
MEMORANDUM IVO. 08-199 

DATE: August 29,2008 

TO: 

FROM: 

BY: 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor Jim Naugle 
Vice-Mayor Charlotte E. Rodstrom 
Commissioner Christine Teel 
Commissioner Carlton B. Moore 
Commissioner Cindi Hutchinson 
John Herbst, City Auditor 
Jonda K. Joseph, City Clerk 
Harry A. Stewart, City Attorney 

George Gretsas, City Manager 

Cate McCaffrey, Director of Business ~ n t e r ~ r i s e w  

September 3, 2008 - Regular City Commission Meeting - Walk-On 
Dock Waiver Application - Distance Limitations 
714 NE 20 Avenue - James Juranitch 

This matter was originally scheduled to go before the City Commission at the July 15, 2008 
Regular Meeting, but was deferred upon request by the applicant. A motion to defer the matter 
unitil September 3, 2008 was made by Commissioner Hutchinson and seconded by 
Commissioner Teel. The motion passed by a vote of 4 to 0. This matter is being brought as a 
walk-on item as it was inadvertently left off the September 3, 2008 Regular Meeting Agenda. 

Attached hereto is a copy of the Commission Agenda Report (CAR 08-0921) for the July 15, 
2008 Regular Meeting, which contains all pertinent back-up information. 



COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT 
COMMISSION MEETING DATE: F-15-2008 AGENDA ITEM: ~PH-05 

COMMISSION REPORT NO: 108-0921 

PREPARED BY: 

:ale I,l~C,dfrle, 37-:1C-;iCi~; ;[I '4 55 DEPT: /Business Enterprises 
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR'S SIGNATURE 

l~amie Hart, Supervisor of Marine Facilities, 828-5423 
AUTHOR'S NAME, TITLE, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER 

Appl i can t :  James J u r a n i t c h  
Locat ion:  714 NE 20 Avenue 

I[~.ecl-c;e 4;refsas Q;-10-;00e 2 1 313 01. 
CITY MANAGER'S SIGNATURE 

Waiver of L i m i t a t i o n s  - c o n s t r u c t  and m a i n t a i n  a  s i n g l e  f i n g e r  p i e r  e x t e n s i o n  
app rox ima te ly  1 0 8  f e e t  from p r o p e r t y  l i n e  i n t o  t h e  Middle R i v e r .  

ITLE 

TITLE2 

I 
REQUESTED ACTION (STAFF RECOMMENDATION - CONTENT OF MOTION): 

DOCK WAIVE~APPLICATION - DISTANCE LIMITATIONS 

714 NE 20 AVENUE - JAMES JURANITCH 

Open h e a r i n g ,  c l o s e  h e a r i n g ,  i n t r o d u c e  r e s o l u t i o n .  A 

SUBJECT: 

6 REGULAR AGENDA CONFERENCE 

r Motion r Motion for Discussion r OldlNew Business r City Commission Reports 
@ Public Hearing r Ordinance r Exec Closed Door r City Manager Reports 
r Resolution r Presentation r Conference Reports 
r Purchase r Citizen Presentation r Advisory Boards 
r Consent Resolution 

Public Notice Advertised: 1 
FUNDS APPROPRlATlON/TRANSFER (provide index code, subobject, and title of subobject): 

FOR PROCUREMENT ITEMS ONLY 
PROCUREMENT REFERENCE NO: 1- TRANSACTION TYPE: 

BIDS SOLICITEDIRECEIVED: 7 WBE: 1- LATE BID: 1- 
Vendor: MBE: NO BID: 1 

l 
Amount: [I Details: [ 
Procurement Recommendation: 



EXHIBITS: AVAILABLE VIA HARDCOPY: Exhibit #s: 1- 

Description of Exhibits: 

PRIOR COMMlSSlONlBOARD ACTION: (attach additional file if necessary) 

1/3/08 - MAB voted 8  t o  1 not  t o  recommend approval  of t h e  waiver of dock SS, 

l i m i t a t i o n s .  

MAB Minutes 4/3/08 

police Reports 

BACKGROUNDIDETAIL: 

7 . 0  8 . 0  9 . 9  

- ~ e m o  MF 08-16 & Application 3. 

MAB Minutes 1/3/08 6. 4. 

Background d e t a i l  a t t a c h e d  a s  Exh ib i t  1. 

Background Detail 2. 
Memo MF 07-66 & Application 5. 



BACKGROUND DETAIL EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 

RE: July 15, 2008 Meeting - Application for Waiver of Dock Distance 
LimitationsIJames Juranitch - 71 4 N.E 2oth Avenue 

The applicant, James Juranitch, is applying for a waiver of dock distance 
limitations at 714 N.E. 2oth   venue. On two previous occasions, January 
3, 2008 and April 3, 2008, the Marine Advisory Board (MAB) denied Mr. 
Juranitch's applications for dock waivers at 714 NE 2oth   venue. Mr. 
Juranitch, is now applying directly to the City Commission for a waiver of 
dock distance limitations to construct a single pier extending a maximum 
distance of approximately 108' from the property line into the Middle River. 

The application that is presently before the Corr~rr~ission was heard by the 
MA6 at its April 3, 2008 meeting. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a copy 
of the application as well as a staff memo, dated March 28, 2008, advising 
the MAB of the application. The MA6 discussed a number of factors 
related to the application, including res judicata and whether the 
application was materially different from Mr. Juranitch's first application; 
safety of water skiers; width of the river; docking of vessels and zoning. A 
nurr~ber of members of the public spoke, one of whom, an attorney, argued 
that the doctrine of res judicata prevented the MA6 .from hearing the matter 
since the matter had already been decided. The attorney further stated 
that the applicant failed to present extraordinary circumstances warranting 
a waiver, and that the proposed dock is in a residentially zoned area. 
Another member of the public alleged that the waiver is all about money 
and that the purpose of the applicant's dock is to make money for the 
applicant. The applicant's attorney spoke and stated that it was proper for 
the matter to be heard and that there are appropriate justifications for the 
waiver, including the seagrass issue and the width of the river. The MA6 
denied the application by a vote of 6 to 5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 
are excerpts from the April 3, 2008 MA6 minutes. 

As stated in the application under consideration, Mr. Juranitch proposes to 
remove two existing finger piers and two dolphin pilings to construct a 
single pier extending a maximum distance of approximately 108' from the 
property line. 

A summary description of the proposed project states in pertinent part: 
The proposed project is to reconfigure an existing four (4) slip 
docking facility associated with the single-family residence. The 
proposed project will consist of the remova.1 of two existing (2) thirty 
(30) foot finger piers and the construction of a new 100' x 8' wood 
finger pier ... The two (2) 30' x 4' finger piers will be removed and 

EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 



BACKGROLIND DETAIL EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 

replaced with a single 100' x 8' wood finger pier. The finger pier will 
extend 108' from the property line which is 2.5' waterward of the 
existing seawall. (Exhibit 2, Page 15) 

The project description is a revision of Mr. Juranitch's earlier application to 
the MAB, which was heard at the January 3, 2008 MAB meeting and 
denied by a vote of 8 to 1. The earlier application, in addition to a 108' 
pier, included two (2) sets of cluster mooring pilings that were to extend an 
additional 25' from the end of the pier to a maximum distance of 133' into 
the Middle River. That application and a staff memo, dated December 26, 
2007 are attached hereto as Exhibit 4. The January 3,2008 MAB minutes 
are attached hereto as Exhibit 5. 

The revised plan to eliminate the cluster mooring pilings proposed at a 
distance of 133' into the Middle River reduces the over-all slip size by 
approximately 23% according to the applicant. The configuration of the 
108' pier without the cluster mooring pilings resulted primarily from 
concerns expressed by the MAB at their January 3, 2008 for the safety of 
water skiers in ,this area. (See, Exhibit 5). 

A waiver to build a 108' pier is required because the City's Unified Land 
and Development Regulations (ULDR), Section 47-19.3.B limits the 
maximl-~m distance of a dock or pier to 10% of the width of the waterway or 
20'' whichever is less. The ULDR Section 47-19.3.C permits mooring or 
dolphin pilings to be installed within 30% of the width of the waterway or 
25'' whichever is less. 

The over-all width of the Middle River at the site of the proposed dock, 
according to information provided by the applicant, is as summarized in 
Table 1 below: 

TABLE 1 

The distance of the proposed pier extending beyond the maximum 
limitations from the property line into the Middle River as shown in the 
survey provided in Exhibit 2 is summarized in Table 2 below: 

I WATERWAY WIDTHS 
FROM NORTH TO SOUTH 

North Boundary Line of Property 
South Boundary Line of Property 

EXHIBIT 1 
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MAXIMUM DISTANCE 

1,123.87' +/- 
1,447.51 ' +/- 



BACKGROUND DETAIL EXHIBIT 1 
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PROPOSED FINGER 1 108' 1 PIER I 1 20' 

TABLE 2 

The City Commission is authorized by Section 47-19.3.D of the ULDR to 
waive the limitation based on a finding of extraordinary circumstance. 
Extraordinary circumstances are not defined by the ULDR; however, 
historically the MAB has considered issues related to navigational, safety 
and environmental impacts on vessel docking when reviewing applications 
for waivers of distance limitations. As stated previously, the MAB denied 
this applicatior~ by a vote of 6 to 5. (See, Exhibit 3, MAB minutes). 

In the application under consideration by the Commission, the applicant 
has suggested that three matters provide justification for the waiver 
request: 

- the need to construct the dock in a mariner to protect the 
seagrass; 

- the "extraordinary width" of the waterway; and 
- the project is consistent with adjacent waivers and adjacent 

neighbors. (See Exhibit 2, Page 16). 

AMOUNT OF 
DISTANCE 
REQUIRING 

WAIVER 

LOCATIONS OF 
STRUCTURES 

(NORTH TO SOUTH) 

The three matters presented in the application represents a change from 
Mr. J~~ranitch's first application to the MAB wherein the need for 
ADAIwheelchair access was included as one of the matters providing 
justification for the waiver. (See, Exhibit 4, Summary Description, Page 
14). At its January 3, 2008 meeting, the MAB denied the first application 
by a vote of 8 to 1. (See, Exhibit 5, MAB Minutes). 

