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REGULAR AGENDA

CITY COMMISSION, CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 06, 2007 10:00 AM

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. PRESENTATIONS AND REPORTS

A. Presentation of Certificates to the Student Citizens of the Month

B. Arbor/Earth Day Poster Awards Presentation

Award Reception Scheduled for 9:30 A.M. in Room 192 Adjacent to Commission Chambers

C. Presentation by the Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA) for Excellence in Financial Reporting for Fiscal Year Ended September 30, 2005 and the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award for the Fiscal Year  2006-07 Budget (Staff: Director of Finance)(see backup)

Awards presented by Alan Owens, Government Finance Officers Association

D. Presentation of Certificate of Recognition to Division Chief Alex Baird, Fire Department, for continued service to the City of Hallandale Beach Community Emergency Response Team (CERT)

E. Presentation of Certificate of Recognition to Division Chief James P. Johnson for Assignment to the State Public Information Officers Deployment Team

F. Parks and Recreation Summary Report

G. Discussion of Public Works Construction Projects

5. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION (to be heard at 10:15 A.M.)

6. CONSENT AGENDA

A. Pursuant to Chapter 23, Section 23-226 through 23-228, Hallandale Beach Code of Ordinances, Request Authorization to Award RFQ #2005-2006-007, Engineering Design and Construction Services for Installation of a Liquid Chlorination System to GlobalTech, Inc. in the Amount of $241,380. (Staff: Acting Director, Public Works/Utilities/Engineering) (see backup) BP# 019/04

7. PUBLIC HEARINGS (to be heard at 10:30 A.M.)

A. Consideration of an Appeal to the Planning and Zoning Board Decision of Application #15-07-V by John Bartos, Imperial Stone, Inc., For a Variance to Construct a 6-foot High Wall in the Front Yard of a Legal Nonconforming Light Industrial Use Located at 730 NW 2nd Street.

The Variance is From the Following Code Provision: 

Article III Section 32-335(c)(1) Regarding the Maximum Height Restriction of 4-feet Wall for Walls and Fences in the Front Yards of Residential Single-Family District (RS-6) Zoned Properties. 

(The Planning and Zoning Board denied the application on January 24, 2007). (Staff: Director, Development Services) (see backup)

B. Application #05-06-CU by Millenium Group for a Conditional Use Permit Pursuant to Section 32-175(2)(d)(5) of the Zoning and Land Development Code in Order to Construct 179 Residential Units Within the Proposed Mixed Use Development Located at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Blvd.  (Staff: Director, Development Services) (see backup)

TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH ITEMS #7.C. , # 7.D. and #7.E.

1. Executive Summary-Millennium Hallandale Project

C. A Resolution of the City of Hallandale Beach, Florida, Assigning 179 Residential Flexibility Units to the Millenium Hallandale Group Project. (Staff: Director, Development Services) (see backup)

TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH ITEMS #7.B. , # 7.D. and #7.E.

D. An Ordinance of the City of Hallandale Beach, Florida, Applying the Planned Development Overlay District to the Millenium Hallandale Property Located at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard.  (First Reading)(Staff: Director, Development Services) (see backup)

TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH ITEMS #7.B. , # 7.C. and #7.E.

E. Application #06-06-DB by Millenium Group Requesting Major Development Review Approval Pursuant to Section 32-782 of the Zoning and Land Development Code in Order to Create a Mixed Use Development and Build a Residential/Retail Building at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard. (Staff: Director, Development Services) (see backup)

TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH ITEMS #7.B. , # 7.C. and #7.D.

F. An Ordinance of the City of Hallandale Beach, Florida, Amending the City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 2, Administration, Article III “Boards, Committees, Districts and Authorities,” Section 2-74 "Election of Officers" and 2-75 “Excessive Absences of Board Members”; Providing for Conflicts; Providing for Severability; and Providing an Effective Date (First Reading)(Staff: City Clerk)(see backup)

G. An Ordinance of the City of Hallandale Beach, Florida, Amending the City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 10, Finance and Taxation, Article II, "Budget Transfers," Section 10-32, "Budget and Budget Message"; Providing for a New Submission Date; Providing for Conflicts; Providing for Severability; and Providing for an Effective Date. (First Reading)(City Manager)(see backup) 

8. CITY BUSINESS

A. Consideration to Accept and Place on File the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and the Single Audit Report (Compliance Report) for the Fiscal Year Ended September 30, 2006. (Staff:  Director of Finance)(see backup)

TO BE HEARD AT 11:30 A.M.

B. Discussion of Proposed Property Tax Reform. CAD#008/07 (City Manager)(See Backup)

C. Consideration of Supporting the Golden Isles Homeowners Association Pertaining to a Broward Beautiful Grant. (Mayor Cooper) (see backup)

D. Discussion of Amending the City Code Pertaining to City Commission Compensation. (Mayor Cooper)(see backup) 

E. Discussion of Town Hall Meeting on Property Tax Legislation (Mayor Cooper)(see backup)

F. Discussion of Request for Information Regarding the Allocation of Slot Machine Revenues Received by the State for Education. (Mayor Cooper)(see backup) 

G. Discussion of the Status of the Beach Club Sales Center Building and City Uses. (Commissioner Schiller)(see backup) 

H. Pursuant to Section 18-40 of the City of Hallandale Beach Code of Ordinances, Consideration of Revocation of Occupational Licenses at 218 South Dixie Highway.(City Manager)(see backup)

9. EVENT REPORTS

10. OTHER

11. PLANNING AND SCHEDULING MEETING (to be heard during lunch recess in Room 219)

4B. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 18, 2007






TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager
FROM:
Earl S. King III, Acting Director of Public Works, Utilities and Engineering 

SUBJECT: 
Arbor/Earth Day Poster Awards Presentation

PURPOSE

To officially present awards to the Arbor/Earth Day poster contest winners.
BACKGROUND
The City is the recipient of the Tree City USA award again for 2006.  The City has been a recipient of this prestigious award for the past 17 years. To qualify for our Tree City USA status, each year the City is required by The National Arbor Day Foundation to officially issue a Proclamation designating one day in Hallandale Beach as Arbor Day and to have activities promoting Arbor Day. The City proclaimed April 21, 2007 as Arbor/Earth Day during the April 18, 2007 Commission meeting and activities were held on April 21, 2007 at Ingalls Park.

In addition, the Beautification Board, in conjunction with Hallandale Elementary School, judge an Arbor Day poster contest and awards are given to the winners. The grades that participate in the awards are kindergarten through fifth grade. 

DISCUSSION
The Hallandale Beach Beautification Advisory Board recommends Arbor/Earth Day awards be presented to eighteen winners. The awards are given to the first, second, and third place winners in each grade, kindergarten through fifth grade. Each recipient will receive school supplies to include backpacks, coloring books, and pencils. The winning posters will be displayed in the Commission Chambers for the reception and afterwards in the City Hall lobby area. 

A reception will be held to award winners at 9:30 a.m. Therefore, staff requests the awards presentation be given a time certain for 10:00 a.m.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff respectfully requests this item be placed on the June 6, 2007 Commission Agenda for presentation of awards to the Arbor/Earth Day poster contest winners.

Prepared by:  ____________________________

              


  


Mary Francis Jeannot







Administrative Analyst II

 

Reviewed:

 

  

_______________________________




__________

D. Mike Good, City Manager






  Date

 

 

_____Approved                _____Disapproved                _____Hold for Discussion
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4C. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH, FLORIDA

MEMORANDUM

DATE:    
 May 9, 2007

TO:          
 D. Mike Good, City Manager

FROM:    
 Patricia Ladolcetta, Director of Finance

SUBJECT:  
Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting for Fiscal Year Ended September 30, 2005 and the Distinguished Budget Presentation Award for 2006-07 Budget

______________________________________________________________________
The City of Hallandale Beach has been awarded the Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting for the 21st consecutive year.  The Distinguished Budget Presentation Award has been received for the 20th consecutive year.

The Finance Department has made arrangements with the regional spokesperson for the Government Finance Officers Association, Alan Owens, to present the referenced  awards at the City Commission meeting of June 6, 2007.  Mr. Owens will be available at 10:00 a.m. for the presentation.

If you need any additional information, please notify me at your earliest convenience.

Reviewed:

_____________________________        __________________       

D. Mike Good, City Manager 



Date 

_____ Approved     _____ Denied     _____ Hold for Discussion

Comments:  _______________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________

PML
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6A. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 18, 2007
TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager
FROM:
Earl S. King III, Acting Director of Public Works, Utilities and Engineering
SUBJECT: 
Request to Award RFQ # FY2005-2006-007, Engineering Design and Construction

 

Services for Installation of a Liquid Chlorination System.  BP #019/04

SUMMARY
Pursuant to Chapter 23, Sections 23-226 through 23-228, Design Build Procurement Method, Hallandale Beach Code of Ordinances, request authorization to award RFQ #FY2005-2006-007, Engineering Design and Construction Services for Installation of a Liquid Chlorination System to GlobalTech, Inc. in the total amount of $241,380.00.

