
DRAFT 
MEETING MINUTES 

CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE 
MARINE ADVISORY BOARD 

100 NORTH ANDREWS AVENUE 
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS  

8TH FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 2022 – 6:00 P.M. 

 
  Cumulative Attendance 
  January-December 2022 
 
Ted Morley, Chair     P  7  2 
Steve Witten, Vice Chair    P  7  2 
Michael Boyer      A  2  1 
Robyn Chiarelli      A  5  4 
Bob Denison       A  5  4 
Barry Flanigan      A  8  1 
Robert Franks     P  6  0 
Elisabeth George     P  2  0 
James Harrison     A  8  1 
Brewster Knott     P  2  1 
Norbert McLaughlin     P  8  1  
Noelle Norvell     P  7  2 
 
As of this date, there are 12 appointed members to the Board, which means 7 would 
constitute a quorum. 
 
Staff 
Andrew Cuba, Marine Facilities Manager 
Jonathan Luscomb, Marine Facilities Supervisor 
Carla Blair, Recording Secretary, Prototype, Inc. 
 
Communications to City Commission 
 
None. 
 

I. Call to Order / Roll Call 
 
The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. and roll was taken.  
 

II. Approval of Minutes – October 6, 2022 
 
Motion made by Vice Chair Witten, seconded by Ms. George, to approve. In a voice 
vote, the motion passed unanimously.  
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III. Statement of Quorum 
 
It was noted that a quorum was present at the meeting. 
 

IV. Waterway Crime & Boating Safety Report  
 
Mr. Cuba read a report provided by Sergeant Travis O’Neil of the Fort Lauderdale Police 
Department’s Marine Unit, which listed the following activity from October 2022: 

• 65 calls for service 
• 2 burglaries 
• 5 marine accidents 
• 66 citations 

 
Mr. Cuba also addressed anchoring north of East Las Olas Boulevard, explaining that 
he had made Sgt. O’Neil aware of a number of concerns at that location. Sgt. O’Neil 
had replied that Marine Unit Officers check on these units daily and ticket them for any 
violations. There are two known live-aboard vessels in the subject area, one of which 
belongs to the bridge tender for the Sunrise Bridge. There have been backflow valve 
inspections, although no issues have been found. The Marine Unit will deploy dye 
tablets in the future.  
 

V. Dock Waiver – 1215 Seminole Drive / James & Darlene Barron 
 
Frank Mamando, representing the Applicants, recalled that this Item first came before 
the Board in October 2022. The Applicant proposes the installation of a 95 ft. x 6 ft. 
concrete dock, as well as two 39 ft. concrete piers separated by 62 ft. 10 in.  
 
Mr. Mamando noted that the Board had expressed concern with the previous 
Application because the proposed boat lift would not have met the property’s setback 
requirements. The Applicants have agreed to remove the boat lift and bring the piers 
closer to the center of the property. He showed a number of slides of the proposed 
plans.  
 
The project has been approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Florida 
Department of Environmental Resources. The proposed structures and piles will not 
exceed 30% of the width of the waterway, which is approximately 300 ft. from wet face 
to wet face at the subject location. The proposed structures are necessary for the safe 
mooring of the Applicants’ vessels, particularly during severe weather and high wind 
events. They will also protect the vessels from high wakes on the lake. 
 
The proposed project would rehabilitate the existing dock and slips and bring the 
property up to the City’s new Code for seawall height. The Applicant is seeking a 14 ft. 
extension of the 25 ft. setback from the wet face of the seawall for both piers. Mr. 
Mamando concluded that the revised plans take the Board’s concerns from the October 
meeting into consideration.  
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Mr. McLaughlin requested clarification of the distance between the property line and the 
angle at the end of the proposed dock. Mr. Mamando clarified that this would be 10 ft. 
No mooring pile would be added beyond this dock so it would remain within the setback 
requirement.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin also asked what size boat the Applicant plans to dock at the location. 
Mr. Mamando estimated that this would be a roughly 40 ft. boat.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin asked if any objections have been raised by the property’s neighbor(s). 
Mr. Cuba advised that notice of tonight’s meeting was provided to both adjacent 
neighbors and any other residents within 300 ft. of the subject property. He had not 
received any letters of opposition to the project.  
 
Chair Morley asked if the Applicant plans to dock small vessels at the two finger piers. 
Mr. Mamando replied there are no such plans at this time.  
 
There being no further questions from the Board at this time, Chair Morley opened the 
public hearing. As there were no individuals wishing to speak on the Item, the Chair 
closed the public hearing and brought the discussion back to the Board. 
 
Motion made by Mr. McLaughlin, seconded by Ms. George, to approve. In a voice vote, 
the motion passed unanimously.  
 

VI. Dock Waiver – 801 SW 6th Street / Christina Kirwin 
 

VII. Dock Waiver – 777 SW 6th Street / Ed Kirwin 
 
Andrew Schein, representing the Applicants in Items VI and VII, requested that he be 
allowed to present both Applications at the same time. The Board did not object to this 
presentation.  
 
