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SOUTH BROWARD DRAINAGE DISTRICT 

GOVERNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

 
AUGUST 27, 2015 

 

Present: 

Scott Hodges, Chairperson  Kevin M. Hart, District Director 

James Ryan, Vice Chairperson     Douglas R. Bell, Legal Counsel 

Vicki Minnaugh, Treasurer      Reina Muniz, Recording Secretary 

Robert E. Goggin, IV, Secretary     Freddy Fisikelli, SWR Vice Mayor 

Alanna Mersinger, Commissioner     General Public: See Attached List  

Thomas Good, Commissioner        

Mercedes Santana-Woodall, Commissioner 

        

Absent: 

      

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

01.   CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL/PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

   Chair Hodges called the SBDD Board Meeting to order at 8:05 A.M., with Commissioner Minnaugh, 

Commissioner Mersinger, Commissioner Good, and Commissioner Goggin present; followed by the 

Pledge of Allegiance.   

  

02.   PUBLIC COMMENT  

 

None.  

 

03.   APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

Commissioner Minnaugh moved for approval of the minutes of the July 30th, 2015, South Broward 

Drainage District Board meeting.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Goggin and carried 

unanimously by those present. 

 

Vice Chair Ryan joined the meeting at approximately 8:07 A.M. 

 

04. DIRECTOR=S REPORT  

 

A. RESOLUTION NO. 2015-05 – OPPOSING OIL DRILLING IN THE FLORIDA 

EVERGLADES 

 

 At the Board meeting of July 30th, there were concerns raised by the Board regarding drilling/fracking 

that is being proposed in the Everglades, and the fact that a proposed well site for oil exploration is 

very close to SBDD’s western border. The Board directed staff to prepare a Resolution from SBDD 

opposing the drilling and fracking operation proposed in the Everglades.   

 

 District Director Hart presented Proposed Resolution 2015-05 - Opposing Oil Drilling in the Florida 

Everglades.  He said that the Resolution is a statement of opposition by South Broward Drainage 

District (SBDD) to the proposed permit application by Kanter Real Estate LLC to drill an exploratory 
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well in the Florida Everglades, approximately 5 miles west of the western boundary of the SBDD’s 

jurisdictional limits in close proximity to the South Florida Water Management District’s L-67A 

Levee Canal for the purpose of assessing the feasibility of extracting oil from the geological substrate 

under the Florida Everglades. 

 

The Resolution recognizes the importance of the Florida Everglades as a diverse ecosystem and 

habitat to thousands of plants, birds, reptiles, mammals, and marine life.  It also references the 

Biscayne Aquifer as the main source of Broward County’s drinking water supply and the hydraulic 

connectivity between the Florida Everglades and Biscayne Aquifer, and the Everglades’ important 

role as a major source of recharge to the Biscayne Aquifer.  It identifies some of the potential 

environmental impacts from well drilling operations in the Florida Everglades, including 

dewatering, disposal of wastewater, and well stimulation procedures such as hydraulic fracturing 

and acidization. 

 

The Resolution also states that the District has serious concerns regarding the potential for adverse 

environmental impacts from the proposed Kanter Well Site installation, maintenance and operations 

and expresses the District’s opposition to the proposed Kanter Well Site and any similar, future well 

sites proposed within the limits of the Florida Everglades or the Biscayne Aquifer and any well 

stimulation procedures within the geological substrate of South Florida.  District Director Hart 

requested approval of SBDD Resolution 2015-05 - Opposing Oil Drilling in the Florida Everglades. 

 

 Commissioner Minnaugh moved for approval of Resolution 2015-05 - Opposing Oil Drilling in the 

Florida Everglades.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Santana-Woodall.  

 

 Commissioner Mersinger thanked District Director Hart for such a good job on the Resolution.  She 

said it was very well written and detailed.  She suggested that once approved, a copy of the Resolution 

should be submitted to the County, the State and the Cities. 

 

 Chair Hodges agreed with Commissioner Mersinger that the Resolution was well written and put 

together.  He wanted to know if there was any update on the status of the well application.  

Comissioner Mersinger replied that they are in court at this time and will be tied up there for quite a 

while.  She said that at the moment, it is pretty much neutral because the County says that the property 

is not zoned properly, etc.  She said that what the District is doing, is exactly what they should be 

doing.   

