
 
 MINUTES OF THE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD                     

PUBLIC HEARING/REGULAR MEETING 
 

CITY OF DELRAY BEACH 
DELRAY BEACH, FLORIDA 

 
MEETING DATE: October 17, 2011 
 
LOCATION: CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Mark Krall, Cary Glickstein, Craig Spodak, Al Jacquet, Clifford 

Durden, Connor Lynch, and Gerry Franciosa 
  
MEMBERS ABSENT:    
  
STAFF PRESENT: Mark McDonnell, Brian Shutt, and Denise Valek 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER: 
 

 The meeting was called to order by Chairman Glickstein at 6:05 p.m. Upon roll call it was 
determined that a quorum was present.  

 
 II.   MINUTES 

 
Motion made by Mr. Lynch, seconded by Mr. Franciosa and approved 7 to 0 to approve the 
Minutes of September 19, 2011 with the following revision: 
 
Item II. Election of Officers, Motion made by Mr. Lynch, seconded by Mr. Krall, and approved 
5 to 0 (Mr. Franciosa and Mr. Durden dissented) to nominate Mr. Glickstein as Chair.   
 

III. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:    None 
 
BOARD COMMENTS: 
 

IV. LAND USE ITEMS  
 
A. Final Subdivision Plat for Block 11, a proposed commercial development, located on the 

south side of SE 6th Street  between SE 5th Avenue (southbound Federal Highway) and 
SE 6th Avenue (northbound Federal Highway). Quasi-Judicial Hearing    
 
Ex-parte Communications: None 
 
Mr. McDonnell entered project file no. 2011-180 into the record. 
 
The item before the Board is that of approval of a preliminary plat and certification of a 
final plat for a 2.62 acre commercial development to be platted as Block 11. The subject 
property is located on the south side of SE 6th Street, between SE 5th Avenue 
(southbound Federal Highway) and SE 6th Avenue (northbound Federal Highway). 
 
The 2.62 acre subject property consists of five vacant parcels and an abandoned 
alleyway. The property consists of Lots 1, 2, and 4 thru 18 of Block 11 and was 
originally recorded in the “Osceola Park” Plat (Plat Book 3, Page 2) on January 17, 
1913. The property has a zoning designation of General Commercial (GC) and a 
General Commercial (GC) Future Land Use Map designation. 
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On April 13, 2011, the Site Plan Review and Appearance Board considered the Class V 
Site Plan, Landscape Plan, Architectural Elevations and three (3) waivers associated 
with the construction of a shopping center on the property. The Board approved two (2) 
of the waivers: stacking distance and sight visibility triangles, and postponed all other 
actions. 
 
On May 11, 2011 the Site Plan Review and Appearance Board approved the Class V 
Site Plan, Landscape Plan, Architectural Elevations and a waiver to the recycling 
enclosure located within the 10’ landscape buffer. One of the conditions of approval was 
that the property be platted. The plat is now before the Planning and Zoning Board for 
action. 
 
Review by Others: 
 
The Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) review is not required for plat approval; 
however, the CRA reviewed the proposed site plan for Block 11 and recommended 
approval at its meeting of February 10, 2011. 
 
Courtesy Notices: 
 
Courtesy notices have been provided to the following groups and neighborhood 
associations:  
 Neighborhood Advisory Council 
 Delray Citizen’s Coalition 
 
Public Comments:  None 
 
Mr. Franciosa inquired in regard to the traffic study were there two or three lanes.  Mr. 
McDonnell advised there are two lanes in each direction.  Mr. Franciosa asked if the 
traffic study was based on two lanes.  Mr. McDonnell advised he was not certain. 
 
Will the project ingress/egress on the side streets.  Mr. McDonnell advised access 
points on 6th Street loading area for the retail in the northwest corner.  The drive through 
lines will be divided out to 7th Street instead of Federal Highway.   
 
