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CITY OF DORAL
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

All residents, property owners and other interested parties are hereby notified of a VIRTUAL COUNCIL
ZONING MEETING on Wednesday, May 13, 2020 beginning at 11:30 AM, to consider the following
amendment to the City of Doral’'s Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map. The City Council will
consider this item for FIRST READING. The meeting will be held with the elected officials, administration
and City staff participating via video conferencing.

Governor DeSantis’ Executive Order Number 20-69 suspended the requirements of Section 112.286,
Florida Statutes and the Florida Sunshine Law, that a quorum to be present in person, and that a local
government body meet at a specific public place. The Executive Order also allows local government
bodies to utilize communications media technology, such as telephonic and video conferencing for local
government body meetings.

Public Comment: members of the public that wish to provide comments may do so by emailing the City
Clerk at cityclerk@cityofdoral.com. Comments must be submitted with your name and full address by
Tuesday, May 12, 2020. The comments will be circulated to the elected officials and administration, as
well as remain as a part of the record for the meeting.

The meeting will be broadcasted live for members of the public to view on the City of Doral’s website
(https://www.cityofdoral.com/government/city-clerk/council-meetings) as well as Channel 77 and
Facebook Live.

The City of Doral proposes to adopt the following Ordinance:
ORDINANCE No. 2020-06

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DORAL, FLORIDA,
APPROVING/DENYING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CITY OF DORAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
FUTURE LAND USE MAP (FLUM) TO INCLUDE AND GRAPHICALLY DISPLAY THE “DOWNTOWN
ARTS REUSE DISTRICT” OVERLAY BOUNDARIES REFERENCED IN POLICY 2.1.2 ENTITLED
“INDUSTRIAL” CATEGORY OF THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT; AND AUTHORIZING THE
TRANSMITTAL OF THE MAP AMENDMENT ADOPTION PACKAGE TO THE STATE LAND
PLANNING AGENCY IN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY AND
OTHER REQUIRED GOVERNMENTAL REVIEWING AGENCIES PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS
OF SECTION 163.3184, FLORIDA STATUTES; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; PROVIDING FOR
CONFLICT; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE

HEARING NO.: 20-05-DOR-07
APPLICANT: City of Doral

LOCATION: Area located north of Downtown Doral, bounded by NW 87th Avenue on the west, NW 58th
Street on the north, NW 79th Avenue on the east and NW 54th Street on the south.

REQUEST: The City of Doral (the “Applicant”) is requesting Mayor and City Council approval of an
amendment to the City of Doral Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map (FLUM) to include and
graphically display the “Downtown Arts Reuse District” overlay boundaries referenced in Policy 2.1.2
entitled “Industrial” category of the Future Land Use Element.
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Inquiries regarding the item may be directed to the Planning and Zoning Department at 305-59-DORAL.

Pursuant to Section 286.0105, Florida Statutes If a person decides to appeal any decisions made by
the City Council with respect to any matter considered at such meeting or hearing, they will need a
record of the proceedings and, for such purpose, may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the
proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is
to be based. This notice does not constitute consent by the City for introduction or admission of
otherwise inadmissible or irrelevant evidence, nor does it authorize challenges or appeals not otherwise
allowed by law. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, any person who are disabled
and who need special accommodations to participate in this meeting because of that disability should
contact the Planning and Zoning Department at 305-59-DORAL no later than three (3) business days
prior to the proceeding.

Connie Diaz, MMC
City Clerk
City of Doral
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FROM THE COURTS

Attorneys Seek MDL Over COVID-19

Business Interruption Insurance Denials

Podhurst Orseck in Miami is among the law firms suing Lloyd’s of London underwriters for
denying claims, and the flow of new cases is growing.

by Amanda Bronstad

Anticipating growth in the number
of business-interruption lawsuits be-
ing filed against insurance companies
in the wake of COVID-19, two groups
of lawyers are seeking a multidistrict
litigation proceeding to coordinate all
the cases.

Many plaintiffs firms accustomed to
the MDL arena are piling into new cas-
es. Chicago and Philadelphia have been
nominated to host consolidated cases.

