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» Overview of Presentation

 Who we are: The Clarion Team
 Getting the job done: Project Scope

i
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Being transparent: Public Engagement/Advisory Team
* Your thoughts: Initial Survey Responses
* Priorities: What are Important Project Goals?

* Yourinput: Comments and Questions




The Clarion Team

5 i . Recent Code Experience
' ~ ) v" Prince George’s County, MD | Zoning
. . . . Ordinance & Subdivision Regulations
59 . . . o ‘
> 4 v' Colorado Springs, CO | Unified
v, ’ P Bl g‘ Development Code
HAR R s . .
“ el ML LA Vs S v" Charleston, SC | Zoning Ordinance
N S = T AR Rewrite
T ] :. 3 2 v" Norfolk, VA | Zoning Ordinance
b A Rewrite
g N v Cobb County, GA | Unified
3 L Development Code
v"  Daytona Beach, FL | Land
Development Code
v" Maitland, FL | Land Development
31 Years Code
of effective land use solutions v' Estero, FL | Land Development Code
v' Columbia, SC| Comprehensive
Plans and Zoning Ordinance updates
200+

adopted development codes

CRAIG RICHARDSON, ESQ.
PROJECT DIRECTOR

GEOFF GREEN, ESQ., AICP
PROJECT MANAGER

MATT GOEBEL, ESQ., AICP
PRINCIPAL ADVISOR

CHRISTIAN SCHMIDT, AICP
ASSOCIATE

ADDIE SHERMAN
GRAPHICS AND MARKETING

COORDINATOR



. The Clarion Team

DOVER, KOHL & PARTNERS Y KITTELSON

town planning & ASSOCIATES

Responsibilities Responsibilities
Development of context-sensitive corridor Parking, mobility, circulation, complete
regulations and design related issues streets, transportation issues
Project Experience Project Experience
v" Bradenton, FL | Form-Based Code v' Tampa, FL| Multiple projects, including
v" Kendall, FL | Downtown Form-Based Code Tampa M.0O.V.E.S Mobility Plan
v" Henrico County, VA | Form-Based v' Somerville, MA| Somerville by Design

Alternative Overlay Districts v' Charleston, SC | Zoning Ordinance
v' Albany, NY | Sustainable Development Update

Ordinance (Form-Based Districts) v" Raleigharea, NC | S-Line n
v' Charleston, SC | Zoning Ordinance Update TOD Study

(Form-Based Districts)



The Clarion Team

PlanActive
Studio——

~

Responsibilities
Code assessment, zone districts, public
engagement

Project Experience

v" FortLauderdale, FL| Fort Lauderdale
Design Manual

Maitland, FL | Land Development Code
Apopka, FL | Land Development Code
St. Pete Beach, FL | Pass-A-Grille Zoning
Overlay

DN

Nancy E. Stroud, PA

Responsibilities
Legal counsel, development review
procedures

Project Experience

Miami, FL| Miami 21

Miami Beach, FL | Resiliency Code
Estero, FL | Land Development Code
Extensive experience litigating

land use cases

AN NN



Advisory Team

Includes broad cross-section of representatives from:

* Neighborhoods  Tree andlandscaping

e Developmentcommunity < Architecture andland use
* Affordable housing * Engineering

Purpose

* Remain engaged throughout project
* Review work products and provide comments and suggestions
 Serve as resource for community
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Project Scope

PROJECT
INITIATION
AND
ORIENTATION

LAND
DEVELOPMENT
CODE
ASSESSMENT

DRAFT
UPDATED LAND
DEVELOPMENT

PUBLIC

UPDATED LAND HEARING
DEVELOPMENT DRAFT
OF LAND

DEVELOPMENT

CODE




April 2024 PROJECT
INITIATION

to AND
September 2024 ORIENTATION

Key tasks
* Review of current code, Comprehensive Plan, other City plans
* Meeting with City staff, and elected officials
* Reconnaissance of City, with staff

Community Engagement
* Launch of Tampa Forward website
* Project kick-off survey

* Meetings with stakeholders, neighborhood leaders, developer
representatives, and environmental representatives n

*  Public forum



September 2024 DEVELOPMENT

to CODE
5 January 2025 ASSESSMENT

ity

Key tasks

* Preparation of Code Assessment
«  What works well and doesn’t work well
*  Whether Code meets City’s goals
 Roadmap for drafting of updated Code

