
A G E N D A
STUART COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT/HISTORIC PRESERVATION

BOARD
TO BE HELD DECEMBER 1, 2020 AT 4:00 PM 

COMMISSION CHAMBERS
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.
STUART, FLORIDA 34994

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD

Chairman - Frank Wacha
Vice Chairman - VACANT

Board Member - Tom Campenni
Board Member - Faye James
Board Member - Chris Lewis
Board Member - Pete Walson

Board Member - Katie Makemson

ADMINISTRATIVE
 

Development Director, Kev Freeman
CRA Administrator, Pinal Gandhi-Savdas

Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), anyone who needs a special
accommodation to attend this meeting should contact the City's ADA coordinator at 288-5306
at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting, excluding Saturday and Sunday.

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the Board with respect to any matter
considered at this meeting, he will need a record of the proceeding, and that for such purpose
he may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record
includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

CALL TO ORDER

THIS MEETING WILL BE AVAILABLE LIVE VIA ZOOM:
Zoom links and ID information can be found at www.cityofstuart.us/meetings

ROLL CALL
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. Approval of July 7, 2020 Minutes
2. Approval of August 4, 2020 Minutes
3. Approval of September 1, 2020 Minutes
4. Approval of October 6, 2020 Minutes

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max)

COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD

1. R127-2020 Lucido Cottage Home - MUCCA
2. Resolution No. 01-2021 CRA Budget Amendment #01-2021 East Stuart Crosswalks
3. Public Art D&D

OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MATTERS

STAFF UPDATE

ADJOURNMENT

UPCOMING MEETINGS and EVENTS
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1.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Jordan Pinkston

Title of Item:
Approval of July 7, 2020 Minutes.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
N/A.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Approve.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
CRB Minutes_7.7.2020 11/23/2020 Cover Memo
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MINUTES  

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT/HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD  
JULY 7, 2020 AT 4:00PM   

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS  
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.  
STUART, FLORIDA 34994  

  
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD MEMBERS  

Chair – Frank Wacha  
Vice Chair – Nathan Ritchey  
Board Member – Faye James  

Board Member – Tom Campenni  
Board Member – Pete Walson  

Board Member – Katie Makemson 

Board Member – Chris Lewis  
  

ADMINISTRATIVE  
Development Director, Kev Freeman  

CRA Administrator, Pinal Gandhi-Savdas  
Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston  

  
  
ROLL CALL      4:03 PM 

Present (physically): Nathan Ritchey, Tom Campenni, Pete Walson, Katie Makemson 

Present (remotely): Faye James 

Absent: Chris Lewis 

  
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES  4:05 PM 

Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
    
CALL TO ORDER        
 
Katie Makemson was read the Oath of Office and sworn in by the City Attorney.  
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Board Member Faye James arrived to the meeting remotely.   4:08 PM 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA   
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (5 min. max):  None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS:   None.  
  
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD     
  

1. Discussion and Deliberation - CRA Incentive Programs 

  
PRESENTATION:  Pinal Gandhi-Savdas, CRA Administrator  

  
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS:    
 
Business Improvement Reimbursement Program 
 
Nathan Ritchey asked about the current point system. 
 
Mike Mortell explained how the current point system works and alternate options the 
board has.  
 
Tom Campenni said that he does not agree with this program and increasing Tiff 
because of it. He suggested changing the application to pose the question what is the 
project’s estimated return on investment and when will that occur. He would like to see 
this program giving CRA more bang for our buck and be more business oriented.  
 
Discussion regarding Tiff funding and program restrictions to businesses versus 
homeowners occurred.  
 
Pete Walson believes we are trying to reinvent the wheel and gave examples of what he 
believes are return on investments for the City.  
 
The board discussed current CRA programs and their return on investment.  
 
Mike Mortell commented on the board’s mission and CRA’s plan.  
 
The board deliberated on eligible activities to be included in the program.  
 
Pete Walson reiterated that the purpose of the CRA is to improve the look of the 
community. He said that it should be up to staff discretion how to spend the $50,000 
funding, it should not only be based on percentages.    
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Tom Campenni agreed and said that if there is extra money that has not been allocated 
then staff should be allowed to apply those funds to a larger project with a better chance 
of return on investment.  
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas suggested placing each project in a range to better evaluate 
applications.  
 
The board further discussed the point and range ranking system for the program.  
 
Kev Freeman said that the categories we currently have are not clear enough and 
would like to clarify the approval process if we go with the point system.  
 
Faye James commented on the point system and applicants meeting criteria.  
 
Kev Freeman said that we will need to come back and look at this program in isolation 
to analyze the criteria being requested.  
 
Nathan Ritchey said that he agreed.  
 
Tom Campenni said that the CRA and City Commission need to allocate the same 
amount of funds and it needs to be agreed upon to make it fair.  
 
Pete Walson made improvement suggestions.  
 
Katie Makemson said she was concerned about discouraging business owners to apply. 
 
Tom Campenni clarified that he was talking about a business plan for all businesses 
and compartmentalizing homeowners in each CRA area to apply.  
 
The board discussed legalities to restricting grants to certain areas and the scoring 
system. 
 
Design Assistance Program – No comments. 
 
REDA – No comments. 
 
Mural Matching Grant 
 
Nathan Ritchey said that it seems to ruffle feathers sometimes. 
 
The board discussed current murals in the City.  
 
Paint Up Program 
 
Katie Makemson suggested opening up the paint stores to more than Sherwin Williams.  
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Tom Campenni clarified why we use Sherwin Williams.  
 
Brush with Kindness 
 
Nathan Ritchey suggested cutting back the funding for this program due to lack of 
applicants.  
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas suggested reducing the amount allocated for the program since it 
is not being used and clarified what the program will fund. She explained that it is a 
partnership with Habitat for Humanity and the City of Stuart contributes a portion to 
assist with the program.  
 
Kev Freeman clarified what low income is currently.  
 
Tom Campenni asked to combine the Paint Up Program and Brush with Kindness.   
 
Faye James questioned the application and qualification process. 
 
David Dyess confirmed the requirements that Habitat for Humanity has for the program. 
He addressed Faye James’s concerns about East Stuart eligibility.  
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas confirmed the details of the program and that CRA contributes 
some funding to Habitat for Humanity, but it is organized by Habitat for Humanity.  
 
Pete Walson asked that staff do some community outreach to see if the funding can be 
used, if not then the funds may be used in a better way. 
 
Pinal Gandhi–Savdas said this program is triggered by code violations. 
 
Discussion continued about this program and others that are similar, such as the 
Facade Improvement Grant and funding them.  
 
Certified Local Government – Historic Preservation Grants 
 
Tom Campenni said that it would be easiest to piggyback on the County. He asked 
about Main Street eligibility. 
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas said that Main Street could apply because there is no match 
required, but if the City applies then we would need a match.  
 
Tom Campenni requested that the City of Stuart and Main Street work together and 
further discussion about the joint effort occurred.  
 
Tom Campenni left the meeting.   5:38PM 
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Community Development Block Grant 
 
Faye James asked about eligibility requirements.  
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas explained how the program works and how funding is dispersed.  
 
Request a Free Street Tree Program  
 
Discussion occurred about the program details.  
 
Pete Walson asked about the Watermark project and Springtree project and if shade 
trees could be included in each project.  
 
Mike Mortell confirmed that both those projects are within the City.  
 
The board discussed activities that occurred over the weekend. 
  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):    None.  
  
  

2. Presentation 315 E Oceola ST 

  
PRESENTATION: Kev Freeman, Development Director 

  
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS:   
 
The board discussed other projects that are nearby and have recently come before the 
boards.  
 
Mike Mortell discussed why this project is coming before the board.  
  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):   None.  
  
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS:   
 
Nathan Ritchey thanked Katie Makemson for joining the board and encouraged the 
public to sit on a board.  
 
OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD:  None.  
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MATTERS:  None.  
   
STAFF UPDATE:  None. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT     5:59 PM 
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______________________________     _________________________________  
Frank Wacha, Chair      Jordan Pinkston, Board Secretary  
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2.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Jordan Pinkston

Title of Item:
Approval of August 4, 2020 Minutes.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
N/A.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Approve.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
CRB Minutes_8.4.2020 11/23/2020 Cover Memo
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MINUTES 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT/HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
AUGUST 4, 2020 AT 4:00PM  

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS 
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE. 
STUART, FLORIDA 34994 

 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD MEMBERS 

Chair – Frank Wacha 
Vice Chair – Nathan Ritchey 
Board Member – Faye James 

Board Member – Tom Campenni 
Board Member – Pete Walson 
Board Member – Chris Lewis 

Board Member – Katie Makemson 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
Development Director, Kev Freeman 

Assistant to the City Manager, Pinal Gandhi-Savdas 
Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston 

 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Present (physically): Tom Campenni, Pete Walson, Katie Makemson, Nathan Ritchey 
Present (remotely): Faye James, Frank Wacha, Chris Lewis 
Absent: None.  
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Action: Approve. 
Moved by: Frank Wacha 
Seconded by: Tom Campenni 
Motion passed unanimously.  
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
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Action: Approve. 
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (3 min. max): None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS: None.  
 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD 
 

1. Resolution 96-2020; 315 Osceola Street MUCCU Continuation 
 

PRESENTATION:   Mike Stetson, Realtor representing applicant  
 
Staff recommended continuing the item to next month to review further documents.  
 
