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Robert Glickman 
3111 N. Ocean Drive 
Hollywood, FL 33019 

 
May 14, 2018 
 
TAC 
City of Hollywood 
 
Ms. Leslie Del Monte 
Ms. Deandrea Moise 
 
 
Re: TAC file 18-DPV-19, Deny 7 Story Height Variance Request 
 
Dear TAC Members, 
 
I am requesting that you DENY the height variance request in this application 
referenced above for the residential project located at 3319 N. Ocean Drive, as it does 
not comply with neighborhood standards or the Beach Master Plan, in that residential 
buildings may not be more than five (5) stories in height, in this residential zoned 
neighborhood, BRT-25-R, which runs from Carolina Street to Thomas Street. 
 
The City of Hollywood already has regulations in place in this neighborhood as to what 
can be built and the height of those buildings.  
 
As existing property owners, which many may have purchased their properties after the 
enactment of the height restrictions, we have property rights as well. When we 
purchased in this residential neighborhood, we knew what the current codes were and 
purchased our properties and relied on the city codes. This developer should not be 
treated any differently than the rest of us. 
 
It would be extremely unfair, without any change to the city codes, to allow someone 
come into this neighborhood now and go against the current codes and violate the 
property rights of all of the other individuals in this neighborhood. 
 
Furthermore, the subject property was just purchased in April 2016 and when 
purchased, they knew what was allowed to be built and the height of the buildings in this 
area. We believe it is disingenuous for them to come before you now and request a 
height variance when the Beach Master Plan and the neighborhood does not support 
this height variance. 
 
 
 
 



In the previous TAC meeting documents dated April 16, 2018, the TAC comments In the 
TAC notes from Zoning, B 2, it says: 
  
"Height variances are not typically supported by Staff in this area. Provide justification 
for height variance for Staff review with next submittal." 
 
TAC notes for this meeting are silent on this issue for supporting a height variance. 
 
Question: What is the TAC justification for supporting a height variance at this time and 
what is their hardship in making this request, per the Beach Master Plan, page 18?  
 
 
General Criteria:  Scale/Massing 
The immediate surrounding buildings to the subject property are the following: 
323 New Mexico –   2 story 
3405 N Ocean Drive –   2 story 
3220 N Surf Road –      1 story 
3411 N Surf Road –      2 story 
314 New Hampshire –   2 story 
3400 N Surf Road –      3 story 
3400 N Ocean Drive –   3 story 
3201 N Surf Road -       4 story 
311 Liberty Street -        2 story 
 
There are 2 Positano buildings at the 7 story level at the north end of this residential 
district, and which this property was purchased prior to 2004 by the developer 
Hollywood Ocean Group LLC and before the 5 story height limit from the Beach Master 
Plan was established.  
 
Another building, Hollywood Towers, at 3111 N. Ocean Drive, was built in the mid 
1960’s and prior to the Beach Master Plan or any height restrictions. It is over 5 stories 
and located in the middle of this residential neighborhood.  
 
Another building, the Marriott is over 5 stories in the southern end of this residential 
neighborhood but not part of the neighborhood and which was built in the early 1970’s, 
prior to the Beach Master Plan and the current zoning and height restrictions, at 5 
stories. 
 
Question: The residents are also concerned with the proximity of this project to the 
major intersection of Sheridan Street and A1A and we inquire if a traffic study has been 
done to ensure the safety of the residents both in vehicles and those that need to cross 
the street from the properties on the west side of A1A, directly across from the subject 
property? 
 
 



According to the beach code enforcement officer, John Weitzner, there are open code 
violations on this property. 
  
Question: How can this submittal move forward and proceed while there are open, 
unresolved code violations on this property? 
 
Again, I request that you deny this height variance in this residential neighborhood as it 
is not supported by staff in their April 16, 2018 TAC notes, by the Beach Master Plan or 
by the neighbors in this neighborhood.  
 
