
From: Michael Rada
To: Max Wemyss
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Thursday, May 30, 2019 6:28:43 PM
Attachments: image002.png

I have no objections to the proposed code amendments.
Thank you Max.
 

 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
 

mailto:Michael.Rada@copbfl.com
mailto:Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com
https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/

 Michael Rada, CBO, CFM
Acting Building Official

Michael Rada@copbfl.com
954.545.7774
pompanobeachfl.gov
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From: Nguyen Tran
To: Max Wemyss
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 8:00:53 AM

Max,
I do not object to the proposed amendments with respect to:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or
incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to provide clarification on current policy, and 3.
Amendments to change and create policy as presented in your staff report.
 

Nguyen Tran
CRA Director
 
Pompano Beach Community Redevelopment Agency
100 W. Atlantic Boulevard, Room 276
Pompano Beach, Florida 33060
P: (954) 786-7823
D: (954) 545-7769
nguyen.tran@copbfl.com I www.pompanobeachfl.gov
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 7:54 AM
To: Nguyen Tran <Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Thank you Nguyen,
 
As discussed with you over the phone, this and other CRA recommended amendments will be
addressed with forthcoming Code amendments. For now, do you mind sending me a no objection
email to this round of amendments? Feel free to include language directing future amendments to
include the below if needed. The only reason this is not being addressed this time around is that this
items have already been to the planning board and are ready for commission. The policy was
introduced mid-amendment.
 
-Max
 

From: Nguyen Tran <Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:51 PM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Max,
One of your amendments reminded me that I need Chapter 155.3708.H.1.a: Street Network

Connectivity Regulating Plan Amended to remove the NEW C/Tertiary Street requirement for NW 4th

Court, between NW 6th Avenue and NW 4th Avenue within the DP Overlay District.

mailto:Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com
mailto:Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com
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The reason is that with the City Vista Development, NW 4th Street (between NW 6th Avenue and NW

4th Avenue) was dedicated and realigned with NW 4th Street to the east of NW 4th Avenue.  Since

the CRA purchased the Grisham Properties north of this new R/W for NW 4th Street, NW 4th Court

no longer makes sense to connect to NW 6th Avenue as this would bisect our recent land
assemblage and would create a situation that some lots would have double frontage.  It is our intent

to abandon NW 4th Court for a nice land assemblage for a new development.  Also, NW 4th Court

does not line up to any street east of NW 4th Avenue so this “New Tertiary” street connection is
pointless.  Let me know how we can incorporate this with your amendment.  I have another
amendment I would like to initiate as well to the Use Regulating Plan.  Thanks.
 
 
 

Nguyen TranNW
CRA Director
 
Pompano Beach Community Redevelopment Agency
100 W. Atlantic Boulevard, Room 276
Pompano Beach, Florida 33060
P: (954) 786-7823
D: (954) 545-7769
nguyen.tran@copbfl.com I www.pompanobeachfl.gov
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
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attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
 

 Office Hours:  Monday – Thursday, 7:00 am – 6:00 pm
 

https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/


From: Wesolowski, Sharon
To: John Sfiropoulos; Max Wemyss; Randolph Brown; Peter McGinnis; Nguyen Tran; Horacio Danovich; Michael

Rada; Russell Ketchem; Robert McCaughan; Miriam Carrillo; Mark Korman; Tammy L. Good
Cc: Hedelund, Martin; Wayne Adkins
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Thursday, May 30, 2019 5:58:36 PM
Attachments: Staff Report-Miscellaneous Code Amendments.pdf

EXTERNAL Email: Do not reply, click links, or open attachments unless you recognize the sender's EMAIL ADDRESS
as legitimate and know the contents are safe.

Max,
 
Upon reviewing the attached we found no concerns from the BSO perspective with the proposed
/miscellaneous amendments to the various code sections.
 
