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_Redugstiordnan

ORDINANCE 25-036: AN ORDINANCE BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA; AMENDING THE CITY’S ZONING ATLAS AND REZONING
TWO (2) PARCELS CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY 75.981 ACRES, MORE OR LESS,
AND BEING LOCATED AT OR NEAR THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF OKEECHOBEE
ROAD AND THE FLORIDA TURNPIKE AND APPROXIMATELY 1500 FEET SOUTH OF
OKEECHOBEE ROAD IN FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA FROM (AG-1) SAINT LUCIE COUNTY
AGRICULTURAL 1 DWELLING UNIT PER ACRE TO PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD);
APPROVING THE GORDY CREEK PLANNED DEVELOPMENT ZONE WITH A
MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN; APPROVING A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
ZONING AGREEMENT; PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING
FOR REPEAL OF ORDINANCES OR PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT; AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.Subject Property: Parcel ID(s): 2326-130-
0000-000-7 and 2326-130-0000-010-0.



Site|Property Overvie\;_;/v

Property: +/- 75.98 AC
Existing Land Use: Mixed Use (MXD)

Proposed Land Use: Mixed Use (MXD)
Existing Zoning: Agricultural (AG-1)

— This is a previous St Lucie County zoning that was never rezoned after the site
was annexed into Fort Pierce

Proposed Zoning: Final Planned Development (up to 6 du/ac)

The request is consistent with the Comprehensive plan and
Applicable Land Development Regulations.
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Co nt@ XT| Zoning Map.

The property is located in proximity to the highly active and intensive node that is the
interchange of Okeechobee Road and I-95 as well as the interchange of Okeechobee
Road and the Turnpike. The proximity to these Commercial and Commercial Parkway
g opportunities for workers in the area.
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Site|Data Overview ,,l

* Site Acreage: 75.98 AC
* Density: 316 units (4.7 DU/AC)

* Open Space: 50.9% (includes
more than 17 acres Preserve)

e Public Access Trail: More than
1,300 feet in length

Maximum Building Height: 35-
feet

e 25-foot wide Perimeter
Landscape Buffers

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Table 1. DEVELOPMENT USED AND STANDARDS

SINGLE- TOWNHOMES! TRI-PLEX/ QUAD]
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD FAMILY PLEX
PRIMARY STRUCTURE
Minimum Lot Width 40" 16"
Minimumn Lot Depth 115' 95'
Maximum Lot Depth None None
Maxamum Building Lot Coverage 80% 90%
Masarnum Impervious Lot Coverage 80% 80%
Minimum Open Space 20% 10%
Minimum Front Setback {Front ; ;
Loaded) =0 =4
Minimum Front Setback 0 )
(Side Loaded)
Finimum Side Setback
{Internal Lot)
{May be O on a zero-lot-line provided ’
that minimum building separation of 5
10" is maintained between units, 15'
building separation far Townhome)
Minimum Side Sethack 5
{Front- Entry)
Minimum Side Setback , .
(Corner Lot) 15 14
if adjacent to opan space tract
15" in width or greater 5 5
Minimum Rear Setback ; ;
{Corner Lot) 10 10
Minimum Rear Setback 10 10
{Internal Lot)
MACCESSORY STRUCTURES
Minimum Rear Setback 3
If adjacent to open space or o o
common area tract 25' or wider
Minimum Side Sethack 2 o
{Internal Lot (2' from property ling)
Minimum Side Setback (Comer Lot) 15 15'

' * * IDENTIFIED LOTS TO RECEIVE THE 5" CORNER SIDE SETBACK



k ..’ 3 -
WERENIA TR K &
o o

s ;




Site’TI posed Sit




T

' Sité’T”r posed Siteplan

N

@‘\. i
AR s R F
T
ik B4 duingg WO




R W - ﬁ —
e R e X I

g e e '?Q:"_'-‘;_'—__
IS A T RN

oy e A

e/ TS

2/
h B !: ;‘“.‘?‘l?'.c

Covered
Bus Stop

il

b4t

£ 2 £ v ﬂ' STOP SIGI:

| | e (0










)
A

o
A
.
W
S PR P—T Y




e

D Y T T e

L}
13
i
|

a
P o L LT L T P P

L L T T it L O

e

E i

-

BT TR P




Conclusion|

Request is consistent with the provisions in the Comprehensive
Plan, Underlying Land Use and Land Development Regulations.

Technical Review Committee recommends approval of the
project, Planning and Zoning Board recommended Approval.



Conclusion

Thank You

Questions?