Seaqrass 
The current plans include a bow-in configuration for vessel docking. This 
configuration is required under the environmental permit granted to the 
applicant by the Broward County Environmental Protection Department 
due to the presence of seagrass at the site of the proposed dock. The 
proposed pier is designed with a 32'L X 6'W section of fiberglass grating to 
allow sunlight to penetrate beneath the pier to the seagrass. The 
fiberglass grating, designed for mitigation purposes, is required as a 

SURVEYED 
DISTANCE 
OF PIER 

EXHIBIT 1 
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PERMITTED 
DISTANCE 
WITHOUT 
WAIVER 



BACKGROUND DETAIL EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 

condition of the environmental permit granted by the Broward County 
Environmental Protection Department. In addition, the County permit 
requires that vessels be restricted to a minimum set-back of 10' east of the 
marginal pier, which runs parallel from north to south between the property 
lines. This restriction is designed to protect the seagrass located landward 
towards the 8' wide marginal dock. 

According to a Broward County Environmental Protection Department 
email, included as part of the application, "The currently proposed design 
includes the use of fiberglass grating, which allows light to penetrate 
beneath the dock, and mooring of the vessels bow in with a setback of 10 
feet from the edge of the existing marginal dock, which eliminates the need 
for dredging." (See, Exhibit 2, Page 22). 

Records reflect that a waiver was originally approved in 1983 for 714 N.E. 
2oth Avenue as shown in Resolution No. 85-1 13 included in Exhibit 4 at 
Page 23. The constructior~ pern-lit authorized under Resolution No. 85-1 13 
allowed for two (2) finger piers extending 37', and three (3) mooring pilings 
extending 45' from the property line, respectively. 

Width of Middle River 
City staff has confirmed that the widths of the Middle River, as provided by 
the applicant, at the site of the proposed dock are accurate within plus or 
rr~inus 5 feet. 

Adjacent neiq hbors and waivers 
  here have been a total of eight (8) waivers approved along N.E. 20'~ 
Avenue into the Middle River as shown on below Table 3. Most of the 
waivers issued were in ROA 201-ling, with the exception of two in RS-8, one 
at 714 N.E. 2oth Avenue and the other at 738 N.E. 2oth Avenue. The 
present application is for a property in RS-8 zoning. 

Code Enforcement is in the process of citing the owner of 738 N.E. 20th 
Avenue for operating two businesses at that location without a business 
tax receipt and for non-permitted land use in that a single family residence 
is being operated as a short-term rental for crew members for vessels 
being docked at 736 N.E. 2oth  venue, which is owned by the same 
individual. The owner is being cited at 736 N.E. 20" Avenue for illegal 
dock rental, illegal habitation aboard vessels and non-permitted land use in 
that a single-family residence is being operated as a marina. 

EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 



BACKGROUND DETAIL EXHIBIT 1 
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Further, 736 and 738 N.E. 2oth   venue are the subject of three Fort 
Lauderdale police reports, two of which are attached hereto as Exhibit 6. 

On February 7, 2008, the police responded to complaints of a "commercial 
marina being operated within a residential neighborhood." (See, Exhibit 
6). Officers spoke to two individuals who indicated that they reside on 
vessels docked at 736 N.E. 2oth   venue. Reportedly, 736 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue is an "elaborate garage/workshop for numerous motorcycles," and 
738 N.E. 2oth Avenue is rented as a crew house. 

On April 17, 2008, the police responded to the 700 block of N.E. 2oth 
Avenue and determined that one of the individuals who had previously 
admitted to sleeping on a vessel was continuing to habitate on the vessel. 
(See, Exhibit 6). 

Code Enforcement is also citing the owner of 744 N.E. 2oth   venue for 
non-permitted land use in that a single-family residence is being operated 
as a short-term rental for crew members for a vessel docked at 736 N.E. 
2oth Avenue. 

Moorings Pilings RS-8 I 

TABLE 3 

EXHIBIT 1 
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DATE 

March 1983 

April 1983 

July 1985 

January 1990 

December 2005 

1 Avenue 1 48' I I 

MAXIMUM 
DISTANCE 
~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 
45' 
~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 
45' 
Piers -37' 
~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 
48' 
Piers 38' 
~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 

ADDRESS 

834 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue 
714 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue 

808 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue 

840 N.E. 2oth 

ZONING 
DISTRICT 
ROA 

RS-8 

ROA 

ROA 

Avenue ** 

834 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue 

- 75' 
Pier 39' 
~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 
71' 
Piers - 35' 

ROA 
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In the event a recommendation of approval by the City Commission is 
made, the waiver should include at least the following conditions: 

1. The applicant is required to comply with all applicable building and 
zoning regulations as well as any other Federal and State laws and 
permitting requirements including specifically the Florida Department 
of Environmental Protection and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
in accord with the ULDR Section 47.1 9.3.D. 

ROA 

ROA 

December 2005 

November 2007 

2. The applicant is required to install and affix reflector tape on the 
outer double sets of support pilings on the pier for additional safety 
in accord with the specifications in Section 47.19.3.0 of the Unified 
Land and Development Regulations (ULDR). 

**738 N.E. 20TH AVENUE - "AFTER THE FACT WAIVER" 

3. The granting of the request for the waiver of the dock limitations of 
the LlLDR Section 47-19.3.6 is contingent upon and shall not be 
effective until the "Applicant" secures a sovereignty submerged 
lands lease with the State of Florida for the expanded docking 
envelope that results in granting of the waiver. 

840 N.E. 2oth 
Avenue 

808/810 N.E. 
2oth Avenue 

4. As a special condition, the construction of dockage and mooring 
facilities, mooring pilings, and related amenities, stipulates the 
waiver granted be automatically terminated if fifty (50%) percent or 
more of the physical structure are removed, damaged or destroyed 
by fire, explosion, or other casualty or act of God. 

~ o o r i n g  Pilings - 
71' 
Piers 35' 
Mooring Pilings - 
68' 
.Piers - 73' 

EXHIBIT 1 
CAR 08-0921 



MEMORANDUM NO. MF 08-16 

DATE: March 28,2008 

TO: 

FROM: of Marine Facilities 

EXHIBIT 2 
CAR 08-0921 

RE: April 3.2bd Meeting - Dock Waiver of Distance Limitations - 
James Juranitch - 714 N.E. 20th Avenue 

Attached as Exhibit I is an application from James Juranitch, 714 N.E. 201h Avenue for 
a waiver of distance limitations to construct a single pier 108' from the property line into 
the Middle River. The applicant has eliminated the two sets of cluster mooring pilings 
that were proposed to extend approximately 132' from the property line as part of the 
original application that was denied by the Board (8-1) back at the meeting of January 3, 
2008. 

Staff deferred this application for 30 days to determine theappropriate review process in 
determining whether the proposed elimination of the cluster mooring pilings were 
materially different in design from the original design. In administrative matters there is a 
doctrine referred to as administrative res judicata which generally stands for the 
proposition that once a board has ruled or passed on a matter it will not revisit that same 
matter over again, absent a Motion for Reconsideration being made in a timely manner. 
City policy is that (unless vested rights have otherwise been acquired by an applicant) a 
Motion.for Reconsideration must be made no later than Ihe very next meeting of the 
board and the Motion must be made by a board member who was on the prevailing side 
when the matter was previously considered.. With the present application, a Motion for 
Reconsideration has not been timely raised by a board member who was previously on 
the prevailing side. 

Therefore, as to this second application, the Board must consider as a threshold 
question whether this second application is materially diflerent than the application on 
which the Board previously recommended denial. Otherwise, if falls under the doclrine 
of administrative res judicata and should not be revisited. 

With other City Boards, if the revised application is no! deemed lo be materially different 
from the previous application that was denied, then the revised application is 
considered. For example, at the Board of Adjustment, once an application is denied it 
cannot be presented to the Board for another two years unless a new application is filed 
that is materially different from the one denied. 

Accordingly, if the Board determines that removal of the cluster piles alone in this 
second application makes the second application materially different from the first 
application on which the Board recommended denial, then the Board may continue to 
review this as a new application and proceed to review theapplication on its merits. 

EXHIBIT 2 
CAR 08-0921 



Marine Advisory Board 
March 28,2008 
Page 2 

On the other hand, if the Board determines that removal of the cluster piles alone in this 
second application is not materially different from the first application, then the Board 
should deny to hear the second application. 

Should the Marine Advisory Board consider approval of the application, the resolution 
under consideration for approval by the City Commission should include at least the 
following conditions: 

1. The applicant is required to comply with all applicable building and zoning 
regulations as well as any other Federal and State laws and permitting 
requirements including specifically the Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in accord with the ULDR 
Section 47.19.3. D. 

2. The applicant is required to install and affix reflector tape on the outer double 
sets of support pilings on the pier for additional safety in accord with the 
specifications in Section 47.19.3.0 of 'the Unified Land and Development 
Regulations (ULDR). 

3. The granting of the request for the waiver of the dock limitations of the ULDR 
Section 47-19.3.8 is contingent upon and shall not be effective until the 
"Applicant" secures a sovereignty submerged lands lease with the State of 
Florida for the expanded docking envelope that results in granting of the waiver. 

4. A new condition for all waivers for projects related lo  construction of dockage and 
mooring facilities, mooring pilings, and related amenities, slipulates the waiver 
granted be automatically terminated if fifty (50%) percent or more of the physical 
structure are removed, damaged, or destroyed by fire, explosion, or other 
casualty or act of God. 

J H 
Attachment 

cc: Cate McCaffrey, Director of Business Enterprises 
Andrew Cuba, Manager of Marine Facilities 



EXHIBIT I 
APPLICATION FOR WATERWAY WAIVER 



EXHIBIT t 
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE 

MARINE FACI LITIES 
APPLICATION FOR WATERWAY PERMITS, WAIVERS AND LICENSES 

Any agreement with the City of Fort Lauderdale and other parties, such as, but not limited to, licenses, pennits and 
approvals involving municipal docking facilities or private uses in the waterways as regulated by Section 8 of the City 
Code of Ordinances or Section 47-19..3 of the City's Urban Land Development Regulations, shall be preceded by the 
execution and filing of the following application fonn available at the Office of the Supervisor of Marine Facilities. The 
completed application must be presented with the applicable processing fee paid before the agreement is prepared or the 
application processed for forrial consideration (see City of Fort Lauderdale Code Section 2-157). If legal publication is 
necessary, the applicant agrees to pay the cost of such publication in addition to the application fee. 