Mike Stetson gave a presentation.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: None.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Continue to September 1st CRB Meeting 
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 

2. 2nd Presentation – CDBG Application and Housing Assistance Plan 
 
PRESENTATION:   Pinal Gandhi-Savdas, CRA Administrator  
          Corbett Alday, Guardian CRM Inc. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS:  
 
Tom Campenni asked about grant preparation costs.  
 
Clarification regarding application cost’s and processes continued.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):   
 

1. Frank Bodwynn (Lake Claire Place) – questioned where the money comes from.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve with the following condition 

1. Grant preparation costs on the application are checked as yes and can be added at a 
future date.  

Moved by: Tom Campenni 
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Seconded by: Frank Wacha 
Motion passed unanimously.  
 

3. 2449-2020 Sailfish Cove UPUD 
 
PRESENTATION:   Tom Reetz, Senior Planner 

        Marcela Camblor, Camblor & Associates  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Discussion occurred regarding parking spaces, boardwalk, and setbacks.  
 
Mike Mortell clarified the parking agreement between the city and property owners.  
 
Pete Walson asked for clarification on what is being proposed.  
 
Kev Freeman clarified that staff is required to go into the code and see how each application 
differs. He said this plan is a unique project and gave examples of those differences.  
 
Mike Mortell confirmed the ordinance conditions being proposed.  
 
Frank Wacha wanted to confirm the PUD states that common areas will be maintained over 
time and the bio-swell run off will not enter the river.  
 
Marcela Camblor and Mike Mortell addressed Frank Wacha’s concerns and questions.  
 
Faye James asked if the condos are for purchase. 
 
It was confirmed by the board that they are for purchase.  
 
Faye James left the meeting. 
 
Clarification for the proposed artwork occurred and who will be maintaining it.  
 
Discussion about landscaping occurred.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None. 
 

1. Speaker #1 (Name not announced) -- Concerned about the width of sidewalks and 
handicap parking.  

2. Speaker #2 (Name not announced) -- Suggested different landscaping. 
3. Speaker #3 (Name not announced) -- Suggested changing the streetscape to a flat 

walkable area. 
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve with the following conditions: 

1. Redesign louvers for open space 
2. Up to 22 docks for resident use only 

Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed unanimously.  
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COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Tom Campenni asked that Kev Freeman show the board joining Osceola and Seminole as one 
unit falling under the same code. He suggested making the whole area four stories to increase 
density downtown. He suggested including this property in the 30% alcohol rule.  
  
 

4. Ordinance 2439-2020 Lone Palm Property Investments, LLC Future Land Use Map 
Amendment, Rezoning and MUCCU  
 

PRESENTATION:   Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner 
        Don Cuozzo, Cuozzo Design Group 
        Rick Hartman, Hartman Real Estate 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS 
 
Tom Campenni expressed his concerns about changing the zoning to downtown urban because 
it is a mile away. He explained the East Stuart Overlay would do the same thing but is only a 
block away.  
 
Pete Walson agreed that this is spot zoning.  
 
Mike Mortell said changing this would not require an additional hearing.  
 
Stephen Mayer presented the project.  
 
Katie Makemson asked for clarification on the number of units being proposed.  
 
Stephen Mayer confirmed that the lot was plated for six 50-foot lots. Current R1 zoning would 
not allow it to subdivide into six sublots because we have new zoning rules. As an example, the 
applicant could subdivide the property into four 75-foot-wide lots.  
 
Tom Campenni amended his motion to approve with East Stuart overlay.  
 
Kev Freeman clarified that there would need to be a future land use change to East Stuart, 
zoning change to single family subdistrict in East Stuart, and an East Stuart conditional use. He 
explained the process they would have to go through if they changed the conditional use. 
 
Mike Mortell explained how he understood the land use change under code. It was confirmed 
that the project would not have to come back before the CRB board.  
 
Tom Campenni requested that staff figure out a way to change the zoning, because he will not 
approve spot zoning. He explained why he was voting in favor of the project. He requested 
adding a hedge around the property.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):   
 

1. Betty & Gail Sipra (SE Lake Clair Place) – Property owner in the area and opposes the 
project.  

2. Donald Duffy (Martin Luther King Blvd.) – Opposed to the project for safety purposes.  
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3. Rosario Valdiviezo (SE 6th Street) – Opposed to the project because of the size of the 
proposed homes. 

4. Frank Bowdynn (Lake Clair Place) – Opposed to the project because it is not affordable, 
density, water concerns.  

5. Brooks Dubois (SE 6th Street) – Opposed to duplexes on MLK. 
6. Speaker #6 (Name not announced) – Opposed to project. 
7. Faith Coleman (SE 6th Street) – Opposed to project. 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC AFTER AMENDED MOTION (3 min. max):   

1. Speaker #1 (Name not announced) Concerned about the hedges being a safety hazard. 
2. Rosario Valdiviezo (SE 6th Street) – Asked questions about the design of the project and 

the timeline. 
3. Speaker #3 (Name not announced) -- Asked about disability requirements.  
4. Speaker #4 (Name not announced) -- Asked about spot zoning.  

 
MOTION 
Action: Approve with the following conditions: 

1. Substitute Urban Neighborhood overlay zone with East Stuart overlay zone 
2. Add a privacy hedge around the front of the property (6th Street & MLK)  

Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed 4-2. 

Nathan Ritchey - Yes 
Faye James – Absent 
Tom Campenni – Yes 
Pete Walson – No 
Katie Makemson – Yes  
Chris Lewis – No  
Frank Wacha – Yes  

 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Frank Wacha left the meeting. 
 
 

5. R97-2020 Walton Building (33 Degrees) 
 

PRESENTATION:   Tom Reetz, Senior Planner 
        Mark Brechbill, Applicant 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None. 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Discussion amongst the board regarding public art requirements based on code occurred.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve without an art contribution. 
Moved by: Pete Walson 
Seconded by: Karen Makemson 
Motion passed 3-2.  
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Nathan Ritchey – No  
Faye James – Absent 
Tom Campenni – No 
Pete Walson – Yes 
Katie Makemson – Yes  
Chris Lewis – Yes 
Frank Wacha – Absent  

  
 

6. Presentation on Contemporary Are Exhibit in Gazebo Park 
 
PRESENTATION:   Susan Corez, Office of Community Development in Martin County 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas, CRA Administrator  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
The board discussed locations of artwork and the duration artwork is on display.  
 
Katie Makemson told the applicant about a program called Sculptures by the Sea.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):   
 

1. Nancy Turrell (SE Coconut) – In favor of the project and excited to see it grow. 
 

MOTION  
Action: Approve. 
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 

7. Resolution No. 07-2020 CRA: Tentative CRA Budget for FY 2021 
 
PRESENTATION:   Pinal Gandhi-Savdas, CRA Administrator 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None 

 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS 
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve. 
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Chris Lewis 
Motion passed unanimously.  

Tom Campenni - Yes 
Pete Walson _ yes 
Nathan Ritchey - Yes 
Katie Makemson – Yes  
Chris Lewis – Yes  
Faye James – Absent 
Frank Wacha – Absent  
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MATTERS: None. 
 
STAFF UPDATE 
 
Tom Campenni requested that staff come back to the board about the East Stuart overlay 
boundary.  
 
Pete Walson requested a copy of the urban code.  
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas clarified sidewalk size and curbless streets in the Seminole Street project.  
 
Pete Walson commented on the tree ordinance and benches around the city.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_________________________________   ______________________________ 
Chris Lewis, Chair      Jordan Pinkston, Board Secretary 

 

 

 

 

Page 17 of 143



3.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Jordan Pinkston

Title of Item:
Approval of September 1, 2020 Minutes.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
N/A.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Approve. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
CRB Minutes_9.1.2020 11/23/2020 Cover Memo
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MINUTES 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT/HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
SEPTEMBER 1, 2020 AT 4:00PM  
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS 

121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE. 
STUART, FLORIDA 34994 

 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD MEMBERS 

Chair – Frank Wacha 
Vice Chair – Nathan Ritchey 
Board Member – Chris Lewis 

Board Member – Tom Campenni 
Board Member – Pete Walson 
Board Member – Faye James 

Board Member – Katie Makemson 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
Development Director, Kev Freeman 
Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston 

 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Present (physically): Tom Campenni, Katie Makemson, Nathan Ritchey, Chris Lewis 
Present (remotely): Faye James, Pete Walson, Frank Wacha 
Absent: None.  
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA  
Action: Approve with item #3 being rescheduled to come before the board on October 6, 2020.  
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Chris Lewis 
Motion passed unanimously.   
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (3 min. max): None.  
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COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS: None.  
 
OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD 
 

1. RESOLUTION NUMBER 96-2020 A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF 
THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A MAJOR URBAN CODE 
CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL TO THE PROPERTIES LOCATED AT 313-315 S.W. 
OSCEOLA STREET, AS DESCRIBED W ITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL 
DESCRIPTIONS; GRANTING APPROVAL FOR A MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENT 
CONSISTING OF FOURTEEN (14) RESIDENTIAL UNITS ON A 0.58 ACRE SITE; TO 
ALLOW A DENSITY OF TW ENTY-FOUR (24) UNITS PER ACRE; FOR PARKING W 
ITHIN THE BUILDING ENVELOPE; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING 
FOR A TIMETABLE OF DEVELOPMENT; PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (QJ) (RC) 
 

PRESENTATION:   Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner 
           Mike Stetson, Applicant Representative  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS  
 
Tom Campenni asked for clarification about the amount of condo associations and the boat 
dock. 
 
The applicant clarified that docks are for residents managed by one master association.  
 
Tom Campenni requested that one of the conditions for approval be the project has one HOA 
and no sub-HOA’s.  
 