Respectfully Submitted by, 
 
Bob 
Bob Glickman 
BobGlickman@att.net 
 



























Gossett & Gossett, P.A.
Attorneys at Law

Robert L. Gossett BobGossett@gossettlaw.com
Ronald P. Gossett RonGossett@gossettlaw.com

www.gossettlaw.com

May 8, 2018

Mayor Josh Levy
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
jlevy@hollywoodfl.org

Com. Kevin D. Biederman
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
kbiederman@hollywoodfl.org

Vice-Mayor Debra Case
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
dcase@hollywoodfl.org

Com. Peter D. Hernandez
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
phernandez@hollywoodfl.org

Com. Traci L. Callari
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
tcallari@hollywoodfl.org

Com. Richard Blattner
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
rblattner@hollywoodfl.org

Com. Linda Sherwood
P. O. Box 229045
Hollywood, FL 33022-9045
lsherwood@hollywoodfl.org

Re: Opposition to any variance on height restrictions for development of property at
3319 N. Ocean Drive

File No.: 18-DPV-19
Applicant: VVG Real Estate Investments, LLC

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The undersigned (a native of Hollywood) represents Hollywood Towers Condominium
Association, Inc., in connection with certain matters, including the opposition by the owners
at Hollywood Towers to any variance on height restrictions for the development of property at
3319 N. Ocean Drive.
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The purpose of this letter is to let you know at the beginning of the development process
that the owners of the 156 condominium units at Hollywood Towers oppose any variance for
development, and will devote significant resources to that opposition. Their position has not
changed from the letter I wrote to the city commissioners on September 23, 2015, concerning
property owned by the same developer on the other side of Hollywood Towers (File No. 14
-DPV-36).

Originally Proposed Development

On May 14, 2018, I will have the pleasure of appearing before the Technical Advisory
Committee to express the concerns of the owners of Hollywood Towers on the planned
development. The proposed development is by VVG Real Estate Investment, LLC, a Florida
limited liability company which had been formed on June 9, 2011, and had as its sole managing
member, Vadim Gataullin1. 

The proposed hotel exceeds the 50’ height limitation for development of the property. 
The hotel is proposed as a seven story building; therefore, a variance on height limitation is
needed.

Recently Proposed Development by Same Developer on South Side of Hollywood Towers 

Quite some time after the meeting with the TAC on file 14-DPV-36 when a six story
structure had been proposed, Hollywood Towers was informed that the proposed development
had drastically changed.  The proposed development became a 17 or 18 story hotel—some 175’
tall, three and one-half times the height of the tallest structure which could be built on the
property under current zoning.  The proposed hotel had 219 rooms versus the 84 originally

1Mr. Gataullin is presently engaged in litigation with the Attorney General of the United
States, concerning his immigration status. See Vadim Gataullin v. Jeff Sessions, Attorney
General of the United States; L. Francis Cissna, Director, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services; Steve Koch, Acting District Director USCIS Miami; Yeseira Diaz, Field Office
Director USCIS Miami; Elaine Duke, Acting Secretary of the Department of Homeland
Security; Christopher Wray, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation; the Department
of Homeland Security; the Department of Justice; and the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
case no. 17-cv-24391-Cooke/Goodman (S.D.Fla.). Most of the pleadings in the file are not
available to view on PACER, or on the website of the Southern District.
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proposed. Hollywood Towers opposed that application, and continues to oppose it.

Meeting with Developer and Architect

Although TAC recommended that the developer meet with his neighbors to gauge
opposition to the proposed development, no such meeting has taken place.

Variance Would Amount to a Compensable Taking of Property

In 1993, Justice Kennedy wrote:

“[A]n essential principle: Individual freedom finds tangible expression in
property rights.”  

United States v. James Daniel Good Real Prop., 510 U.S. 43, 61, 114 S. Ct. 492, 505, 126 L.
Ed. 2d 490 (1993).

All of the unit owners on the north side of Hollywood Towers have an unrestricted, 180
degree view—breathtaking views which include miles of the beach and ocean, and Intracoastal
Waterway.  The quality of that view greatly increases the value of the individual units having
the view.  Most, if not all, of the owners on the north side have acquired their units after the
passage of the Land Use Plan and the resulting zoning of the property to the South to restrict
the height of buildings to 50 feet.  Therefore, each unit owner was able to rely on the building
height restrictions on any development adjacent to Hollywood Towers to assure themselves that
they would always have the quality of that view, absent some compelling reason why a building
higher than 50 feet would need to be constructed.

The proposed development destroys that view.  What remains is a very narrow slice of
view of the beach from the balconies of the units facing South.  The quality of the view is
destroyed, and the value of the units on the South side will decrease as a result. That is a
compensable taking under the Fifth Amendment Taking Clause.

The Hollywood Beach CRA Master Plan at page 18, Principle 1: is to preserve the
character and scale of the beach. To that end, Action Item 3 requires proof of hardship for
variances. There is no proof of hardship within the application for this development or its
supporting documents.
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The City of Hollywood should not grant any height variance for the development of this
property—it would amount to a taking of the property by the City for the private benefit of the
developer.  While Kelo v. City of New London, Conn., 545 U.S. 469, 125 S.Ct. 2655 (2005)
found such takings to not run afoul of the Taking Clause of the Fifth Amendment, it
conditioned that reasoning on the payment of just compensation for the taking.