Mr. Jacquet inquired in regard to the April 13th SPRAB meeting why is the stacking 
distance and sight visibility triangle good for this project?  Mr. McDonnell advised that 
decision has already been made.  My recollection is because Federal Highway moves 
in one direction it was reduced where it was not needed.  The stacking distance was 
supported because we have multiple access points.  We have a distribution of traffic 
throughout the property. It was tabled because of the elevations. They wanted the 
applicant to rework the elevations.  It returned and was approved. 
 
Mr. Glickstein advised you are building the bank now and the in-line retail or is that 
being phased.  Mr. Hutchinson advised the retail will be Phase 1 and the bank will be 
Phase 2. 
 
Motion: 
  
Motion made by Mr. Krall, seconded by Mr. Jacquet, and approved 7 to 0 to move a 
recommendation of approval to the City Commission of the Preliminary Plat and 
certification of the Final Plat for Block 11, by adopting the findings of fact and law 
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contained in the staff report, and finding that the request is consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan and meets criteria set forth in Section 2.4.5(J) (Major 
Subdivisions), Section 3.2.3 (Standards for Site Plan and/or Plat Actions) and Section 
3.1.1 (Required Findings for Land Use and Land Development Applications) of the Land 
Development Regulations, subject to the following condition: 
 
1. That all comments under the “Technical Items” section (Appendix “B”) of the report 

be addressed prior to scheduling the plat for City Commission action. 
 

V.  PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 
 

A. Conditional use request to allow within the Mixed Residential, Office and Commercial 
(MROC) zoning district, the construction of a drive-thru lane for the Delray Community 
Pharmacy, located at the southeast corner of Linton Boulevard and Congress Avenue. 
Quasi-Judicial Hearing          

 
Ex-parte Communications: 
 
Mr. Jacquet drove to the location and took a look around. 
 
Mr. McDonnell entered project file no. 2011-183 into the record. 
 
Mr. Shutt advised Item V.A. and V. B. will be combined if the applicant agrees.  The 
applicant agreed. 
 
Discussion and Comments regarding V. A. (Conditional Use) and V. B. (Master 
Development Plan _________________________   
 
Conditional Use: 
 
Mr. McDonnell advised the Conditional Use encompasses the drive-through feature, 
and the Master Development Plan encompasses everything else. 
 
The request is to demolish the existing use and establish a drive-thru pharmacy and 
retail facility that accommodates a proposed 3,599 sq. ft. pharmacy and (2) two retail 
bays consisting of 1,253 sq. ft. and 1,144 sq. ft.  The drive-thru lanes will be open seven 
days a week from 9:30am to 7:00pm which is consistent with the pharmacy open hours.   
There will be up to five (5) full-time employees available to work either at the pharmacy 
or the drive-thru lanes. There will be one (1) per diem driver and one (1) part-time 
pharmacist.  
 
Master Development Plan 
 
The development proposal also includes waivers to the following sections of the Land 
Development Regulations: 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(d), which requires that a 19.7’ landscape buffer 

be provided along the west perimeter of the parcel, adjacent to Congress Avenue. 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(1)(c), which requires that the maximum retail use 

allowed is 20%. 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(a), which requires that the minimum lot size is 3.0 

acres. 
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The site plan must be compatible and harmonious. The retail is more consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan in the southwest Congress Corridor.  Staff supports the waiver to 
20% and reduction of the lot area and additional relief to reduce the landscape buffer 
from 19.7 feet to 13 feet, 
 
Mr. Glickstein inquired regarding the applicant’s justification statement; I do not see it in 
my staff report. It was my recollection the applicant should be submitting one.  Mr. 
McDonnell advised the justification statements are in the Master Development Plan file. 
 
Applicant: 
 
Mr. Jeffrey Lynne, Weiner & Lynne, P.A. advised that a portion to the east of the site is 
part of the Arbors site. Mr. Jacquet inquired if that was the portion you wanted.  Mr. 
Lynne advised that code require that we attempt to aggregate parcels and reached out 
on several occasions and were unsuccessful. Once we did the price point was 
unreasonable.  I feel very good about this project from day one whey they came to us 
with their dream of Delray Community Pharmacy. We sat down with the Planning 
Director and we worked hand in hand.  The staff report came about with the applicant 
working hand in hand with staff.  The current owners have been operators of Linton 
Square Pharmacy since 1998 as a Delray Beach community pharmacy. The property is 
currently used as Goodman’s Auto Service Center and Towing.  On the northeast 
corner there is a cell phone shop, and on the southwest corner there is a Shell gas 
station.  The redevelopment of that corner would be a catalyst on Congress Avenue.   
 
