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A meeting of the Broward County Planning Council was held at 10:00 a.m. on 
Thursday, March 24, 2011, in Room 422 of the Broward County 
Governmental Center, Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
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CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chair Lamar Fisher called the meeting to order. 
 
CHAIR FISHER: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen.  I’d like to call to 
order the Broward County Planning Council Regular Meeting and Public 
Hearing this Thursday, March the 24th, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
I ask you now to stand for the Pledge of Allegiance.   
 
Vice Mayor Castro? 
 
(THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE WAS LED BY VICE MAYOR ANNE 
CASTRO.) 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Thank you. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Following Roll Call by the Transcriptionist, the Chair declared a quorum 
present.   
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Thank you. We are having somewhat of difficulties on our 
technology, so our microphones do not work.  I have a live microphone here.  
We’ve got a little background music, too, Henry.  That’s wonderful.  We 
appreciate that. And so we may need to pass the microphone and, more 
importantly, if you can just speak a little bit louder than you normally would, I 
think everybody will be able to hear accordingly.  Okay? Also, don’t forget 
about our tin behind me for the refreshments on that, as well. So any other 
announcements before we begin? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Just -- just to assure you that also there are microphones 
that can pick up what everybody’s saying, also, so – 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Very good. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  -- just because you’re not using the microphone doesn’t 
mean you’re not getting picked up by the recording. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Very good.  Okay. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Now under our Consent Agenda is a motion to approve 
Consent Agenda Items C-1 through C-4. 
Any pulls? 
 
Vice Mayor Castro:  I’ll make the motion to approve the Consent Agenda – 
 
Mayor Udine:  Second. 
 
Vice Mayor Castro:  -- C-1 through C-4 through Commissioner Mack.  I 
understand she is – Broward Days.  
 
OPERATOR:  Thank you for attending the conference.  You are the first 
participant.  Please hold. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  (Inaudible.) 
 
COMMISSIONER LONDON:  Yes.   
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  It’s been moved and seconded to the addition of 
Commissioner Mack. Is there any other discussion? All in favor say aye. 
Opposed? Motion does carry. Commissioner (Inaudible), are you with us?  
Okay. 
 
VOTE PASSES UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

REGULAR AGENDA 
 

R-1 COUNSEL’S REPORT 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Now, under our Regular Agenda, R-1, Andy, your report? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  This - you have been given copies of the provision of the 
Broward County Code relating to lobbying activities of Advisory Board 
members. A couple of very brief things.  First of all, the first thing you should 
know is that if you have any questions about whether it applies to any action 
you’re going to take, you should just contact me and ask for advice.  My 
number is 954-429-1440, and I’d be happy to provide guidance to you.   
 
Very briefly, it prohibits members of boards, County boards, that would be 
you, for the purpose of the Planning Council, to engage in lobbying activities 
of any division or department affiliated with your Advisory Board, meaning 
something within the purview of your Board. So if you look at your Board in 
some -- for instance, the Development Management Division, things of that 
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sort, directly within your purview, you cannot then go be a Board member 
making decisions on those issues and the next day lobbying. 
 
But it’s -- it’s fairly narrow.  The definition of lobbying is fairly broad.  You don’t 
have to be paid.  Paid or unpaid.   But if you sense that the agency that 
you’re having to deal with, you engage in any lobbying, is a little too close to 
Planning Council -- you know, the kind of purview of the Planning Council, 
you should contact me first and we’ll get you an opinion.  I’ll (inaudible) you if 
there’s any question, even the slightest question.  And we’ll check with the 
County Attorney’s Office, because I want to make sure that the opinion I’m 
giving you is also the opinion you’re going to get from the County Attorney.  I 
believe in cooperating that way.  So I -- I don’t want to be, you know, a -- a 
loner on that. (Inaudible) again, fairly narrow purview.  You kind of know it 
when you’re getting close to it.  If you feel that way, before you go any 
further, just contact me and we’ll be happy to advise you. Thank you. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Very good.  Any questions?  Okay. 
 