Discussion regarding the boardwalk, artwork, surfaces on the project, and stormwater runoff 
maintenance plan occurred.   
 
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve with the following conditions. 

1. Applicant has one HOA 
2. Applicant gets an easement for the boardwalk 
3. Applicant provides a stormwater runoff maintenance plan  

Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 
Motion passed unanimously.   
 
 

2. PUBLIC ART (RC): RESOLUTION No. 107-2020; A RESOLUTION OF THE 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, 
GRANTING A MINOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL FOR PUBLIC 
ARTW ORK REQUIRED AS A CONDITION OF DEVELOPMENT FOR THE 
TREASURE COAST COMMUNITY CHURCH COMMERCIALPLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 20 N.E. DIXIE HIGHWAY IN THE 
CITY OF STUART, AS DESCRIBED W ITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION; 
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GRANTING APPROVAL TO LOCATE ‘A BRONZE SCULPTURE OF OUR LORD 
BREAKING BREAD W HILE SEATED AT THE CENTER OF A CONTEMPORARY 
INSTALLATION OF THE LAST SUPPER AT THE FRONT ENTRANCE OF THE W 
ORSHIP CENTER; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (RC)  

 
PRESENTATION:   Tom Reetz, Senior Planner 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  None. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Tom Campenni commented on the city’s criteria for public art.  
 
Kev Freeman clarified the city’s code and addressed the application process. 
 
Mike Mortell reiterated the city’s art code.  
 
The board and staff further discussed the city’s code definition and making art more publicly 
accessible.  
 
Frank Wacha recommended moving the artwork to another location to accommodate the public.  
 
Mike Mortell suggested the board making a new public art policy.  
 
Katie Makemson defended the location of the art suggested.  
 
The applicant clarified the reasoning behind the location choice and spoke about other artworks 
on the property.  
 
The board suggested addressing the code requirements for public art.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve.  
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Chris Lewis 
Motion passed with Pete Walson and Faye James opposing.    
 
 

3. EAST STUART URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE FOR DAYCARE FACILITY A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, 
GRANTING A MAJOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL TO THE 
PROPERTIES LOCATED AT THE NORTHW EST CORNER OF MARTIN LUTHER 
KING, JR. BOULEVARD AND SE CORTEZ AVENUE, AS DESCRIBED W ITHIN THE 
ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS; GRANTING APPROVAL FOR A LICENSED 
CHILD DAYCARE FACILITY ON A 0.93 ACRE SITE; TO ALLOW THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF ON-STREET PARKING W ITHIN THE RIGHT-OF-WAY; AND TO 
ALLOW A REDUCTION OF TW O REQUIRED PARKING SPACES; PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR A TIMETABLE OF DEVELOPMENT; 
PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (QJ) 
(RC) 
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PRESENTATION:   N/A.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (3 min. max):  N/A. 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Motion passed to approve the agenda with item #3 being rescheduled to come before the board 
on October 6, 2020. 
 
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MATTERS: None.  
 
STAFF UPDATE 
 
Pinal Gandhi-Savdas spoke about the Land Development Code Amendment that staff did 
regarding the Historical Preservation section of the code to partner with Martin County to apply 
for a Historic Preservation Grant. She discussed the requirements needed to do so and what 
Martin County suggested.  
 
Tom Campenni agreed that Stuart Main Street should apply for the grant and clarified that 
Martin County cannot piggie back. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
UPCOMING MEETINGS and EVENTS 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_________________________________   ______________________________ 
Nathan Ritchey, Chair     Jordan Pinkston, Board Secretary 
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4.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Jordan Pinkston

Title of Item:
Approval of October 6, 2020 Minutes.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
N/A.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Approve. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
CRB Minutes_10.6.2020 11/23/2020 Cover Memo
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MINUTES 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT/HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
OCTOBER 6, 2020 AT 4:00PM  

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS 
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE. 
STUART, FLORIDA 34994 

 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD MEMBERS 

Chairman – Frank Wacha 
Vice Chairman – Nathan Ritchey 

Board Member – Chris Lewis 
Board Member – Tom Campenni 

Board Member – Pete Walson 
Board Member – Faye James 

Board Member – Katie Makemson 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
Development Director, Kev Freeman 
Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston 

 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIENCE 
 
ROLL CALL 
Present: Nathan Ritchey, Tom Campenni, Pete Walson, Katie Makemson, Chris Lewis 

Absent: Faye James 

  
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max): None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: None.  
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APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max): None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: None.  
 
PRESENTATIONS 
 

1. KIWANIS CLUB OF STUART PARK PRESENTATION 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS:  
 
The board expressed their excitement for the project.  
 
Frank Wacha asked for clarification on the reason the presentation was coming before 
the board. 
 
Jim Chrulski clarified the reasons the grant was being presented and future 
presentations.  
 
Frank Wacha confirmed that there is no action required from the board.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max): None.  
 
MOTION 
None needed.  
 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (5 min. max): None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS:  
 
Frank Wacha made a comment regarding masks. 
 
 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD 
 

1. EAST STUART URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE FOR DAYCARE 
FACILITY A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A MAJOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL 
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USE APPROVAL TO THE PROPERTIES LOCATED AT THE NORTHW EST 
CORNER OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. BOULEVARD AND SE CORTEZ 
AVENUE, AS DESCRIBED W ITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL 
DESCRIPTIONS; GRANTING APPROVAL FOR A LICENSED CHILD 
DAYCARE FACILITY ON A 0.93 ACRE SITE; TO ALLOW THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF ON-STREET PARKING W ITHIN THE RIGHT-OF-
WAY; AND TO ALLOW A REDUCTION OF TWO REQUIRED PARKING 
SPACES; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR A 
TIMETABLEOF DEVELOPMENT; PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. (QJ) (RC) 

 
PRESENTATION:   Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner 
   Shawn Reed, Applicant 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS 
 
Pete Walson asked for clarification on the location of the sidewalk and utility easement. 
He questioned the shape of the building.  
 
Stephen Mayer confirmed the locations. 
 
Shawn Reed explained the reasons they designed the school’s layout the way it is 
being proposed.  
 
Discussion occurred with the applicant and Pete Walson regarding parking spaces, pick 
up and drop off location, operating hours, crossing guards.  
 
Katie Makemson expressed concerns about parking. 
 
Discussion occurred about parking options, exist and entry points to the school.  
 
Chris Lewis asked about community feedback. 
 
Shawn Reed confirmed the outreach that has occurred. 
 
Discussion occurred about landscaping, utility easements and fencing.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):  None. 
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve with the condition that there is a one-way street access added and 
landscaping is matched on both sides.  
Moved by: Pete Walson 

Seconded by: Tom Campenni 
Motion passed unanimously.  
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2. MINOR CONDITIONAL USE - THE DEHON BUILDING MURAL 

RESOLUTION NUMBER 10-2020 CRA; A RESOLUTION OF THE 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD OF THE CITY OF STUART, 
FLORIDA, GRANTING A MINOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE 
APPROVAL FOR PUBLIC ARTWORK (MURAL) NAMED HOUSE OF 
REFUGE’ ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 11 SE OSCEOLA STREET, AS 
DESCRIBED WITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION; GRANTING 
APPROVAL TO PAINT MURAL ON THE EXTERIOR EASTERN WALL OF 
THE DEHON BUILDING; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING 
FOR CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

 
PRESENTATION: Pinal Gandhi-Savdas, CRA Administrator   
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):  None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Pete Walson asked for clarification on the location of the mural and artwork.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 

3. MURAL MATCHING GRANT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CRA AND THE 
DEHON BUILDING INVESTORS, LLC. RESOLUTION NUMBER 11-2020 
CRA; A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE BOARD CHAIR 
TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE STUART COMMUNITY 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND DEHON BUILDING INVESTORS, LLC., 
FOR A MURAL MATCHING GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,000 TO 
INSTALL MURAL ON THE EXTERIOR EASTERN WALL OF THE DEHON 
BUILDING; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

 
PRESENTATION:   Pinal Gandhi Savdas, CRA Administrator  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS: 
 
Nathan Ritchey discussed the mural grant on Colorado Avenue and the cost 
comparison.  
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Steve Vitale spoke on behalf of the artist who will be doing the mural and the reasoning 
behind hiring him, price comparison and cost breakdown.  
 
Christopher Vitale confirmed that he painted the fence at Ground Floor Farm.  
 
Tom Campenni suggested revisiting the program but stated that there is no reason for it 
not to be approved because it meets all the requirements.  
 
Frank Wacha said that the location needs a revamp and is happy it is happening.  
 
Nathan Ritchey asked for clarification on the applicant’s artist choice.  
 
Steve Vitale expressed his feelings about the importance of these grant programs.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):  None.  
 
MOTION 
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 

4. AMENDMENT TO DOWNTOWN STUART OUTDOOR DINING PROGRAM 
RESOLUTION NUMBER 09-2020 CRA; A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD 
OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF 
STUART, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE DOWNTOWN OUTDOOR DINING 
PROGRAM MASTER PLAN, DEFINING OUTDOOR DINING (SEATING), 
ESTABLISHING SATURATION LEVEL OF PARKING SPACES DEDICATED 
TO OUTDOOR DINING; AND PROVIDING GUIDELINES AND 
REGULATIONS FOR OUTDOOR DINING PROGRAM; PROVIDING FOR 
CONFLICTS; SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

 
PRESENTATION:   Pinal Gandhi Savdas, CRA Administrator 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS 
 
The board discussed current parking processes, parking percentages, parking locations 
and the application process. 
 