The pharmacy drive thru will be in the rear and you will not see it from Linton Boulevard 
or Congress Avenue.  The automobiles will come up off Congress Avenue.   
 
The waiver has to do with the landscaping on the western side of the property.  We are 
anticipating a lot of people will be walking up from the store and trampling the 
landscaping.  The ramp is ADA approved.  We designed a short walkway in the front to 
avoid damage to landscaping.  The LDRs allow paving in a landscape buffer.  This has 
the effect of reducing the buffers.  There are two retail bays which will house a 
Starbucks, Dunkin Donuts, Federal Express or something similar.  
 
The property contains .0827 acres.  The code allows for a waiver of the 3 acre 
minimum.  Foot traffic is going to be a catalyst.   
 
The retail component will be 3,000 plus sq. ft. of retail space.  We spoke with staff and 
they agreed.   
 
We are requesting your approval of the Conditional Use and Master Plan. 
 
Public Comments: 
 
Mr. Dan Burns, property owner on Linton Boulevard, thanked everyone for the time that 
was spent on this project, and congratulated them for their dream which will improve the 
corner and will be an asset.  What can or cannot be in the retail portion?  Mr. Glickstein 
advised the LDRs would control what is allowed.  Mr. Burns asked if a convenience 
store would be allowed.  Mr. Glickstein advised they would have to look at the code.  
Mr. Burns advised he would be concerned with a convenience store going in.   
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Mr. James Knight, 10 SE 1st Avenue, advised that it is nice to see a mom and pop 
operation that has been around for 15 years.  We would like to have a tenant 
complimentary to the area.  Thank you for your time and we look forward to moving this 
project forward. 
 
Board Discussion: 
 
Mr. Durden inquired based on the parking area what is going to go into the two areas is 
the parking sufficient.  Mr. McDonnell advised the parking is sufficient for retail.  If they 
were to come in for a restaurant we would have to look at the parking.  They are 
providing twenty-seven spaces.  Mr. Durden inquired if Dunkin Donuts or Starbucks 
came in it would create quite a bit of traffic in the morning.  Would it cause a problem 
with the parking?  Mr. McDonnell advised if they were to propose a restaurant we would 
require a Class III Site Plan review.  Mr. Durden inquired if the landscaping created a 
safety issue.  Mr. McDonnell advised no it does not. 
 
Mr. Jacquet advised in regard to waiver No. 3 he needs to feel more comfortable with 
the acreage being deficient.  Are we giving this waiver based on the fact that there is an 
attempt to aggregate the properties?   
 
Mr. McDonnell advised it is not uncommon for waivers against lot size requirements to 
be waived when there is a good effort to help reach the minimum lot size.  We have 
gone through this before.  The applicant will provide letters or have the person they 
affect come to the meeting.    
 
Mr. McDonnell advised in the staff report there were efforts made to meet with the 
adjacent homeowners.  We typically require some level of documentation. 
 
Mr. Lynch advised if this was just a commercial property (MROC) is 3.0 acres required.   
Mr. McDonnell advised the 3 acre minimum is an MROC district requirement.  
 
Mr. Lynch advised they would have wanted this to be retail, commercial office space, 
residential, or mixed use.  I don’t know if it would be realistic on this corner. 
 
Mr. Lynne advised the City Commission already said that it would not be feasible to 
aggregate.  Mr. Jim Knight was involved and personally attempted to inquire of the 
adjacent property owners to aggregate the uses or to enter into a form of reciprocal 
easement agreement.  He did not receive any responses.   
 
Mr. Glickstein advised he agreed with Mr. Burns that it is great to see a local business 
with such commitment and take it to the level they have.  This is a great improvement to 
the area.   
 