Community Engagement

¢ Online survey

Meetings with stakeholders, advisory team, and others
e Public forum




DRAFT
December 2024 UPDATED LAND

to DEVELOPMENT
" . January 2026 CODE
]
Key tasks

 Draftnew Code, in three separate installments
 Development of plan and design standards for Corridor Segments

Community Engagement
After the release of each installment:

* Online survey
* Meetings with stakeholders, neighborhood leaders, and others

e  Publicforum H




January 2026
to
" - February 2026

1

Key tasks

* Testnew Code “on the ground”
* Purpose: Confirm new code is achieving community’s
desired development goals

Community Engagement
* Presentation of result of six case studies
* Meetings with stakeholders, neighborhood leaders, and others

e Public forum ﬂ




]

February 2026

to

April 2026

Key tasks

Receive input and direction from City Council about
changes that need to be made to Installment Drafts

Prepare Public Hearing Draft of new Code for adoption
hearings

Community Engagement

Workshop(s) and public hearings before Planning
Commission and City Council

PUBLIC
HEARING
DRAFT

OF LAND
DEVELOPMENT
CODE




PROJECT
INITIATION
AND
ORIENTATION

In-person
engagement

LAND
DEVELOPMENT
CODE
ASSESSMENT

DRAFT
UPDATED LAND
DEVELOPMENT
CODE

PUBLIC
HEARING
DRAFT

OF LAND
DEVELOPMENT
CODE
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Community Engagement

Transparency is a key goal
Engagement at project milestones

*  Project kickoff (now)
e CodeAssessment

* Following release of updated Code
installments

e Testing of updated code Community Survey

@ this brief survey to share your g ghts on the current lans along wi v can continue to move

Different methods of engagement
* Online
* In-person meetings

* Otherengagement preferences
identified during project

Are you familiar with the City of Tampa's Land Development Code?

Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about the code and how it is working:

Neutral Agree Strongly Agree




GUIDES ~  BUSINESSES ~

PrOj GCt We bSite i, Updates its Lad

Development Code

RECREATION ~  RESIDENTS ~

{ ”""; 31

* Sign up for project updates

* Register for upcoming meetings

TAMPA FORWAR

 Participate in surveys and
provide comments/feedback

* Access background documents tampa.gov/TampaForward/
and draft work products

 Read frequently asked
questions about the project

 Contactinformation
TampaForward@tampagov.net




Initial Survey Responses




. Initial Survey Responses

Available on the project’s website
and tampa.gov

* As of Wednesday: 531 responses

e Survey will remain open until
October 1




Initial Survey Responses

Agree or Disagree or
Strongly Agree | Strongly Disagree

e curent LD by o navgate 6% 54%
‘[j)gfesl';h;n::::‘rte?nt LDC result in quality 8% 67%
:JSVI:La:jnSr;edd?Development zoning 45% 19%
,:\rlifluess;ig exceptions and waivers 64% 18%
Does the current LDC lead to 64% 15%

unpredictable outcomes?




Initial Survey Responses

How welldoes the LDC Well Poorly
address the following issues: or Very Well or Very Poorly

Housing affordability 6% 73%
Parking 6% 67%
Form and design of development 7% 59%
Mobility options 4% 60%
Trees and natural resource protection 8% 67%

Site landscaping 8% 52%




Initial Survey Responses

address the following issues: or Very Well or Very Poorly
Signs 12% 32%
Exterior lighting 13% 26%
Coastalresilience 7% 60%

Public input on development applications 10% 62%

Code enforcement 1 O% 52%




Initial Survey Responses

. . ... Average # of times
Rank the following priorities for the new LDC

Preserve character of existing neighborhoods 3.9 126
More missing middle housing options 4.2 53
More affordable housing opportunities 4.4 134
More bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure 5.7 41
Promote mixed-use development 5.8 30
Better tree protection standards 6.1 45

Increase predictability of development review process 6.3 22 E




Priorities: What are the

Important Project Goals?