R-2 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Henry?  Agenda Item R-2. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  I’ve got a couple of things.  
 
Number one is a status report on the project we started last month, parks and 
water bodies.  We have requested information from all the cities, pretty 
quickly after last month’s Council meeting.  We have a deadline for next 
week to receive that information. We’ve already received information from 
about a third of the cities.  So, based upon past experience, I’m thinking 
we’re going to probably get more than half of the information by the deadline 
next week, and we’re probably going to have to work with some of the other 
cities to get more information, or the information.  So we’re going to continue 
to work with the cities.  There’s an outside chance that I’ll have a full report 
for you in April on the item.  But, like I said at the last meeting, I thought 
maybe May might be the target date. I’ll at least give you a full status report 
next month on that issue, maybe a full report.  But I’m guessing it’s going to 
take until May to get all the information together. I just wanted to give you 
that information.  
 
Number two is we’ve been monitoring, with County staff, the -- what’s going 
on up in Tallahassee with Growth Management legislation being proposed.  
I’m not sure what’s going to be approved, but right now, everything’s looking 
like they’re going to basically take away a lot of the growth management 
authority that the State has. Some of the legislation I’ve seen is basically just 
get -- almost get rid of the State review process that we have right now for 
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land use amendments.  Right now, we’re looking at two times a year, so a 
minimal process.  That might go away.  So we might just be handling land 
use plan amendments as they come in.  That might not be a bad thing. There 
are some proposals to basically eliminate the authority of the Regional 
Planning Councils. And there’s a proposal to get rid of school concurrency 
and other concurrencies, and also the EAR that was adopted by the -- 
approved by the Council in January and adopted by the County. There’s also 
the legislation to not require that anymore.  So we’re following that, and will 
keep you informed.  
 
Last thing was I’ve been talking to the County MPO staff.  The MPO’s the 
Regional Transportation Board and funding agency for the County. And -- 
they’re going to commence doing studies, livability studies, they’re called.  
They’re going to try and identify areas of the County that could support 
development in concert with transit.  Some of that stuff’s already been -- 
being handled through our TOD’s and TOC’s. But the one thing they’re going 
to have is a committee, an oversight committee on the process.  And I was 
talking to them and they might invite Council staff to be a part of that 
committee. So that’s something I’d be interested in doing, with the blessing of 
the Board.  Might invite the MPO staff to give the Council a briefing on the 
project in the next month or so. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Sure. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  So that’s my report. I’d be happy to answer any questions. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Are there any questions? 
 
MR. FINK:  Yeah. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Yes, Mr. Fink. 
 
MR. FINK:  School concurrency, do we get involved in school concurrency 
when proposals come in front of us in terms of the impact that these 
additional housing units, if that’s what happening, or transportation 
differentiations, do we get involved in considering that? 
 
Again, I’m a newbie, so I -- I’m just – 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Sure.  And I’m glad you asked that question.  There’s really 
two things that have school impacts.  Number one is school concurrency, 
which is handled at the -- at the platting stage, or the site planning stage.  So 
the Planning Council is not involved in that. We do review impact to schools 
for land use amendments based upon and in concert with what the school 
element allows.  So we do analyze school impacts. And some of this 
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legislation might also get rid of that requirement, also.  So – 
 
MR. FINK:  So if I understand what I think is being proposed up there, a 
developer will no longer have to provide additional funding for the number of 
seats that may be required as a result of his development being built. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  The legislation I’ve seen, that I understand up here is the 
State would no longer require it.  Broward County or other counties and cities 
could still require it.  And it’s my understanding that, even if the State passed 
that type of legislation, we’d have to look at the County’s school element or 
school concurrency, but the option would then exist for the County and the 
School Board to eliminate it. 
 
