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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No.04-61212/05-60687 (Lenard/Klein)

United States )
)
Plaintiff, ) -
) (CONSOLIDATED)
Vs, )
' )
City of Hollywood )
)
Defendant. )
' ) FILED b /_DC
Case N0.04-61212 (Lenard/Klein ' v
| rookerzz ) L - T 2006
o\ ) . . .
Isiouywoog ?I:.Jmm‘mlty ) CLARENCE M;ﬂDTD%).(’_
ynagogue, mc., , ; . CS‘T%I?KOEI-FSILA?-SM.IAM{
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. )
' , : )
City of Hollywood, et al., )
Defendants. )
)
CONSENT ORDER

L INTRODUCTION

A. Background

1. This consent decree is entered between the United States ("Plaintiff") and Defendant City

- of Hollywood ("the City" ar "Defendant"). .

2. This action is brought by the United States to enforce provisions of the Religious Land

Use and Institutionalized Persons Act of 2000 ("RLUIPA"), 42 .U.S.C. §§ 2000cc, et seq.

%
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Specifically, the United States alleges that the Defendant City of Hollywood has:
(2) treated the i—Iollywood Community Synagogue ("HCS") on less than equal terms with
n';)nreligious instit,utioﬁs and assemblies in violation of Section 2(b)(1) of RLUIPA; and
' (b) discriminated against HCS on the basis of religion or religious denomination, in

violation of Section 2(b)(2) of RLUIPA, By denying HCS a permanent special exception
to operate a house of worship on the real pfoperty located at 2215 and 2221 North 46th
Avénuq Hollywood, Florida. The City filed an aﬁwcr denying the United States’
allegations. | |

"‘3. HCS is currently located at 221_5 and 2221 North 46th Avenue, one block south of
Sheridan Strct;,t in Ho]lywo§¢ Florida. Both of these properties are loéated in a single-
family residéntial dis&ict. HCS holds prayer services every momning and evening at 2215
North 46th Avenue. | |

4. - Each prayer service described in paragraph 3, above, requires the presence of a minyan, or
.a quorﬁm of ten males over the age of tbjrte'en. Approx.imately Weﬁty to thirty
individuals attend the Friday and Saturday evening services. Approximately fifty to sixty
individuals attend the Saturday moming service. | |

5: Defendant's Zoning and Land Use Regulations i)rovide that a house of w'orship may not
operate in an area zoned for residential use without a special exbeption. |

6. In or around February 2001; Defendant informed HCS that it would have to obtain a

special exception if it wished to operate a house of worship at 2215 and 2221 North 46th

Avenue.
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10.

11.

12.

On May 10, 2001, the City of Hollywood Board of Adjustment and Appeals ("BAA")
gra..ntcd HCS a conditional special exception. In granting the special exception, the BAA
found that ﬁCS's special-exception application satisfied the City's criteria for tﬁc granting
of a special exception. |

On May 21, 2001, City Commissioner Sal Oliveri appealed the BAA's d?cision. The City
Commission heard the appeal on S_eptgmbcr 12, 2001.

After a meeting that lasted through the night, the City Commission granted HCS 3 limited
special exception on September 13, 2001. The limited special exception included
numerous conditions, including a one-year time. limit, a maximum of six parking spaces
on the property, aﬁd a staternent that the special exception would be revoked if a Special

Master found a violation of any provision of a City Ordinance if the violation were not

 cured within 60 days.

HCS.applied for a second special exception on August 1, 2002. The application
requested that its earlier special exception be “renewed.”. |

On September 12, 2002, the City of Hollywood Development and Review Board

- ("DRB"), a successor body to the BAA, approved HCS's "reiewed" special-exception

application with conditions.
City Commissioner Oliveri again appealed the DRB’s decision to the City Commission.
The City Commission conducted a hearing on Commissioner Oliveri’s request for review

on October 16, 2002. After a hearing, the City Commission denied the request for

review.
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13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

HCS appﬁéd for a third spécial exception on February 10, 2603, asking that its special
exception be renewed or made permanent. |

On-March 13, 2_003., the DRB heard HCS’s quucst for a third si)ccial exception. The
DRB granted the special exception and imposed several condiﬁ_éns relatiﬁg to,.'among
other things, parking and construction. '

Og March 17, 2003, Comﬁﬂssioncr Oliveri filed é'request for review of the DRB
decision. The City Commission granted the rcqﬁcst for rcvww |

On June 4, 2003, the City Commission heard HCS’s third appﬁcatiog for a special

exception: After a public hearing, the Commission reversed the DRB’s decision and
denied HCS’s petition for a third special exception.

