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¥ THE CHAIRMAN: “The next items on our agenda 1 Depaxtment.

2 are wvarious Zoning Code toxt amendments, 2 The text asmendment before you is to update
3 Articles 4 and 5. 3 our triangle of wvisibility requirements, so

4 Should we go ~-- how do you want to take q they're consistent with bade County standards.

s this, Eric? Do you want to go through them one 5 A little bit of background. These changes
6 by one? 6 are only for cesidential and special use l
7 MR. RIEL: Actually, 6 and 7, go through 7 districts, and the idea behind the triangle of
L] separately, and then 8 through 13 are all B visibility is to ensure the safety of

9 considered basically -- they're in one Staff 9 pedestrians on the sidewalk or on the swale

i0 report, $0 we will discuss all those at one 10 area.

11 time, 31 If you turn to your text amendment requests
12 THE CHATRMAN: Okay. oOkay. 12 in your packets, I'1ll go ever it with you.

13 M5, SALAZAR-BLANCG: Good evening. Martha 13 Starting with letter B, Staff recommends

4 Salazar~Blance, Zoning Official for the City. 14 that we update our triangle of visibkbility so we
15 We have Items & through 13, text i5 have a ten-by-ten-foor triangle, which is

16 amendments, and for Items 6 and 7, I have is consistent with Dade County standards, and I1'11
17 Ricardo Herran to be presenting these twe texnt 17 pass by —— I['}l) pass out a diagram, 50 You can
18 amendments, and frowm 8 through 13, I will have 18 get an idea of what we're talking about.

18 Elizabeth Conzalez presenting the test 19 MR. AIZENSTAT: Did you say, letter E as in
20 amendments, and if youw have any questions, I'll 20 Edward?
21 e here to answer them, and they will alse be Z1 MR. FLAMAGAN: 0.
22 hare. 2z MR. HERRAN: ILetterx B.

3 #R. BEHAR: Thank you. 23 MR. AIZEMSTAT: B?

24‘_53} MR. HERRAN: Good evening. Ricardo Herran, 24 THE CHAIRMAN: Letter B.

25 Zoning Technician, Building and Zening 25 ¥R. COE: B, boy.

o _
19 20

1 MR, AIZENSTAT: Because I was looking for 1 requirement is that there’s a visuwal

2 it, and I said, "¥ don't have any” -~ I'm sorry. 2 clearance -~ a ¥isual clearance within that

3 MR. HERRAN: Actually, if I can get a copy 3 triangle between a height, righl now, of three
4 for myself, as well., Thank you. 4q feet to eight feet.

5 So Staff is requesting that we update oux S MR. FLAMAGAN: Three feet to eight feet?

] triangle te a ten-by-ten-foot triangle that you [ MR. HERRAN: Right.

