE SETBACKS.

YOU HAVE ESSENTIALLY A COMPATIBLE RESIDENTIAL SITUATION THERE.

IT'S JUST THAT THESE FOLKS' BACKYARD IS A VERY NICE LAKE, AND THESE FOLKS' BACKYARD IS SOMETHING ELSE.

THAT'S THE ONLY REAL DIFFERENCE.

AND, IN FACT, IF THIS WERE HYPOTHETICALLY IN THE THONOTOSASSA AREA WHERE WHEN YOU DO EXCAVATIONS THEY RESULT ONLY IN DRY HOLES, YOU COULD DO THIS WITHOUT ANY OF THIS DISCUSSION WHATSOEVER.

SO THIS IS A SCENARIO ALREADY AVAILABLE.

JUST TO -- IN SELECT PLACES, BUT IT WOULDN'T WORK HERE.

JUST TO ALSO SHOW YOU THAT RELATIONSHIP, IF WE ACTUALLY PLATTED THOSE LOTS INTO THE WATER BODY ITSELF, AS YOU CAN SEE, IT MAINTAINS EXACTLY THE SAME TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT PATTERN, BUT PORTIONS OF THE ACTUAL LOTS THEMSELVES WOULD BE SUBMERGED.

IN EACH OF THE SITUATIONS WHERE YOU TRY TO RECAPTURE SOME KIND OF RESIDENTIAL USAGE, YOU END UP SHRINKING THE FOOTPRINT OF THE LAKE.

YOU NOT ONLY WOULD REDUCE THAT FOOTPRINT, YOU'RE ALSO GOING TO PROVIDE -- AND THIS IS A PART OF THE REGULATORY LANGUAGE WE'VE PROPOSED -- BETTER LITTORAL SHELVES FOR THAT LAKE SO THAT THEY FUNCTION BETTER.

VARIOUS OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS HAVE TO BE TAKEN INTO EFFECT IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE THAT TYPE OF SITUATION.

ONE OTHER SCENARIO -- I HAVE THREE.

I'M ONLY GOING TO GO THROUGH TWO OF THEM.

THE OTHER IS THE PROPERTY CURRENTLY OWNED OR IS A PROPERTY CURRENTLY OWNED BY MY CLIENTS.

THIS IS IN THE GENERAL WIMAUMA AREA.

IT DOES HAVE THE LAND EXCAVATION APPROVED ON IT.

WITHOUT LAND EXCAVATION, THIS IS ROUGHLY 154-ACRE SITE.

THIS IS IN A ONE-UNIT-PER-FIVE-ACRE CATEGORY.

THEY COULD DEVELOP EXACTLY LIKE THIS TODAY AND HAVE 30 LONG, SKINNY LOTS.

THIS HAS BEEN A GRAPHIC THAT YOU'VE SEEN BEFORE WHERE IT DEPICTS THE ENTITLEMENTS THEORETICALLY AVAILABLE UNDER THE EXISTING DENSITY CREDIT PROVISIONS AND THAT WHICH WE ARE PROPOSING.

UNDER THE EXISTING, YOU COULD ASK FOR TEN LOTS GIVEN THE SIZE OF THE EXCAVATION.

THAT'S NOT AN ENTITLEMENT.

EVEN TO DO THAT, YOU WOULD HAVE TO GO THROUGH A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PROCESS.

UNDER OUR PROPOSAL, AS HAS BEEN PUT FORWARD TO YOU BEFORE, YOU COULD THEORETICALLY ASK FOR THOSE SAME 30 LOTS, BUT AGAIN, WE HAVE TO GO THROUGH A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PROCESS, AND IN MY VIEW, THIS IS NOT A DEVELOPMENT PATTERN THAT IS LIKELY TO SECURE THE ENDORSEMENT OF THIS BOARD.

IT'S NOT COMPATIBLE WITH ITS SURROUNDINGS.

BY CONTRAST, WE COULD DO SOMETHING MORE LIKE THIS, AND THESE ARE SKETCH PLANS.

THERE'S NOTHING SCIENTIFIC ABOUT IT.

I SKETCHED THEM OUT AND HAD A COMPUTER PERSON PUT THEM ON A CAD FILE.

HERE'S A SCENARIO WHERE, AGAIN, WE'RE TRYING TO, TO THE EXTENT FEASIBLE, REPLICATE THE LOT WIDTH OF ADJOINING PROPERTIES.

WE'VE REDUCED THE FOOTPRINT OF THE LAKE CONSIDERABLY.

WE WOULD HAVE A BIGGER LITTORAL SHELF.

THAT MEANS LESS EXCAVATION ACTIVITY, LESS DEPTH AT THE BANKS, PROVIDE FOR AQUATIC SPECIES, MAKE THIS A PRISTINE LAKE, BUT THERE HAS TO BE AN INCENTIVE FOR THEM TO DO SO.

>>KEN HAGAN:  OKAY.

THANK YOU, MR. ALLISON.

WOULD ANYONE ELSE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS TEXT CHANGE?

COUNTY ATTORNEY, YOU WANT TO SPEAK?

IS MR. CARLTON ONE OF THE APPLICANTS?

>>ADAM GORMLY:  MR. CARLTON -- I BELIEVE THIS IS THE APPLICANT, MR. CARLTON.

TIME HAS ALREADY BEEN AFFORDED, ADDITIONAL TIME, FOR SPEAKING ON THE APPLICANT'S BEHALF.

I BELIEVE THAT'S WHAT MR. ALLISON SPOKE TO THERE, SO I BELIEVE MR. CARLTON HAS ALREADY BEEN SPOKEN FOR, SO TO SPEAK.

>> COULD I ASK FOR THREE MINUTES?

>>KEN HAGAN:  WELL, PROCEDURALLY, YOU WERE AFFORDED TEN MINUTES.

I WANT TO MAKE SURE WE'RE NOT VIOLATING ANY OF OUR PROCEDURES.

>> WE CAN COME BACK AT THE END?

>>KEN HAGAN:  ACCORDING TO OUR COUNTY ATTORNEY, THE APPLICANT HAD THEIR OPPORTUNITY, HAD THEIR TEN MINUTES, SO UNLESS HE SAYS OTHERWISE, I'M GOING TO SUGGEST NOT.

>>ADAM GORMLY:  ALL RIGHT.

I WOULD SUGGEST THAT THE APPLICANT HAS -- AND MR. ALLISON, AGAIN, HE WAS SPEAKING ON MR. CARLTON AND MR. PALLARDY'S BEHALF.

>> OKAY.

>>KEN HAGAN:  NEXT SPEAKER.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS, AND HAPPY HOLIDAYS TO YOU ALL.

STEVEN MORRIS, KEYSTONE, FLORIDA.

TO BE SUCCINCT AND TO THE POINT, THIS PROPOSED AMENDMENT SHOULD BE DENIED FOR AT LEAST THE FOLLOWING REASONS.

I'M SURE THERE'S MANY MORE, BUT THESE ARE THE ONLY ONES I COULD COME UP WITH.

IT IS CONSISTENT, AS, "A," IT WOULD BE A PREMATURE CONVERSION OF AGRICULTURAL LAND THAT WOULD ALLOW A SUBURBAN DEVELOPMENT PATTERN THAT IS NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE SURROUNDING RURAL RESIDENTIAL CHARACTER AS SEEN IN THE RURAL CHARACTER AS SEEN IN THE RURAL AREA..

IT IS INCONSISTENT WITH THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT WHICH PROMOTES LONG-TERM, LAND-INTENSIVE AGRICULTURAL USES AND LARGE-LOT, LOW-DENSITY RURAL RESIDENTIAL USES IN THE RURAL AREA.

IT IS INCONSISTENT WITH THE OPEN SPACE CLUSTERING PROVISIONS INTENDED TO PROTECT NATURAL RESOURCES AND/OR TO PERMIT THE CONTINUATION OF AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES IN ORDER TO RETAIN A RURAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN.

IT IS NOT TO BE USED TO PROMOTE ACTIVE RECREATIONAL USES ON THEM OR TO CREATE AMENITIES FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.

FURTHERMORE, IT MAY IN TURN PROMOTE DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE PLAN'S GROWTH MANAGEMENT STRATEGY FOR THE RURAL AREA.

FURTHER, INCOMPATIBLE DENSITY PATTERNS IN THE RURAL AREA SHOULD NOT BE ENCOURAGED BY GRANTING THESE DENSITY CREDITS.

IT IS IN CONFLICT WITH THE NEW RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS WHOSE OVERALL DENSITY AND LOT SIZES SHALL REFLECT THE CHARACTER OF THE SURROUNDING AREA BY RECOGNIZING THESE CHOICE LIFESTYLES AND PUTTING FORTH THE SAME.

IT FAILS TO PROVIDE ANY REASONABLE ASSURANCE THAT ADVERSE IMPACTS TO THE ENVIRONMENT WOULD NOT OCCUR, SUCH AS BREACHING, CONFINING UNITS, IMPACTS TO THE SURROUNDING WATER TABLES, AND OTHER NATURAL SYSTEMS.

