CITY OF FORT MYERS
PLANNING BOARD MEETING
(LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY)
MINUTES OF JANUARY 5, 2022, MEETING
The Planning Board of the City of Fort Myers, Florida, met in regular session at Oscar M.
Corbin, Jr. City Hall, 2200 Second Street, its regular meeting place in the City of Fort
Myers, Florida, on Wednesday, January 5, 2021, at 1:00 p.m.
CALL TO ORDER – Chair, Matthew Leger, called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m.
ROLL CALL
Monique John completed roll call.
Members Present
Clarisa Parodi
Mark Kautz
Matt Leger
William Keene
James Ink
Darlene Mitchell

Members Absent
Marcus Collins
Michael Carlino
Amy Barnwell
Mariah Bakke

Community Development Staff Present
Nicole DeVaughn, Planning Manager
Monique John, Senior Administrative Assistant
Taryn Thomas, Senior Planner
Other City Staff Present
Grant Alley, City Attorney
Anthony Palermo, Assistant Director
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Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America
PUBLIC INPUT – NON-PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS: None
ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR: Mr. Leger was nominated by Mr. Keene for
the Chair and Mr. Leger accepted the nomination. Mr. Ink seconded the nomination and
Mr. Leger was unanimously voted as the new Chair, 6-0.
Ms. Mitchell was nominated for the Vice Chair by Mr. Leger however declined the
nomination. Mr. Ink was nominated by Mr. Kautz for the Vice Chair and accepted the
nomination. Mr. Keene seconded the nomination and Mr. Ink was unanimously voted
as the Vice Chair 6-0.
Grant Alley, City Attorney, swore in all witnesses that proposed to speak at the hearing.
ITEM NO. 1 PUBLIC HEARING: CONSIDER A REQUEST TO REZONE 10.60 +/ACRES LOCATED AT 4650 FOWLER ST. & 4531/4541 S. CLEVELAND AVE. FROM
MULTIFAMILY (RM-16) TO COMMERCIAL INTENSIVE (CI). (WARD 5) (QUASIJUDICIAL)
EX PARTE COMMUNICATION: None
Nicole DeVaughn, Planning Manager, Planning Division, Community Development
Department, stated that staff findings were as follows:
Agenda Item #1: Consider a request to rezone 10.60 +/- acres located at 4650
Fowler Street & 4531/4541 S. Cleveland Avenue from Multifamily (RM-16) to
Commercial Intensive (CI). (Ward 5) (Quasi-Judicial)
1.

Application Information
Owner: Lee County
Agent: Amanda Martin, Johnson Engineering
Addresses: 4650 Fowler Street and 4531/4541 S. Cleveland Avenue, Fort
Myers, FL 33907
Location: North of N. Airport Road, east of S. Cleveland Avenue, and west
of Fowler Street.
Size: 10.60 acres, more or less
Folio No.: 10509810 & 10489423
Zoning: Multifamily (RM-16)
Future Land Use: Airport (A/P)
Request: To rezone a parcel of land from the Multifamily (RM-16) zoning
designation to the Commercial Intensive (CI) zoning designation.
Case Number: RZ21-0007

2.

Request

Amanda Martin, Johnson Engineering, representing Lee County, property owner,
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requests approval for the rezoning of 4650 Fowler Street and 4531/4541 S. Cleveland
Avenue, from Multifamily (RM-16) zoning designation to the Commercial Intensive (CI)
zoning designation. A site plan is not required for the rezoning application and is not
included.
3.