Sharon
 

From: John Sfiropoulos [mailto:John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:43 PM
To: Max Wemyss; Randolph Brown; Peter McGinnis; Nguyen Tran; Horacio Danovich; Michael Rada;
Russell Ketchem; Robert McCaughan; Miriam Carrillo; Mark Korman; Tammy L. Good; Wesolowski,
Sharon
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Max,
 
Just a couple suggestions regarding screening of mechanical equipment and Utility Lines
Location: for the screening, I think we need to accommodate for those instances when
franchise owned equipment restricts screening.  For instance, we ran into this along Briny Ave
where FPL has posted on their ground mounted transformers that they require certain
clearances around their equipment, such as 8’ from the side that it’s accessed.  So I think we
should include some language to allow for that flexibility.  Regarding the Utility Lines
Location, I’m not sure why we’re making a distinction between electrical secondary and
“other” utility lines…I think it would eliminate confusion if we simply stated “all aerial
facilities located on development site and/or along public right-of-way fronting…”.  This way
it’s clear that it’s inclusive of electrical, phone, cable, etc.
 
Other than that I have no other comments.  Nicely done!
 
155.5301. SCREENING
bii. Mechanical equipment mounted on ground level, or mounted within 3 feet from ground
level, shall
be screened by dense continuous hedges installed in accordance with Section 155.5203.B.2.gf,
Shrubs and
Hedges, or semi-opaque fences or solid walls. The height of the vegetation, wall or fence,
shall be maintained at
least six inches above the height of the mechanical equipment being screened.
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for affordable units to 15 years to be consistent with Broward 
County Policy. 


2 154.74 Modified the applicability of Mid Rise and High Rise dwelling 
types for Park Service Fees. Consistent with proposed 
definitions. 


3 154.80 Added reference to the fee amount per unit. Added reference 
to the deed restrictions and period of time. 


4-15 155 Table of contents 
through 155.2305.C 


Miscellaneous housekeeping edits. Added missing 
procedures/applications to various tables. Removed or 
modified inaccurate references.  


11-48 155.2301 -155.2402 Removed reference to meetings as “conference”. Deleted 
redundant procedural graphics due to difficulty in updating. 


15 155.2307.C.3 & 
155.2308.A 


Added Development Order to clarify the legal document of 
final decision and that date rendered to be the filing date. 


15 155.2401 Overview – clarified that the division excepts instruments 
equivalent to a unity of title agreement as a standard practice. 


22 155.2408 Building Design - Removed Minor Building Design as 
application and process. Same applications are now Building 
Permit Applications (remain subject to staff review, same 
development standards still apply) 


25 155.2408.E Building Design - Exempt Transportation (T) and Public Utilities 
(PU) Zoning Districts from limitations on AAC waivers of 
Building Design Standards to allow for more flexibility with these 
unique types of development, typically for public purposes. 


30 155.2412.B.1 Temporary Use Permit - Added clarification that was previously 
provided as an Administrative Policy and is now clear in the 
code.  


36 155.2420.E Variance - Removed requirement of the applicant to file a copy 
of approval notice with the County. This is now the responsibility 
of the City. 


37 155.2421.B.1 Administrative Adjustment – clarified that adjustments shall not 
be used to correct improper work consistent with previous 
zoning code. 


37 155.2421.C.7 Administrative Adjustment – clarified process for approval of a 
major administrative adjustment concurrent to a major site plan. 


39 155.2421.E Administrative Adjustment Review Standards – reorganized to 
prioritize superior design and require that all applications are 
supporting of the objectives of the relevant base zoning district 
applicable to the application. 


42 155.2424.C.3 Added date Development Order rendered as an event to begin 
the applicable appeal period. 


44 155.2430 Right-of-Way Dedications may now be accepted by the City 
Manager or his designee rather than require City Commission 
approval. 


49 155.2435 Public Purpose Adjustment – Created to provide a mechanism 
to allow relief to aspects of public projects that comply with the 
provided adjustment standards. 