 

 Commissioner Santana-Woodall reiterated the previous comments, and said that the Resolution was 

very impressive because when she attended other meetings, regarding drilling/fracking being 

proposed in the Everglades, everything was already explained in that Resolution.     

 

 Commissioner Goggin commented that he has shown the Resolution to the people at the hardware 

store to alert them and bring them up to speed on this issue.  He asked if there were oil wells already 

in place in the Indian Reservation in the Everglades; and if it has been there for a long time.  

Commissioner Mersinger said yes, it has been there for 30 years.   

 

 District Director Hart added that there was a well in Collier County, and that they actually had some 

issues with their dewatering and waste water disposal. He said that he had reached out to some groups, 

one in particular, the Conservancy of Southwest Florida, who had been looking closely at that Collier 

County well; and they were very helpful to him in putting together the Resolution.  He said that he 

sent the Resolution to them for a fact check before presenting it to the Board.  He said that to the best 

of his knowledge, the Collier County well is no longer an active well, and has been closed.  However, 
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it was permitted, and in place and operational for a period of time. 

 

 The question was called and it was carried unanimously. 

 

B. RESOLUTION NO. 2015-06 - AMENDED BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 

 

District Director Hart presented SBDD Resolution No. 2015-06 which grants approval for an 

amendment to the previously approved budget for the 2014/2015 fiscal year, for the Board’s review 

and approval.  

The overall budget amount has not changed ($3,502,073); however several line items have been 

adjusted to reflect actual costs to date and projected expenses through the end of the fiscal year.   

District Director Hart requested approval of SBDD Resolution 2015-06 - Amendment to the 

2014/2015 Budget.  Approval of Resolution No. 2015-06 amends the previously approved budget 

for the 2014/2015 fiscal year.  The overall budget amount will not change. 

 Commissioner Minnaugh moved for approval of Resolution 2015-06 - Amendment to the 2014/2015 

Budget.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Goggin and carried unanimously. 

 

C. UPDATED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN (CIP) 

 

District Director Hart presented the Board with a proposed 5-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), 

for the Board’s review and approval.  The CIP includes priorities for capital expenditures for fiscal 

year 2015/2016 and each subsequent year through 2019/2020.   

 

During this current fiscal year, SBDD completed seven (7) CIP projects and has three (3) CIP 

projects which are pending.  The total projected cost for SBDD’s 2014/2015 CIP projects is 

$390,365.  One project from 2014/2015 is being carried forward to 2015/2016 (Upgrades to SBDD 

Board Room); and one project is being moved to 2016/2017 (Culvert Repairs in Basin 8).  District 

Director Hart said that the reason for moving the Basin 8 project forward is because that project has 

been submitted for a grant to SFWMD; and the District is still waiting on the final ranking and status.  

In addition, if the District is successful in modifying the Basin 8 permit, the need to upsize that 

culvert may not be as great.   

 

The total budget for the proposed 5-year CIP is $3,185,000. The CIP includes a variety of important 

and necessary capital improvements, including continued upgrades to the District’s pump stations, 

culvert repairs/replacements, telemetry upgrades, canal improvements/dredging, miscellaneous 

drainage improvements, equipment upgrades, and building upgrades.  The current balance in the CIP 

reserve account is $2,136,407, which is sufficient to fund the proposed CIP through a portion of 

fiscal year 2018/2019.  Additional funding will be required beyond fiscal year 2018/2019. 

 

The proposed CIP does not account for any outside funding from grants or other revenue sources.  

The District will continue to pursue available grants and outside funding opportunities for the CIP. 

 

Approval of this agenda item will establish the 5-year budget for capital improvement projects for 

the District, and will establish priorities for CIP projects for the fiscal year 2015/2016.  Any 

individual CIP contract will require separate approval by the Board of Commissioners.   

 

District Director Hart mentioned 6 CIP projects proposed for next year.  They are as follows: 
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 An upgrade and expansion of the garage area at the maintenance building.  The District wants 

to construct an expansion to the maintenance building facilities, which was accounted for in last 

year’s CIP for 2015/2016.  He’s hoping to bring the prelimary plans before the Board early in 

the next fiscal year, and start moving that project forward.  He indicated that this project will 

take a while since it is a big project, and that there is a possibility that the District may look to 

move up some of the projects from 2016/2017 to account for the schedule of that project.   

