
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

155 Corey Avenue
St. Pete Beach, FL 33706

 
Wednesday, August 25, 2021

2:00 PM

Call to Order 
Pledge of Allegiance 

Roll Call

REGULAR  MEETING

1. Changes to the Agenda - 
2. Audience Comments - Comments shall be limited to 3 minutes per 

person
3. Approval of Minutes 
 a. Minutes of 7-28-21 Meeting

4. Action Items 
 a. Variance - 549 59th Ave (Case #21049) Request for a dock to extend to 30 feet in 

length where 20.7 feet is permitted, and encroach to 4 feet from the extended left side 
riparian line where 10.4 feet is required (LDC Sec. 6.23(d)(3)&(4)).

 b. Variance - 7885 Boca Ciega Dr (Case #21056)
Request to extend an existing attached garage 3.65 feet into the required front setback 
(LDC Sec. 12.7(a)(1))

5. Adjournment 

APPEAL: In accordance with 286.0105, Florida Statute (Notices of meetings and hearings must advise 
that a record is required to appeal), if a person decides to appeal any decision made by this committee, 
board, agency, or commission with respect to any matter considered at this meeting or hearing, he or she 
will need a record of the proceedings, and that, for such purpose, he or she 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.
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AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA): In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act and Florida Statutes, if any person with a disability defined by the ADA needs special accommodation 
to participate in this proceeding, then not later than two business days prior to the proceeding, he or she 
should contact City Hall at (727) 367-2735.

The public is cordially invited to attend this meeting.
All agenda material is available for review at City Hall or www.stpetebeach.org.
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CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH 

DRAFT BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING MINUTES  

July 28, 2021   2:00 P.M. 
 

PRESENT: Paul Skipper, Chair  

Sandie Lyman, Vice Chair 

Michael Bomar 

 Jake Holehouse 
  

EXCUSED:  Denise Chase 
 

STAFF PRESENT: Andrew Dickman, City Attorney 

Ginny Bodkin, Deputy City Clerk 

Lynn Rosetti Senior Planner 

Brandon Berry, Planner II 

Jordan Elmore, Zoning and Permit Tech 
 

Chair Skipper called the meeting to order at 2:00 PM and led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 

The Deputy City Clerk swore in all individuals who would be speaking on agenda items. 
  

1. Changes to the Agenda – City Attorney Dickman stated his opinion that the application for 

Item 4c. (Case #21049) needs to be supplemented with more detailed plans on the location of the 

dock and boatlift - and be presented by a marine contractor at the next meeting. 
 

Motion:   Member Bomar moved, and Vice Chair Lyman seconded to continue Item 4c. to 

the August 25th meeting. The motion  carried 4-0.  

 

2. Audience Comments – Attorney Kyle Bass of Weber, Crabb & Wein appeared briefly to 

confirm the continuation date for Case #21049.  
 

3. Approval of Minutes  - a. 5/26/2021 
 

Motion: Vice Chair Lyman moved, and Member Bomar seconded the approval of the 

minutes from the May 26, 2021 meeting; the motion carried unanimously. 

 

4. Action Items -  
 

a.  Variance - 340 81st Ave (Case #21045) Request to construct a garage which will 

encroach five feet into the required 20-foot front setback and replaces a carport (LDC 

Sec. 9.7(a)(1)). 
 

Brandon Berry, Planner II, provided a staff analysis of the practical difficulty variance request, 

which included zoning, survey and plan information as well as photographs and conditions of 

approval. The presentation will become part of these minutes. No letters or correspondence were 

received for or against the request.  
 

Staff found the request to be both minimal and reasonable and should increase livability of the 

home without having a significant negative impact on the neighborhood or surrounding area; they 

recommended approval. 
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Board of Adjustment Meeting 

July 28, 2021 

Page 2 of 3 

 

Robert Kusch of 350 81st Avenue appeared for the Applicant Karen Duncan to answer any 

questions. There was no further comment for or against the variance. The Chair opened Board 

discussion. 

 

Motion:  Vice Chair Lyman moved, and Member Holehouse seconded the approval of the 

Variance for Case #21045 to construct a garage which will encroach five feet into the 

required setback at 340 81st Avenue. The motion carried 4-0. 
 

b. Variance - 379 Belle Point Dr (Case #21048) Request for a 6’-tall fence to 

encroach 13.7’ into the required 20’ secondary front setback (LDC Sec. 6.15). 
 

