 
CITY OF PINELLAS PARK


BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MINUTES


REGULAR MEETING - QUASI-JUDICIAL


March 23, 2010
The meeting was called to order at approximately 7:00 p.m. by Charles Murray, Chairperson, Board of Adjustment.
PRESENT:


Edward Corrao 





Connie Bruce









Edward Kosinski




Charles Murray – Chairperson





Charles Wasson




Susan Wilson
ABSENT:


Derek Kantaskas – Vice Chairperson
STAFF PRESENT: 
Sheryl Sheppard, Planning & Zoning Analyst




Bonnie Myers, Senior Building Development Technician





Regina Kardash, Assistant City Attorney

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

MOTION was made by Ed Corrao and SECONDED by Ed Kosinski to APPROVE the minutes of February 23, 2010.
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY







REGULAR AGENDA
Mr. Murray:  Read the rules and procedures for the Board of Adjustment.  

Ms. Myers 
Swore everyone in wishing to speak on any request before the Board.
1. CASE NO.:   BOA 2010-13 (QUASI-JUDICIAL)

REQUEST:
Consideration of a request for a variance to reduce the front yard setback from 20 feet to 16 feet for a covered porch.
LOCATION:  5222 87th Terrace
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED
QUASI - JUDICIAL
Ms. Sheppard: Certified that all legal requirements had been met and presented the staff report, application, and map into the official record of this proceeding.

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

None

PROPONENTS
Mr. Matthew Spencer: 5266 89th Terrace Court, Pinellas Park, FL and I have been sworn in.  I’m speaking on behalf of Beth Friedline…she’s here.  This is her home.  She asked me if I would build her a covered screen porch in front of her house at the floor level of the house for wheelchair accessibility.  When I checked the setbacks they were five foot five inches from the house; it has a three foot out-swinging door and so I suggested that really what would be better is if we could get a variance and move the driveway from one side of the house to the other that way it would come past the porch and eliminate the existing driveway.  Then we would put a ramp up to the floor level from the driveway to the house level with a maximum of six inches of rise, and that’s why we’re here today to ask for that extra four foot.

QUESTIONS
Mr. Murray:  Any questions of the applicant?
Mr. Kosinski:  Yes, I have one.  So the actual screened enclosure would actually really be remaining on the allowed property?  It would be just the ramp and the actual doorway part that would be imposing into the right-of-way.  Is that the way I understand that?
Mr. Spencer:  No.  The porch would be 26 feet wide and it would be, with the allowed setback, it would make the porch nine foot from the house.  That would give her room to bring the wheelchair up, get into the screened area, and still open the door to the house and maneuver around.  If that makes sense.
Mr. Murray:  Does that answer your question?

Mr. Kosinski:  No, because I’m stumped still trying…could you come up here?

**Mr. Spencer came up and showed the Board his color-coded drawing and explained what he was proposing.

Mr. Kosinski:  Alright that answers my question about it.  As you can see it didn’t come through on my print here very well that’s why I was asking.  Thank you very much.
Mr. Murray:  Any other questions of the applicant?  Are there other proponents who would like to speak on behalf of this case?  Are there any opponents against this case?  We did have one letter opposing this and I have a question for staff, if I may.  I’m not sure I understand the purpose or the reason for moving this fence on these peoples’ property if this is variance is granted.

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  There was another homeowner that came in with a letter of opposition and there was no contact phone number in this letter which I received today so there was no way for me to contact that person.  However, the other neighbor that came in as well and the reason we got this letter is because the property owner’s thought that this request, if approved would affect the entire block not just this property.  So that is what they thought was going to occur at this meeting and what was going to be permitted if it got approved.  Basically, they just didn’t fully understand what the request was.
Ms. Bruce:  So they were under the impression that if we grant this four foot variance that it would apply to everybody? 

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Right and basically what they thought was that they were going to lose four feet of their front yard.

Ms. Bruce:  Okay.

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  So that’s why you got this letter and that’s why that woman also came in this afternoon.  But once I explained it to her she said; “Oh, I don’t care about that”.
Ms. Bruce:  Okay.  We were all a little confused with that letter.

Mr.  Murray:  Yeah, I was concerned that they state this would require that we move our existing fence line and that’s what I was interested in….why that would be required.

Ms. Bruce:  Okay.

Mr.  Murray:  Any other opponents?  Hearing none and seeing none the Public Hearing is now closed.  Do we have any discussion among the Board Members?  

OPPONENTS

None

PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED
BOARD DISCUSSION 

MOTION was made by  Mr. Ed Kosinski  and SECONDED by  Mr. Charles Wasson to APPROVE 

BOA 2010-13, the variance criteria established in Section 18-1504.3 of the Land Development Code, and the corresponding Findings of Fact identified in Section III, A-F of the staff report, subject to the following conditions:

1. The covered porch shall have a north, front yard setback of 16 feet.

2. The variance is for the covered porch only.
ROLL CALL VOTE

Ayes:  Bruce, Wasson, Murray, Kosinski, Wilson, Corrao
Nays:  None
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

2. CASE NO.:   BOA 2010-14 (QUASI-JUDICIAL)

REQUEST:
Consideration of a request for a variance to reduce the minimum livable floor area for a single family dwelling in the “RE” Residential Estate District from 1,250 square feet to 1,180 square feet. 


LOCATION:  8520 60th Street North
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED
QUASI - JUDICIAL
Ms. Sheppard: Certified that all legal requirements had been met and presented the staff report, application and map into the official record of this proceeding.