7 have in front of you. 7 Now, the other change that we're

8 Right pow our code has twe triangles, 8 requesting, which is letter A, We're requesting
a depending on whether or not the property has a g that that visuwal c<learance be —— start at
10 sigewalk or it does not have a sidewall. 10 two-and-a~-half feet, which is consistent with
1 In cases where the property has a sidewalk, 13 Pade County Standards, as well.
12 we have a f{ifteen-by-fifteen-foot triangle, and 12 MR. RIZENSTAT: What was it before?
13 in cases where there's ne sidewalk, we have a 13 WR. HERRAN: Three feet. Right now it's
14 twenty-by-twenty-foot triangle. 14 three feet to eight feet., We're requesting that
15 Staff is recommending that we are 15 we're consistent with Dade County., which starts
16 consistent with Dade County standards and chang; 16 at two-and-a-hall feelb.
17 it to a ten-by-ten-foot triangle. 17 MR. FLANAGAN: To cight feet?
18 MR. BEHAR: And this is taken from the 18 ¥R, HERRAN: The current Miami-Dade code
19 property line? 18 says, "Two-and-a-half feet and above.” That's
20 MR. HERRAM: Correct. Xt's pight -- it's 20 what it says. We would amend it to say,
21 v te the edge of the property line, on private 21 M"'wo-and-a-half to eight feet."
22 pProperty, dorrect. 22 MR. FLAMAGAN: COkay. Have we had problems
23 MR, FLANAGAN: That includes all z3 with it being three feet in the past?
22 landscaping, &5 well ogr -- 24 MR. HERRAN: We haven’'t had any problems.
2% MR. HERRAN: This -- yes. Basically the 25 We -~ there are a lot of cemplaints {rom the
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1 residents saying that, you know, our triangles 1 MR. HERRAN: Correct.
2 are a little bit too restrictive, and that’s one 2 MB. FLANAGAN: -~ oxr just about, I would
3 of the peasons that we're here to talk about the 3 imagine .,
q triangla. q MR. HERRAM: Right.
5 The Commission requested thatv Staff ] MR. BEHAR: But it goes further, it goes
3 research what is done in other municipalities, E from the property line. This diagram may not be
1 and we researched City of Miami, bade County, 7 conszistent throughout the whole Clity. TE your
8 Miami Beach, and we believe that Dade County ] right-of-way is a awale area -~-
k] standards are -- are what we should be 9 MR. FLAMAGAR: Right.
10 consistent with, ie MR. BEHAR: =-- it doesn't count. This is
11 MR. FLANAGAN: And are we taking it from -- 11 taken from your actual property line.
1z the language here says it's -- "icading to a 1z MR. HERRAN: Carrect.
13 public right-sf-way." Are we going to the 13 MR. BEHAR: So actually you're going to end
14 public xight-of-way or are we going to the edge 14 up With a much largger --
15 of pavement? 15 R, FLANAGAN: Well, what you end up
16 MR. HERRAN: It's going to -- edge of the 16 with -- what you have right now all over the
17 property line. 17 City is, you have paved roadway and then you
18 MR. COE: Edge of the property line. 18 have significant stretches of swale, which are
19 MR. FLARAGAN: Heo, from propexty line -- 1¢ actually right-of-way, and my understanding is
20 bear with me. 20 that the way the City has been enforeing the
21 HR. HERRAN: Sure. 21 provisions in the past is that the wvisibility
22 ME, FLARAGAN: S0, basically, everybody's 232 triangle has actually been from cdge of
23 driveway has to have a ten-foot triangle 23 pavement, not from property line,
24 clearance, Lhat's it, because everybody's 24 M. BEHAR: #ell -
25 driveway abuts a public vight-of-way -- 25 MR, FLANAGAN: So if we change it to
T AR
23 24
1 property line, and !'wve been through this with i sidewalk. 5S¢ --
2 my neighbor several meonths ago, whe got one of 2 MR. FLANAGAN: But my understanding is that
3 these relatively noterious tickets, I think, 3 the interpretation of the way the code had been
a when this whole issue came about, she's cut 4 drafted and the way it's been implemented or
5 there chopping deown her -- her hedges, and 1 5 enforced is that ~-- it's the visibility triangle
13 said, "What are you doing?" ] has been from edge of pavement --
7 You end up, I think, in a City, at this K MR. HERRAN: We have --
g point, with, I'm going to venture, almost every 8 MR, FLANAGAN: -~ not from edge of
Q@ homeowner having to lep off their hedges, their El right-of-way.
10 palm trees, their flower plants; whatever it may 10 MR, HERRAM: Well, the way that our #Zoning
11 be, "cause if you go down any streel, almost 11 Code reads is, we have two different scenarios.
12 everybody, and especially in -~ in the districts 12 He have a case where there's no sidewalk, in
13 of the fifty by a hundred foot lots and the 13 which case you're right, the triangle goes to
14 smaller -- hawve hedges or rows of palm trees ta edye of pavemsnt -- pavement, and we have a
