""""""" SITE PLAN REVIEW AND APPEARANCE BOARD

CITY OF DEL.RAY BEACH ---STAFF REPORT---
MEETING DATE: December 16, 2015
ITEM: Fourth and Fifth Delray (aka iPic Theater) — Class V Site Plan, Landscape

Plan, Architectural Elevations and Waivers Associated With The Construction

Of A Commercial Project That Contains 7,487 square feet of retail, 42,446

square feet of office, and a 44,879 Square Feet Movie Theater Located South

of Atlantic Avenue Between SE 5th Avenue and SW 4th Avenue.
RECOMMENDATION: Approval with canditions
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ITEM BEFORE THE BOARD =

The action before the Board is approval of a Class V site plan request for Fourth and Fifth
Delray {also known as iPic Movie Theater) pursuant to LDR Section 2.4,5(F). The request
involves the following elements:

O Site Plan;

O Architectural Elevations;
O Landscape Plan; and

O Waivers.

The requests are in conjunction with Fourth and Fifth Delray, a proposed commercial
development that includes a movie theater, retail, and office space, located between SE 5t
Avenue and SE 4™ Avenue approximately 156 feet south of Atlantic Avenue (approximately 1.59
acres).

- ' BACKGROUNI

It is noted that this development application was submitted prior to the establishment of
the Zoning In Progress that was in place while the new development regulations were
processed for the Central Business District (CBD). This proposal has therefore been
reviewed in accordance with the regulations that were in effect at that time (2009).

The project area consists of portions of Lots 7 and 10, and all of Lots 8 & 9, and 14 through 18,
Block 101 Town of Linton, tegether with a portion of the north/south alley that has been
approved and is subject to conditions. The properties contain the former municipal library that
was built in 1968 and the former Chamber of Commerce office that was built in 1948,

At its meeting of August 18, 2015, the City Commission approved the abandonment of a portion
of the north/south alley and the conditional use for an increase in building height to 59.5 feet
and for the movie theater use,

The alley abandonment was approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That the ‘Martini prop erty( located-to-thesouth—and-west-of the— P roj e'ct) beacq tired-and-——

redeveloped to provide vehicular access to SE 4™ Avenue from the north-south alley prior to
issuance of a building permit.

2. That the applicant resolves any concerns of the affected utility service providers prior to
issuance of a building parmit.

The conditional use was approved subject to the following conditions:

1. Approval of a site plan by SPRAB that is in general conformance to the concept plan
approved as part of this Conditional Use. Any changes in site layout, access, or use
configuration will require amendment to the conditional use and approval by the City
Commission,

2. That the applicant address Palm Beach County Traffic Engineering Division’s review of
the revised traffic analysis prior to approval of the site plan. (The issues identified by the
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Palm Beach County Traffic Engineering Division regarding potential traffic circulation
and congestion are addressed via the site plan conditions 6 through 9. The remaining
issues regarding the traffic generation analysis need to be addressed and is attached as
a condition of approval).

3. That the property immediately scuth of the subject development be acquired and
redeveloped with vehicular access to the north/south alley, include a public access
easement, and additional landscape area prior to issuance of a building permit. (A site
plan application for the Martini property has been submitted and is being processed
concurrently).

4, That public access be provided to the third floor terrace. (The development proposal
has been revised to provide public access to the third floor 5,084 square foot terrace).

5. That a security guard be posted at the entrance along SE 5" Avenue to prevent vehicle
drop-offs. (The applicant has agreed to post security personnel at the SE 5" Avenue
entrance and this is a condition of approval of the site plan).

8. That the existing parking on the property be replaced within the proposed parking facility.
(The site plan has been revised to provide 90 public parking spaces within the garage).

The City Commission approved the conditional uses with the direction from the Mayor that
‘some air be let out of the tire,” which is interpreted that the intensity of the project be reduced.
The plans have been revised to eliminate 31 theater seats. The retail floor area has been
reduced 737 square feet. The office floor area has been reduced 214 square feet. In addition,
the east-west alley which is north of the site is proposed to be widened to 24 feet. This is four
feet wider than is required for alleys.