===================================================================

                     F I N A N C I A L   D A T A
 1. DEPARTMENT: Public Works, Utilities & Engineering       

 2. DIVISION: Water Production        

 3. FUND:  Water, Renewal Replacement and Community Redevelopment Agency, Public Works 

                  Programs          

 4. ACCOUNT #: 430-3395-533-6629 & 130-6340-559-6629       

 5. ACCT. DESCRIPTION: Improvement and Extensions        

 6. FY BUDGET:  FY   2006-2007

 7. AMOUNT BUDGETED: $249,318.00       

 8. GRANT FUNDS: YES_ _  NO_X _    AMOUNT  ________

 9. FUND TRANSFER: YES___  NO_X_AMOUNT  $___________

10. FROM ACCT. #: N/A

11. TO ACCT. #:       N/A

12. REASON FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR TRANSFER:  N/A______________________

____________________________________________________________________

13. PRICE ANALYSIS: ATTACHED___ ADD'L MAT FDR__ _ NONE_ __     

===================================================================

                    B I D   I T E M   D A T A
14. DESCRIPTION OF BID ITEM: * ​​​​​​​​_______________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

15. SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL: ATTACHED__ ADD'L MAT FDR____ NONE 

16. # RFQs SENT: 16

17. # RFQs RECEIVED:      1 

18. # RESPONSIVE RFQs:     1*


19. RECOMMENDED VENDOR: _ GlobalTech, Inc. of Boca Raton, FL__*___________
20. RFQ AWARD AMOUNT:  
$241,380.00  *



21. COMMENTS: *


22. ESTIMATED QUANTITY TO BE PURCHASED (BULK ITEMS): _N/A___________

23. ESTIMATED PURCHASE AMOUNT: ___N/A_______

24. BID TABULATION ATTACHED: YES_  _ NO__X_ ADD'L MAT FDR___

25. TERM OF CONTRACT:    N/A
              

26. BID VALID TO:       Completion
       

27. BID PRICE VALID FOR TERM OF CONTRACT: YES_X_ NO___ COMMENTS___

28. WARRANTY PERIOD:       One Year from completion of installation

              

29. DELIVERY TIME:        150 days from notice to proceed

            

30. STATE CONTRACT: YES___ NO_X_ 

31. CONTRACT #:  N/A
                

32. CO-OP PURCHASE: YES___ NO_X_    

33. AGENCY: N/A


               

34. EXPECTED LIFE OF ITEM:     30 years
          

35. ITEM DEMO'D: YES___ NO_X_    

36. REFERENCES CHECKED: YES_X *_ NO___ N/A___  

37. CONTRACT: ATTACHED___ ADD'l MAT FDR_ __ N/A__     
 

38. CONTRACT APPROVED FOR LEGAL SUFFICIENCY: YES_   _ NO___ N/A_ X__ 

39. CURRENT VENDOR: ___N/A___________________________________________

40. CURRENT PRICE: ___N/A___________________________________________

* See corresponding comment on Attachment 1, RFQ Comments  

 ===================================================================

REPORT PREPARED BY:  ___________________________        
____________




        Hal Elsasser



Date







            Engineer I




        Superintendent, Water Production
                                              

REVIEWED & SUBMITTED BY: ___________________________    ____________




              Earl S. King III 

  
  Date





  Acting Director, Public Works, Utilities & Engineering

REVIEWED AND CONCUR: _________________________________  
__________

                                               D. Mike Good, City Manager              

Date

COMMENTS: ___________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________                                                          
______________________________________________________________________                                                                    
ATTACHMENT 1

RFQ SUMMARY COMMENTS

RFQ #FY2005-2006-007

The following comments relate to the '*' items in numerical order indicated on the Bid Award Summary Memorandum.

14.  This project entails conversion of the current gas chlorination system to a liquid 

       chlorination system.  This will result in a reduced risk to the community and increase the 

       safety of the system operation as gas is more hazardous than the liquid.

18, 19, 20 and 21.  The small size of this project influenced the number of bidders.   

       GlobalTech, Inc. of Boca Raton was the only responder.  Staff negotiated the price from

       $293,540 to $241,380 and is satisfied that this is a reasonable cost without reducing the 

       required scope of services.
36.  Staff contacted Mike Bailey, Utilities Director in Cooper City:  GlobalTech 

performed a design-build hypochlorite system for Cooper City.  According to Mr. Bailey, Cooper City was very pleased with GlobalTech’s performance.  They were professional, reliable and responsive.

REPORT PREPARED BY:  ___________________________        
____________




        Hal Elsasser



Date







            Engineer I




        Superintendent, Water Production
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7A. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH


MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 24, 2007

TO:

Mike Good, City Manager

FROM:
Christy Dominguez, Director of Planning and Zoning

SUBJECT:
Application #15-07-V by John Bartos, Imperial Stone, Inc. 



739 NW 2nd Street - Appeal

Purpose

John Bartos, property owner of Imperial Stone, Inc. located at 739 NW 2nd Street is requesting an Appeal pursuant to Section 32-965(a) of the City Code regarding the Planning and Zoning Board’s denial of Application # 15-07-V for a variance to construct a 6-foot high fence at the subject property.

Background

John Bartos of Imperial Stone filed Application #15-07-V to construct a 6-foot high wall in the front yard setback area of a legal nonconforming light industrial use at 739 NW 2nd Street.  The requested 6 foot wall is not permitted as the property is presently zoned RS-6 (Single Family), Hence, it is subject to the standards for fences in residential districts which limits fence heights to 4 feet within front yard setback areas. 

On January 24, 2007, the Planning and Zoning Board held a public hearing on the application.  Staff’s analysis and recommendations are in the attached staff report dated January 12, 2007.  

Discussion

At the public hearing on the subject application, Darryl Cole, the adjacent property owner at 731 NW 2nd Street, opposed the granting of the variance to build a 6-foot masonry wall along the west property line.  After lengthy discussions and consideration, the Board voted 5-2 to deny the requested variance.

Mr. Cole was concerned with having visibility for his back yard and driveway.  Since the hearing, the applicant and Mr. Cole have agreed to a 5 foot aluminum picket fence.  The new proposal would have likely been approved by the Planning and Zoning Board since it is acceptable to Mr. Cole.

Analysis

Section 32-965(a) of the Zoning and Land Development Code provides the Planning and Zoning Board with authority to approve/deny variances for minor developments/ improvements. According to the Code, upon a negative finding by the Board, the applicant may withdraw or elect to appeal the Board’s decision by filing a notice of appeal within 15 days of the Board’s decision.  Mr. Bartos filed an appeal within the Code’s specified time.

Subsequently, Mr. Bartos met with the adjacent owner to address Mr. Cole’s concerns.  Mr. Bartos agreed to erect a 5 foot aluminum picket fence with shrubbery at the base along the common property line with Mr. Cole.  In addition, the concrete block wall along the north property line will be 3 feet in height with aluminum fencing and landscaping.

Mr. Bartos has provided a letter of agreement between him and Mr. Cole dated March 20, 2007 (copy attached) agreeing to the proposed wall and fence modifications at the subject site.

Conclusion/Recommendations

In the staff report for the subject application, staff concluded the requested variance was not warranted as the applicant could build a 4-foot high wall in lieu of the requested 6-foot in height wall.

Since that time, however, the applicant has modified the proposal to reduce the proposed fence height to 5 ft. and incorporate aluminum picket fencing and additional landscaping to the satisfaction of the adjacent property owner.  In addition, the applicant has made substantial improvements to the property to meet parking and landscaping requirements including additional landscaping materials exceeding Code requirements.

As a result, should the City Commission decide to reverse the Planning and Zoning Board’s decision, staff has no objections to granting of the variance subject to the applicant modifying the proposal to adhere to the agreed modifications with Mr. Cole.

Reviewed:

______________________________



____________

D. Mike Good, City Manager




Date

___ Approved


___ Denied

       
         ___ Hold for Discussion

Comments:_____________________________________________________________ 
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7B. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH, FLORIDA

MEMORANDIUM

DATE:

February 14, 2007

TO:

Planning and Zoning Board

FROM:
Christy Dominguez, Director of Planning and Zoning

SUBJECT:
Applications #04-06-Z and #05-06-CU 

Millennium Hallandale Group

2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard

I.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

_______________________________________________________________

APPLICANT

Millennium Group, Owner

PROJECT NAME

Millennium Hallandale

REQUEST

Applications #04-06-Z and #05-06-CU by Millennium Group requesting assignment of PDD (Planned Development Overlay) District and a Conditional Use Permit in order to create a mixed use development and build a residential building at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard.

The applications are as follows:

1.
Application #04-06-Z applying the PDD (Planned Development  Overlay) District to the subject property.

2.
Application #05-06-CU for a Conditional Use Permit pursuant to Section 32-175(2)(d)(5) of the Zoning and Land Development Code in order to construct 179 residential units within the proposed mixed use development.

LOCATION

The property is located at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard and includes the dental office building site at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard (please refer to survey for the full legal description.)

PLANNING DISTRICT

Golden Isles/AIA

PARCEL SIZE

3.58 acres

EXISTING ZONING

Central City Business (CCB) District and Planned Redevelopment Overlay District.

EXISTING USE

Commercial building complex with 97,032 square feet of general office use, 42,372 square feet of retail and 5298 square feet of dental office. 

PROPOSED USE

Demolish the easterly one story building (approximately 10,406 square feet) and a portion of the easterly parking  garage and build a 179 unit, 29 story residential building with retail use on the ground floor.

SURROUNDING ZONING

North -
Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District     across East Hallandale Beach Boulevard

South
-   RM-18 (Residential Multi-family) District across Diana Drive

East    -   Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District

West       Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District

SURROUNDING LAND USE

North  -    Seawalk Pointe

South -    Residential Multi-family buildings Diana Drive

East   -    Vacant lot

West  -    Vacant lot

II.
LAND USE HISTORY

RELATED LAND USE HISTORY

In addition to this application, the applicant has also filed related Application 

# 06-06-DB for Major Development Review approval. The developer has requested waivers of certain dimension and design regulations.  Site development standards are negotiated between the City and the applicant on properties zoned PDD and may be waived by the City Commission if consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

The applicant has requested waivers under Application #06-06-DB from the following:

1.
The minimum number parking spaces required for the project.

2.
 Loading space requirement

3.
The minimum landscaped area requirement

4.
The minimum rear yard building setback requirement

5.
The minimum floor area required for one bedroom units.

The requested waivers do not require Planning and Zoning Board action but will

be submitted directly to the City Commission with the Major Development

application. 