MR. FINK:  Would not this become another unfunded mandate where the 
State says that, since it’s not a State requirement, the County cannot enforce 
any kind of a concurrency regulation?  Which is what some of the legislation 
in Tallahassee that’s going through there right now is doing. 
 
It’s basically saying that the cities and counties will become impotent, for lack 
of a better word. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Attorney? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  Well, we’d have to check -- check the -- the language.  
The way the -- the major bills that I’ve seen, it’s more in the way of taking 
away the required -- the State (inaudible) requirement that you impose 
concurrency.  Obviously, if they adopted legislation that prohibits us, that -- 
that would -- that would be an issue.  We’ll have to wait until -- I think it’s 
more likely that they’re going to take -- that they’ll just take away the 
requirement or the requirement that we do do it. 
 
But you never know which way they’ll go. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Vice Mayor Castro, do you want to make a comment? 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  No.  I was just going to add to what Mr. Maurodis   
was saying.  What it’s really doing is the opposite.  It’s -- it’s saying the State 
no longer cares about it, but if your local government elects to continue that 
process, you can continue that process to require concurrency.  And then the 
local government does have to pay for it, but it’s their election to continue 
that requirement. 
 
But I hear the whole emblem of what’s going on up there is the State is 
basically getting out of the development business.  They don’t want to 
oversee anything.  They -- they don’t want to be seeing the contents of your 



Planning Council 
3/24/2011 
LG/NC 7  
 

reports anymore.  They just want to step back and say, local government, 
you do your thing.  And whatever you all want to approve, you pay for it and 
you deal with it. 
 
MR. FINK:  I -- I disagree that -- that’s what you’re hearing; that’s not what 
I’m hearing. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  That’s what I’m hearing. 
 
MR. FINK:  What I’m hearing is that they’re saying not only are we going to 
get out of the development business, but we’re going to prohibit you, as the 
local entities, from passing restrictive measures that would conflict with what 
their intention is. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  I think Broward County, that’s going to be a 
difficulty.  And, Andy, you can jump in on this.  But because we’re a Charter 
County, it puts us in a different – 
 
MR. FINK:  Uh-huh. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  -- status than most of the rest of the State. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  It -- it does, but – 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  Especially with the Land Use Plan. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- but if the State adopts a – 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  A prohibition against that. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- a prohibition – 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  Right. 
 
MR. FINK:  Right. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- they could do it.  And at that point, you need to watch it, 
you need to watch where your bills progress.  They may start out one way 
and end up a totally different way. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  Right.  But I haven’t seen any prohibition language 
yet.  I’ve seen more step -- State stepping back at this point. 
 
MR. FINK:  I’ve seen it in the fertilizer issue that came up. 
 



Planning Council 
3/24/2011 
LG/NC 8  
 

VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  That -- I agree with you.  Yeah.  I was talking about 
the development. 
 
MR. FINK:  Well, I understand, but I’m -- I’m seeing it start now, and that’s my 
concern. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  (Inaudible.)  Yeah, what you see now is (inaudible). 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS:  (Inaudible cross-talk.) 
 
MR. FINK:  Correct. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  What we’re seeing right now might not see the light 
of day. 
 
MR. FINK:  Correct. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  They have a way of dying in committee. 
 
MR. FINK:  Okay.  But I guess what I was trying to get to, I didn’t know at 
what part of the process we get involved, because I will, at a later point in 
today’s meeting, make you aware of some other things that I’ve become 
aware of. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  And also, too, that would be good in a workshop, 
opportunities to be able -- those who are new to the Council to be able to ask 
those kind of questions, as well. But, obviously, feel free, as well, here today. 
Any other -- yes, Henry? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  (Inaudible) the workshop how to (inaudible) since we did 
mail you out the backup for the workshop.  If you want to leave it here this 
month, you brought it with you today, we’ll be happy to mail it out again next 
month.   
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Just leave it out, we’ll pick it up. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  All right. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  But if not, we’ll get you it (inaudible). 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Any other questions on Henry’s report? 
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R-3 CORRESPONDENCE 
 
Okay.  Any further correspondence, Henry? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  No, sir. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  Great.   
 