THERE'S NO WAY THAT WE CAN BE SURE THAT THESE WOULDN'T HAPPEN.

AND IT FAILS TO SATISFACTORILY ANSWER THE QUESTION OF PUBLIC PURPOSE ACCESS TO THESE NEWLY CREATED AREAS FOR RECREATIONAL USES AND ASSUMES THEY WILL BE WET.

NEITHER THE OPERATOR NOR THE RESIDENTS OF THESE BORROW PITS HAVE A CHOICE AS TO WHETHER TO LEAVE IT A DRY PIT OR ALLOW IT TO FILL WITH WATER, ONLY MOTHER NATURE CAN MAKE THAT DECISION.

IT CREATES AN INCENTIVE THAT CAN HAVE THE EFFECT OF PROLIFERATION, SUCH EXCAVATIONS, WHICH WOULD BE INCONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN'S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION POLICIES.

IN OTHER WORDS, IT'S A BACK-DOOR WAY TO EXPAND THE URBAN SERVICES AREA, THUS VIOLATING THE CURRENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

IT CAN HAVE AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON PRIVATE WELLS, POSSIBLY REQUIRING THE NEED FOR PUBLIC WATER AND SEWER IF IT BECOMES A THREAT TO PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY.

FINALLY, THE APPLICANT HAS NOT PROVIDED SIGNIFICANT JUSTIFICATION AS TO WHY MAN-MADE WATER BODIES RESULTING FROM BORROW PIT EXCAVATION SHOULD BE TREATED DIFFERENTLY OR HAVE A DIFFERENT STANDARD.

IN OTHER WORDS, COMMISSIONERS, THE ONLY ONES TO RECEIVE ANY BENEFIT FROM THIS REQUEST ARE THOSE SEEKING ITS APPROVAL.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MR. MORRIS.

NEXT, PLEASE.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

BARBARA DOWLING, KEYSTONE CIVIC ASSOCIATION, P.O. BOX 272879, TAMPA, FLORIDA.

I'M OPPOSED TO GIVING DENSITY CREDITS TO MAN-MADE LAKES.

I DON'T KNOW WHY WE'RE PULLING THEM OUT OF EVERYTHING ELSE WE HAVE IN THE PLAN AND GIVING BONUS DENSITY CREDITS FOR THEM.

THIS AMENDMENT WOULD NOT BE IN THE COMMUNITY'S BEST INTEREST.

IT WOULD INCREASE THE BORROW PIT APPLICATION, WHICH, BY THE WAY, YOU NOR THE PLANNING COMMISSION HAVE ANY SAY SO ON.

IT WOULD BE DEGRADATION OF OUR ENVIRONMENT.

IT WOULD INCREASE THE DENSITIES IN THE RURAL SERVICE AREA.

IF YOU'RE ENTITLED TO A HUNDRED HOMES, YOU WOULD STILL GET A HUNDRED HOMES UNDER THOSE BONUS DENSITY CREDITS, BUT IT WOULD BE ON SMALLER LOTS, SO NO MATTER HOW YOU CUT IT, YOU'RE STILL IMPINGING INTO THE RURAL SERVICE AREA WITH THE LIFESTYLE AND THE LOT STYLE THAT WE ALREADY HAVE OUT THERE.

AND AS MR. MORRIS SAID, IT IS A BACK-DOOR WAY OF EXPANDING THE URBAN SERVICE AREA.

FURTHERMORE, THIS VIOLATES THE KEYSTONE COMMUNITY-BASED PLAN.

IN OUR KEYSTONE COMMUNITY-BASED PLAN, WE DISCOURAGE PLAN AMENDMENTS TO DENSITIES HIGHER THAN ONE DWELLING UNIT PER FIVE ACRES.

WE ALSO HAVE LOW-DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF A MINIMUM OF ONE UNIT PER FIVE ACRES, CONSISTENT WITH OUR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

AND FOR THOSE REASONS, I ASK THAT YOU DENY THIS.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

NEXT, PLEASE.

>> GOOD EVENING, EVERYONE.

TOM ADERHOLD, 5215 WILCOX ROAD.

LET US CONSIDER A HYPOTHETICAL TO ILLUSTRATE THIS SITUATION.

A PERSON BUYS TEN ACRES OF REAL PROPERTY WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF SEVERAL FACTS, THE RURAL CHARACTER OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD, THE CURRENT HOUSING DENSITY IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD, THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF THE PROPERTY.

LET'S ASSUME IT'S ONE PER ACRE.

WHAT USES WOULD BE APPROPRIATE AND ALLOWABLE IN THE ABOVE, HIS OR HER INTENDED USE OF THE PROPERTY?

ALL THOSE ARE FACTORS WHEN THEY BOUGHT THAT PROPERTY.

WE ALL AGREE THAT THE OWNER HAS THE RIGHT TO USE HIS OR HER PRIVATE PROPERTY IN A MANNER CONSISTENT WITH THE ABOVE FACTS, BUT THE REAL PROPERTY EXCLUDING ANY BUILDINGS IS DIRT.

THE AMENDMENT SUGGESTS THAT A HOLE BE DUG ON THE PROPERTY IN ORDER TO SELL OR USE A PORTION OF THAT PROPERTY, THE DIRT, FOR A PROFIT KNOWN AS A BORROW PIT.

A LAKE OR POND WILL RESULT.

THE COUNTY IS NOT FORCED -- IS NOT FORCING THE SALE NOR HAS ACQUIRED THE DIRT THROUGH A TAKING PROCESS, HENCE THE COUNTY HAS NO OBLIGATION TO COMPENSATE THE OWNER FOR THE MISSING PORTION OF HIS PROPERTY.

ASSUME THAT TWO ACRES OF HIS PROPERTY, THE DIRT, ARE EXCAVATED AND SOLD.

THE ZONING ALLOWS ONE DWELLING UNIT PER ACRE THROUGHOUT THE AREA.

PRIOR TO SELLING THE TWO ACRES OF DIRT, TEN HOMES COULD BE BUILT.

AFTER SELLING THE DIRT, THERE IS ONLY ROOM LEFT FOR EIGHT HOMESITES; HOWEVER, THESE EIGHT REMAINING HOMESITES ARE NOW WATERFRONT SITES, WHICH HAVE A HIGHER MARKET VALUE THAN BEFORE.

USING A CONSERVATIVELY INCREASED VALUE OF 25% FOR EACH LOT, THE OWNER STILL HAS THE SAME TOTAL VALUE IN HIS PROPERTY WITH THE EIGHT SITES THAN HE HAD WITH THE TEN NON-WATERFRONT SITES TO BEGIN WITH.

NOW, YOU CAN MULTIPLY UP AS MANY AS YOU WANT TO GET THE TOTAL ACREAGE, A HUNDRED, A THOUSAND ACRES, WHATEVER THE CASE MAY BE, BUT THE OWNER NOT ONLY MADE MONEY FROM THE SALE OF THE DIRT BUT CAN NOW REALIZE GREATER INCOME FROM THE NEW WATERFRONT PROPERTY.

TO OFFER A COMPARISON, WHEN A PROPERTY OWNER'S HOME IS UNINTENTIONALLY DESTROYED IN A HURRICANE, WE DO NOT ALLOW BUILDING TWO HOMES, SO WHY SHOULD WE ALLOW THE SAME AFTER THE OWNER INTENTIONALLY DESTROYS HIS OR HER PROPERTY?

WE MUST THEREFORE CONCLUDE THAT THE AMENDMENT TO GRANT DENSITY CREDITS UNDER THESE CONDITIONS IS BOTH IRRATIONAL AND CONTRARY TO OUR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND OUR COMMUNITY-BASED PLANS.

THIS AMENDMENT IS A BACK-DOOR ATTEMPT TO ERODE THE PROTECTIONS THAT WE HAVE ALREADY BUILT INTO OUR PLANS.

IT WOULD ARBITRARILY AND CAPRICIOUSLY GRANT EXEMPTIONS FOR DENSITIES WHERE THEY ARE NOT APPROPRIATE.

IT WOULD NOT BE PROPER PLANNING AND CERTAINLY NOT PRO COMMUNITY.

WE REQUIRE THAT THE AMENDMENT BE DENIED, AND THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

NEXT, PLEASE.

GOOD EVENING.

>> GOOD EVENING.

TERRY FLOTT.

A COUPLE THINGS.

I THINK MOST PEOPLE HAVE SAID EVERYTHING, THAT IT'S NOT CONSISTENT WITH PROMOTING THE COUNTY'S PLAN FOR -- TO PROMOTE AGRICULTURAL USES.

I THINK THAT'S A BIG ISSUE.

WE'RE HERE WORKING HARD TO FIND WAYS FOR THE FARMERS TO PROMOTE THEIR GOODS AND TO KEEP FARMING ALIVE IN THE COMMUNITY, AND THIS IS JUST -- JUST FLIES IN THE FACE OF IT.