III.
DETAILS OF THE APPLICATION______________________________

Development Details:

The applicant’s plans depicts the following:

1.
Demolition of existing easterly 10,406 square foot one story building and a portion of the second level parking garage. In addition, the existing two story dental office building at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard will also be demolished and the parcel combined with the 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard property.

2. 
The existing 97,032 square foot office space and 31,966 square feet of retail is to remain.   

3.
A 29 story mixed use building at the eastern end of the property consisting of 8,947 square feet of retail on the ground floor and 179 residential units.

4.
The new building consists of 

a.
8947 square feet of retail space and 14 parking spaces on floor one.

b.
Parking garage for the building are on floors 2 thru 7 providing a total of 512 new parking spaces.

c.
The pool deck is on floor eight.

d.
The residential units are on floors nine thru the 29th floor.

e.
The residential unit mix is as follows:


56 one bedroom units


95 two bedroom units


28 three bedroom units

5.
An existing office/retail complex with nonconforming parking. Five hundred fifty (550) spaces are required per present Code requirements and 364 spaces are existing on the property for a shortage of 186 spaces. 

6.
Eight hundred sixty two (862) parking spaces are proposed and seven hundred twenty three (723) spaces are required for the new building and existing uses for a shortage of 139 spaces.

7.   
Presently, 7% of the property is landscaped thus, nonconforming to the present code standard requiring 15% of the site be landscaped.  Landscaping is proposed to be increased to 9% of the site.      

OTHER SITE DETAILS

Not applicable

IV.
INTERDEPARTMENT REVIEW SUMMARY

The Development Review Committee (DRC) had no adverse comments

regarding the conditional use permit. The DRC met several times on the major

development plan and made a number of comments primarily regarding traffic

circulation and the impact and details on the design of the project. The developer

made several revisions/corrections to the plans as a result of the DRC

comments.  Specific recommendations and conditions of the Major Development

Review will be provided when said application is processed and submitted

directly to the City Commission.

V.
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSIDERATIONS

The subject property is presently designated General Commercial on the City’s

Future Land Use Map. The property is designated Commercial on the Broward

County Land Use Map.  The applicant proposes to develop the site per the

Neighborhood Commercial category in order to build the mixed use building with

179 residential units at a density of 50 dwelling units per acre.

The City’s and County’s Comprehensive Plan permits residential units within

commercial designated land without the need to amend the local land use plan

provided the local government applies flexibility or reserve units to the parcel. 

(Note: Flexibility Units are defined as the difference between the number of

dwelling units permitted within a flexibility zone by the Broward County Land Use

Plan and the number of dwelling units permitted within the flexibility zone by the

City’s Land Use Plan.)

The City is divided into 2 Flexibility Zones. The FEC Railroad serves as the

dividing line between zones. The subject property is located in Flexibility Zone

#93. There are 1527 Flexibility Units available within Flex Zone #93. The

maximum number of Flexibility Units that may be assigned pursuant to the

Neighborhood Commercial category is 179 based on the 3.58 acre property.

The applicant is requesting assignment of 179 Flexibility Units. Assignment of

179 Flexibility Units to this parcel would reduce the number of Flexibility Units in

Flex Zone #93 to 1348.

VI.
APPLICABLE CODES AND ORDINANCES

1.
The subject property is presently zoned (CCB) Central City Business District. Article III Section 32-175(2)(d)(5), of the City’ Zoning and Land Development Code, permits by a Conditional Use Permit, medium and high-density residential uses in conjunction with a mixed use project subject to the provisions for residential and mixed use set forth in Section 2.3(B)(1) the Neighborhood Commercial category of the City’s Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Element.


The applicant proposes to build a mixed use high rise building which will contain 179 residential units. Therefore, he seeks a Conditional Use Permit pursuant to the above section.

2.
The subject property is designated Commercial in the City’s and County’s 


Future Land Use Maps. The Neighborhood Commercial land use designation permits mixed commercial/residential developments as follows:

a.
Residential uses shall be subject to allocation of Residential Flexibility or Reserve Units for the site.

b.
For mixed commercial/residential developments greater than 5 acres in size, freestanding multi-family residential uses are permitted provided the gross residential acreage does not exceed 5 acres or 40% of the commercially-designated site, whichever is greater, and the entire mixed commercial/residential development be governed by specific zoning regulations that establish criteria to ensure proper integration and compatibility of land uses within and surrounding the development.

c. 
Residential densities shall not exceed 50 dwelling units per acre. 

The subject property is 3.58 acres in size. Based on the above

criteria the residential densities for commercially designated land

cannot exceed 50 dwelling units per acre. The applicant

proposes to build 179 residential dwelling units, the maximum

permitted by the Comprehensive Plan. The use, however, is allowed

subject to assignment by the City Commission of Residential

Flexibility Units. The applicant has requested assignment

of 179 Residential Flexibility Units to the project.

3.
The Planned Redevelopment Overlay (PRD) is also assigned to the property.  Section 32-176(d)(2) also permits mixed multi-family uses on sites no less than one acre subject  to assignment of flexibility or reserve units under the Broward County Flexibility Rules Document. Paragraph (g)(7) of the subsection states that commercial designated properties in PRD District of at least two acres in size shall be permitted, subject to assignment of flexibility units, the maximum density of 50 dwelling units per acre.

The property is 3.58 acres in size therefore, the proposed density of 50 units per acre meets the requirements for residential development in PRD District. 

4.
The applicant proposes to apply the PDD Overlay District to the property. Section 32-174(g)(5) provides procedures and requirements for rezoning to PDD. The Section requires that proposed development within a developer-initiated PDD be evaluated for its consistency with the City’s goals and policies relating to the area being proposed for development. 

The rezoning to PDD and proposed Development Plan is consistent with the City’s goals and policies which encourage site design planning techniques to enhance the quality of large scale developments or redevelopments as addressed under Section VII, Review of Application Criteria of this report.

5.
Article III Section 32-174(g)(3) allows rezoning to PDD be submitted for review as a Concept Plan. A Concept Plan is a preliminary plan of the developer’s proposal which includes existing and future development of a project site.


According to the provisions, the following information shall be provided in a Concept Plan:


(1)
A certified boundary survey.


(2)
General schematic representation of the land uses (existing and 
proposed) with densities, intensities, along with a table of computation which depicts the number of units, gross floor area, parking, building height and site coverage.


(3)
Approximate delineation of internal circulation, with hierarchical 
classification of streets.


The applicant has provided a detailed Development Plan which exceeds the information required to evaluate a Concept Plan. The development details are summarized under Details of the Application on pages 3 and 4.

6.
Section 32-174(h) specifies the procedures and requirements for major development plans.


An application for Major Development Plan, a detailed plan representing the specific development and impact analysis has been filed by the developer. A major development plan must meet the requirements of Article V, Development Review, and the PDD requirements specified in Section 32-174(h). The Major Development Plan application will be submitted directly for City Commission consideration and will be processed subsequent to approval of the PDD rezoning application.

7.
Section 32-174(i) requires all Planned Development Districts must contain a minimum of 1.5 acres of land under unified control.


The subject property is 3.58 acres, thus, it exceeds the minimum parcel size required. 

8.
Section 32-174(i), Planned Development District (PDD) provides assignment of PDD as an optional zoning procedure to permit site design flexibility, greater land use intensity and density in order to encourage high quality innovation development and promote its most appropriate use consistent with Comprehensive Plan policies. Development in a PDD is governed by a Development Agreement pursuant to Section 32-174(d)(2).


The uses permitted in a PDD are those uses enumerated by the underlying zoning district in accordance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. All site development standards, including density, in a PDD are negotiated between the City and the applicant as part of the development process. 


The proposed uses are permitted or conditionally permitted by the underlying Central City Business District zoning of the property.  As required for properties zoned PDD, the development standards, including density, will be negotiated and the development will be governed by a Development Agreement which will be presented to the City Commission with the Major Development Plan.  

VII.
REVIEW OF APPLICATION CRITERIA

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICT  (PDD) REVIEW CRITERIA

Article III Section 32-174(g)(5) of the Zoning and Land Development Code states 

applications for rezoning to PDD shall be reviewed with consideration given to 

the following criteria:

(1)
That the proposed project would further the development or redevelopment of an area of the City consistent with City land use and development goals, policies and development/redevelopment efforts.

The proposed project will further the following policies and objectives of

the city’s comprehensive land use plan:


Policy 1.2.1:  A financial district theme for land use along East Beach Boulevard shall be implemented by 1997 to promote the concentration of financial services and offices and further define this corridor as a focal area of the City.  The theme shall include use of Royal Palm Trees along Boulevard right-of-way.


Policy 1.3.4: High density residential developments should continue to be located with direct access onto major arteries. 


Policy 1.3.6: 
The City shall encourage infill residential development.


Policy 1.5.8:  Development themes for land use along Hallandale Beach Boulevard and U.S. 1 shall be incorporated into the Land Development Code in the form of Special Zoning Districts that redefine these corridors as focal areas of the City.  In conjunction with development of these Special Zoning Districts, site development standards will be revised to include innovative approaches to site and building design.


Policy 1.10.4:  The City shall maintain innovative land development regulations that encourage mixed-use developments and incorporate site design planning techniques that will enhance the quality of large scale developments or redevelopment areas. 


Objective 1.16:  Urban Infill and Redevelopment:  Establish criteria which encourage development of urban infill and urban redevelopment area(s) to promote economic development, increase housing opportunities, and maximize the use of existing public facilities and service.


Policy 1.16.1:  Increase economic development and employment opportunities within urban infill and urban redevelopment area(s).