PUBLIC HEARING 
 

Quasi-Judicial Hearing 
 

PH-1, PH-3, & PH-6 
 
RECERTIFICATION PCR 11-6,PCR 11-8 & PCR 11-4 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  We’re on our Public Hearing Agenda, Items PH-1 through 
4, Quasi-Judicial. 
Do we have any speakers who have signed up? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  Is there any -- I do not believe there’s anyone who -- all 
the Quasi-Judicial Hearings are waived. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  There is no one here to oppose any Quasi-Judicial 
matters  
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Great. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- that we’re aware of.  If no one’s here to oppose any of 
those matters gives you the waiver.  Then if no -- if the Board does not wish 
to – 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Pull an item. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- act contrary to staff recommendation, you may adopt all 
of these in one vote.  That would be your (inaudible). 
 
MR. FISHER:  Very good. 
 
Anyone wish to pull an item?  Okay.  Ms. Graham? 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  Chair Fisher, I discussed this -- or emailed this to Mr. 
Sniezek ahead of time, and I just want to go on the record as a new member, 



Planning Council 
3/24/2011 
LG/NC 10  
 

not that I’m opposing any of them, but without the backup, I understand these 
are recertifications, but I don’t feel comfortable with an approval of all of 
those recerts.  And, again, not because I’m denying them for certain reasons.  
I just don’t have enough information. 
 
So that will explain my no vote. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Very good. 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  Because I can’t abstain. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Thank you. 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  Thank you. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Mr. Fink, did you wish to pull an item? 
 
MR. FINK:  I would like to pull 2, I’d like to pull 4, and I’d like to pull 5. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MAYOR UDINE:  I -- I move 1, 3, and 6. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  Second. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Moved and seconded. All in favor, say aye. Opposed. 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  Nay. 
 
CHAIR FISHER: We have one opposed.  Ms. Graham is opposed.  Okay? 
 
VOTE PASSES 11 TO 1 WITH MS. GRAHAM VOTING NO. 
 
AGENDA ITEM PH-2 
 
RECERTIFICATION PCR 11-7 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  PH-2, Henry. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  PH-2 is a recertification for the Town of Davie.  The proposal 
is to recertify the town’s plan from a residential 10-unit per acre category to a 
residential 22 units per acre category as -- as amended.  The land use 
proposal corresponds to Broward County Land Use Plan Amendment PC 10-
14 that was adopted by the County Commission last year on September 
28th. 
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CHAIR FISHER:  I’m going to ask for a motion and a second to put it on the 
floor. 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  So moved. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Second. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  It’s on the floor. Mr. Fink, you have questions on 
this? 
 
MR. FINK:  Yes, I do. On the second page -- no, it’s not in this.  I’m sorry.   
On the -- page 2 of the Declaration of Restrictive Covenants, it has a 
description of garden apartments and mid-rise. It speaks to garden 
apartments and mid-rise. I’m intelligent enough to know what a garden 
apartment is.  Can somebody tell me, because, again, I’m a newbie, what’s a 
mid-rise? 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Henry. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Yeah, Mr. Fink, thanks for asking, because before the 
meeting I was able to confirm that, according to the Land Development 
Code, a mid-rise is defined as a building between four stories and eight 
stories. 
 
MR. FINK:  Four stories and eight stories.  Okay. And therefore, a high-rise 
would be anything over eight stories? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Correct. 
 
MR. FINK:  And from this, do we know how many -- in changing this use 
designation from ten units per acre to 22, do we know how many additional 
housing units this is going to bring on line?  Can we estimate how many 
additional housing units this is going to bring on line? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  I believe there was an additional approximately 600. 
 
MR. FINK:  600.  Okay.   
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Any further questions or comments, Mr. Fink?  
  