THE OTHER ISSUE I'D LIKE TO MENTION IS I THINK ABOUT 20 YEARS AGO -- MY RESEARCH HAS SHOWN THAT ABOUT 20 YEARS AGO THIS WAS THE CASE IN THIS COUNTY, THAT THERE WAS A DENSITY CREDIT GIVEN FOR A BORROW -- A HUNDRED PERCENT -- WHATEVER THE PERCENTAGE WAS FOR BORROW PITS.

MR. NORMAN, YOU MIGHT REMEMBER THIS, I DON'T KNOW, BUT -- AND THERE WERE SO MANY PROBLEMS WITH IT THAT THEY DID AWAY WITH IT.

THERE WAS LAWSUITS.

IT WAS SO HARD TO MANAGE.

FOR WHATEVER THE REASONS WERE, IT WAS SUCH A PROBLEM FOR THIS COUNTY THAT THEY DID AWAY WITH IT.

SO MY QUESTION WOULD BE WHY WOULD IT BE ANY DIFFERENT NOW, ESPECIALLY NOWADAYS.

WE'RE ALL A LITTLE MORE SAVVY AND THE COURT SYSTEM'S A LITTLE MORE ACTIVE, BUT -- OTHER THAN HAVING TO PUT THE ONUS ON SURROUNDING PROPERTY OWNERS TO PROTECT THEIR PROPERTIES FROM ENCROACHMENT OF SUBURBAN STYLE IN A RURAL AREA, SO I WOULD ASK YOU TO PLEASE CONSIDER THIS VERY CAREFULLY AND NOT SUPPORT IT FOR GOING FORWARD TO TALLAHASSEE.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. FLOTT.

NEXT, PLEASE.

>> MARCELLA OSTEEN, BALM, FLORIDA, WHICH HAS MORE, MORE, MORE THAN OUR SHARE OF BORROW PITS, SO I CONSIDER THEM -- HAVE A NODDING ACQUAINTANCE WITH THESE THINGS.

MR. ALLISON'S STATEMENTS PREVIOUS TO THIS ABOUT THERE'S PUBLIC SAFEGUARDS TO BE OBTAINED BY THIS AMENDMENT I BELIEVE IS A TOTAL RED HERRING, AS IF THIS AMENDMENT SOMEHOW REDOUNDS TO PUBLIC BENEFIT.

NOWHERE IN THIS AMENDMENT IS THERE A DEPTH LIMIT AS TO DEPTH OF THE PIT.

HE PUTS IT FORWARD LIKE THIS IS A QUESTION OF A GOOD LAKE AS OPPOSED TO IF THEY GET THE PROPER INCENTIVE -- A GOOD LAKE IF THEY GET THE PROPER INCENTIVE AS OPPOSED TO AN ABANDONED AND DYSFUNCTIONAL WATER BODY IF THEY DON'T.

WELL, THAT PREMISE IS NOT CORRECT BECAUSE ALREADY IN THIS COUNTY THERE'S VERY STRICT REQUIREMENTS ABOUT WHAT AN APPLICANT HAS TO DO TO DIG A BORROW PIT.

RIGHT UP FRONT WHEN THEY APPLY, THEY HAVE TO HAVE A RECLAMATION PLAN RIGHT THEN WHEN THEY SUBMIT THE APPLICATION, AND THIS RECLAMATION PLAN IS VETTED THOROUGHLY BY PGM MINING AND PHOSPHATE DEPARTMENT OVER THERE, MIKE STEVENSON, AND THE EPC.

THE EPC ALSO HAS A LAKE MANAGEMENT PLAN.

THERE IS ONE THAT'S A REQUIREMENT.

IT'S A COMP PLAN OBJECTIVE THAT WE HAVE.

IT'S CALLED THE "LAKE MANAGEMENT PLAN" FOR THESE THINGS, AND IT'S NOT AN OPTION, IT'S A REQUIREMENT.

AND THE EPC RIDES HERD ON THESE THINGS AFTERWARDS TOO TO MAKE SURE THEY'RE NOT JUST MOSQUITO PITS.

NOW, THEY DO NOT NEED MORE INCENTIVE TO GET DIRT FOR BUILDING.

THERE'S PLENTY OF INCENTIVE.

THERE'S HUGE INCENTIVE IN THE BIG MONEY THAT IS IN DIRT MINING.

SO THE DIRT MINING IS NOT GOING TO STOP THE ROADS, AND BUILDING IS NOT GOING TO COME TO A HALT UNLESS YOU DO THIS.

THIS IS NOT TRUE.

LET ME DISABUSE YOU OF THIS COMPLETELY FALSE, ALBEIT CREATIVE ARGUMENT, THAT THEY'RE PUTTING FORWARD.

ANYWAY, THE COUNTY SAYS THAT IF IT'S NOT GOING TO BE A LAKE -- A FUNCTIONING LAKE, THEN THEY'RE NOT GOING TO BE ABLE TO DIG IT; HOWEVER, LIKE SHAWN COLLEGE SAID AT THE WORKSHOP A COUPLE WEEKS AGO, SOMETIMES THE BEST LAID PLANS OF MICE AND MEN GO AWRY, AND WITH ALL THESE GOOD PLANS, SOMETIMES IT DOESN'T FUNCTION AS A LAKE, SO I HAVE A -- THAT'S ANOTHER STORY.

HMM.

HOLD ON A MINUTE.

IT'S REALLY ADDING INSULT TO INJURY TO ASK THE PEOPLE WHO SUFFER WITH THESE BORROW PITS TO EXPERIENCE THEM FOR 20 YEARS AND THEN AFTER IT'S ALL OVER TO GET A SUBDIVISION PUT AROUND THEM, WHICH IS EXACTLY WHAT THIS IS ABOUT.

IT'S ABOUT DENSITY, IT'S NOT ABOUT MAKING A NICE LAKE AS OPPOSED TO A BAD LAKE, AND THE LOT PATTERN THAT HE TALKED ABOUT, IT'S UP TO THEM.

IF THEY WANT TO DIG MINIMUM LAND OUT FOR THE PIT, THEN THEY GET MAXIMUM LAND AT THE END.

VICE VERSA.

IT'S UP TO THEM WHAT THEY DO WITH THEIR LAND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. OSTEEN.

>> IT'S NOT UP TO US TO MAKE IT BETTER FOR THEM.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, MS. OSTEEN.

ANYONE ELSE?

COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

>>MARK SHARPE:  PLANNING COMMISSION -- I WANTED TO ASK PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF AND THEN AS WELL OUR STAFF.

DO WE HAVE ANYBODY HERE WHO'S PREPARED TO TALK ABOUT POSSIBLE INCENTIVES THAT COULD BE PROVIDED TO ENCOURAGE -- OR I GUESS DISCOURAGE THE BORROW PIT?

PEDRO, YOU SHOWED THE MAPS OR YOU SHOWED THE IMAGE OF A BORROW PIT, NARROW, DEEP, AND THEN YOU SHOWED THE NATURAL LAKE, AND THEY'RE DIFFERENT, AND I GUESS WHAT I WANT TO ASK YOU IS IF WE DON'T GO TO A 100% CREDIT, HAVE YOU CONSIDERED OR LOOKED AT THE MERITS OF SOMETHING LESS THAN A HUNDRED PERCENT BUT WHERE YOU'RE STILL -- I RECOGNIZE THAT MS. OSTEEN HAS JUST SPOKEN TO -- AND I WANT -- I'M GOING TO ASK STAFF LATER TO ADDRESS THAT ISSUE OF THE RECLAMATION PLAN, BUT MY CONCERN IS THIS:  I'VE TAKEN THE TOURS, I'VE SEEN THE ABANDONED BORROW PITS.

NOBODY LIKES AN ABANDONED BORROW PIT.

NOBODY DIGS A BORROW PIT FOR ANY OTHER REASON THAN THERE'S A NEED FOR DIRT, NOT TO BUILD A HOUSING DEVELOPMENT BUT BECAUSE THERE'S A DEMAND FOR DIRT, SO WE EITHER HAVE INEXPENSIVE DIRT OR EXPENSIVE DIRT BECAUSE THERE'S NOT ENOUGH OF IT, AND IF WE CAN FIND A WAY TO LOWER THE COST OF DIRT AND AT THE SAME TIME ENCOURAGE A BORROW PIT THAT CAN ACTUALLY OPERATE AS A LAKE, A NATURALLY FUNCTIONING LAKE, IF THAT'S AT ALL POSSIBLE -- AND I'M NOT AN ENVIRONMENTALIST, SO I WANT TO HEAR FROM THE EPC FOLKS -- I'D LIKE TO KNOW IF THAT'S POSSIBLE.

I'D ALSO LIKE TO KNOW DO WE HAVE ANY IDEA OF WHAT THE BORROW PIT PLANS ARE FOR THE FUTURE?

IS THERE A PROJECTION OF THE NUMBER OF BORROW PITS THAT WE'RE EXPECTING OVER THE NEXT TEN YEARS, FIVE YEARS?

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  I DON'T HAVE THAT INFORMATION THIS EVENING.

I'M SORRY.

>>MARK SHARPE:  IT WOULD BE VERY HELPFUL TO KNOW.