Policy 1.16.2:  Adequate housing opportunities necessary to accommodate all segments of present and future residents shall be provided within urban infill and urban redevelopment area(s).


Policy 1.16.3:  The Hallandale Beach Land Use Plan shall encouraged mixed use developments within urban infill and urban redevelopment area(s). 

(Note: The entire City is designated as an Urban Infill Area).


Compliance.  The proposed project will help revitalize the area.  Assignment of PDD Overlay district to the property is consistent with the City’s adopted goals and redevelopment efforts. 

(2)
That the proposed development would be of an equal or higher quality with regard to appearance, site design, compatibility with the adjacent area, landscaping, and provision of amenities that would result under the existing development standards. 


Compliance.  The proposed development would be of a higher quality than required by the underlying existing commercial zoning.  Quality, appearance, or provision for amenities of the development are not regulated by the underlying zoning district.  PDD extends the City’s discretion in assuring a high quality development and compatibility with the surrounding area through the negotiated process.  Development is governed by a Development Agreement between the City and the developer.  The proposal includes high quality materials and architectural features consistent with established Design Guidelines for PRD. The building is an L- shaped modern design with large spans of glass and stone.   Building elevations include the parking garage cladded with decorative mesh wrapping the structure to obscure the garage area. Site design includes urban plazas with brick paver sidewalks along Hallandale Beach Boulevard. 

(3)
That PDD would allow a more innovative design than would be possible under the development standards of the existing zoning district and development regulations.


Compliance.  PDD zoning will allow for a more innovative design of the development, it also allows for amenities that will enhance the development.  

(4)
That the proposed development would promote the public interest, including, if appropriate, the provision of open space and amenities available for public use.


Compliance.  The proposed new development provides amenities such as additional open space and landscaped areas and pedestrian sidewalks for public and private use.  The new buidling has been designed to create connectivity to the existing commercial complex area by  including site improvements, such as brick paver sidewalks, parking lot illumination, facade and landscape upgrades to the entire property. 

(5)
That mixed commercial and residential development proposals would be well planned, in an integrated design that would encourage use of mass transportation, pedestrian and bicycling modes of transportation.


Compliance. The proposed development integrates commercial, retail, office and residential uses.  The project’s location along Hallandale Beach Boulevard, a transit corridor well served by Broward County Transit, should encourage use of mass transportation by residents, employees and visitors to the site.

(6)
That is would be more appropriate for a proposed project to be developed under PDD development standards and procedures than the existing zoning district development standards, and development review and variance procedures, when the criteria mentioned in this subsection are considered.


Compliance.  It is more appropriate to evaluate the proposed project as an overall redevelopment plan under PDD than adhering to the specific Code criteria of the underlying zoning district.  PDD zoning provides the flexibility to determine the appropriateness of a code modification based on the suitability to the specific site than the variances process.  Adherence to the strict review  criteria for variance of Section 32-965 is not applicable with PDD zoning. Such modifications can be determined to have no significant impact on the actual development and neighboring properties, or that  it may actually enhance the proposal through the negotiated process.  

CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW CRITERIA

ARTICLE VI, SECTION 1 (1.02)  Conditional uses: Applications for conditional

uses shall be reviewed with consideration given to the following:

(1)
That the use is compatible with the existing natural environment and other properties within the neighborhood.


Compliance. The surrounding neighborhood consists of residential high-density, multi-family and commercial uses, therefore, the residential component of this mixed-use project is well integrated with surrounding uses.

(2)
That the use will create no substantial detrimental effects on property values in the neighborhood.

 Compliance. The surrounding area consists primarily of  high-density residential, retail and offices, therefore, the proposed residential mixed-use project will not create detrimental effects on any surrounding property values. The addition of high-end, mixed use building will substantially improve the area and is consistent with the purpose of the CCB District and PRD Overlay District.
(3)
That there are adequate public facilities such as schools, roads, parks, and utilities within the service areas involved.

 Compliance. Adequate public facilities exist within the subject service area. 
(4)
That there will be adequate provisions for the traffic movement, both vehicular and pedestrian, both internal to the use and in the area which will serve the use.

 Compliance.  Vehicular and pedestrian traffic movements were reviewed as part of the Major Development Plan application and were found to be adequate. The proposed development will not obstruct or impede pedestrian movements. 
(5)
That there will be adequate drainage systems to service the use with particular attention to the necessity for on-site retention systems to alleviate drainage and pollution problems.

Compliance.   A storm water drainage system will be provided as required by Code. 
(6)
That there are adequate setbacks, buffering, and general amenities in order to control any adverse effects of noise, light, dust, and other nuisances.

 Compliance.  The proposal has been designed to provide adequate buffering of service area to nearby properties.  Redevelopment of the property will include upgrades and enhancements to the landscaping and buffering over existing conditions as well as in the immediate area and will not result in the creation of any nuisances. 
(7)
That the land area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use and for any reasonably anticipated expansion thereof.

 Compliance. The proposal is in compliance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. Additionally, the proposed site carries the proper zoning, land-use, and Comprehensive Plan designations required for such development. Several other high-density residential developments currently exist in close proximity to the subject site, making the proposed use appropriate.
(8) Any other conditions as may be stipulated and made a requirement in granting any application for a conditional use, when it is considered necessary to further the intent and general welfare, including but not limited to:

a.) Limitations on the hours of business operations.

b.) Limitations on the number of occupants of any building at any one time.

          Not applicable. 

_______________________________________________________________

VIII. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

________________________________________________________________
Conditional Use Application

A comprehensive compatibility analysis has revealed the proposed mixed use development will not negatively impact surrounding properties and will prove to be an overall asset to the area. Since the immediate vicinity is primarily 

composed of high-density residential, retail, and office uses the proposed location is appropriate for such land-use intensity. The subject application meets the requirements of the City Code and the overall vision of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the Planned Redevelopment Overlay (PRD) District. 

Therefore, staff has no objections to the approval of the application for a Conditional Use Permit subject to assignment of 179 Residential Flexibility Units to the project by the City Commission.

Should the City Commission decide to approve the Conditional Use application as requested, a Resolution assigning 179 Residential Flexibility Units from Flexibility Zone #93 to the Millennium Hallandale project will be presented to the City Commission for their consideration and approval with the subject applications. 

Rezoning to PDD

Staff has not objections to assigning the PDD Overlay District to the subject site. Rezoning to PDD will allow for design flexibility through the negotiated process in order to encourage development that is consistent with Comprehensive Plan policies and desired development patterns.

Attached, for Planning and Zoning Board consideration and City Commission action is the ordinance for the proposed rezoning to PDD. 

The Major Development Review application, Development Agreement, waiver request to modify site development standards, and resolution assigning 179 Residential Flexibility Units to the project will be submitted directly to the City Commission with the subject applications. 

_______________________________________________________________

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD RECOMMENDATION

_______________________________________________________________

MS. NATELSON MOTIONED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY COMMISSION OF APPLICATIONS #04-06-Z AND #05-06-CU BY MILLENNIUM GROUP REQUESTING ASSIGNMENT OF PDD (PLANNED DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY) DISTRICT  AND A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT IN ORDER TO CREATE A MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT AND BUILD A RESIDENTIAL BUILDING AT 2500 EAST HALLANDALE BEACH BOULEVARD.

1.
APPLICATION #04-06-Z APPLYING THE PDD (PLANNED DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICT TO THE SUBJECT PROPERTY.

MR. FENDELL SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED BY ROLL CALL VOTE: (3-2 FOR APPROVAL)

( MR. PATTERSON AND MR. COOPER VOTED NO)

2.
APPLICATION #05-06-CU FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-175(2)(d)(50 OF THE ZONING AND LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE IN ORDER TO CONSTRUCT 179 RESIDENTIAL UNTIS WITHIN THE PROPOSED MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT.

MR. SCHNEIDER SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED BY ROLL CALL VOTE (3-2) FOR APPROVAL 

(MR. COOPER AND MR. PATTERSON VOTED NO)
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7.B.1. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH, FLORIDA

MEMORANDUM
DATE:
May 30, 2007

TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager


FROM:
Richard Cannone, Development Services Director

SUBJECT:
Applications #06-06-DB, # 04-06-Z and #05-06-CU



Millennium Hallandale (Executive Summary)
Request:

Millennium Hallandale Group requests City Commission approval of the following:

1.
Application #04-06-Z, an Ordinance applying the PDD Overlay District to the property.

2.
Application #05-06-CU for a Conditional Use Permit to allow residential use on CCB (City Central Business) zoned property.

3.
Approval of Resolution assigning 179 Residential Flexibility Units to the project.

4.
Application #06-06-DB for Major Development Plan approval of the proposed development/redevelopment.

Proposed Development:

Developer proposes to demolish (10,406 square feet) the east building at 2500 Building and the Dental Office Building at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard. 

Millennium Hallandale Group is seeking Conditional Use Permit, PDD Overlay Zoning and assignment of 179 Residential Flexibility Units in order to build a 179 unit, 29 story building and 8947 square feet of retail on the ground floor at the east end of the property.  The existing 97,032 square feet of office space and 31,966 square feet of retail space to the west is to remain.  

Quasi Judicial Hearing:

This is a quasi judicial hearing. The developer may choose to waive this procedure.

Planning and Zoning Board Action:

The Planning and Zoning Board held public hearings on the Rezoning and Conditional Use applications on March 22, 2007.  The Board recommended approval (3-2 vote) on the application.

Community Meetings:

The applicant had several meeting with residents in the area and held a Community Meeting on February 16, 2007 which was advertised in the newspaper and notices sent to area residents as specified in Policy #2014.011.