 Upgrades to the Board room.   

 Completion of the conversion of pumps from oil to water lubrication.  There is one remaining 

pump that will be completed next year. 

 Rebuilding the motors at all of the pump stations; there are two motors proposed for next year.  

 Upgrade to the control panel at the S4/S5; which is out to bid now.  District Director Hart hopes 

to have the proposed bid ready for approval at the next Board meeting.   

 A new roof at the SBDD main office headquarters.    

 Commissioner Goggin moved for approval of the Updated 5-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP).  

Motion was seconded by Commissioner Minnaugh. 

 

 In discussion, Vice Chair Ryan asked District Director Hart what his vision was for the addition in 

the maintenance area.  District Director Hart replied that the District’s vision is to add four additional 

bays to store equipment and vehicles.  The District has quite a few that have to be stored outside of 

the building, and it would be much more efficient for the District’s operations; and if possible, the 

District would like to design it so that staff can actually drive through, as opposed to backing in and 

backing out.  Another feature that will be in the drawings, and subject to approval and budget is a 

canopy on the south side of the building so that the District can park its larger equipment (grapple 

truck and crane truck) under a covered canopy, and protect those as well.  Finally, they would like to 

install material bins out in the field to store different types of materials; a bin for good fill, one for 

trash rack vegetation, and one for rock rubble.  Vice Chair Ryan thanked District Director Hart for 

his explanation.   

 

 The question was called and it was carried unanimously. 

 

D. SBDD’S ROLE AND RESPONSIBILITIES IN RESPONSE TO PROPERTY OWNER 

REQUESTS FOR SHORELINE EMBANKMENT/SLOPE RESTORATION FOR PRIVATE, 

RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES 

 

District Director Hart stated that erosion of waterfront shorelines is an on-going issue within the 

South Broward Drainage District (SBDD) as well as other locations within Broward County; and it 

is not uncommon for property owners to contact SBDD for assistance in dealing with these issues.   

 

He said that erosion is a naturally occurring process that impacts almost all shorelines in one form 

or another.  The rate and severity of erosion varies from location to location and is dependent upon 

a wide variety of factors.  The ownership of the canals and lake areas within SBDD also varies, 

where different water bodies are owned by: the adjacent property owners; a homeowners association 

(HOA); a property owners association (POA); SBDD; Broward County; FDOT; SFWMD; and the 

local municipality as public right-of-way.    

   

He said that over the years, SBDD has taken the position that shoreline remediation work, restoration 

work, protection work, or other types of  preventive maintenance work along private properties is 
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the responsibility of the adjacent property owner.  This includes properties where the adjacent 

waterbody is owned by SBDD.  SBDD’s maintenance work and shoreline stabilization work has 

been limited to its primary and secondary canal system and flow channels serving large drainage 

basins or watersheds.  SBDD also performs tree removal and tree trimming work along all water 

bodies in order to reduce the potential for blockages within SBDD’s drainage system due to trees 

and other landscaping topping over into the adjacent water body. 

 

As these types of issues continue to be raised among property owners and local communities, it is 

important to affirm SBDD’s role and responsibilities in response to property owner requests for 

shoreline embankment/slope restoration for private, residential and commercial/industrial 

properties.   

 

District Director Hart discussed that erosion is a natural process and it happens all throughout the 

District.  He said that the District does not do protection or improvement projects along private 

properties, unless there is a benefit to a larger drainage basin, or to the District as a whole.   He said 

that when it comes to an erosion protection system, the District’s projects are limited to 

interconnects, ends of pipes, and finger channels that may go from one lake to another lake; because 

those finger channels may affect the entire water body or drainage basin.  Other than that, the District 

considers an improvement on private property to benefit only that individual property owner, and if 

the District were to spend district funds, in his opinion, that only benefits one property, that would 

be cause for an assessment on that individual property. The District has a brochure dedicated to 

erosion protection and restoration which can be found on the SBDD website.  He said that the District 

will always be helpful to the residents; but when they call, their first inclination is that because SBDD 

owns the water, and they are having erosion problems, they feel that the District should be 

responsible to fix it.  He said that he explains to the homeowners what the District’s limitations are 

on this matter; he shares the brochure, and it is very helpful. He said once they discuss the matter, 

the homeowners are usually grateful that the District was able to help them with information, and 

point them in the right direction on how to get pricing, and who could do the work, etc.  He then 

deferred to Attorney Bell to expand further on this issue. 

