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1.
ROLL CALL


The meeting was called to order at 7:05 p.m.  Agency members present were Chair Mike Bender, Vice-Chair Scott McLaughlin, Philip Busey, John Stevens and Mimi Turin.  Also present were Attorney Julie Klahr, Acting Planning and Zoning Manager Marcie Nolan, Deputy Planning and Zoning Manager David Abramson, Planner Ingrid Allen, and Board Secretary Janet Gale recording the meeting. 
2.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  April 11, 2007

Chair Bender asked for a motion to approve the minutes of April 11, 2007.


Mr. Busey so moved, seconded by Mr. Stevens.  In a voice vote, all voted in favor.  (Motion carried 5-0) 
3.
PUBLIC HEARING



Land Use Plan Amendment

3.1
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF DAVIE, FLORIDA, APPROVING FOR TRANSMITTAL APPLICATIONS LA 08-01-06 AND LA 08-02-06, AMENDING THE TOWN OF DAVIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND USE PLAN MAP BOUNDARIES TO DEPICT THE PINE ISLAND RIDGE AND UNITED RANCHES AREAS THAT WERE ANNEXED INTO THE TOWN OF DAVIE IN 2006;  ASSIGNING TOWN OF DAVIE LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS TO THE ANNEXED AREAS CONSISTENT WITH THEIR BROWARD COUNTY LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS PRIOR TO ANNEXATION; BY SPECIFICALLY INCORPORATING THE PRIOR BROWARD COUNTY LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS OF RESIDENTIAL-IRREGULAR 6.380, AND RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE FOR THE PINE ISLAND RIDGE AREA TO TOWN OF DAVIE LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS OF RESIDENTIAL-IRREGULAR 6.380, AND RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE; BY SPECIFICALLY INCORPORATING  THE PRIOR BROWARD COUNTY LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS OF ESTATE RESIDENTIAL AND LOW THREE (3) RESIDENTIAL FOR THE UNITED RANCHES AREA TO TOWN OF DAVIE LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATIONS OF ESTATE RESIDENTIAL AND LOW THREE (3) RESIDENTIAL; ALL AREAS ARE MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED ON THE LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS INDICATED IN APPLICATIONS LA 08-01-06 AND LA 08-02-06; TRANSMITTING THE AMENDMENT TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR  AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Ms. Gale read the ordinance by title.  Ms. Allen clarified the intent of the amendment.

Vice-Chair McLaughlin asked if there was a time limit set for the existing designations.  Ms. Allen responded that there was nothing in the ordinance that addressed time limits.

Mr. Busey pointed out that since there was no real definition of “overwhelmingly” as in  -  “Residents of both areas voted overwhelmingly to join the Town of Davie,” that the word “overwhelmingly” should be replaced with the phrase “majority of voters voted in favor.”  Ms. Allen responded that she had quoted from the resolution which approved the interlocal agreement; however, she could indicate the voting percentages instead before this item was presented to the Town Council. 


In the application on page 2 of 12, it was indicated that the Town owned property that was the subject of the application and Mr. Busey asked if that was correct.  Ms. Allen replied that it must have been an error as the Town was not on the list of property owners.   

On page 8 of 12, item 3 (E), Mr. Busey felt that the park acerage should be more explicit and Ms. Allen agreed to add more information and numbers in order to make it clearer.


Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.


Jim Inklegarger indicated that he was the liaison from Pine Island Ridge to the Town.  He advised that with the cooperation of Broward County, the Oak Knoll homeowners had been involved in maintaining the integrity of the Ridge by removing invasive non-native vegetation.  He identified a portion of property which he wanted assurances that it would remain categorized as open space park when it was put into the Town’s zoning category.  Ms. Allen believed that any property already designated as recreation, open space would remain recreation, open space.  Chair Bender pointed out that any zoning changes would have to come before this Agency as well as the Council.