50 155.2436 Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment – Created to be 
consistent with other Chapter 154 subjects that also require 
Chapter 155 review/coordination. Serves as a cross reference. 


51-56 155.3501.O.5 – 
155.3505 


Corrected references to the Notes in the table. 
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57 155.3507 Local Activity Center – Created process for the approval of 
Master Plans and Site Plans specific to this zoning district and 
added specific standards. 


59-64 155.3603 – 155.3607 PDs – added Parking Deck or Garage Design Standards to 
“Modifications Prohibited” sections of each district. 


65 155.3703 AOD – Removed reference to area west of Intracoastal 
Waterway (no longer within the AOD), and removed reference 
to Residential development on Commercial Land Use (no 
longer a Flex Receiving Area). Reorganized the Parking Deck 
or Garage Standards to be consistent with Citywide 
requirement. Removed requirement for specific colors for 
Primary Façade Materials 


67 155.3708 DPOD – Added language to clarify the applicability and design 
of the required streetscapes for large development within the 
district. 


68 155.3709 EOD – Clarified the distribution of density within a development 
parcel and corrected reference in the Use Table to the PR 
Zoning District. Corrected omission of Family Community 
Residence and Transitional Community Residence within the 
RM36 Use Area. 


69 155.4204 Telecommunications Facilty – removed explicit exemption for 
chain link fencing and clarified that fence or wall is not required 
to be fully opaque (Type B Buffer requirement) 


70 155.4303.A Accessory Dwelling Unit – made definition consistent with the  
Building Code’s definition of a dwelling. 


70 155.4303.E Canopy, Vehicular Area – removed standards for Canopy 
Banding and Signage, consistent with State Statutes. 


70 155.4303.JJ Mechanical Equipment and Similar Features – corrected 
definition to match Article 9 definition. 


71 155.5101.G Vehicular Access and Circulation – Removed signage standard 
to relocate in Part 10. Clarified that gates that remain open 
during business hours do not require stacking. This 
Administrative Policy is now incorporated into code. Adjusted 
stacking space requirement to match parking space 
requirement. 


72 155.5102.C General Standards for Off-Street Parking and Loading Areas – 
removed redundant standard. Clarified that parking spaces 
within structured parking does not require curbing. Removed 
height maximum for continuous curbing. 


72 155.5102.D Off-Street Parking Space Requirements – Simplified language 
and corrected various notes and use names within the parking 
table. No change in standards. 


79 155.5102.D.4 Modified Parking Requirements in Northwest Community 
Redevelopment Area – Clarified that the intent is to provide a 
parking requirement reduction with a “whichever is less” 
statement. 


80 155.5102.L Bicycle Parking Facilities – exempted duplexes and townhomes 
from the requirement. 


83 155.5203.C Minimum Development Site Landscaping – Added LAC Zoning 
District as a Base Zoning District previously missing from table. 
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80 155.5301.A Mechanical Equipment – Removed the definition from the 
Development Standard and identified section more 
appropriately as Applicability. Reorganized subsections. 


81 155.5301.C Location and Screening of Commercial Containers – Clarified 
that existing development of all kinds (regardless of view from 
ROW) requires screening. Reorganized subsections. Added 
exemption for established lots with impracticable conditions. 


82 155.5302.E Perimeter Fences and Walls Abutting Street Rights-of-Way – 
Simplified language to say only what is prohibited.  


82 155.5302.F.3 Fence and Wall Landscaping – removed conflicting language 
regarding chain link fences. 


83 155.5401 General Exterior Lighting Standards – Modified applicability so 
that illumination is determined by use type rather than zoning 
district for more appropriate lighting applications. 


83 155.5509 Utility Lines Location – utility lines are to be undergrounded to 
the “maximum extent practicable”  


83 155.5602.C.6.a Façade Materials – Add discretion on the use of decorative 
materials for the Development Services Director. 