APPLICATION FORM 
(Must be in Typewritten Fokm Only) 

1. LEGAL NAME OF APPLICANT - (If corporation, name and titles of officers as well as exact name of 
corporation. If individuals doing business under a fictitious name, correct names of individuals, not fictitious 
names, must be used. If individuals owning the property as a private residence, the name of each individual as 
listed on the recorded warranty deed): 

NAME: Mr. James Juranltch 

TELEPHONE NO: j262) 443-9100 FAX NO. /920) 474-3946 
(home) (business) 

2. APPLICANT'S .ADDRESS (if different than the site address): 714 NE 2 0 ~  AVENUE, FT. LAUDERDALE, 
FL 33004 

3. TYPE OF AGREEMENT AND DESCFUPTION OF REQUEST: The Applicant at the request of the MA6 
has revised the dock layout to remove proposed mooring piles and has scaled back the 
mooring area by  32 feet. The Applicant requests a Waiver of Limitations in order to construct a 
100' x 8' wood finger pier at the property. The requested encroachment is necessary in order to 
avoid existing benthic resources (seagrass) adjacent to the existing seawall and finger piers 
and to provide suitable mooring for larger vessels. 

4. SITE ADDRESS: 714 NE 2oTH AVENUE, FT. LAUDERDALE, FL 33304 ZONING: RS-8 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot 10 and the South half of Lot 9, Block ?, VICTORIA HIGHLANDS, 
according to the plat thereof, recorded in Plat Book 9, Page 47, and all amendment(s) thereto as 
recorded in Plat Book 15, Page 9, of the Public Records of Broward County, Florida, said lands 
situate, lying and being in Broward County, Florida 

5 .  EXHIBITS (In addition to proof of ownership, list all exhibits provided in support of the applications). 
Application fees, Existing conditions, Project Plans (1 1" x 17"), Site Photos 8 Warranty Deed 

2 -21-c;f 
Date 

---- __----------- ------ ------ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ---__ __-- --------- ------------ - ----- 
The sum of $ was paid by the above-named applicant on the of 
20 . 

Received by: +-- City of Fort Lauderdale 
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EXHIBIT I 1  
WARRANTY DEED 
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EXHIBIT Ill 
PROJECT PLANS 
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UChappelh GROUP 

. Summary Description 
714 NE 2oth Avenue 

TCG Proiect No. 07- 0069 

The project site is located along the Middle River at 714 NE 2oth Avenue, in Section 01, 
Township 50, Range 42, in the City of Ft. Lauderdale, Broward County, Florida 

The property is located along the west side of the Middle River, which is a tidal water 
and a connection to the intracoastal Waterway (ICWW). The nearest direct connection 
to the Atlantic Ocean is Port Everglades, and is located approximately 3 miles to the 
south and east of the subject site. Incoming tidal waters (flood) at the site move to the 
north and outgoing waters move to the south (ebb). 

The proposed project is to reconfigure an existing four (4) slip docking facility 
associated with the single-family residence. The proposed project will consist of the 
removal of two existing (2) thirty (30) foot finger piers and the construction of a new 100' 
x 8' wood finger pier. The proposed project has removed two triple mooring cluster 
piles which were located 32 feet from the end of the dock to reduce the distance of the 
requested waiver based on the requests of the Marine Advisory Board. 

The two (2) 30' x 4' finger piers will be removed and replaced with a single 100' x 8' 
wood finger pier. The finger pier will extend 108' from the property line which is 2.5' 
waterward of the existing seawall. The proposed finger pier will include a 32' x 6' 
section of fiberglass grating at the landward end of the pier. The proposed slip will only 
allow the vessel to be moored bow-in along the proposed pier as required by Broward 
County Environmental Protection Department. The bow-in mooring config~~ration will 
limit incidental prop-dredging and subsequent impacts to the existing benthic resources 
potentially caused by mooring stern-in and allow for safer ingresslegress to the pier 
from the stern. 

The applicant is requesting a waiver of limitations from the City of Ft. Lauderdale in 
order to construct the finger pier that exceed the requirements of Section 47-19.3 
(B)(C). All other structures meet the requirements of the City of Fort Lauderdale dock 
construction limitations on docks and associated mooring structures. 

The proposed project is currently under review by the Broward County Environmental 
Protection Department (BCEPD) File No. DF07-1085). While informal approvals andlor 
recommendations are typically not issued by BCEPD, the current dock design and 
layout are the result of on-going project meetings between the Applicant and BCEPD 
and regulatory agencies. A copy of BCEPD correspondence is attached as part of the 
submittal package. Within 30 days of City Commission approval of the waiver of 
limitations, applications will be submitted for processing by the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) and US Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). Given 
the size of the proposed dock and mooring area, it is anticipated that a Sovereign 
Submerged Lands Lease (SSL) survey will be required. The processing of the SSL, 



including the survey, processing and lease fees, will commence upon notification from 
FDEP to do so. 

The following three (3) matters provide justification for this waiver request: 

Due to the presence of benthic resources (seagrass) adjacent to the existing 
docks and seawall, the proposed finger pier will include a 32' x 6' section of 
fiberglass grating to minimize shading impacts to the existing benthic 
resources. In addition, the vessels will be moored bow-in to avoid incidental 
prop dredging within the existing seagrass habitat. BCEPD has requested a 
10 foot setback from the existing marginal dock where no mooring will be 
permitted. Because of the bow in configuration and set back the access will 
be limited to the stern of the vessel and will warrant the current pier length. 
The proposed dock cor-figuration is a direct result of a requested design 
modification by BCEPD in order to not impact natural resources and to allow 
the ability to moor at the residence. A copy of correspondence from BCEPD 
requesting the City of Fort Lauderdale allow the proposed docks to protect 
natural resources is attached in your backup. 

2. Due to the extraordinary width of the waterway at this location and its far 
proximity from the 30% line and centerline of the channel the proposed 
project will not impede navigation in anyway including recreational activities 
located in the immediate vicinity. 

3. This proposed project is consistent with adjacent waivers and adjacent 
neighbors who have vessels and docks 75 -150 feet out into the waterway 
because of the extreme width of the waterway at this location. 

If this waiver is approved, the applicant will comply with all necessary construction 
requirements stated in Section 47-1 9.3 (D)(E)(F)(G). 
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2 South property line facing east. 



4 North side of property facing east 



5 Facing south from north side of property. 



VICTORIA PARK CIVIC ASSOCIATION T&pkon~: 954 467.2008 

POST O~I~CE Box 4472' Eht4il: VPCnR@~d.com 

Fo~r fnudcud~I~, Hortidk 33378 

I 

James. Juranitch . 
71 4 NE 201h Avenu.e 
Ft. Laudcrdale, FL 33304 

Dear Mr. Juranitch: 

. . The Aesthetics, Master Plan, PlanninglZoning and Trafic Committees of the 
Victoria Park Civic Association have reviewed .your proposal to the City of Fort 
Laudcrdale for a dock variance.. And the proposal wm presented to the general 
membership at its March meeting. 

We are pIeased to tell you that the Victoria Park Civic Association has voted to 
support your application. We-also wish to express our thanks for your willingness.to go 
on the record a t  the committees' meeting to oppose .my marina development in the 
immediate arca of your propcrty along the river. 

Ted l?ling 
Vice fresidcnt 



Tyler Chappell 
- - 

From: Krawczyk, Julie IJKRAWCZYK@broward.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 02,2008 11:58 AM 

To: JHart@forllauderdale.gov 

Cc: Jim Juranitch; tyler@thechappellgroup.com; Matt Mitchell; Kris McFadden; Sunderland, Linda; Myers, Eric; 
Cry of the Water; jgorman@fltranserv.com 

Subject: 714 Middle River Drive, Fort Lauderdale (EPD File No. DF07-1085) 

Good morning Jamie, 

As you may be aware, our Department is currently reviewing a license application for the construction of an 8-foot-wide by 
100-foot-long finger pier and installation of two sets of cluster mooring piles at the above-referenced address. During 
slaws inspection of the project area, seagrass (Halophila dec1;oiens) was observed from the waterward edge of the 
existing marginal dock to at least 70 feet into the waterway. Seagrass is a protected natural resource that has a 
significant biological role in providing habitat and food for marine species, prolecting shorelines, and maintaining water 
qualily. Pursuant to Section 27-337(b)(7) of the Broward County Code o! Ordinances, applicants must avoid and 
minimize impacts to natural resources to the greatest extent practicable. 

Staff has been working diligently with the applicant since May of 2007 to design a project which will avoid and minimize 
impacts to seagrasses, in addition to meeting the needs of the applicant. The currently proposed design includes the use 
of fiberglass grating, which allows light to penetrate benealh the dock, and mooring of the vessels bow in with a setback of 
10 feet from the edge of the existing marginal dock, which eliminates the need for dredging. 

We are aware that the currently proposed design will require a variance from Ihe City of Fort Lauderdale, and it is our 
understanding that the project will be discussed during the January 3'* Marine Advisory Board meeting. Based on the 
incorporation of the elements discussed above, the Department would like to state its support for the issuance of a 
variance for the 100-foot-long pier, for the specific purpose of protecting seagrasses. Staff will continue to work with the 
applicant to finalize the amount of grating and any other compensatory measures needed to minimize seagrass impacts to 
the greatest extent practicable. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter. please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you. 

J*rDaw~& 
Natural Resource Specialist Ill 
Broward County Environmental Protection Dept, 
One North University Drlve, Suite 301 
Plantation, FL 33324 
Phone: (954) 51 9-1266 
Fax: (954) 519-1412 
Office Hours: Tuesday-Friday, 7:00 am-530 pm 

No virus found in this incoming message. 
Checked by AVG. 
Version: 7.5.5 19 1 Virus Database: 269.22.111346 - Release Date: 312712008 10:03 AM 



EXHIBIT 3 

Board Members 

MINUTES OF THE MARINE ADVISORY BOARD CAR 08-0921 
I 00  NORTH ANDREWS AVENUE ' 
81H FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM , 

FORT LAUDERDALE 
THURSDAY, APRIL 3,2008 - 7:00 P.M. 