15 that act as a landscape divider between 15 case -- casze where we bave 2z sidewalk, where the
16 properties, that go right up to thc property 16 triangle goes to the edge -- the front edge of
17 line, and many driveways are within five feet. 17 the sidewalk, closest to the property line.
ig MR. BEHAR: To the driveway. ig MR. FLAMAGAN: And ~- and I think, from a
19 HR. FLAWAGAW: So at thiz point, 1 rationality standpeint, that makes sense
29 everybody's going to be lopping landscaping off 20 because what you want is o make sure that
21 like no tomerrew, and I have a haxd time with 21 somebody walking oxr driving down the strect and
22 that. 22 pulling up, can see sach other.
23 MR. HERRaN: W%Well, we already have that 22 8o 1f you have a sidewalk, that well could
24 regquizement in our code. He have a 24 have a pedestrian on it, you need that,
25 15-bry-15-foot triangle in cases where there's a 25 Hhan you have pavement that stops and then
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1 you have 20 feebt of swale area, before you hit 1 190, 1%, 20, 25+foot swale between edge of
2 zomebody’s property line, I really dor't see the z pavement and the property line, you have a clear
3 need for having an additionazl ~+ the site 3 site area, which is what the intent is.
4 triangle, on top of that 20-feet, 'cause you 4 mean --
& have more than sufficient back out room or pull s . MR, HERRAN: Uh-huh.
& out roem, once you get in front ¢f your hedge, 3 THE CHAIRMAM: had the -- the -- the
7 and you have 20 feet in front of you before you 7 existing codes refers to, in the case of -- of
8 actually hit odge of pavement. B no sidewalk, to the edge of the pavement of the l
E 56 Y think this needs a lot further 9 abutting street, which is what you were
1o discussion and further -- 10 referzing to.
1 ¥R. BEBAR: And you're right, a lot of 11 $¢ by changing that, even though the County
32 the ~-- the existing conditions, you know, will 1z may have different language, we're now placing a
13 be in -- in vielation of that triangle, 13 lot of people in a pesition whare maybe, you
4 WR. HERBAN: #ell, the idea is for us to be 14 know, the visibility isn’t a problem, but
15 consistent with Dade County. This is the way 15 they're going to have to comply.
16 Dade County dees it, They take thelz triangle le That™s -~ I think that's what we'te saying
17 to the edge of the properxty line, and in 17 ar what ~- what Jeff is saying here.
ie reality, our swale areas are already covered by 18 HWR. FLANAGAN: Right.
19 our City Code. 19 MR. HERRAN: The other idea is also teo
20 Suwale areas are supposed te be completely 20 protect pedestrians walking in the swale area,
21 clear of any viswal obstruction as is, unless 21 which we donft have right now. That's the
22 they get some sort of landscape encreachment -- 22 other thing.
22 MR. COE: But don't they have trees -- 23 MR. BEHAR: Well, then, let me ask a
24 iR, FLANAGAN! and mest of the swales, I 24 guestion. Is the Tity gelag to go and cut all
25 think, are c¢leax. It's that when you have this 25 che trees that are in that pertion between the
T N N BRI
27 28
1 right-of-way and the property line? b3 hlocks wisibility, just the same as the hedge
2 MR. HERRAMN: Well, trees and -- and tree 2 would., So I'm pot Sure T agree that -~ that
3 trunks are alloewed within that triangle. what 3 this is not applicable to trees, as well.
q is not allowed is a hedge, a wall, a fence, 4 I guess -- let me just go back to a more
5 anything that is within that two-and-a-half to 5 basic question, and -- what -- vhat is driving
3 eight feet height. G this decision to conform to the County?
7 THE CHAIRMAM: You're sure a Lree trunk is 7 Is it that we -- gur wisibility is not good
8 allowed? g enough, is our visibility toe much or is it just
9 MR. COE: Yeah. il complaints, we're trying to address complaints?
10 MR. HERRAN: Trece trunks are allowed. i0 ME. HERRAN: I -- T think that the
it THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. I didn't read it that 11 Commission asked Staff to -~ to review what --
12 way, but I -- ¥ den't know. 12 some of the orther manicipalivies, due to a lot
13 MR. COE: It's designed to attack hedges. 13 of complaints that were generated by residents
14 When I sat on the Code Enforcement Board, 14 in the City saying that our standards are too
15 this was the major problem, and the most fines 15 strice.
16 and the mest complaints from residents, because 16 $o in this -- in this way, in this fashion,
17 they really had to severely restrict their -- 17 we'll be consistent with Dade County, which has
18 their hedges, and -- however, right before that 18 less stxict reqguirements.
19 became a controversy, there was a child in a 12 MR. BEHAR: You know, I understand it, but