 

Attorney Bell said that historically the District has required, that a homeowner’s HOA or property 

owner’s POA, be responsible to maintain any lake/canal banks; and that has worked out fairly well.  

He mentioned that during hurricane Wilma, this issue came up, and that the District did some 

expensive repairs.  He said that there were some issues with FEMA, and that the District was 

ultimately reimbursed by FEMA for the expenses that were incurred; which was borrowed from the 

City of Miramar and the City of Pembroke Pines; and that worked out quite well.  Some of the older 

developments in the east, started out where there were no real dedications indicated for lakes except 

to the property owners.  The District has the right to flow storm water through those water bodies, 

as does the County.  He said that later on, (with many of the water bodies, as far as the position of 

the Board), was that the District would own any water body that came in; and so many lakes were 

dedicated to the District; except for some that were dedicated to the City of Pembroke Pines and the 

City of Miramar; and some that were dedicated to FDOT, Broward County or the local city.  He said 

that it varies across the District.  Attorney Bell stated that his position has been, and as the Charter 

seems to impose, is that the District has exclusive jurisdiction over drainage.   

 

Furthermore, Attorney Bell stated that, the District has the right, but not the obligation to maintain 

the banks; and if the District does not have an ownership interest in it, they do not have the right to 

enter onto the property unless the property owner agrees to reimburse the District for the work.  
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Discussion ensued.  Commissioner Goggin has concerns that homeowners are constantly doing their 

own repairs without a permit because they feel this is their property, and the next thing you know, 

you see lumber, etc. in the water, and he wanted to know what District Director Hart’s thoughts were 

on that situation. 

 

District Director Hart said that the homeowners just want to improve their property; and that is a 

good thing; but although they want to improve their property, some of the improvements are not 

based on sound engineering.  He said that he thinks it is more of a matter of education, just trying to 

share with them information on what is an effective system to restore the bank.  He said that the 

District does exercise permitting jurisdiction when it comes to shoreline stabilization.  He said that 

the work should be permitted, homeowners should use a proper system, and the expense should be 

with the property owner.  He also mentioned that on any new development project that comes in, the 

District requires a Maintenance & Indemnification Agreement, and that is beneficial to the District 

because that clearly establishes the HOA’s/Developer’s responsibility for maintenance on those 

water bodies, and excludes the District as a responsible party when it comes to those maintenance 

issues.  He said that when it comes to the older communities, the District will continue to try and 

incorporate these agreements whenever possible. 

 

Chair Hodges asked District Director Hart if homeowners always apply for a permit from the 

District.  District Director Hart said not always; but if the District is made aware of it, the District 

will meet with the homeowner and advise them that they need a permit; and if what is being built is 

improper, they will be required to correct it.  The District does not want any of the materials to find 

their way into the waters. 

 

Commissioner Goggin commented that there are many residents that want to improve their back 

yard because they notice across the water that someone else has repaired their backyard; and they 

go to great extents to improve it, and start building without a permit; and they do not use any of the 

proper materials, then this collapses and falls in the water creating a bigger problem.  He feels that 

being an advocate and educating the communities on this matter, would be very helpful. 

 

Commissioner Good expressed concern that as a Board member he has received several complaints 

by homeowners on this matter.  He said that when looking at the historic section of the District, and 

when they were developed, many of those canals were developed under a different standard than 

today’s standard.  He said that those homes that are still there are experiencing mass erosion; and 

those lots are very small lots, and the erosion is compromising some of the foundations.  He said 

that much of this could have been avoided had property owners maintained their properties.  He said 

that now what is happening, is that many of the previous homeowners are long gone, and there is a 

change in ownership where the people who are buying in do not really understand the erosion 

component until they start seeing cracks.  He said the fact is that they do not have the money to do 

any repairs, because it has deteriorated to such an extent that the expense to restore the shoreline is 

beyond their means and capabilities; and so they turn to government and state that “you own the 

water, etc., and it becomes an argument”.  He said that the biggest problem the District has is the 

perspective from a property owner saying . . .“you are the owner, you’re causing damage to my 

property, and I want you to fix it”.   