QUESTIONS FOR STAFF

None

PROPONENTS
Ms. Leslie Brennan: 6030 86th Avenue, Pinellas Park, FL and yes I have been sworn in.  I also own the property at 8520 60th Street.  The back portion of the house was built by my grandparents in the 40’s and I think it was built on railroad tries.  If I saw some old pictures of them building it and the foundation is crumbling and it just needs to come down.  It’s a family room and a bathroom; there’s nothing really important back there.  And I just didn’t see the need to put 50 or $60,000 into building another thing back on there on an almost 100 year old house.  Didn’t seem economically practical.  It’s rented.  The tenants are okay with this.  The walls are bowing, it’s sagging, the floor is springy and goes kind of tippy and it just needs to….it’s done.
       QUESTIONS

Mr. Corrao:  You may not be able to answer this but I’m curious as to how this might affect the rest of the house if you remove this; the safety of the house.

Ms. Leslie Brennan:  It’s just added on.  It’s got its own separate roof.  They’re going to save some of the siding to put back on the back so it all matches and it shouldn’t make any difference at all.  I’ve had a contractor look at it and they didn’t seem to think it would be a….they’re going to disconnect all the plumbing and ….
Mr. Murray :  Any other questions of this applicant?

Mr.  Corrao:  I have a question for you ma’am.  Is any of the material that is being removed from the house, since it was built in 1925, considered asbestos or hazardous material?

Ms. Leslie Brennan:  I don’t think so.  I’ve looked up in the attic, it’s like paper, you know the stuff up in there.  I don’t think there’s any in there.
Mr.  Corrao :  A lot of the homes, I had a home that was built in 1928.  So a lot of the homes the siding on the home was made of asbestos shakes.

Ms. Leslie Brennan:  Oh it’s fibran underneath the aluminum.

Mr.  Corroa:  I understand.  Thank you very much.

Ms. Leslie Brennan:  Okay.
Ms. Bruce:  I have a question.  Do you have a contractor coming in to do the work?  
Ms. Leslie Brennan:  I will, yes.

Ms. Bruce:  Okay. Alright.

Mr. Murray:  Any other questions of the applicant?  Okay, thank you for coming in.  Any other opponents want to speak on this case?  Are there any proponents for this case?  
OPPONENTS

None

PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED
BOARD DISCUSSION 

Mr. Kosinski:  We’re only talking 70 square feet difference here of what is allowed and what is not allowed.  I’m going to direct this other part, after saying that, to staff.  Apartments in this City are only allowed to be 650 or 625 square feet.  A house has to be 1,250 square feet?
Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Yes.  This is in the Farm district, so the lots are bigger as are the minimum livable floor area for a dwelling. 
Mr. Kosinski:  So it’s basically a paper and pencil type thing?
Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Yes, it’s another code requirement.

Mr.  Kosinski :  Because I know when I bought my house, back 28 years ago, it was only 650 square feet and I’ve since doubled the size of it. Ok

Mr.  Murray:  I have a question.  Do you have any idea when the minimum square footage became a code for the City?

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  No, I know the City changed some of the districts size requirements a couple of years ago but this wasn’t one of them.

Mr. Murray :  Okay. I was just wondering, in relationship to how long the structure’s been there, compared to when this….so the code came into affect after the structure was built?

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Definitely.

Ms. Regina Kardash:  I think the majority of Pinellas Park’s Code was actually inactive in the 1960’s as far as their Land Development Regulations and stuff like that.
Mr. Murray :  Okay.

Ms. Bruce:  Okay I have a question as well.  Does anything in the Code refer to that 1,250 square foot minimum as a new build?

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Yes, it is the minimum square footage in the Farm district to meet Code requirements.

Ms. Bruce :  So if you’re building a new house right now, you’d have to have a minimum of 1,250?

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Right…in that district.  Every district has a different minimum floor area ratio.  So it just depends on what district you’re in what the minimum square footage is going to be.

Ms. Bruce:  Okay because that’s a big lot.
Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  Yes and in that district lots re typically larger.

Mr. Murray:  Anymore discussion on this case?   
MOTION was made by Mr. Corrao and SECONDED by Ms. Susan Wilson  to APPROVE Case No. BOA 2010-14, a variance subject to the criteria established in Section 18-1504.3 of the Land Development Code, and the corresponding Findings of Fact identified in Section III, A-F of the staff report, subject to the following conditions:

1.  The minimum livable floor area shall not be less than 1,100 square feet for the single family dwelling.
.
ROLL CALL VOTE

Ayes:  Bruce, Wasson, Murray, Kosinski, Wilson, Corrao,  
Nays:  None
MOTION CARRIED

NEW BUSINESS
None
GENERAL BUSINESS
Reappointment of Charles Murray and Edward Kosinski.

Mr. Kosinski:  I’d like to serve another term if you all will have me.

Mr. Murray:  Okay. Same here.

Ms. Sheryl Sheppard:  If you would be so kind as to write a letter stating that you would like to continue serving on the Board, staff will take it to Council.  I have an agenda item prepared and ready to roll because I kind of assumed that would be the case.  We’ll go ahead and get it ready for April 22nd Council meeting but I’ll send you a letter.  Please send me a letter just so I can put that with the Council backup.

Mr. Murray :  Okay.  

ADJOURNMENT

MOTION was made by Ms. Bruce and SECONDED by Mr. Kosinski to ADJOURN the meeting.

Meeting adjourned at approximately 7:20 p.m.
_____________________________________________

Charles Murray, Chairperson
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