20 tricyele that was killed, because of the -- the 20 I'm looking and I'm thinking, and you're
23 hedge wasn't cut down. So you -~ you have a 21 absolutely right. the free trunk -~ I'm looking
22 conflicting issue herea. 22 at conditions in my street. There are 36-inch
23 THE CHALRMAN: Well, I just wanted to 23 wide, you know, trunks, that -- that becomes a
24 emphasize that if there's a tree trunk vwhere -- 24 barrier, a wisibility problem,
25 where a hedge shouldn't be, that tree trunk also 25 MR. HERRAN: Within this text amendment, we
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X also address issues where there’s site i what Yind of palm it is, those real thin palms
2 <onditions that doesn't allow the property oWner 2 that make a really good divider, and, you know,
3 ta abide by these reguirements, and in that 3 you just start knocking those down and all that
4 case, we're reacommending the Building & Zoning 1 == it's not even the hedges in the front of the
5 Director allew for the use of convex mirrors. S housze. It's the hedges in between the property
& S¢ that will cover any site situations, [ lines. I mean, those all have to stact getting
? nen-conforming usage -- r cut back.
8 MR. BEHAR: He, 1 don't want the trees to 8 THE CHATRMAN: Yeah, I wmean, I -- T kind of
:3 be cut down, on the contrary. 2 agree with you. If this was to address a
i0 MR. FLANAGAN: Those look nige. 10 wisibility problem that we have, causing
i1 MR. COE: T¥s it easier to shape a hedge 1L aceidents and so forth, then maybe we need to --
12 than cut down & tree? iz ta -- to expand the visibilivy triangle, but if
13 MR, FLANAGRN: I have --~ if this said if it 13 ft's just teo address the complaints of
14 was from edge of pavement or from edge of 14 residents, that they’re required, you know, to
15 sidewalk, T think I can live with it better, but 15 chop down hedges, this propesal, T think, may
h:3 I think, as drafted, being from right-of-way, 1% not solve that problem, it may even exacerhate
17 there's absclutely no way. 17 that problemn.
18 I mean, it's the City Beautiful. We pride 18 I chink that's what Jeff's saying. I don't
19 ourselves in eur landscaping. We don't live in 19 -- I, for one, am not comfortable that I
20 the County for various reasons., and probably 20 understand how this would actuwally affect
21 some obvious reasons, I don’t think we need vo 21 everybody, compared to wWwhat GHists right now.
22z necessarily comply with the County, and our 2z That's -~ that weuld be my concern.
23 landscaping is beautiful, and people put a lot 23 Any other comments? 1Is theze -- is thare &
24 of time, energy and money into it. I think to 24 motion Lo -
25 go start chopping down 2ll these ~- I don't EkEnow 25 MR. COE: 8o if I wnderstand the Chair, you
I -
3t 32 h
1 want to have -~ you want to keep in place the 1 M&. CHATRMAN: So that's a good pertion of
2 more restrictive ordinance that currently 2 the City.
3 enists? 3 MR. BEHAR: You're not correct in stating
a THE CHAIRMAM: T just -- 4 rhat we're mpaking --
5 5. KEON: You mean, less restrictive? I 5 MR. COE: But when there's a sidewalk, it's
& mean, I think -- 6 less rescrictive.
7 MR. CTOE; The ~- the City is liberalizing 7 MR. BEHAR: Correct.
8 the whole -- the wheole issue. Do you want to 8 wR. FLANAGAN: Correct, and I said, if ic
4 keep it more restrictive? Is that -~ is that & went from it -~ if this language said, “From
10 the Chair's positicon? 10 edge of pavement or from edge <l sidewalk, if it
i1 THE CHAIRMAM: I'm telling you, I den't 11 exists, " I could live with that, definitely, but
12 understand whether this -- this increases the 12 this says, "From edge of right-of-way.” no
13 visibility or decreases the visibility or leaves 13 matter what.
14 it unchanged. 14 MR. BEHAR: Well, this == this -- property
15 MR. BEHAR: The current conditien is not 15 line. FProperty line, which makes it more
le more restrictive, because the current conditicn 16 restrictive.,
17 goes from the edge of pavement. 17 MR. AIZENSTAT: Property line.
18 MR. HERRAN: Yeah. 18 MR. COR: Property line.
19 MR. FLANAGAMN; Where there's no sidewalk, 18 MR. FLANAGAN: Correct.
20 it goes from cdge of payment. 20 #HR. COE: He're not talking about the
21 MR. BEHAR: When there's no sidewalk. Z1 swale. He're talking about property line.
22 MR. HERRAN: When there's no sidewalk, and 22 MR. FLAHAGAN: Well, the swale is
23 you're -- you're right, in the cases where there 23 right-of-way, and that's why to me -
24 is no sidewalk, this will be more restrictive. 24 ME. COE: it's property line.
25 MR. BEBAR: Right. 25 MR. FLAMAGAN: Property line gees up Lo the
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right-of-way.
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there is no sidewalk, from edge of pavement.