Staff Review

Planning staff reviewed the request and found it consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan. The Fire Marshall, and Engineering Division staff reviewed the rezoning request
and have no objections or comments.
Policy 1.12) Designate on the Future Land Use Map an Airport (A/P) district to
accommodate future growth at Page Field General Aviation Airport (Page Field). The
Airport district shall consist of those portions of Page Field lying within the City of Fort
Myers, as well as jurisdictional areas to the north of the Page Field property. The
purpose of the Airport district shall be to promote a mix of commercial, office and
industrial uses on and adjacent to Page Field, in accordance with Table 1-1, with
development intensities limited to a floor area ration of one (1 FAR).
The Airport district shall allow aviation and non-aviation uses at Page Field, as identified
in the Page Field Airport Master Plan and Airport Layout Plan. The Page Field Airport
Master Plan, Airport Layout Plan, and Cleveland Avenue Corridor Plan, as amended, are
hereby adopted into the City of Fort Myers Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, and
pursuant to Sec. 163.3177(6)(k), Florida Statutes, the City of Fort Myers shall consider
Page Field as exempt from the statutory requirements for Developments of Regional
Impact, Section 380.06, Florida Statutes.
Land uses and design standards for properties within the Airport district shall be
compatible with the airport operations at Page Field and in compliance with Section
333.03(3), F.S., to restrict incompatible uses, activities, or construction in runway clear
zones which are incompatible with normal airport operations or endanger public health,
safety, and welfare by resulting in congregations of people emissions of light or smoke,
or attraction of birds. The construction of an educational facility of a public or private
school at either end of a runway within an area which extends five (5) miles in a direct
line along the centerline of the runway is prohibited. All of the properties within the
Airport land use designation are located within the Page Field Airport Notification
Boundary, or within the 24-foot height above mean sea level restriction zone as shown
on Map C-3, Page Field Airspace Information Map. Development within the Airport
district shall comply with governing airport- and aviation-related regulations
established by the Federal Aviation Administration, Florida Department of
Transportation, Florida Statutes, and any other applicable regulations.
5.

Public Notice

A total of 17 public notice letters were sent to property owners within 300 feet of the
parcel. The property was posted with a sign alerting the general public about the case;
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an ad ran in the News-Press; and the case was posted in City Hall. All actions occurred
at least 10 days prior to the January 6, 2022, meeting.
6.

Recommended Action

Recommend approval of the request for rezoning the parcel of land located at 4650
Fowler Street and 4531/4541 S. Cleveland Avenue, consisting of 10.60 acres, more or
less, to the Commercial Intensive (CI) zoning designation consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code; and recommend approval to City
Council.
END STAFF REPORT
Amanda Martin, Planner for Johnson Engineering and applicant, gave a short
presentation to the board on the proposed agenda item.
DISCUSSION: Mr. Ink asked if the properties would remain under the Port Authority
jurisdiction. Ms. Martin advised that the properties would still be under the Port
Authority jurisdiction.
Mr. Keene asked if Commercial Intensive (CI) zoning district allowed for multi-family.
Nicole DeVaughn, Planning Manager, advised that CI zoning allows multifamily and
allows single family homes only through a Planned Unit Development (PUD). Mr. Keene
asked for clarification on if CI zoning would allow multi family. Ms. DeVaughn advised
that multi-family would is allowed in the zoning district, but the land would be further
restricted by the airport overlay. Ms. DeVaughn advised that the only other category
that the City of Fort Myers had that did not allow residential was Industrial zoned areas
and that the property could not be rezoned to Industrial because it would not be
compatible with the underlying Future Land Use. Mr. Keene stated his concerns were
for a conventional zoning versus a PUD process. Ms. DeVaughn advised that because of
the interlocal agreement with the Port Authority, the property would always require tall
structure review by the Port Authority. Mr. Keene stated that he agreed with the request
at hand, however, the reasoning for the approval of the rezoning should not be because
multi-family was not desired in the area. Mr. Keene advised that he wanted to clarify
that the reason for the rezoning was not to stop residential as the new zoning district
request allowed residential. Ms. DeVaughn advised that the rezoning was necessary as
the existing Multifamily (RM-16) zoning district allowed predominantly only residential
uses.
Mr. Alley asked for the minutes to reflect Mr. Keene’s comments with respect to multifamily in the event that there would need to be a zoning and progress to prevent
residential at the Page field airport should there be a developer who did want to build
multifamily therefore there would be the ability to enact regulation to prevent the
incompatible uses at the airport.
Mr. Keene stated that he did agree with the change done to the CI zoning which allowed
high density multifamily, however, he felt that the justification for the case at hand
should be that more than multifamily needed to be permitted and not that multi family
was not permitted.
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Ms. Martin stated that the Comprehensive Plan Table 1 only allowed for commercial,
office, and industrial uses and did not allow for residential uses. Mr. Keene asked for
clarification on if the table Ms. Martin was referring to was in the airport district. Ms.
Martin advised that was correct and that the table was specifically in reference to Page
field.
PUBLIC INPUT: None
MOTION: It was moved by Mr. Ink to find the request to rezone 10.60 +/- acres located
at 4650 Fowler St. & 4531/4541 S. Cleveland Ave. from Multifamily to Commercial
Intensive consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Land Development Code and
recommend approval to City Council with the condition that the minutes accurately
reflect Mr. Keene’s comments. Mr. Keene seconded the motion and the motion passed
unanimously 6-0.
ITEM NO. 2 PUBLIC HEARING: CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO THE FUTURE LAND
USE MAP TO CHANGE 7.5 +/- ACRES FROM RECREATION (REC) TO CORRIDOR
COMMERCIAL (C/C). (WARD 5) (QUASI-JUDICIAL)
EX PARTE COMMUNICATION: Mr. Ink stated his firm represents the applicant and
would recuse himself from the item.
Nicole DeVaughn, Planning Manager, Planning Division, Community Development
Department, stated that staff findings were as follows:
BEGIN STAFF REPORT
Agenda Item #2 - Consider a request for an amendment to the Future Land Use Map to
change 7.5 acres, more or less, from Recreation (REC) to Corridor Commercial (C/C)
Future Land Use designation. (Ward 5) (Quasi-Judicial)
1.