MR. FINK:  I’m not sure this is the right time, but I’m going to do it anyway.   
I was appointed by one of the School Board members to the Broward County 
Schools Budget Task Force to work on the budget for 2011-2012. The 
shortfall that they are facing right now, without the Legislature completing its 
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work, is $160,000,000. If you tie what Henry was talking about about the -- 
the State getting out of the developmental business and concurrency -- and I 
-- and I appreciate Ms. Castro’s comments about we may still have control -- 
and if we look at a couple of these other items that are here, we’re facing a 
critical problem. And if we, as a Planning Council, have any kind of -- and 
that’s really my question.  How do we ensure that we’re not sending our 
School Board into default?   
 
MR. MAURODIS:  Well – 
 
MR. FINK:  Because that’s what I’m looking at going into the future. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  :  -- and I recognize that.  I think possibly this is a good 
point, because we -- we do have a number of new members, to understand 
the jurisdiction.  And this is the part I need to talk about, to tell you things you 
can’t do.  You can’t even think about sometimes, which is your jurisdiction.  
Really, I think Henry hit it.  I think his answer is your -- this Board’s point of 
input on the school issue as it relates to population (inaudible), is at the Land 
Use Plan amendment stage.  At that point, you get reports, and that is a fair 
game issue.  It’s a very discretionary action, and that’s where this Board 
makes the decision that really counts.  Because once the Land Use Plan 
amendment is approved, a lot of things fall into place that are much more 
difficult to stop. With regard to this role right here, this is probably the -- one 
of the most frustrating things for us to have to say to you with regard to your 
role in education.  It is a very limited role. There may be things that you are 
required to certify, Land Use Plan amendments, that you truly do not like, that 
you would never have voted for, that maybe you -- when you were on the 
Board, you voted against. But certification is just a process by which this 
Board determines that an adopted amendment by a municipality is – 
 
MR. FINK:  Meets the requirements? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- substantially consistent with the Broward County Land 
Use Plan. If it is, even though you might find it to be most ill advised, unwise 
Land Use Plan amendment that you have ever seen, there is a responsibility 
here.  You are acting in a totally different capacity. So it doesn’t matter 
whether you like it or not as to whether it’s in substantial conformity.  And 
that’s a very easy test to meet with the Broward County Land Use Plan. As a 
matter of fact, this is the only time where, if you deny something, you have to 
give specific reasons for the denial. Now, in this particular case, and a few 
others on here, that becomes even -- you even have less discretion, if that’s 
possible, because in this case, the Broward County Commission amended 
the Broward County Land Use Plan to approve this very same amendment. 
So this very same amendment is in the Broward County Land Use Plan. So 
at this point, your action becomes utterly ministerial.  It’s almost -- and 
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(inaudible) come forth, this (inaudible).   It’s almost like checking off the box, 
because it’s the exact same amendment approved in the – 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  It is. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  -- it’s the exact same (inaudible), correct.  The exact same 
amendment approved by the Broward County Commission.  So, therefore, 
they have to be consistent – 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Uh-huh. 
 
MR MAURODIS: -- with the -- they’re the same, but the -- the certification 
process is a frustrating one.  You really have to look, again, at the Land Use 
Plan amendment.  That’s why the Land Use Plan amendments are so 
important, because that is your point of input on the schools (inaudible).  
Once that amendment is approved, a lot of things happen that you kind of 
lose -- with each step down the road, there’s less discretion.  Because the 
land use planning approval, they either go through or they don’t. Frankly, 
anyone sitting on a municipal board has probably heard their attorney tell you 
that you have less discretion as -- as a result.   
 
So then when you get to the platting and site plan stage, it gets less and less. 
So, really, your input is at the Land Use Plan amendment stage. 
 
MR. FINK:  So, a question out of ignorance.  I’m just a poor country boy. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Mr. Fink, just talk up a little bit louder, please. 
 