CITY OF CORAL GABLES

2 MS. KEON: Right. Is it going te be 2 MR. BEHAR: I'1il second the motion.

3 changed to be edge of pavement? 3 THE CHAIRMAR: The motion is scconded.

4 MS. SALAZAR-BLANCO: Staff doesn’'t have 2 q ¥R, FLANAGAN: And I think that makes

5 problemn if we change it to edge of pavement. ¥We ] sense.

6 just wanted teo be consistent with the County, 6 THE CHAIRMAN: Is there any discussion on

7 and if -— if the Board recommends to -- for it 7 this or guestions on this? He discussions orx

8 to go to the edge of pavement, we're okay with 8 questions, we'll call the roll.

9 that. sraff is okay te do it at edge of G M5, MEHENDEZ: Jeff Flanagan?
ic6 pavemant . j1] MR. FLANRGAN: Yes.

11 Tt's a -- I understand vwhere you're coming j3 % MS. MENENDEZ: Pat Keon?
12 from, and it's -~ it's a licttle bit less 12 M3, KEQN: Yes.
13 restrictive, but -- 13 M5, MEMENDEZ: Javier Salman?
4 MR. BEHAR: Hell -- 14 M5. SALMAN: Yes.
5 5. SALAZAR-BLAMCO: ~~ weg were just trying 15 #5. MENENDEZ: Eibi Aizenztat?
16 te be consistent with the County standards, but 16 ¥MS. AIZENSTAT: TYes.
17 if the Board recommends Ecx it to be at the edge 17 ¥S. MEWENDEZ: Robert Behar?
is of pavement, that's fine. i MR. BEHAR: Yes.
i9 THE CHAIRMAN: Well, would someone like to 19 MS. MENERDEZ: Jack Coe?
20 make a metion to medify it, and approve as 0 MR. COE: Yas.
21 modified, we could discuss that motion, too? 21 M5. MENENDEZ: Tom Korge?
22 MR. FLANAGAN: Okay. 1'1l1 make a motion to 22 MR, CHAIRMAN: Yes.
23 approve the regquest as modified, such that the 23 MR. HERRAN: There¢ is one thing within the
24 site visibility triangle, with ten-foot legs, be 24 text amendment that I did net get to address,
25 from edge of sidewalk, if one exists, and where 8 Item D.
VA RN I ——
35 36

1 THE CHAIRMAN: Are we talking about the one H structures, that there is no way for them to

2 we jusit voted on? 2 conform to these reguirements, unless it was

3 MR. HERRAN: Yes. 3 rorn down.

4 MR- COE: The one we just wored -- do you 4 MR, AIZENSTAT: The structure itself,

5 want us Lo rescind our vete? 5 you're talking about?

[ MR, HERRAMN: It's just a minor amendment Lo [ MR. HERRAN: The structure itself.

7 Item D, just a change in the language. 7 MR. AIZENSTAT: So the actual house is

] THE CHAIRMAN: Okay. B built all the way up to the property line?

9 MR. HERRAN: Item D, right now, in the =} ME. HERRAN: This is in cases For -- mostly
i0 second line, reads "Zoning Director may approve 16 for uwrban areas, in the commercial, commercial
i1 the use of convex mirrors." 11 limited and industrial arcas, wheore you have a
12 He would like to change that s¢ it reads, 12 lot of properxties that go right te the edge of
13 "Zening Director may approve and/or require the 33 the property line.

14 use of convex mixrors," and this is for cases 14 MR. AIZERSTAT: <Can yon give me an ezample

15 where a Code Enforcement Officer cites 2 15 where?

16 property that has no visibility or very poer 16 MR. HERRAN: For example, right across the

17 visibility, and this would allow the Building & 17 street, we ~- we have zn alley vwhere the Keyes

18 Zoning Directer te require that property owner 18 building is -~

19 to install convex mirrors. 19 MR. ATZENSTAT: Right.

20 MR. AIZENSTAT: Well, if -- if you cite a 20 MR, HERRAN: -~ and that alley -- both --

21 property that has no wvisibility, are yvou saying, 21 woth of those structures ge to the property lane

2z "Put up a mirrtoer and you're okay to leave it 22 and there's no visibility right there.