Mike Mortell clarified the purpose of the program.  
 
Tom Campenni is impressed with the program.  
 
The board discussed future growth of the city and parking.  
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Pete Walson said that he is a fan of the program, but would like to expand further and 
look at different options to do so.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):   
 

1. Rick Wilson – Owner of the Gafford. Explained his reasoning for giving Luna’s 
their outdoor seating.  

 
MOTION 
Action: Approve.   
Moved by: Tom Campenni 
Seconded by: Pete Walson 

Motion passed.  
Chris Lewis – No  
Tom Campenni – Yes 
Nathan Ritchey – Yes 
Frank Wacha – Yes 
Katie Makemson – Yes 
Pete Walson - Yes 

 
 

5. DISCUSS AND DELIBERATE THE CITY’S PUBLIC ART CODE – 
SEC.3.01.08.  

 
PRESENTATION:   Tom Reetz, Senior Planner 
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS 
 
Tom Campenni said that what developers put up as public art is not really considered 
public art; it is additional architecture. He recommended a public art fund, so the entire 
city can benefit from it.  
 
Frank Wacha asked if a motion needed to be made. 
 
Staff confirmed that this is only discussion and no motion was needed.   
 
Chris Lewis said he has been treating each art proposal individually. He gave examples 
of art around town.  
 
Discussion occurred about public art descriptions, requirements and contingencies.  
 
Kev Freeman said that code directs us to accept whatever art comes in and it is all 
subjective. It is then up to the board to decide approval.  
 
Staff and board discussed public art locations in the CRA and compared our program to 
other cities.  

Page 29 of 143



Pete Walson suggested changes on how we view art and the artist.  
 
Frank Wacha made recommendations to change the current code text.  
 
Kev Freeman summarized what staff gathered from board recommendations.  
 
Nancy Turrell explained where public art funds typically come from.  
 
The board discussed public art funding.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max):  None 
 
 
OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD: None.  
 
 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MATTERS: None.  
 
 
STAFF UPDATE: None.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION 
Action: Adjourn.   
Moved by: Chris Lewis 

Seconded by: Nathan Ritchey 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 
UPCOMING MEETINGS and EVENTS: None.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________     ______________________________ 
Nathan Ritchey, Chair     Jordan Pinkston, Board Secretary 
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1.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Tom Reetz

Title of Item:
RESOLUTION No. 127-2020;  A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A MAJOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE
APPROVAL TO LUCIDO INVESTMENT PROPERTIES LLC, OWNER OF THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT THE SOUTH WEST CORNER OF SE OSCEOLA STREET AND SE GEORGIA
AVENUE AS DESCRIBED WITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION; GRANTING
APPROVAL FOR A SINGLE FAMILY HOME IN THE URBAN GENERAL ZONING DISTRICT;
TO ALLOW THE REAR SETBACK TO BE LESS THAN FIFTEEN (15) FEET, AN OVERHANG
TO PROJECT MORE THAN THREE (3) FEET INTO THE SIDE SETBACK AND FOR
PARKING TO BE LOCATED AT THE FRONT OF THE BUILDING; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR A TIMETABLE OF DEVELOPMENT; PROVIDING FOR
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
 The applicant, Tom Lucido, is requesting a Major Urban Code Conditional Use approval as per
Section 3.01.06 of the City of Stuart Land Development Code.  If granted, the conditional use
would allow for the development of a 2,204 (under air) square foot single family residence on a
.081 acre site in the City’s Urban General zoning district.
 
The applicant has requested the following variances from code:
 
1. The rear setback to be less than fifteen (15) feet,
2. An overhang to project more than three (3) feet into the required five (5) foot side setback, and
3. For parking to be located at the front of the building  for property located in the Urban
General zoning district within the City's Community Redevelopment Area (CRA) See Plans and
Elevations attached as exhibits to Resolution No. 127-2020.
 
The property is located between SE Ocean Blvd. and SE Osceola street and is only 70 feet
wide.  There is a 5 foot FP&L easement in the rear and a 5 foot easement on Georgia Avenue
which Mr. Lucido granted to the City many years ago. The two easements reduce the usable
depth of the property to 60 feet. The proposed lot width is 47 feet. When designing the home
and considering the remaining portion of the lot, the architect realized the need for both rear and
side setback consideration for relief. It is Mr. Lucido's hope to develop additional residences in
the future for the remaining property, providing adequate square footage for each home. The
request is for relief to the urban code for the three (3) variances listed above. Today's request is
for this first residence if approved, Tom plans to build in 2021.
 
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
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Recommended Action:
 Motion to approve and forward item to the City Commission with a recommendation of
approval.  
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
A1. Resolution No. 127-2020 Cottage Home
w Plans & Elevations 11/23/2020 Resolution add

to Y drive
B1. Staff Report 11/23/2020 Staff Report
D1. Preliminary Drainage Statement 11/22/2020 Backup Material
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BEFORE THE CITY COMMISSION 

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA 

 

RESOLUTION NUMBER 127- 2020 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 

STUART, FLORIDA, GRANTING A MAJOR URBAN CODE 

CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL TO LUCIDO INVESTMENT 

PROPERTIES LLC, OWNER OF THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE 

SOUTH WEST CORNER OF SE OSCEOLA STREET AND SE GEORGIA 

AVENUE AS DESCRIBED WITHIN THE ATTACHED LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION; GRANTING APPROVAL FOR A SINGLE FAMILY 

HOME IN THE URBAN GENERAL ZONING DISTRICT; TO ALLOW  

THE REAR SETBACK TO BE LESS THAN FIFTEEN (15) FEET, AN 

OVERHANG TO PROJECT MORE THAN THREE (3) FEET INTO THE 

SIDE SETBACK AND FOR PARKING TO BE LOCATED AT THE FRONT 

OF THE BUILDING; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING 

FOR A TIMETABLE OF DEVELOPMENT; PROVIDING FOR 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

    

* * * * * 

WHEREAS, the City Commission of Stuart, Florida, has adopted and administers 

Section 3.01.06 of the Land Development Code; and   

WHEREAS, the Applicant, Thomas Lucido, is requesting a Major Urban Code 

Conditional Use approval to allow for development of a 2,204 square foot (under air) single 

family house on .081 acres of land, and  

WHEREAS, the applicant has requested a variance allowing the rear setback to be 

less than fifteen (15) feet, a variance for an overhang to project more than three (3) feet into 

the required five (5) foot side setback and a variance for parking to be located at the front of 

the building on a portion of property located in the Urban General (UG) zoning district within 

the City’s Community Redevelopment Area; and 
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 

2 

 

 

WHEREAS, at the hearing the applicant showed by substantial competent evidence 

that the application does not create any detrimental effects on adjacent land uses within three 

hundred (300) feet of the proposed location; and  

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Board held a properly noticed hearing at 

a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the application of the Petitioner and recommended 

approval of the Major Urban Code Conditional Use on December 1, 2020; and 

  WHEREAS, City Commission held a properly noticed hearing at a regularly 

scheduled City Commission meeting to consider the application of the Petitioner to approve 

the Major Urban Code Conditional Use Approval on December 14, 2020. 

WHEREAS, the conditional use approval shall run with the land; and 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 

THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA that: 

SECTION 1: Subject to the conditions attached hereto, the City Commission hereby 

approves a Major Urban Code Conditional Use Approval to Tom Lucido, owner of certain 

real property located at the south west corner of SE Osceola Street and SE Georgia Avenue, 

Stuart Florida, as detailed within the attached legal description.  

SECTION 2: A legal description of the property is set forth in “Exhibit A” attached hereto 

and made a part hereof by reference. 

 SECTION 3:  A Survey depicting the property is attached hereto as “Exhibit B” and made a 

part hereof by reference. 

SECTION 4: The applicant’s single-family residence shall be constructed and operate in 

accordance with conditions set forth in “Exhibit C”, as attached. 
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 

3 

 

 

SECTION 5:  The purpose of this Urban Code Conditional Use approval is to allow for the 

development of a single-family residence, varying from code requirements by allowing the 

rear setback to be less than fifteen (15) feet, a variance allowing an overhang to project more 

than three (3) feet into the required five (5) foot side setback and a variance for parking to be 

located at the front of the building as per the details included on the Site Plan by Lucido and 

Associates, dated 10.13.2020; the Architectural Floor Plans & Elevations by Kelly & Kelly 

Architects, dated 08.06.2020 and a Preliminary Drainage Statement by C. Calvert 

Montgomery & Associates, Inc. engineers, signed and sealed on 11.19.20; and shall be 

deemed the Development Documents included as “Exhibit D”. 

SECTION 6:  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

Commissioner _______________ offered the foregoing resolution and moved its adoption.  The 

motion was seconded by Commissioner _____________________ and upon being put to a roll 

call vote, the vote was as follows:   

 YES NO ABSENT ABSTAIN 

MICHAEL J. MEIER, MAYOR     

EULA R. CLARKE, VICE MAYOR     

BECKY BRUNER, COMMISSIONER     

MERRITT MATHESON, COMMISSIONER     

TROY MCDONALD, COMMISSIONER     

 

ADOPTED this 14TH day of December, 2020. 

ATTEST: 

______________________________  ______________________________ 

MARY R. KINDEL     MICHAEL J. MEIER   

CITY CLERK      MAYOR 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

AND CORRECTNESS: 

 

_______________________________ 

MICHAEL J. MORTELL. ESQ. 