Mr. Berry provided background and staff analysis of the request for a practical difficulty variance, 

including zoning, survey and plan information as well as photographs and conditions of approval. 

No communication for or against the request was received.  Staff found the request reasonable and 

recommended approval. 
 

Applicant Melody Paquette appeared to give additional details on her request and answer Board 

questions. The Chair asked for comments for or against the application. Sarah Hoagland of 369 

Belle Point Drive appeared and commented that the Applicant’s fencing on her side of the property 

fell and has been in disrepair since Hurricane Irma in 2017; she would like it replaced or removed 

since new fencing will be going in elsewhere. Mr. Berry confirmed that only a permit would be 

required for that repair. Applicant’s son Charles Paquette said they would be willing to remove 

that fencing or work with Ms. Hoagland.    
 

There were no further comments for or against the variance; the Chair closed public comment and 

opened Board discussion. 
 

Motion:   Member Bomar moved, and Member Holehouse seconded the approval of the 

Variance for Case #21048 with the stipulation that the other part of the fence be replaced 

or taken down by the Applicant; the motion carried 4-0.         

 

c.  Variance - 549 59th Ave (Case #21049) Request for a dock to extend to 30 feet in 

length where 20.7 feet is permitted and encroach to 4 feet from the extended left 

side riparian line where 10.4 feet is required (LDC Sec. 6.23(d)(3)&(4)). 
 

This Item was continued to August 25, 2021 during Changes to the Agenda. 
 

d.   Variance - 8601 Gulf Blvd (Case #21050) Request to enclose an existing carport       

that encroaches five feet into the required 20- foot front setback (LDC Sec. 

9.7(a)(1)). 
 

Mr. Berry’s presentation included background and staff analysis of the request with photographs, 

zoning, surveys and conditions of approval. No letters were received for or against the request. 
 

Staff found the request to be reasonable; the garage would make use of an existing space without 

increasing any structural nonconformities on the site and be of near minimal size that could support 

a standard vehicle. The recommendation was for approval. 
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Board of Adjustment Meeting 

July 28, 2021 

Page 3 of 3 

 

Michael Keller of Fraze Design, 1750 Central Avenue in St. Petersburg appeared on behalf of the 

Applicant to give additional information and answer Board questions. No comment for or against. 

Chair closed public comment and opened Board discussion. 

 

Motion:   Member Holehouse moved, and Vice Chair Lyman seconded the approval of the 

Variance for Case #21050 as presented by staff, to enclose an existing carport the encroaches 

into the front setback at 8601 Gulf. Blvd. The motion carried 4-0.  

 

5.        Adjournment – Next Meeting 8/25/2021  
 

Motion: Member Bomar moved to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Member Holehouse 

and passed unanimously at 2:29 PM. 

 
 

These minutes will be considered for approval at the August 25, 2021 Board of Adjustment meeting. 
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BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

Agenda Report

Issue Considered: Variance - 549 59th Ave (Case #21049)

Date: August 25, 2021

Prepared By: Lynn Rosetti, Senior Planner

Through: Wesley Wright, Planning Manager

Summary of Issue: The applicant is seeking a variance from the Land 
Development Regulations to allow for a dock and boat 
lift that would encroach into the left setback area and 
exceed the allowable dock length (see tables on page 2). 
Specifically, Section 6.23(d)(3) of the Land 
Development Code limits dock length to one-half of the 
zoning lot width at the waterfront, and Section 
6.23(d)(4) of the Land Development Code states that 
the residential dock, davits. boatlifts, or tie poles shall 
be located with the center one-half of the width of the 
appurtenant upland property at the waterfront. This 
means that there is a required setback from the 
extended property lines of 10.35 feet. This requirement 
may be varied administratively provided that a signed 
statement of “no objection” from the property owner 
encroached upon has been submitted with the permit 
application.

Funding: N/A

Requested Motion: I move to to APPROVE Variance #210049 for a dock 
and boat lift encroachment at 549 59th Avenue as 
presented.

