PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
CITY HALL - 8™ FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM
100 NORTH ANDREWS AVENUE
FORT LAUDERDALE, FLORIDA
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 2015 — 5:30 P.M.

Cumulative
June 2015-May 2016

Board Members Attendance Present Absent
Patrick McTigue, Chair P 4 0
L.eo Hansen, Vice Chair P 3 1
Theron Clark P 1 0
Stephanie Desir-Jean (arr. 8:04) P 4 0
Steven Glassman A 3 1
Rochelle Golub P 3 1
Richard Heidelberger A 1 3
Catherine Maus P 3 1
James McCulla P 4 0

It was noted that a quorum was present at the meeting.

Staff

D’'Wayne Spence, Assistant City Attorney

Eric Engmann, Urban Design and Planning

Karlanne Grant, Urban Design and Planning

Florentina Hutt, Urban Design and Planning

Randall Robinson, Urban Design and Planning

Lorraine Tappen, Urban Design and Planning

Anthony Fajardo, Chief Zoning Administrator

Brigitte Chiappetta, Recording Secretary, Prototype, Inc.
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5. Applicant { Project:

Request: *

Case Number:
General l.ocation;
Case Planner:

Commission District:

City of Fort Lauderdale

Section 47-24.4.D. Criteria.

Amending the Unified Land Development Regulations to revise the
rezoning criteria requirements of Section 47-24.4.D to permit the
existing language as stated in criterfon 2 as opfional where it is currently
non-opticnal as part of the requirements for a rezoning of property
within the City for Fort Lauderdale.

T15003
City-wide
Anthony Gregory Fajardo

All Districts

Mr. Fajardo advised that this ltem is a request for an amendment to the ULDR Section
47-24.4, Rezoning Criteria. He recalled that at the January 20, 2015 Planning and
Zoning Board meeting, the Board sent a communication to the City Commission
requesting that Staff be directed to look at the three criteria currently written into this
Ordinance. He read the following three criteria into the record at this time:
1. The zoning district proposed is consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan;
2. Substantial changes in the character of development in or near the area under
consideration support the proposed rezoning;
3. The character of the area proposed is suitable for the uses permitted in the
zoning district and is compatible with the surrounding districts and uses.
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Staff arrived at the determination that criterion #2 could be made optional, which is the
decision before the Board. Mr. Fajardo explained that Staff rewrote the language of the
standard requirements in order to allow the Applicant to select one criterion and submit
an application under this guideline.

Ms. Golub stated that there should not be an issue with a developer fulfilling one of the
two criteria, as they require different analysis. Ms. McCulla added that developers did
not seem to be complying with criterion #2, which led to the Board's recommendation
that it be removed. Ms. Desir-Jean agreed that this had been the Board's original intent
when their communication had been sent to the City Commission.

Motion made by Mr. McCulla, seconded by Ms. Maus, to pass on to the Commission
Staff's proposed rewording of the rezoning criteria, with the following amendment: that
the Board amend their proposed wording to exclude what is now identified as criterion
#1, that being “substantial changes have occurred in the area,” and that criterion #2
would now be included within the body of D criterion.

Mr. Fajardo suggested that the Board ask to have the language of criterion #1 removed,
and Staff will work with the City Attorney’s Office to determine the appropriate method of
incorporating it into the criteria before recommending approval to the City Commission.
Mr. McCulla and Ms. Maus agreed to amend their motion and second to use the
language recommended by Mr. Fajardo.

In a roll call vote, the motion passed 7-0.
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