I'D LIKE TO KNOW IF THIS WERE TO HAPPEN, WOULD THERE BE AN EXPLOSION IN THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE COMING IN AND SAYING -- OR NOT EVEN AN EXPLOSION, WOULD THERE BE AN INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE COMING IN AND SAYING I WANT TO DIG A BORROW PIT?

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  I THINK THAT'S DRIVEN BY THE DEMAND FOR THE FILL.

I DON'T THINK PEOPLE GET INTO THE BUSINESS JUST BECAUSE THERE'S A LAKE IN THE END AND THERE'S A SUBDIVISION AT THE END.

>>MARK SHARPE:  NO.

THE REASON FOR A BORROW PIT IS FOR THE DIRT.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  CORRECT.

>>MARK SHARPE:  AND SO THEN MY -- AND I GUESS JUST -- MY THOUGHT HAD BEEN GOING IN, OKAY, IF THERE'S A NEED FOR DIRT AND THEN WE CAN GET A TWOFER, DO YOU HAVE THE DIRT -- I HEARD ONE SPEAKER SAY, GOSH, THEY DIG THE DIRT, THEY DIG THE HOLE, THEY SELL THE DIRT, THEY MAKE A PROFIT AND THEN THEY TURN AROUND AND THEY GET A BENEFIT BECAUSE THEY GET TO HAVE A LAKEFRONT PROPERTY.

THAT'S A LEGITIMATE ISSUE.

ON THE OTHER HAND, TURN IT UPSIDE DOWN, THEY DIG THE HOLE, THEY GET THE DIRT, BUT THEN THEY DON'T JUST LEAVE A HOLE, THERE'S ACTUALLY SOMETHING THERE THAT IS LESS THAN A DEEP PIT.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  RIGHT, BUT THAT COULD ALSO BE A REGULATORY ISSUE TOO AS PART OF THE RECLAMATION PLAN.

I THINK PART OF THE ISSUE IS DECIDING WHAT BUSINESS THE PROPERTY OWNER WANTS TO BE IN.

YOU KNOW, IF THEY'RE IN THE -- IN THE PIT BUSINESS AND THE SALE OF DIRT OR IN THE SUBDIVISION BUSINESS, YOU REGULATE THAT -- YOU KNOW, WHAT PROPORTIONS OF THE DIRT YOU WANT TO TAKE OUT AND WHAT PROPORTION YOU WANT TO MAKE SUBDIVISION.

TO MY MIND, IT'S A BUSINESS DECISION OF THE PROPERTY OWNER.

>>MARK SHARPE:  IS IT POSSIBLE -- I'LL CLOSE WITH THIS.

IS IT POSSIBLE TO -- I MEAN, WHAT I'M LOOKING FOR IS, AGAIN -- YOU'RE RIGHT, THEY'RE EITHER GOING TO DIG A PIT AND SO WHEN THEY'RE DONE, THERE'S GOING TO BE A BIG HOLE, OR WE'RE GOING TO DIG LESS THAN A BIG HOLE, SOMETHING NARROWER BECAUSE THEY'RE GETTING AN INCENTIVE -- WE'RE SAYING TO THEM, LOOK, THERE'S A NEED FOR DIRT, YOU COULD JUST DIG IT STRAIGHT DOWN, THERE IT IS TO THE LEFT, YOU COULD DO THAT, AND GET AS MUCH DIRT OUT OF IT AS POSSIBLE, BUT WE WOULD LIKE YOU NOT TO DO THAT BECAUSE NOBODY WANTS THAT IN THEIR BACKYARD.

WE'D LIKE YOU TO DIG SOMETHING MORE TO THE RIGHT.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  WELL, I THINK PERHAPS IF -- THAT'S AN AREA WE CAN GO TO IF WE REGULATE THE MINIMUM SIZE OF THE LOT.

SEE, MY PARTICULAR PROBLEM WITH THIS -- WITH SOME OF THE DRAWINGS THAT WE'VE SHOWN -- IF OUR SUBDIVISION CODE ALLOWS YOU TO MAKE THOSE BOWLING ALLEY LOTS WHERE THE LENGTH IS EIGHT AND TEN TIMES THE SIZE OF THE WIDTH, THEN I THINK IT'S A SERIOUS DEFECT IN OUR SUBDIVISION CODE IF OUR CODE ALLOWS TO YOU DO THAT BECAUSE I CAN DRAW YOU ANY NUMBER OF SCARY PICTURES OF FLAG LOTS AND PIE-SHAPED LOTS AND SAY LOOK WHAT I CAN DO TODAY, BUT, YOU KNOW, IF THE CODE ALLOWS THAT, THEN WE HAVE SOME WORK TO DO, BUT BEYOND THAT, YES, I THINK IF YOU -- IF YOU SAID THAT -- IF YOU MAINTAIN A MINIMUM LOT SIZE, YOU KNOW, YOU MIGHT BE ABLE TO ACHIEVE SOME COMPATIBILITY, BUT YOU'RE NOT GOING TO GET THE SAME NUMBER.

THE ARGUMENT THAT WAS PRESENTED WAS A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN GROSS DENSITY AND NET.

YES, THE GROSS DENSITY REMAINS THE SAME IN EITHER PICTURE, BUT AT THE END, IT'S -- IT'S THE NET DENSITY, IT'S THE PERCEIVED LARGE NUMBER OF UNITS ON SMALL AMOUNT OF LAND WHICH CREATES THE PROBLEM, SO I THINK MAYBE IF YOU -- IF WE'RE ABLE TO MAINTAIN SOME MINIMUM LOT SIZE, YOU WOULDN'T GET A HUNDRED PERCENT CREDIT, YOU MIGHT GET SOMETHING LESS, AND THAT TO ME IS A MATTER OF NEGOTIATION BECAUSE I DON'T KNOW THAT THERE'S A SCIENTIFIC ANSWER TO THAT.

THAT'S A -- IN MY OPINION, THAT'S A NEGOTIATED KIND OF DEAL.

>>MARK SHARPE:  AGAIN, SINCE WE'RE NOT TRANSMITTING, IS THERE HARM IN US ANALYZING SOMETHING LESS THAN THE 100% WHERE -- AND -- BECAUSE I'M INTERESTED IN SEEING WHETHER THERE'S A BENEFIT OR NOT.

IF NOT, WE GO BACK TO, I GUESS, WHAT WE'RE DOING, WE DENY, AND WE'VE DONE THAT IN THE PAST, BUT I MEAN -- BUT IF THERE'S A WAY FOR US TO PROVIDE -- THEN THE LOT -- THEN THE LOT -- OR THE BORROW PIT DIGGER'S GOT TO MAKE A DECISION.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  RIGHT.

>>MARK SHARPE:  YOU KNOW, DO I WANT TO ACCEPT THIS CREDIT OR NOT, AND WE DON'T WANT TO MAKE IT SO THAT THEY'RE OUT THERE, YOU KNOW, CHOMPING AT THE BIT TO GET THESE CREDITS, IT'S GOT TO BE SOMETHING WHERE THEY'VE GOT TO MAKE AN ACTUAL, WELL, I'VE GOT TO THINK THIS THING THROUGH, AND THAT'S WHAT I GUESS I'M ASKING --

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  WELL, I'D CERTAINLY APPRECIATE TIME TO LOOK AT THE LDC AGAIN AND SEE WHAT THE EXISTING REQUIREMENTS ARE FOR RECLAMATION, AND WHEN I GET A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF THAT, I CAN MORE --

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, PETER.

COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  THANK YOU.

COMMISSIONER SHARPE, ONE OF YOUR QUESTIONS IS WHAT'S GOING TO HAPPEN IN THE FUTURE WITH THESE.

THEY'RE CURRENTLY -- AND I'VE TALKED TO PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT FOLKS SEVERAL TIMES ABOUT THIS CONCERN, AND ACTUALLY, IT WAS MS. FLOTT AND MS. OSTEEN WHO'VE COME TO MY OFFICE SEVERAL OCCASIONS, QUITE A FEW OCCASIONS, POSSIBLY THREE OR FOUR, AND I KNOW WE'VE TALKED ABOUT IT MORE OFTEN THAN THAT, BUT TO COME UP WITH A REEVALUATION OF THE PROCESS OF THE BORROW PITS, AND A LOT OF IT IS COMMON SENSE, AND WHEN YOU-ALL GOT ME TO THINKING ABOUT WHAT TO DO -- AND I CALLED MR. CARLSON BECAUSE I KNOW THAT HE'S IN THE BUSINESS TOO -- OR IN THIS -- THIS BUSINESS -- TO SAY WHAT'S GOING TO HAPPEN?

IS THERE A WAY TO, YOU KNOW, GET PEOPLE HERE IN THE COUNTY WHO HAVE LAND THAT THEY WANT TO CONVERT TO A BORROW PIT AND PEOPLE IN THE COMMUNITY WHO WANT TO HAVE INPUT AND INFLUENCE ON HOW WE GROW AND DEVELOP AND MATURE AS A COMMUNITY TO COME UP WITH SOMETHING THAT WORKS, AND A LOT OF THE QUESTIONS THAT WERE -- THAT WERE RAISED TONIGHT IN DESIGN CRITERIA YOU COULD COVER THAT, AND RATHER THAN JUST THROW THIS OFF TO THE SIDE, AS WE'RE DOING THIS REVIEW PROCESS THAT WE'VE GOTTEN UNDERWAY, GET INVOLVED THERE AND HAVE STAFF SIT DOWN AND SEE WHAT WE CAN'T COME UP WITH, AND YOU MAY COME BACK TO US AND SAY, FELLOWS, IT DOESN'T WORK, BUT ON THE OTHER HAND, THERE'S PROBABLY SOMETHING THAT -- THAT MAKES SOME COMMON SENSE.