Mr. Jacquet advised he agrees that this is a great improvement for that intersection.  I 
believe in promoting mom and pop stores.  I do have a concern with the foot traffic.  The 
property on the northeast corner where Winn Dixie was is a very dangerous 
intersection.  I am concerned about this property.  That is something we need to keep in 
mind. 
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Conditional Use: 
 
The subject property is 0.827 acres and contains a 4,830 sq. ft. automotive repair and 
service center and associated on-site parking. The structure as built in 1980. The parcel 
has a Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of Congress Avenue Mixed Use 
(CMU) and a zoning designation of Mixed Residential Office and Commercial (MROC).   
 
The request is to demolish the existing use and establish a drive-thru pharmacy and 
retail facility that accommodates a proposed 3,599 sq. ft. pharmacy and (2) two retail 
bays consisting of 1,253 sq. ft. and 1,144 sq. ft.  The drive-thru lanes will be open seven 
days a week from 9:30am to 7:00pm which is consistent with the pharmacy open hours.   
There will be up to five (5) full-time employees available to work either at the pharmacy 
or the drive-thru lanes.  There will be one (1) per diem driver and one (1) part-time 
pharmacist.   
 
Review by Others: 
 
The development proposal is not located within a geographical area requiring review by 
the CRA (Community Redevelopment Agency) or the DDA (Downtown Development 
Authority).   

 
Courtesy Notices: 

 
Courtesy notices have been sent to the following homeowner’s and/or civic associations: 

 

 Neighborhood Advisory Council   Delray Estates 
 Delray Citizens Coalition   Spring Harbor 

 
Public Notices: 

 
Formal public notice has been provided to property owners within a 500' radius of the 
subject property.   
 
Motion: 
  
Motion made by Mr. Lynch, seconded by Mr. Durden, and approved 7 to 0 to move to 
recommend approval to the City Commission for a Conditional Use to allow drive-thru 
lanes for Delray Community Pharmacy, by adopting the findings of fact and law 
contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval thereof is 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and meets criteria set forth in Section 
2.4.5(E)(5), and Chapter 3 of the Land Development Regulations, subject to the 
following condition: 
 
1. The “lot coverage” variable shall be revised to indicate the actual 59.6% proposed 

per the code definition, not the building footprint (16.6%). 
 

B. Master Development Plan for Delray Community Pharmacy associated with the demolition 
of the Goodman Automotive Care facility and construction of a 5,996 sq. ft. multiple tenant 
retail building that includes a 3,599 sq. ft. pharmacy with a drive-thru lane and two retail 
bays consisting of 1,253 sq. ft. and 1,144 sq. ft. Quasi-Judicial Hearing    

 
Mr. McDonnell entered project file no. 2011-197 into the record. 
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The subject property is 0.827 acres and contains a 4,830 sq. ft. automotive repair and 
service center and associated on-site parking.  The structure as built in 1980.  The parcel 
has a Future Land Use Map (FLUM) designation of Congress Avenue Mixed Use (CMU) 
and a zoning designation of Mixed Residential Office and Commercial (MROC).   
 
The development proposal consists of the following: 

 
 Demolition of the existing building and site improvements associated with the 

Goodman Automotive Care use; 
 Construction of a 5,996 sq. ft. retail building which includes a 3,599 sq. ft. pharmacy 

with drive-thru lanes and two retail bays consisting of 1,253 sq. ft. and 1,144 sq. ft.  
 

The development proposal also includes waivers to the following sections of the Land 
Development Regulations: 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(d), which requires that a 19.7’ landscape buffer be 

provided along the west perimeter of the parcel, adjacent to Congress Avenue. 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(1)(c), which requires that the maximum retail use 

allowed is 20%. 
 Relief to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(a), which requires that the minimum lot size is 3.0 

acres. 
 
Review by Others: 

 
The development proposal is not within a geographical area requiring review by the 
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) or the Downtown Development Authority 
(DDA). 