Potential Goal:

. Make Code More User-Friendly

Simplify and improve organization

* Use clear and precise language—“plain English”

* Improve organization

* Eliminate internal inconsistencies
and ambiguity

* Addgraphics and illustrations

* Redesigntables

* Enhance page layout and
document design

25' M-iiniin_1u m driveway

10" Minimum 16' Minimum
greenspace lot width ﬂ
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Tampa LDC Another community’s
zoning districts zoning districts

>
m Sec. 27-156. - Official schedule of district regulations.
" @ e or ) ) . e
cach distrit 2.5. RS-10:Single-Family Residential
(1) Single d
with the. mpetible 2 sl uses are siso A. Purpose
permitted.
. s st provides Y o where The RS-10 district is intended to accommodate and preserve medium-density single-family
residential uses with limited community and educational uses and incidental or accessory uses. This
& iy, Thés district provid ysingle- ; sded for d!sm:t can alsn seveasa traqs\t\nrj bgiwsen low- and medium-density single-family residential to
S -t higher-density residential zoning districts.
c primarily ity e
B. RS-10Lotand BuildingStandards C. Other Standards
d family. primarily y singl Lot Standards (i Other Standards Location in LDC
inthe RS-150, gle g minimum lot Width 80 feet [1] Measureme s and Exceptions Section 223
e B 3 primarily o singl Area 1000059, ft [2) Use Regulations Article 3
In the RS-150, RS-100, g Setbacks (minimum)’ Off-Street Parking Section -
o f. PDand P-A ved " Front 20 feet Landscaping Section —
@) Mult s in accord Side 7 feet (3] Notes:
A i . jn speck Side, abutting street 10 feet i nhe
with the uses are also ide, abutting str (2] Currently 12,0000, . in 512
permitted. ﬂ Rear 20 feet f4]* 3] Currently 10 feet in RS-100
. - 4] Currently 25 et in RS-12.and RS 108
& RMA12 residentisl mult ly. Thi i ity res i g Height (maximum)
5 " I suiding height 221t (See Sec 223)
» 8 " " ity resk Impervious Coverage (maximum)
dstrict, Building coverage 40 percent
specisl use permi procedurs, Total coverage 60 percent
. RM-18 residential . for
district, d Y
special use permit procedure.
. RM-24 residential
e for y
t il
B RML7S residential
residential hal proximity shoppir oy
h PDand primariy
@ and . They are B
~ ‘ institutionsl 1
the provisions of this chapter.
.
residential d related
In additi
b. RO
structures for office and related use.
e for ofessional
Em
gunmnEl the RO-1
along arterial and collector streets, a5 shown on the major street map.
d or1
collector
& PDandPDA
Sedona LDC - Districts and Uses 10

Module 1 PUBLIC DRAFT - July 2017




Another community’s use table
Tampa LDC use table

Article 7.3: Use Regulations 7.3.2. Allowed Use Tables
‘ . 7.3.201: Base and NNA-O District Use Table
TABLE 4-1 Base and NNA-O
D e Table an
SCHEDULE OF PERMITTED, ACCESSORY, AND SPECIAL USES BY DISTRICT* Residential | Mixed-Use Indus. | SpecP.
Zone District > 1E3
S—— ’ E{EE oo,
egend: ole 85135 |zlelzlal fi
8 Yowct L[312 2] [2(8)8]¢ s (213212 2 b5l olEle E]RIBIS] sitare
X—Permitted principal use sl
S1—Special use—Zoning administrator review ey AEEREREEEREEEEE c
Dwelling. Two-family (dupiex) P|P[P|P|P|P|PIPIP|PIC|PIR] |C
S2—Special use—City council review Dveling, Sing-farnly wlele|ele[e[plelplelelr[Rl e
Dweling, Mutt-family PP _[PIPICIC|P|PIPIPIR] |C 73301A
A—Permitted accessory use Dwelling, LiveMWork Unit BEEEEEEREREE
Manufactured Home P[P|PIP|P[PIPIPPIPIPIP Rl [C
— Manufactured H Park See Subsection 7.3.301B 7.3.3018
Blank—Prohibited use o Temm ol PR PP PIFIF Pl R[[P 73301C
Tiny House Community cfcfcicic|c R 7.33010
Group Living
Group Cooperative Livi elele|r|p[elele|elc|p|R
Uses RS- | RS- | RS- | RS- | RS- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- | RM- % RO- G:;Uw;e;es;em:.gsrv\all ?P|C|P|P|PIPIP|PIP|P|R 73301E
Gi Living Residence,
150 /100 |75 |60 |50 |12 |16 |18 |24 |35 |50 |75 1% N © il I Ll T
Group Living Residence, Large C C|P|P|P|PIP|P[R 7.3301E
?m':::y?m?‘s'nau plrle|r|r|rir|r|r|r|P|r|P|P R 7.3301E
Use Group A e i ele| [e[e[ | [elp| | |R 73301
E:g:l?snmem. Large Pl [plP Plp R 73301
Ad . x x Long-term Care Facilit PIP C|P|P|{P|P|CIC|P[R
aptive reuse PUBLIC, AND
éﬂ‘r‘:;r'_’f.’:v':“"yca" P plclcle|r|e|r|r]|c|c|c 733024
Bed and breakfast ST |S1 |s1 ST ST ST ST X X Contor Sma ! & Pl {P[Plelelp[plp P [RIC Sle 733024
Cemetery c|C cic cl|c R PP P
ghb‘n;mw&w' rlc c clrle| [plr|c[r|P|c|c 733028
Cemetery ST |S1 ST | S S1 S1 S1 S1 S1 S1 S1 S1 X | X Conestional Feclysbuvento R 3
Detoxification Cente C c|C clc P 73301E
FinsiSardoes EEEEEEREEENE
Congregateliving mmwspﬂal CCCCCP:CCCP: ::::ccc
Human Sevices Shefter clclelelclclele[ele] | [elPlp|PIRIC]E
facilities: Fagag, My or Q) clc|elp|r(r|r| [c|c|r|p|e
Park BlP[P|P|P|PIP|P|PIP|P|P|P|P|P|P|R. P
Public Safely Services clclclclclclc[clclclclrlplplpIRIPIRPIPIP
Facilities of 6 or fewer | X X X X X X X X X X X X X | X
= RetoolCS: Unified Development Code (UDC) Project