AND I'D LIKE TO SEE YOU DO THAT AND INCORPORATE IT WITH WHAT I HAD ASKED IN MY INQUIRIES TO, YOU KNOW, LET'S LOOK AT IT, AND MAYBE THAT'S THE PLACE TO GET THE BALL ROLLING.

BUT IT MAKES -- I SEE THE -- I SEE BOTH SIDES OF THE CONCERN HERE.

I DON'T THINK IT'S A BACK-DOOR APPROACH, I THINK THAT IT'S A GOOD WAY TO BRING PEOPLE IN AND TALK ABOUT THIS UP FRONT SO WE HAVE SOMETHING TO --

>>KEN HAGAN:  COMMISSIONER SHARPE.

>>MARK SHARPE:  YEAH.

I JUST GOT AN E-MAIL FROM SOMEONE ALL UPSET THAT WE'RE OPENING UP THE CAN OF WORMS, BUT FROM THE WAY I SEE IT, THIS PROCESS IS TO ASK THESE QUESTIONS, SEE IF WE CAN IMPROVE THE PROCESS, COME BACK WITH ANSWERS.

AT THE END OF THE DAY, WE CAN JUST VOTE NO.

I DON'T MIND DOING THAT, BUT I MEAN -- BUT I DON'T LIKE GETTING JUST THESE EXTREME EITHER/ORS THAT WE SEEM TO ALWAYS GET.

IT'S GOING TO BE THIS EXTREME OR THAT EXTREME, AND I'M TRYING TO SAY THAT PEOPLE ARE SOMETIMES PEOPLE ARE AFRAID TO DIG TOWARDS THE MIDDLE BECAUSE THEN IF WE DIG TOWARDS THE MIDDLE, WE MIGHT ACTUALLY HAVE TO DO SOMETHING, SO WHAT I'M SAYING IS LET'S SEE IF THERE'S A MIDDLE OR EVEN LESS THAN MIDDLE THAT'S REASONABLE.

IF IT'S NOT REASONABLE, WE WON'T DO IT.

YOU KNOW, AT THE END OF THE DAY WE'LL VOTE NO, BUT I WOULD -- AND I WOULD LIKE TO LEARN A BIT MORE ABOUT, YOU KNOW, WHAT WE FORECAST ABOUT THE NUMBER OF BORROW PITS THAT WE MIGHT BE EXPECTING IN THE FUTURE AS WELL.

>>KEN HAGAN:  COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  YEAH, AND WE MAY END UP WITH SOMETHING THAT AESTHETICALLY IN THE PAST HASN'T BEEN APPEALING BUT WORKS WITH THE COMMUNITY, WORKS WITH THE LANDOWNER AND FUTURE HOMEOWNERS, SO I'M -- RATHER THAN JUST SHUT THE DOOR NOW, LET'S LOOK AT THIS AND SEE WHAT WE COME UP WITH AS A COMMUNITY.

>>KEN HAGAN:  OKAY.

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  THAT'S ALL I HAVE TO SAY ON IT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  NEXT ITEM.

COMMISSIONER BLAIR.

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  YES.

AS A POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, I HAD MISSED THE FIRST ADOPTED ROUND, AND WE HAD DISCUSSED THIS IN OUR LAND USE MEETING, ONE OF THE -- IT WAS NUMBER -- IT WAS -- I THINK IT WAS 07 -- I JUST HAD IT HERE -- 07-24 THAT WE WERE GOING TO SEND A LETTER.

IT HAD BEEN TRANSMITTED.

I THINK WE HAD A UNANIMOUS VOTE, BUT WE WERE GOING TO MENTION IT TONIGHT SINCE IT WOULD BRING THE -- THE GENTLEMAN WOULD LOSE HIS LEASE IF HE DOESN'T HAVE IT, AND THERE WAS SOME -- I GUESS THERE WAS A LITTLE UP IN THE PROCESS.

>>KEN HAGAN:  CAN WE PICK THAT UP AFTER WE FINISH THESE?

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  YEAH.

HOW LONG WILL THAT BE?

>>KEN HAGAN:  PROBABLY ANOTHER 30 MINUTES OR SO.

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  YEAH, OKAY.

I'M SORRY.

GO AHEAD.

>>KEN HAGAN:  CONTINUE.

>>HEATHER LAMBOY:  THANK YOU, CHAIR HAGAN.

GOOD EVENING, CHAIR HAGAN, MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION.

MY NAME IS HEATHER LAMBOY, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

I'M PRESENTING TO YOU COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-24, THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL TEXT AMENDMENT.

THIS MATTER FIRST APPEARED BEFORE YOU IN THE FIRST CYCLE OF 2007 AND WAS CONTINUED SO THAT THE APPLICANT COULD WORK WITH STAFF TO -- ON THE LANGUAGE OF THE AMENDMENT.

THE HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT STAFF, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STAFF, AND PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF WERE ALL CONCERNED WITH MAINTAINING THE INTEGRITY OF THE COUNTY'S INDUSTRIAL AREAS.

AS YOU CAN SEE BY THIS MAP THAT'S COMING UP, 2% OF THE LAND AREA IN HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY HAS A LIGHT INDUSTRIAL LAND USE CATEGORY.

DUE TO THE FACT THE EMPLOYERS -- THAT EMPLOYERS THAT LOCATE IN THESE INDUSTRIAL AREAS TEND TO HAVE HIGHER-PAYING JOBS, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STAFF AND THE PLANNING STAFFS OF BOTH PLANNING COMMISSION AND PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT WANTED TO PROTECT THIS TERRITORY.

CHANGES IN THE ECONOMY, HOWEVER, ARE UPON US.

SEVERAL STUDIES HAVE REVEALED THE NEED FOR MORE FLEXIBLE REGULATIONS TO ATTRACT EMPLOYERS.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION, PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT, AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT RESEARCHED THE ISSUE AND HAVE RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO THE TEXT THAT ARE IN THE BEST INTEREST OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, YET MEET THE DEMANDS OF THE CHANGING ECONOMY, AND THESE CHANGES ARE AS FOLLOWS:  TO CHANGE THE TYPICAL USES SECTION OF THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL TEXT LAND USE CATEGORY TO INCLUDE RETAIL SALES, WHICH MAY NOT OCCUPY MORE THAN 20% OF THE FLOOR AREA OF THE PRINCIPAL USE.

THE NEXT AMENDMENT WOULD BE TO DEFINE WHAT IS A LARGER INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT.

IT'S NOT CURRENTLY DEFINED IN THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PREVIOUSLY.

IT WAS REQUESTED TO BE 150,000 SQUARE FEET.

THAT'S -- 100,000 SQUARE FEET IS THE SIZE OF A LARGE WAL-MART, SO PLANNING COMMISSION AND PLANNING AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT DECIDED 300,000 SQUARE FEET WOULD BE SOMETHING THAT WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE.

FURTHERMORE, THE INTENT SECTION WAS REVISED TO INCLUDE ADDITIONAL TEXT THAT STATES THAT COMMERCIAL USES SHALL BE SUBORDINATE TO INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES AND BE LIMITED TO SUBURBAN-SCALE RETAIL AND COMMERCIAL USES.

PREVIOUSLY, IF YOU MAY RECALL IN THE LOCATIONAL CRITERIA TABLE, INDUSTRIAL USES WERE ON THE RURAL-SCALE SECTION, WHICH LIMITED THE ALLOWABLE SQUARE FOOTAGE FOR FREESTANDING COMMERCIAL USES, AND THAT HAS BEEN NOW SHIFTED TO THE SUBURBAN-SCALE TO INCREASE THE -- THAT ALLOWABLE SQUARE FOOTAGE, SO AN EXAMPLE, IF THERE IS A FOUR-LANE/FOUR-LANE INTERSECTION, THE TOTAL ALLOWABLE FREESTANDING SQUARE FOOTAGE WOULD BE 75,000 SQUARE FEET, WHICH WAS PREVIOUSLY 30,000 SQUARE FEET, AND ON A TWO-LANE/FOUR-LANE INTERSECTION, THE PREVIOUS AMOUNT ALLOWED WAS 30,000 SQUARE FEET, AND IT WOULD JUMP TO 50,000 SQUARE FEET FOR FREESTANDING USES.

NOW, THIS ISN'T THE TOTAL, IT'S JUST FOR THOSE USES THAT -- THOSE RETAIL COMMERCIAL USES THAT ARE FREESTANDING.

THE OTHER INTERSECTIONS, THE SMALLER INTERSECTIONS, TEND TO REMAIN PRETTY MUCH THE SAME.