Major Issues and Conditions:

Potential traffic impacts of the development were a major concern.  The applicant was required to submit a traffic study and trips run which was prepared by the Traffic Engineering firm of Tinter and Associates. The project impacts were analyzed by the City’s transportation consultant, Michael Miller and Associates and HDR Engineers the firm preparing the City’s Transportation Master Plan. All three firms agreed that as a result of the removal of commercial square footage, the expected traffic impact of the proposed development should be negligible.  The estimate is 138 new trips per day or 18 new PM Peak Hour trips will be generated by the new development. . The developer has agreed to mitigate traffic and transit impacts as detailed in the proposed Development Agreement. 

Recommendation:

Approval subject to execution of a Development Agreement as enumerated in Section VIII of the Staff Report for Application #06-06-DB.

Prepared by:


_________________________

Christy Dominguez

Director of Development Services

Reviewed and Concur:

_______________________


__________

D. Mike Good, City Manager


Date

_____ Approved  _____ Denied _____ Hold for Discussion

Comments:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

CD/aw

Cc:

Attachments
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MEMORANDIUM

DATE:
May 2, 2007

TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager

FROM:
Christy Dominguez, Director of Planning and Zoning

SUBJECT:
Applications # 06-06-DB

Millennium Hallandale Group

2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard

I.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

_______________________________________________________________

APPLICANT

Millennium Group, Owner

PROJECT NAME

Millennium Hallandale

REQUEST

Application # 06-06-DB by Millennium Group requesting Major Development

Review approval pursuant to Section 32-782 of the Zoning and Land

Development Code in order to create a mixed use development and build a

residential/retail building at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard.

LOCATION

The property is located at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard and includes the dental office building site at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard (please refer to survey for the full legal description.)

PLANNING DISTRICT

Golden Isles/AIA

PARCEL SIZE

3.58 acres

EXISTING ZONING

Central City Business (CCB) District and Planned Redevelopment Overlay District.

EXISTING USE

Commercial building complex with 97,032 square feet of general office use, 42,372 square feet of retail and 5298 square feet of dental office. 

PROPOSED USE

Demolish the easterly one story building (approximately 10,406 square feet) and a portion of the easterly parking  garage and build a 179 unit, 29 story residential building with retail use on the ground floor.

SURROUNDING ZONING

North -
Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District     across East Hallandale Beach Boulevard

South
-   RM-18 (Residential Multi-family) District across Diana Drive

East    -   Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District

West       Central City Business District and Planned Redevelopment District

SURROUNDING LAND USE

North  -    Seawalk Pointe

South -    Residential Multi-family buildings Diana Drive

East   -    Vacant lot

West  -    Vacant lot

II.
LAND USE HISTORY

RELATED LAND USE HISTORY

The applicant has also filed Applications # 04-06-Z and # 05-06-CU by Millennium Group requesting assignment of PDD (Planned Development Overlay) District and a Conditional Use Permit in order to create a mixed 

use development and build a residential building at 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard.  On February 27, 2007, the Planning and Zoning Board held a public hearing on related applications # 04-05-Z and # 05-06-CU and recommended approval by a majority vote to the City Commission. 

III.
DETAILS OF THE APPLICATION______________________________

Development Details:

The applicant’s plans depicts the following:

1.
Demolition of existing easterly 10,406 square foot one story building and a portion of the second level parking garage. In addition, the existing two story dental office building at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard will also be demolished and the parcel combined with the 2500 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard property.

2. 
The existing 97,032 square foot office space and 31,966 square feet of retail is to remain.   

3.
A 29 story mixed use building at the eastern end of the property consisting of 8,947 square feet of retail on the ground floor and 179 residential units.


The overall building height is 298’ – 6” (the permitted height is 350 ft.).

4.
The new building consists of 

a.
8947 square feet of retail space and 14 parking spaces on floor one.

b.
Parking garage for the building are on floors 2 thru 7 providing a total of 512 new parking spaces.

c.
The pool deck is on floor eight.

d.
The residential units are on floors nine thru the 29th  floor.

e.
The residential unit mix is as follows:


56 one bedroom units


95 two bedroom units


28 three bedroom units

5.
An existing office/retail complex with nonconforming parking. Five hundred fifty (550) spaces are required per present Code requirements and 364 spaces are existing on the property for a shortage of 186 spaces. 

6.
Eight hundred sixty two (862) parking spaces are required and seven hundred twenty three (723) spaces are proposed for the new building and existing uses for a shortage of 139 spaces.

7.   
Presently, 7% of the property is landscaped thus, nonconforming to the present code standard requiring 15% of the site be landscaped.  Landscaping is proposed to be increased to 10% of the site.      

OTHER SITE DETAILS

Not applicable

IV.
INTERDEPARTMENT REVIEW SUMMARY________________________

The majority of Code deficiencies, comments or concerns raised by the

Development Review Committee (DRC) were discussed with the applicant during

review of the application.  The majority of such comments have been

incorporated into the Development Plan application.  The developer has

committed to traffic improvements to mitigate the concerns. The

Committee recommends approval of the Development Review application,

subject to conditions as enumerated under Section VIII, Staff Recommendations,

of this report.


Certain conditions recommended by DRC relative to the Development Plan are

not specific Code requirements. However, Planned Development District (PDD)

zoned properties have a special privilege. PDD zoning provides for site design

flexibility and greater land use intensities through a negotiated process rather

than traditional zoning standards and variances. PDD also provides for a more

expedient review process of the Major Development Plan as such applications do

not require Planning and Zoning Board action. PDD properties also have more

flexible development options. As a result, special conditions of approval, to

assure a high quality development which will be compatible and enhance

surrounding areas, should be required for the Millennium, as were required by

previous Commission approved Agreements on properties zoned PDD.

V.
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSIDERATIONS

The proposal is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

VI.
APPLICATION CODES AND ORDINANCES

1.
The subject property is zoned CCB, Central City Business district.


The applicant proposes to build a 29 story mixed use building at the 2500 Building property which will contain 179 residential units and 8947 square feet of retail on the ground floor of the new building.

2.
Section 32-174 (i), Planned Development district (PDD) provides assignment of PDD as an optional zoning procedure to permit site design   flexibility, greater land use intensity in order to encourage high quality innovative development and, promote its most appropriate use consistent with Comprehensive Plan policies.  Development in PDD is governed by a development agreement pursuant to Section 32-174(d)(2).


The applicant has filed related Application #04-06-Z to apply the Planned Development Overlay District (PDD) to the property.  The uses permitted in a PDD are those uses enumerated by the underlying zoning district and must be consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  The underlying zoning of the property is CCB, City Central Business District. The proposed retail use is permitted in CCB.  However, the proposed residential use requires a Conditional Use Permit and approval by the City Commission.


All site development standards in a PDD are negotiated between the City and the applicant as part of the development process.  Development must be in compliance with the site plan as approved by the City Commission.

3.
Section 32-174(i)(3) permits smaller yard areas than those of the 
underlying zoning district where the use is appropriate for a particular 



project.  Minimum setbacks in PPD may be considered by utilizing one of 
the following methods:


a.
the applicable setbacks of the underlying zoning


b.  
established setback pattern of adjacent property and property 


within 500 feet of the PDD site.


c.  
as a combination of (a.) and (b.) above utilizing good planning 


practices such as considering buffering, service areas, access for 


fire fighting equipment and containment of fire.


The underlying zoning of the property requires a maximum of 15 feet 
front yard setback, and permits a zero setback on the side property 
lines.


The proposed building meets the front and side yard setbacks.  
However, the building is setback 8 feet from the rear property line 
instead of the minimum of 25 ft. rear setback required by the 
underlying zoning. The existing parking garage structure on the 
property is setback approximately one foot from the rear 
property line.  


The applicant has 
agreed to extensively landscape the rear of the 
new building.  The building would be further buffered by 
landscaping 
in the median of Diana Drive.  The residential structures south 
of 
Diana Drive are located approximately 110 feet from the 
proposed 
building.  Therefore, staff believes the proposed 8 
foot rear setback 
is appropriate for this project.

4.
Section 32-455(c) requires one parking space for every 250 square feet of offices and banks and one parking space for every 300 square feet of retail uses.  

The existing retail/office complex is nonconforming to present code requirements.  When the above referenced parking standards are applied, 550 parking spaces are required for the existing commercial uses.  Presently 364 spaces are existing on the property for a shortage of 186 spaces.  Therefore, the existing conditions are nonconforming to present parking requirements.

5.
The developer proposes to build 179 residential units on the property.  
Section 32-455 (b)(3) relative to multi-family residential uses requires 1.5 



spaces every one bedroom apartment, 1.75 spaces for every two 
bedroom apartment, and .25 space for each additional bedroom 



apartment in excess of two, plus an additional 10% of the total number for 
guest parking.


The proposed residential unit type is as follows:


56
one bedroom units


95
two bedroom units


28  
three bedroom units


179
Total units


When the above-mentioned standards are applied, the parking 
required for the residential use is 338 spaces.

6.
The applicant proposes to demolish 10,406 sq. ft. of the existing retail 
uses and the 4,812.5 sq. ft. dental office building;  8,941 sq. ft. of retail will 
be built on the ground floor of the new building.


When the above-referenced requirements for the commercial and 
residential uses are applied to the proposal, the total parking 
required is 
as follows:


Commercial Uses

552 parking spaces


Residential Uses

338 parking spaces






862 parking spaces required


The applicant provides 723 parking spaces on the property including 
existing parking facilities for a deficiency of 139 parking spaces.  The 
proposed deficiency represents a 25.3% reduction from the present 
186 parking deficiency on the property.  The applicant has requested 
a waiver of these parking spaces pursuant to Section 32-174(i)(l) of 
the PDD regulations which permits all development standards to be 
negotiated.