Attachments: 1. 21049 Staff Report
2. Supporting Docs
3. Survey
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Board of Adjustment Hearing – August 25, 2021  
 

 
PLANNING DIVISION 

STAFF FINDINGS REPORT 
TO THE 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

VARIANCE CASE NO. 21049 – Mark and Leslie Backes, Property Owners 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2021 (continued from July 28, 2021) 
PREPARED BY:  Lynn Rosetti, AICP, CFM, Senior Planner 

 

REQUEST 
An Unnecessary and Undue Hardship Variance to allow a 30-foot dock with 
boat lift that encroaches into the left-side yard setback area required by the 
City’s Land Development Regulations (LDC Sec. 6.23(d)(4)). 

SUBJECT 
PROPERTY 

549 59th Avenue, Property ID #31-31-16-02358-000-0110 
Bahia Shores Second Addition, Lot 11 

ACERAGE Approximately 0.156 acres (6,825 sq. ft.) 

LAND USE 
RU-1, Residential District, on the Zoning Map; RU, Residential Urban, on the 
Future Land Use Map. 

FLOOD ZONE AE-11 (current) AE-10 (preliminary) 

SURROUNDING 
AREA 

North –  Boca Ciega Bay 
South -  59th Avenue / Single-family Residential  
East –   Single-family Residential Lot 12 (No objection signed) 
West –  Single-Family Residential Lot 10 

 
BACKGROUND  
 
The applicant is seeking a variance from the Land Development Regulations to allow for a dock and 
boat lift that would encroach into the left setback area and exceed the allowable dock length (see 
tables on page 2). Specifically, Section 6.23(d)(3) of the Land Development Code limits dock length 
to one-half of the zoning lot width at the waterfront, and Section 6.23(d)(4) of the Land Development 
Code states that the residential dock, davits. boatlifts, or tie poles shall be located with the center 
one-half of the width of the appurtenant upland property at the waterfront. This means that there is a 
required setback from the extended property lines of 10.4 feet. This requirement may be varied 
administratively provided that a signed statement of “no objection” from the property owner 
encroached upon has been submitted with the permit application. 
 
Applicants’ Request:  The subject zoning lot is 41.42 feet in width at the seawall, giving an allowable 
dock width of 20.7 feet at the seawall including the boat lift. However, since this dock envelope is pie-
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Board of Adjustment 
Variance Case No. 21049 
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Board of Adjustment Hearing – August 25, 2021 

 

shaped, the dock does encroach into each side setback (see tables below).  The proposed length is 
30 feet which is greater than the 20.7 feet allowed.   
 
 

ANALYSIS 
 
The applicant is requesting to construct a dock in a manner that exceeds the allowable length and width 
to allow a 30-foot x 4-foot dock structure with a boatlift on the north side as shown in the table below.  
 
 

 Allowed Requested Variance  

Length 20.7 feet 30.0 feet 9.3 feet 
45 percent 

Right 
Side 

10.4 feet 0.0 feet 
*No objection 
signature from 

abutting property 
owner. 

0.0 feet 
100 percent  

*No objection signature from 
abutting property owner 
obviates need for BOA 
variance to right side.  

Left  
Side 

10.4 feet 4.1 feet 6.3 feet 
61 percent 

 
 
Staff has reviewed this request and finds the following: 
 

• The aerial photograph shows that the subject property pie-shaped and located on a curve that 
greatly restricts the dock allowance footprint. In addition, the pie-shape of the dock envelope 
narrows moving outward from the seawall. (See the boundary survey where the extended 
property lines are shown.) The small pie shape inside the shaded area is where a dock structure 
is allowed by right. Anything outside the shaded area requires a variance – either by neighbors’ 
signature, or Board of Adjustment approval.  
 

• This issue is further addressed in the attached application for the Board’s review and in the 
following staff review of the variance request.  