The action now before the Board is approval of the site plan, landscape plan, huilding
glevations, and a recommendation to the City Commission regarding the requested waivers.

"PROJECT DESCRIPTION -

The devetopment proposal incorporates the following:

O Demolition of the existing improvements on the property.

W The provision of 90 public parking spaces within the garage.

O Construction of a commercial mixed use development that consists 7,487 square feet
retail: 42,446 square feet of office; and a 44,979 square foot (407 seats) 8-screen

movie theater.

O Provision of 5,084 square foot terrace on the third floor above the theater that wilt be
accessible to the general public.

O Instailation of sidewalks, walkways, and associated landscaping.

The development proposal includes waivers to the following sections of the L.and Development
Regulations:
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1. A waiver to LDR Section 4.4.13{F)(7)(a), which requires a minimum rear setback of 10 feet

for all floors,

2. A waiver to LDR Section 4.4.13(F){(4)(c)(1)&(2), which requires a specified building frontage
for the lower and upper levels along the east/west alley.

3. A waiver to LDR Section 4.6.18(B){14)(iv)(2), which requires a minimum transparency or

glass surface area of 75%.

" SITE PLAN ANALYSIS "

COMPLIANCE WITH THE LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS:

Items identified in the Land Development Regulations shall specifically be addressed by
the body taking final action on the site and development application/request.

LDR Section 4.3.4{K) Development Standards Matrix:

The following table indicates that the proposal complies with LDR Section 4.3.4(K) and Section
4.4.13(F) as it pertains to the Central Business District (2009):

. SR - Standard S Provided
Maximum Building Height 48’ 595"
Open Space ' 0% 5.45%
Floor Height Ground Floor 10' 10°
Upper Floors o 10'
Side Interior  Setback (south 0 0.37°
property line)
Rear Setback 10’ 0.69™

*

*k

Building Sefbacks:

Height increase approved via conditional use.
Rear setback not provided for the movie theater along the north-south alley. A waiver
_application has been submitted and.is discussed later in this report

The following tables indicate that the proposal complies with LDR Section 4.4.13(F)(4)
as it pertains to the Central Business District (CBD) zone district, except for those

portions of the buildings as noted in the furthest column to the right:
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Required i Eggb[_iénée with
Road/ _— % Building . Building Proposed. N
Building puiaing Frontage gg{g;;id Frontage Building - Requirements? -
Side g (min/max) at.. . Frontage. = p—rrr—r -
Setback . o ves o Mo
70% 213.96'
Ground min./20% 10" max. min./275. 257.53 *
Federal ' Floor to max. 09' max,
- ' 37 i :
Highway Remaining 15’ min. 37.19 48AT .
length min.,
305.66
g T 70% min, 165" min 213.96 246.95 .
noove 90% mir. 30 275.09 239.66"
SE 41 70% 104.1%’
Avenue Ground min./90% 10" max. min./133. 116,24 *
148,78’ Fioor to max. 90" max.
Building 25 Remaining —_ 14.88' , *
Frontage length 15" min. min. 24.3
. 70% 137.49°
East\West Ground min./90% 10" max. min./176. 180.637
Alley Floor to max. 78' max,
25 Remaining 15' min. 19_.63 5.45>
length min.
Buling o 70% min. 15 min. 137.49 103.6°
Frontage Above 90% 30' min. 176.78 196,42 *
48 min.

The applicant has been notified of this inconsistency and has not revised the plans
accordingly. Thus, a condition of approval is attached that the upper floor of the office be
redesigned to provide a minimum of 275.09 feet at a setback of 30 feet or greater.
Waiver application has been submitted.