Defendant had never préviously denied a request by a place of worship to operate in

either a single-family or mMﬁple-fﬁly residential zone until it denied HCSs special
exception application.

Defendant cu1;renﬂy permits other religious and nonreligious assemblies and institutions
fo operate in residential districts.

On October 16, 2003; Defendant sent HCS a 1ett;r notifying the congr.egation. thatit |

“must desist holding services and other related activities” at 2215 and 2221 North 46th

Avenue as of October 20, 2003. -

. OnJuly 7, 2004 the City Commission directed the City Attorney to file a lawsuit to stop

further organized religious services from taking place at 2215 and 2221 North 46th

- Avenue,
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21.  The United States and the City (togetlier "the Pm;ties") agree that the Cityisa
"govemmen‘i," and that HCS is a “religious assembly or institution” within the mcaning
of RLUIPA. 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000cc(2)(b)(1), cc-5(4)(A)(i). The Parties further agree that
HCS's use of the property located at 2215 and 2221 North 46thkAvenue as a house of

. worship constitutes “religious exercise,” id. at § 2000cc-5(7)(A)-(B), and that the
Defendant’s processcs. and requirements regarding the graﬁt or denial of a spe;:ial

exception constitute “land use regulation[s].” Id, at § 2000cc-5(5).

22.  The parties furtht_zr agree that the City's denial of the HCS's special exception application -

Ao

constitutes an “individualized assessment” undertaken in a system of “land use
regulations.” Id. at § 2000cc(a)(2)(C): id. at § 200000-5(5). -

23, The parties further z;gree that the City of Hollywood has authoerity under Florida state law
and the City of Hollywood Code to regulate and résﬁ‘ict the ﬁse of certain land and . i

i | smﬁnw w'ithin.City of Hollywood's borders, ihcluding the authority to grant the special

exception sought by HCS. -

B. Consent of the Parties to Entry of This Order

24.  The Parties agree that this Court has jurisdiction over the' subject matter of this case
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1345 and 42 U.S.C. § 2000cc-2. The Parties further agree that the -
’ ' controversy should be resolved without further prqceeding§ or an evidentiary hearing.

25. . Asindicated by the signatures below, all parties agree to the entry of this Consent Order.
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Thcref_'orc, it is hereby ORDERED, ADJUDGED ﬁnd DECREED:
II. GENERAL INJUNCTION
26.  For the term of this Order,l Defcnda.nt. shall not:

2. Impose or implement a land use regulation in a manner that treats a religious
assembly or institution on less than equal terms with-a nonreligious -assemi:ly or
institution;

b. Impose of implement a land ﬁsc regulation in a manner that discﬁmiﬁates against
any assembly or institution on the basis of religion or religious denomination;

] - e Otherwise engage-in any conduct that violates RLUIPA; or | |

d. Coerce, intimidate, threaten, interfere with or retaliate against any pérson in'the

exercise or enjoyment of, or on account .of his having exercised or enjoyed, oron-

account of his having aided or encouraged any other person in the exercise or

enjoyment of any déht granted or protbc’ted by RLUIPA

. SPECIAL EXCEPTION APPLICATION PROCESS
27.  The Commission may adopt new special exception procedures éoverniﬁg land-use '

applications for residential zones or for houses of worship and other similar uses. Those
procedures must comply with the United States Constitution and with RLUIPA. Within
15 days aﬁér th.e'City adopts such procedures, it shall provide a copy of those procedures
to the Depa_rtmeht of Justice. If the City adopts new speciallcxceptioﬁ procedures, among

the new procedures w111 be the following:
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a Special Exception Application or Inquiry. Upon receipt of an application or