83 155.5602.C.7 Fenestration/Transparency – modified requirement of street-
facing roll-up doors or service bay entrances to apply to street-
visible roll-up doors or service bay entrances.  


84 155.5605.C General Commercial, Institutional, Industrial, and Mixed-Use 
Design Standards – Renamed to reflect all Parking Decks or 
Garages. 


84 155.51003 Sign Structure Design Standards – added the removed 
language from Vehicular Access and Circulation (155.5101.G) 


84 155.7502 Nonconforming Site Features – Modified the applicability to be 
consistent with recent Landscape Code Amendments 


85 155.9402 Maximum Height Exceptions – Clarified the types of structures 
that may be permitted to exceed the maximum height and to 
what extent. Reorganized standards. 


86 Article 9, Part 5 Created definitions or made definitions consistent with other 
code sections. 


88 Appendix B Special Zoning Districts – Removed inaccurate information, 
corrected reference numbers and notations. 


91 Appendix C Fee Schedule – Corrected references to application names, 
removed deleted applications/procedures, reorganized. 


97 156 Sign Code – Clarified definition for a Temporary Sign, allowing 
for repair of signs damaged in disasters. Corrected references 
to the DPOD to reflect all TO Overlay Districts. 


 155.3501.O.4 
Supplemental 
Diagram 


Building Typology and Placement Regulating Diagrams – 
Added reference to TO Overlay Districts for Front and 
Streetside Setback. Clarified language for rear and side yard 
exceptions. Provided a Forecourt Standard to allow for 
preservation of existing tree canopy. Provided exception for 
tower floorplates and stepbacks where the floor may contain a 
garage. 


 155.3709.  
Supplemental 
Diagram 


Street Development Regulating Diagrams - Modified 
Streetscape in accordance with recent amendment to Broward 
County Trafficways Plan. Updated styling of all street sections. 
Consolidated sections into fewer diagrams. No new/different 
regulation. 
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 155.3709.F.1 
Supplemental 
Diagram 


Street Network Connectivity Regulating Diagram – Updated the 
street designations consistent with updates to the Street 
Development Regulating Diagrams 


 
 
 
Staff Request   
 
The Department of Development Services presented these text amendments to the Economic 
Development Council at their April 22, 2019 meeting. Staff recommends approval of the proposed 
code amendments.  
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155.5509. UTILITY LINES LOCATION
In all new development, as well as redevelopment that increases gross floor area by 50 percent
or more, all electrical secondary feeder lines (laterals) and other utility lines located on the
development site and/or along the public right-of-way fronting the development site shall be
placed underground to the maximum extent practicable—provided that the Development
Services Director shall waive this requirement where the relevant utility company
demonstrates that undergrounding will be detrimental to the overall safety and/or reliability of
the circuit.
 
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
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From: Max Wemyss
To: Peter McGinnis
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 7:06:00 AM

Hi Pete,

We have exempted LP Tanks and any other bottle gas tank from the screening requirement. Is there
something else that creates issue? We would rather address general life safety concerns with site
planning, DRC, permit review than provide a blanket exemption from code requirement. Please let
me know if exempting gas tanks is sufficient or if you would like us to consider this further.

-Max

From: Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 31, 2019 10:48 AM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>;
Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran <Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>;
Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada <Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>;
Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input

Max,

In reference to the screening can we add the verbiage listed below.  In some instances the fire code
prohibits using flammables, fencing, or solid walls.  Again, these are few and far between but
we will have the written ability to provide an exemption if there was a conflict in the future. 

2. Definition
Mechanical Equipment and similar features includes air conditioning
units, emergency generators, pool equipment, and other similar features,
whether located on a roof or on ground level. Exterior mechanical
equipment and similar features, whether mounted on a building or on
the ground, include electrical and gas-powered mechanical equipment
and power systems equipment (e.g., permanent electrical generators,
refrigeration equipment and ductwork, swimming pool pumps, back-
flow prevention devices), heating, ventilating, and air conditioning
equipment, tanks, and ductwork (e.g., air conditioning condensers and
compressors, heat pump condensers and evaporators). Roof or wall-
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mounted antennas, vent openings, tower and blades, bottled gas tanks, a
small wind energy system, or the solar panels or modules of a solar
energy collection system shall not be considered exterior mechanical
equipment for purposes of these screening standards.
. .