John Terrill, Chair 
Barry Flanigan, Vice Chair 
Randolph Adams 
Alec Anderson 
John Baker 
John Custer 
Norbert McLaughlin 
Bob Ross 
Rick Schulze 
Lisa Scott-Founds 
Stephen Tilbrook 
Michael Widoff 
Eugene Zorovich 

Cumulative Attendance 
512007 through 412008 

Attendance Present - Absent 

Staff Present 

Jamie Hart, Supervisor of Marine Facilities 
Andrew Cuba, Manager of Marine Facilities 
Cate McCaffrey, Director of Business Enterprises 
Levent Ekendiz, lntracoastal Facilities Dockmaster 
Marlene Kimble, Downtown Facilities Dockrnaster (retiring) 
Off. Brian Meo, Marine Police 
Lisa Slagle, Administrative Assistant 11, Business Enterprises 
Matthew Domke, Downtown Facilities Dockrnaster 
Brigitte Chiappetta, Recording Clerk, Prototype, Inc. 

1. Call to OrderlRoll Call 

Vice Chair Barry Flanigan called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m. It was determined 
that a quorum was present. 

Vice Chair Flanigan introduced new Board Member, Lisa Scott-Founds. Self- 
introductions were made by Staff. 

EXHIBIT 3 
-1' CAR 08-0921 



Marine Advisory Board Meeting 
&I 3,2008 

at 3000 N lntracoastal Waterway, there was minor damage 
weight. Several vessels were in the area traveling south 
Boat Show. There were no injuries as a result of this 

accident. 

Officer Meo reported there re other incidents in March: Sle 
I. On March 17, 2008, was removed 

from the waterway 
2. On March 25, 

Yachts was 

Officer Meo advised that there were no vessel in the month of 
March. 

Mr. Tilbrook asked Officer Meo how the report came abo 
Officer Meo advised Mr. Tilbrook that he had no informati 
Anderson stated that he had spoken with Sgt. Pallan the d 
and apparently Mr. Naylor has a history of violations with 
did in f~rm Mr. Anderson that he believed the vessel to 
Anderson further stated that the vessel was not just a viol 
a safety hazard as it was swaying in the Middle River be 
there very strong, and because there were not en 
confirmed that the boat was removed. 

IV. A~plication - Waiver of Dock Distance Limitations - 714 NE 20" Avenue 
James Juranitch 

Mr. Tilbrook excused himself at this time, as he had asserted a conflict with this Item. 

Vice Chair Flanigan announced that Chair Tilbrook provided a letter which he requested 
be read into the Minutes of the meeting. Thereupon, Vice Chair Flanigan read as 
follows: 

"I would like to apologize to the board for my absence. I find the staff 
presentation of the ,Juranitch waiver to be extremely unusual and cause for 
concern. 



Marine Advisory Board Meeting 
April 3, 2008 
Page 4 

Staff is asking the board to determine if changes in the dock configuration at 714 
NE 20' Ave. meet the legal criteria for a 'material change" before allowing this 
application to be heard. This is completely unprecedented. 

While there are board members present who have served for as long as 10 years 
none of us have ever been asked to decide if an applicant is worthy of being 
heard. Our job is to decide individually whether we would recommend 
commission approval based on the merits of an application. 

It is clear from the minutes of our last meeting there is a public perception of 
behind the scenes political maneuvering relating to all properties, commercial & 
residential along NE 2oth Ave. There is no doubt this unusual request from staff 
will further the public perception. 

In February the Director of Planning and Zoning stated there are no plans to 
restrict or limit boat dockage on 20'~ Ave. Last nlonth the Assistant City attorney 
claimed that it was 'inaccurate and overblown' to suggest dock waivers were 
being held off for an indeterminate time. As of today no waivers have been sent 
to the commission and applicants have not been told when they will be. 

The Marine Advisory Board is not requested to follow staff recommendations, but 
we are required to follow our agenda. Item IV on our agenda is properly noticed, 
and the applicant is present. This item must be heard. 

Please include this letter in the minutes, 

Sincerely, John Terrill, Chairman, Fort Lauderdale Marine Advisory Board" 

Motion made by Mr. Schulze, seconded by Mr. Adams, to place item IV on 1he Agenda 
before the Marine Advisory Board. 

Michael McAllister, Esquire, of Shutts & Bowen, requested the opportunity to be heard, 
as this was a quasi-judicial hearing. Vice Chair Flanigan advised Mr. McAllister that this 
matter was not open to the public at this lime. 

Mr. Widoff asked who determines whether an application makes the Agenda, or in this 
case, who determines res judicata, which would preclude an applicant from going on the 
agenda. Mr. Hart advised that it is the policy of the City to determine at an 
administrative hearing if res judicata will apply. As such, it is up to the Marine Advisory 
Board to determitie whether this application is materially different than a previous 
application by strictly removing the pilings, as the dock configuration is exactly the 



Marine Advisory Board Meeting 
April 3, 2008 
Page 5 

same. Mr. Hart suggested that if the Board were to determine that by removing the 
pilings it does not change anything from the previous application, then res judicata 
would apply and the Board would have to deny this application. If the Board feels that 
this application is different by removal of the pilings, then the Board would move foward 
with reviewing this application. Mr. Hart stated that how this Board comes to this 
decision is up to this Board. 

Mr. Widoff stated that Chair Terrill's letter seems to indicate that this has never 
happened, but that it is on the agenda, so res judicafa is not even relevant. Mr. Hart 
advised that it is up to the Board if the City's advice is followed in terms of policy 
decisions regarding res judicata, and that this is an advisory board and this case is not 
quasi judicial. Therefore, the Board must decide how it will proceed in review of this 
item. Mr. Hart advised that should this matter result in'a legal matter, and then res 
judicata-could be used administratively in a legal challenge. 

Mr. Schulze understood from reading this application that Mr. Juranitch was of the mind 
to present this at the following meeting, as required by the City regulation, and he was 
requested not to do so. At that time he was put in a bad position to be in direct conflict 
with Staffs regulation, which was not of his own making. It was then put off again the 
following month, and now Mr. Juranitch is returning it again, Mr. Schulze felt that to use 
this against him at this time and hold his feet to the fire on the regulation is undue harm 
to his case. 

Mr. Schulze explained that in Mr. Juranitch's new application, he has removed the 
dolphin pilings and removed the second vessel, which.would have extended far beyond 
the 100-foot limit of his dock. From Mr. Schulze's view, this presents a perfect reduction 
of at least 30% of the original application and, thereby, the application should be on the 
agenda, and he so amends his motion. 

Motion modified by Mr. Schulze, and seconded by Mr. McLaughlin, to put Mr. 
Juranitch reapplication on the agenda to be voted on tonight, due to the fact that his 
original application was deferred and requested that he not submit it the following 
month, which put himself in jeopardy of City Staffs regulations for having to be on the 
immediate following Marine Advisory Board Meeting; that this is not of his own making, 
and that for his feet to be held to the fire and denied the reapplication should not go 
forward. It is Mr. Schl~lze's opinion that the reapplication greatly changes the Original 
application by more than 30%' because the dolphin pilings have been removed, the 
second larger vessel has been removed, the distance is now down to 108 feet from the 
property, and, therefore, should be placed on the agenda. 
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Mr. Anderson asked if anyone from .the City Attorney's office was here to clarify any of 
this for him, as he is not an attorney, but is a commercial realtor and a property 
manager. Mr. Hart indicated that no one from the City Attorney's office was present. 
Mr. Hart reiterated that he explained it as best as he could; that the City goes by that 
doctrine, and it was up to the Board lo  determine if that doctrine applies in this case. 

Mr. Anderson again stated that he did not understand the motion and that he would like 
a clear one to two sentence motion and then the justifications behind it could be 
discussed. Until there is a one to two sentence motion, he cannot begin to consider the 
motion. Mr. Fianigan informed Mr. Anderson that if Mr. Schulze's motion is'approved, 
the Board would then have a thorough discussion. Mr. Anderson reiterated that he 
wanted the motion clarified as he was still confused. 

Motion modified by Mr. Schulze, seconded by Mr. Adarns, that due to the fact that ' 

there is material change presented in the second application, it should be placed on the 
agenda and voted upon. In a roll call vote, the motion was approved unanimously (Mr. 
Tilbrook abstaining due to a conflict) 11-0, 

Vice Chair Flanigan asked Mr. Hart to provide clarification to the Board of the foregoing 
Motion. Mr. Hart explained that it would appear that the item is now on the Agenda, for 
the Board to determine whether the application is materially changed due to the removal 
of the pilings. Then the Board could vote to have a full-blown discussion and allow 
public input before there is a vote as to whether to deny this application or proceed on 
reviewing the application. 

Both Mr. Schulze and Mr. Adams expressed that they thought that is just what had 
occurred. 

Mr. Hart stated that the Board only voted to put the matter on the agenda. - Mr. Hart 
asked for the Motion to be read back, which the Secretary proceeded to do, and Mr. 
Hart advised that it is correct and the Board could proceed. 

Mr. Ross asked if there is, in fact, a 30% change. Mr. Flanigan explained hat this would 
be heard now. 

Mr. Adams advised that, in his opinion, the Board has voted that this resubmission is 
substantially changed, to which Vice Chair Flanigan concurred. 

Motion by Mr. Adams, seconded by Mr. Schulze, for the Board to hear the revised 
resubmitted application, as it has been determined there was a material change to the 
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application. The Motion was approved 10-1 (Mr. Anderson dissenting; and Mr. Tilbrook 
abstaining due to a conflict). 

Mr. McAllister again asked to be allowed to address the Board. Vice Chair Flanigan 
informed Mr. McAllister that this matter had not yet been opened to the public at this 
time. 

