Development Review Committee Regular Meeting   

   


                 
June 12, 2019

CITY OF DUNEDIN, FLORIDAPRIVATE 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING
REGULAR MEETING OF WEDNESDAY JUNE 12, 2019
9:00 A. M.

 

These meetings are courtesy meetings, and are purely exploratory.  They do not constitute a formal review, nor can any guarantees be made during the DRC meeting.  Formal review by the various departments and by the boards and/or Commission is still required.  **Please share these notes with your architect, engineer, and contractor, once selected.
STAFF PRESENT                                                                               
ABSENT                     

Chair Lael Giebel      






Jorge Quintas


Greg Rice                                            




Bob Ironsmith 


Craig Wilson







Tai Truong

Joseph DiPasqua







Mike Handoga
Bill Pickrum 

Lucy Fuller

Whitney Marsh

Paul Stanek
Danny Castillo

Danny Craig

Bruce Wirth arrived 9:20
Frances Leong-Sharp arrived 9:20
AGENDA:


♦ 1123 Pinehurst Rd  

9:00 – 9:30


pgs. 1-3  
1.  9:00 – 9:30 Meeting regarding 1123 Pinehurst Rd – attendees: 

· Peter Pensa, planner

· Beverly Horvat, owner
Staff present: Lael Giebel, Greg Rice, Bruce Wirth, Danny Craig, Joseph DiPasqua, Danny Castillo, Bill Pickrum, Craig Wilson, Lucy Fuller, Whitney Marsh, Paul Stanek, Frances Leong-Sharp; also in attendance, Public Relations Advisory Action Committee (PRAAC) liaison Stephanie Joines
Beverly – we closed Flooring by French in July of 2018, and want to either lease or sell it. I have had a lot of interest, but everyone seems concerned with the parking. We would like to discuss converting the vacant land at 1123 Pinehurst into a parking lot.
Peter – the existing site has 8 spaces (7 regular and 1 HC).

Greg – the zoning fits.

Lucy – are you creating 14 new spaces? (yes) No more than 65% of the property can be impervious.  Provided the parking lot buffer requirements.

Joey – because this is considered a separate parking facility per the code, you will have to provide a separate handicap space here as well, with an accessible route to the sidewalk on Pinehurst. 

Whitney – if you have that wetland buffer back there, you do need to account for the buffer area, so that there’s no encroachment. And then during construction of this area, provide erosion control. We use the SWFWMD buffer requirement. 

Bill – for years we have been accommodating the existing buildings with garbage carts because there is no room on site for a collection truck or dumpster, but if a new future tenant needs a dumpster, I encourage you to plan for this now. It will be very challenging for any new owner or tenant in the south property, to conduct business without having its own staging spot for a trash & recycling container. I suggest you create a place for the dumpster and enclosure in this new parking lot property.  I can’t see any location on the current property that could accommodate a front loader truck. Garbage carts for businesses are not the norm, they are the exception. We have a few businesses tucked into neighborhoods that have carts, but otherwise it’s usually dumpsters. Sheet #90-93 of our standards are applicable to enclosure specs, truck access, & pad requirements.
Craig - This site is approximately 7,630 square feet of gross developable land area.  This site requires (3) shade trees prior to final inspection and issuance of certificate of occupancy. Please provide a Greenspace Plan for initial design review and consult with the city arborist before submittal to confirm acceptability.  The greenspace plan should include all required buffers (if applicable) with their width (right of ways and areas adjacent to other properties); The Greenspace plan should also include the general plant palette associated with Appendix B: Approved Landscape Plant List, and must illustrate quantities, size, and spacing.  Additionally, the Greenspace Plan should include total amount of open space, % of site landscaped.   A tree removal application must be submitted with the infrastructure site plan submittal.  Additionally, a tree preservation plan (shall be a separate sheet) and tree inventory must be submitted with the infrastructure site plan (must include any neighboring trees within 25’ of the property lines).  The tree removal application will not be approved and released in permit form until all tree mitigation has been satisfied and payment in lieu of planting to the city’s Tree Bank has been made.   Invasive trees (such as Brazilian Pepper) must be removed. Perimeter Landscaping Relating to Adjacent Properties:  all sites that are developed or redeveloped and have a vehicular use area, where such an area will not be entirely screened visually by an intervening building or structure for abutting property, that portion of such area not so screened shall be provided with a continuous screen between the common lot line and the vehicle use area and such abutting property.  Use Buffer B. Prior to the commencement of construction, improvement, or development, the owner, or his agents, shall be required to place specified tree barricades around all trees designated for retention. These cannot be the same as the silt fence. Tree barricades shall remain in place throughout the construction process and shall not be removed until authorized by the city.  Protected shade trees with 4 inch DBH or greater = $120.00 per inch removed. A combination of payment and replacement inches or trees is acceptable.  Terminal Islands - Landscaped terminal islands shall be provided at the end of each parking row. Terminal islands shall have minimum interior dimensions of at least 8' in width and 30' in length. (provided informational packet).
Greg – 30’ won’t work here, so you can do 18’ (same as the parking space length).
Peter – it looks like we are 2’ short in width, if we count the buffers, drive aisle, etc.

Greg – get rid of the south buffer (Craig – no buffer required along south property line).

Peter – can we pave to the property line?

Greg/Craig – yes.

Greg – Tai would mention there is a 5’ back-up requirement for the end spaces.

Peter – we have that, even if we create the dumpster space back there.  If this is exempt from SWFWMD, is it exempt from the City as well?  There will be under 3,000 sf of pavement.

Bruce – we typically look at some treatment and attenuation. I will have to confirm with Tai. I am concerned with the pond for two reasons:

· It is owned by multiple properties; and

· We show a pipe from the east going into that pond.

We have some concern about taking more water into that pond. We will have to look at the pre/post. We need to see the additional volume it will take on.

Note: After the meeting, Tai Truong provided the following comments:

1. The driveway needs to revise to be 3’ by 7’ urban flares and the flares shall not be less than three feet from the property line.

2. The driveway can be asphalt or concrete. Recommend concrete for ease of construction for two small areas (both side of sidewalk). 

If the developer wants to proposed pervious concrete, than it goes straight to building permit. 

If the developer wants to proposed shell parking, than it needs to submit for Infrastructure/Site Review.

1. City Standard ribbon curbs around the shell parking to contain the shells.

2. 25yr-24hr pre-post for stormwater attenuation and ½ treatment for water quality. 

3. Grading and stormwater conveyance system.

Peter – can we use pervious alternatives, such as shell?

Bruce – the city allows pervious concrete or turf block; I can check on the shell.  You may be able to add a swale between the edge of pavement and that pond, and handle the additional volume that way. You will need to do calculations for that.
9:30 Meeting Adjourned    
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