MR. FINK:  Oh, I’m just -- out of ignorance.  I’m just a – 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MR. FINK:  Do we get involved with the land use planning? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  You get involved with the approval of the Land Use Plan 
amendments at the County level.  Broward County Land Use Plan 
amendments come to you.  You are the local planning agency for Broward 
County Land Use Plan amendments. So you will -- you will have two 
hearings on every amendment to the Broward County Land Use Plan, at the 
transmittal and the adoption phase, and have two opportunities to make a 
recommendation. 
 
MR. FINK:  So do we have direct impact on the Broward County Land Use 
Plan ever?  Or is that something that only the County, the Commissioners 
do? 
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MR. MAURODIS:  You have direct input insofar as you will make a -- the 
Broward County Commission is the one that adopts this.  They have the 
direct input. You have input insofar as you are their local planning agency.  
They look to you to advise them as to whether the amendment should be 
adopted. That doesn’t mean they will always listen to your recommendation, 
but they – 
 
MR. FINK:  I understand. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:   -- more often than not, they do. 
 
MR. FINK:  Having sat on a planning and zoning board, I got that much. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:   It’s really very similar to a planning and zoning board and 
a City Commission. 
 
MR. FINK:  I guess my question is do we have the ability to change, or are 
we the ones that can change the Broward County Land Use Plan, or how do 
we effect a change?  And does it come out of this Committee, or is it another 
board? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:    Well, (inaudible).  You have the ability -- you -- you 
cannot independently change it.  The answer to your question is, no, you 
cannot independently change it.  All you can do is make recommendations, 
or initiate amendments for the purpose of changing it. So you can start the 
ball rolling, and you can make recommendations. 
 
MR. FINK:  Okay. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:  But you are not the final say. 
 
MR. FINK:  Okay. 
   
MR. SNIEZEK:  Can I -- I can give you an example of just one since you’ve 
been on the Board.  The parks issue with the water bodies.  The Planning 
Council initiated a request for information to review what’s out there.  And 
what may result is a proposal to change the County Land Use Plan.  And if 
you initiate such a change, it will go to two Public Hearings here, and the 
County Commission will also see it, because they have the final authority to 
adopt it.  So there is -- the Planning Council can initiate amendments and 
make recommendations, but they cannot change the Land Use Plan 
themselves. 
 
MR. FINK:  I apologize to my fellow members – 
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CHAIR FISHER:  Please, don’t.  No. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS:  (Inaudible cross-talk.) 
 
MR. FINK:  I can’t discuss this stuff with you in private, because we’re under 
the Sunshine Laws. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Right. 
 
MR. FINK:  And since I sat on the Ethics Commission, I fully understand the 
Sunshine Laws.  So I’m -- I’m just getting an education.  And I know some of 
you know this stuff cold.  I don’t. I’m okay for the minute. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  Vice Mayor Castro, do you have a question before  
Mayor Udine -- okay. 
 
MAYOR UDINE:  I’ll move PH-2. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  It’s -- actually, it’s already been moved and seconded on 
the floor already. Just make note before we do vote, Ms. Ragoonan is 
present now.  Any further questions or comments?  Henry? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  I think it’s more appropriate -- it’s not really on the subject, 
the item, but just to give a further example, and this is like a preview, I guess, 
of our workshop that we’re going to have.  We’ll probably just go over this 
again in the next one – 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Uh-huh. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  -- is the Deerfield Beach items that the Council saw last 
month.  That’s an example of -- of the report that you got that was fairly thick 
and had a lot of information in it.  You know, the backup was geared towards 
the jurisdiction that the Planning Council has.  So the Deerfield Beach 
amendments, you had a lot of information, a lot of discretion. But 
recertification, the backup is short, because really the only question before 
you is, is this land use that the city adopted consistent with the County Land 
Use Plan.  Usually, if the County plan says 22 units per acre and the city plan 
is 22 units per acre, that’s pretty much the question before you. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Uh-huh. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Being sensitive though as to the newer members who were 
not here when all these things were discussed last year, I always would offer 
to provide them additional background information on any amendment of the 
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County, then I can provide them a report that was done last year, or -- or any 
-- I can get the information from the city, if it was a city issue they want. I 
mean, but there have been Board discussions to try to find out should the 
Planning Council backup be thicker and have like the staff report from the 
County amendment for recertification, though there has been some concern, 
well, then it appears that there’s been a re-hearing on the whole issue again. 
So that’s why the backup for recertification is so light, small, whatever you 
want to call it. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:    It reflects your -- your discretion, authority that you’re 
exercising. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  And is required by the County Charter.  I mean, we could get 
a further discussion about whether the Planning Council should even do 
recertifications, and you have that discussion if you ever wanted to, and 
propose a Charter change, because that’s what it’ll take to change having 
these kind of hearings for recertifications. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  This is a Charter based (inaudible). 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  Any further questions or comments?  All in favor, 
say aye. Opposed? Make note Ms. Graham has opposed it. Thank you. 
 