Application Information
Owner:
Agent:
Address:
Location:

Viorel Toader
Fred Drovdlic, AICP, Waldrop Engineering
10260 & 10500 Metro Parkway
South of Colonial Boulevard, east of Page Field Airport, and west
of Metro Parkway.
Size: 7.5 acres, more or less
Folio No.: 10255509 & 10255511
Zoning: Mixed Use and Recreation
Future Land Use: Corridor Commercial (C/C) & Recreation (REC)
Request: An amendment to the Future Land Use Map to remove the
Recreation designation and assign the Commercial Corridor
(C/C) Future Land Use designation to the entire properties.
Case Number: CPA21-0001
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2.

Request

Fred Drovdlic, AICP, of Waldrop Engineering representing Viorel Toader, the property
owner, is requesting to amend the Future Land Use Map to convert 7.5 acres, more or
less, located at 10260 and 10500 Metro Parkway from the Recreation (REC) to Corridor
Commercial (C/C) Future Land Use Category. A site plan is not required for the Future
Land Use Map Amendment application and is not included.
3.

Staff Review

Viorel Toader is requesting a Future Land Use Map Amendment for the 7.5 acres, more
or less, from the Recreation (REC) to Corridor Commercial (C/C) Future Land Use
Category on properties located at 10260 and 10500 Metro Parkway.
The Recreation designation was assigned to these properties when the Future Land Use
Map was established, when this area contained a large wetland. Over time, the wetland
has decreased in size and the applicant is requesting to remove the Recreation
designation and redesignate it as Corridor Commercial (C/C), like the remaining 28.58
acres, more or less of the adjoining land.

4.

Comprehensive Plan Compliance

The Fire Marshall, Public Works Department and Engineering Division staff reviewed
the request and have no objections or comments.
The Comprehensive Plan policies, the current action and standards that apply is Future
Land Use Element, Policy 1.6 for Corridor Commercial (C/C):
Policy 1.6) Corridor Commercial (C/C) contains areas located along, or in close
proximity, to existing commercial centers and corridors. Many of these areas are
included in redevelopment districts, as described in Action 3.2.3, and may have
additional requirements. This district is intended to accommodate more intensive
development; therefore, mixed use development incorporating neo-traditional and
transit-oriented development principles is encouraged. A maximum base density
established in the Land Development Regulations, not to exceed twenty-five dwelling
units per acre (25 du/acre), with a maximum bonus density of up to sixty dwelling units
per acre (60 du/acre) may be permitted through a process outlined in the City’s Land
Development Regulations. Criteria for bonus densities include, but are not limited to,
incorporating Leadership in Energy Efficient Design (LEED) standards, neo-traditional
and transit-oriented design principles, pedestrian connectivity, exceptional
architectural design, and other considerations. No new single-family development shall
be permitted. A Floor Area Ratio no higher than three (3 FAR) shall be used as an index
of intensity for non-residential development in this land use category.
Action 1.6.1) The Land Development Regulations shall provide design standards
to facilitate Transit Oriented Development (TOD) designs. Once incorporated into
the Land Development Regulations, this shall be a requirement for future
developments located within TOD areas, to achieve bonus densities.
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Standard 1.6.1.1) Single-family residential uses or platted lots existing or
permitted as of October 26, 2010, shall be grandfathered, and considered
legal non-conforming uses. New single-family residential lots, other than
bona fide caretaker residences, may be permitted through the Planned
Unit Development process as detailed in Policy 1.17.
Action 1.6.2) All new developments in this category must connect to a potable
water and sanitary sewer system.
5.