inquiry about the special-exception application proceés, the Planning Division
shall provide to the applicant or the person inquiring about the applipation process
a document that describes the application proéess and the criteria ﬁndgr which the
Pianning Division will accept, and the City will decide the application. The
Planning Division will provide to the applicant or the person inquiring a form
describing an applicant's riéhts under RLUIPA The language of the form shall
conform to Appendix A. |
b.. Planning Division Report. The Planniné Division .shall issue a report concerning
' all special exception applicatic;ns. The report shall evaluaté the applicant’s- |
prqbosed special-exception use and any impacts associated with that use in light
of (i) as-of-right uses and their potential impacts; and (i) uses permitted by’
i ' special exception on éimila.rly situated land, including uses proffered as similarly
situated by the applicant or an intervenor. Whenever the applicant is a religious
institﬁtion or assembly, or whenever the applicant proposes that the property or
properties ét issue in the app ﬁCaﬁon bé used, in any way, for religious purposes,
the report shall evaluate the proposed use in light of RLUIPA. In light of these
and other appropriate cvaluatiéns, the report shall recommend to grani,- deny, or
take other aﬁpropn'atc action on the proposed use, whether or not the proposed use

is contested or a hearing is scheduled before any City board or before the City -

Commission.
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{ c. Development Review Board Hearing. The Development Review Board shall
condﬁct a de novo review of the proposed special-exception use, including a de _
novo review of all applicable facts and laws. The Board's review shall take
account of, among other things: (i) the Planning Division report, (ii) any
submissions macie by the applicant oi any intervenors; (iii) stipulated evidence;
(ivj the'paxﬁés‘ cxcepﬁoﬁs to and support of the speciaJ-cxccption application; and
tv) any other rélevant materials. Whenever the applicant is a religious institution
or assembly, or whenevgf the applicant proposes that the prbpcrty or pf;)perﬁw at
issue in the application be used, in any way, for religious purposes, the '

Development Review Board shall evaluate thetprop'oscd use in light of RLUIPA.

d. City Commission Hearing. If the City Commission elects to hold a hearing on
any applicatién fora special exception, or to hear an appeal from any d;acision of

1 o ' the Development Revievs; Board with respect to any application for a special
exception, the City Commission will conduct é de novo review of the proposed

.. special-exception use, including a de novo review of all applicable facts and laws.
The Commission's review shall take account of, am.ong.. other thmgs I(i) the
Planning Divisioﬂ rebort, (ii) any submissions made by the applicant or ahy
intervenors; (iii) Stipulated evidence; (iv) the paﬁﬁcs' exceptions to and supi:ort of
the special—exceptién application; and (v) anly other relevant materials.. Whenever
the applicant is a religious insu'tuti.o'n or assembly, or whenever the applicant

proposes that the property or properties at issue in the application be used, in any
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28.

way, for religious purposes, the City Commission shall evaluate the proposed use
in light of RLUIPA. | -
IV. NOTICE

Within 60 days of the date of entry of this Ordér, the City shall implement the following
procedures to ensure notice to the 1$ub1ic of this Order and its effects:
a. Signage. The Planning Division shall post and maintain a printed sign within
sight of each public entrance to the Planning Division offices. The sign shall state’
in bold, block letters, at least one-inch high, £hat the City of Hollywood does not
discriminate against religious exercise in violation of RLUIPA, and shall state that
the City has entered into this Order and will provide # copy of it to any person

upon request. The text of this sign will conform to Appendix A.

b. | Internet Posting. Both the Plaiming Division and the City of Hollywood shall post

and maintain on the first page of their feépccﬁve 'Intf:m'et home pages a notice
stating_that the City of Hollywood does not djscﬁminatc égair_xsf religious exercise
in violation of RLUIPA. The notice will state that the Ci;cy has entered into this
Order and will provide a copy of this Order to any person upon request. The text
 of this posting is provided in Appendi;_( B.