Mr. Schein explained that an application to place mooring piles 65 ft. from the property 
line was approved by the Board in 2018. When that application went before the City 
Commission, however, it failed by a 2-2 vote. In July 2022, the owner submitted an 
application to place mooring piles 62 ft. from the property line. The Board did not 
recommend the new application for approval by the Commission. 
 
Mr. Schein advised that his understanding of the previously submitted application was 
that more information was needed. The Applicant is now submitting an Application to 
place mooring piles 60 ft. from the property line, which is a 5 ft. reduction from the 
original 2018 application and 2 ft. less than the July 2022 application.  
 
Mr. Schein noted that a “point lot” located west of the subject site juts out approximately 
55 to 60 ft. into the waterway, which affects how boats move through the area leading 
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up to a bridge. He showed a distance separation map from another individual’s dock 
waiver application across the waterway, which showed a navigable waterway width of 
180 ft. He pointed out that the Applicant’s request is to extend the mooring piles 25 ft. 
farther into the waterway than the existing pilings at 35 ft. Even after these pilings at 60 
ft. are added, the widest part of the waterway would be 155 ft.  
 
Mr. Schein added that he had seen an email from a business located on this portion of 
the waterway which objected to the Application. The basis of the objection was that the 
pilings would constitute an obstruction. Mr. Schein showed a graphic of the type of 
towing maneuver that would need to occur in order for the piles to act as an obstruction, 
pointing out that the cited maneuver is not typical of most boats being towed down the 
river in the subject area. He felt the concern would be located “significantly further north” 
than the subject property, and pointed out that the Applicant has a 55 ft. boat legally 
docked at the subject site.  
 
Mr. Schein also noted that the letter of objection suggested that the Applicant planned to 
dock a 120 ft. boat at the subject site. He observed that a boat extending that length into 
the waterway would be “blatantly illegal” under Code, and noted that the letter’s 
assertion was speculative only. He concluded that the Applicant’s only request is for 
mooring piles at 60 ft.  
 
Mr. Schein continued that he has reached out to some of the commercial operators 
located on the river with respect to the Application. These included the operator of the 
Jungle Queen, which did not object to the pilings. While the operator of the Jungle 
Queen acknowledged that a boat extending further into the waterway could affect 
navigability, Mr. Schein reiterated that the Applicant did not plan to moor a vessel that 
would extend further than the proposed mooring piles and would be willing to stipulate 
that they would not place a vessel that would exceed this length at the location.  
 
Mr. Schein showed videos of towing vessels on the waterway near the subject property, 
noting that the nearby point lot creates a natural alcove in which boats can be stored 
without interfering with navigability. He also pointed out that because the location is on 
the widest part of the river, boats come into the area quickly and slow down as the river 
narrows approaching the bridge. This can result in significant wake damage. He 
asserted that the Applicants have spent thousands of dollars over the last 10 years 
repairing this damage. Mr. Schein also showed a video of the effect of wakes on boats 
docked at the subject property.  
 
Mr. Schein recalled that when the 2018 application was brought before the Board to 
request 65 ft. mooring piles, the Board found there were extraordinary circumstances on 
the subject property at that time. He advised that there have been no substantive 
changes on this portion of the New River since that time.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin commented that he had visited the subject area and found vessels 
docked at other locations which were larger than what was approved there. He added 
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that once a variance has been secured, a boat may extend farther into the waterway 
than a structure. He pointed out that barges have to use the wide area of the waterway, 
with nowhere they can lay over.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin continued that it has been stated that the marine industry takes 
precedence over private boat traffic on the New River, and that commercial operators 
have indicated they do not want to see additional variances in the subject area. He 
concluded that this was the basis for his objection to the Applications.  
 
Mr. Schein advised that the request before the Board was not a variance regarding how 
far a boat may extend into the waterway, but only for the mooring piles. He 
characterized this objection as penalizing homeowners for what should be changes to 
the City’s Code.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin stated that his view on the issue was not that homeowners are being 
penalized, but that homeowners want variances to change depending upon the size of 
the boats they plan to dock on their properties. Mr. Schein stated once more that the 
Applicant does not plan to dock a boat on their property that would extend past the 
proposed mooring piles. He added that the Applicant would be willing to accept any 
conditions of approval the Board might wish to attach to the Application, including a boat 
size restriction.  
 
Chair Morley asked why the Applicant would moor a boat parallel to the seawall with 
outboard piles instead of breasting it off the dock to minimize wake damage. Mr. Schein 
responded that the owner has a lot of boats docked at the property, some of which 
belong to visiting relatives.  
 
Chair Morley continued that it appeared the property owner purchased the property with 
the knowledge that he could not fit all of his boats there without requesting a waiver. Mr. 
Schein stated that the Applicant can fit his 55 ft. vessel on the property, but 
characterized the issue as one of safety.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin stated again that once an owner has put mooring piles 60 ft. into the 
waterway, there would be nothing to stop them from docking a significantly larger boat 
on the property. He added that boats within the 30% restriction are still very close to 
encroaching upon the navigable waterway, and reiterated that there is no guarantee the 
Applicant would not attempt to dock a boat larger than 55 ft. on the property.  
 