Public Notice

A total of 11 public notice letters were sent to property owners within 300 feet of the
parcel. The property was posted with a sign alerting the general public about the case;
an ad ran in the News-Press. All actions occurred at least 10 days prior to the
January 5, 2022, meeting.
6.

Recommended Action

Find the request to amend the Future Land Use Map to change 7.5 acres, more or less,
of land located at 10260 and 10500 Metro Parkway from the Recreation (REC) to the
Corridor Commercial (C/C) Future Land Use Category, consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code; and recommend approval to City
Council.
END STAFF REPORT
DISCUSSION: Fred Drovlic, representing the applicant, gave a small presentation to
the board explaining the request being made by the owner of 10260 & 10500 Metro
Parkway.
Ms. Parodi asked if the property had ever been suggested to be considered or on any list
as a city park.
Ms. DeVaughn stated that as far as staff was aware, the property had not been on any
parks lists and had been designated recreation when the future land use map had first
been created in which at the time there was no conservation future land use category.
Ms. Parodi stated that she was concerned that the prior applicant that had a request
for a property close to the airport had been told by the board to not create intensive
residential uses yet the board would possibly be allowing another applicant to create
heavy residential uses and commercial uses and taking the recreation component away
and the greenspace of a potential future park.
Mr. Keene asked if there was a pending rezoning application for the property. Ms.
DeVaughn advised that was correct. Mr. Keene asked if the City of Fort Myers had a
separate density limitation on wetlands such as a lower density allowed on parcels that
might be classified as wetlands. Ms. DeVaughn stated that was correct, if the parcel had
a future land use classification of Conservation. Mr. Keene asked for clarification if what
Ms. DeVaughn was saying was that a parcel with the future land use classification as
conservation reduced the allowed density. Ms. DeVaughn advised that was correct. Mr.
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Keene asked if it would be standard and consistent with the Land Development Code to
take a property that had a mapped wetland on it and change it to commercial zoning.
Ms. DeVaughn stated that it would need to be a regionally significant wetland. Mr. Keene
raised concern about the density being able to be reduced. Ms. DeVaughn stated that
under the future land use category of commercial corridor, the maximum attainable
density through a PUD would be 60 units an acre.
PUBLIC INPUT: None
MOTION: It was moved by Mr. Keene to find the request to Consider an amendment to
the Future Land Use Map to change 7.5 +/- acres located at 10260 and 10500 Metro
Parkway from Recreation (REC) to Corridor Commercial consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code and recommend approval to City
Council. The motion was seconded by Ms. Mitchell and unanimously approved 5-0-1,
Mr. Ink abstained.
ITEM NO. 3 PUBLIC HEARING: CONSIDER AN AMENDMENT TO LAND
DEVELOPMENT CODE CHAPTER 134 TRAFFIC CIRCULATION & PARKING LAND,
SECTION 134.2.25 SIDEWALKS.
EX PARTE COMMUNICATION: None
Grant Alley, City Attorney, spoke on the following changes to the Land Development
Code.
ORDINANCE NO. 3931
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FORT MYERS, FLORIDA,
AMENDING THE CITY CODE, SUB-PART B, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
AMENDING CHAPTER 134 TRAFFIC CIRCULATION AND PARKING, SECTION
134.2.25 SIDEWALKS/SIDEWALK RAMPS, SUBSECTIONS A AND D; PROVIDING
FOR EXEMPTIONS, PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.
SECTION 1: The City Code of the City of Fort Myers, Florida, Sub-Park B, Land
Development Code, Chapter 134 Traffic Circulation and Parking, Section 134.2.25
Sidewalks/Sidewalk Ramps, is hereby amended to read as follows:
134.2.25 Sidewalks/sidewalk ramps.
A. Except as stated under A (5) below, Sidewalks shall be required on each side
of the street in all developments and provide a connection to the access road,
including accessways in non-residential and multi-family developments, as
follows:
1.Sidewalks shall be a minimum of five-feet wide and separated from the back
of curb by a grassed area or planting strip a minimum of two feet in width.
Sidewalks that are constructed adjacent to the curb shall be a minimum
of six feet wide.
2.Control joints shall be placed at least every five feet.
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3.The sidewalk may be constructed adjacent to the individual lots at the
completion of the house construction, and prior to the certificate of
occupancy, to mitigate damage to sidewalks during the construction of the
development, and to ensure the construction of the sidewalks and
driveways at the same elevations. Sidewalks that are to be constructed on
a lot-by-lot basis prior to certificate of occupancy shall be clearly shown
on the construction plans.
4.Sidewalks shall be located within the right-of-way. F-type curb and gutter is
required when a sidewalk is less than five feet from pavement edge. Where