SITEPLANWAIVER ANALYSIS

Pursuant to L DR Section-2.4.7(B)(5),-pricr to_granting a waiver_the approving body shall make

a finding that the granting of the waiver:

(a) Shall not adversely affect the neighboring area;

(b) Shall not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities;

(c) Shall not create an unsafe situatton; and

(d) Does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

Rear Setbacks:
Per LDR Section 4.4.13(F){7)(a), the rear setback in the CBD zoning district is 10 feet for all
floors. The proposed setback is 0.69 feet on the movie theater on the east side of the north-

south. The applicant has requested a waiver from the rear setback requirement.

The applicant has submitted the following verbatim narrative in support of the waivers:
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“...{a) The Rear Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Rear Sethack Waiver does nhot adversely affect the neighboring area. The Rear Setback Waiver is only
requested for a portion of the Project running along a small section of the alley to the south of the Property and
the rear of the Project Initially, Petlioner was requesting a waiver for a smaller deviation from Code
requirements, however, an additional two foot dedication was required afong the alley on the southem end of
the Property. As such, Petitioner is requesting a Setback Waiver to aflow a 0.68’ setback in lieu of the 10" Code
required rear setback along this alley. It is important to note that along the ground level the majority of this
frontage complies with the 10 foot rear setback. A 0.68 setback is only proposed for 37.3 feet of the 102.8 feet
of buiiding length from the ground level to 29.57" in elevation. From 29.75 feet to 59.5 feet in elevation, the
minimum rear setback proposed is 1.18 feet in lieu of ten feet required for 95.36 feet of the length of the building.

Although Petitioner is requesting a waiver from the rear setback provision, Petitioner is under contract for the
adjacert property immeaiately south of the proposed parking garage. This property is forty-four (44) feet from
north fo sotth along this rear setback. Petitioner is proposing to utiize this property as an access way from the
north-south alley to SE 4" Avenue. Pelitioner is proposing to demolish the existing bullding and’ utilize the
remainder of the property as a finear park. In addition, the property further south is an existing parking area that
will continue to serve the retail uses in the area in accordance with the image below;

Had this adjacent parcel been under confract when Petitioner initially submitted the application, it would have
been included in the application and the portion of the alfey adjacent to the buiiding wall on the ground levels
wotdd have been proposed for abandonment.  However, the proposed plans still meet the infent of this
provision.  The rear setback provisions are In place to ensure there is adequate open space and separation

between buildings. As the Project now proposes to demolish the building on the adjacent property and provide
additional open space, the Project adheres to the infent of this provision.

Further, the Rear Setback Walver from sethack requirements is not requested along either of the major
thoroughfares where pedestrians will travel, nor along the eastAwest alley at the north end of the Property where
vehicles will travel fo access the parking areas. This portion of the Property will be utilized by very few vehicles
parking in the rear of adjacent businesses. This area will rarefy be utiized by pedestnians and the door adjacent
fo this area is designated as an emergency exit and will not be utilized by patrons. Pelitioner has also met with
Waste Management to ensure the Project does not adversely affect the adjacent buildings and that services will
be available once the Project is developed. The Project will actually enhance the appearance of the area as it
offers a unique architectural ensemble which embraces a contemporary modem aesthetic. The fagade is
intentionally rmuft-faceted, with slight confrasting yet visually integrated components that will enhance the visual
expenence for pedestrians and passing motorists. Many of the architectural elements and details will be camed
throughout the Project and even the rear elevation will be slightly enhanced so as to not detract from the
aesthetics of the neighborfiood.  As such the Rear Sethback Walver does not adversely affect the neighboring
area.

(b) The Rear Setback Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities.
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The Rear Setback Waiver does not diminish the provision of public facilities. Pefitioner has met with various
utiity providers and utility easements are being provided or relocated as necessary. Public facilities have alf
been considered throughott the site planning process by engineers and related professionals. The decrease in
the proposed setback proposed will not have a significant impact on streets, potable water, sewage, stormwater
management, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilities or any other public facilifies. In addition,
Petitioner has met with Waste Management to ensure the service providers will be able fo adequately access
adjacent businesses and the Froject now proposes a means of safe egress from the alley onto SE 4" Avenue
through the acquisition of the adjacent property. In addition, Petitioner is providing a two foot (2)) dedication
along this afley to the south of the Property and will be expanding the eastivest alley along the north of the
Property to ensure patrons of both the Project and adjacent businesses are able fo safely fraverse the sife. As
stich, the Rear Setback Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities.