23 there?®™ 23 MR. FLANAGAH: And then, Eibi, I thirk the

24 M&. HERRAN: WHell, there -~ there are a ot 24 Black's —-- I think it's Black's Copy building

25 of existing conditions, non-conforming 25 now, on Ponce, comes right up te that -- right
T L B
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up the sidewalk and corner.
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MR. HERRAN: Well, the wall probably was

2 MR, BEHAR: IYn the commercial sitypation, I 2 permitted. So if it was permitted, it’s a non

3 den't have a problem. I -+~ I mean, that doesn't 3 == it would be a non-conforming --

4 happen in the residential -- q MRE. AYZENSTAT: But then wouldn't --

MR. CCE: No. wouldn't the wall bhave -- should net have been

6 MR. BEHAR: -~ neighborhood, right? (3 permitted, because of the visibility triangle -~

7 MR. HERRAR: T can’t think of any cases, 7 HMR. HERRAN: It could have heen that it was

8 wWell, actually that's not truc. There are cases g permitted when this requirement was different.

3 in residential properties where you have, fer 9 HR. COE: 1It's grandfathered in.

10 ¢nample, a driveway that abuts up against 0 MR. HERRAN: Correct, grandfathered in.
1L somebody else's property, where they have an il MR. RIZENSTAT: How 0ld would rthat have te
12 enisting four-foot wall or five-foot wail., 35o 12 e, to be grandfatheped?
13 in that case, that would ohstrect the reguired 13 ME. REHAR: It doesa't mattep --
4 triangle. 14 MR, FLANAGAN: Exzisting non-conforming.
15 MR. AXZENSTAT: Yesh, but if that's the 15 MR. BEHAR: =~ if you get approved.
16 casze, then that wall -- you're saying, you don't 16 MR. HERRAN: Existing non~conforming.
7 have to lewer that wall, you can just put a 17 MR, AIZENSTAT: I mean, the reasen I'm
g mirror there? 18 asking is. because if vou've got people with
19 Mik. HERRAN: This is a —— the adjacent 19 hedges and you're making them cut it down, hug
2 property oWwner's wall. 20 you've got somebody that has a wall and they can
21 MR, AIZENSTAT: Right. But the adjacent 21 put a mirrer, so can the person that has a hedge
22 property owner has a wall that's high, that 2z not cut it down, and put 2 mirgor, 1f that's
a3 obstructs the triangle, what you're saying is 23 what they want to do?
24 they can put up a mircer and net have to reduce 24 I mean, I1'm asking, because of that
25 that wall? 2% because when you fall into that, what's --
T R
39 40

1 THE CHAIRMAN: Mell, it's up -~ that's up 1 MR. BEHAR: ®Well, that -- come on, Jack

2 to the Zoning Directer to decide. Z don't -~ that's nonsense.

3 5. SALAZAR-BLANCO: Thart's correct. 3 THE CHAIRMAM: By inserting the words “or

4 MR. AIZENSTAT: Okay. 4 required"” after "approve," we're giving the

S M5. SALAZAR-BLANCO: That's up to the 5 Zeoning Directsr the authority te force the uze

& Building & Zoning Ditector. 1 of -~ of the convex mirrors. then, even if the

7 MR. COE: It’s the Ltentative discussion -- 7 property owher does not want to use the convex

8 MS. SALAZAR-BLANCO: 1f the Building & 8 mirror.

e Zoning Birector sees that there's a legally @ The way it's writlten now, as I understand
10 non-conforming structure or if there's issues 10 it, the deoning Director could approve the use of
i 33 that for no reason, nothing can be done about 11 it, but couldn't force them to use it if they
32 the triangle of wisibkbility, then, at that time, 12 didn't want to. So the only way they -- I
13 he may reguire or approve a mirror there. 13 guess, the Zoning Director would be able to
14 MR, BEHAR: I would hate to see mirrors 14 force them otherwise, would be to tell them
15 all, you know, around. 15 "Tear down the structure or the shrub" or
1% MR. AIZENSTAT: Yeah, me, too. 16 whatever and if they then said, "We don't want
17 Just I'd hate to see mirrors going around 17 to do that," well, your alternative is teo -~ to
18 in the area. That's my only -— 18 put the mirror, but now we can just go in and
1g MR. BEHAR: That's my problem, you know, 19 say, “In lieu of that reguirement of tearing
20 these mirrors. 20 down the strzucture,” you just go in and say,

21 MR. AXZENSTAT: I agree. 21 "I'm not going Lo require you to teat down the
22 MS. KECN: T agree. 22 structure, I'm going te require you to put up
23 THE CHAIRMAN: Well, by inserting regquired 23 the mirrer."