 

Commissioner Good stated that Attorney Bell had referenced that the District’s Charter where it 

states that “the District has the right, but not the obligation to maintain the banks, etc. …”.  He does 

not know that this interpretation is clear enough to some of these homeowners; and he suggested 

that a clear policy should be written that states, that if it is under these conditions, the word is 

absolutely no, and that under these other conditions, there may be considerations.   



 

 

 -7- 

 

 

He also mentioned that some of these canal/waterways are not to the water’s edge; some of these 

waterways include some land; and then there is the question of the canal right-of-way.  He stated 

that he would be more comfortable not to rely solely on the Charter because it can be challenged, 

and that with a policy, this can give the Director a tool that he can use as hard evidence to protect 

the District.  He requested that the Board generate some sort of policy that has clarity on what the 

District’s responsibilities are in terms of private property owners requesting the District to restore 

the canal banks. 

 

Chair Hodges agreed with Commissioner Good and said that the District was actually trying to place 

language to this effect in the Charter, but that the Charter revision got scaled back. 

 

Vice Chair Ryan also agreed with Commissioner Good.  He said that he, like Commissioner Good, 

receives many complaints from residents on this same issue.  He commented that he would like to 

identify which water bodies belong to whom, because then the District can provide the answer to 

that particular person; and make it known that it is the property owner’s responsibility, and there 

would be an assessment for it.  He feels this would take care of many questions.  Chair Hodges added 

that maintenance responsibility and ownership is not always the same. 

 

Commissioner Mersinger commented that during hurricane Wilma this came up many, many times; 

and that was the reason why the emergency fund was created; if something like that (natural disaster) 

were to happen again there would be funds.  She said that this could open the District up to an 

extensive amount of money to restore much of this.  She said that this may be a slippery slope.  

Commissioner Mersinger said that what the District may want to look at is low interest loans, 

because you cannot assess a person’s home for $20,000-$30,000; it defeats their purpose of saying, 

“I want you to fix it, at your cost” (the District’s cost); because that is what she seems to be hearing.  

She said that if it is normal erosion because of lack of maintenance, etc., that financially, she does 

not know that the District will be able to handle it.  She agrees with Commissioner Good, that if the 

District uses language that says that the District will take care of it in some way, the District can be 

opening themselves up to a major money issue.  She said that the only reason the District stepped in 

during Wilma was because it was an anomaly; and although she is very sympathetic, the District has 

to be very careful where they go, because it can really open up the District to an immense amount 

of money, and they don’t have that kind of money, unless the District raises the non-advalorem 

assessment.   

 

Chair Hodges said that the emergency fund was created so that the District does not have to wait and 

go to the City of Miramar or Pembroke Pines for funding, and for the District to have the capital 

funds if there is an emergency.  

 

 

Commissioner Minnaugh said that she feels the District will be better equipped once the District 

Director has constructed a list of who owns the waterways and how many are FDOT’s, the cities, 

etc.  She suggested that on page 4 of the Erosion Brochure, the District add the wording that the 

property owner needs to check for any approvals from the HOA, if applicable.  Also, where it states 

the local drainage district, it should just say “South Broward Drainage District”, because we are the 

local drainage district; and note the different city building departments for permits.  She said that the 

District should stress and encourage property owners that they also need to get permits from SBDD.  

Also in the brochure, they should be aware that they will need to sign an agreement and whatever 

else they need to sign, so that it is clear.  District Director Hart said yes to the changes, and explained 

that the brochure is on the SBDD website.  She suggested that the Board should read through the 
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brochure and add anything else that they feel needs to be clear since this is on the District’s website 

for the public.   

 

Commissioner Good made a motion that District Director Hart and Attorney Bell do proper research 

to draft a Policy to address both the legal and operational obligation of the District in response to 

private requests for embankment restoration for any property owned by District or under an easement 

by the District, or other responsibilities that would be considered upon the District.      Motion was 

seconded by Vice Chair Ryan and it was carried unanimously. 

 

E. OTHER 

 

 Pending Rule by the EPA (WOTUS) – District Director Hart said that the District submitted 

comments in response to the EPA’s request to change the definition of Water’s of the U.S. 

