DRAFT
.:“ ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD (EDAB)
MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
- 100 NORTH ANDREWS AVENUE
CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE 8™ FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 2019 — 3:45 P.M.

January-December 2019

Board Member Attendance Present Absent

Jason Crush, Chair A 1 1
Jordan Yates, Vice Chair P 2 0
Steve Buckingham P 2 0
Michael Buonaiuto P 2 0
Christopher “Kit” Denison (arr. 4:18) P 1 1
Mick Erlandson A 0 2
Nicholas Kuchova P 2 0
Bernice Lee P 1 1
David Neal P 2 0

A 0 1

Dustin Robinson

Staff

Michael Chen, City Liaison, Economic and Business Development Manager
Lutecia Florencio, Economic Development Program Aide

Sarah Hannah-Spurlock, Nighttime Economy Manager

Jamie Opperlee, Recording Secretary, Prototype, Inc.

Communications to the City Commission

None.
l. Call to Order & Determination of Quorum

Vice Chair Yates called the meeting to order at 3:50 p.m. It was noted that a quorum
was present.

. Approval of January 9, 2019 Meeting Minutes

A correction to p.1 was noted: the header should be changed to reflect the correct date
of January 9, 20109.

Motion made by Mr. Kuchova, seconded by Mr. Neal, to approve the minutes with the
requested amendment. In a voice vote, the motion passed unanimously.
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[I. Staff Updates
e General Update (5 minutes)

Mr. Chen provided handouts to the Board, noting that 2019 is on track with the previous
four years with regard to the number and values of building permits issued. He advised
that the City is receiving more and more contacts from companies interested in
relocating to Fort Lauderdale: in January, he met with two qualified target industry (QTI)
prospects, and has recently received word of another prospect that may relocate from
Miami.

Mr. Buckingham recalled a recent article in the Sun-Sentinel regarding the City’'s
outreach to a prospective business. Mr. Chen clarified that QTIs are companies whose
relocation qualifies them for state incentives; however, they are not typically identified
due to confidentiality agreements, which are often executed through the Greater Fort
Lauderdale Alliance. When these industries are brought before the City Commission for
approval, they are assigned code names to prevent identification. The confidentiality
agreements often last up to a year.

e Economic Development Strategic Plan (15 minutes)
o Mission, Vision, Values Statements

Mr. Chen referred the members to their materials, which included a balance scorecard
reflecting the City’s mission, vision, and values statements. He encouraged the
members to weigh in with any comments or suggestions. The statements are intended
to be reflective of economic development services delivered to the City of Fort
Lauderdale. Mr. Chen characterized the scope of discussion of these statements as
comprehensive, but pointed out that they are open to further discussion. The statements
have not yet been submitted to the Mayor.

Mr. Buckingham recalled that the last Economic Development Strategic Plan was
developed in 2015. Mr. Chen confirmed this, but noted that the plan was never adopted.
He explained that the Board is asked to revisit and update the plan, including
improvements to its format and presentation. After their review, they would be asked to
recommend the plan to the City Commission for adoption.

Mr. Kuchova addressed the mention of “better quality of life” in the City’'s mission
statement, which he characterized as livability. He pointed out that this should be
examined in terms of mobility, such as the adverse effects of congestion on the City’s
gross domestic product. Mr. Chen noted that the current City Commission seems to have
a different approach to this issue than previous Commissions, pointing out that their
focus appears to be on smarter growth that will have less impact on existing
neighborhoods.



Economic Development Advisory Board
February 13, 2019
Page 3

Mr. Chen continued that the Mayor is very focused on seeking alternative methods of
transportation, although he had not been supportive of the proposed Wave streetcar
system due to its limited technology. He recommended that Planning and Zoning
Department Manager Ella Parker be invited to speak to the Board regarding how density
is distributed throughout the City, as well as on the progress of a planning initiative within
the Uptown/Cypress Creek Corridor area. He pointed out that many of the Board’s
guestions and concerns are rooted in planning issues as well as in economic
development.