VOTE PASSES 12 TO 1 WITH MS. GRAHAM VOTING NO. 
 
AGENDA ITEM PH-4 
 
RECERTIFICATION PCR 11-9 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  PH-4, Henry. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  PH-4 is a recertification in the City of Hollywood, 
recertification of flex -- flexibility Zone 89, changes from open space 
recreation to general business.  The site used to be the Pines Par 3 golf 
course. This also corresponds to Broward County Land Use Plan 
Amendment 10-22 that was adopted by the County Commission September 
28th, 2010 and proposing the same category, Commercial. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Is there a motion to put it on the floor? 
 
MR. COOPER:  I’ll make a motion. 
 
COMMISSIONER DUBOSE:  Second. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Moved and seconded for consideration. Mr. Fink, once 
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again. 
 
MR. FINK:  Yes, I -- you know, I apologize. If I understand it, we’re taking a 
par three golf course and turning it into commercial area.  And it looks to me 
like this is almost a residential street, based on the map that was being 
submitted. In -- in his Declaration of Covenants, does he state what kind of 
commercial it’s going to be turned into, or he’s not required to? 
 
MR. MAURODIS:    No, the -- the Declaration of Restrictive Covenants 
generally are only there where, as part of the approval of the Land Use Plan 
amendment, the applicant made a voluntary -- well, a voluntary contribution 
of some sort, or agreed voluntarily to undertake some restrictions. So the 
Declaration of Restrictive Covenants just reflects that particular provision.  It 
does not reflect the entire (inaudible). 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Henry? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  I can provide further background, because you weren’t here 
for the County version of the amendment.  Compatibility was a big issue on 
this site, because you’re right, because -- from residential uses, especially to 
the south.  And to mitigate that, the applicant offered to provide a 1.8 acre 
common open space area that is going to border that area to the south. 
 
MR. FINK:  Yeah, well, it’s not only just to the south, though, Henry.  It’s also 
to the west. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: (Inaudible.) 
 
MR. FINK:  To the east, rather.  The other side of the street is residential, 
both low-medium and medium residential. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  Well, the impact to the -- to the west – 
 
MR. FINK:  To the east.  To the east. 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  To the east. 
 
MR. FINK:  Yeah, the other side of the street is also residential. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  (Inaudible) to the west. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  That’s west. 
 
MR. FINK:  Adjacent -- abutting the turnpike. 
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MR. SNIEZEK:  I’m sorry.  I’m looking the wrong way.  Yeah, to the east.  
(Inaudible) that was going to be addressed in the city’s development codes. 
 
MR. FINK:  Thank you. 
 
MR. MAURODIS:    And, again, you’re kind of looking at history that’s already 
been written at this point. 
 
MR. FINK:  I understand.  But unless I raise the issues to educate myself so 
when other stuff comes forward – 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  We understand.   Any further comments, Mr. Fink? 
 
MR. FINK:  No, I think I’ve taken almost (inaudible). 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  No, no, no. Ms. Graham? 
 