THERE'S ONLY ONE EXCEPTION TO THE PERMITTED LOCATIONAL CRITERIA, AND THAT'S INFILL GENERAL COMMERCIAL USES.

SAY, FOR INSTANCE, A DELI THAT'S WITHIN AN OFFICE BUILDING THAT'S PART OF THAT INDUSTRIAL PARK, THAT WOULD NOT BE COUNTED AS PART OF THE OVERALL COMMERCIAL SQUARE FOOTAGE.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEWED THIS -- THESE PROPOSED CHANGES AND FOUND IT CONSISTENT -- THESE PROPOSED CHANGES AND FOUND IT CONSISTENT WITH THE DIFFERENT POLICIES THAT ARE SHOWING ON YOUR SCREEN AND RECOMMENDED ITS APPROVAL TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, AND THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

IS THE APPLICANT HERE?

YOU HAVE TEN MINUTES, IF YOU CHOOSE TO USE IT -- ALL OF THEM.

>> YES.

THANK YOU.

VIN MARCHETTI FOR THE RECORD, 100 NORTH TAMPA STREET, SUITE 2700, REPRESENTING THE APPLICANT.

LET ME HAVE [INCOMPREHENSIBLE] FROM MY OFFICE HAND OUT TO YOU A DOCUMENT, PART OF WHICH I ACTUALLY PRESENTED TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD AS WELL.

I WANT TO BRING THE BOARD BACK TO HOW I ORIGINALLY FILED THIS REQUEST.

I ORIGINALLY FILED IT BECAUSE MY CLIENTS HAVE HAD DIFFICULTY IN LEASING SPACE PRIMARILY ALONG THE FRONTAGE OF RACE TRACK ROAD IN A 20-YEAR-OLD BUSINESS PARK THAT END USERS WANTED TO OCCUPY SPACE AS WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM OR RETAIL SALES PRIMARILY.

THAT PROPERTY CURRENTLY HAS A LIGHT INDUSTRIAL LAND USE CATEGORY, THOUGH TONIGHT YOU DID VOTE TO CHANGE THAT CATEGORY TO SMU-6.

OF COURSE, IT HAS TO BE TRANSMITTED TO THE STATE AT SOME POINT IN THE FUTURE.

EVEN THOUGH THE PROPERTY MAY END UP SMU-6, THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL COMPONENT OF THE SMU-6 CATEGORY STILL IS UNDER CONTROL HERE BY THIS BOARD, AND THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL USES THAT ARE ALLOWED AS TYPICAL USES IN THE LIGHT -- IN THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ARE DICTATED BY THE BOARD IN A DEFINITION THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF JUST READ TO YOU FOR PRINCIPALLY THE WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM, RETAIL SALES USES, WHICH IS REALLY OUR CONCERN.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF AT YOUR REQUEST I THINK DID A VERY GOOD JOB IN SUMMARIZING AND LOOKING ALT OTHER JURISDICTIONS SURROUNDING US IN TERMS OF WHAT THEY DO WITH THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL CATEGORY.

WE AGREE WITH THE CHANGES THAT HAVE BEEN SUGGESTED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF EXCEPT FOR THE WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM WITH RETAIL SALES.

THAT CAP IS STILL 20%.

THAT 20% CAP IS THE CAP IN WHICH WE FIRST PRESENTED TO THIS BOARD AND SAID WE HAVE A PROBLEM WITH THAT BECAUSE THE 20% CAP BASICALLY, IF YOU HAVE A 10,000-SQUARE-FOOT BUILDING AND YOU'RE LOCATED ALONG FRONTAGE SUCH AS RACE TRACK ROAD, YOU CAN ONLY UTILIZE ESSENTIALLY 2,000 SQUARE FEET OF THAT BUILDING WITH RETAIL SALE -- SHOWROOM USES WITH RETAIL SALES, AND THAT IS A BIG PROBLEM.

PAT KELLY, WHO'S BEEN IN THE BUSINESS FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS, IS GOING TO REFER TO THAT IN A MINUTE.

INTERESTINGLY, I PRESENTED THE FIRST -- THE FIRST DOCUMENT YOU HAVE BEFORE YOU, THE FIRST PAGE, IS THE PROPOSAL WE PRESENTED TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD.

WE PRESENTED THIS, AND AMAZINGLY, THE PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD VOTED 4-4 ON THIS PROPOSAL, AND THEY REALLY GOT HUNG UP WITH THE CONCEPT AS A PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD OF SAYING THAT THIS PROPOSAL MAY BE CONSISTENT OR NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BECAUSE STAFF HAD ALREADY SAID THAT THEY BELIEVE A 20% CAP WOULD BE CONSISTENT.

I THINK IF THE BOARD HAD REALLY UNDERSTOOD THEIR ROLE, THEY WOULD HAVE VOTED TO SUPPORT THIS PAGE; HOWEVER, THEY DID VOTE 4-4, WHICH I THINK IS SOMEWHAT ENCOURAGING.

THE APPLICANT'S PROPOSAL THAT I JUST READ TO YOU WOULD ESSENTIALLY ALLOW FOR UNDER TYPICAL USES -- AND THESE ARE THE ONLY CHANGES THAT WE'RE ASKING FOR TO THE STAFF REPORT -- WOULD ALLOW FOR TYPICAL USES TO INCLUDE WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM WITH RETAIL SALES AS PRINCIPAL USES WITH NO 20% CAP.

THE OTHER CHANGE IS POLICY B-7.4 WHERE WE DISCUSS AGAIN THE INCENTIVES FOR -- THE INCENTIVES FOR THE LI CATEGORY WOULD ALLOW RETAIL SALES AS ACCESSORY USES AND WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM USES WITH RETAIL SALES, AGAIN WITH NO 20% CAP.

THAT'S OUR PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE.

THE SECOND PAGE IS OUR ALTERNATIVE NUMBER TWO, I GUESS WE'LL CALL IT, AND THAT WOULD ALLOW FOR NO 20% CAP IF YOU'RE LOCATED WITHIN 500 FEET OF AN ARTERIAL OR COLLECTOR ROADWAY.

IF YOU'RE BEYOND 500 FEET, THE 20% CAP APPLIES.

THAT'S ANOTHER ALTERNATIVE.

AND THE THIRD ALTERNATIVE IS TO BUMP UP THE 20% CAP TO 45% VERSUS 20, THEREFORE, IT WOULD STILL BE ACCESSORY TO THE OVERALL PRINCIPAL USE, BUT IT WOULD BE 45% VERSUS 20.

AGAIN, OUR PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE IS THE FIRST PAGE, WHICH WE BELIEVE THAT THESE USES SHOULD BE PERMITTED WITHIN THE LI CATEGORY WITHOUT A LIMITATION ON PERCENTAGE.

LET ME HAVE PAT KELLY ADDRESS THE BOARD AS WELL.

>> PAT KELLY, 4592 ULMERTON ROAD, RUBIN REAL ESTATE.

WE REPRESENT THE OWNERS OF TRICOUNTY BUSINESS PARK.

IF I MAY, LET ME GIVE YOU A QUICK HISTORICAL ON MYSELF.

I'VE BEEN IN THE BUSINESS SINCE 1972, STARTED OFF IN THE MORTGAGE BUSINESS, FINANCE THE AN AWFUL LOT OF WAREHOUSES AROUND THE STATE OF FLORIDA.

IN THE '80s I GOT INVOLVED WITH A NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY.

WE DEVELOPED MILLIONS OF SQUARE FEET OF INDUSTRIAL THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES, AND IN THE '90s, WE BEGAN TO SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR OTHER DEVELOPERS AND OWNERS OF SIGNIFICANT AMOUNTS OF REAL ESTATE, PRIMARILY INDUSTRIAL, THROUGHOUT THE STATE OF FLORIDA.

I THINK I WANT TO DO A LITTLE RETROSPECT BACK INTO THE EARLY '80s BECAUSE WE DEVELOPED A LOT OF INDUSTRIAL PARKS, AND ALMOST ALWAYS WHEN WE CAME INTO THE ARTERIAL CORRIDORS, WE STARTED DEVELOPING A CATEGORY THAT USED TO BE OFFICE SERVICE SHOWROOM.

WE GENERALLY PUT THOSE ON THE FRONT OF MAJOR ARTERIALS, AND THEN AS WE MOVED BACK FURTHER INTO THE PARK IS WHERE WE STARTED TO HAVE MORE DEPTH INTO OUR WAREHOUSES AND WE WOULD HAVE MORE TRUCKING AND SO ON AND SO ON.

IT WAS A COMPATIBLE USE, AND ONCE AGAIN, IT WAS A CATEGORY THAT WE ALL DEVELOPED.

WE'VE NOW MOVED INTO SOMETHING KNOWN AS "FLEX LIGHT INDUSTRIAL," AND THAT ACTUALLY JUST KIND OF CAME FROM THE FACT THAT OFFICE SERVICE SHOWROOM AS A -- AS A NAME WAS NOT FITTING WHERE EVERYBODY WANTED TO BE IN THE MARKETPLACE AT THAT POINT IN TIME.