Mr. Schein advised that the issue described by the Board members is larger than the 
Applicant’s waiver request, and that he would support a change to Code which used 
location-based waiver criteria specific to the area; however, he stated again that the 
Applicant would take any necessary action, such as entering into a restrictive covenant, 
to ensure the Board that their intent was not to dock a larger vessel on the property.  
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Mr. Franks commented that with boats of significant size, such as the Jungle Queen, 
using the river, it can be difficult for vessels to pass one another on the waterway, which 
necessitates the use of large open areas for this purpose. Mr. Schein pointed out that 
whether the Applicant is granted mooring piles or not, there will continue to be boats 
docked at the property.  
 
Mr. McLaughlin stated that the only restriction that can be placed on the size of a boat 
docked on the subject property is to “keep the structures in close” so it is clear that a 
vessel 100 ft. or larger cannot safely be docked there. He objected to the proposed 
pilings because they would not restrict the owner from docking a larger vessel on the 
property. Mr. Schein reiterated that the Applicant is willing to accept a condition of 
approval which would restrict the size of the boat docked on the site to 55 ft. Mr. 
McLaughlin pointed out that previous applicants have agreed to similar conditions, but 
these conditions are not enforced, particularly if the property is sold to a new owner.  
 
Mr. Schein advised that if the Board recommends denial of the Applications, he hoped 
they would be based upon the merits of the Applications themselves and not 
speculation on what could possibly be done at the site.  
 
Ms. Norvell suggested that if the Applicant did not plan to dock a larger vessel than 60 
ft. on the subject property, they could request that the mooring piles be extended at a 
lesser distance, such as 15 ft., rather than 35 ft. She asked if the Applicant had 
considered a different configuration of structures on the property rather than adding 
pilings. Mr. Schein explained that the subject properties are separate rather than 
combined, although they are owned by family members.  
 
Ms. George requested further clarification of why a restriction entered into by the 
Applicant, restricting the size of the boat on his property, could not be enforced. Chair 
Morley explained that there would be nothing against which Code Enforcement could 
take action. Mr. Schein stated that the Applicant was willing to enter into a separate 
legal mechanism with the City which would provide a basis for enforcement.  
 
There being no further questions from the Board at this time, Chair Morley opened the 
public hearing. As there were no individuals wishing to speak on the Item, the Chair 
closed the public hearing and brought the discussion back to the Board. 
 
Chair Morley noted that while the two Applications had been presented together, the 
Board would vote upon each Application separately. He requested a motion on the 
Application for 801 SW 6th Street. 
 
Motion made by Vice Chair Witten, seconded by Mr. Franks, to reject 801. In a roll call 
vote, the motion passed unanimously (7-0).  
 
Chair Morley requested a motion on the Application for 777 SW 6th Street.  
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Motion made by Vice Chair Witten, seconded by Mr. Knott, to reject. In a voice vote, the 
motion passed unanimously (7-0).  
 

VIII.  Old / New Business 
 
Mr. McLaughlin observed that while structures on a property trigger variance requests, 
he felt the trigger should be the furthest extension of the vessel docked there. He 
pointed out that if a boat lift, for example, requires a variance of 5 ft., the bow of the boat 
on that lift may extend beyond the lift itself. He suggested that the Board consider 
recommending a change in how variances are determined to the City Commission, 
which would take the length of the boat into consideration. 
 
Chair Morley commented that there is currently no restriction on docked vessels other 
than falling within the uniform 30% of the width of the waterway. This would mean any 
recommendation such as the one described by Mr. McLaughlin would require a Code 
modification.  
 
Mr. Cuba pointed out that the 30% restriction typically works; however, there are some 
circumstances on the New River which can contribute to concerns. Chair Morley also 
recalled that the Board has previously discussed the possibility of recommending a 
moratorium on waivers on the New River, due to the designation of that waterway as a 
commercial corridor. He pointed out that the New River’s navigable waterway is 
considered to extend from bank to bank rather than identifying a channel. 
 
Chair Morley asked if the Board had interest in sending a communication to the City 
Commission to recommend a moratorium on waivers on the New River in light of 
concerns regarding safety and navigation of commercial operators. Mr. Cuba stated that 
he could place a discussion of these concerns on the Board’s December Agenda.   
 
Chair Morley continued that it is important for the Board to consider both sides of this 
issue, balancing the needs of homeowners against those of commercial operators. He 
asked the Board members to consider related topics they may wish to discuss at the 
December meeting.  
 
The Board members further discussed conditions on the New River, with Vice Chair 
Witten stating that the interests of commercial operators should not be neglected in 
favor of the interests of residents. He added that some of the waivers granted on this 
waterway in recent years probably should not have been granted, resulting in a more 
aggressive stance on these issues by the Board.  
 
Mr. Cuba proposed that after the Board has discussed this topic, they may also wish to 
invite representatives of the marine industry to provide their perspective at a 
subsequent meeting as well.  
 