MS. GRAHAM:  Chair Fisher, again, my question’s, similar to Member Fink’s 
comments, is that as different changes were made at planning, zoning, and 
Commission level in these municipalities, that may or may not have been 
acceptable to the constituents, but yet they went through, were approved, 
now they’re back for recertification, local elections sometimes vote people 
out of office and then new people come in. So had it come before a new 
Commission and a new Planning and Zoning Board, it might not get 
approved today. I don’t know how old the recerts are and the exact window 
for when they come before us.  If they’re a year or two or three or four into 
the past, we’re now seeing them. So people are -- are changing some of their 
opinions in some of the municipalities in Broward. I can only speak for Fort 
Lauderdale, because that’s where I live. So, again, I appreciate Mr. Fink’s 
comments, because I share his viewpoint, even if there’s nothing we can do 
at this point.  Thank you. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Any further discussion? All in favor, say aye. Opposed. 
Please note Ms. Graham’s going to oppose it. 
 
VOTE PASSES 11 TO 1 WITH MS. GRAHAM VOTING NO. 
 
AGENDA ITEM PH-5 
 
RECERTIFICATION PCR 11-5 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  PH-5, Henry? 
 
MR. SNIEZEK:  PH-5 is a recertification of the Coconut Creek Regional 
Activity Center.  And this also reflects the adoption of a County Land Use 
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Plan amendment that was adopted last year on September 14th to the 
Coconut Creek Main Street Regional Activity Center, where they added 
800,000 square feet of commercial, 244,500 square feet of office, and 3,750 
multi-family dwelling units. There was a mitigation for this to address road 
impacts of 5.87 million dollars. We’re recommending recertification. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Very good. Motion? 
 
MR. HOBBY:  So moved. 
 
VICE MAYOR CASTRO:  Second. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Moved and seconded for consideration.  Mr. Fink? 
 
MR. FINK:  I will get on my -- I’m going to get on my soap box now. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MR. FINK:  I’m just looking at page 39.  Page 11 -- Section 11, page 39, 
residential. A two and half percent, two and a half times, 250 percent 
increase in the number of multi-family residential dwelling units. And the soap 
box I’m going to get on is -- and I’m just trying to make -- because we all 
have impact in the community as being members of the Planning Council. On 
Tuesday night, I attended the first Emergency Budget Task Force meeting for 
the Broward County School Board.  As I mentioned a few minutes ago, there 
is $160,000,000 shortfall projected for the coming year.  That’s ’11 and ’12.  
And that’s before the Legislature finishes its work and says what the new 
millage rate is going to be. If we’re not cognizant on the Planning Council of 
what this is going to do to the school system, and the impact, especially 
when you talk about concurrency, we are going to have a school system that 
will go into default.  There’s no question about it, because their reserves right 
now are 3.2 percent.  At 3 percent, the State comes in and takes you over.  
So for the last few years, they’ve had to dwindle their reserves in order to 
make up the budget shortfall because of the decreasing property values.  
And I think we all have to understand that all of this ties together at some 
point in time, and it’s not going to get any better any time soon. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay. 
 
MR. FINK:  Property values are continuing to decline, and they will for the 
next two years in this area, in south Florida. And that’s my soap box, and I 
apologize, but I’m going to oppose this one. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  Okay.  Any further discussion?  All in favor, say aye. 
Opposed? Make note that Mr. Fink and Ms. Graham did oppose. 
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VOTE PASSES 10 TO 2 WITH MR. FINK AND MS. GRAHAM VOTING NO. 
 
CHAIR FISHER:  That concludes our Agenda, then. 
 
NEXT SCHEDULED PLANNING COUNCIL MEETING – APRIL 28, 2011 
 
Our next meeting will be April the 28th, 2011.   
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
That’s when we’ll have our workshop. 
 
ADJOURMENT 
 
This meeting is adjourned.  Thank you. 
 
(The meeting concluded at 10:42 a.m.  ) 