CITY ATTORNEY 
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 
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CITY’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

STATE OF FLORIDA,  

COUNTY OF ________________ 

 

The above Resolution, Acceptance and Agreement was acknowledged before me by means 

 of      physical presence or      online notarization, this _____day of __________________, 

2020, by MICHAEL J. MEIER, Mayor, and Mary R. Kindel, City Clerk, respectively, of the 

City of Stuart, Florida, a Florida municipal corporation.  

 

Personally Known OR Produced Identification 

Type of ID Produced _____________  

Signature of Notary Public: _____________________________ 

    

    Commission Expires:  

 

Notary Seal:  
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 
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ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT 
 

BY SIGNING THIS ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT, THE UNDERSIGNED 

HEREBY  ACCEPTS AND AGREES TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

CONTAINED IN THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION, AND ALL EXHIBITS, 

ATTACHMENTS AND DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS, INTENDING TO BE 

BOUND THEREBY, AND THAT SUCH ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT IS 

DONE FREELY, KNOWINGLY, AND WITHOUT ANY RESERVATION, AND FOR 

THE PURPOSES EXPRESSED WITHIN THE FOREGOING RESOLUITON. IF IT IS 

LATER DISCOVERED THAT THE UNDERSIGNED, OR ITS SUCCESSORS OR 

ASSIGNS HAVE FAILED IN ANY MATERIAL WAY TO DEVELOP THIS 

BUSINESS ACCORDING TO THIS RESOLUTION, ITS CONDITIONS, AND THE 

DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS, THE UNDERSIGNED UNDERSTANDS AND 

AGREES THAT THIS RESOLUITION MAY BE AMENDED OR REPEALED 

BY THE CITY COMMISSION, AND THAT OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS 

AND PENALTIES MAY BE TAKEN AGAINST THE UNDERSIGNED, ITS 

SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS, BY THE CITY, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO 

SANCTIONS DESCRIBED IN THIS RESOLUITION, CODE ENFORCEMENT 

ACTIONS, PERMIT AND LICENSING SUSPENSIONS OR REVOCATIONS, AND 

ANY OR ALL OTHER APPLICABLE CIVIL AND CRIMINAL ACTIONS. 
 

 

WITNESSES: 

                                                                                   Lucido Investment Properties LLC 
 

Witness #1:                                                             Registered Agent/Owner: Thomas Lucido 
 

 

Print Name:   Print Name:    
 

 

Signature:   Signature:    
 

 

Witness #2: 

Print Name:    
 

 

Signature:    
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Exhibit ‘A’   Legal Description: 

 
SEC 4-38-41, N 1/2 OF FOLLOWING: BEG 1798' E OF SW COR GOVT LOT 3 & N 40' TO POB, 
N 250.97', W 70.42', S 253.50' & E 70' TO POB PI# 4-38-41-000-000-00061-20000 
(Applicant is to provide new legal description for a portion of the north 1/2 parcel prior to being 
heard by the City Commission) 
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 

7 

 

 

Exhibit ‘B’ Boundary Survey 
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Resolution No. 127-2020 – Cottage Home - Georgia Avenue - MUCCA 
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Exhibit ‘C’ Conditions of Approval 

 

 

1. The project shall adhere to the Site Plan, by Lucido and Associates, dated 10.13.2020 

 

2. The project shall adhere to the Architectural Floor Plans & Elevations by Kelly & 

Kelly Architects, dated 08.06.2020, The single-family residence shall be constructed 

of concrete masonry units. 

 

3. The project shall comply with Preliminary Drainage Statement by C. Calvert 

Montgomery & Associates, Inc. engineers, signed and sealed on 11.19.20. 

 

4. The applicant shall submit a legal description to be included for the newly formed 

property prior to the approving Resolution being recorded. 

 

5. The applicant shall obtain a unity of title for the remainder of the North 1/2 lot with 

existing improved parking area and the south 1/2 lot with existing building prior to 

building permits being issued for the cottage home. 

 

6. Except as provided herein, all development of the single-family home shall comply 

with City Code. 

 

7. Any sidewalks damaged along SE Osceola Street or SE Georgia Avenue during 

construction shall be repaired and/or replaced by the applicant as per the City’s 

specification. 

 

8. Final Construction Drawings shall be reviewed and approved by all necessary City 

departments prior to the issuance of any building permits. 

 

9. The applicant shall obtain a Certificate of Occuapncy for the single family home as 

shown on the architectural, and site plans prior to December 31, 2023. 
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Exhibit ‘D’ Site Plan 
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Exhibit ‘D’ Floor Plan 1 
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Exhibit ‘D’ Floor Plan 2 
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Exhibit ‘D’ Elevations 
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CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT BOARD 

STAFF REPORT 
 
 

MEETING DATE: December 1, 2020   PREPARED BY:  Tom Reetz 
Senior Planner 

 
PROJECT NAME:   Cottage Home – Tom Lucido – Georgia Avenue 
                  
 
TITLE OF ITEM:  Request to consider a Major Urban Code Conditional Use approval to 

allow a single-family residence on a corner lot for property located in 
the Urban General (UG) zoning district within the City’s Community 
Redevelopment Area. 
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I. APPLICATION SUMMARY  

The applicant, Tom Lucido, is requesting a major urban code conditional use approval 
as per Section 3.01.06 of the City of Stuart Land Development Code.  The applicant has 
owned the property for many years and if approved with requested variances, will allow 
If granted, the conditional use would allow for the development of a single family 
residence in the City’s Urban General zoning district and for Mr. Lucido to develop 
additional residences in the future for the remaining portion of the property, providing 
adequate square footage for each home. 
 
The applicant is required to request a Major Urban Code Conditional Use allowing the 
The rear setback to be less than fifteen (15) feet, an overhang to project more than 
three (3) feet into the required five (5) foot side setback, and for parking to be located at 
the front of the building for property located in the Urban General zoning district within 
the City's Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). 
 
The design meets all other Urban General (UG) design requirements.  

 

 

III. ZONING AND LAND USE 

Site Location South West corner of SE Osceola Street and SE 
Georgia Avenue. 

Parcel Size (area) .08 acres 

  

Subject Property Land Use Downtown Redevelopment 

Adjacent FLU (Future Land Use) North Downtown Redevelopment 

 South Downtown Redevelopment 

 East Office Residential 

 West Downtown Redevelopment 

Subject Property Overlay 
Zoning 

Urban Neighborhood 

 North Urban Waterfront 

 South  Urban Genaeral 

 East Urban General 

 West R-3 Residential /Office 

Proposed Use Single Family Residence 

Present Use Undeveloped 

Land Use Plan Downtown Redevelopment 

ROADWAY AND UTILITIES 

Street Functional  
Classifications 

The property is in the Urban General zoning district 
in the City’s CRA.  

Utilities Sewer and Water are provided by the City of 
Stuart. 

 

II. HISTORY  

The property is currently vacant and will be developed on a portion of the north 1/2 of 
the described property on a survey by Stephen Brown dated 11.19.91. Mr. Lucido will 
provide a sketch and legal description for a 47-foot-wide portion for the new cottage 
home prior to being heard by the City Commission. 
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IV. CITY DEPARTMENTAL REVIEWS  

Public Works (Marc Rogolino) 
No objection 

Fire/Building (Matt Cawley) 
Reviewed at permitting 

Police (Brian Bossio) Reviewed at permitting 

 

V. EXISITING CONDITIONS:  
 

 
 

VI. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION: 

The legal notification requirements have been met for this request of a Major Urban 
Code Conditional Use approval. In accordance with the requirements set forth in 
Section 11 of the City of Stuart’s Land Development Code. Documentation of the public 
notice is part of the record as well as on file within the City Development Department.  
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VII. STANDARDS FOR URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW: LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE – SECTION 3.01.06  

 

1. The proposed use is not contrary to the established land uses in the 
immediate area. 

 
The Future Land Use of properties within proximity to the site is Downtown 
Redevelopment and R-3 zoning. The property is situated within the City of Stuart 
Community Redevelopment Area (CRA). The list of permitted uses include 
residential. The proposed single family residence complies with the list of uses in 
the Urban Code and is therefore consistent with the established land uses. 
 

2. The proposed use would not significanly depart from the densities or 
intensities of use in the surrounding area and thereby increase or overtax 
the load on public facilities such as schools, utilities, and streets and other 
public infrastructure. 
 
Approval of the urban code conditional use would allow for a single family home 
which will have a diminimus if any increase demand on the local school district. 
 

3. The proposed use will not be contrary to the proposed land use plan and 
will not have an adverse effect on the goals, policies and objectives of the 
comprehensive plan. 
 
Approval of the urban code conditional use would not be contrary to the adopted 
land use plan or other relevant goals, objectives, and policies concerning single 
family use. The Downtown Future Land Use references individual projects and 
sites consisting of single uses. A single family home is consistent with this 
language and would not detract from the mixture of residential and professional 
office uses that exist in the neighborhood. 
 

4. The existing district boundaries are illogically drawn in relation to existing 
conditions on the property proposed for change. 

 
There are no proposed changes to the existing district boundary.   

 
5. The proposed use will not create or excessively increase traffic congestion 

or otherwise affect public safety. 
 
The proposed single family use will rely on on existing infrastructure to 
accommodate the vehicular traffic flow utilizing the site.  
 

6. The proposed use will not create drainage or a storm water quality 
problem. 
 
The development of the site will be performed in accordance with approved 
building permits, and the drainage statement provided by Scott Montgomery 
which will ensure that the required drainage and stormwater quality is obtained. 
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7. The proposed use will not significantly reduce light or air to adjacent areas. 
 
The proposed single story home will not reduce light of air to adjacent areas. 