24 or -- zfter -- 24 Se it's a slight difference in the way that
25 {simultanecus speaking.} 25 -~ it gives a little bit more authority to the
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2Zoning Director to decide how to solve the
problem.

MR. COE: 1Is that a good idea, so much
discretion?

THE CHAIRMAN; I don't know, that it's that
bad an idea. I'm just pointing out the --

MR. COE: I'm just saying, is that a good
idea, to give the Zoning Director that much
discretion?

THE CHAIRMAN: I don't know that it's a lot
mofe discretion, to be candid with you.

MS. SALAZAR-BLANCO: Well, if the Building
& Zoning Director decides that it's required,
and they don't feel that it's required, they can
always appeal that to the Board of Adjustment --
appeal that decision to the Board of Adjustment

MR. FLANAGAN: But in the case of a wall or
a building -- I mean, if it's there, and it was
permitted, then it's a legal non-conforming use
and you can't make them chop it down. And so --
and we all -- I don't think we like the idea of
the mirrors.

MS. SALAZAR-BLANCO: This is really more
for legal non-conforming structures than

anything, any existing buildings or anything
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like that.
THE CHAIRMAN: Right. So then =~ then it
does become -- it becomes material, the change

in the discretion, because the Zoning Director
could then force something that otherwise the
Zoning Director couldn't -- couldn't force, an
that's basically it.

MR. COE: Uh=huh. Uh-huh. Uh-huh.

THE CHAIRMAN: So, I mean, really it's a
question of whether we think the Zoning Direct
should have that power and it's a -- really, a
life safety issue. That's the reason that he
would do that.

Any thoughts?

MR. BEHAR: I don't have a problem with
the -- you know, the Building Director having
that authority to do that, absolutely.

THE CHAIRMAN: 1Is there a motion to amend
that Paragraph D?

MR. SALMAN: So moved.
MS. KEON: 1I'll second.
THE CHAIRMAN: There's a motion and a
second. Is there any further discussion on

that?

Let's call the roll on that motion, please.
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MR. FLANAGAN: What was the motion on that
Paragraph D?

THE CHAIRMAN: The motion on Paragraph D
would be to insert, also, after "approve," the
words "or require," so that it would read,
"The -~ the Zoning Director may approve or
reguire the use of convex mirrors."

MR. COE: Are we calling the roll?
THE CHAIRMAN: Would you call the roll,
please?

MS. MENENDEZ: Pat Keon?
MS. KEON: Yes. Yes.
MsS. MENENDEZ: Javier Salman?
MR. SALMAN: Yes.
MS. MENENDEZ: Eibi Aizenstat?
MR. AIZENSTAT: Yes.

MS. MENENDEZ: Robert Behar?
MR. BEHAR: Yeah.
MS, MENENDEZ: Jack Coe?
MR. COE: Yes.
MS. MENENDEZ: Jeff Flanagan?
MR. FLANAGAN: Yes.

MS. MENENDEZ: Tom Korge?
THE CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR. COE: Are there any more paragraphs
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that we have to discuss?

MR. HERRAN: We're done. Thank you.

The next amendment is to update the title

of Zoning Administrator to its curreny title,
which is Zoning Official, and that!,
with other titles in the Building’ & Zoning
Department, such as Building ficial.
THE CHAIRMAN: Any discyssion or questions
or motions for this?

MR. AIZENSTAT: that include a pay
raise?

MR. FLANAGAN: So moved.
Second.
There's a motion, and a
Any discussion on this?
Please.
MS. MENENDEZ: Javier Salman?
MR. SALMAN: Yes,
MS. MENENDEZ: Eibi Aizenstat?
MR. AIZENSTAT: Yes.
MS. MENENDEZ: Robert Behar?
MR. BEHAR: Yes.
MS. MEMENDEZ: Jack Coe?

MR, COE: Yes.
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