IX. Adjournment 
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There being no further business to come before the Board at this time, the meeting was 
adjourned at 7:15 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.] 
 



      ITEM V 
 
MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-26 
 
DATE:  November 15, 2022 
 
TO:  Marine Advisory Board Members 
 
FROM:  Andrew Cuba, Marine Facilities Manager 
 
RE: December 1, 2022 MAB Meeting – Application for Dock Permit – Rick J Burgess / 

711 Cordova Road 
 
Attached for your review is an application from Rick J Burgess / 711 Cordova Road. 
 
APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
 
The applicant is seeking approval for the installation of 50’+/- long x 8’+/- wide marginal dock,  
access steps, and  a 14’+/-x10’+/- 4-post boat lift extending a maximum distance of 25’ +/-from the  
property line on public property abutting the waterway adjacent to 711 Cordova Road. City Code  
Section 8-144 authorizes the construction and use of docks on public property, and allows for the  
permit to be issued provided the permit holder agrees to maintain the improvements and seawall. 
 
PROPERTY LOCATION AND ZONING 
 
The property is located within the Rio Vista Isles RS-8 Residential Low Density Zoning District. The 
dock area is directly adjacent to the Rio Cordova Canal with direct access to the Intracoastal 
Waterway. 
 
ENGINEERING REVIEW REQUIREMENT 
 
As a requirement of City Code Section 8-144, approval of the application is contingent upon all  
improvements to the property being maintained in accord with City Engineering standards and in 
full compliance with building and zoning regulations including construction permits required for any 
future electrical and water feeds to the property.  
 
The granting of this Permit is subject to all of the provisions of City Code Section   8-144 as well as 
the following terms and conditions, violation of any of which shall be grounds for revocation of the 
Permit: 
 
1. The permit to use the docks shall expire upon the: (i) abandonment of the use of the dock; 

or (ii) recordation of the deed of conveyance transferring title to the upland parcel; or (iii) 
termination, expiration or revocation of the dock permit by the City Commission, whichever 
(i),(ii), or (iii) shall first occur.  

 
2. Upon expiration of the permit to use the dock, the permit holder shall be obligated to 

remove the dock and all appurtenances thereto no later than three (3) months after the 
termination, revocation or expiration of the permit to use the dock.  

 
3. Signage such as “private dock” may be placed on the dock within the dock area, but not 

upon or within the public swale area. 
 

4. Only vessels owned by the permit holder and registered with the City as part of the dock 
permit application may be moored at the permitted dock. 
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5. During the term of the dock permit, the permit holder shall be required to repair, replace, 

reconstruct or maintain the dock or adjacent seawall or both to meet the requirements of 
City Code 8-144 (7) and ULDR section 47-19.3 (f.) (4.).  The public swale area shall be 
landscaped in accordance with the established landscape plan for the area in question 
adopted by the Department of Sustainable Development.  
 

6. All improvements such as docks, seawalls and the like which are placed upon the public 
dock area or within the dock permit parcel or within the dock area and public swale area by 
a private person shall be constructed with appropriate permits from all applicable agencies. 
Maintenance and repairs shall be performed according to City Engineering standards and 
all applicable regulatory codes.  
 

7. The public swale area shall be kept open at all times as means of reasonable ingress and 
egress to the public, but the permit holder shall have the right to exclude the public from the 
dock area.  
 

8. Vessels berthed within the Dock Area must not encroach into the northerly or southerly 
extension of the 5' set-back required for the RS-8 zoning district for Applicant’s (Permit 
Holder’s) Property. 
 

9. All installed docks must be either (i)floating docks that can adapt to seal level rise over their 
useful life span; or (ii) fixed docks installed at a minimum height consistent with the 
requirements of section 47-19.3(f); or (iii) fixed docks the height of which are even with the 
City’s seawall, whichever (ii) or (iii) is the greater. 
 

10. Except as to a tender, there shall be no rafting of vessels from the moored vessel.  
 

11. The permit shall guarantee from the permit holder to the city to indemnify and hold the city 
harmless for any damage or injury to any person using such facilities.  
 

12. Per 8-144 (6), penetration of the City’s seawall to support the dock of attach improvements 
is prohibited, barring specified considerations.   
 

13. The Applicant has the responsibility to execute and deliver a Declaration of Covenants 
Running With the Land Respecting A City Issued Dock Permit to the City Attorney’s Office 
no later than ten (10) days prior to the Commission meeting date.  
 

14. The violation of any provisions of Code Section 8-144 or violations of any of the terms or 
conditions relative to the granting or renewal of a dock permit shall be unlawful and may 
constitute cause for revocation of the permit.  
 