a curb is extended past a sidewalk, a sidewalk ramp meeting the latest
state design standards for public sidewalk ramps and the latest
Accessibility Code for Building Construction and the latest A.D.A.
Guidelines Rule 9B-7.0042 shall be installed on both sides of the street,
Illustration 134.2.25-1.
5. Single-family homes in established residential neighborhoods, where no
sidewalks exist or are planned, are exempt from the requirements of
section A.
B. Alternative standards for single-loaded streets. Where residential dwelling units
are constructed only on one side of the street ("single-loaded streets"), a fivefoot wide sidewalk is only required on the side of the street that abuts the
residential units. This alternative is only permitted where the entire street is
single-loaded and will not be permitted on segments of a street.
C. External sidewalks. All new developments and redevelopment projects must
provide sidewalks along the project frontage abutting public and private
roadways. These provisions apply for redevelopment projects that result in a
50 percent or greater increase in either gross floor area or the number of
residential dwelling units.
D. Waiver of requirement. Sidewalks will not be required where the public works
director, or his designee, determines that:
1.Their establishment would be contrary to public safety;
2.Other available means or factors suggest an absence of need.
A fund-in-lieu contribution of the equivalent cost of construction of the
sidewalk must be paid as a condition of approval of the waiver of requirement.
The amount of the funds shall be determined based on actual cost determined
by the applicant and approved by the public works director, or his designee. If
the public works director, or his designee, determines that a waiver from the
requirement to provide the sidewalk is appropriate, the applicant must submit
the appropriate fee-in-lieu contribution prior to issuance of any approval for
the project.
3. Single-family homes constructed on a street that does not currently
have an existing sidewalk and none is proposed are exempt from the fundin-lieu contribution.
E. Sidewalks shall be deemed unsafe when adjacent sections or portions of the
sidewalk protrude in excess of three-eighths inch above or below the next
section of sidewalk. These sections may consist of an entire slab or cracked
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and broken sections. Repairs or replacement shall be as directed by the public
works director, or his designee.
DISCUSSION: Mr. Leger asked if the amendment only pertained to existing homes in
developments. Mr. Alley advised that was correct and that it was single family homes
in established residential neighborhoods where sidewalks were not planned.
PUBLIC INPUT: None
MOTION: It was moved by Mr. Ink to find the proposed amendment to the Land
Development Code Chapter 134 Traffic Circulation & Parking consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code and recommend approval to City
Council, seconded by Ms. Parodi, and unanimously approved 6-0.
ITEM NO. 4 PRESENTATION: FLORIDA SUNSHINE LAW PRESENTED BY CITY
ATTORNEY GRANT ALLEY.
DISCUSSION: Mr. Keene asked regarding emails from the public, if disclosing ex parte
communication before the agenda item was presented was the correct procedure. Mr.
Alley advised that was permitted and correct as long as the board member that received
the email was not communicating back to the public about proposed agenda items.
Mr. Keene stated that some of the board members had clients that they serve that may
come before the board with their proposed requests.
Mr. Alley stated that in cases such as those where the board member may have an
affiliation with the applicant, the board member was required to vote unless there was
a conflict in which at that point the board member must fill out the conflict form and
return it to the recording secretary.
Mr. Keene asked if a board member was permitted to present an application to the board
or represent an applicant. Mr. Alley advised that was permitted but that the board
member would need to conflict out of voting on the item.
OTHER BUSINESS: Mr. Ink stated that he felt that there was a disconnect between the
Comprehensive Plan and the Land Development Code regarding the density in the
midtown area and how it related to the University of South Florida (USF) study of
midtown in which City Council had adopted. Mr. Ink stated he would like the boards
opinion on requesting City Council to have development services look into what needed
to be done to have the USF study, the Land Development Code, and the Comprehensive
Plan in order with each other and if so, provide a specific timeframe on when it could be
done.
Mr. Leger stated that he felt that was a great idea however that there were some
infrastructure upgrades and projects that still were moving forward, and he felt that
those projects should not be placed on hold or stopped as they were already in the
process.
Mr. Ink suggested in reply to Mr. Leger’s concern a time certain statement and stated
that from a City perspective it needed to be recognized that if there was not a clear
understanding between the Land Development Code and the Comprehensive Plan, then
developers would be able to by right ask for certain things within the current code and