(c) The Rear Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

The Rear Scthack Waiver does not create an unsafe situation. As discussed above, the Rear Setback Waiver
relates only to the rear of the building adjacent to the north/south alfey. This is not an area which will be Litiized
by the public. Petitioner is providing the required 10 foot setback for 65.5 feet along the rear of the buiding.
Further, an additional two foot (2) dedication has been provided along this alley. The rear setbacks provide
sufficient space to access the FPL transformer locations for maintenance and repair along the afley by providing
the required 10 foot setback in these locations. The reduced setback is located towards the interior comer of the
building where these activities will not occur. While emergency exists are focated in the rear of the buiding
leading into the alley, these exits will not be regularly used by patrons. Adequiate means of pedestrian circtilation
have been provided in order to ensure pedestrians maneuver safely through afl areas of the Project. Further,
the required ten foot setback Is provided adjacent fo the alley in order to ensure safe vehicular movements for
the few cars that may utilize the alley to park in the rear of the adjacent businesses. Waste Management has
also been consulted to ensure adequate access fo adjacent businesses. Petitioner is further under contract to
purchase the property immediately south of the parking garage and proposes a driveway connecting the alley to
SE 4" Avenue to ensure safe vehicular movements for vehicles utiizing this alley. Further, Petitioner is
proposing to improve access to the Properly and adjacent cormmercial development by expandrng the
eastivest alley along the north of the Property. By doing so, Petitioner is crealing a safer means of accessing
the J'Z;mpf?ny and adjacent commercial establishments. As such, the Rear Setback Waiver does nof create an
unsafe situation.

(d) The Rear Sethack Waiver does nof result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under sirnifar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Rear Setback Waiver does not restlt in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under similar circumstances on the property for another applicant or owner.  As noted above, Petmoner
is adhengﬁ to the setback requirements of the CBD for the main street frontages of the Project on SE 4 Avenue
and SE 5" Avenue. Further, Petitioner adheres fo LDR Section 4.4, 14(F)(6) for the Side Street buifding frontage

along the alley. As such, the massing of the building adheres to the intent of the Code for all vehicular use and
pedestnian areas. The requested Rear Setback Waiver relates only to the rear setback of the Project which wilf
rarely be viewed by pedestrians or vehicles at street level.  Further, Petitioner is under contract to purchase the
pmperty immediately south of the proposed parking garage to pmwde an additional access from the alley to SE
4" Avenue and to create additional public open space elements within the Project. The property immediately to
its south is currently a parking garage. As such, the Project adheres o the infent of the code, ensuring there is
sufficient open space and separation between buidings. Petitioner is not only adhering to the infent of the Codle
by adhering to the setbacks on the accessible frontages for the Project, but Petitioner is also going beyond the
Code requirement by designing the Project in such a way as fo incorporate pedestnian friendly elements, such
as the horizontal wood siding, plant beds and a fountain in order to reduce the expanse of the four-story fagade
to a comfortable human scafe. The Project enhances the expenence at the street level for pedestiians and
passing motorists and truly strives fo create a design that will be an jconic and positive presence in the City for
years to come. As such, 1t is unlike other development within the City and the Rear Setback Waiver will not
result in the grant of a special privilege.. ..
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Waiver Analysis:

The area of the encroachment is located at the northern terminus of the north/south alley. Due
to the configuration of the alley from the conversion of the Martini property, 20 feet will become
landscape are at the northern terminus of the alley, which will address the massing concern
over the reduced building setback. Further, the massing concern over the reduction of the
setback is mitigated since the most impacted property (Martini) directly across the alley to the
west will be owned by the applicant and is being developed as a public access easement
connecting the north-south alley with parallel parking as well. The proposed waiver does not
significantly affect the neighboring area since the reduction and massing issue only directly
impacts the applicant own property. The setback reduction will not diminish the provision of
public facilities or create an unsafe situation since it is at the northern terminus of the alley. The
relief would not grant a special privilege since it is believed that if the exact circumstances were
to occur elsewhere, the waiver could be supported. It is noted that there are no known cases {o
date where a similar request was made or granted. Based on the above positive findings can
be made with respect to LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5), Waiver Findings.