 
Site Plan Review and Appearance Board (SPRAB): 

 
If the Master Development Plan is approved, associate subsequent site plan approvals will 
need to be considered and must be consistent with the overall Master Plan.  Final action 
on the site plans will rest with the SPRAB.  The site plan will need to accommodate any 
concerns raised through the Master Development Plan, required findings of LDR Section 
3.2.3 (Site Plan Actions) and address the listed conditions of approval.  

 
Courtesy Notices: 

Courtesy notices have been provided to the following homeowner's associations and/or 
civic groups: 

 Neighborhood Advisory Council   Delray Estates 
 Delray Citizens Coalition   Spring Harbor 

 
Public Notices: 
 
For Master Development Plan proposals within the MROC (Mixed Residential Office 
and Commercial) District, formal public notices are not required 
 
By Separate Motions: 
  
Perimeter Landscape Buffer Encroachment Waiver: 
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Motion made by Mr. Lynch, seconded by Mr. Krall, and approved 7 to 0 to approve a 
waiver to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(d), which requires a minimum perimeter landscape 
buffer 19.7’ along Congress Avenue for Delray Community Pharmacy located within the 
MROC (Mixed Residential, Office and Commercial) zoning district, allowing a reduction to 
13.0’ to accommodate a brick paver pedestrian walkway, based upon the positive findings 
to LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5). 

 
Minimum Lot Size Waiver:   

 
Motion made by Mr. Jacquet, seconded by Mr. Durden, and approved 7 to 0 to approve a 
waiver to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(2)(a), which requires a minimum lot size of 3.0 acres for 
developments  located within the MROC (Mixed Residential, Office and Commercial) 
zoning district, allowing a reduction to 0.83 acres based upon the positive findings to LDR 
Section 2.4.7(B)(5). 

 
Maximum Retail Use Allocation Waiver: 

 
Motion made by Mr. Durden, seconded by Mr. Jacquet, and approved 7 to 0 to approve a 
waiver to LDR Section 4.4.29(G)(1)(c), which requires a maximum of 20% retail use within 
the MROC (Mixed Residential, Office and Commercial) zoning district, allowing an 
increase to 100% retail use based upon the positive findings to LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5). 

 
Master Plan: 

 
Motion made by Mr. Jacquet, seconded by Mr. Lynch, and approved 7 to 0 to approve the 
Master Development Plan for Delray Community Pharmacy, by adopting the findings of 
fact and law contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval thereof 
is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and meets criteria set forth in Section 
2.4.5(F)(5) and Chapter 3 (Performance Standards) of the Land Development regulations, 
subject to the following conditions: 

 
1. The “lot coverage” variable shall be revised to indicate the actual 59.6% proposed per 

the code definition, not the building footprint (16.6%). 
2. Future establishment of a restaurant in either Bay 1 or 2 shall require a subsequent 

Class III site plan modification application and the required parking for the entire site 
will be reassessed. 

3. A bike rack detail shall be added to the site plan and/or master plan sheet. 
4. Clarify and modify the plans to reflect existing and/or proposed bus shelter locations or 

provide an equivalent fee which is to be finalized during site plan approval. 
 

C. City initiated amendment to the Land Development Regulations Section 4.6.9(E) (3) “In-
Lieu Fee” to clarify that the maximum percentage of in-lieu spaces applies only to new 
developments and the expansion of existing developments.     

 

Mr. McDonnell entered the project file into the record. 
 

On August 2, 2011, the City Commission adopted Ordinance No. 21-11.  The ordinance 
limited to 30% the number of required parking that could be satisfied via the purchase of 
spaces in-lieu of actually providing them. This maximum percentage was a 
recommendation in the City’s Parking Management Plan, but was not specific with 
respect to which of the various in-lieu option scenarios it should apply to. After 
ordinance adoption, it became apparent that this application should not apply to 
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conversion of existing space as in most cases these conversions would exceed the 
30% maximum (unless there was a surplus of parking spaces). 
 