 
Land Development Code Section 3.12, Variances: The appropriate board of authority may 
authorize hardship variances to the land development regulations if the applicant is able to 
demonstrate the following conditions:  
 

a) Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure 
or building involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or 
buildings in the same zoning district; 

 

Staff finds that there are special conditions or circumstances that exist which are peculiar to the 
land, structure, or building involved and which are generally not applicable to others in the same 
zoning district. Staff finds that the subject property is a single-family residential lot in the Bahia 
Shores neighborhood. This pie-shape lot is 119.78 feet in the front and 29.15 feet along the 
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Board of Adjustment Hearing – August 25, 2021 

 

seawall in the rear. A drawing is attached that depicts the extended property lines and the small 
envelope there is for a dock structure without variance. Previously there was a 10’ x 10’ dock 
approved off the seawall which fit into the dock envelope of the subject property. While that dock 
no longer exists, the pilings can be seen on the aerial photograph.  

 

The special conditions and circumstances relate to a squared neighborhood cul-de-sac. The 
subject property appears to have the most limited dock envelope among the nearby surrounding 
properties. According to the variance application, the applicant indicates that they want to be able 
to safely dock their boat without disrupting their neighbors. They state that the design will allow 
them straight access between the lift and open water. They further state that the straight in 
approach is safer and does not intrude on their neighbors. They recognize that the pie-shaped lot 
makes for the safe mooring of their boat challenging and they said that they such mooring without 
a boat lift would be difficult and not safe.  

 

b) The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the 
applicant or a prior owner of the property; 

 

Staff finds that the specific conditions and circumstances are not the result of the actions of the 
applicant. The lot and subdivision configuration as established predates both the applicants and 
their neighbors.  

 

c) Literal interpretation of the provisions of the Land Development Code deprives the 
applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district 
under the terms of the Land Development Code and results in unnecessary and 
undue hardship on the applicant; 

 

Staff finds that the applicants were aware of the subject property’s limitations to support a dock 
and boat lift. In the application, the applicant discuses that prior to purchasing the property, they 
had two different boat /lift contractors look at the property who reportedly said that the subject 
property “could have a dock and a lift.” The applicant further stated that they asked the “former, 
prospective, and current neighbors if they objected.” The applicant added that “No one thought it 
would be a problem, so they moved forward with the purchase” this past spring.   

 
d) The hardship has not been deliberately or knowingly created or suffered to establish 

a use or structure which is not otherwise consistent with the Comprehensive Plan 
or the Land Development Code, nor will it permit an increase in development 
density; 

 

Staff finds that it is likely that this hardship does not appear to have been deliberately or knowingly 
created by the applicants who purchased this property this past spring. Again, review of their 
application finds that they were aware of the potential limitations of the property and sought both 
professional dock contractors’ advice and neighbor support prior to the purchase of the subject 
property. The neighbor on the right signed off on the proposed dock and lift. The neighbor on the 
left did not sign off.  

 

e) An applicant's desire or ability to achieve greater financial return or maximum 
financial return from his property does not constitute hardship; 
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Staff does not find that a desire to achieve greater financial return forms the basis of the hardship 
for this request. As stated in the application, the property owner bought this property “solely for 
the purpose of getting access to our boat, and the open water to enjoy, just like our neighbors and 
the community.” They also state that this would not result in a greater financial return for them.    

 

f) Granting the variance application conveys the same treatment to the applicant as to 
the owner of other lands, buildings, or structures in the same zoning district; 

 

The Board must consider variances on a case-by-case basis. Even within the same zoning district, 
each variance request has a different set of circumstances and variables. Therefore, the granting 
of one variance does not confer such allowances on another property. In this case, the applicants 
are attempting to remedy their hardship by requesting a dock that has a 4-foot walkout to a boatlift 
that extends out a total of 30 feet and is flush with the extended right side dock envelope line. 
Their boat is a 24’ fishing boat that they have owned for several years.  

 

g) The requested variance is the minimum variance that makes possible the reasonable 
use of the land, building, or structure; and 

 

Staff finds that the requested variance appears to be the minimum variance that makes possible 
the mooring of the applicants’ boat. The applicants have stated that this is the minimum dockage 
necessary for the safe mooring of their boat. It also appears that the applicants’ made good faith 
efforts to assure that this property could have their desired dockage prior to their purchase of the 
subject property this past spring.   

 

h) The requested variance is in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the 
Comprehensive Plan and the Land Development Code, is not injurious to the 
neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public safety and welfare, is 
compatible with the neighborhood, and will not substantially diminish or impair 
property values within the neighborhood. 