Building Setbacks:

As noted in the building setback table above, the project does not comply with LDR Section
4.4 13(F){4)(c)(1)&(2) for the lower and upper floors along the east-west alley. The project is
required to provide a maximum of 90% (1786.78 feet) of the building frontage at 10 feet from the
property line for the lower floors (0 feet to 25 feet in height). The proposed development
provides 180.63 feet within 10 feet of the property line. The remaining length (19.63 feet
minimum) of the building needs to provide a minimum setback of 15 feet and a length of 6.45 is
proposed. For the upper floors (25 feet to 48 feet in height) along the alley, the building is
required to be setback a minimum of 15 feet for a minimum of 70% of the building frontage
(137.49 feet). The proposed building does not comply with this reguirement since only 103.6
feet of the building is setback 15 feet from the property line. The applicant has requested a
waiver from the instances where the buﬂdmg does not comply with the frontage requirement for
the lower and upper levels.

The applicant has submitted the following verbatim narrative in support of the waivers:

...(a) The Alley Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Alley Sethack Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area. The Alley Setback Waiver relates to
buiding frontage along the eastvest alley at the north end of the Property.  LDR Section 4.4.14(F)(4)(c)
requires the buiding frontage to be setback no more than five (5) feet for seventy percent (70%) to ninely
percent (90%; of the building frontage on ground floors. Petitioner complies with this requirement. The provision
requires for an addiional sethack of fiteen (15) feet for the remainder of the building. LDR Section
4.4.14(F}(4)(c) further specifies additional setback requirements for upper levels. Specifically, from twenty-five to
forty-eight feet in height, at least seventy percent (70%) to ninety percent (90%) must be setback a minimum of
fiteen (15) feet, The remainder must be setback at least twenty five (25) feet.  Petitioner is unable fo comply
with this provision because of the specific use that is proposed. This portion of the Project is comprised of
individual movie theatres and a parking garage. These specific uses do not allow for the stepbacks required by
the LDRs. Further, the proposed theatres go beyond twenty five (25) feet in height where the additional
stepbacks are required. Over thirty (30) feet in height, above the height of the proposed movie theatres, the
Project meets this stepback requirement.  This refief is sought for less than five feet in efevation. As such, the
Alley Setback Waiver is required in order to develop the Project. More specifically, on the ground floor, Petitioner
is providing the five (5) foot setback required along the alley, however, because of the uses proposed, the
building would need to provide 15 foot setback for an additional 17.15 feet of frontage along the afley, the
building would need to stepback to at least 15 feet for an additional 11.36 feet on the second floor,, and finally,
ah additional stepback of 0.83’is required on the upper level.
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The Alley Setback Waiver is only on the northem boundary of the Property fronting the affey. This alley is not
infended for pedestrian use. Rather, vehicles will be using i fo access the parking garage for the Project and a
small number of vehicles will be using it to access the rear of existing businesses (mainly employees). This is not
a main thoroughfare, nor is it an area that will be frequented by pedestrians. As such, it is not as necessary to
provide the required stepbacks as for the east and west fronfages of the Project, Further, Petitioner is actually
proposing to improve the north/south alley and expand i in order to create safer drive aisles. As such, the Alley
Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

(b) The Alley Setback Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities.