2a. New Development Screening Standards
ai. Mechanical equipment mounted on the roof of a building shall be screened by a parapet 
wall, roof screen, or similar device of a height equal to or exceeding the height of the 
mechanical equipment being screened.
bii. Mechanical equipment mounted on ground level, or mounted within 3 feet from ground 
level, shall be screened by dense continuous hedges installed in accordance with Section 
155.5203.B.2.gf, Shrubs and Hedges, or semi-opaque fences or solid walls. The height of the 
vegetation, wall or fence, shall be maintained at least six inches above the height of the 
mechanical equipment being screened.
3 b. Existing Development Screening Standards
ai. Any lawfully established development that does not conform to the standards in Section 
155.5301.A.2.a., New Development Screening Standards, shall not be required to screen any 
roof-mounted mechanical equipment, unless required to be upgraded as a nonconforming site 
feature under Article 7, Part 5 of this code.
bii. Notwithstanding the provisions elsewhere in this section, any lawfully established 
development that does not have an approved landscape plan on record and does not conform 
to the standards in Section 155.5301.A.2.b., New Development Screening Standards, shall 
screen all mechanical equipment mounted on ground level, or mounted within three feet from 
ground level, if the equipment is visible from a public right-of way or more restrictive zoning 
district. Screening must be provided on three sides, using a hedge, berm, semi opaque fence, 
or solid wall that is maintained or installed at least six inches higher than the equipment.
42. Exemptions
ai. The Development Services Director may waive all or part of the standards in this 
subsection,
155.5301.A. or 155.5301.B., if it is demonstrated that the implementation of the standards 
results in a conflict with the city's adopted CPTED guidelines.
aii. The Development Services Director may waive all or part of the standards in this 
subsection,
155.5301.A. or 155.5301.B., if it is demonstrated that the implementation of the standards 
results in a conflict with the city's adopted Life Safety standards.

From: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:43 PM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>;
Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran <Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio
Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada <Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell
Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan <Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>;
Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman <Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy
L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>; Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
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Max,

Just a couple suggestions regarding screening of mechanical equipment and Utility Lines
Location: for the screening, I think we need to accommodate for those instances when
franchise owned equipment restricts screening.  For instance, we ran into this along Briny Ave
where FPL has posted on their ground mounted transformers that they require certain
clearances around their equipment, such as 8’ from the side that it’s accessed.  So I think we
should include some language to allow for that flexibility.  Regarding the Utility Lines
Location, I’m not sure why we’re making a distinction between electrical secondary and
“other” utility lines…I think it would eliminate confusion if we simply stated “all aerial
facilities located on development site and/or along public right-of-way fronting…”.  This way
it’s clear that it’s inclusive of electrical, phone, cable, etc.

Other than that I have no other comments.  Nicely done!

155.5301. SCREENING
bii. Mechanical equipment mounted on ground level, or mounted within 3 feet from ground
level, shall
be screened by dense continuous hedges installed in accordance with Section 155.5203.B.2.gf,
Shrubs and
Hedges, or semi-opaque fences or solid walls. The height of the vegetation, wall or fence,
shall be maintained at
least six inches above the height of the mechanical equipment being screened.

155.5509. UTILITY LINES LOCATION
In all new development, as well as redevelopment that increases gross floor area by 50 percent
or more, all electrical secondary feeder lines (laterals) and other utility lines located on the
development site and/or along the public right-of-way fronting the development site shall be
placed underground to the maximum extent practicable—provided that the Development
Services Director shall waive this requirement where the relevant utility company
demonstrates that undergrounding will be detrimental to the overall safety and/or reliability of
the circuit.