C. Newspaper Publication. The City shall purchase advertising in the Miami Herald
and the Ft. Lauderdale Sun Sentinel, for fourteén consecutive days, stating that the
City does not diécriminate_ against rcligioﬁs exercise in violaﬁdn of RLUIPA. The

notice will be of a size equivalent to at least 6ne-quarter-p_age, shall be printed in.
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29,

ét icast 12-point font, and shall state that the City has entered into this Order and
will provide a copy of it to any person upon request. The text of this publication
is provided in Appéndix A

Notice to Past Religious Use Applicants. Within 90 days of the date of erifry of
this Order, the City shall provide notice of this Order t;:> every person, religious
asserﬁbly, or institution, since January 1, 2001, who or which had applied for and
was denied a special_excepﬁon, ar oth'er individualized land use d;atermination,

concerning the rcﬁgiops use of property. The notice shall explain why the

. Commission is contacting them and shall indicate that the Commission will

provide a copy of this Order upon request. A copy of the form for this notice is
provided in Appendix A.

V. TRAINING

Within ninety (96) days after the entry of this Order, the City shall provide training on the

" requirements of RLUIPA to: (i). all City Commissioners; (ii) all managerial employees of
the City, including but not limited to, the Cify Manager, the Assistant City Manager, the
City Attorney, and the Chief of Police; (iii) all Code Enforcement_ofﬁcérs or employees,
excluding clerical staff; (iv) all employees, excluding clérical staff, of the City Attorney's _

. Office; and (v) all Planning Divisién ofﬁéqrs or employees, excluding clerical staff. The

trammg shall be conducted bya qua.liﬁed person or organization approved by the United
States. The City shall pay all trgxining costs. Within one-hundred twenty (120) days after

the entry of this Order, the City shall secure and deliver to counsel for the United States a
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written certification of each employee's attendance at the RLUIPA tfaining, together with
a copy of all training materials, including but not limited to a course syllabus, if any.

30.  Within 30 days of the date of entry of this Order, the City shall conduct and complete the
following program .for all persons with responsibilities relating to the implementation and

enforcement of all zoning or land use regulations, including ail City Commissioners whe;

all Development Review

Board members; all Code Enf(:);cément officers or employees; all employees of the City

Attorney's Office; and all Planning Division ofﬁgcré or employees. Such program shall

include: | . | | |

a Fumjshing to each person a cépy of ihis Order, and informing each such person.,
in person, of the duties of ﬁe Planning Division and the Commission.under this

Order; and

7 . b. Securing a signed statément, appearing at Appendix _C,' from each such person.
stating that he or she has received, has read, and understands this Order and tﬁe_
policy of nondiscrimination mandated by this Order, and further understands that
violation of this Qrdcr may result in sanctions agaihst the City.

31.  For the duration of this Order, each person with responsibilities relating to the

. implemeniation and enforcement of all 'zom'ng or land use regulations within the City of
, . Hollywood shall be given a copy of, and be required to read this Order, and shall sign the
statement appea.nng at Appendlx C, within 10 days aﬁer the date he or she commences

embers}:np, cmploymcnt or an agency relationship with the City Attorney's Ofﬁce, the
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Pla.uning Division, the Code Enforcement Division, the Development Review Board, or
City Commission. |
32.  The statements prescribed by thjs section of the Order shall be maintained in the offices
of both the Planning Division and the City Attorney for the City of Hollywood for the |
duration of this Order. | | |
| VI. COMPLAINT PROCEDURE
33,  Within 90 dayé of the date of entry 6f this Court, the Pla_nnjng Division aﬁd Commission
shall estab.lish the following procedure to address complainté by any person who believes
-that the City, either ofﬁcially or through any one of its officers, employécs, or agents,
since January 1, 2001, or during the duration of this Order, and in connection with any
| application for a special exception or other individualized land use determination
i ' " concerning a religious land use, may haye violated or may violaie‘ the United States
Con#titution or federal law. .Upon complaint by such person, the City, through one of its
officers, employécs, or agents, shau offer to provide a written form to the complainant,
and shall provide that form upon request. A copy of this form is attached as Appendix D. -
If the complaint is wﬁtten, the Planning Division shall acccpf and maintain the original |
complaint and any proposed or actu'al‘ action taken by theCify in response to the
cpmpléini. If the complaint is oral, £he City through one of its oﬁicers,-employew, or
agents, shall prepare a wﬁ&m summary of the complaint along with the name, address,
p.hone n@ber, and other identifying information of the complainant and any proposed or

actual action taken by the City in response to the complaint. Upon receiving ény
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complaint, the City shall offer to provide to the complainant a copy of this Order, and
- shall provide a copy of this Order to the complainant upon request.