Mr. Chen advised that in order to keep the Board up to date and engaged in the
development of the Strategic Plan, he hoped to reserve time at future meetings for the
Board to work toward this goal. He recommended approximately 15 minutes per
meeting, with additional time to be requested as necessary.

Mr. Buonaiuto asked how the Board should determine what Fort Lauderdale businesses
actually need and want from the City. Mr. Chen replied that the Department has
partnerships with institutions such as the Greater Fort Lauderdale Chamber of
Commerce, which conducts a business survey roughly every three years. The
Department also has a set of defined priorities which can be translated into goals,
objectives, and initiatives for accomplishment. This provides a strong basis for the
Strategic Plan.

Mr. Chen continued that the City is currently recruiting for its Business Engagement
Assistance and Mentorship (BEAMS) series. Thus far, 55 applications have been
received. The first program begins in March 2019. Most of the applications are for the
Solid Foundations program.

Mr. Buonaiuto requested clarification of what the BEAMs program accomplishes. Mr.
Chen explained that there are three programs: one for start-up businesses and
entrepreneurs, one for more seasoned businesses that are ready to grow, and one for
businesses associated with international trade. Board members are invited to attend all
three series if they wish.

Mr. Denison arrived at 4:18 p.m.

o Starting a Business in Fort Lauderdale Flyer
V. Greater Fort Lauderdale Sister Cities Update (10 minutes)
Russell Weaver, President of Greater Fort Lauderdale Sister Cities International,
provided a handout on the organization. He stated that his priority is to strengthen
relationships with Fort Lauderdale’s existing Sister Cities; however, opportunities may

arise for new Sister Cities in the future. Fewer than 5% of the proposals he receives are
made in writing: they are more often verbal, and 60% of proposals are pressed for time
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in some capacity. Visitors may be Consuls General, politicians, prominent
businesspeople, educators, and others.

Mr. Weaver described a hypothetical Sister Cities application, citing economic
development, education, and culture as common driving forces behind the relationship.
Different cities will have different government approvals for the relationship: for
example, some European cities may operate from a city council perspective, while cities
in Asia may work through the nation’s central government. The organization will also
need to know if a consulate or embassy in the city’s home country will be supportive of
them as part of the Sister Cities relationship.

Mr. Weaver strongly emphasized the importance of a Sister Cities Committee to the
ongoing relationship between cities. The organization will also need to know the goals
of this Committee, its fundraising efforts, its chair and membership, and whether there
are any special requests that must be made before the agreement is signed. It is
important to know everything about the pending relationship before it goes to the City
Commission for approval. Most Sister Cities have a “point person” in Fort Lauderdale,
but not all have established committees.

V. Presentation: Greater Fort Lauderdale Alliance (30 minutes) — David
Coddington, Vice President / Business Development

David Coddington, Vice President of Business Development for the Greater Fort
Lauderdale Alliance, explained that the Alliance is Broward County’s official economic
development organization, formerly known as the Broward Alliance. They are a public-
private partnership, with 40% of funding coming from the Board of County
Commissioners and the remaining 60% from member businesses and cities.

The Alliance’s goal is to attract and retain targeted industries that are creating jobs in
order to stimulate the economy. This increases the tax base for the city, county, and
state and makes the overall area more viable. They have relationships with all Broward
County cities, as well as with Enterprise Florida, which is the state’s economic
development organization.

Mr. Coddington continued that when businesses are incentivized to relocate to Broward
County, the state provides 80% of the incentive, while the remaining 20% is provided
through local matching funds. Smaller projects may be funded directly by the city to
which they would relocate, while larger projects’ match would be divided between the
city and the County. Once the incentive is approved by local Resolution, Enterprise
Florida provides the state portion through the Department of Economic Opportunity.