As there were no other speakers, Chair Bender closed the public hearing.


Vice-Chair McLaughlin made a motion, seconded by Mr. Stevens, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair McLaughlin – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Stevens – yes; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 5-0)     

Text Amendments
3.2
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF DAVIE, FLORIDA, AMENDING GARBAGE AND REFUSE, CHAPTER 9, ARTICLE II., COLLECTION AND REMOVAL, SECTION 9-25 RECEPTACLE REQUIREMENTS; THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, CHAPTER 12, ARTICLE VI, SITE LANDSCAPING, SECTION 12-111, MINIMUM LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS FOR OUTDOOR EQUIPMENT OR FACILITIES; ARTICLE III, USE REGULATIONS, DIVISION 2, GENERAL REGULATIONS, SECTION 12-33, GENERAL REGULATIONS ADDING SUBTITLE (JJ) DUMPSTER ENCLOSURES; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE TOWN CODE; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE

Ms. Gale read the ordinance by title.  Mr. Abramson explained the intent of the ordinance and that the amendments were made for housekeeping purposes.


Chair Bender asked if this ordinance applied to all new development.  Mr. Abramson responded affirmatively.


Mr. Stevens was concerned that the term “housing unit” had not been defined.   Ms. Nolan explained that this ordinance applied to anything greater than a single-family home.  Mr. Busey posed a scenario that if he were in a townhouse complex of four units, would this mean that he would be required to have a dumpster.  Ms. Nolan responded that new development would be required to have a dumpster enclosure centrally located somewhere on the site.  Vice-Chair McLaughlin disputed that point since the ordinance did not say that, only that a separate garbage receptacle or garbage container would be required. Ms. Nolan responded that during the Development Review Committee and Site Plan Committee review process, if the Town thought that a dumpster enclosure was needed, this would be the enforcement mechanism to require an applicant to provide one.  Mr. Stevens disputed that and stated that he could argue that as a developer, he had complied with the ordinance by providing a separate garbage receptacle or garbage container, not necessarily a dumpster. Ms. Nolan maintained that if and when an applicant had to install a dumpster, there was no mechanism to insure that it was an appropriate dumpster with the appropriate enclosure and that this was the mechanism developed to achieve that end.  A lengthy debate ensued regarding the language of the ordinance and the definition of a dumpster.

Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.  As no one spoke, the public hearing was closed. 



As corrections needed to be made and Agency members felt that the ordinance needed to be clearer, they were reluctant to move the item forward.

Mr. Stevens made a motion, seconded by Vice-Chair McLaughlin, to table to the next meeting [May 23rd].  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair McLaughlin – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Stevens – yes; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 5-0)     

3.3
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF DAVIE, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, CHAPTER 12, ARTICLE VIII, SIGNS, LIGHTING, DIVISION 1, SIGNS, SECTION 12-243, DETAILED SIGNS REGULATIONS, D) TEMPORARY SIGNS, 2) REAL ESTATE SIGNS, d) OPEN HOUSE SIGNS; TO PROVIDE FOR RESIDENTIAL TRANSITORY SIGNS FOR ONE DAY ACTIVITIES; PROVIDING FOR INCLUSION IN THE TOWN CODE; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.  


Ms. Gale read the ordinance by title.  Ms. Nolan indicated that staff had been directed by Council to research and develop an ordinance addressing open house signs as well as other transitory temporary signage.  This ordinance would allow for residential transitory signs to be placed on public rights-of-way with certain stipulations.

Chair Bender expressed that this was “over legislation” and Code Compliance was already having difficulty keeping up on the weekends.  Ms. Nolan explained that presently, the Code did not allow open house signs to be placed in rights-of way, only on private property.


Mr. Busey was concerned about the “one day only” provision and how it impacted weekend events.  He felt it needed clarification and had it meant once within a given day or one day a week or one day a month.  Ms. Nolan explained that on weekends and holidays, the signs could be displayed as long as they were removed at a specific time each of those days and could not be left out there.