 

Staff finds that while this request is not in harmony with the purpose and intent of the 
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations, it is also not anticipated to cause injury 
to the neighborhood, public safety or welfare, and is generally appears compatible with the 
neighborhood wherein all properties within this cul-de-sac have docks. In this case, the applicant 
attempted to ensure their neighbors approval of the proposed dock prior to the purchase of this 
property this past spring.    

 

Any variance granted hereunder shall expire one (1) year from the date of the development order 
providing for such variance, unless a building permit for the construction authorized by such 
variance is obtained within such time and said building permit has not expired prior to the 
completion of construction in accordance therewith.  

 

SUMMARY: 
 
Staff finds the request to be reasonable in that the dock and lift abut the extended property line that 
separates the subject property from the neighbor to the right who did sign the “No Objection” on the 
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dock application. Also, staff finds that keeping the lift on the right side appears to give an easier and 
unobstructed pathway from the lift to open water. The dock walkout is a minimal 4 feet in width.   
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends Approval of the requested dock and boat lift. 

 

ZONING MAP 
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AERIAL MAP 
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SURVEY 
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SITE PLAN 
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DOCK ENVELOPE DETAILS – SITE PLAN 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Page 15 of 54



Board of Adjustment 
Variance Case No. 21049 
Page 10 of 11 

 

Board of Adjustment Hearing – August 25, 2021 

 

PROPERTY SURVEY WITH DOCK SKETCH 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Approximate required left 
riparian setback without 
left neighbor’s signature. 

Approximate required 
right riparian setback 
without right neighbor’s 
signature (received). 

Approximate unbuildable 
length without both 
neighbor signatures. 
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STATEMENT FROM MARINE CONTRACTOR – WILL BE INCLUDED IN THE OVERALL 
PACKET 
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BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING
CITY OF ST. PETE BEACH

Agenda Report

Issue Considered: Variance - 7885 Boca Ciega Dr (Case #21056)

Date: August 25, 2021

Prepared By: Brandon Berry, Planner II

Through: Wesley Wright, Planning Manager

Summary of Issue: The applicant is proposing to extend an existing single-
story portion of the structure containing the garage 
toward the street by six feet, which will result in the 
garage being set 16.35 feet from the front property line 
where 20 feet is required. The existing garage does not 
appear to have an actual access point for vehicles, but 
there is a small concrete parking pad on the northern 
side of the property where vehicles appear to be stored. 
The garage enlargement will include two overhead 
garage doors oriented toward the front property line, 
along with a new hip roof system above.

Funding: N/A

Requested Motion: I move to approve Variance Case No. 21056 as 
submitted.

Attachments: 1. 7885 Boca Ciega Dr Staff Report
2. 21056 Application
3. 21056 Site Plan and Elevations

Page 40 of 54



 

Board of Adjustment Hearing –August 25, 2021 

 
PLANNING DIVISION 

STAFF FINDINGS REPORT 
TO THE 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

VARIANCE CASE NO. 21056 – Ken DeShazo for Vivek Bhargava 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2021 
PREPARED BY:  Brandon Berry, Planner II 

 

REQUEST 
A Practical Difficulty Variance to extend an existing garage 3.65 feet into 
the required 20-foot front setback (LDC Sec. 12.7(a)(1)). 

SUBJECT 
PROPERTY 

7885 Boca Ciega Dr; BAYSIDE 4TH ADD TO ST PETE BEACH BLK 1, LOT 
5; Property ID # 36-31-15-05148-001-0050. 

ACERAGE Approximately 0.14 acres (6,200 sq. ft.) 

LAND USE 
RM Residential District on the Zoning Map; RM Residential Medium on the 
Future Land Use Map 

FLOOD ZONE AE-11 

SURROUNDING 
AREA 

North – 79th Ave street end 
South - Duplex Residence 
East – Boca Ciega Bay 
West – Boca Ciega Dr/Apartments 

 
BACKGROUND  

The zoning lot contains a tri-plex residence constructed in 1964 according to the Pinellas County 
Property Appraiser. The property is located in a multi-family zone and surrounded by duplex and 
multi-family structures.  