Dozens of small businesses are su-
ing their insurers, including Lloyd’s
of London underwriters, Chubb and
Admiralty Indemnity Co., alleging they
rejected claims for economic losses
caused by government shutdowns over
the coronavirus pandemic.

“This issue — whether business in-
terruption insurance policies will cover
losses incurred by businesses forced to
shutter their business as a result of the
governmental orders—is one of nation-
al importance and great significance to
the ultimate survival of many business-
es,” plaintiffs attorney Richard Golomb
wrote in a motion filed Monday before
the U.S. Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation. “This is a monumental issue.”

Podhurst Orseck filed a lawsuit
Monday against Lloyd’s underwriters,
Axis Specialty Europe SE and HDI Global
Specialty SE in the Southern District of
Florida, and the firm combined with
Boies Schiller Flexner on another case
filed in Miami federal court last week
against Chubb ILtd. and Westchester
Surplus Lines Insurance Co.

Podhurst Orseck managing partner
Steven Marks said Tuesday that the firm
has not adopted a formal position on
an MDL but would oppose locations in
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, a major
insurance headquarters state.

“Given the volume of these claims
and the differences in the policies, even
for the same insurer, we think that an
MDL will be unmanageable,” he said
by email. “While a nationwide MDL
against all insurers seems unlikely, It is
conceivable that the MDL panel could
have multiple MDLs in several loca-
tions” by insurer.

Overall, Marks said this is “not an
easy one to predict.”

Golomb’s firm, Golomb & Honik, and
Levin Sedran & Berman, which joined in
the motion, represent Philadelphia eater-
ies River Twice and Chops in two lawsuits.
They want to coordinate all the cases in
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania and
have suggested Judge Timothy Savage,
who has not handled MDLs before.

“The Covid-19 business interruption
litigation is obviously a complex case that
has national ramifications and requires a
national solution,” Golomb said in an email.
“As a result, we believe there is no better
method than multi-district litigation to effi-
ciently work toward a fair and timely reso-
lution for all small businesses involved.”

On Tuesday, attorneys Adam Levitt of
Chicago’s DiCello Levitt Gutzler and Mark
Lanier of The Lanier Law Firm, who filed
six class actions against insurers, suggested
an MDL in the Northern District of Illinois
before Judge Matthew Kennelly, who sits
on the MDL panel. Joining them were
Burns Bowen Bair in Madison, Wisconsin,
and Daniels & Tredennick in Houston.

Cases have been filed in federal courts
in Illinois, Florida, Pennsylvania, New
York, Wisconsin, Ohio, California, Oregon
and Texas. One motion references an-
other nine state court lawsuits filed in
Oklahoma, Louisiana, California, Texas,
Indiana, Wisconsin and Washington, D.C.

The motions focused on 16 cases filed
in federal courts against eight insurers,
but Golomb predicted an “avalanche
of cases.” Tuesday’s motion referenced
statements from The Hartford and
Travelers, not defendants as yet, insist-
ing their business-interruption cover-
age included losses from physical dam-
age caused by hurricanes, fires, winds
or theft — not a virus. They also noted
Allstate, Zurich and Allianz, also not de-
fendants, have headquarters in Illinois.

Acknowledging the potentially large
number of MDL defendants, both mo-
tions said the cases were all about the
common issue of business-interruption
insurance policies. They referenced
other cases, like those brought against
more than a dozen companies that dis-
tribute and manufacture opiate phar-
maceuticals. More than 2,700 lawsuits
over the opioid crisis are coordinated in
an MDL in the Northern District of Ohio.

“While there is a multiplicity of parties
across these litigations, the panel —in cas-
es like Opioids, Chinese Drywall, TVM and
the like — has repeatedly demonstrated
its belief that, even in the most sprawling
actions, coordinating pretrial processes
in a single court, before a single judge, is
preferable to any alternative approach,”
Levitt said in an email. He prefers Chicago
because it’s “a major U.S. insurance hub,
as well as its central location, which is
needed for this nationwide litigation.”

Insurance defendants are due to re-
spond to the MDL panel next month.

Amanda Bronstad is the ALM staff re-
porter covering class actions and mass torts
nationwide. She writes the email dispatch
Critical Mass. She is based in Los Angeles.