The Alley Setback Walver does not diminish the provision of public facilities. A five foot (5) utility easement is
being provided on the southem portion of the Property and (itiities are being refocated as necessary. Public
facilties have all been considered throughout the site planning process by engineers and related professionals.
The decrease in the proposed sethack proposed will not have a significant impact on streets, potable water,
sewage, stormwater managerment, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilities or any other public facilities.
In addition, Pefitioner has met with Waste Management fo ensure the service providers will be able to
adequately access adjacent businesses. In addition, Petitioner will be expanding the eastivest alley along the
north of the Property to enstire patrons of both the Project and adjacent businesses are able to safely traverse
the stte. As suich, the Alley Setback Waiver does not significantly dirminish the provision of public facilities,

(ct The Alley Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation,

The Alley Setback \Waiver does not create an unsafe situation. As discussed above, the Alley Setback Waiver
is for the frontage along the eastivest alley. The alley is cumently utiized to access the rear of existing
businesses. This will also be a means of ingress and egress to the Project's parking garage and valet drop off
areas. The intent of the setback requirements Is fo provide for relfief and approprate building massing from
street level  Stepping back a small portion of the building at ground fevels and incomporating additional
stepbacks at twenly five (25) feet in height will not affect the safety of the area. Further, Petitioner is actually
crealing a safer situation by expanding the adjacent alley to provide uniform twenty (20) foot drive aisles. As
stich, the Alley Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

(d) The Alley Setback Waiver does not resutt in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Alley Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under similar circumstances on the property for another applicant or owner. The alley is being viewed
as a hybrid frontage because of it will be utlized fo access the Project however, it is stif an alley. This is not a
nght-ofway that will be utiized by anyone other than those accessing the Project or adjacent businesses. As
stich, it is a unigue situation. This LDR section woulld typically apply to other streets where vehicles would pass
by regularly and where pedestrians would fravel  This is not the case with the alley as it is not designated for

general trafiic or pedestnan circulation and should not be treated as such. Further, the Alley Setback Waiver is :
specific to this particufar use. While other developments may be able to comply with this provision of the LDRS,

this specific movie theatre use is not able to step back as required. As such, the Alley Setback Waiver does not

resuft in the grant of a special priviiege...”

Waiver Analysis:

The proposed development provides too much building within the setback area in the amount of
3.85 linear feet (180.63-176.78'=3.85") for the lower floor. The upper floor is not setback far
enough in the amount of 33.89 linear feet (137.49' — 103.6" = 33.89). The applicant indicates
that compliance is problematic due to nature of the theater use, which essentially needs large
flat walls that don't allow for the plane changes that standard commercial or residential buildings
can accommodate. It is noted that the upper level encroachment is also due to the nature of the
use. Given the height of the theater (29.75 feet), the first floor essentially “encroaches’ into the
upper level “air space” and becomes part of the calculation for both levels. The applicant is aiso
correct in noting that subject setback/step-back requirements are essentially streetscape
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requirements that control the massing and scale as it relates to a street. These streetscape
concerns don't have the same level of importance along the subject alley that has commercial
uses on both sides, Based on the above positive findings can be made with respect to LDR
Section 2.4.7(B)(5), Waiver Findings.

*The request to waiver the minimum transparency is analyzed later in the report in the
Architectural Elevations section.

" END OF SITE PLAN"WAIVER-ANALYSIS = -

Parking Requirements:

Per LDR Section 4.4.13(G){1){a), the theater and retail uses require 1 parking space per 300
square feet of total floor area for all nonresidential uses except restaurants and offices. Per
LDR Section 4.4.13(G){1)(g)(1), the required parking for the office is 1 parking space per 300
square feet of net floor area. No restaurants are proposed as a part of this request.

The proposed development contains 7,487 sq. ft. of retail, 32,215 net sq. ft. (42,446 sq. ft.
gross) of office, and 44,979 sq. ft. of movie theater. Based on this development mix, the :
minimum required parking for the proposed development is 372 parking spaces, if each use -
provided the minimum required parking. ‘

LDR Section 4.6.9(C)(8)(a) — Shared Parking allows for buildings or a combination of buildings
on a unified site to utilize the shared parking calculations which affords reduced parking
requirements by accommodating varied peak utilization periods for different uses (see helow).
The minimum required parking is reduced to a 275 parking spaces when the shared parking
table is utilized.