7.
Section 32-453(i)(4) requires that all parking corridors in excess of four 
abutting parking spaces shall be designed to permit vehicle entry and exit 
in one continuous forward motion without using a vacant space to turn 
around.


The parking garage is designed with 6 parking corridors with 9 
abutting spaces that dead-end, thus, there is no provision for a 
turnaround in said corridors as required by Code. 


The applicant requests modification of this requirement pursuant to 
Section 32-174(i)(1) of the PDD regulations, which permits all site 
development standards and related development standards of the 
Zoning and Land Development Code to be negotiated as part of the 
development process.

8.
Section 32-453 specifies the design requirements for parking space 
dimensions, and aisle design standards.


The proposed aisle width in the parking garage is 22 feet instead of 
the 23 feet required by Code.  Therefore, the applicant is also 
requesting a waiver of the Code standard.

 9.
Section 32-174(f)(5) requires a minimum of 15% of properties zoned CCB District be landscaped.


Presently, 7% of the site is landscaped, thus, nonconforming to present code requirements.  The applicant proposes to increase landscaping to 10% of the site, therefore, reducing the nonconformity by 3%.

10. 
Section 32-284(c)(3) requires one tree for every 1500 square feet of lot area.  Section 32-285(c) (2) requires a minimum of 15 feet in height trees for properties zoned commercial.

According to the above criteria, 104 trees are required.  The applicant proposes to install 103 trees, which represents 70 tree credits based on the credit ratio for palms per the City’s Design Guidelines Manual.  The proposed trees range from 15 feet to 30 feet in height at grade. Eighteen (18) of the required trees will be planted on the pool deck. 

VII. 
REVIEW CRITERIA

_______________________________________________________________
Major Development Review

Section 32-787 specifies the following criteria shall be utilized in the review and evaluation of applications for Major Development Review approval:

1.
Natural Environment

Subject property is the site of  the 2500 Building consisting of 9 story office building and retail/restaurant uses on the ground floor and the Dental Office building at 2518 East Hallandale Beach Boulevard.  The easterly 10,406 sq. ft. one story building, a portion of the second level garage and the two story dental office building will be demolished.


2.
Open Space

15,641 square feet of the site will be landscaped at ground level.  In addition, the building will contain 2,650 square feet of landscaped areas in common areas above ground level for a total of 10% landscaped area provided.   The minimum landscaping area required by Code is 15%.

As mentioned previously, the existing property is nonconforming as to landscaping requirements.

According to the landscaped plans, the grounds and non-ground level common area will be substantially landscaped with mature trees, ornamental trees, and shrubbery. The landscape plans include upgrading and replacement of all existing trees on site which are in poor condition in the existing area of the property, including landscaping and buffering the existing parking garage along Diana Drive.  Royal Palms, Medjool Date Palms, Alexander, and Coconut Palms are proposed to be installed throughout the property. In addition, Oak trees and various species of ornamental trees are proposed.  The applicant is required to install 104 trees and is providing 103 trees which equate to 74 tree credits.  The applicant has requested a waiver to plant 34 trees less than required by Code due to the limited planting areas available as a result of the landscape nonconformity characteristics of the site.  In lieu of planting the 34 required trees, the applicant is providing mature trees of height and caliper which exceed code requirements.

3.
Circulation and Parking


862 parking spaces are required for the development and 723 parking 
spaces are proposed.  The applicant has requested a waiver of the 139 
parking spaces as the proposal reduces by 25.3% the existing parking 
deficiency of the site.  


The proposed plan results in providing 16% less parking than the Code 
specified criteria for the proposed and existing uses.  The City’s parking 
Code requires parking spaces calculated on the square footage of 
individual uses, thus, no credit is allowed for mixed use developments as 

a result of internalization of mixed uses.  Commercial and residential parking typically occur at different hours of the day.  According to the City’s transportation consultant for this project, Michael Miller and Associates, the requested amount of parking reduction is consistent with professional guidelines (10-20%) for internalization of mixed uses.

The vehicular use areas has been designed to allow free movement within the proposed new building and the parking garage.  Parking is provided on levels 2 thru 7 of the new building.  The parking garage has been designed as an integral part of the building with commercial uses and materials to obscure the view of stored vehicles.  The existing 2 story garage will remain to serve the mixed use project.

4.
Access Control
The existing complex has two (2) right turn in/right turn out driveways from East Hallandale Beach Boulevard and one driveway to Diana Drive.  The redevelopment plan proposes to maintain the west driveway on East Hallandale Beach Boulevard, but relocate the east driveway further east between the 9 story building and the new building.  A new decelaration lane to this driveway is proposed and was required by Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT).

5.
Public Transportation

Broward County, Miami-Dade County and the City shuttle bus services Hallandale Beach Boulevard.  There is a bus stop and a shelter adjacent to the subject site on Hallandale Beach Boulevard which the City plans on replacing with a new shelter and will be relocated approximately 90 feet to the east.  A 6 ft. x 20 ft. easement will be required to accommodate the new shelter.  The developer has offered to contribute $17,000 to the City‘s bus shelter program.

6.
Community Services

The building will have a trash enclosure in a service area on the ground floor of the building.  The location was acceptable for service by the City’s Sanitation trucks.  In addition, the existing enclosure which serves the retail and restaurant uses is presently located in a manner which obscures visibility to Diana Drive.  The applicant has agreed to relocate this enclosure to an alternate location which will not create safety concerns.

Prior to the issuance of the building permit, the developer must provide a hydraulic analysis of the water system, including a fire flow test to 

determine if the system is adequate to provide required fire and domestic use demand.

7.
Drainage


Paved areas are proposed to have underground catch basins for storm 
water runoff.  Storm water must be retained on site.  Drainage calculations 
will be required at time of permitting.  The applicant will be required to 
comply with DPEP regulations and City criteria to retain a 5-year 1-hour 
storm on site.

8.
Building and Other Structures
The proposed development will have 179 residential units, restaurants, offices and retail uses.  In addition, the existing building to remain will be upgraded to be in harmony with the new high rise building.  Existing parking lot lighting will also be upgraded with decorative light poles and the lighting intensity increased to meet the City’s parking lot illumination requirements.

According to Section 32-787(3), shadows cast by proposed structures shall be discouraged from precluding the reasonable use of neighboring properties recreational areas.  The applicant has provided a shadow study, which reflects the proposed building will not impact the neighboring properties’ recreational areas.

9.
Concurrency Evaluation

According to Article V Section 32-782, determination of concurrency must occur prior to the approval of a building permit.

Staff has conducted a concurrency evaluation of the project relative to its impact on water, sewer, solid waste, recreation, and drainage.  Staff has determined that concurrency requirements for water, sewer, drainage, recreation and solid waste, facilities have been met.  Water, sewer, and drainage compliance are all subject to submission of hydraulic analysis, and drainage calculations to the satisfaction of the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a building permit.  The City reserves the right to require upgrade to the system if it is determined the system is inadequate or will be severely taxed by the development.

The City’s existing wastewater flow is nearing capacity of the reserve allotted under the City’s Agreement with Hollywood.  The developer is required to pay for their share of additional sewage demand from the 

Hollywood Wastewater Treatment Plan as a result of their development.  The developer will be required to pay the City $182,108.  This amount is 

based on the estimated gallons of sewage demand in the applicant’s Impact Study and the City’s cost to purchase said demand.

The applicant was required to submit a Traffic Study and Trips Run Report pursuant Section 32-788(g) for an analysis of the impact of the development as related to current and projected roadway usage and design capacities.  The City’s consultant, Michael Miller and Associates, reviewed the Study.  According to the consultant, because of the removal of commercial square footage, the expected traffic impact of the proposed development should be negligible. 

The project traffic impacts were also analyzed by HDR Engineers, the firm working on the City’s Transportation Master Plan.  A number of additional detailed studies and analysis were done, concluding that because of the demolition of commercial square footage and the introduction of dwelling units with much lower traffic generation, the net result will be a small increase in traffic per day.  The estimate is 138 new trips per day or 18 new trips in the PM Peak Hour.

According to the Consultant, Hallandale Beach Boulevard west of the site and segments of Federal Highway have very poor operating LOS characteristics.  Improvements to Hallandale Beach Boulevard were recently made by FDOT and additional improvements, mostly related to traffic signal timing, will occur in the near future as required by the Village at Gulfstream Park DRI project.  The Consultant concluded that the small amount of additional traffic generated by this development, while technically exceeding the definition of de minimus under state law, is quite insignificant (about 3 tenths of 1% of the service volume).  As the entire City is within a designated Urban Infill Area, development projects may proceed despite traffic congestion, provided mitigation is provided.

The developer has agreed to pay for any future fees within three (3) years of the issuance of the building permit established by the City to fund infrastructure improvements including but not limited to traffic, transit, utility, and recreation improvements as more specifically described in  Paragraph #10 of the attached proposed Development Agreement between the Developer and the City.

The Broward County School Board calculated the potential student impact of the proposed development.  The schools impacted by the proposed development are:  Hallandale Elementary, McNicole Middle, and Hallandale High School.  Per the School Board, the middle school and 

high school are neutral and can accommodate projected students.  Hallandale Elementary, however, is critically over-enrolled. According to 

the School Board, the proposed project would generate 11students (8  elementary, 1 middle and 2 high) school students.  The Developer will have to mitigate the elementary school students with the School Board.

PRD Design Guidelines

Properties zoned PRD are also subject to the adopted Design Guidelines for the PRD Overlay District. The proposed development has been found 

to be generally consistent with the established design guidelines for properties zoned PRD.

VIII. 
STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

___________________________________________________________

As discussed under Interdepartmental Review, the objective of properties zoned PDD is to enhance properties and surrounding areas while allowing flexibility in development.  Adoption of PDD was predicated on the City’s desire to promote development at properties underutilized in need of revitalization or prime for redevelopment. 