 
8. The proposed use is less burdensome on neighboring properties and on 

public infrastructure than uses permitted by right in the district. 
 
A single family home is the least burdensome of uses permitted throughout the 
CRA district. 
 

9. The proposed use is not out of scale with the uses permitted by right in the 
district and with the existing uses in the neighborhood. 
 
The proposed single family home is in scale with the uses permitted by right in 
the Community Redevelopment Area district. The proposal is a single family 
home with an Old Florida bungalow design (looks historic), as demonstrated by 
the illustrative elevations, and is consistent with the intent and quality of 
construction the City desires of the Community Redevelopment Area.       
 

10. There are no other adequate sites for the proposed use in districts in which 
the proposed use is permitted by right within the city.   
 
A major urban code conditinal use is required for the single family home in the 
Urban General Community Redevelopment Area and is a permitted use within 
Section 3 of the Urban Code.  
 

IX. CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE 
DECISION MAKER: SEC. 11.01.10(G)(6) 

 
In applying the above standards, the decision-maker will consider each of 
the following factors: 

 
1. Ingress and egress to the property and the proposed structures to be 

located thereon, if any, including considerations of automotive and 
pedestrian safety and convenience, of traffic flow and control, and of 
access in case of fire or catastrophe. 
 
The proposal will be reviewed by the Fire and Public Works Departments at 
permitting and who have no objections to the proposed use at this time. 

 
2. Off-street parking and loading areas including consideration of the 

economic impact thereof on adjacent properties and of any noise and glare 
cerated by the location of offstreet parking and loading areas on adjacent 
and nearby properties. 
 
The proposal does not have any off-street parking.  One of the two parking 
spaces required is in the garage. The second parking space stacks in front of the 
garage. (Variance requested) 

 
3. Refuse and service areas including consideration of the economic impact 
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thereof on adjacent properties and of any noise and odor created by the 
location of refuse and service areas on adjacent and nearby properties. 
 
The applicant will use the refuse and service areas provided by the City and 
acceptable to the City’s Public Works Department. 

 
4. Utlitites including condideration of hook-up locations and availability and 

compatbility of utilites for the proposed uses. 
 

           Public Works has initially reviewed the proposal and have no objections in regard 
           proposed connections to utilities.   
 

5. Screening and buffering including consideration of the type, dimensions, 
and character thereof to preserve and improve compatibility and harmony 
amoung the proposed uses and structures specially permitted and the 
uses and structures of adjacent and nearby properties. 
 
The applicant will propose more than adequeate landscaping within the site. 

 
6. Signage and exterior lighting including consideration of glare, traffic 

safety, and economic effects thereof on adjacent and nearby properties.  
 NA 

 
7. Required yards and open spaces. 

NA 
 

8. Height of proposed structures including consideration of the effects 
thereof on adjacent and nearby properties.  
The applicant is permitted to construct a single family home on the property at a 
maximum height of three stories or 35 feet in height. The total height of the 
proposed single family home is two stories and 28’ 0”+- in height. 

 

VIII. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Based upon compliance with the City of Stuart’s Comprehensive Plan and the 
pertinent standards found within Section 3.01.06 of the City of Stuart’s Urban Code, 
staff recommends APPROVAL of the applicant’s request to consider a MAJOR 
URBAN CODE CONDITIONAL USE to allow the single family home in accordance 
with the conditions attached to Resolution No. 127-2020.  
 
Staff is requesting the Community Redevelopment Board consider the merits of the 
proposal and recommend the application be forwarded to the City Commission for 
final action of approval.  
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2.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Pinal Gandhi-Savdas

Title of Item:
BUDGET AMENDMENT TO ALLOCATE CRA FUNDS FOR HIGH VISIBILITY
CROSSWALKS IN EAST STUART.
 
RESOLUTION NUMBER  01-2021 CRA; A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF THE
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA,
AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 TO THE FY 2021 CRA BUDGET TO TRANSFER
FUNDS FROM THE CRA FUND BALANCE TO ALLOCATE TO THE EAST STUART HIGH
VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS IN THE AMOUNT OF $75,000 TO IMPROVE THE VISIBILITY OF
PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALKS; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS; SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
The City and CRA are undertaking infrastructure improvements in the East Stuart neighborhood to improve the
appearance of the road and visibility of pedestrian crosswalks by installing high-visibility crosswalk markings.
 
The City's Public Works Departments will be repairing and resurfacing streets within the East Stuart
neighborhood as part of their Annual Pavement Maintenance Program (Zone maps attached).  The pavement
maintenance project in Zone 3 began in mid-November and expected to be completed in February 2021.   The
resurfacing work will remove the existing crosswalk markings.
 
There are 38 crosswalks identified within the East Stuart neighborhood as part of the project.  The CRA is
proposing to enhance the traditional crosswalk markings to the high-visibility marking pattern to
improve pedestrian safety and driver awareness of pedestrian presence within the neighborhood.     
 
The benefits of high-visibility crosswalks include:
 

Improve pedestrian safety
Increase visibility of crosswalks
Call driver’s attention to people crossing
Avoids drivers from stopping into crosswalks
Reduce pedestrian-vehicle crashes
Improve the appearance of the neighborhood
Provide fun and safe crossings in the neighborhood for students along the school walking route

Several studies and facts indicate the reasons to install high-visibility crosswalks:
According to FHWA, high-visibility crosswalks can reduce pedestrian crashes by 23-48%
FDOT recommends using high-visibility crosswalks within 1-mile of all schools
More cost effective compared to adding substantial crossing treatments such as raised median, traffic
and pedestrian signals
Minimal maintenance for striped crosswalks compared to brick pavers
Brick pavers are not highly visible - particularly at night, in the rain and over time as they lose contract
with the surrounding street
24” solid longitudinal lines will be spaced to avoid the wheel paths and reduce cracking and visibility of
crosswalk
Drivers traveling at 30 mph have eight additional seconds of awareness of crossing pedestrians
Acts as traffic calming and lowers speeding in the neighborhood
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Safe Routes to School recommends high visibility crosswalks in or near school zones or at key crossing
in neighborhoods to support safe walking routes for students

 
The estimated costs to install the high-visibility crosswalks is $75,000.  The new crosswalks will be installed in
March/April 2021, soon after the resurfacing project is completed.     
 
The color markings will be the same material that the City recently used for the green bike lanes along Colorado
Avenue and the crosswalk on N Dixie Hwy (by the Sailor's Return restaurant).  The MMA road markings is
highly durable, skid resistance and provide color stability over the lifecycle of the markings and requires little
maintenance. 
 

Funding Source:
FROM:            CRA FY 2021 Fund Balance – $75,000
TO:                  East Stuart Crosswalks – $75,000

Recommended Action:
Recommend to the CRA Board to approve Resolution No. 01-2021 authorizing a budget allocation of $75,000
for the East Stuart Crosswalks Project.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
A1. Resolution No. 01-2021 Budget
Amendment #01-2021 11/20/2020 Resolution add

to Y drive
B1. Presentation - East Stuart Crosswalks
Proposal 11/20/2020 Backup Material

C1. Zone 3 Maintenance Project Map 11/16/2020 Backup Material
D1. Press Release for Pavement
Maintenance Project - Zone 3 11/16/2020 Backup Material

D2. Quote 11/20/2020 Backup Material
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BEFORE THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA 

 

 RESOLUTION NUMBER  01-2021 CRA 

 

  A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF THE COMMUNITY 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF STUART, 

FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 TO THE FY 

2021 CRA BUDGET TO TRANSFER FUNDS FROM THE CRA FUND 

BALANCE TO ALLOCATE TO THE EAST STUART HIGH 

VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS IN THE AMOUNT OF $75,000 TO 

IMPROVE THE VISIBILTY OF PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALKS; 

PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS; SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING 

FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.  

 

*   *   *   *   * 

  

 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF 

THE CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA, that:   

 

SECTION 1:   The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Stuart hereby authorizes a 

FY 2021 budget transfer as follows: 

 

 FROM: CRA FY 2021 Fund Balance – $75,000 

 TO:   East Stuart Crosswalks – $75,000 

 

SECTION 2: This resolution shall take effect upon adoption. 
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Resolution No. 01-2021 CRA 
Budget Amendment #1 to FY 2021 CRA Budget 

 
 

Board Member      offered the foregoing resolution and moved its 

adoption. The motion was seconded by Board Member      and upon 

being put to a roll call vote, the vote was as follows: 

 

 

 YES NO ABSENT ABSTAIN 

MICHAEL J. MEIER, CHAIRPERSON     

EULA R. CLARKE, VICE CHAIRPERSON      

BECKY BRUNER, BOARD MEMBER     

MERRITT MATHESON, BOARD MEMBER     

TROY MCDONALD,  BOARD MEMBER     

PETE WALSON, EX-OFFICIO BOARD MEMBER     

TOM CAMPENNI, EX-OFFICIO BOARD MEMBER      

 

 

 

ADOPTED this ______ day of ________, 2021. 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________   __________________________ 

MARY R. KINDEL     MICHAEL J. MEIER   

CITY CLERK      CHAIRPERSON 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

AND CORRECTNESS: 

 

 

___________________________________ 

MICHAEL MORTELL 

CITY ATTORNEY 
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Next

FDOT Issues Update on Roosevelt Bridge

Repair

Posted on: November 9, 2020

Stuart, FL – The City of Stuart 2021 Pavement

Maintenance Project is scheduled to commence

this week and weather permitting, is expected to be

completed by March 31, 2021.  