(WOTUS).  The last time District Director Hart reported on this, there was an effort in Congress 

to actually block any action by EPA to change the definition.  The rule has not been blocked by 

any action by Congress.  The rule will be in effect starting tomorrow and there will be a new 

definition on WOTUS.  He heard that there is already litigation pending on this and this is 

another issue that will be challenged in the courts and have continuing interpretation and 

rulings, etc. through the court system.  The good news is that if you remember, there was big 

concerns by South Broward especially on all its water bodies, as to whether those water bodies 

will now be considered WOTUS under this new definition.  (eg. a pond, a drainage ditch, water 

retention area, swale, etc.)  He said that he read a summary where EPA actually addressed how 

they responded to public comments. He said they received a lot of public comments across the 

U.S.  They did make changes to the rule and added language related to stormwater systems that 

were created for stormwater management and treatment, etc.  He interpreted it as the District 

may continue to operate in the same manner; that maintenance work will not require EPA 

permitting, or any permits through the Army Corp. of Engineers.  He said that they actually 

stated that their intention was never to add these water bodies into the new definition.  He said 

that he is taking that at face value, and that the District’s water will continue to not be considered 

WOTUS.   

 

 Tropical Storm Erika – District Director Hart said that the projected track moved to the east 

and the state is still in the cone of influence; and the District is in full preparation mode at this 

time.  The District is treating this very seriously and taking all precautions.  He said that if 

nothing else, this will be considered an exercise for staff.  He said that the District will be fully 

prepared by tomorrow night; and that the good news is that the District’s facilities have not had 

to move water and have maintained the water level where they are; in many areas they are still 

a bit below, and that is good; he said the District will be able to handle whatever comes our 

way.  We will keep the Board posted as we move into the weekend.   

 
05. ATTORNEY=S REPORT: 

 
 Attorney Bell said that Senate Bill 536 came out in 2014 and it requires a report to be prepared by all five 

Water Management Districts and sent to the governor by December 1st of this year.  It is supposed to 
identify the factors that prohibit or complicate the expansion and the beneficial use of reclaim water, storm 
water and excess surface water; and recommend how those factors can be mitigated or eliminated.  He 
said they put together a 145 page report with 49 recommendations; whether or not they will impact the 
District, he does not know.  He said that the report seems to be more concentrated on the various treatment 
plants for reclaim water, but they are also talking about excess storm water and how to better harvest it 
and better coordinate it with agricultural use.  He said that he could see this becoming another nightmare 
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regulation put out by the state.  He said that this is almost exactly the same issue as what the water resources 
task force group addressed, and he finds it hard to believe that the County was unaware of it.  He made 
the Board aware that this is something that will be surfacing.   

 
 Attorney Bell said that there was a joint Water Resources Task Force and Water Advisory Board meeting, 

and one of the primary purposes of the meeting was to discuss the elimination of the Water Resources 
Task Force; of which he has been a part of for about eight years, and it has pretty much served its purpose.  
He said that the recommendation was, that once the final report of the Water Resources Task Force is 
complete, they will eliminate the Water Resources Task Force and merge the two groups.  Attorney Bell 
said that when they elected the proposed members, they had seven members from the cities, who were 
appointed by The League of Cities, but they left off the Drainage District.  He suggested that there should 
be someone representing the Drainage District; they agreed with that, and he was chosen as the member, 
with Commissioner Good as the alternate.   

 
 Commissioner Good congratulated Attorney Bell for the efforts that he has put forth on the Water 

Resources Task Force.       
  
07. APPROVAL OF LEGAL FEES 
 
 Commissioner Goggin moved for approval of the legal bills.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner 

Mersinger and it was carried unanimously.   
  

08.   BOARD MEMBER’S QUESTIONS/COMMENTS 

       

Vice Chair Ryan commented about drilling/fracking and asked if the District issues permits for this.  Chair 

Hodges replied no, that this is outside of the District’s jurisdiction. 

  

09. MEETING DATE(S) 

 
A. Regular Board Meeting will be held on Monday, September 14th at 8:00 a.m. with the Final 

Budget Hearing for 2015/2016 Fiscal Year to be held at 8:15 a.m. 

 

Adjournment at 9:16 A.M.  

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

  

                                                                             

Robert E. Goggin IV, Secretary 

South Broward Drainage District 

 

/rim 










































































































