76 Final Draft November 2022




Potential Goal:

> Make Code More User-Friendly

Clarify and improve transparency and predictability of
development review and approval process

Application Scheduling and Limitations and
Completeness Notification Actions




Potential Goal:

. Modernize Zone Districts

Update lineup of zone districts, and refresh use standards
and regulations

 Better support the types of desired development
 Encourage revitalization of underinvested parts of the City




Potential Goal:

. ted District Layout

Article 3. Zone Districts Section 3.2.3. RSF-1: Residential §
Section 3.2. Residential Districts

Diagram with
3.2.3. 5 NR:,: Residential Single Family 1 District o 3 Labels Linked

The purpose of the RSF-1 ty 1 District is to that low- -
density, single-family detached dwellings on lots with a minimum lot area of 12,500 square feet. The district o - et to Ta b I e
u rpos e t ate m e nt occupations and home-based child care, and other compatible uses. District regulations discourage 2>

development that negatively impacts the quiet residential nature of the district

=] (d) Reference to Other Standards
ection 5.1 Mobility and Connectivity Standards ction .10 Residential Compatibility Standards
(b) Use Standards l Section 5. obility and C y Standard Se idential Compatibility St
eference to : - O vt i, By, snd Lo et o, snd e
Allowed uses and use-specific standards for principal, accessory, and temporary uses are established in Article Section52 ¢ o ierds SectionS.11 o ards
4:Use Regulations,
Sectionsg  Lanoscase. Bufle.andTree Protection | g, 0515 - Sustainable Development Standards
() Intensity l Standards
Section 5.4  Open Space Set-Aside Standards Section5.13  Sustainable Development Incentives
Standard All Uses |
Section 55 Vegetation Removal Sectlon5.14_Signs
Lotarea, min. sf) 12,500
Section56  Residential Tree Protection Section5.15_ Building Numbering and Street Naming
@ Lot width, min. (ft) [1] 90 . {
Section57 _ Flood Damage Prevention Adicle6  Subdivision Standards
© Frontyard setback, min. {ft) % 2
Section 58 Fence and Wall Standards Article7 __Public Facility Funding
© side yard setback, min. {ft) 10
CET T 3 Section59 _ Exterlor Lighting Standards AppendixA__ Engineering and Design Manual
I able of © Building height, max.{{1) 35
Living area, min. (sf) 1,800
Impervious coverage, max. (percent) 70

min.= minimum; max.= maximum

DimenSionaI NOTES: sf = square fe

(1] Minimum lot width is measured along the road frontage as well as along property fronting a lake, canal, or creek,

e References to Other
Standards bes

Applicable Standards

34 Maitland Land Development Code Adopted February 28, 2022 35




Potential Goal:

. Modernize Development Standards

Modernize development and design standards

* “Right-size” off-street parking requirements

 Enhance landscaping and tree protection
standards

 Create standards to improve
compatibility of infill development

* Add new neighborhood compatibility I
standards




Your Input: Other Goals,

Comments and Questions




Your Input and Next Steps

TAMPA FORWARD

Online survey open through October 1
Underway: Development of LDC Assessment

Later thisyear: Public release of LDC Assessment

TampaForward@tampagov.net

Project kickoff
survey

Tampa Forward
websit
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