Each year, the City of Stuart inspects the roadways

and identifies those streets that require repair or

reconstruction for the Annual Pavement

Maintenance Program.  Annual maintenance

extends the life of our roads and helps us get the

most out of our investment in infrastructure.  To

facilitate coordination with other projects and

minimize impacts to residents the City has adopted

a zone-based system. 

As part of the Annual Pavement Maintenance Program the City of Stuart will be

completing essential road repairs and restoration within Zone 3 as well as

completing remaining roadways within Zone 2 (SE Osceola St., SE Fourwinds Dr.).

The road work will consist of:

Pavement point repairs (will include excavation & asphalt restoration of a

specific area).

Milling/overlay (consists of milling off existing asphalt and replacing with new

asphalt). 

Crack-sealing & Micro-surfacing (consists of the application of a polymer

modified cold-mix paving system onto the existing pavement surface).

Road work will require intermittent lane shifts and closures.  Streets may be partially

closed during posted working hours.  However, the contractor is required to allow

residents to access their driveway when it is safe and possible to do so.   

For more information please visit www.cityofstuart.us.

###

⇒

Posted on: October 29, 2020

Stuart, FL http://cityofstuart.us/CivicAlerts.aspx?AID=99

2 of 3 11/16/2020, 4:37 PM
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3.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

CRB/HPB Board
Meeting Date:12/1/2020 Prepared by:Tom Reetz

Title of Item:
Public Art - Discussion and Deliberation
 
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
The Community Redevelopment Board suggested changes to the City's public art code - Sec. 3.01.08. at its
October 6, 2020 meeting.  This afternoon is a continued discussion with the following suggested changes to
code described in strikethrough and underline:
Sec. 3.01.08. - Public art.
C. Requirements for receiving building permit. All new development and renovation development pursuant to
chapter XII shall elect one of the options listed below prior to the issuance of a building permit: 
1. Provide work of art on the development site provided the work is an original and must be created
individually by a professional artist or team of artists. Bronze sculptures in limited editions of not more than
50 in all sizes and materials by a single artist are allowed. The value of the work of art shall not be less than
one percent of the vertical construction cost of the development. The nature of the work of art shall be
proposed by the developer and shall be submitted to the city's community redevelopment board which shall
review the proposal for conformity with the public art standards set forth below. An approved work of art shall
be incorporated into the site plan, public lobby floor plan or the landscape plan and be visible from a public
right-of-way for the development as part thereof.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Staff is requesting the board discuss a text amendment and direct staff to bring to the Local Planning Agency
and City Commission for approval to the City's Land Development Regulations to improve the application of the
City's public art code.
 
Also, attached a presentation by Nancy Turrell, executive director of the Arts Council for Martin County. The
presentation highlights ideas from other communities that could improve the city program.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
A1. Revised Chapter 3 Public Art Code 11/22/2020 Cover Memo
D1. Nancy Turrell presentation 11/23/2020 Backup Material
D2. Americans for the Arts resource 11/23/2020 Backup Material
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Sec. 3.01.08. - Public art.  

A.  Intent. The intent of this section is to further the commitment of the city to the aesthetic enrichment of 
the Urban Code District through the private acquisition of works of art so that citizens and visitors to 
the Urban Code District of the city will be afforded an opportunity to enjoy and appreciate works of 
art.  

B.  Applicability. The provisions of this section shall apply to all new development and substantial 
renovations (as defined in chapter XII of this Code) in the Urban Code District with the exception of a 
duplex, single-family home and single-family home subdivisions.  

C.  Requirements for receiving building permit. All new development and renovation development 
pursuant to chapter XII shall elect one of the options listed below prior to the issuance of a building 
permit:  

1.  Provide work of art on the development site provided the work is an original and must be 
created individually by a professional artist or team of artists. Bronze sculptures in limited 
editions of not more than 50 in all sizes and materials by a single artist are allowed. The value 
of the work of art shall not be less than one percent of the vertical construction cost of the 
development. The nature of the work of art shall be proposed by the developer and shall be 
submitted to the city's community redevelopment board which shall review the proposal for 
conformity with the public art standards set forth below. An approved work of art shall be 
incorporated into the site plan, public lobby floor plan or the landscape plan and be visible from 
a public right-of-way for the development as part thereof.  

2.  Contribute an amount equal to or greater than one percent of the vertical construction cost in 
lieu of providing a work of art, a developer may pay the sum of one percent of the vertical 
construction cost into the public art trust fund described below. Such payment shall be made 
prior to issuance of a building permit for any portion of the development.  

3.  If the value of on-site work of art proposed on the development site is less than one percent of 
the vertical construction cost of the development, a developer may have an option to contribute 
the remaining balance of the public art fee to the public art trust fund as described below.  

D.  Performance security required.  

1.  If a work of art has not been approved by the community redevelopment board at the time of 
application for a building permit, the permit applicant shall provide a performance security bond 
or other surety acceptable to the city, in the amount of one percent of the value of the vertical 
construction which shall be posted until the work of art is approved by the community 
redevelopment board. The cost estimate or bid for work of art shall be provided by the artist or 
representative and accepted by the city. The surety may be extended no more than 12 months 
from the original surety expiration date. This surety shall be cancelled, or returned when the 
work of art has been approved by the community redevelopment board.  

2.  In the event an approved work of art has not been properly constructed and installed prior to the 
issuance of the first certificate of occupancy for any portion of the development, the permit 
applicant shall provide a performance security bond or other surety acceptable to the city, in the 
amount of one percent of the value of the vertical construction which shall be posted until the 
work of art is completed. The surety may be extended no more than 12 months from the original 
surety expiration date. This surety shall be cancelled, or returned when the work of art has been 
properly constructed and installed. The surety may be forfeited to the public art trust fund, and 
the developer and property owner cited with a code violation for failing to provide the required 
work of art.  

E.  Application for work of art for development projects. An application for a minor Urban Code 
conditional use shall be made to construct and install a work of art. The application shall include the 
artist's resume and portfolio establishing the artist's credentials and abilities, a detailed description of 
the work of art, its proposed location on the development site and the cost evaluation as set forth 
below. Drawings and renderings depicting the artist(s) portfolio, the proposed work of art in terms of 
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size/scale, color, shape, materials, and maintenance program shall be included in sufficient detail to 
provide the board with a clear understanding of the work of art proposed.  

F.  Standards for work of art. The community redevelopment board shall be governed by the following 
criteria in the exercise of their discretion to approve, approve with conditions, or disapprove the 
proposed installation of public art. In specific cases, the board shall have the authority to exercise 
discretion and approve a proposal that proves to be an exceptional work of art yet does not meet all 
of the following criteria.  

1.  The proposed art conforms to the definition of public art contained in this section;  

2.  The proposed art meets or exceeds the valuation requirement as provided herein;  

3.  The proposed art meets the location requirements;  

4.  The proposed art is visible from a public right-of-way and will enrich the open space;  

5.  The proposed art is of exceptional quality and enduring value;  

6.  The proposed art is an appropriate scale to the development site;  

7.  The proposed art is compatible with the neighborhood and not injurious to the neighborhood or 
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare;  

8.  The proposed art work reflects cultural diversity;  

9.  The proposed art does not constitute a safety hazard:  

10.  The proposed art does not require extraordinary maintenance.  

G.  Maintenance of work of art. A work of art provided and located on public or private property pursuant 
to this section shall be and remain the sole property of the property owner. The property owner shall 
be responsible for maintenance and care of the public work of art. A constructed and installed work 
of art approved pursuant to this section shall be retained on site in its approved condition and 
location and shall not be removed, replaced or altered without prior approval of the community 
redevelopment board.  

H.  Removal or replacement. After a work of art has been approved by the community redevelopment 
board, such works of art shall be retained on site in its approved location and shall not be removed 
without prior approval of the community redevelopment board unless replaced with a reasonably 
equivalent replacement work of art, except when deemed to be unsafe by the building official, in 
which case it must be replaced within 12 months. This includes displacement damages by natural 
disasters, in which case the replacement timeframe shall be at the discretion of the development 
director.  

I.  Additional public works of art. Following the construction and installation of a required work of art 
approved pursuant to this section, additional works of art are encouraged and may be constructed 
and installed without the approval of the community redevelopment board.  

J.  Public art trust fund created.  

1.  There is hereby created a public art trust fund for the deposit of payments made in lieu of the 
construction and installation of a work of art as required in this section.  

2.  Funds in the public art trust fund shall be used solely for the selection, acquisition, 
transportation, installation, maintenance and promotion of works of art to be displayed in the city 
and all expenditures from the fund for such purposes shall be approved by the community 
redevelopment agency. The cost of insurance for public art located on property owned by the 
city may be paid with funds in the public art fund.  

3.  All works of art purchased with funds in the public art trust fund shall be and remain the sole 
property of the city.  

4.  The public art fund shall be kept in an interest bearing account, separate from general revenues 
and all accrued interest shall be deposited in the public art fund.  
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K.  Process for commissioning artworks for public right-of-way or public places.  

1.  Artist identification. The community redevelopment board will make a recommendation to the 
community redevelopment agency on the selection process that will be used for each particular 
project. The options for selecting artwork are:  

a.  Direct purchase. An existing artwork is selected for a particular project.  

b.  Commission purchase (or invitation). Artist is chosen to create a site-specific work of art.  

c.  Limited or open competition:  

1)  Limited. One or more artists are invited to submit proposals for selection.  

2)  Open. Any artist may apply subject to criteria established by the community 
redevelopment board in the "call for artists."  