The development proposal provides a total of 315 parking spaces within the garage. Thus, the
development proposal complies with the parking requirements with a 40-space parking surplus.
it is noted that the use category of “Other” lists 90 “required” spaces. These are intended to
replace the public spaces assigned previously to the Chamber of Commerce and the former
municipal library and adjusted per the City Commission condition of approval that the spaces
within the existing public parking lot be replaced within the garage as public spaces. it is noted

+ha%@%@%&#m@m@%@o@m@u@gﬁ%@%@%ﬁe&um%ng—

spaces.

Weekday : . ) Weekend
Night Day Evening Day . Evening . ,
Use Required | Midnight to 6 AM 9 AM to 4 PM 8 PM to Midnight 9 AM to 4 PM 6 PM to Mldnight :
Residential 100% 0 80% 0 90% 0 80% o] 90% c }
Office 107.38 5% 5.369 100% 107,38 10% 10,738 10% 10,738 5% 5,369 ‘
Copnimercial/Retall 24,88 5% 1.248 70% 17.472 90% 22,484 100% 24.868 C O 70% 17.472 !
Hotel BO% 0 80% 0 100% 0 80% 0 100% 0 i
Restaurant 10% 0 50% 0 100% 0 50% 0 100% 0
(theatres, bow ling alieys,
etc) 149.83 10% 14,883 40% 59,972 100% 149.93 80% 119,944 100% 149,83
Researved Parking 100% 9] 100% 0 100% ol 100% 0 100% 0
Other 80 100% 80 100% _—eB0 100% 90 100% a0 100% <0
TOTALS 372 M2 ( 275 273 248 | 263 !
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The management of the 80 public parking spaces will need to be addressed via a tri-party
agreement between the applicant, the CRA, and the City. The agreement will need at minimum
to address the concerns that these spaces remain available to the general public rather than
occupied by the customers and employees of the businesses within the development. This
agreement will need to be prepared and ready for City Commission consideration concurrent
with their consideration of the waivers associated with this site plan, and this is attached as a
condition of approval.

Lighting:

Pursuant to LDR Section 4.6.8(A)(3), the parking decks within the garage meet the 10 foot
candles maximum and 1 foot candle minimum. However, the photometric plan contains several
instances where compliance with the City's illumination levels and requirements has not been
achieved. The garage entrances along SE 4™ Avenue and the Alley do not meet the minimum
day time illumination level of 50 foot candles (32.5 to 49 foot candles proposed). Further, the
night time illumination leve! information of a maximum of 10 foot candles and a minimum of 1.0
foot candle has not been provided. The illumination levels of building entrance from SE 5%
Avenue exceed the maximum illumination level of 10 foot candles (69.2 foot candles proposed).
Finally, per LDR Section 4.6.8(A)(1)[Table 1], maximum height of a garage roof top light pole
and fixture is 15 feet when within 20 feet of the garage structured. The proposed garage
includes a 20 foot high light pole and fixture at the east and west sides of the structure. A
condition of approval is recommended to ensure that these inconsistencies are resolved prior to
certification of the site plan.

Right-of-Way Dedication:

Pursuant to Land Development Regulation (LDRL Section 5.3.1(D){2), there are no rights-of-way
dedication required for SE 4" Avenue and SE 5" Avenue. However, the required aliey width is
20 feet and 16 feet exists. Pursuant to the direction of the City Commission, a total dedication
of 8 feet is proposed along the south side of the east/west alley to accommodate the heavy
delivery and customer vehicle traffic flow along this alley. This 8-foot dedication has been
presented in the revised plans.

The existing north-south alley is 16 feet wide and 20 feet is required. The site plan includes the
dedication of 2 feet to this alley. [t is noted that the Martini property will also be required to

dedicate the 2 feet to achieve a total of 20 feet in the area of the project.