Since the ordinance adoption, two separate in-lieu of parking requests were presented 
to the City Commission.  These requests involved the properties at 9 NE 2nd Avenue 
and 5 SE 2nd Avenue, and both required waivers to the newly established 30% 
maximum. 
 
However, as the new modifications to the in-lieu program, established in Ordinance No. 
21-11, significantly expanded its application to include new development maximum 
percentage for certain in-lieu fee applications is still appropriate.  This ordinance will 
clarify that this 30% maximum will apply to in-lieu requests involving new development 
or expansion of existing uses. 
 
Review by Others: 
 
The Downtown Development Authority (DDA) reviewed the item at their October 10, 2011 
meeting and recommended approval. 

 
The West Atlantic Redevelopment Coalition (WARC) reviewed the item at their October 
11, 2011 meeting and recommended approval. 

 
The Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) reviewed the item at their October 13, 
2011 meeting and recommended approval. 
 
The Parking Management Advisory Board (PMAB) will review the item at their October 25, 
2011 meeting and their recommendation will be reported at second reading. 
 
Courtesy Notices  

 
Courtesy notices were provided to the following homeowner and civic associations: 
 Neighborhood Advisory Council 
 Delray Citizen’s Coalition 

 
Mr. Durden inquired if the conversion means the operation is taking place within the 
building.  Mr. McDonnell advised it is only converting use within an existing space.   
There is no cap on that – you can ask above 30%. 
 
Mr. Jacquet advised for clarification regarding the expansion of existing uses.  Mr. 
McDonnell advised if you have an existing structure where you are operating an office 
building and you want to expand the use open up floor space and you start serving 
pizza within the envelope this becomes a change of use.   
 
Mr. Lynch advised it was poorly written and confusing.  Is it specific to these two uses – 
does not apply.  Mr. McDonnell advised we can work on that before it goes to City 
Commission.  Mr. Shutt advised we can work on that.  We are improving the intent and 
wording.  
 
Public Comments:  None 
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Motion: 
  
Motion made by Mr. Jacquet, seconded by Mr. Krall, and approved 7 to 0 to 
recommend approval of the amendment to Land Development Regulations, by 
Amending Section 4.6.9, “Off-Street Parking Regulations”, Subsection 4.6.9(E)(3), “In-
Lieu Fee”, To Clarify That The 30% Maximum Percentage of In-Lieu Spaces Applies To 
New Development And Expansion Of Existing Developments, by adopting the findings 
of fact and law contained in the staff report, and finding that the text amendment and 
approval thereof is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and meets the criteria set 
forth in LDR Section 2.4.5(M). 
 

D. City-initiated amendment to the Land Development Regulations (LDR), by amending 
Section 2.4.6 (F) “Temporary Use Permit”, to clarify the approval authority for uses under 
a Tent.             

 
Mr. McDonnell entered the project file into the record. 
 
Temporary Use Permits are currently required for a list of uses included in Section 2.4.6 
(F) of the LDRs, among which include Uses Under a Tent.  Specific uses that are 
allowed under a temporary tent must currently be approved by the City Commission.  
The allowed uses include: the sale of seasonal items, such as Christmas trees that 
provide for a less hazardous product when protected from the sun; and assembly 
occupancies to protect the public from the elements.  The use of tents for retail sales or 
other commercial use is prohibited, except as otherwise permitted in this Section. .   
This ordinance adds the Chief Building Official as a granting authority to approve 
Temporary Use Permits for uses under a tent including seasonal items. Further, other 
than seasonal sales, uses for assembly purposes are limited to a maximum of 7 days. 
This can be approved for up to 3 days by the Chief Building Official.  Request for more 
than 3 days up to a maximum of 7 days requires City Commission approval. 
 
Courtesy Notice: 
 
Courtesy notices were provided to the following homeowner and civic associations: 
 Neighborhood Advisory Council 
 Delray Citizen’s Coalition 
 
Board Discussion: 

 
Mr. Lynch asked for an example of what would be 3 days.  Mr. Shutt advised a special 
event or if a church is doing something and they want to put a tent up.  Old School 
Square is exempt from certain things. 
 