Mr. Anderson stated that he did not l~nderstand any of this. Mr. Custer advised Mr. 
Anderson to read the last paragraph on the first page, which is very clear. Mr. 
Anderson explained that he wanted someone in attendance from the City Attorney's 
office and that he was not comfortable with any of the motions. Vice Chair Flanigan 
indicated to Mr. Anderson that he could then vote accordingly. 

Whereupon, Tyler Chappell of The Chappell Group, made a presentation to the Board, 
as environmental consultant for Mr. Juranitch, the applicant. Mr. Chappell indicated that 
the application tonight was to request approval for the replacement of two existing finger 
piers with one proposed finger pier, which requires the Marine Advisory Board approval 
set forth in the Unified Land Development Regulations (ULDR). 

Mr. Chappell stated that this application is materially different from the previous 
application as the applicant had removed the triple pile clusters, which were 133 feet 
from the property and now is requesting to construct a 100-foot finger pier off an 8-foot 
marginal dock, for a total of 708 feet from the property line. This represents a 23% 
reduction from the overall distance from the previous application. 

Mr. Chappell continued with a PowerPoint presentation, which is made a part of these 
minutes and attached hereto. 

Based upon comments from a Board member last month, Mr. Chappell requested the 
removal of item #4 that the waiver would have to be reapplied for if 50% of the dock was 
removed through an act of God. 

Vice Chair Flanigan invited questions and comments from the Board. 

Mr. Schulze stated that based upon Mr. Chappell's further investigation of situations and 
questions raised in the January meeting about the water skiing' and anchoring of 
vessels in that area, he felt that argument now becomes invalid. In addition, Mr. 
Chappell's research has shown that there is more than 2-112 times the width in the area 
where Mr. Juranitch's dock is proposed. 
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Mr. Schulze indicated that in the northern turn - the initial turn of a skier - it is far closer 
to existing dock waivers that were an issue of the past, and more-of a danger than Mr. 
Juranitch's property, if approved. Mr. Schulze stated that he felt that the applicant has 
made substantial changes to his dock proposal, in coming in line with the area's 
desires; therefore, denying his application at this time would be arbitrary and capricious. 

Mr. McAllister again stated repeatedly that he wanted to be heard. Vice Chair F lanigan 
advised Mr. McAllister that this matter had not yet been opened to the public and that he 
would be removed if he continued to interrupt. Mr. Hart stated that he would call the 
police. 

Mr. Widoff said that it was mentioned earlier that a part of the change in application was 
that it went from two boats to one boat. He asked if this application in any way limits the 
applicant to one 87-foot boat. 

Mr. Chappell responded that the application is for a waiver of the structure and for the 
distance of that structure, beyond limitations of the boat. He advised that what the 
Board was reviewing is actually the structure, and that the boat shown in the 
presentation was shown there as an example of how the boat is being moored bow in. 
Mr. Chappell stated that the applicant has one boat and that he is not planning to put 
two. Mr. Zorovich said that he could put two boats. 

Mr. Chappell agreed that the applicant can put two on the one side, but it would not be 
any larger vessel, but would only be a tender. Mr. Zorovich clarified that the application 
could put a boat there if he wanted to do so. Mr. Chappell agreed that he could, but that 
he was not proposing to put another vessel there. 

Mr. Baker asked if anything would stop the applicant from two 100-foot vessels 
at the dock. Mr. Chappell admitted that nothing could stop him from doing so. 

Mr. Anderson asked Mr. Chappell for the number of water skiers during June, July and 
August. Mr. Chappell responded that he only had two months from which to pick data 
and that he had no idea how many water skiers there were over the 4'h of July weekend. 

Mr. Anderson then asked when the last fatality occurred in the Middle River from a 
water skiing accident. Mr. Cuba advised that he would not have that information. Mr. 
Anderson believed it was last year when a rafter and a skier hit each other while turning. 

Mr. Anderson indicated that his only concern is that there is one area that is supposedly 
wide enough, yet there was a fatality there last year. He expressed concern that 
granting this application would increase the risk for a potential fatality in this area. 
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Vide Chair Flanigan asked if the fatality wasn't on the north side of the Sunrise Bridge, 
and Mr. Anderson agreed. Mr. Anderson asserted that the width of the river is 
misleading, in that the river runs south and turns east. Mr. Chappell believed that there 
would still be over 800-feet of water, which is larger than Lake Sylvia. Mr. Anderson 
said that he felt it was a bit misleading to say the "width of the river" because the river 
turns from north to south and runs from east to west. Mr. Anderson agreed that there is 
a lot of area in there, which happens to be the widest part and the best part for water 
skiers to turn around. Mr. Anderson asked that the Board keep in mind that if this area 
was wider, it should be wider because there was a recent fatality in an area that was 
smaller. 

Mr. Custer stated that Gloria Katz, a former City Commissioner, determined that dilution 
was the solution for waterskiing in the City of Fort Lauderdale, whereby it had been 
limited to the Middle River north of Sunrise Boulevard. It was then opened up to 
Sunrise Bay, Sunrise Intracoastal, Coral Bay, Lake Sylvia, Lago Mar, Mills Pond, until 
they realized that they made a lot of mistakes for the water skiers to ski without the risk 
of an accident. Mr. Custer said that it is now down to Sunrise lntracoastal where they 
have sufficient width to do it. There is less width in any of these than Sunrise Bay, and 
they are waterskiing all the time. 

Mr. Custer opined (1) that it is risky at best to be waterskiing, and (2) if they do have 
due diligence, there would not be an accident. 

Mr. McLaughlin indicated that in reviewing the applicant's photographs, he believed the 
boat to the north is actually longer than the dock that is being proposed to be put in 
here. Mr. McLaughlin also advised the Board that there was previously a problem on 
the New River with one of these docks and the environmental area. Mr. McLaughlin felt 
that the boat couldn't get in any closer because the environmentalists would not let the 
sea grass come out of the area. 

Mr. McLaughlin recalled that a waiver was previously given to people because they 
could not dredge and had to move the dock out further. He said that they had plenty of 
width in that section of the river. Mr. McLaughlin agrees that the applicant would have 
to have his boat bow in, rather than stern in, to protect the sea grass, and that he 
probably cannot get the boat in against the dock currently existing. Therefore, Mr. 
McLaughlin sees the reasoning for the application. 

There being no additional comments from the Board, Vice Chair Flanigan opened the 
hearing to the public. 
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Mr. McAflister submitted that this was a quasi-judicial procedure and that, as such, he 
should be permitted to present evidence as well as cross-examine witnesses. Vice 
Chair Flanigan advised Mr. Mulllister that he could not cross-examine anyone, but that 
he can address the Board. Mr. McAllister stated his objection for the record that this 
should be a quasi-judicial proceeding. 

Mr. McAllister advised that on January 11, 2005, City Attorney Harry Stewart advised at 
a hearing that the subject of dock waivers should be considered a quasi-judicial 
proceeding. Mr. McAllister requested that the Minutes of that meeting into the record of 
this meeting as evidence. 

Mr. McAllister then asked to submit into evidence a letter submitted to the Marine 
Advisory Board earlier today, which details the reasons why this hearing should have 
been barred by the doctrine of res judicata. Mr. McAltister stated that the doctrine of res 
judicate holds that it is not permitted to rehear a matter that has already been decided, 
unless there is a substantial change in circumstances, not a substantial change to the 
application. Mr. McAllister offered that this would have required a zoning changed, or 
something other than what would be considered a minor alteration of the application. 
As such, Mr. McAllister objects to the hearing occurring in the first place. 

Next Mr. McAllister submitted into evidence a letter received by him today from the 
Sunrise lntracoastal Homeowners Association, objecting to the application, which he 
read into the record. Per Mr. McAllister, there were no extraordinary circumstances 
which justify this application, which is further outlined in his letter to the Board. 

Mr. McAllister stated that the Board rejected the initial Application because the Board 
found no extraordinary circumstances because a personal need does not justify a 
zoning exception. It was also much larger than any other applications that have come 
forward in this part of the neighborhood. Mr. McAllister indicated that this was in a 
residential zoned part of the neighborhood, whereas other applications for the big boats 
have come in at commercially zoned sections of the neighborhood. He advised that the 
neighbors on either side of this applicant's property are homeowners. 

Mr. McAllister went on to restate the portions of his letter, which has already been 
placed into evidence before the Board. He further requested the opportunity to cross- 
examine the public and take evidence. Vice Chair Flanigan informed Mr. McAllister that 
he would not be permitted to cross-examine anyone. 

Vice Chair Flanigan invited any additional comments from the public. 
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John Gorman, who lives on the property directly to the north of the applicant, 
addressed the Board next. Mr. Gorman asked to display a picture of the waterway, 
which was a part of Mr, Chappell's presentation, in order that the Board can see the 
impact of the waiver which is being considered tonight. Mr. Chappell displayed the 
photograph requested by Mr. Gorman. 

Mr. Gorman stated that this waiver is all about money. Mr. Gorman referred to the 
January meeting of the Marine Advisory Board during which Mr. Juranitch spoke about 
his two yachts that would cost between $7,000 to $9,000 each per month to dock at 
Bahia Mar. Mr. Gorman claimed that the purpose of the applicant's dock is to make 
money for Mr. Juranitch in a residential neighborhood. 

Mr. Gorman stated that the properties to the north of his have waivers for a 75-foot 
cluster pod, in which the vessels are between 120 to 140 feet long. They are backed in 
and utilize a system of mooring called "Mediterranean mooring" where their anchor lines 
come out another 30 to 40 feet, which is a hazard to the water skiers. Mr. Gorman 
claims that if the Board grants the applicant's dock permit, the Board will open up 
permits, or the ability for every other resident to request permits. 

Mr. Gorman declared that developers have bought up all of the homes and he claimed 
to be pretty much the lone holdout on 2oth Avenue, other than one other residential 
house which has not been "compromised." Mr. Gorman suggested that the applicant 
could put a 180-foot boat on his 100-foot dock, and that he could make about $12,000 
per month. 