VII. REMEDY FOR PAST ACTIONS
297 eed +a %1/
34. . In order to remedy past actions in this case, the Clw?ﬁaﬂ allow HCS to operate at 2215
_ : 3nd
and 2221 North 46" Avenue as a house of worship as a matter of right in perpetuity, Fhis

' |r\ag Ma&c addrhonal ?tomng COnc.es;IOn; CD,,_},q,,,.,,L tn S«—J-wnl Sul's«_-flon;

_UD (c) LD) ‘mJ CE) oé Efsdwl'lvv' Nu Il—uwp zo~3 (aH-ad«.:Jl i De#g_go)

. r-:"”_—r__

35.  Within15 days of the entry of this O.rder,_thc. Ciiy Attomney shall advise the City

Commission on the record of the terms of this Order. 'i'he City Commission shall also
~ vacate all stop-work or similar orders prohibiting activity at 2215 and 2221 North 46th
Avenue, Hollywood Flonda, and direct the City Attorney to file a motion withdrawing, -
with prejudicc any legal actions, pending in any court, by the City agamst HCS orits
'agcnt or representative. ) . |
V. - REPORTING, RECdRD-KEEPING, AND .MONI:I‘ORING.
36.  No later than 180 days after the date of entry of this (5_rder, the City shall send a report

“evidencing its compliance with this Order to counsel for the Umted States.’ This report

shall consist of the following:

"1 For purposes of this Order, all submissions to the United States or its counsel should be
submitted to: Chief, Housing and Civil Enforcement Section, Civil Rights Division, United States
Department of Justice, 950 Penmsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20530, Attn: DJ# 210-18-3,

Fax: 202-514-1116, or as otherwise directed by the United States.
Page 13 of 24
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a. A signed declaration by each of the member of the City Commission stating that
the City has complied with Sections VI of this Order;

b'. Appropriate documentary evidence,l including but not limited to the text of all new
policies or procedures implemented as a result of this -Ordcr., demonstrating the
City's compliance with Sections II-VII of this Order; and

c. Copies of all signed statements from each person described in paragraphs 29-31
of this Order.

37.  Nine months after the date of entry of this Order, and every six months thereafter-umtit

ciasatiow 0€ this Drder, Fr—

SRS

nt, De_fenda.nt-shall send to

counsel for the United States a written report evidencing continuing compliance with this

Order. This report shall contain the following information:

a. Copies of all new signed statements at Appendix-C from each person described in
’ o paragraph 31, above, that have not been previously provided to counsel for the

United States;

b. Any written or oral complaint described in paragraph 33 of this Order. If the
complaint is written, the City shall provide a copy; if the complaint is oral, the

City shall provide a copy of the Writth__summaty described in Section VI or this

Order.
c.  The Planning Division and the City shall, until this lawsuit is dismissed with
prejudice as described in Section IX, below, preserve all reco}ds that are the

source of or that contain any of the information pertinent to the City's obligations
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38.

39,

40.

41.

under this Order. Upon reasonable notice to the City Attorney, feprcscntativ&s of
the United States shall be permitted to inspect and copy all pertinent records of the
City at any and all reasonable times; provided, however, that the United States
shall endeavor to minimize ?my inconvenience to the Planning Division or City
Commission from inspection of such records.

IX. DURATION OF ORDER AND _TERM]NATION'OF__LEGAL ACTION

This Consent Order shall remain in effect for five (5) years after the date of its entry, or

for three (3) years after the date the City’s new special excepﬁon ﬁrocedures take effect,

whichever is later.

The Court shall retain jurisdiction for the duration of this Consent Order to enforce the

terms of the Orderef

. United States may move the Court to extend the duration of the Order in the interests of

justice.