Mr. Coddington advised that when a company is awarded an incentive, this means it is
provided with the ability to recoup this amount in tax rebates. All incentives are
performance-based and are not received in a lump sum. The program is set up to
ensure the company will remain part of the local economy for a number of years.
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Mr. Kuchova asked how the City, County, and Alliance work together. Mr. Coddington
replied that programs are facilitated through the Alliance’s office, which reaches out to
the City, advises them of an incoming project, and asks if they would support it. The
Alliance then provides information on the project, the expected return on investment,
and the jobs expected to be created. He emphasized the importance of the impact of
wages on the local economy, which is typically much greater than the impact of a capital
investment. For a larger project, the Alliance would reach out to both the City and the
County, which provide Resolutions that are then transmitted to the state.

Mr. Chen pointed out that the City works directly with Broward County when the County
holds seminars and conventions in support of small businesses, often participating as
an exhibitor. Broward County, in turn, teaches some of Fort Lauderdale’s BEAMs
classes dealing with local commerce. Mr. Coddington recalled the earlier discussion of
quality of place and infrastructure, emphasizing these aspects of economic
development. He pointed out that a business must feel comfortable in its ability to attract
a workforce to Broward County.

Mr. Buckingham noted that the Alliance’s website states its primary focus is on the
retention and expansion of business. He asked which are the greatest challenges facing
businesses already in Broward County. Mr. Coddington stated that the primary
challenge is the workforce. There are two sides of economic development in Broward
County: tourism and targeted industries such as aviation, life sciences, marine
industries, and technology. While the average wage for workers in the tourism industry
is roughly $30,000/year, the Alliance does not become involved with any industry that
has an average wage below $58,000/year.

Mr. Buonaiuto asked if there are programs in place to increase the average wage in
Broward County, pointing out the significant gap between wages and cost of living. Mr.
Coddington replied that the Alliance targets industries that would raise average wages,
and works with universities to facilitate a curriculum that would support higher wages.
He acknowledged that the lower wages paid by the tourism industry can present a
challenge.

Mr. Chen noted that in addition to the cash incentive aspect of qualified target
industries, there is also a job training aspect. The state provides job and workforce
training for existing companies in need of different skill sets or new companies that need
a workforce trained to its needs. Partners in job training include Career Source Broward,
as well as local universities and colleges.

Mr. Denison commented that the marine industry, in particular, is experiencing a
challenge from other states, which may lure companies away from relocating to South
Florida. Mr. Coddington advised that the Alliance works closely with the Marine
Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) to counter this, planning efforts such as
a signature event within the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show with speakers
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from outside the marine industry. This helps foster connections between the marine
industry and other businesses, and brings greater visibility to the Broward area.

Mr. Coddington showed a video and distributed a “Tech Gateway” map to the Board
members, noting that one of the challenges facing the Alliance is the limitations of its
budget. The Alliance is tasked with spreading the word about Broward County on a very
limited budget. The Tech Gateway map is one way to tell the story of the area, showing
the locations of technology companies in South Florida. It has been provided to high
schools and middle schools throughout the County to reinforce the understanding that
there are local opportunities in the field of technology, including positions in companies
that may not be expected to have a significant technological background and academic
institutions focusing on technology.

The Alliance has also made a video available on YouTube, “Life Less Taxing,” related to
the lack of a state income tax in Florida. They provide a liaison to the Board of County
Commissioners, and Fort Lauderdale Mayor Dean Trantalis has a seat on the Alliance’s
Executive Board. The Alliance also provides both the County and the City with talking
points.

Mr. Buckingham suggested that the Alliance’s website include a link to Fort Lauderdale’s
Economic and Community Investment page. Mr. Chen concluded that Fort Lauderdale
can help attract new qualified target industries by developing a branding and business
identity.

VI.  Old Business

None.

VIl.  New Business

Mr. Buckingham requested approximately 15 minutes at the March 2019 Board meeting
for an update on branding.

The next Economic Development Advisory Board meeting will be March 13, 2019.

There being no further business to come before the Board at this time, the meeting was
adjourned at 5:23 p.m.

Any written public comments made 48 hours prior to the meeting regarding items
discussed during the proceedings have been attached hereto.

