
EXHIBITS FROM THE RESPONSE 
 
 

Those exhibits from the Response of Michael Grimm 

(the “Response”) that are cited to in the Supplement to 

Statement of the Interpretation the Petitioner Contends 

Should Be Given to the Provisions of the Florida Building 

Code (the “Supplement”) have been reproduced and  

assembled  here for the convenience of the Panel. 

While these exhibits are numbered and referred to as 

Exhibit X where X is a number, they are referred and cited 

to as Response Exhibit X, where X is a number that 

corresponds to the exhibit number the particular exhibit has 

assigned to it in the Response. Only those exhibits that 

have been cited to in the Supplement have been 

reproduced here.  They are: 

Response Exhibit 1 

Response Composite Exhibit 2 

Response Exhibit 4 

Response Exhibit 5 

Response Exhibit 7 
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BUILDING S1mv1cEs DIVISION 

March 5, 2020 

Rohel't L. Greene 
Martin Fence Company 
86213 111 Street 
Lake Pal'1c, Fl 33403-2306 

I.. 

CITY OF RIVIERA BEACH 
DE\/i;l,OPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 1600 Wgsr BLUE HERON BL.VO, 
RIVJER,\ BEACH FL. 83404 I MAtN: (661) 845·4060 ( FAX: (561) 846-4038 

SUBJECT PROPERTY) 
4601 Ocean Dl'ive N 
Riviera Beach, FL 33404 

Re: Abandonment of City Bnilcling Pei•mit Application #19-01026 
Scope of Work: '1Inshlll 514' of four (4) ft high chain-lhtk fence,, 

Dear Mr, Greene: 

The City deems the subject b\1ildi.ng permit application applied fol' on April 9, 2019 (19-01026), 
abandoned, purnuant to FBC "105.3.2 Time limitation of application" "an unacldressed permit 
application review comments.u 

As· detailed in the FBC Section 105.3.2, an application for a permit for any proposed work shall 
be deemed to have been abandoned 180 days ufter th6 date of filing1 ·unless such application has 
been pursued in good faith 01· a permit has been issued. Th6 building official is authorized to grant 
one or mol'e extensions of time for additional periods not.exceeding 90 days each. TI1e extension 
shall be requested in wdting and justifiable cause de.monsti:ated, 

A City Buildi.ng Pe1·mit was issued onApdl 23, 2019. Howeve11 saidperntltwas issued without 
the 1·eq11h:ed City Planning and Zoning Division approval, and was therefore placed back into 
review status. A memorandum dated May 15, 2019 to tl1e applicant, and copied to the owner1 

detailed the submittal deficiencies. The following items that have yet to be resolved through the 
submission. of a formal correction to the permit ap1,lication, include but is not limited to: 

1. provide proofofowne1·ship of the land area to be impacted by the proposed fence location;
2. provide proof of ownernhip of existing structures which may be impacted by the proposed

fence installation;
3. submit an envi1'01uuental smvey and assessment to the City i.t1. accordance with City Code

Section 23�83(c), and co11·esponding Sections within Chapter 23, Ai:tiole III to determine
specific wetlands preservation area boundaries associated with this Paroe1. ·

In order to address the outstanding comments, in my capacity as Building Official, I g1·anted an 
extension of expiration for the app1icatio11 until January 18, 2020. 

1 

EXHIBIT 
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Response- Exhibit 7
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