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input

Good afternoon,
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New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
 

 Office Hours:  Monday – Thursday, 7:00 am – 6:00 pm
 

https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/


From: Mark Korman
To: Max Wemyss
Cc: Brian Donovan
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:27:47 PM

Perfect, Max.  Thanks.
 
Mark
 
Mark Korman
Housing and Social Services Manager
City of Pompano Beach
100 West Atlantic Blvd, Room 276
Pompano Beach, FL 33060
Tel. 954.786.7839 
mark.korman@copbfl.com
www.pompanobeachfl.gov

 

From: Max Wemyss 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:21 PM
To: Mark Korman <Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>
Cc: Brian Donovan <Brian.Donovan@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Hello Mark,
 
Thank you for the fast review and response. This amendment is in section 154.61 Redevelopment
and Flexibility Units. Chapter 154 defines contains definitions in section 154.02 for Low Income
Housing Unit, Moderate Income Housing Unit, and Workforce Housing Unit as follows:
 
   LOW INCOME HOUSING UNIT.   A housing unit which is affordable by one or more
natural persons or a family, with a total annual adjusted gross household income which does
not exceed 80% of the median annual adjusted gross income for households within the county
in which the person or family resides.
   MODERATE INCOME HOUSING UNIT.   A housing unit which is affordable by one or
more natural persons or a family, with a total annual adjusted gross household income which
does not exceed 120% of the median annual adjusted gross income for households within the
county in which the person or family resides.
   WORKFORCE HOUSING UNIT.   A housing unit which is affordable by one or more
natural persons or a family, with a total annual adjusted gross household income which does
not exceed 140% of the median annual adjusted gross income for households within the
county in which the person or family resides.
 
In my review of this code section I noticed that Tables 1, 2, and 3 of section 154.61 relate to these
three definitions. Table 2 was the only table with an error where the description did not match the
title of the table. Should you have any additional questions feel free to reach out.
 
Regards, Max
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From: Mark Korman <Mark.Korman@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:00 PM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>
Cc: Brian Donovan <Brian.Donovan@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Thank you, Max.  Housing and Social Services’ response is “no comment”, other than to ask whether
the term “moderate” as used in Table 2 on page 1 is defined elsewhere in this or another applicable
document:
 
Ratio of workforce moderate housing units to market units:
1 moderate housing unit to 3 market unit
 
Use of the word “moderate” should be tied to an objective, generally accepted measure. 
“Workforce” housing is defined as housing that is affordable to families whose incomes are within
60% to 140% of the County's area median income. as reported by the United States Department of
Housing and Urban Development and. adjusted for family size.  If you’re substituting “moderate” for
“workforce”, then the term should have the same definition, unless the intent is to revise the
standard.  If you intend “moderate” to mean something different than “workforce”, which is the
commonly accepted term, then it needs its own objective definition in order to assure consistent,
predictable application.
 
Mark
 
Mark Korman
Housing and Social Services Manager
City of Pompano Beach
100 West Atlantic Blvd, Room 276
Pompano Beach, FL 33060
Tel. 954.786.7839 
mark.korman@copbfl.com
www.pompanobeachfl.gov

 

From: Max Wemyss 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
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Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
 

 Office Hours:  Monday – Thursday, 7:00 am – 6:00 pm
 

https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/


From: Russell Ketchem
To: Max Wemyss
Cc: Beth Dubow
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 7:48:39 AM

Max,
 
That’s all I needed to confirm.
 
Yes… that is all of the signs we post.
 
Thanks again for the information.
 
Russell Ketchem
Solid Waste Manager
City of Pompano Beach
954-786-5516
 
From: Max Wemyss 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 7:14 AM
To: Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good morning Russ,
 
The City is exempt from the Sign Code when it applies to government signs on property owned by
the CRA, city, Broward County or the State of Florida, or signs that are required by law to be posted
on public or private property.
 