[Minutes prepared by K. McGuire, Prototype, Inc.]
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FY 2019 (YTD) Building Permit Activity

Month | Oct | Nov | Dec | Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Year-To-Date
Count Issued 2,636 2,172 1,917 2,231 2,220 11,176
Value $143,253,753 $70,600,464: $166,144,391; $178,105,786: $96,576,895 $654,681,289
Cumulative
Count Issued 2,636 4,808 6,725 8,956 11,176
Value $143,253,753 $213,854,217; $379,998,608: $558,104,394; $654,681,289
NOTE: The data that comprise the totals in this summary is constantly being updated. Therefore, these total do not necessarily match the total from the monthly data.
FY 2019 YTD Permits Issued by Trade FY 2018/19: Building Permits Issued / Permits Value
Trade | Issued Value @ 21,500 30,000

Building 4,206 367,082,010 = fim Count Issued
Electrical | 2,259 47445775 2
Engineering 399 3,192,721 A ssucclalie
Flood | 7 827,131 A R
Landscaping 291 785,812
Mechanical | 1,290 27,400,344
Plumping _ 2,065 70,348,016 51,000 06
Permit by Affidavit | 5 79,562,117
Grand Total 10,522 596,643,926
Peak Building Permit Activity: FY05/06 $750 15,000

Applications: 35,681

Permits Issued: 31,870

Permit Value: $1,446,456,647
NOTE: Hurricane Wilma hit in Oct of 2005. This caused an $500 10,000
abonormally high volume of permit applications and permits
issued.

$250 5,000
$0 - 0
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep




Economic Development Advisory Board
Building Permit Activity - Year To Year Comparison

Monthly | Oct [ Nov [ Dec [ Jan [ Feb Mar Apr May [ Jun [ Jul [ Aug [ Sep YTD
Permits FY 18-19 2,636 2,172 1,917 2,231 2,220 11,176
Permits FY 17-18 2,335 2,050 2,043 1,436 2,187 2,610 2,324 2,550 2,265 2,340 2,446 2,221 26,807
Permits FY 16-17 2,029 2,050 2,198 1,933 1,831 2,554 2,074 2,567 2,572 2,244 2,622 1,485 26,159
Permits FY 15-16 2,364 1,913 2,144 1,934 1,895 2,011 2,152 1,979 2,411 2,166 2,684 2,151 25,804
Permits FY 14-15 2,320 1,720 2,165 1,928 2,182 2,454 2,404 1,969 2,359 2,352 2,282 2,207 26,342
Permits  FY 13-14 2,158 1,671 1,693 1,886 1,783 2,042 2,078 2,065 2,028 2,222 1,912 2,043 23,581
Value  FY 18-19 $143,253,753 $70,600,464: $166,144,391: $178,105,786 $96,576,895 $654,681,289)
Value FY17-18 $55,661,618:  $152,958,665 $59,740,113;  $104,002,784: $166,456,881: $125,893,691 $83,165,944 $73,267,651 $93,544,442;  $118,108,562: $157,473,439: $121,357,825|| $1,311,631,615
Value  FY 16-17 $123,921,353:  $108,563,274 $75,270,124:  $112,116,500 $94,746,424:  $122,726,209 $64,674,735 $93,242,310 $74,129,480:  $150,244,475! $111,698,782: $142,682,256| $1,274,015,922
Value  FY 15-16 $67,511,481 $41,287,431 $55,726,954 $51,741,512;  $117,489,505 $63,955,076 $60,652,318;  $108,422,328 $98,494,053 $95,107,284 $52,612,981 $56,908,667 $869,909,590
Value  FY 14-15 $62,631,335 $44,325,918 $66,895,725 $37,769,253!  $134,708,176 $53,122,983 $40,303,422 $88,610,251!  $104,410,391 $85,687,521 $43,890,285 $58,245,665 $820,600,925
Value FY13-14 $49,569,089 $57,617,057 $49,464,796 $38,609,216 $80,585,113 $50,258,813 $67,893,253 $69,968,615 $41,056,018:  $101,347,490 $77,109,091 $54,555,381 $738,033,932