The Parties shall endeavor in good faith to resolve informally any differences regarding

interpretation of and compliance with this Order prior to bringing such matters to the

‘Court for resolution. However, in the event of a failure by Defendant to perform ina

timely manner any a.ct"required by this Order or otherwise to act in conformance with any
provision thereof, the United States lﬁay move thlS Court to impose any remedy
authorized at l.ziw or‘ equity, including, but not limited to, an order requiﬁng performance
of such act or deeming such act to have been performed, and costs and reasonable
attorneys’ fees which may have been occasioned by the violation or failure to perform.

X. TIME FOR PERFORMANCE

Any time limits for performance imposed by this Consent Order may be extended by the
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42,

43,

44.

mutual written agreement of the United States and the relevant Defendants.

XI. ENFORCEMENT OF THIS ORDER
Except as provided in paragraph 43 below, any failure to comply with any or all of the
provisions of this Order shall subject Defendant to findings of contempt, and the United
Statcs- may séek any and all rcliéf from this Court against Dcfc.nd,a.nt for ﬁoncomph'ancé.
In the event that the City Commissioh fails to comply with paragraph 35, above, or to
allow HCS to operate as a housé of worship in compliance with paragraph 34, abc;Ve,
Defendant will be subject to a show cause order as to why it should not be held in

con{empt of this Court, and the United States may seek any and all relief from this Court

. against Defendant for a finding bf contempt.

XII. COSTS OF LITIGATION
Each party to this litigation will bear its own costs and attorneys’ fees associated with this

litigation,

ENTERED THIS 7 day of % , 200604 - WWapn| Fioada...

St o A ena
7" JOAN A. LENARD
"UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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The undersigned apply for and consent to the entry of this Order: -

Dated_ 2 /4, 2006
FOR THE UNITED STATES:

Wan J. Kim o :
Assistant Attorney General

AR

Steven H. Rofenbaum

Chief

Michael S. Maurer

Deputy Chief -

Sean R. Keveney

R. Tamar Hagler

Trial Attorneys

Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice

Housing and Civil Enforcement Section

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

Tel.: (202) 514-4838

Fax: (202) 514-1116

Email: sean.r.keveney@usdoj.gov
Fla. Bar No. A5500926

Counsel for the United States

" R. Alexander Acosta

United States Attorney

Marilynn Lindsey 2; i

R Assistant U.S. Attorney

Wendy Jacobus

Assistant U.S. Attorney

500 E. Broward Blvd

Ft. Lauderdale, Fl. 33394

Tel: (954) 356-7255

Fax: (954) 356-7336 -
Counsel for the United States
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FOR THE CITY OF HOLLYWOOD:

Daniel Abbott Thomas J. McCausland

City of Hollywood Conroy, Simberg, Ganon, Krev:ms & Abel, PA
2600 Hollywood Boulcvard, Room 407 3440 Hollywood Boulevard

Hollywood, FL 33020 Hollywood, FL 33021

Tel.: (954) 921-3435 Tel.: (954) 961-1400

Fax: (954) 921-3081 Fax: (954) 967-8577

City Attorney Counsel for the City of Hollywood

Catréron Betison

City of Hollywood

2600 Hollywood Boulevard, Room 407
Hollywood, FL 33020

City Manager
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case Nb. 04-61212/05-60687 (Lesiard/Klein)

United States )
' )
Plaintiff, )
) CONSENT ORDER: APPENDIX A
VS. )
_ )
City of Hollywood )
: )
Defendant. )
. )
APPENDIX A
On ., 2006, the United States District Court for the Southern District of

Florida entered a Consent Order resolving a religious-.discriminatjon lawsuit brouéht by the United
‘States against the City of Hollywood under the Religious Land Use aﬁd Institutionalized Persons A;t
of 2000 ("RLUIPA"), for the City's treatment of ﬁe Hollyw.ood Community Synagogue. Under the
terms of the Consenf drdcr fhe City of Hollywood is required, 'among' o;cher tbihgs, to inform all
applicants for any special exception to the City’s zoning code of the applicant's rights under the RLUIPA.