ANALYSIS 
 
The applicant is proposing to extend an existing single-story portion of the structure containing the 
garage toward the street by six feet, which will result in the garage being set 16.35 feet from the front 
property line where 20 feet is required. The existing garage does not appear to have an actual access 
point for vehicles, but there is a small concrete parking pad on the northern side of the property where 
vehicles appear to be stored. The garage enlargement will include two overhead garage doors oriented 
toward the front property line, along with a new hip roof system above. 
 

Page 41 of 54



Board of Adjustment 
Variance Case No. 21056 
Page 2 of 6 

 

Board of Adjustment Hearing – August 25, 2021 

 

Structure Yard Permitted 
Setback 

Proposed 
Setback 

Variance 
Percentage 

Garage Front 20’ 16.35’ 18.25% 

 
 
Land Development Code Section 3.12, Variances:  The appropriate board of authority may 
authorize practical difficulty variances to the land development regulations if the applicant is able to 
demonstrate the following conditions:  

a) How substantial the variance is in relation to the requirement sought to be varied; 

 

The applicant is requesting a 3.65-foot encroachment into the required front setback, resulting in 
a variance request of 18.25% of the standard. 

 

b) Whether an adverse change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood; 

 

Staff finds that no adverse change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood. Front-
facing garages are common in the vicinity, and aerial estimates of the surrounding properties 
suggests that the garage, when extended, will be located at approximately the same front setback 
as other structures nearby. Furthermore, while the adjacent street-end is designated for parking, 
allowing for the extension of the garage to create two 9’x19-9’ vestibules each suitable for a 
vehicle will increase the amount of provided on-premise parking and bring the lot into greater 
conformity with the Land Development Code parking requirements. While on-street parking is 
available in the vicinity of this structure, none is located immediately adjacent the property and 
this variance may reduce strain on public parking areas near the property. 

 

c) Whether the difficulty can be obviated by some method feasible for the applicant 
to pursue other than by a variance; and 

 

Staff find that the difficulty could not be obviated through another feasible method. The garage area 
has existing dimensions of approximately 14’ in depth and 26.6’ in width as viewed from the street. 
While the garage could be extended toward the side property line by approximately five feet without 
violating Land Development Code standards, it would not provide sufficient depth to store a standard 
two vehicles as shown on the plans.  

 
d) Whether, in view of the manner in which the difficulty arose, the interest of justice 

will be served by allowing the variance. 

Staff find the interest of justice will be served in the issuance of this variance. The request is 
reasonable and appears to maintain the relative alignment of the structure with others in the 
vicinity. Opening up the existing garage area and extending it as proposed will bring the property 
more in line with its parking requirements, and may also alleviate storage of vehicles along the 
street as well as projecting into the 79th Ave street-end. 

 

 Any variance granted hereunder shall expire one (1) year from the date of the development order 
providing for such variance, unless a building permit for the construction authorized by such 
variance is obtained within such time and said building permit has not expired prior to the 
completion of construction in accordance therewith.  
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SUMMARY: 
Staff find the request to be reasonable. The garage will bring the property into greater conformity with 
the Land Development Code as it relates to on-premise parking requirements and may alleviate parking 
along the street or street-end. Furthermore, the request appears to be the minimum to utilize the garage 
for two vehicles as shown on plans, and maintains relative alignment with other structures in the 
property’s vicinity. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommend approval. 
 
 

AERIAL MAP 
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ZONING MAP 
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SURVEY & SITE SKETCH 
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PROPOSED FLOOR PLAN 
 

 

Page 46 of 54



Page 47 of 54



Page 48 of 54



Page 49 of 54



Page 50 of 54



Page 51 of 54



Page 52 of 54



Page 53 of 54



Page 54 of 54


	1. Changes to the Agenda
	2. Audience Comments
	3. Approval of Minutes
	a. Minutes of 7-28-21 Meeting
	Draft BOA 7-28-2021


	4. Action Items
	a. Variance - 549 59th Ave (Case #21049)
	Variance - 549 59th Ave (#21049) 
	21049 Staff Report
	Supporting Docs
	Survey

	b. Variance - 7885 Boca Ciega Dr (Case #21056)
	Variance - 7885 Boca Ciega Dr (#21056)
	7885 Boca Ciega Dr Staff Report
	21056 Application
	21056 Site Plan and Elevations


	5. Adjournment

