CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
CITY HALL - CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS
— 100 NORTH ANDREWS AVENUE
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE FORT LAUDERDALE, FLORIDA
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 19, 2019 - 6:00 P.M.

Cumulative
June 2019-May 2020

Board Members Attendance Present Absent

Catherine Maus, Chair

Mary Fertig, Vice Chair

John Barranco

Brad Cohen

Coleman Prewitt

Jacquelyn Scott

Jay Shechtman

Alan Tinter

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

Staff

Ella Parker, Urban Planning and Design Manager

D’'Wayne Spence, Assistant City Attorney

Anthony Fajardo, Director, Department of Sustainable Development
Linda Mia Franco, Urban Design and Planning

Nick Kalargyros, Urban Design and Planning

Randall Robinson, Urban Design and Planning

Yvonne Redding, Urban Design and Planning

Trisha Logan, Historic Preservation Planner

Benjamin Restrepo, Department of Transportation and Mobility
Jamie Opperlee, Recording Secretary, Prototype, Inc.
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9. CASE: T19010
REQUEST: Amend City of Fort Lauderdale Unified Land Development
Regulations (ULDR) Section 47-20.3, Parking and Loading
Requirements, Reductions and Exemptions, to provide parking
reduction and exemption options for historic resources.

APPLICANT: City of Fort Lauderdale
GENERAL . :
LOCATION: BRERGe

CASE PLANNER: Trisha Logan

Trisha Logan, representing Urban Design and Planning, explained that this item is
included in Phase 2 of proposed Historic Preservation Amendments to the Unified Land
Development Regulations (ULDR). This phase proposes amendments that can help
incentivize property owners into redeveloping or rehabilitating their properties that have
been designated as historic by the City.

The proposed amendments include parking reductions and exemptions for historic
resources, such as:
e Allowing a residential property to include only one parking space per residential
unit
e Allowing a commercial property to designate the first 2500 sq. ft. of the property to
be exempt from parking requirements, with any square footage over this amount
to be parked at 60% of its requirement
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e Allowing any property within a RAC to be exempt from that district's parking
requirements in addition to existing parking exemptions for resources located in H-
1 zoning districts

e Allowing parking reduction requests for historic resources to go through Site Plan
Level | review rather than Site Plan Level Ili

The Historic Preservation Board (HPB) has reviewed these proposed amendments.
Because changing parking reduction requests to Site Plan Level | would not require
nearby property owners to be notified of the request, the HPB asked Staff to look into this
possibility.

Ms. Logan noted a verbal amendment to the proposed Ordinance: beginning on p.7 of
the Staff Report, under Item E1. letter “C” would be changed to number “2.” This item
must stand on its own as it refers to the H-1 district. Parking exemptions are only related
to adaptive re-use projects for historic resources. Attorney Spence added that Roman
numeral “i” should also be changed to letter “a” for consistency in numbering.

There being no questions from the Board at this time, Chair Maus opened the public
hearing. As there were no individuals wishing to speak on this Item, the Chair closed the
public hearing and brought the discussion back to the Board.

Mr. Barranco commented that Staff should be able to address the proposed incentives
rather than having property owners go through the more lengthy Site Plan Level Il
process as recommended by the HPB.

Mr. Tinter noted that p.8 allows for property owners to count on-street parking spaces
toward the parking requirement for residential units in addition to on-site parking. He
recommended that the reference to off-street parking be removed in order to provide a
minimum of one parking space, with on-street parking to be counted separately.

Mr. Tinter continued that the reductions in parking requirements appear to be generous,
particularly in residential developments that typically require two parking spaces per unit.
This represents a 50% reduction in residential parking and a 40% reduction for non-
residential development. Mr. Restrepo explained that the ITE parking generation manual
for residential development in urban areas requires 0.77 space. The requirement for non-
residential development mimics the Code requirement for RACs in the area, which can
be a requirement of zero spaces within the Central City RAC and an exemption for the
first 25600 spaces within the Northwest RAC. The number and total square footage of
historic resources within those districts is also taken into consideration.

Mr. Tinter also observed that allowing reductions for these uses in conjunction with the
shared parking analyses permitted for mixed-use development could result in providing
mixed-use developments in historic districts with double opportunities for reductions. He
recommended modifying the amendments’ language to prevent further reduction for
mixed-use development.
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Mr. Shechtman pointed out that the goal of the incentive is not only to address existing
historic resources in historic districts, but to encourage property owners to seek a historic
designation for their properties in order to take advantage of the proposed parking
reductions.

Motion made by Mr. Barranco, seconded by Vice Chair Fertig, to approve with the
amendment to the section that [Mr. Tinter] was looking at, with the one minimum parking,
taking off the designation of the off-street, and to also include the modifications that Staff
suggested on the scriveners’ corrections to the sections.

Mr. Tinter proposed the following amendment to the motion: to add a section C under
the shared parking portion of the Ordinance that says in areas where the reduction has
been associated with a historic designation, shared parking won't be permitted.

Mr. Tinter clarified that the intent of his amendment was for property owners taking
advantage of the historic district parking reduction to have access to this reduction only,
without access to any additional shared parking reduction. A homeowner may use one of
these two options to reduce the parking requirement, but not both.

Mr. Barranco and Vice Chair Fertig accepted the amendment.

In a roll call vote, the motion passed 7-1 (Ms. Scott dissenting).
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There being no further business to come before the Board at this time, the meeting was
adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

Any written public comments made 48 hours prior to the meeting regarding items
discussed during the proceedings have been attached hereto.

Qoo WMouss

Chair
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Prototype

[Minutes prepared by K. McGuire, Prototype, Inc.]
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