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midtown specifically may end up being different than what people envisioned it to be
because of current zoning versus future land use. Mr. Ink suggested asking City Council
to instruct staff to look into the creating a solid plan between the Land Development
Code and the Comprehensive Plan.
Ms. Parodi stated that she would also like to find a way for the board members to be
permitted to be involved more in proposed projects.
Mr. Keene asked if staff could give a presentation of the various issues affecting
midtown.
Mr. Ink stated that it needed to be figured out how the board could be permitted to
recommend potential changes.
Ms. Parodi stated her concern about the board being more involved in proposed projects
and stated that she would like to find a way for the board members to be permitted to
bring concerns from their clients on proposed projects before the board.
Mr. Ink stated he would like to ask City Council if they were comfortable with the
progress that was being done and if their vision of midtown and its completion was being
up help or if the board needed to get more involved and submit more changes to the
Land Development Code.
Mr. Alley read the duties and responsibilities of the planning board.
Mr. Keene suggested having staff give a presentation on what the actual Comprehensive
Plan status was, what the current zoning categories were, and what the South Florida
Study was.
Ms. DeVaughn stated that the current plan for midtown was a vision plan and that there
were no implementation steps that she knew of at the time. Ms. DeVaughn stated that
the Comprehensive Plan had been amended to implement the midtown future land use
categories and that the midtown zoning categories had been added to the Land
Development Code and found consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Ms. DeVaughn
stated that the USF plan was not overly detailed and was vision plan and not an
implementation nor a formal plan that was adopted. Ms. DeVaughn stated regarding
the implementation stages that staff could ask for an update on the streetscapes for
midtown to present to the board. Ms. DeVaughn advised that she would speak with the
city engineer to get a presentation in order to present to the board. Ms. DeVaughn
showed where the different zoning areas and redevelopment zoning areas for midtown
and downtown were on the city website map.
Mr. Alley advised that there was a plan in place for the midtown area and proposed
development but that there were still some issues questions that needed to be worked
out.
Ms. DeVaughn gave an example of how the board members could possibly work with
City Council to work towards the intended vision for the midtown and downtown area.
Mr. Keene stated he would like to see an update of the USF vision plan.
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At 2:59 p.m., Ms. Mitchell exited the hearing.
It was moved by Mr. Ink to request staff to give a presentation to the board on the update
of the infrastructure in midtown, seconded by Mr. Leger and unanimously passed 5-0.
It was moved by Mr. Ink to request staff to explain and show how the USF plan is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Land Development Code, seconded by
Mr. Keene and unanimously approved 5-0.
PUBLIC INPUT – NON-PUBLIC HEARING AGENDA ITEMS: (Four (4) minute time
limit per speaker): None
There being no other business the meeting adjourned at 3:10 p.m.
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PRIOR TO THE VOTE BEING TAKEN by publicly stating to the assembly the nature of your interest in the measure on which you
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APPOINTED OFFICERS:
Although you must abstain from voting in the situations qescribed .above, you otherwise may participate in these matters. However, you
must disclose the nature of the conflict before making any attempt to influence the decision, whether orally or in writing and whether made
by you or at your direction.
IF YOU INTEND TO MAKE ANY ATTEMPT TO INFLUENCE THE DECISION PRIOR TO THE MEETING AT WHICH THE VOl"E WILL BE
TAKEN:
• You must complete and file this form (before making any attempt to influence the decision} with the person responsible for recording the
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inured to the special-gain or loss of my relative, _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __,
inured to the special gain or loss of_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _~ by
whom I am retained; or
inured to the special gain or loss of _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _~ which
is the parent organization or s1,1bsiqiary of a principal which has retained me.
(b) The·measure before my agency and the nature of my conflicting interest In the measure is as follows:

Date Filed

l

NOTICE: UNDER PROVISIONS OF FLORIDA STATUTES §11,2.317, A FAILURE TO MAKE ANY REQUIRED DISCLOSURE
CONSTITUTES GROUNDS FOR AND MAY BE PUNISHED BY ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING: IMPEACHMENT.
REMOVAL OR SUSPENSION FROM OFFICE OR EMPLOYMENT, DEMOTION, REDUCTION IN SALARY, REPRIMAND. OR A
NOT TO EXCEED $10,000.
.
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