IF WE REALLY LOOK AT WHAT'S BEEN GOING ON IN INDUSTRIAL PARKS FOR YEARS, YOU WILL SEE THAT YESTERDAY'S WHOLESALERS IN MANY CASES HAVE BECOME TODAY'S SMALL BUSINESS WAREHOUSE/SHOWROOM FOLKS WHO HAVE HAD TO COME OUT OF THE BOWELS OF THE INDUSTRIAL PARK AND PUT THEMSELVES UP FRONT IN ORDER TO COMPETE.

THESE ARE PEOPLE WHO ARE COMPETING WITH THE BIG BOXES.

THIS IS PEOPLE WHO ARE COMPETING WITH AISLE 13 AT HOME DEPOT OR AISLE 5 AT LOWE'S.

THIS IS THE MARBLE GUY.

THIS IS, IN FACT, THE TILE GUY.

THIS IS ALL OF THOSE FOLKS THAT EVERYONE IN THIS ROOM GOES TO ALL THE TIME.

IF WE WILL LOOK OUT OUR WINDOWS AS WE DRIVE DOWN THE ROADS OF OUR COMMUNITIES, WE WILL SEE THESE SHOWROOM/WAREHOUSES EVERYWHERE.

THEY'RE PERVASIVE.

SOMEHOW WE'VE GOTTEN TO THIS POINT AS IF THEY DON'T EXIST, AND SOMEHOW WE'VE GOTTEN TO THE POINT THAT THIS IS GOING TO BE FULL-BLOWN RETAIL WHEN WE'VE GOT BUILDINGS WHO HAVE DEPTHS OF 80 TO 100 FEET.

TRADITIONAL RETAIL HAS DEPTHS OF 55 TO 60.

IT CAN'T HAPPEN.

IT'S NOT PHYSICAL.

THESE ARE PEOPLE WHO CAN'T AFFORD TO GO RENT A WAREHOUSE IN ONE PLACE AND THEN GO HAVE THEIR OUTLET TO SELL THEIR GOODS AT ANOTHER.

THIS IS COMBINING IT ALL TO HAVE A COST EFFICIENCY TO IT, AND THIS IS SMALL BUSINESS COMPETING, AND SO I'M PREPARED TO ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS RELATIVE TO THAT IF ANYBODY HAS ANY.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU, SIR.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

GOOD EVENING.

>> GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

MY NAME IS ETHEL HAMMER, 3001 NORTH ROCKY POINT DRIVE, SUITE 300, TAMPA 33607.

BOARD MEMBERS, I'M HERE THIS EVENING TO SUPPORT THE PLANNING COMMISSION'S RECOMMENDATION TO YOU, AND I'VE SPOKEN TO YOU ON THIS ISSUE BEFORE, SO I'M GOING TO BE VERY BRIEF.

I'M GOING TO MAKE THREE POINTS.

THE FIRST IS, AS I'VE POINTED OUT BEFORE, I DID A LOT OF RESEARCH ON THIS ISSUE AND CONSULTED A LOT OF DIFFERENT NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE URBAN LAND INSTITUTE, THE AMERICAN PLANNING ASSOCIATION, AND SO FORTH, AND THEIR OPINION IS THAT THE HIGH-QUALITY PARKS ARE THOSE WHICH CONTAIN A REASONABLE COMPLEMENT OF COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT TO SUPPORT THE INDUSTRIAL PARK ITSELF.

SECONDLY, WHAT YOU ARE DOING IF YOU ADOPT THIS IS YOU ARE ESTABLISHING THRESHOLDS, YOU ARE NOT ESTABLISHING GUARANTEES.

ALL OF THESE PROJECTS WILL HAVE TO COME BACK TO YOU AS A PD REZONING FOR THE NEW PROJECTS THAT COME -- COME IN WITH A REQUEST TO BE CONSIDERED UNDER THIS POLICY, SO THEY CAN BE EVALUATED FOR THEIR APPROPRIATENESS ON A CASE-BY-CASE BASIS.

AND LASTLY, I KNOW THAT THE STAFF HAS DONE A VERY GOOD JOB AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RESEARCHING WHAT OTHER JURISDICTIONS ARE DOING.

I MYSELF TALKED TO DAVID HEALEY WHO IS THE DIRECTOR OF THE PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL, AND OVER THE YEARS THEY HAVE REALIZED THE IMPORTANCE OF ALLOWING RETAIL COMMERCIAL IN THEIR INDUSTRIAL PARKS, AND THEY ESTABLISHED A RANGE OF ANYWHERE BETWEEN 20% AND 30% DEPENDING UPON THE CRITERIA OF LOCATION, TYPES OF USES, AND SO FORTH, SO I WOULD ASK FOR YOUR SUPPORT.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

ANYONE ELSE?

OKAY.

LAST ITEM.

GOOD EVENING.

>>YENEKA BARNETT:  GOOD EVENING, COMMISSIONERS.

YENEKA BARNETT, PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF.

AM I'M HERE TO PRESENT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 07-30, THE EXPANSION OF THE URBAN SERVICE AREA.

THIS IS A PLAN AMENDMENT THAT WAS CONTINUED FROM THE SECOND CYCLE OF 2007 DUE TO SOME COMMENTS FROM HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION AS WELL AS REAL ESTATE DEPARTMENTS.

IT'S A COUNTYWIDE STAFF-INITIATED PLAN AMENDMENT, WHICH ADDRESSES THOSE PARCELS THAT ARE SPLIT BY THE URBAN SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY.

THIS PLAN AMENDMENT WILL ALSO ADDRESS THOSE PARCELS THAT ARE INTERSECTED BY ELAPP AREA.

THE FIRST PROPOSED CHANGE IS IN THE NORTHERN PART OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY ALONG GUNN HIGHWAY, AND THE PROPOSAL WILL SHIFT THE URBAN SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY LINE TO THE EAST TO INCLUDE THE PORTION OF THIS PARCEL THAT -- WHERE ACCESS IS ALONG GUNN HIGHWAY.

THE SECOND PROPOSED CHANGE IS IN THE SOUTHERN PART OF HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY ALONG HOBSON-SIMMONS ROAD SOUTH OF THE FISHHAWK COMMUNITY AND WILL SHIFT THE URBAN SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY, ALONG THE ALAFIA SHORELINE.

WE ORIGINALLY LOOKED AT THE AREA THAT FALLS WITHIN THE ELAPP AREA HERE, BUT DUE TO COMMENTS FROM HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION AND REAL ESTATE DEPARTMENT, THEY FELT THAT IT WOULD BE MORE APPROPRIATE TO SHIFT THAT ALONG THE ALAFIA LINE -- SHORELINE, EXCUSE ME, BEING THAT THOSE PARCELS NO LONGER HAVE ANY DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION FINDS THAT THIS PROPOSED MAP AMENDMENT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RECOMMENDS ITS APPROVAL.

THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

THIS IS A PUBLIC HEARING.

WOULD ANYONE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

>> GOOD EVENING AGAIN.

ETHEL HAMMER, 3001 NORTH ROCKY POINT DRIVE, SUITE 300, TAMPA 33607.

BOARD MEMBERS, I'VE ALSO SPOKEN TO YOU ON THIS PREVIOUSLY, SO I'LL BE BRIEF AGAIN.

THIS ISSUE, I THINK, IS ONE THAT NEEDS A BETTER SOLUTION.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION HAS RIGHTFULLY LOOKED AT TWO -- I THINK A TOTAL OF FOUR EXAMPLES.

YOU ADOPTED TWO EARLIER THIS EVENING.

BUT THERE ARE DOZENS OF PROPERTIES THAT ARE AFFECTED BY BEING SPLIT BY THE URBAN SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY.

I HAVE A HANDOUT OF THREE MORE EXAMPLES THAT ARE RIDICULOUS, BEING CUT ON DIAGONALS, YOU KNOW, PROPERTIES THAT HAVE CORNER CLIPS.

I WOULD ASK THAT YOU CONSIDER A GENERIC CURE FOR THIS, AND THE LANGUAGE THAT I PASSED OUT PREVIOUSLY WAS TO LOOK AT AN ACREAGE THRESHOLD.

IF A PROPERTY IS A HUNDRED ACRES OR LESS, THEN IT COULD BE AUTOMATICALLY INCLUDED IN THE URBAN SERVICE AREA BOUNDARY.

SMALL PARCELS BECOME EVEN MORE DIFFICULT TO PLAN AROUND IF PART OF IT'S IN AND PART OF IT'S OUT, SO I THINK ONCE YOU GET OVER A CERTAIN THRESHOLD, MAYBE IT'S EASIER TO DESIGN A PROJECT WHERE PART OF IT CAN BE A DIFFERENT STYLE OF DEVELOPMENT, BUT MY EXAMPLES THAT I HAVE HERE THIS EVENING, ONE OF THEM'S EIGHT ACRES, ONE OF THEM IS 20 ACRES, AND ONE OF THEM IS 40 ACRES.