Ms. Turin suggested that in Section 1(d)(4), that the word “will” be replaced with the word “may” to read:  The signs must be erected and taken down on the same calendar day, if not, the signs will may be removed by the Town.  Ms. Nolan agreed with the change.


Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.


Joyce Steward enlightened the Agency as to why this ordinance had been created.  She indicated that Code Compliance was aggressively removing the open house signs because the signs were placed in public rights-of-way in order to give direction to the open houses.  Ms. Steward stated that Code Compliance had allegedly removed 109 signs on one weekend alone.  The only way to resolve the problem was to create this ordinance to address the issue.  After doing some research, the City of Plantation happened to have a reasonable ordinance which this one nearly duplicated.

Anthony Caruana was in favor of the ordinance and asked that the time the signs could be displayed be lengthened and he explained why.

As there were no other speakers, the public hearing was closed.


Chair Bender indicated that he misunderstood the ordinance and his issues were with the burden on Code Compliance.  He believed the ordinance would help the real estate community.


Mr. Stevens made suggestions to refine the ordinance to which Agency members agreed should be included in the motion.  

Mr. Busey made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve subject to the following:  1) Section 1(d), remove the text which stated “which may be displayed for one (1) day only”; 2) that Section 1(d)(5) be deleted; and 3) amend Section 1(d)(4) to include after “…the same calendar day, but no later than 9:00 p.m., and if not, the signs may be removed by the Town.”  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair McLaughlin – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Stevens – yes; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 5-0)
3.4
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF DAVIE, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, CHAPTER 12, ARTICLE XIII, SPECIAL PLANNING AREAS AND DISTRICTS, ADDING DIVISION 5, UNITED RANCHES; ACKNOWLEDGING THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT SPECIFYING THAT BROWARD COUNTY LAND USE CLASSIFICATIONS, RULES AND REGULATIONS ARE TO REMAIN IN EFFECT; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.


Ms. Gale read the ordinance by title.  Ms. Nolan explained that this ordinance codified the annexation agreement and was a mechanism to insure that the conditions of approval were incorporated into the Code.


There was a brief discussion as to whether or not this ordinance precluded being reviewed by the Town’s Planning and Zoning Board/Local Planning Agency since certain items would be reviewed by the United Ranches Preservation Board.  Ms. Klahr opined that any zoning items would first be reviewed by the United Ranches Preservation Board prior to review by the Town’s Planning and Zoning Board/Local Planning Agency and ultimately, Council.

Vice-Chair McLaughlin asked if the Preservation Board would be monitored by the Town and if a staff member would be attending the meetings.  Ms. Nolan advised that the Preservation Board’s members had already been appointed and when an item came up, a meeting would be scheduled.


Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.  As no one spoke, the public hearing was closed.


Mr. Stevens asked if the ordinance had been reviewed by the Town Attorney to be certain it was in compliance with the interlocal agreement.  Ms. Nolan’s response satisfied his concern.


Mr. Stevens made a motion, seconded by Vice-Chair McLaughlin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair McLaughlin – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Stevens – yes; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 5-0)
4.
OLD BUSINESS

Ms. Nolan advised that staff had composed a “companion ordinance” to the “junkyard ordinance” which would go before Council for first reading on May 16th.  She explained that although things were done a little differently, this Agency would have the opportunity to review the “Town driven” ordinance on May 23rd.
5.
NEW BUSINESS 


There was no old business discussed.

6.
COMMENTS AND/OR SUGGESTIONS


Mr. Busey reminded staff about better reproductions of maps in the backup packets.


Vice-Chair McLaughlin mentioned the Engineering Division’s Traffic Calming Fund.  Ms. Nolan advised that the Town would be implementing a local road master plan and told how it would function.
7.
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business and no objections, the meeting was adjourned at 8:26 p.m.
Date Approved:  
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