 
AC 
Attachment 
 
cc: Enrique Sanchez, Deputy Director of Parks and Recreation 
 Jonathan Luscomb, Marine Facilities Supervisor 
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  ITEM VI 
 
MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-27 
 
 
DATE:  November 15, 2022 
 
TO:  Marine Advisory Board Members  
 
FROM: Andrew Cuba, Marine Facilities Manager 
 
RE: December 1, 2022 MAB – Application - Dock Waiver of Distance Limitations 

–1645 EL, LLC – Ellen Latham / 1645 E Lake Drive 
 
Attached for your review is an application from 1645 EL, LLC – Ellen Latham, 1645 East 
Lake Drive (see Exhibit 1). 
 
APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
 
The applicant is requesting approval for the  construction of a 30+/- x19’+/- 33,000 pound 
eight-post boat lift. The proposed lift encroaches more than 25’ from the property line into 
the adjacent Sylvan Lake, requiring a Dock Waiver of Distance Limitations. The boat lift 
extends a maximum distance of 30’+/- from the property line into the Mercedes 
River/Sylvan Lake, where the waterway width is indicated as 128’+/-, as shown on page 7 
in the application package and summarized in Table 1: 
 

TABLE 1 
PROPOSED 

STRUCTURES  
STRUCTURE 

DISTANCE FROM 
PROPERTY LINE 

PERMITTED 
DISTANCE 
WITHOUT 
WAIVER 

DISTANCE 
REQUIRING A 

WAIVER 

Eight-Post Boat Lift 30’+/- 25’ 5’+/- 
 
The City’s Unified Land and Development Regulations (UDLR), Section 47-19.3.C limits 
the maximum  distance of mooring structures to 25% or 25’, whichever is less, from the 
property line into the waterway.  Section 47.19.3.E authorizes the City Commission to 
waive that limitation based on a finding of extraordinary circumstances. The applicant’s 
summary description specifies that the boat lift is necessary to safely moor the owner’s 
vessel, due to wakes resulting from adjacent water sports activity zone in Lake Sylvan.  
 
PROPERTY LOCATION AND ZONING 
 
The property is located within the Harbor Beach RS 4.4 Residential Single Family / Low 
Density District.   
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
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: 
 
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 the Broward County Environmental Protection and Growth 
Management Department and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 
2. As a general condition of approval and in order to review for final consistency with 

construction of facilities in accord with this application and City building permits the 
applicant is required to provide the City’s Supervisor of Marine Facilities with copies 
of “As Built” drawings from a certified and licensed contractor, and verification of 
receipt of all applicable Federal and State permits. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AC 
Attachment 
 
cc: Enrique Sanchez, Deputy Director of Parks and Recreation 
 Jonathan Luscomb, Marine Facilities Supervisor 

























Sec. 47-19.3. - Boat slips, docks, boat davits, hoists and similar mooring structures.  

(a)  The following words when used in this section shall, for the purposes of this section, have the 
following meaning:  

(1)  Mooring device means a subset of mooring structures as defined herein including boat davits, 
hoists, boat lifts and similar devices that are erected on or adjacent to a seawall or dock and 
upon which a vessel can be moored. A mooring device does not include docks, slips, seawall or 
mooring pile.  

(2)  Mooring structure means a dock, slip, seawall, boat davit, hoist, boat lift, mooring pile or a 
similar structure attached to land more or less permanently to which a vessel can be moored.  

(3)  NGVD 29 or the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 means the vertical control datum 
established for vertical control surveying in the United States of America by the General 
Adjustment of 1929. The datum is used to measure elevation or altitude above, and depression 
or depth below, mean sea level (MSL).  

(4)  NAVD88 or the North American Vertical Datum means the vertical control datum of orthometric 
height established for vertical control surveying in the United States of America based upon the 
General Adjustment of the North American Datum of 1988.  

(5)  Seawall means vertical or near vertical structures placed between an upland area and a 
waterway. For the purposes of Section 47-19.3(f), rip rap is not considered a seawall.  

(6)  Rip rap means a foundation of unconsolidated boulders, stone, concrete or similar materials 
placed on or near a shoreline to mitigate wave impacts and prevent erosion.  

(b)  Boat davits, hoists and similar mooring devices may be erected on a seawall or dock subject to the 
following limitations on the number and location as follows:  

(1)  Except as provided herein, only one (1) mooring device per the first one hundred (100) feet of 
lot width or portion thereof, and one mooring device for each additional one hundred (100) feet 
of lot width. A second mooring device may be permitted within the lot area greater than one 
hundred (100) feet but less than two hundred (200) feet if approved as a Site Plan Level II 
permit, subject to the following criteria:  

a.  The location of the proposed mooring device will not interfere with the view from adjacent 
properties to a degree greater than the intrusion already permitted as a result of the 
berthing of a vessel at applicant's property within the setback and extension limitations 
provided in the Code.  

b.  The type of mooring device is the least intrusive and most compatible with the view from 
the waterway.  

c.  No conflict with a neighboring property owner's usage of the waterway will be created as a 
result of the additional mooring device.  

Pursuant to Site Plan Level II review, the development review committee ("DRC") shall 
determine whether the proposed additional mooring device meets the criteria based on its 
location and the relationship of applicant's property to abutting properties with regard to height, 
angle of view of the device from abutting properties and the height, width and length of the 
mooring device proposed.  