Mr. Gorman advised that Mr. Juranitch owned a commercial property where he has 
received a waiver, and suggested that he could dock his 80-foot boat there. In 
addition, Mr. Gorman stated, Mr. Juranitch owns another property on the Dania Cut-off 
Canal where he could dock the 80-foot boat on the Dania Cut-off Canal itself, or on the 
side, the could dock 2 100-foot boats there. Mr. Gorrnan questions why Mr. Juranitch is 
applying, as he knew the zoning when he bought the house, According to Mr. Gorrnan, 
Mr. Juranitch is doing it for money. 

Dan Clark, of Cry of the Water Conservation Group, stated that they are mainly involved 
with coral reef issues, most recently being involved in the South Florida Coral Reef 
initiative. On the things being looked at by the Cry of the Water is commercial docks. 

Mr. Clark asked that the Board turn this application down, most importantly because of 
the safety issue. He indicated that most people in the summertime are kids on inner 
tubes and other inflatable devices being pulled behind boats. 
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Mr. Clark expressed that there were also environmental concerns for this area. He 
refers to a Fort Lauderdale permit for a 4 x 50 pier; the County perrr~it was for an 8 x 
100 pier. Mr. Clark advised that he spoke with people from the County that informed 
him that if there was any change to the initial Broward County permit that was given, it 
has to go back to them for another permit. 

After speaking with the Corps of Engineers, Mr. Clark was told they could not find a 
permit for this project. Mr. Clark stated that he felt there was not enough inter-agency 
cooperation and there seems to be a lot of discrepancies between permits and some of 
things raised at this meeting already. 

Mr. Clark felt that there were many things wrong with the permitting process and the 
regulatory process for residential docks. 

Next, Courtney Crush, Esquire, representing Jim Juranitch, indicated that it was 
appropriate to hear this matter tonight, as the application was a new one. Ms. Crush 
reiterated that what was before the Board tonight was an application for a dock waiver 
for the applicant's property, which is zoned residential, where docks are an accessory 
use. In addition, Ms. Crush stated that in the ULDR, 47-19.3 addresses under which 
circumstances the City Commission can grant dock waivers, and what percentage they 
can allow the distance to extend into any waterway. 

Ms. Crush stated that, as shown in Mr. Chappell's Powerpoint presentation, there is sea 
grass in the Applicant's dock space. Ms. Crush advised that when the Applicant applied 
for a permit more than a year ago, he did not know there was sea grass. He had the 
appropriate survey done, as required by the County, and he cannot bring a boat in 
unless it is bow in and must bring it in 10 to 18 feet from his property line. Ms. Crush 
expressed that this is believed to be extraordinary circumstances. 

Ms. Crush went on to state that the applicant's property is located at a very wide portion 
of the Middle River. As such, the applicant had research done to determine the effect 
his dock would have on water skiers if it did stick out 180 feet from the property line. 
Ms. Crush indicated that there is no adverse impact. 

Ms. Crush strongly urged this Board to recommend approval to the City Commission, as 
the decision making body.' She asked the Board to consider that the only expert 
testimony heard tonight was by Mr. Chappell, an environmental engineer. 

Alan Leigh, a resident on NE 2oth Avenue, asserted that Mr. Gorman has an 80-foot 
yacht and a 10 to 15-foot dock. In addition, he suggests that Mr. Gorman's boat 
extends 10 feet from his dock before the stern of the boat happens, making this, in 
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essence, a 100-foot dock. Mr. Leigh stated that Mr. Juranitch is merely asking for the 
same thing as his neighbor, Mr. Gorman. Mr. Leigh believes that the applicant should 
be entitled to what Mr. Gorman already has. 

Vice Chair Flanigan advised the public that there will be no cross-examination, Mr. 
McAllister once again objected to not beiug permitted to cross-examine. 

At this time, Vice Chair Flanigan opened the matter to the Board. 

Vice Chair Flanigan stated that Chair Terrill's letter contained issues beyond this 
application that will be dealt with through Staff. Vice Chair Flanigan acknowledged that 
the Application itself is cut and dry, and that it was a request for a variance. 

Vice Chair Flanigan asserted that everyone has seen variances come as a result of the 
increasing population, both residential and commercial, that have changed and brought 
this City to where it is today. He explained that the City's skyline has changed, that 
residential homes were being expanded to 2 and 3 stories, and that boats had become 
larger and larger as the demand has called for such things. Vice Chair Flanigan 
admitted that this will continue to be something to be addressed by the Board, and that 
he resented the suggestion that such decisions be done in a rubber-stamping way. 

Vice Chair Flahigan explained that this Board has. denied variances where the peaceful 
enjoyment of adjoining properties were affected, as well as instances where denials 
were given to people attempting to cover their boat lifts. When looking at this request 
for a variance, the properties before it, the boats there, Vice Chair Flanigan stated that 
he does not see where it is a commercial intrusion into what already exists. If the City 
chooses to change the zoning, Vice Chair Flanigan concurred that there is a method 
and a process to do this, and that as a Board; the guidelines will be followed at that 
time. At this time, Vice Chair Flanigan stated that he believed this application is a clear- 
cut variance, despite the political undertones. 

Mr. Zorovich referred to the January meeting in which Mr. Schulze proposed, as he is 
proposing today, and the application was turned down 8 to 1. He asked in which way 
this application has changed. Chair Flanigan answered that he sees two cluster pilings 
which have been removed and the variance of less percentage in distance. 

Chair Flanigan admitted that he was not previously aware that there was a City permit 
issued in the past. 

Mr. Schulze suggested that some of the arguments presented in the January meeting 
were influential in the negative vote by the Board. It is Mr. Schulze's opinion that those 
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arguments have now been disproved through the further research done by the Chappell 
Group. Mr. Schulze believed that to be the primary influence in the negative vote that 
would not be so tonight if it were brought to a vote. 

Mr. Zorovich stated that he would not say totally disproved, however, he questioned 
someone coming before this Board who himself owned an 80-foot boat that was 
objecting to his neighbor having the same. Mr. Zorovich advised that he has driven his 
boat by the area, and that it is a very wide area. He has spoken with Mr. Juranitch and 
he likes him. However, Mr. Zorovich felt that there are so many things here that must 
be clearly understood. Mr. Zorovich discounted the statistics taken of the water skiers 
because it was only taken over a 2-month period of time during which there are typically 
less water skiers. 

Mr. Zorovich agreed with Vice Chair Flanigan in that this matter must be looked at as a 
variance and suggests that the Board vote on it. 

Motion by Mr. Schulze, seconded by Mr. Adams, that the Board recommend the City 
Commission grant a waiver as presented by the Chappell Group. Upon roll call vote the 
motion failed 5 - 6 (Mr. Zorovich, Mr. Widoff, Ms. Scott-Founds, Mr. Anderson, Mr. Ross 
and Mr. Baker dissenting; Mr. Tilbrook abstaining due to a conflict). 

Discussion - Parasailina in the Citv of Fort Lauderdale 
Marine Facilities Staff 

to make this presentation to the Board, as she has 
proposed parasailing legislation. 

Ms. Slagle informed the a bill going through the House and 
the Senate to regulate Florida. The Senate bill has been 
sponsored by Senator a brief history surrounding 
the drafting of this bill, as follows: 

In July of 2001, there were two 2003 there was an 
accident with two minor injuries; in Pompano 
Beach which resulted in one fatality and one injury. 

Currently, there are no State or Federal laws which regulate 
approximately 70 to 120 operators, which mostly operate on the 
Gulf coast waters, This is a $50 Million to $55 Million industry 
Florida has half the total operators nationwide with no regulation. 



LLP - 
A'lTORNE? AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW. 

Mr. Jamie Hart, Supervisor of ~ & e  Facilities . 
100 North Andrews Avenue . 

. , Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 . 

Re: Opposition. to Application for Dock Waiver at 714 NE 20th Avenue . 

~ d a r M r .  Hart: 

This bna represents John Gotmag with respej to his real property and residence located 
at 720 NF! 2 0 ~  Avenue, which'is adjacent to the above-referenced applicant's property (the 
'"Juranitch applicationv'). Mr. Gorrnan is a longstanding opponent of this application, which 
would create unnecessary burdeis upon the residential neighbors adjacent 'to the property. The . ' 

purpdse of this letter is to address procedural concerns with respect to .this application, and to. 
' .  note the reasons the application does not meet the minimum criteria for a waiver. In short, the 

applicant no longer has ''standing" to have his application beard, and the Marine Advisory Board . 
must reject or deny the.application for the following reasons: 

(1) Res Judicata Bars Re-Hearing of This Item . . 

As you know, an application substktially similar to h e  one submitted for comidaatio11 
today was denied 8 votes to 1 at the January 3, 2008 meeting before this board. As is indicated 
in the City's March 28, 2008'memorandum, no motion for reconsideration his been made for 
this item, and it is a violation of City rules and Florida law for the Marine Advisory Board to re 
hear a substantially similar application at the same pro erty under the doctrine of administrative P ref judicata absent a significant change to the property. 

The doctrine of ndminirhbtive resjudicath forecloses a landoker from reapplying to the ' 

ori@ administrative agency to again seek rezoning absent a chonge iir circumshnces &om the 
original application. See: Treister v. City of Miami, 575 So.2d 21 8 (Fla 3d DCA1991) (holding: 
the party seeking rezoning must present evidence of changed ck:cumstances to .the responsible 
agency board or commission in an. original administrative proceeding). Thus, contrary to the 
City's assertion, a mere change to the application does not rise to the standard of a "change in 

' As will be explained below, the City's memomndum incorrectly asserts that a "a materially *meat application" 
would be sufficient. Because this application 3eeks.a waiver fiom the same code provision, 47-19.3@)(c), for a 
dock of substantially similar size, there must be a change to the circumstances of the property in older to re-apply. 
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circumstances" at the property. Here, there are no changes to the property alleged in support of , 

the renewed application. . . 