The applicant has committed in the proposed Development Agreement to fund road improvements which should improve traffic operations near the site.  Therefore, should the City Commission approve related Applications #4-06-Z for assigning the PDD Overlay District to the property and #05-06-CU for a Conditional Use Permit, and the Resolution assigning 179 Flexibility Units to the project, special conditions summarized below and on the attached Development Agreement should be imposed to assure a quality development in addition to the Code mandated regulations. 

Public and on site improvements and contributions proposed by the Developer contained in the Agreement are summarized below:

Prior to the issuance of a building permit for the proposed Development, the Developer will make the following contributions and commitments to the City to mitigate the impacts of the proposed Development upon City services and facilities:

1. 
The Developer/owner shall pay to the City $10,000 to cover the cost associated with re-flying and re-generation an aerial photography of the aerial photo of the property after construction.  All payments listed in paragraphs 1 through 9 shall be paid at or before the issuance of a Building Permit.

2.
The Developer/owner shall dedicate a continuous utility easement along the property lines as follows:

 
10 foot on North Side


0 on East Side


8 foot on South Side


12 foot on West Side

3.
The Owner shall contract with the City of Hallandale Beach Sanitation Division for roll out service and sanitation collection, now and in perpetuity.  This agreement shall be recorded as a covenant running with the land, and incorporated and recorded as part of the deed to said property. The agreement will define the owner’s responsibility to provide placement of the dumpsters in an area deemed by the City to be safe for the purpose of emptying the containers. Such area will accommodate the forward motion of the sanitation vehicle as the horizontal and vertical clearance necessary for the safe operation of the vehicle.

4.
The Developer shall be responsible for all respective costs for the physical improvements, relocation, upgrades and/or modifications of City owned utilities (including lift station) necessary to accommodate the flows created by the proposed Development as determined by the hydraulic analysis of the City’s water and sewer infrastructure and the City engineer. Staff estimates costs of $ 250,000.00.   In no event shall Developer be responsible for more than $300,000.00 in costs under this section.

_____
______










             Initial         Initial

5.
The Developer shall pay connection fees for water and sewer according to city ordinance.

6. 
The Developer shall pay $182,108.00 as its charge for the sewer plant capacity at the Hollywood Treament Plan pursuant to the terms of the City’s Large User Agreement with the City of Hollywood, as it may be amended from time to time (the “Large Users Agreement”);

7.
The Developer shall submit drainage calculations and shall cause to be constructed all on-site Storm Water Systems Improvements necessary to maintain proper drainage and run-off.  Design shall be in accordance with City Ordinance and shall retain a one year 5 hour storm event on site.  In addition, the storm water system will meet all respective codes, including but not limited to Broward County EPD, SFWMD, and FDOT.

8.
The Developer shall construct all utilities servicing the buildings underground, including any existing above ground utilities to be utilized within the scope of the project shall be buried.

9.
The Developer agrees to donate $200,000.00 to the City for historical renovations or relocation of the PBA Hall or for other historical facilities.

10. 
The Developer shall contribute $200,000.00 for improvements to Diana 
Drive.

11. 
The Developer shall contribute $10,000.00 to the City’s Weed and Seed 
Crime Prevention Program.

12.    The Developer shall contribute $15,000 to PAL (Police Athletic League) Program.

13. 
The Developer shall contribute $5,000.00 for the City’s expenses incurred in the preparation of the Master Transportation Study; provided; however, that in the event that the City enacts a future exaction, pursuant to paragraph 10 of the Development Agreement, that this amount shall be credited toward that future exaction.

14. 
The Developer shall contribute $20,000 for Three Island Park improvements.

15.
The Developer shall contribute $150,000.00 for improvements to the Golden Isles Tennis Facility.

16.      The Developer shall pay $25,000.00 for purposes of athletic fields. 


17.
The Developer shall contribute $20,000.00 for South Beach Park improvement.

18.
The Developer shall contribute $20,000.00 for Water Conservation    Infrastructure Program

19.
The Developer shall dedicate an easement of 6 foot by 20 foot for the placement of a bus shelter, the exact location of which will be determined by the City.


Prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy, the Developer

           shall make the following additional contributions and commitments:

1. 
The Developer shall contribute $10,000 donation to the City’s mini-bus  system; provided, however, that in the event that the City enacts a future exaction, pursuant to paragraph 10 of the Development Agreement,  this amount shall be credited toward future exaction.

2. 
The Developer shall contribute $10,000.00 for Pedestrian Crossover on US 1.

3. 
Developer shall pay $250,000.00 as a contribution to the City’s 
affordable housing program.

4.
The Developer shall contribute $10,000.00 to the City’s Wastewater      Inflow/Infiltration Elimination Program.

5. 
The Developer shall contribute $30,000.00 to the City’s Sand By-Pass Project

6.
 Developer has agreed to work with the City to help Developer build two homes at the Developer’s expense on behalf of the City on City-owned land. The   homes will be a minimum of 1,700 square feet and designed such that the Developer’s total construction cost does not exceed $200,000.00 per home. In no event shall Developer be required to pay more than $200,000.00 per home. The homes shall be completed within one year of the City providing the land. And, at the City’s option, the Developer may fulfill its obligation by paying to the City the sum of $200,000.00 per home.  

The Developer has also committed in the Agreement (Paragraph # 10) to

pay any future fees or programs the City may enact regulation(s) within

three years of the issuance of the building permit for the Development, including but not limited to traffic and transit improvements. 

Should the City Commission concur with the Agreement as drafted,

approval should be contingent on the applicant executing the Agreement

with the City within a period not exceeding 90 days from the date of the

application approval and the City Attorney’s concurrence of the final

document. Further, the City Commission should authorize the City 

Manager to complete any final negotiations with the applicant and execute

the Development Agreement. 

Reviewed:

_______________________


__________

D. Mike Good, City Manager


Date

_____ Approved  _____ Denied _____ Hold for Discussion

Comments:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

CD/aw

Attachment(s)

cc:

06/06/07
7F. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 21, 2007
TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager
FROM:
E. Dent McGough, City Clerk/General Services Director
SUBJECT: 
Ordinance Amending Sections 2-74, Election of Officers, and 2-75, Excessive Absences of Board Members

PURPOSE:
The City Commission approve on First Reading an Ordinance amending Sections 2-74, Election of Officers, and 2-75, Excessive Absences of Board Members. 
BACKGROUND:
At the April 11, 2007 Special Meeting of the Commission, the Commission directed that the procedures for election of officers for advisory boards and committees be referenced in City administrative policy pertaining to Boards and Committees and that section 2-74 of the Code of Ordinances be amended to reference the administrative policy. Additionally, the Commission concurred that removal of members of Boards and Committees for excessive absences should be automatic.  This will require an amendment to section 2-75 of the Code of Ordinances. 

Further, at the May 2, 2007 Commission Meeting the Commission directed that alternative members of quasi-judicial boards be required to attend all meetings. 

The attached Ordinance has been drafted to implement the changes directed by the City Commission.
RECOMMENDATION:
The City Commission approve the Ordinance on First Reading and set Second Reading for June 20, 2007. 

Reviewed:

  

_______________________________




__________

D. Mike Good, City Manager






  Date

 

_____Approved                _____Disapproved                _____Hold for Discussion

 

  
EDM/sc  06/06/07
7G. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 31, 2007
TO:

Honorable Mayor and City Commission
FROM:
D. Mike Good, City Manager
SUBJECT: 
An Ordinance of the City of Hallandale Beach, Florida, Amending the City Code of Ordinances, Chapter 10, Finance and Taxation, Article II, Budget Transfers, Section 10-32, Budget and Budget Message, and setting new Budget Workshop dates 

Section 10-32, Budget and Budget Message of the City’s Code of Ordinances requires the City Manager to submit the budget and budget message to the City Commission on or before August 1st of each year.  The current property tax legislation pending in Tallahassee may drastically alter the City’s budget for the upcoming fiscal year.  Staff are already preparing for the submission of the budget and it was my intention to have the budget and budget message submitted by August 1st.  

The proposed ordinance changes the date of submission to the end of the first week in September granting greater flexibility to ensure any legislative action or other outside agency’s actions, beyond the City’s control, are properly accounted for in preparing and submitting the budget.  Although the ordinance changes the budget’s submission date, I intend to complete the recommended budget and submit it for City Commission review during the first week of August.   
Additionally, at the May 16, 2007 City Commission meeting, the Commission adopted a tentative budget meeting schedule and authorized the City Manager to change the adopted dates if necessary.  Due to the above stated circumstances, I am recommending the following schedule:  

DATE



ITEM 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

August 1, 2007

First Regular Meeting After Vacation



         

Set Tentative Millage Public Hearing

August 28, 2007 

Budget Workshop Meeting





(Budget Workshop will continue on August 29th, 





if needed)

*September 12, 2007

Budget Public Hearing (@ 5:05 p.m.)

*September 26, 2007             Budget Public Hearing (@ 5:05 p.m.)     

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

*These dates are dependent upon School Board and Broward County public hearings, therefore are tentative; however, these two meetings are required by statute to be held in September.  

Please advise if you require additional information.

_____________________________

________________

D. Mike Good, City Manager


Date

DMG/jf

CM07-229

 

 

06/06/07
8A. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH, FLORIDA

MEMORANDUM
DATE:          May 22, 2007

TO:               D. Mike Good, City Manager

FROM:         Patricia M. Ladolcetta, Director of Finance

SUBJECT:   Fiscal Year 2005-06 Audit Report

___________________________________________________________________

Consideration is requested to accept and place on file the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and the Single Audit Report (Compliance Report) for the Fiscal Year ended September 30, 2006.  A representative from the City’s auditing firm of McGladrey & Pullen will be attending.  Accordingly, we respectfully request a time certain for the June 6, 2007 Commission Meeting.