Approval of a Site Plan Level II development permit for an additional mooring device shall not 
be final until thirty (30) days after preliminary DRC approval and then only if no motion is 
approved by the City Commission seeking to review the application pursuant to the process 
provided in Section 47-26. The denial of an application for an additional mooring device may be 
appealed to the City Commission in accordance with the provisions of Section 47-26.  



(2)  In addition to the mooring device described in paragraph (b)(1) of this section, one (1) lift 
designed and used solely for the lifting of a personal watercraft (PWC) per development site is 
permitted. For purposes of this subsection (2) a PWC is as defined in F.S. Ch. 327.  

(3)  The cross section of the davit, hoist or other mooring device shall not exceed one (1) square 
foot and have a maximum height of six and one-half (6½) feet above lot grade.  

(4)  The lowest appendage of a vessel may not be hoisted greater than one (1) foot above a 
seawall cap or if no seawall, above the average grade of the upland property and properties 
abutting either side of the upland property, whichever is less.  

(c)  No boat slips, docks, boat davits, hoists, and similar mooring structures not including mooring or 
dolphin piles or a seawall, may be constructed by any owner of any lot unless a principal building 
exists on such lot and such lot abuts a waterway. Mooring structures, not including mooring or 
dolphin piles, shall not extend into the waterway more than twenty-five (25) percent of the width of 
the waterway or twenty-five (25) feet whichever is less as measured from the property line.  

(d)  Mooring or dolphin piles, shall not be permitted to extend more than thirty (30) percent of the width 
of the waterway, or twenty-five (25) feet beyond the property line, whichever is less.  

(e)  The City Commission may waive the limitations of Sections 47-19.3.(c), 47-19.3.(d) and 47-
39.A.1.b.(12).(a) and 47-39.A.1.b.(12).(b) under extraordinary circumstances, provided permits from 
all governmental agencies, as required, are obtained after approval of the City Commission, after a 
public hearing and notification to property owners within three hundred (300) feet. In no event shall 
the extension exceed thirty (30) percent of the width of the waterway and no variance may be 
approved by the Board of Adjustment or other agency permitting an extension beyond the thirty 
percent (30%) limitation. Reflector tape shall be affixed to and continually maintained on all mooring 
or dolphin piles authorized under this subsection to extend beyond the limitations provided in 
subsection (d). The reflector tape must be formulated for marine use and be in one (1) of the 
following uniform colors: international orange or iridescent silver. On all such piles, the reflector tape 
shall be at least five (5) inches wide and within eighteen (18) inches of the top of the pile.  

(f)  The top surface of a seawall shall have a minimum elevation of 3.9 feet NAVD88 (see table). The 
elevation of a seawall or dock shall not exceed a maximum of the base flood elevation (BFE) as 
identified in the corresponding FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the property, except as 
specifically set forth herein. For properties with a BFE of 4.0 feet NAVD88, the minimum seawall 
elevation shall meet 3.9 feet NAVD88 and the maximum seawall or dock elevation shall be 5.0 feet 
NAVD88. For waterfront properties with a habitable finished floor elevation of less than 3.9 feet 
NAVD88, a seawall may be constructed at less than the stated minimum elevation if a waiver is 
granted by the City Engineer. For properties within an X zone, the minimum seawall elevation shall 
meet 3.9 feet NAVD88 and the maximum seawall or dock elevation shall meet the definition of grade 
as determined by subsection 47-2.2 (g)(1)(a). The maximum height of related structures attached to 
a seawall shall not exceed the elevation of the seawall to which the structure is attached. In the 
event of a conflict between subsection 47-19.5.B.Table 1, Note G: subsection 1.a.ii. and the 
requirements of this section, this section shall govern. Property owners choosing to construct 
seawalls at less than 5.0 feet NAVD88 are strongly encouraged to have the foundation designed to 
accommodate a future seawall height extension up to a minimum elevation of 5.0 feet NAVD88.  

Property's FEMA  
Flood Insurance Rate Map  

Location  

Minimum  
Allowable  

Seawall  
Elevation  

Maximum Allowable  
Seawall or Dock Elevation  

In a floodplain with a base flood  
elevation greater than or  

3.9 feet NAVD88  
Base flood elevation  

of the property  



equal to 5.0 feet NAVD88  

In a floodplain with a base flood  
elevation equal to  
4.0 feet NAVD88  

3.9 feet NAVD88  5 feet NAVD88  

In an X zone,  
not in a floodplain  

3.9 feet NAVD88  
Meet the definition of grade  

as determined by  
Section 47-2.2(g)(1)(a)  

  

(1)  Seawalls must be designed and built in a substantially impermeable manner to prevent tidal 
waters from flowing through the seawall while still allowing for the release of hydrostatic 
pressure from the upland direction.  

(2)  Fixed docks may be constructed at an elevation less than the elevation of the seawall to which 
it is attached but shall not be constructed at an elevation more than ten (10) inches above the 
seawall's elevation. The dock elevation may not exceed the maximum elevation as described in 
subsection (f) of this section. Floating docks shall be allowed and must be permitted and 
permanently attached to a marginal dock, finger pier, mooring pilings, or seawall.  