THAT IS IMPOSSIBLE TO PUT A PROJECT IN A REASONABLE UNIFIED DESIGN IF YOU HAVE HALF IN AND HALF OUT, HALF ON SEPTIC TANK, HALF ON PUBLIC SEWER, SO I WOULD REQUEST THAT YOU CONSIDER SOMETHING, HOPEFULLY MY SUGGESTION OF MAYBE PROPERTIES THAT ARE UNDER A HUNDRED ACRES WOULD BE AUTOMATICALLY INCLUDED, AND I APPRECIATE THAT.

IF YOU WOULD LIKE MY HANDOUT, I HAVE IT FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION, AND I'LL PASS THAT OUT.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THANK YOU.

WOULD ANYONE ELSE LIKE TO SPEAK TO THIS ITEM?

IF THERE ARE NO BOARD COMMENTS -- COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  THE WAY IT'S CURRENTLY WRITTEN, DOES IT INCLUDE -- BECAUSE THIS TO ME, AGAIN, SEEMS TO BE AN ITEM THAT JUST MAKES SENSE, AND I DON'T KNOW IF WE'RE GOING TO NEED A VOTE ON THIS OR NOT.

WE ONLY HAVE FOUR MEMBERS.

I DON'T KNOW THAT WE CAN DO ANY BUSINESS, BUT IS IT INCLUDED?

IT JUST SEEMS LIKE THERE'S SOME COMMON SENSE HERE AGAIN WHERE YOU HAVE A PARCEL, ESPECIALLY THESE SMALL ONES, THAT GET SLICED AND -- IN WELL-INTENDED BOUNDARIES.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  WAS THAT QUESTION ADDRESSED TO ME?

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  EITHER OF YOU.

>>PETER ALUOTTO:  WELL, NORMALLY I WOULD DEFER TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION SINCE IT'S AN URBAN SERVICE AREA QUESTION, BUT I -- I THINK A REASONABLE COMPROMISE, YOU KNOW, PROBABLY COULD BE WORKED OUT ON THAT, BUT I WILL DEFER TO --

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  YEAH, IT JUST MAKES -- IT MAKES SENSE WHEN YOU HAVE THESE SMALL PARCELS TO ACCOMMODATE AN ISSUE LIKE THIS.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  COMMISSIONERS, CURRENTLY IN THE UPDATE TO THE COMP PLAN WE HAD INCLUDED POLICIES THAT WERE BASED ON A PERCENTAGE OF HOW MUCH OF THE PROPERTY WAS INSIDE OR OUTSIDE THE URBAN SERVICE AREA.

MS. HAMMER WANTS TO MOVE AWAY FROM THAT AND LOOK AT AN ACREAGE THRESHOLD.

CERTAINLY WE CAN TAKE A LOOK AT THAT.

YOU KNOW, MAYBE THE HUNDRED ACRES IS NOT THE MAGIC NUMBER, BUT THERE COULD BE ANOTHER ACREAGE THRESHOLD WE MAY BE MORE COMFORTABLE WITH.

WE CAN CERTAINLY TAKE A LOOK AT THAT, AND WHEN WE COME BACK TO YOU IN FEBRUARY, WE CAN GIVE YOU A MORE DEFINITIVE ANSWER.

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

>>KEN HAGAN:  PLEASE DO THAT, MR. GRIFFIN.

COMMISSIONER BLAIR.

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  AT THE -- I WAS JUST TALKING TO RAY, AND HE'S FAMILIAR WITH THE PROJECT.

THERE IS A PROJECT -- IT IS CPA 07-27.

IT'S BEEN ADOPTED, AND WE WILL LOSE A BUSINESS IF -- WITH ABOUT -- IT'S A NATIONAL BUSINESS WITH ABOUT 15 OR 20 -- 15 TO 25 EMPLOYEES.

THE GENTLEMAN WILL -- THE PETITIONER THAT CAME BEFORE US WILL LOSE HIS -- NOT ONLY HIS LEASE BUT THE COMPANY THAT WILL RELOCATE HERE AND IT'S -- WHAT I WAS ASKING WAS IF WE COULD POSSIBLY ASK, YOU KNOW, TO PUT A RUSH ON IT.

IT'S -- SINCE IT'S BEEN TRANSMITTED, I GUESS, OR GOING FOR TRANSMITTAL NOW, ADOPTION.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WE'LL PICK THAT UP AFTER WE -- AFTER WE CONCLUDE THIS.

ARE THERE ANY OTHER BOARD COMMENTS ON 07-30?

AND YOU'VE GOT THE DIRECTION FROM COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  UH-HUH.

>>KEN HAGAN:  CAN WE FIRST HAVE A --

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  I AGREE WITH COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM ON THAT.

>>KEN HAGAN:  CAN WE FIRST HAVE A MOTION TO CONTINUE THESE HEARINGS TO FEBRUARY 7th?

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  SO MOVE MOVED.

>>MARK SHARPE:  SECOND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  AND THEN WE CAN ADDRESS COMMISSIONER BLAIR'S CONCERNS AFTERWARDS.

>>ADAM GORMLY:  THAT WOULD BE AT 6:00 P.M.

>>KEN HAGAN:  6:00 P.M. ON FEBRUARY 7th.

THAT WAS A MOTION BY COMMISSIONER SHARPE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  I'M SORRY, COMMISSIONERS.

RECORD YOUR VOTES AGAIN, PLEASE.

THE MOTION CARRIED 4-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  AND THEN GOING BACK TO COMMISSIONER BLAIR'S CONCERN, ARE YOU REQUESTING THAT DCA EXPEDITE THAT HEARING IF POSSIBLE, IS THAT WHAT YOUR MOTION IS?

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  EXACTLY.

I APOLOGIZE TO THE BOARD.

TODAY WAS MY DAD'S 77th BIRTHDAY, AND I WAS SUPPOSED TO BE THERE FOR HIS SURPRISE BIRTHDAY PARTY AT 6:30, SO THIS HAS BEEN ON MY MIND.

>>KEN HAGAN:  WILL YOU IDENTIFY THE APPLICATION NUMBER?

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  YES.

CPA 07-27, AND STEVE --

>>KEN HAGAN:  WE'RE JUST REQUESTING THAT DCA EXPEDITE THAT ITEM.

ADAM, YOU'RE COMFORTABLE WITH THAT ANYTHING ELSE YOU NEED TO ADD TO THAT ITEM?

>>ADAM GORMLY:  NO.

THAT'S FINE.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  A COUPLE OF ITEMS FOR INFORMATION.

AT THE LAND USE HEARING ON TUESDAY WE DID TALK ABOUT THIS A LITTLE BIT.

PLANNING COMMISSION HAS GIVEN MR. GORMLY ALL THE INFORMATION THAT HE NEEDS TO EXPEDIATE GETTING THE ORDINANCE PROCESSED, SO WE'LL BE ABLE TO GET THAT UP TO DCA BY TOMORROW, TO GET THAT UP THERE.

IN ADDITION, I PERSONALLY MADE A CALL TO DCA TO SPEAK TO THEIR PROCESSING SECTION ABOUT EXPEDIATING THEIR REVIEW TO MAKE SURE THEY UNDERSTAND THERE WAS SOME DESIRE BY HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY TO GET A QUICK REVIEW FOR THEIR NOTICE OF INTENT FOR THIS SECOND CYCLE OF PLAN AMENDMENTS.

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  I APPRECIATE THE GREAT CUSTOMER SERVICE.

WE TRY TO EXPOUND UPON THAT EVERY DAY IN OUR OFFICE, AND I THINK WE SHOULD ALL DO THAT, AND THAT'S A GREAT EXAMPLE OF IT.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH, MR. WHITE.

I DEEPLY APPRECIATE THAT.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  AND WE HAVE HAD -- YOU KNOW, I'VE BEEN TALKING TO THE APPLICANT REPRESENTATIVE TO LET THEM KNOW WHAT'S GOING ON, AND THEY'RE AWARE WE'RE TRYING TO HELP THEM OUT.

>>BRIAN BLAIR:  FOR THE PUBLIC SAKE, THERE'S NO HOUSING DEVELOPMENT OR ANYTHING LIKE THAT, IT'S STRICTLY A BUSINESS, AND IT WILL BRING ABOUT $4 MILLION OF TAXABLE VALUE TO THE COMMUNITY AND ALSO, AGAIN, LIKE I SAID, 15 TO 25 JOBS, AND HE WILL LOSE HIS LEASE IF -- IF HE WILL LOSE THAT LEASE IF IT'S NOT APPROVED.

THANK YOU.

>>KEN HAGAN:  THE MOTION IS BY COMMISSIONER BLAIR, SECOND BY --

>>AL HIGGINBOTHAM:  HIGGINBOTHAM.

>>KEN HAGAN:  -- COMMISSIONER HIGGINBOTHAM.

PLEASE RECORD YOUR VOTE.

>>RECORDING SECRETARY:  THE MOTION CARRIED 4-0.

>>KEN HAGAN:  ANY FURTHER BUSINESS?

IF NOT, WE'RE ADJOURNED.

>>STEVE GRIFFIN:  THANK YOU, COMMISSIONER.