The Comprehensive Annual Financial Report and the Single Audit Compliance Report have been distributed in printed copy to the Commission. 
Reviewed:

_____________________________             __________________

D. Mike Good, City Manager                    Date

____ Approved     _____ Denied     _____ Hold for Discussion

COMMENTS:
______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

PML

06/06/07
8B. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 31, 2007
TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager
FROM:
Franklin L. Hileman, Manager of Intergovernmental Relations
SUBJECT: 
Discussion of Proposed Property Tax Reform. CAD#008/07 

Purpose: 

Update the City Commission on the current pending proposals for Property Tax Relief which are being considered by the Joint Committee on Property Tax Reform and the Florida Legislature and attempt to assess the impacts of these proposals.

Background:

The Joint Committee on Property Tax Reform is scheduled to meet in Tallahassee on Monday, June 4, 2007 and the full Legislature is scheduled to meet in Special Session on Monday, June 12, 2007.  The Legislature is authorized to meet through Friday, June 22, 2007.  In order for the Special Session to continue, the Speaker of the House and the Senate President together or the Governor would have to call for an additional Special Session.  If legislation calling for a referendum is not passed by the middle of July, placing a referendum on the next available ballot would be difficult. However, legislation with a retroactive effective date could be passed which could have a direct impact on property tax revenues. 

There are currently three proposals that appear to be under consideration and staff has been directed to update the City Commission on the current status of the proposals.

Discussion:

The first is a proposal by Representative David Simmons which is a three tiered percentage based plan. This plan was tentatively endorsed by the Speaker of the House Marco Rubio a few weeks ago. 

The second proposal is the Democratic House Leadership proposal.  This is a percentage plan based upon the median home value of each County. There are reports indicating that the Speaker may now be endorsing a variation of this proposal. 

The final proposal being discussed is a flat percentage across the board increase in the tax exemption. 
Each of these proposals is described in more detail below.

TIERED PERCENTAGE PLAN (Originally endorsed by the Speaker)

This plan provides for a graduated schedule of just value exemption which is stacked according to increases in the just value as follows:

Representative Simmon’s Original Plan

JUST VALUE

EXEMPTION %
EXEMPTION AMOUNT
TAX SAVINGS

$0 - $400.000

      50%


$200,000

About $4,000

$400,000 - $500,000
       40%


$240,000

About $4,400

$500,000-$600,000
      30%


$270,000

About $5,000

$600,000 - $700,000
      20%


$290,000

About $5,400

$700,000 – up

       10% + all above exemptions


$5,400 + 10%


Plan more recently tentatively endorsed by Speaker Rubio:

80% Exemption on first $300,000

70% on the next $700,000

30% on everything over a $1 Million

Either of these plans grandfather’s in the Save Our Homes exemption and therefore the homeowner chooses whichever results in the greater savings.

Applied to non-homestead and non-residential as well.

COUNTY MEDIAN BASED EXEMPTION (House Democrats Proposal)

I.
HOMESTEAD PROPERTY

Part 1)     Homeowners would be given an additional super-homestead exemption of one half the median home value (just value) in the County of their homestead residence.

Applies after the first $50,000 of home value. (The first $25,000 existing exemption remains)

Select this exemption or existing Save Our Homes exemption, whichever is greater.

Part 2)      Households with at least half of eligible adult residents over 65 and with a combined income of less than two time the poverty level would receive a total exemption equal to the full median home value in their county.

Applies after the first $35,000 of home value. (First $25,000 remains exempt.This would replace the current county exemption for low income seniors which has not been fully implemented.

Impacts:

Half of new or recent homeowners would receive a 50 % reduction in their property taxes.

Reduces local government and special taxing districts property taxes by $1 Billion for Super homestead and $126 Million for Super Senior.

II.
NON-HOMESTEAD, INCLUDING RENTERS

Residential non-homestead would be given an exemption, after the first $25,000, of one fourth the median value within the county for like property (condo, single family, apartments).

Rental “income approach” for affordable housing would be authorized by general law.

IMPACTS:

Reduces local government and special districts property taxes by$1.1 Billion.

Reduces state imposed Required Local Effort educational property taxes by $.5 Billion.

III.
COMMERCIAL PROPERTY

Improved commercial property an exemption equal to one fourth of the first $1,000,000 of property value, up to a $250,000 exemption

Exempt first $25,000 of tangible personal property tax.

IMPACTS:

Reduces local and special taxing districts by $.56 Billion.

Reduces state imposed Required Local Effort for education by $.28 Billion.   


FLAT PERCENTAGE EXEMTION

Currently this proposal considers a flat 50% exemption of taxable value for all property owners.
 
   



Recommendation:

The City Commission:

Continue to monitor the meeting of the Joint Committee on Property Tax Reform and be prepared to lobby the Legislature the week of June 12, 2007. As it stands the City will be required to continue to work toward minimizing the impact to the City. 

A very serious concern is that if the adopted plan creates an across the board percentage reduction in property taxes, but excludes school taxes, hospital districts and other taxing districts, the true percentage of impact to the City will be much greater.  The school tax portion of the average property tax bill is 36%, therefore the net effect of a 50% reduction would actually be an 80% reduction of revenues for the City in order to maintain the 36% portion due to the school district. This figure could go even higher if the School District were to adopt the 7.5% increase authorized by the Legislature last Session.

Reviewed:

 

  

_______________________________




__________

D. Mike Good, City Manager






  Date

 

 

_____Approved                _____Disapproved                _____Hold for Discussion

 

 

 

 

 

 

06/06/07
8C. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

May 31, 2007
TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager
FROM:
Mayor Joy F. Cooper
SUBJECT: 
Consideration of Supporting the Golden Isles Homeowners Association Pertaining to a Broward Beautiful Grant

The Golden Isles Homeowners Association has requested the City’s assistance and support of efforts to obtain a $10,000 grant from the Broward Beautiful Grant Program for improvements on City medians within the Golden Isles area.

The grant program has been changed by Broward County to eliminate the municipalities from eligibility to apply for these grants. However, the City must approve the proposed improvements and can assist in the grant match through in-kind or cash contributions.

This grant application continues efforts to enhance median landscaping within the City as previously supported by City applications to the Broward Beautiful Grant Program.  

As the application is due June 8, 2007 it is appropriate for the Commission to consider supporting the Golden Isles Homeowners Association’s request for this grant. 

JFC/edm

 

06/06/07
8D. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

JC07-021

DATE:

May 16, 2007


TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager



FROM:
Mayor Joy Cooper

SUBJECT: 
Discussion of City Commission Compensation

________________________________________________________________

I believe it is in the City’s interest to amend Section 2-31 of the City Code pertaining to City Commission compensation in order to establish an annual procedure for considering same and limiting the amount of any increase.  It would be appropriate to consider any increase as part of the budget process to ensure the decision is made in light of the overall budget. 

Please place this item on the June 06, 2007 agenda for discussion.

06/06/07
8E. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

JC07-022

DATE:
May 31, 2007


TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager



FROM:
Mayor Joy Cooper

SUBJECT: 
Discussion of Town Hall Meeting on Property Tax Legislation 

________________________________________________________________

I have been approached by many of our residents with numerous questions regarding the pending property tax legislation in Tallahassee.  My colleagues on the Commission have also been contacted. 

I think it is important that we host a Town Hall Meeting to advise and educate our residents on the implications of the legislation and address questions they may have.  Our City could be facing a twenty (20) million dollar budget reduction which will severely impact our Community’s programs and services.  

Please place this item on the June 6, 2007 agenda for discussion.

06/06/07
8F. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

JC07-023

DATE:
May 31, 2007


TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager



FROM:
Mayor Joy Cooper

SUBJECT: 
Discussion of Request for Information from Legislature/Governor Regarding the Distribution of Slot Machine Revenues Received by the State for Education

________________________________________________________________

I have received a number of inquiries from residents and others regarding how the Slot Machine Tax revenues are being distributed by the State for education. Concerns have been raised that these revenues are being appropriated for use in areas other than education. I would like to discuss a request to the Governor’s Office or any other appropriate agency for information on the distribution of these revenues.

Please place this item on the June 6, 2007 agenda for discussion.

06/06/07
8G. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH

MEMORANDUM

DATE:

June 1, 2007


TO:

D. Mike Good, City Manager



FROM:
Commissioner Francine Schiller


SUBJECT: 
Discussion of the Status of the Beach Club Sales Center Building and City Uses 

Since the Beach Club will be terminating their lease with the City for the Beach Club Sales Center building it is appropriate to discuss a timeframe of transfer of the facility to the City as well as possible City use of the building.

Please place this item on the June 6, 2007 agenda for discussion.

FS/edm

06/06/07
8H. CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH, FLORIDA
MEMORANDUM
CM07-230

DATE:
May 24, 2007

TO:  
Honorable Mayor and City Commission
FROM:
D. Mike Good, City Manager

SUBJECT:
Request to Revoke Occupational Licenses –


Personalized Spa, Inc.

Personalized Massage 
________________________________________________________________________                                                          
Pursuant to Section 18-40 of the City’s Code of Ordinances, I am recommending the City Commission revoke the following occupational licenses due to business activities that compromise the health, welfare and safety of the citizens of Hallandale Beach: Personalized Spa, Inc. and Personalized Massage.  

This item will be further discussed during the June 06, 2007 Regular City Commission meeting.

In the meantime, should you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me.
_____________________________

D. Mike Good

City Manager

DMG/nmr

CM07-230

CC: David Jove, City Attorney

06/06/07