(3)  Seawall improvements constituting substantial repair at the time of permit application shall 
meet the minimum elevation and consider the design recommendations (see subsection (f) 
above) for the continuous seawall for the length of the property. For the purposes of this 
section, the substantial repair threshold shall mean the following:  

(i)  Any improvement to the seawall of more than fifty percent (50%) of the length of the 
structure, which for the purposes of this section, shall include both the seawall and cap; or  

(ii)  Any improvement to the seawall which results in an elevation change along more than fifty 
percent (50%) of the length of the structure.  

(4)  All property owners must maintain their seawalls in good repair. A seawall is presumed to be in 
disrepair if it allows for upland erosion, transfer of material through the seawall or allows tidal 
waters to flow unimpeded through the seawall to adjacent properties or public right-of-way. 
Property owners failing to maintain their seawalls may be cited. The owner of the property on 
which the seawall is constructed is required to initiate a process, including but not limited to 
hiring a contractor or submitting a building permit, and be able to demonstrate progress toward 
repairing the cited defect within sixty (60) days of receiving notice from the city and complete 
the repair within three hundred sixty-five (365) days of citation. If the required repair meets the 
substantial repair threshold, the property owner shall design, permit, and construct the seawall 
to meet the minimum elevation requirement and design requirement (see subsection 47-19.3(f)) 
within three hundred sixty-five (365) days of citation.  

(5)  Property owners with seawalls below the minimum elevation, or permeable erosion barriers 
such as rip rap, or a land/water interface of another nature shall not allow tidal waters entering 
their property to impact adjacent properties or public rights-of-way. Property owners failing to 
prevent tidal waters from flowing overland and leaving their property may be cited. The owner of 
the property is required to initiate a process, including but not limited to, hiring a contractor or 
submitting a building permit, and be able to demonstrate progress toward addressing the cited 
concern within sixty (60) days of receiving notice from the city and complete the proposed 
remedy within three hundred sixty-five (365) days of citation.  



(g)  No boathouse, permanent covering, or temporary covering for a boat shall be permitted within the 
setback area required for the zoning district in which such shelter is to be located, nor shall any 
boathouse, permanent covering or temporary covering for a boat, or any other structure not 
otherwise specifically permitted, be permitted within or cover any public waterway.  

(h)  No watercraft shall be docked or anchored adjacent to residential property in such a position that 
causes it to extend beyond the side setback lines required for principal buildings on such property, 
as extended into the waterway, or is of such length that when docked or anchored adjacent to such 
property, the watercraft extends beyond such side setback lines as extended into the waterway. The 
owner of real property which would be entitled to the density limitation of a maximum of forty (40) 
units per acre pursuant to the terms for habitation of floating homes or vessels, Section 47-19.6, may 
apply for an exception to the setback requirements contained herein. An application for such 
exception shall be heard by the Planning and Zoning Board (board) at a public hearing called for that 
purpose. After the public hearing, the board shall make a recommendation to the City Commission 
that the application be granted or denied, or granted subject to conditions. If the board recommends 
that the application be either granted or granted subject to conditions, the City Clerk shall place the 
recommendation on the agenda of the City Commission for a public hearing at a regular meeting. 
The City Commission shall, by resolution, either grant the application, deny the application, or grant 
the application subject to such conditions as it finds necessary to the health, safety and general 
welfare of the citizens of the city. In deciding whether to grant or deny the application, the City 
Commission shall consider the neighborhood within which the applicant's property lies and the effect 
that the exception to the setbacks would have on the following:  

(1)  The surrounding property.  

(2)  The ability of adjacent property owners to enjoy abutting waterways.  

(i)  Waiver of limitations. Property owners of lands located on the Isle of Venice and Hendricks Isle may 
dock or anchor watercraft adjacent to their respective properties in a manner which extends beyond 
side setback lines, required by this section as approved by Resolution No. 85-270.  

(Ord. No. C-97-19, § 1(47-19.3), 6-18-97; Ord. No. C-04-2, § 4, 1-12-04; Ord. No. C-10-44, § 2, 
12-7-10 ; Ord. No. C-13-18, § 2, 6-4-13 ; Ord. No. C-16-13 , § 1, 6-21-16; Ord. No. C-16-27 , § 1, 12-
6-16)  

http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=559847&datasource=ordbank
http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=559847&datasource=ordbank
http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=599055&datasource=ordbank
http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=778718&datasource=ordbank
http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=803182&datasource=ordbank


      ITEM VII 
 
MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-28 
 
DATE:  November 15, 2022 
 
TO:  Marine Advisory Board Members 
 
FROM:  Andrew Cuba, Marine Facilities Manager 
 
RE: December 1, 2022 MAB Meeting – Application for Dock Permit – William Premock 

and Vivian Alvarez / 1410 SE 11th Street 
 
Attached for your review is an application from William Premock & Vivian Alvarez / 1410 SE 11th 
Street. 
 
APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
 
The applicant is seeking approval for the installation of 40’+/- long x 8’+/- wide marginal dock and  
access steps extending a maximum distance of  8’+/-from the property line on public property  
abutting the waterway adjacent to 1410 SE 11 Street. City Code Section 8-144 authorizes the  
construction and use of docks on public property, and allows for the permit to be issued provided  
the permit holder agrees to maintain the improvements and seawall. 
 
PROPERTY LOCATION AND ZONING 
 
The property is located within the Rio Vista Isles RS-8 Residential Low Density Zoning District. The 
dock area is directly adjacent to the Rio Cordova Canal with direct access to the Intracoastal 
Waterway. 
 
ENGINEERING REVIEW REQUIREMENT 
 
As a requirement of City Code Section 8-144, approval of the application is contingent upon all  
improvements to the property being maintained in accord with City Engineering standards and in 
full compliance with building and zoning regulations including construction permits required for any 
future electrical and water feeds to the property.  
 
The granting of this Permit is subject to all of the provisions of City Code Section   8-144 as well as 
the following terms and conditions, violation of any of which shall be grounds for revocation of the 
Permit: 
 
1. The permit to use the docks shall expire upon the: (i) abandonment of the use of the dock; 

or (ii) recordation of the deed of conveyance transferring title to the upland parcel; or (iii) 
termination, expiration or revocation of the dock permit by the City Commission, whichever 
(i),(ii), or (iii) shall first occur.  

 
2. Upon expiration of the permit to use the dock, the permit holder shall be obligated to 

remove the dock and all appurtenances thereto no later than three (3) months after the 
termination, revocation or expiration of the permit to use the dock.  

 
3. Signage such as “private dock” may be placed on the dock within the dock area, but not 

upon or within the public swale area. 
 



Marine Advisory Board 
December 1, 2022   
Page 2 
 
4. Only vessels owned by the permit holder and registered with the City as part of the dock 

permit application may be moored at the permitted dock. 
 

5. During the term of the dock permit, the permit holder shall be required to repair, replace, 
reconstruct or maintain the dock or adjacent seawall or both to meet the requirements of 
City Code 8-144 (7) and ULDR section 47-19.3 (f.) (4.).  The public swale area shall be 
landscaped in accordance with the established landscape plan for the area in question 
adopted by the Department of Sustainable Development.  
 

6. All improvements such as docks, seawalls and the like which are placed upon the public 
dock area or within the dock permit parcel or within the dock area and public swale area by 
a private person shall be constructed with appropriate permits from all applicable agencies. 
Maintenance and repairs shall be performed according to City Engineering standards and 
all applicable regulatory codes.  
 

7. The public swale area shall be kept open at all times as means of reasonable ingress and 
egress to the public, but the permit holder shall have the right to exclude the public from the 
dock area.  
 

8. Vessels berthed within the Dock Area must not encroach into the northerly or southerly 
extension of the 5' set-back required for the RS-8 zoning district for Applicant’s (Permit 
Holder’s) Property. 
 

9. All installed docks must be either (i)floating docks that can adapt to seal level rise over their 
useful life span; or (ii) fixed docks installed at a minimum height consistent with the 
requirements of section 47-19.3(f); or (iii) fixed docks the height of which are even with the 
City’s seawall, whichever (ii) or (iii) is the greater. 
 

10. Except as to a tender, there shall be no rafting of vessels from the moored vessel.  
 

11. The permit shall guarantee from the permit holder to the city to indemnify and hold the city 
harmless for any damage or injury to any person using such facilities.  
 

12. Per 8-144 (6), penetration of the City’s seawall to support the dock of attach improvements 
is prohibited, barring specified considerations.   
 

13. The Applicant has the responsibility to execute and deliver a Declaration of Covenants 
Running With the Land Respecting A City Issued Dock Permit to the City Attorney’s Office 
no later than ten (10) days prior to the Commission meeting date.  
 

14. The violation of any provisions of Code Section 8-144 or violations of any of the terms or 
conditions relative to the granting or renewal of a dock permit shall be unlawful and may 
constitute cause for revocation of the permit.  
 

 
AC 
Attachment 
 
cc: Enrique Sanchez, Deputy Director of Parks and Recreation 
 Jonathan Luscomb, Marine Facilities Supervisor 


































































	110322 FTL MAB 1st draft minutes
	711 FINAL
	711 TOTAL
	711 Permit
	MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-26
	APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION

	711 Permit REVISED
	1 scan_0000
	Property Survey_full
	2 scan_0000
	3 scan_0000


	8-144

	1645 FINAL
	1645 E Lake Drive
	MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-27
	APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION
	PROPERTY LOCATION AND ZONING


	1645 E Lake Dr. Dock Waiver App - Lift Extension Waiver to City of FtL Marine Advisory Board_
	47-19.3

	1410 FINAL
	1410 Permit
	MEMORANDUM MF NO. 22-28
	APPLICATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION

	William Premock BAV
	8-144