Kelo is one of those cases which caused legislatures to act in dramatic fashion to
legislatively “overrule” the Supreme Court.  Many states, including Florida, reacted to Kelo by
enacting legislation which prohibits a public taking for private use.

(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, including any charter provision,
ordinance, statute, or special law, if the state, any political subdivision as defined
in s. 1.01(8), or any other entity to which the power of eminent domain is
delegated files a petition of condemnation on or after the effective date of this
section regarding a parcel of real property in this state, ownership or control of
property acquired pursuant to such petition may not be conveyed by the
condemning authority or any other entity to a natural person or private entity, by
lease or otherwise, except that ownership or control of property acquired
pursuant to such petition may be conveyed, by lease or otherwise, to a natural
person or private entity:

[None of the enumerated uses applies.]

§ 73.013, FLA. STAT. (2015)

My clients are so committed to the defeat of any proposal to build a non-conforming
building on this parcel, that they are prepared to pull the trigger on an inverse condemnation
action against the City in the event variances are issued.

Come, Let Us Reason Together

The only allure of the proposed development is an increase in tax dollars—something
which we are told the City of Hollywood needs; but should the natural resources of the City be
sold off to temporarily pay more bills of the City?  Or should what makes Hollywood an
attractive city, both for its residents and its visitors, be preserved for future generations?

Hollywood Beach is so attractive to residents of surrounding communities that it is
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nearly impossible to enjoy the beach on a holiday weekend.  It is very crowded during the
tourist season.  Adding 274 hotel rooms to an already overcrowded beach diminishes the
enjoyment anyone can expect to derive from a day at the beach.  If a height variance is granted
to permit this developer to build a 7 story hotel on this property, how could the City say no to
the next developer who wants to build a 10 story hotel on the next parcel of property, or to this
same developer who wants to build a 17 to 18 story hotel to the south of Hollywood Towers?

The CRA, under your leadership and direction, has done a wonderful job rejuvenating
Hollywood Beach.  Thank you for that leadership.  Let’s keep the beach an enjoyable place for
all of us.

Let’s Honor the Work of the Planning Council

Many years ago, a group of our neighbors were given the task of developing a Land Use
and Comprehensive Plan for development of Broward County, including Hollywood.  That
Comprehensive Plan is described as:

The Comprehensive Plan itemizes the principles, guidelines, standards, and
strategies for the orderly and balanced future economic, social, physical,
environmental, and fiscal development of the area that reflects the community
vision and commitments which implement the plan. These principles and
strategies guide future decisions in a consistent manner and contain programs
and activities to ensure the plan is implemented. The sections of the
Comprehensive Plan are generally structured as Goals, Objectives, and Policies
(GOPs) and describe how the local governments’ programs, activities, and land
development regulations will be implemented.

The group held workshops where members of the community could provide their
insights and opinions.  After years of hard work, the Comprehensive Plan was developed.  The
Scott Street property was zoned in accordance with the Comprehensive Plan.

Several years ago, I handled an appeal which involved adhering to the requirements of
a rule promulgated by a group of lawyers (members of the Florida Bar) and implemented by
the Supreme Court of Florida.  In requiring compliance with the rule, the appellate court said:

We are particularly loath to overlook the defective motion, because so much
effort by members of the Bar and the court goes into the adoption of the Rules
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of Civil Procedure that it is an anathema, in light of such effort, not to require
compliance with them by the remaining members of the Bar.

Spinner by & through Spinner v. Wainer, 430 So. 2d 595, 596 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1983).

So much effort has gone into the creation and implementation of the Comprehensive
Plan that it would be an anathema not to require compliance by a developer—including the
developer of this property.  You would be doing a disservice to the Planning Council by failing
to constrain the development of this property to the confines of the Comprehensive Plan.

I am providing a copy of this letter to the developer, and his architect, as a matter of
courtesy—so that they will know of the adamancy with which the owners of Hollywood
Towers oppose the planned development.  Thank you for your service to our City.

Should you need any additional information, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Gossett & Gossett, P.A.

Ronald P. Gossett

CC: Vadim Gataullin 
VVG Real Estate Investment, LLC
Alan Forgea
Board of Directors, Hollywood Towers Condominium Association, Inc.
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