Y-T-D Cumulative | Oct [ Nov | Dec [ Jan | Feb [ Mar | Apr [ May | Jun [ Jul | Aug [ Sep
Permits FY 18-19 2,636 4,808 6,725 8,956 11,176
Permits FY 17-18 2,335 4,385 6,428 7,864 10,051 12,661 14,985 17,535 19,800 22,140 24,586 26,807
Permits FY 16-17 2,029 4,079 6,277 8,210 10,041 12,595 14,669 17,236 19,808 22,052 24,674 26,159
Permits FY 15-16 2,364 4,277 6,421 8,355 10,250 12,261 14,413 16,392 18,803 20,969 23,653 25,804
Permits FY 14-15 2,320 4,040 6,205 8,133 10,315 12,769 15,173 17,142 19,501 21,853 24,135 26,342
Permits FY 13-14 2,158 3,829 5,522 7,408 9,191 11,233 13,311 15,376 17,404 19,626 21,538 23,581
FY13-FY17 Max/Yr 2,364 4,385 6,428 8,355 10,315 12,769 15,173 17,535 19,808 22,140 24,674 26,807
Permits FY 18-19 $143,253,753:  $213,854,217:  $379,998,608:  $558,104,394:  $654,681,289
Value FY17-18 $55,661,618:  $208,620,283:  $268,360,396:  $372,363,180;  $538,820,061: $664,713,752 $747,879,696: $821,147,347:  $914,691,789: $1,032,800,351: $1,190,273,790: $1,311,631,615
Value  FY 16-17 $123,921,353:  $232,484,627: $307,754,751; $419,871,251: $514,617,675: $637,343,884: $702,018,619: $795,260,929:  $869,390,409; $1,019,634,884;: $1,131,333,666: $1,274,015,922
Value  FY 15-16 $67,511,481:  $108,798,912:  $164,525866: $216,267,378!  $333,756,883:  $397,711,959:  $458,364,277:  $566,786,605:  $665,280,658:  $760,387,942;  $813,000,923:  $869,909,590
Value  FY 14-15 $62,631,335;  $106,957,253;  $173,852,978: $211,622,231: $346,330,407: $399,453,390; $439,756,812; $528,367,063; $632,777,454; $718,464,975: $762,355,260:  $820,600,925
Value FY13-14 $49,569,089:  $107,186,146:  $156,650,942:  $195,260,158! $275,845271;  $326,104,084: $393,997,337:  $463,965,952:  $505,021,970: $606,369,460:  $683,478,551:  $738,033,932
FY13-FY17 Max $143,253,753:  $232,484,627:  $379,998,608;  $558,104,394;  $654,681,289;  $664,713,752:  $747,879,696: $821,147,347: $914,691,789; $1,032,800,351; $1,190,273,790; $1,311,631,615
30,000 Building Permits Issued - Year-To-Date Cumulative 51,400 Value of Permits Issued - Year-To-Date Cumulative
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ECI BUSINESS PIPELINE

Febuary 2019 Subject(s) Discussed
1 IBSA Business Inquiry NOVA international student group
2 John Diep (2) Israel trip
3 FPL Engery 101 Learn how to use FPL service as a locational benefit - FP&L ED incentives
4 Eyal Peretz (2) Israel trip
5  Broward County Israel trip
6  Alliance, Broward Workshop, Aero Attending committee meetings/events to support partners
7 Museum of Discovery Discuss improved cross-support and collaborations
8 FTL OPZ event Discuss potential speaker's role at a citywide Oportunity Zone Forum
9 Neighbor Support Night
10 ‘James Moon Israel trip
11 Nurit Gazit / Limor - EFI Israel trip
12 :Chamber Annual Meeting
13 |Port Everglades Israel trip
14 |US commercial Srvice Israel trip
15 |ELAL Tourism Israel trip
16  [Internal Global Development Developer/investor group
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