Under RLUIPA, no government, including the Cit.y of HoﬂWoo¢_méy apply its zoning or land
use lav.vs m a manner that imposes e; substantial burden on the religious exercise of a person, including
a religious assembly or institution. RLUIPA also provides that no government, including the City of
Hollywood, may apply a. land use regulation in a manne; that treats a religious assembly or institution
(a church, for example) on less than equal terms than a nonreligious in.stitution or assemi)ly (aday care
cent;r or movie theatér). Finally, RLUIPA provides that nb go.vc'mment, including the City of
Hollywood, may impose a land useregulationin a manner that discriminates against a religious assembly

or institution.
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If you believe that any local government or municipality has discriminated against you in the
implementation of its zoning or land use laws, please contact the United States Department of Justice
at: |

(202) 514-4713
You may also write to:
" United States Department of Justice
. Civil Rights Division
Housing and Civil Enforcement Section
950 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W. -G St
Washington, DC 20530
if you would like a copy of the Consent Order referenced ébove and entered in United States v.

City of Hollywood, Civ. No. 05-60687 (S.D. Fla.), please contact the office of the City Attorney for the -

City of Hollywood at (954) 921-3435, and you will be provided with a copy free of charge.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 04-61212/05-60687 (Lenard/Klein)
United States
Plaintiff,
CONSENT ORDER: APPENDIX B
vs.
City of Hollywood

Defendant.

APPENDIX B

. NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION POLICY

CONSISTENT WITH THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION AND THE RELIGIOUS
LAND USE AND INSTITUTIONALIZED PERSONS ACT OF 2000, THE CITY OF
HOLLYWOOD DOES NOT DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF RELIGION IN THE
APPLICATION OF ITS LAWS, POLICIES, OR PROCEDURES, INCLUDING THE

APPLICATION OF ITS LAND USE REGULATIONS AND ZONING LAWS.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA -
Case No. 04-61212/05-60687 (Lenard/Klein)
United States )
)
Plaintiff, ) .
) CONSENT ORDER: APPENDIX C
vs. ) :
' )
City of Hollywood )
)
Defendant. ) _
. ).
! _ APPENDIX C
CERTIFICATION OF RECEIPT OF CONSENT ORDER
I , _ . , certify that I have received the Consent Order
entered in United States v. City of Hollywood, Civ. No. 05 -60687 (S.D. Fla.). I further certifythat[ have

T . read and understand the aforementioned Consent Order, that all my questions were answered_ cdnceming

" it, and that I understand that my violation of this Consent Order may result in sanctions against the City

of Hollywood.

. (Signature)

(Print name)

(Date)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 04-61212/05-60687 (Lenard/Klein)

United States )
)
Plaintiff, ) -
' ) CONSENT ORDER: APPENDIX D
vs. )
. ' )
City of Hollywood )
)
Defendant. )
{ )
APPENDIX D

' COMPLAINT AGAINST THE CITY OF HOLLYWOOD

Under the terms of a settlement with the United States Depértment of Justice, the City of

Hollywood is required to perform certain actions to ensure that it does ﬁot violate RLUIPA, including

| proéessing this complaint and providing you with a.free copy of the Consent Oder entered in United
States v. City of Hollywood, Civ. No. 05-60687 (.D. Fla.).

Name:

Address:

Tel ephone:

Please state briefly the nature of the service or fequest that you made of the City of Hollywood (e.g.,
special exception, variance, etc.). In addition, please include a description of the religious land use

or institution at issue in your request:
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Please state briefly in what way(s) you believe that the City of Hollywood may have violated your
rights under the United States Constitution, federal law, the Florida State Constitution, Florida State
law, or the City of Hollywood Code:

If you believe that the City of Hollywood, or any other local government or municipality, has
discriminated against you in the implementation of its zoning or land use laws, in addition to

completing this complaint, please contact the United States Department of Justice at:

J ' . ' (202) 5144713
“ You may also write to:

United States Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division
Housing and Civil Enforcement Section
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW. -G St
" Washington, DC 20530

R

Page 24 of 24



	temp00385.tif