I would think this would include any sign you would seek to post. If not, please provide an example.
Perhaps this is something we can address with another upcoming code amendment.
 
-Max
 

From: Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 31, 2019 10:27 AM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>
Cc: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan <Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam
Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman <Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good
<Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>; Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org; Beth Dubow
<Beth.Dubow@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
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Max,
 
Quite the extensive document.  So as we continue reviewing your proposed amendments, I
will simply ask the question:  Do any of your amendments remove the City’s ability to place a
sign on a ROW or vacant property without having to go through a labyrinth of internal
approval processes?
 
In short… Is the City exempt from such requirements?
 
Thanks,
 
Russell Ketchem
Solid Waste Manager
City of Pompano Beach
954-786-5516
 
From: Max Wemyss 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.
 
Thanks!
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From: Nathaniel Watson
To: Max Wemyss; Randolph Brown
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 8:34:37 AM

That’s fine.
 
Thanks
 

 
Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to City
officials regarding City business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your e-mail communications may be subject to public disclosure. 
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 8:34 AM
To: Nathaniel Watson <Nathaniel.Watson@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Please review this proposed language as I believe it addresses the concern.
 
155.5301.A  Screening of Mechanical Equipment
. . .
Exemptions

i.              The Development Services Director may waive all or part of the standards in this subsection,
155.5301.A. or 155.5301.B., if it is demonstrated that the implementation of the standards results in a
conflict with the city's adopted CPTED guidelines, City adopted Life Safety standards, City owned
utility infrastructure as referenced in Article 5, Part 5.  Environmental Protection/Infrastructure, or
maintenance requirements for mechanical equipment within the public right-of-way.

 
 

From: Nathaniel Watson <Nathaniel.Watson@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 8:30 AM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Reference with regard to screening as the code is more stringent to screening w/ regard to City
owned utility infrastructure.  
 
Thanks
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Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to City
officials regarding City business are public records available to the public and media upon
request. Your e-mail communications may be subject to public disclosure. 
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 7:24 AM
To: Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>
Cc: Nathaniel Watson <Nathaniel.Watson@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good morning,
 
Article 5, Part 5 of the Zoning Code currently provides the following:
 

·         Connections to and facilities for the distribution of potable water to development from the city's water
system shall be in accordance with Chapter 50 (Water) of the Code of Ordinances .

·         Connections to and facilities for the collection, treatment, and distribution of reclaimed water from and
to development shall be in accordance with Chapter 54 (Reuse Water and Cross-Connection Control) of
the Code of Ordinances .

·         Connections to and facilities for discharge, collection, and treatment of sewage from development to the
city's wastewater system shall be in accordance with Chapters 51 (Sewers) and 52 (Interim Waste Water
Treatment Plants) of the Code of Ordinances .

 
Does this satisfy your request? Or were you looking to see this referenced within the screening
standards specifically? Additional clarity can be provided in forthcoming code amendments if you
think this warrants further attention.
 

-          Max
 

From: Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 6:42 PM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>
Subject: FW: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Utilities comments
Thank you,
Randy
 

From: Nathaniel Watson <Nathaniel.Watson@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 5:36 PM
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To: Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>
Cc: Ben Bray <Ben.Bray@copbfl.com>
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Aside from the flexibility John speaks of below, screening should also indicate that shrubbery or any
other obstruction shall not be placed within a three-foot radius of City owned sewer lateral
cleanouts, water &/or reuse meters as per City Ordinance §50.02(A) (4); or at least refer to the code
section w/ regard to City owned utility infrastructure.
 
I believe utility lines location refers to undergrounding typical aerial utilities such as FPL, Comcast,
AT&T etc.       
 