Moreover, it is long established under Florida zoning law that a change in circumstances 
cannot be due to changes or improvements made by the applicant. See: J- 

. Citv of Jacksonville, 196 So.2d 16 (FIa 1" DCA 1967). Here, at best, we have an application 
which has been 'revised by the owner, but 'seeks a 'similar waiver under the zoning code to that 

I 

. first proposed. Worse, it is aIso clear that change to the application is a minor one..-~ccordin~ to 
the minutes of the first hearing, Mr. Juranitch's presentation highbghted that "only 10% of the ., 

mooring piling will be utilized".' Thus, the removal of this already inconsequential portion of the 
application can hardly be considered a significant change to the application, much less a change 

I in circumstances as required under Florida law, 
i 
I . , 

I Because the conditions of the property have not changed, the application be barred 
by the doctrine of administrative res judicata, and the Marine Advisory Boad does not have the 
discretion to rehear the application absent a change in zoning or the expiration of the city's two- 
year Iimitstions period imposed for special exceptions and variances. See: 47-24.12(2)(v), City 
of Fort Lauderdale ULDR. 

. (2) The Reasons For Denial of the Item Have Not Been Addressed 

Even if the Marine Advisory Board were determined to hear the application, it must still , 

be denied. The City's minutes fiom January 3, 2008.indicates that the primary objections of the .. 
Marine Advisory Board related to the application bave.not beeit addressed by the proposed 

, ' 

change to the application. These key objections include: 

Additionally, it must be noted that the hardships or circumstances presented are 
"common" not "extraordinary". The first circumstance cited, that the dock is designed to better 
accommodate sea-grass was addressed by the Marine Advisory Board previously as an irrelevant 
consideration because, logically, no dock would have no impact t i the sea-grass. Moreover, the ' 

purpose of the dock is to acco~nmodate a boat of exceptional size, which would likely produce 
negative impacts to sea-grass and oyster beds independent of the dock itself. 
R m C S  5301985 1 

SHUTIS & BOWEN UP 

a. No "extraordinary'? Circumstances . ,. 

i 

Under section 47-19.3(d), of the City of Fort Lauderdale ULDR, the CiG may only waive 

I 
the limitations of that section under "extraordinary circumstances". However, in the previous 
meeting the Marine Advisory Board did not find "extraordinary circumstances" attached to the 

1 . proposal. 
1 ,  

Acco~ding to the City's minutes, the ~ & i n e  Adviso~y Board noted that the variance 

- 

proposed is larger than others in the neighborhood, and unlike many neighboring properties, is 
located in a residential zoning district rather than a commercial district. Lik&ise, it was noted 
that the professed personal needs of a homeowner are not "extraordinary" when the zoning never 
permitted a dock of this size in the £irst place. 



Mr. Jamie Hart, Supervisor of Marine Facilities 
April 3,2008 
Page 3 

The second reason cited, the extraordinary width of the waterway, is not an 
' 

"extraordinary circumstance" inuring to the benefit of the owner. Here, M i .  Juranitch is simply 
seeking to appropriate public recreation bottom-land for his private use. Finally, contrary to the 
applications description,' the proposed dock size is not consistent with waivers granted other 
applicants. In fact the requested dock is much larger in size than any other dock in the. 
residential area, and the impacts on the neighbors will be much more severe because of the 
underlying residential zoning. These negative impacts include: 

~isru&on of the view of the waterway. 
Increased noise. 
dSbstruction of light and air circulation. 
Reduced Access to the Waterway. , . 
The scale of the dock and h a t  are inappropriate for the neighborhood. 
Increased parking impacts on the residential area, 
Deliveries of food and supplim'consistent with a boat of enormous size. 
Negative impacts associated with gasoline delivery, filling and potential spillage. 

ks was pointed out by the' Marine Advisory Board at the previous meeting, each 
individual property must be considered independently, and precedent set by other property 
owners does not constitute an "extraordinary" condition. 

, b. The Dock is Potentially Hazardous to Water Skiers 
. .  

Finally, it must be noted that the current plan does little or nothing to address the impacts 
on water skiers raised by the Marine' Advisory Board's public safety advisor. At the first 
meeting, Sgt. Pallen expressed concern regarding the length of the dock at 132 feet being a 
."significant possible safety hazard to the skiers". Moreover, this is one of onIy three (3) salt- 
water areas in Fort ~auderddt  which are designated for water skiing, and the obshuction of the 
waterway sigolficantly hipacts public recreation in order to benefit a single homeowner. When 
there is evidence that a doclcwill create a significant hazard it would be irresponsible and a 
dereliction of duty for the Marine Advisory Board to even consider this application. 

I Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, it is clear that under the docbinc of administrative resludicata 
and Florida law, this revised application for a waiver of limitations under the zoning code may 

-l not be heard by the Marine Advisory Board. Simply put: this application may only come before 
I the Marine Advisory Board again following the two year limitations period, or if there are 

substantial changes to the property, such as a zoning change. This application must therefore be 
, barred. There is a strong public policy rationale for this'approach: if every rejected application ; 

could be reheard, the Marine Advisory Board would constantly be swamped with minor . 

: alterations to previously denied applications. 
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. . . . .  . .. . . 

i 
' Mr. Jamie Hart, Supenisor of Marine Facilities 

April 3,2008 

1 
i Finally, we note that even if the Marine Advisory Board chose to hear this matter over , 

our objection, it must reach the same result as before because the application does not present 
any "extraordinary" basis for requiring a dock of this size, and because the hazards noted in the 
original application have not been cured and the criteria for the waiver have not been met. In 
consideration of the above, we respectfully submit that the application must be rejected under the 
doctrine of administrative res judicata. 

Sincerely, . ,. 

I 
1 
I .  . . 

Michael J. McAllister, Esq. 
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Mayor Naugle and Commissioners 
City of Fort Lauderdale 
100 N. Andrews Avenue 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 

RE: 714 NE 20th Avenue 
Jim Juranitch 
Request for Dock Waiver of Limitations 

Dear Mayor and Commissioners: I 

I am writing to encourage you to approve ttie dock waiver 
application submitted by Jim Juranitch for the property 
identified above. I live in Fort Lauderdale, the Venice of 
America, at 816 .fl F 4a  7-4 #be 
Our community has a need for new, high quality dock 
space. I believe that the requested dock improvements will 

. be a nice resource for the marine community and an 
improvement for the neighborhood. I request that you 
support the application for Dock Waiver. 

Sincerely, 



Mayor Naugle and Commissioners 
City of Fort Lauderdale 
100 N. Andrews Avenue 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301 

RE: 714 NE 20th Avenue 
Jim Juranitch 
Request for Dock Waiver of Limitations 

Dear Mayor and Commissioners: I 
I am writing to encourage you to approve ttie dock waiver 
application submitted by Jim Juranitch for the property 
identified above. I Rve in Fort Lauderdale, the Venice of 
America, at 202 ,QE 1 ~ 0 - b .  N c a&& l F L  
Our cornrnunlty has a need for new, high quality dock 
space. I believe that the requested dock improvements will 
be a nice resource for the marine community and an 
improvement for the neighborhood. 1 request that you 
support the application for Dock Waiver. 



Mayor Naugle and Commissioners 
City of Fort Lauderdale 
100 N. Andrews Avenue 
Fort tauderdale, FL 33301 

RE: 714 NE 20th Avenue 
Jim Juranitch 
Request for Dock Waiver of Limitations 

Dear Mayor and Commissioners: i 
I am writing to encourage you to approve tie dock waiver 
application submitted by Jim Juranitch for the property 
identified above. I live in Fort Lauderdafe, 'the Venice of 
America, at 840 UG. * A ~ Q  
Our community has a need for new, high quality dock 
space. I believe that the requested dock improvements will 
be a nice resource for the marine community and an 
improvement for the neighborhood. I request that you 
support the application for Dock Waiver. 

Sincerely, /I 



. . . ! . 
MEMORA~DUM MF NO. 07-66 . 

DATE: December 26.2007 

TO: Marine Advisory Board Members 

C/ 
VIA: Andrew ~ub&anager of Marine Facilities 

FROM: of Matine Facilities 

EXHIBIT 4 
CAR 08-0921 

RE: January 3, 2008 Meeting - Dock Waiver of Distance Limitations - 
James Juranitch - 714 N.E. 20" Avenue . 

Attached for your review is an application from Mr. James Juranitch, 714 N . E . ~ o ~  Avenue (see 
Exhibit 1). 

APPLlCATlON AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The applicants are requesting approval to reconfigure an existing four (4) slip fixed-pier docking 
facility previously approved in 1985 under Resolulion No. 85-113 (attached as Exhlbit 2). The 
distances these structures extend from the property line into the Middle River are shown in the 
survey in Exhibit 1 and summarized in Table 1 below: 

TABLE I 

SOUTH 
Cluster 
Piling #1 

The construction permit authorized under Resolution No.85-113 allowed for two (2) finger piers 
extending 37' and three (3) mooring pilings extending 47' from the property line, respectively. The 
existing piers and moorings that are presently in place appear to not have been altered since 1985 
.according to the 'As Built" information that has also been visually confirmed on site. 

, AMOUNT OF 
DISTANCE 

REQUIRING WAIVER 

1 

Fixed Finger Pier 

Cluster Mooring 
Piling #2 

The City's Unified Land and Development Regulations (UDLR), Section 47-19.3.8 and C, limits the 
maximum distance of the dock at this specific location to 10% of the width of the waterway, or 20'' 
whiihever is less, and mooring pilings not l o  exceed a maximum distance of 30% of the width of 
Ihe waterway, or 25', whichever is less. Section 47.19.3.0 authorizes the City Commission to 
waive that limitation based on a finding of extraordinary circumstances. 

PERMllTED 
DISTANCE WITHOUT 

WAIVER 

LOCATIONS OF 
STRUCTURES 

FROM NORTH TO 

25' 

EXHIBIT 

DISTANCE OF 
PROPOSED 

STRUCTURES 

107' 

108' 

132' 

CAR 08-0921 

- /  

20' 

25' 

8 8' 

107' 
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PROPERTY LOCATION AND ZONING 

The property is located within the Victoria Highlands (RS-8) Zoning District. It is situated on the 
Middle River where the minimum distance between property lines from shoreline to shoreline on 
the north riparian lot line shown on the survey in Exhibit 1 is approximately +/- 1,625'. At its 
closest proximity, the distance from cluster pilings #1 and #2 that are equidistant from the 30% 
maximum docking limitation permitted by code is approximately 356', respectively. The distance of 
fixed pier to the 30% line is approximately 380'. The approximate distance of the cluster mooring 
pilings to the center of Middle River is approximately 680' at the closest proximity according to the 
survey information. 