1.  Request for qualification (RFQ) may be used when the commissioning body is 
interested in a larger pool or applicants for a project. Applicants are asked to 
submit qualifying material only (resume, images of past work, letter of interest, 
etc.) that a panel will use to determine suitability for the project. Based on the 
qualifying materials submitted, the pool of applicants is narrowed by a panelist to 
3—5 artists to move forward in the competition. Finalist may be asked to submit 
a more detailed proposal, visit the site or make a presentation.  

2.  Request for proposal (RFP) may be used to look for proposals for a specific 
project/site/theme. Artists are asked to submit qualification materials and a 
proposal for the project.  

2.  Review of submittals. The community redevelopment board shall review the submittals and 
make a recommendation to the community redevelopment agency. The final selection may be 
made by the community redevelopment agency or the community redevelopment agency with 
one or more additional participants (referred to as "panelist") as each project dictates. These 
may include a representative of the site/building/community where the artwork to be located, a 
local artist (not eligible for commission) or outside art/public art expert, other experts in the area 
of architecture, landscape architecture, engineering, urban planner, etc.  

3.  Review process/criteria. The community redevelopment board and community redevelopment 
agency or panelist may review the submitted visual material simultaneously with the written 
material. Artists are selected to move forward in the process based on set criteria, which may 
include but not limited to:  

a.  Quality, creativity and strength of past work as indicated by visual materials submitted.  

b.  Technical competence demonstrated by past work.  

c.  Understanding of the project goals as indicated in the RFQ or RFP.  

d.  Relevance of submitted materials to the project.  

e.  Aptitude of planning and budgeting.  

f.  Experience working on public art projects and demonstrated ability to adapt to meet the 
project goals as indicated in the RFQ or RFP.  

g.  Commitment to participate with agency/community as part of the concept development.  

h.  Local artist or previous experience working on public art within the city limits.  

4.  Interview. In the event the community redevelopment agency or panelist cannot make a 
unanimous decision, finalists may be invited to make a presentation to help finalize the decision. 
The criteria to select the artist for the project may include but not limited to:  

a.  Artistic excellence.  

b.  Ability to relate the proposed artwork to the site.  
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c.  Experience with projects in similar scope and/or type.  

d.  Knowledge of fabrication and installation of public art proposed.  

e.  Ability to be an effective communicator, team player and work with diverse groups.  

f.  Ability to be detail oriented, a problem solves, an efficient project manager with an 
understanding of schedules and budgets.  

g.  Flexibility/openness of ideas.  

h.  Presented budget in realistic and flexible.  

5.  Contracts. The contract shall outline the responsibilities, obligations with respect to products 
and services being provided by the artist, and the conditions desired by the community 
redevelopment agency or panelist to successfully realize the artwork.  

L.  Cost estimates required. Cost estimates for determining valuation of art, posting of security or 
payment in lieu shall be required from the artist and/or contractor and be presented to city 
development staff prior to the community redevelopment board hearing.  

M.  Final compliance. The property owner will be in compliance with this section after the installation of 
the public art in accordance with the approved plans, inspection by city development staff and the 
submittal of five photographs of the artwork on the site and a notarized statement of costs expended 
that meets or exceeds the requirements.  

(Ord. No. 2046-05, § 1, 11-28-05; Ord. No. 2375-2018, § 1, 9-24-18)  
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EXPLORING 
ART IN PUBLIC 

PLACES

The Arts Council of 
Martin County

Presentation by 

Nancy K.Turrell, MA
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Why Public Art

Public art stimulates public spaces, which encourage a sense of ownership and 
pride within the community, acting as a landmark or gathering place. 

It encourages relaxation, contemplation in nature, heightened perceptions and 
the process of creative thought.

The development of the human race is dependent upon having the freedom to 
express itself. As a reflection of human creativity, public art serves as a necessary 
reminder of the allowances and freedoms we have in our everyday lives.
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Why Public Art

Public art not only aids in recreation and intellectual pursuits of a 
community, it also affects the economic growth of an area. A strong cultural 
environment can be a barometer to measure the health of a region. 

A healthy cultural environment supports tourism and economic 
development. Businesses evaluating a region for relocation and expansion 
are influenced by these positive factors.

Public art is a reflection of the quality of a region. It should exemplify the 
highest degree of social awareness, intellectual pursuit, ingenuity, creative 
ability and the skills a community has to offer.
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What is Unsuccessful Public Art?

• Unsuccessful Public Art happens when there is a lack of specificity, 
when the site or location and the public/community is looked at too 
broadly and simply. (from City of Tampa’s Guidelines).

• Scale is a major consideration.
• For example: the fence at the Hampton Inn fails the scale (drive by) 

whereas the fence at the Dunn building succeeds as the scale is correct 
for the location (pedestrian/walking).
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“Lady of Abundance” at Haney Circle, Stuart

Some existing public art

Page 84 of 143



Sailfish @ Sailfish Circle
Geoffrey Smith, 2003

Donated by 
Mr. and Mrs. Edward Sellian

Waterbirds Along Colorado
Geoffrey Smith

Donated by 
Community residents
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Temporary Public 
Art Projects

Seward Johnson’s 2003 Sculpture 
Exhibit

Sponsored by Richard Kibbey
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Martin County Turtles on Parade Spring 2002
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City of Stuart: 1st Mural Project

• Funded in part by a National Endowment for the Arts Grant

• Partnership between the City and the Arts Council

• 2 Mural remain: 
• 555 Colorado (below) with Kate Wood

• Flagler Ave with Maureen Fulgenzi
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Automotive Scale

Outside of Stuart Some Examples: SCALE
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Automotive Scale
Walking Scale
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Walking Scale
Wayfinding
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Fun for People

Walking Scale

Wayfinding
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Walking Scale

Road Art

Wayfinding
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Sound Sculpture
Acoustic or Electronically Enhanced
Touch Scale
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Water 
Retention 
Ponds

Environmental Art
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Environmental 
Education
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Terrazzo Floors

Integrated with the Architecture 
or other Built Components

Railings
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Small Works: 
Not all Public art 
Needs to be BIG
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Bike Racks

Street Poles
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Sound Walls
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Highlights from some other Public 
Art Codes and Guidelines
• City of Key West

• AIPP – Key West Public Art Plan. Requirements of the developer for items to include 
with their proposal. Adopting these requirements as part of the ordinance and then the
application would provide you with the details needed to make more informed
decisions. (page 4 and is also a separate document)

• 1. Artist name and CV/resume as defined in subsection 2-487(b) 
• 2. Description of proposed artwork – please include dimensions, materials and method of 

construction 
• 3. Detailed drawings, sketches or photographs of the proposed artwork 
• 4. Detailed drawings, architect rendering or photographs of the specific site where artwork 

will be located. Details of utilities, proposed landscaping, parking, etc. is helpful 
• 5. Location of plaque for artwork – to be determined with Public Art Administrator when 

artwork is complete 
• 6. Statement on how maintenance and conservation will be handled 
• 7. Total construction cost as calculated by the City’s Building Department to determine 

eligible 1% for public art program 
• 8. Itemized public art budget and signed contract with the proposed artist(s) 
• 9. Any other information as requested by staff or the board

• Ownership and maintenance of on-site artwork Outlines requirements for maintenance 
and expectation that the art will remain in good condition (i.e. if it is a fountain it must 
remain as a working fountain). (page 5-6, items f 3,4,5)
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Codes, Guidelines continued

• City of Coral Gables: defines eligible projects (p 15-16) in a very clear way as well as eligible and 
ineligible costs. 
• The artwork must be commissioned from a professional artist, which is defined as “an individual 

generally recognized by critics and peers as a professional practitioner of the visual arts, as judged by 
the quality of that professional practitioner’s body of work, educational background, experience, past 
public commissions, exhibition record, publications, receipt of honors and awards, training in the arts, 
and production of artwork.”9 In addition, while many architects and landscape designers characterize 
their work as art, the artist must be selected specifically for this project, and not be a pre-existing 
member of the design team or permanently affiliated with any of the firms on the team.

• Public art projects can include traditional art forms such as sculptures, functional elements such as 
artist-designed gates, pavilions, pergolas, and fountains; landscape elements such as walkways and 
gardens; and architecturally integrated features such as mosaics and metalwork.

• Public art projects may not include reproductions of original art, mass-produced art objects unless 
artists control the number of reproductions and works that are part of the architectural or landscape 
design except when specifically commissioned from an artist for the site.

• Design elements that are related to the visual identity of a developer or occupant of a building, such 
as a logo, trademark, iconography, color scheme or theme, will not be considered as fulfilling the 
City’s public art requirements, even if they are created by an artist. The Cultural Development board 
shall consider whether an artwork constitutes commercial expression during its review of a project 
and include its findings in its recommendations to the City Commission.

• Interior galleries or exhibitions of permanent or temporary artwork, while highly encouraged, will not 
be considered as fulfilling the City’s public art requirements except in unusual circumstances, as the 
priority is enhancing the publicly visible public realm.
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Codes, Guidelines continued

• City of Tampa Guidelines for Public Art in Private Development
• Items on Page 4 for what will be considered during the evaluative process.

• The art enhances the public realm, may be measured by such factors as:

• The quality of craftsmanship and appropriateness of materials, considering the 
proposed location, its context, and the conceptual vision of the art proposal

• Promoting the use, identity, or function of the pedestrian environment

• Bridging the scale between the adjacent building and the person

• Engaging or inviting the public into a space or to use or understand a space in ways 
that do not exist without its inclusion

• Bringing enhanced meaning to a place

• Berkley, California
• Uses of the Public Art fund dollars to include grants for arts and cultural 

organizations that serve the city. 

• Tempe, AZ
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