From: Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 5:10 PM
To: Nathaniel Watson <Nathaniel.Watson@copbfl.com>
Cc: Ben Bray <Ben.Bray@copbfl.com>
Subject: FW: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department in
 
Please check this one as well.
Thank you,
Randy
 
From: John Sfiropoulos 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 4:43 PM
To: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown <Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>;
Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran <Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio
Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada <Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell
Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan <Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>;
Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman <Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy
L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>; Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: RE: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Max,
 
Just a couple suggestions regarding screening of mechanical equipment and Utility Lines
Location: for the screening, I think we need to accommodate for those instances when
franchise owned equipment restricts screening.  For instance, we ran into this along Briny Ave
where FPL has posted on their ground mounted transformers that they require certain
clearances around their equipment, such as 8’ from the side that it’s accessed.  So I think we
should include some language to allow for that flexibility.  Regarding the Utility Lines
Location, I’m not sure why we’re making a distinction between electrical secondary and
“other” utility lines…I think it would eliminate confusion if we simply stated “all aerial
facilities located on development site and/or along public right-of-way fronting…”.  This way
it’s clear that it’s inclusive of electrical, phone, cable, etc.
 
Other than that I have no other comments.  Nicely done!
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155.5301. SCREENING
bii. Mechanical equipment mounted on ground level, or mounted within 3 feet from ground
level, shall
be screened by dense continuous hedges installed in accordance with Section 155.5203.B.2.gf,
Shrubs and
Hedges, or semi-opaque fences or solid walls. The height of the vegetation, wall or fence,
shall be maintained at
least six inches above the height of the mechanical equipment being screened.
 
155.5509. UTILITY LINES LOCATION
In all new development, as well as redevelopment that increases gross floor area by 50 percent
or more, all electrical secondary feeder lines (laterals) and other utility lines located on the
development site and/or along the public right-of-way fronting the development site shall be
placed underground to the maximum extent practicable—provided that the Development
Services Director shall waive this requirement where the relevant utility company
demonstrates that undergrounding will be detrimental to the overall safety and/or reliability of
the circuit.
 
 

From: Max Wemyss <Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:13 PM
To: John Sfiropoulos <John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com>; Randolph Brown
<Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com>; Peter McGinnis <Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com>; Nguyen Tran
<Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com>; Horacio Danovich <Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com>; Michael Rada
<Michael.Rada@copbfl.com>; Russell Ketchem <Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com>; Robert McCaughan
<Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com>; Miriam Carrillo <Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com>; Mark Korman
<Mark.Korman@copbfl.com>; Tammy L. Good <Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com>;
Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
Subject: Misc. Code Amendments - Request for department input
 
Good afternoon,
 
New policy for the review of Code amendments requires that we notify the various departments of
proposed amendments.  Would you please send a response of no comment/support/opposition on
behalf of your division?
 
The proposed amendment is for miscellaneous amendments to various code sections as a part of
our effort to make Pompano Beach a “Preferred Place to do Business”. The amendments fall into 3
categories as follows:  1. Clerical/scrivener’s errors or incorrect cross references, 2. Amendments to
provide clarification on current policy, and 3. Amendments to change and create policy.  I have
attached the staff report that was sent to the Planning and Zoning Board which provides a bit of
background and a summary of the changes. The amendment package itself is too large to attach to
email and can be found at this link: https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/
 
Let me know if you have any questions.  I would like to have the responses back as soon as possible. 
If I do not hear from you I will assume you have no comment.

mailto:Max.Wemyss@copbfl.com
mailto:John.Sfiropoulos@copbfl.com
mailto:Randolph.Brown@copbfl.com
mailto:Peter.McGinnis@copbfl.com
mailto:Nguyen.Tran@copbfl.com
mailto:Horacio.Danovich@copbfl.com
mailto:Michael.Rada@copbfl.com
mailto:Russell.Ketchem@copbfl.com
mailto:Robert.McCaughan@copbfl.com
mailto:Miriam.Carrillo@copbfl.com
mailto:Mark.Korman@copbfl.com
mailto:Tammy.Good1@copbfl.com
mailto:Sharon_Wesolowski@sheriff.org
https://file.ac/J7JNCUtJHRU/