WATERWAY DEPTH AND TIDAL CONDITIONS 

The cross-section of the bottom land included in the survey information provided by the consultant 
The Chappell Group, Inc., as referenced in Exhibit I, indicates that there is a partial lack of depth 
and evidence of seagrass within at least 40' from the property line. 

DOCK PLAN AND BOATING SAFETY 

i A ~ r i l  1983 
I I 

1 714 N.E. 20t"venue 1 Pilings - 45' I 

Records reflect that there have been eight (8) waivers of docking distance limitations approved by 
the City Commission since 1983 with the most recent in November 2007. A comparison of these 
as shown in Table 2 including the maximum distances of mooring pilings extending into the Middle 
River based on similar circumstances are as follows: . 

TABLE 2 

I . . -  

I September 1992 1 738 N.E. 20' Avenue 1 Pilings - 75' 

MAXIMUM DISTANCE 
1 

Pilings - 45' 
DATE. 
March 1983 

July 1985 

January 1990 

1 .  1 I Pier - 39' I 

ADDRESS 
834 N.E. 20'"venue 

I 
. - - 

I December 2005 1 834 N.E. 20Ih Avenue ( Pilings - 71' 

808 N.E. 2oth Avenue 

840 N.E. 2oth  venue - 

p ie6  - 37' 
Pilings - 48' 
Piers - 38' 
Pilings - 48' 
Pier - 48' 

December 2005 

November 2007 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

840 N.E. 20Ih  venue 

I 

Should the Marine Advisory Board consider approval of the application, the resolution under 
consideration for approval by the City Commission should include at least the following as 
prescribed in the ULDR and City Code of Ordinances as follows: 

Piers - 35' 
Pilings -71' 

808/810 N.E. 20'"venue 
I Piers- 73' 

Piers - 35' 
Pilings - 68' 



b 

, * *  Marine Advisory Board 
December 26 2007 
Page 3 

1. The applicant is required to comply with all applicable building and zoning regulations as 
well as any other Federal and State laws and permitting requirements including specifically 
the Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers 
in accord with the ULDR Seclion 47.19.3.0. 

2. The applicant is required to install and affix reflector tape to the proposed two 2) sets of 
cluster mooring pilings in accord with the specKcations in Section 47.19.3.D of the Unified 

. Land and Devdlopment Regulations (ULDR). 

3. The applicant is required to instaH and afflx reflector tape on the outer douMe sets of 
support pilings on the pier for additional safety in accord with the specifications in Section 
47.19.3.D of the Unified Land and Development Regulations (ULDR). 

4. The granting of the request for the waiver of the dock limitations'of the ULDR Section 47- 
' 

19.3.8 is contingent upon and shall not be effecjive until the uApplicant" secures a 
sovereignty submerged lands lease with the State of Florida for the expanded docking 
envelope that results in granling of the waiver. 

5. A new condition for all waivers for projects related to construction of dockage and mooring 
facilities, mooring pilings, and related amenities, stipulates the waiver granted be 
automatically terminated if fay (50%) percent or more of the physical St~dUre are 
removed, damaged or destroyed by fire, explosion, or other casualty or act of God. 

JH 
Attachment 

cc Cate McCaffrey, Director of Business Enterprises 
Dennis Girisgen, Land Development Manager 



mchappell~ GROUP 

EXHIBIT I 
APPLICATION FOR WATERWAY WAIVER 

2745 Grt Adantic Boaknrd, Suite 302 . Pompano Beach, FL 33061 ' Rl. 954.TBL1908 f ~ .  954.782.1923 ww*.~hrchappellgmup.com 
Elrvimnmental Conrul~rntr I htarilla & \\'ctlanrl I'crnriui~rl: 1 I*h;~rr. l li.Cls ( !4ilip:llu~n I)critln ~r Xlunict>ril~s I S p ~ i i s  l;tnvr.~ 



ExHlBIT 1 
CrrY OF FORT LAUDERDALE 

MARINE FACILITIES 
APPLTCATION FOR WATERWAY PERHIIS, WAIVERS AND UCENSES 

Any agreement with the City of Fort Laudetiiale and other parties, such as, but not limited to, licenses, permits and 
approvals involving municipal docking facilities or private uses in the waterways as regula!ed by Section 8 of the City 
Code of Ordinances or Section 47-19..3 of tho City's Urban Land Development Regulations, shall be preceded by the 
execution and filing of the following application form available at the m c e  of the Supavisor of Matine Facilities. The 
completed application must be presented with the applicable processing fac paid before ?he agreement i s  prcpared or the 
npplimion pmcessed for formal consideration (see City of Fort Lauderdale' Code Section 2-157). If legal publication is 
necessary, the applicant agrees to pay the cost of such publication in addition to the application foe. 

-m 
(Must be in Typewritten Form Only) 

1. LEGAL NAME OF APPLICANT - (If corporation, name and titles of officers as well as exact name of 
corporation. If individuals doing business under a fictitious name, correct names of individuals, not fictitious 
n m s ,  must be used. If individuals owning the property as a private residence, the name of each individual as 
listed on the recorded w a m t y  deedj: 

NAME: Mr. James Juranitch 

TELEPHONE NO: 1262) L69-910Q FAX NO. 1920) 474-3946 
Ihomc) (business) 

2. APPLICANT'S ADDRESS (if different than the site ddlless): 714 NE 20'" AVENUE, FT. LAUMRDALE, 
FL 33004 

3. TYPE OF AGREEMENT AND DESCRlPTlON OF REQUEST: The Applicant requerf, a Waiver of 
Limitations in order to conrtruct a 100' x 8' wood finger pler extending * 108' Into the Middle 
River. The requested encroachment I8 nrceue y In order to avokl existing benthic resources 
(seagram) adJacent to tho existlng seawall and finger pier8 and to provlde rubble mooring 
for l a w  vensek. 

4. SITE ADDRESS: 714 NE ~ O ~ ~ A V E H U E ,  FT. LAUDERDALE, FL 33304 ZONING: RS-8 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Lot 10 and the South half of Lot 9, Block 1, VICTORIA HIGHLANDS, 
according bo the plat theroof, recorded in Plat Bodr 9, Paw 47, and all amendment(s) thereto as 
recorded In Plat Book 16, Page 9, of the Public Rword8 of B w a d  County, Flotida, mid land8 
sltuad., lying and being In Browad County, Florida 

5. EXHIBI'TS (In addition to proof of ownaship, list all exhibits provided in support of the applications). 
Application feer, Exbting condkiom, Project Plans (11" x 17"). S b  Phofos 6r Warranty Daed 

/ 2 - - / 9 -  @? 
Date 

The sum of S was paid by the above-named applicant on the of 
20 . 

Received by: 
City of Fort Lauderdale 



lchappell~ GROUP 

EXHIBIT II 
WARRANTY DEED 

2745 East Atbntic Boulcnrd, Suitt 302 . Pomprno Beach. FL 33062 W!. 954.782.1908 fa 954.782.1923 vnr.~ht~happellgmup.com 
Envimnmental Conruflantr I hl;lr.i~ra & 1$4-1l:lnJ Rrn\i(ling I I'luw I ESAz I Alitil::lll*n Ilb'rign B hlo,,it,~ri~~g I 'I'&t: SpcdL% (iul.t,ryr 



C ~ N  1 107376086, OR BK 46597 h g e  1249, Page 1 of 1, hcordsd 09/11/2007 a t  
04:53 PH, Bmward County ~ s m ~ o n ,  Doo. D $7980.00 Deputy Clerk 2020 

Proputy FOIIO NO.: -2 02 13 oom 

T ~ l t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ k . l ~ d l y d ~ m b a r ~ , k ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . a r ~ l s m u h n ( n r ( l c r k n a v n  
a 'Cmcor,' lo UME8 J W C K  8 mYl((d nun, Mm6 Debt Me4 &mu Ir 714 NE l* A w ,  Fad LIuk&k, FMd1 
33304, hrd&k#m Ia'QnnUII.: 

WIRIEURH: Thatthe tu. bud inconc#wabn dthr cwn olS(0.w ~dothr i -  emddmllon. d m  

suucr ro: ralarfw t h ~  yew 2607 a d  wbberpsd ~UI; mnlnQ r&a r w ~ o m y d  lmpOud by gmmmw\lJ 
r ~ . a n d ; m b u t ) o n r . r ~ ~ ~ n r t t l c l ~ r ( g ~ n Y n c a d ~ ~ ~ b h ~ ~ b d -  

STATE OF FLORlM 
COUNTY OF BROWARD 

UUB 12" d8y d D r a m k r  2W7, by GARY P. MONBOCR. Y M I b  
rr h-. , 3  



llChappell3 GROUP 

EXHIBIT Ill 
PROJECT PLANS 

2745 &st Atlantic Boulevard, Suie 302 . Pompno Beach. FL 33062 ttf. 954.782.1908 PS4.781.1923 vww.hech~ppeIlgroupwm 
Environrnenbl Consultmts J M:lril,r & \V&nJ lJ,*uniiltinp I I'liaw I ESAn I Mi~igltitbn I)hi#~t JI M I U I ~ ~ I ~ I ~ I I ~  I '1'tkI: Slxci.5 SLII\V~V 



NOTE: CITY OF R: LAUDERDALE 
WATERWARD MOORING LIMITS 
(ARTICLE N, DIVISION 1. SECTK)N 
8-91) NOT APPLICABLE AS THE 
WIDTH OF THE WATERBODY 
ALONG THE PROJECT SITE 

m. (hl'. n. oDo 
t- m 

EXCEEDS 1,000 FEET (21,625'). 



SCALE, 
1"=20 

NOTE: VESSELS TO BE MOORED 
BOW-IN TO AVOID INCIDENTAL 
PROP-DREDGING MTHlN 
EXISTING SEAGRASS HABITAT 
AS DETERMINED BY THE 
BROWARD COUNTY 

m 1as. n' om 
(- m 

POSED FINGER PIER [W6 R.) - 
s NOT INCLUDE m n m e e  BELOW 


























