Public Comments:  None 
 
Motion: 
  
Motion made by Mr. Krall, seconded by Dr. Spodak, and approved 7 to 0 to 
rrecommend approval of the amendment to Land Development Regulations, Section 
2.4.6 (F) “Temporary Use Permit”, to Clarify the Approval Authority for Temporary and 
Seasonal Uses Under a Tent, by adopting the findings of fact and law contained in the 
staff report, and finding that the text amendment and approval thereof is consistent with 
the Comprehensive Plan and meets the criteria set forth in LDR Section 2.4.5(M). 
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VI. REPORTS AND COMMENTS: 
 

A. Board Members 
 
Parking Management Advisory Board (PMAB) 
 
Mr. Krall advised at the next meeting I think we are going to see some progress with regard 
to the Parking Management Plan.  When I have something of substance I will make a 
presentation. 
 
Board Comments: 
 
Mr. Lynch advised in regard to his e-mail to Mr. Dorling last month, that he encountered him 
at a City Commission meeting.  Mr. Dorling said basically there is no way we can notify 
everybody along the tour route that it would be too much to put on the applicant. If you can’t 
notify everybody, the notice could include criteria that make it specific enough.  In regard to 
the Segways, they (BPOA) were notified it was coming in for a request, but the notice did 
not show the tour route.  In this situation there was a good chance that citizens would come 
to the Board after the fact.  I would hate to see that happen in other neighborhoods in Delray 
Beach.  
 
Mr. Glickstein requested this information passed on to Mr. Dorling and that the Board is 
expecting a response to all the items in that e-mail.  Mr. Glickstein felt that if somebody took 
the time to write the e-mail to Mr. Dorling, that something other than a verbal statement is 
expected.  Mr. Glickstein requested that Mr. McDonnell convey this to Mr. Dorling. 
 
Ethics Commission: 
 
Mr. Shutt advised because of the new Commission on Ethics any Board members who are 
vendors of the City must disclose that fact.  It is all about transparency.  In regard to Mr. 
Lynch, Plastridge Agency (a vendor of the City), this Board has nothing to do with Mr. 
Lynch’s company or the work that he performs. 
 

B. Staff 
 

Meeting Dates for November 
 
City Commission Meetings 
 
Tuesday, November 1, 2011, City Commission Regular Meeting, 6:00 p.m., City Commission 
Chambers 
 
Tuesday, November 15, 2011, City Commission Regular Meeting, 6:00 p.m., City Commission 
Chambers 
 
Planning and Zoning Board Meeting 
 
Monday, November 21, 2011, Planning and Zoning Board Regular Meeting, 6:00 p.m., City 
Commission Chambers:                    _____            
 

1. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Appendix “A” Definitions modifying the 
definition of restaurants. 
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2. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Appendix “A” Definitions to add a 
definition for deli. 

3. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations to define the spatial arrangement of 
uses in mixed-use developments.  

4. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations regarding the undergrounding of utilities. 

5. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Section 4.4.13 “Central Business 
District” pertaining to assisted living facilities. 

6. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Section 4.5.1 “Historic Preservation 
Sites and Districts” 

7. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Section 4.6.9 “General Commercial” 
pertaining to corrective references pertaining to the Four Corners Overlay Area. 

8. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations Section 4.4.13 “Central Business 
District” pertaining to the parking requirement for offices  

 

9. Amendment to the Land Development Regulations pertaining to bicycle parking 
requirements.  

10.  Amendment to the Land Development Regulations pertaining to “Simulated Gambling 
Devices” (Internet Cafes). 

 

VIII.   ADJOURN 
 

The meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m. 
 

The undersigned is the Secretary of the Planning and Zoning Board and the information provided 
herein is the Minutes of the meeting of said body for October 17, 2011 which was formally 
adopted and approved by the Board on November 21, 2011.  

 
 

Denise A. Valek   
Denise A. Valek, Executive Assistant 

 
 
 

If the Minutes that you have received are not completed as indicated above, then this means that these are not the 
official Minutes. They will become so after review and approval, which may involve some changes. 

 

 