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design:

The plans should be revised to indicate that there will be a CCTV system installed on-site. All
rear access doors should have peepholes and routine inspection of the doors is suggested to
ensure that they are unobstructed and they have not been tampered with. Security of the
projector room should be considered. The stair wells should be designed to prevent access
underneath to prevent ambush points. These crime prevention techniques are recommended.
Other Issues:

Intensity Reduction:

Per the direction of the City Commission approval of the conditional use, the applicant is to
reduce the intensity of the development proposal, In response, the applicant has reduced the
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floor area of the retail space by 737 square feet (9% reduction), the office floor area has been
reduced by 214 square feet (less than 1% reduction), and 31 seats (6% reduction) have been
removed from the movie theaters. It is noted that the floor area of the movie theater has
increased 1,507 square feet (3% increase). The applicant has indicated that the mezzanine
level of the movie theater has increased to accommodate adequate area for life safety purposes
due to the public access to the third floor terrace. Other reductions are a result in part from the
additional 4 foot dedication to the east/west alley (8 foot dedication total).

From a perspective of revenue generation, the proposed reduction (particularly the theater
seats) is meaningful. However, the impact on the massing of the project will not be significant
or noticeable from the concept plans approved by the City Commission. From a parking
perspective, the proposed reduction in intensity does not affect the required parking for the
project with 185 parking spaces required for both scenarios.

Alley Connection:

The City Commission approved the partial abandonment of the north/south alley and additional
landscaping subject to the condition that the Martini property be acquired and redeveloped to
provide vehicular access to SE 4" Avenue from the alley with additional landscape area prior to
issuance of a building permit. The applicant has submitted a site plan application that provides
the vehicular access from the north/south alley to SE 4" Avenue. A public access easement will
be provided on this property to ensure cross access. A condition of approval is recommended
that the property be redeveloped accordingly prior to issuance of a building permit for the Fourth
and Fifth Delray project consistent with the previous conditions of approval for the abandonment
and conditional use approvals.

Utility Service:

The City Commission approved the alley abandonment subject to a condition that the applicant
resolves any concerns of the affected utility service providers prior to issuance of a building
permit. The applicant will also need to ensure that uninterrupted utility service is provided to
neighboring properties during the construction phase of the project and these items are
recommended as conditions of approval.

Public Access to Terrace:

The City Commission approved the conditional uses subject to the condition of approval that
public access is provided to the third floor terrace. The site plan has been redesigned to
provide the public access to the third fioor terrace via the stairwell along the north side of the
property and the elevator bank interior to the parking area. To ensure access to this terrace and
rules for use, a restrictive covenant will need to be submitted.

Security Guard:

The City Commission approved the conditional uses subject to the condition that a security
guard be posted at the entrance along SE 5" Avenue to prevent patron drop-offs. The applicant
has verbally agreed to provide security personnel at this entrance. A condition of approval is
recommended that a security guard be provided at the entrance along SE 5" Avenue and this
person be posted during operating hours of the movie theater.
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Repiacement Parking:

There is a concern that the existing parking be replaced elsewhere in close proximity during the
construction phase of the proposed development. Thus, a condition of approval is
recommended that the applicant provide a minimum of 90 public parking spaces prior to
issuance of a demolition permit for the current public parking lot that is within 600 feet of the
subject property. These spaces shall be available until the Certificate of Occupancy for the
parking garage. The applicant shall also provide a parking plan to the Planning Department for
the period of the construction to ensure the construction parking arrangements are sufficient.

Traffic Impacts:

There has been public concern regarding the potential adverse impacts with traffic generation
from the proposed development. To address these concerns, a condition of approval is
recommended that following the opening of the iPic facility and if requested by the City (based
on observed operation issues, if any), the Applicant shall perform a comprehensive intersection
analysis at SE 4" Avenue and Atlantic Avenue and SE 5" Avenue (Federal Highway) and
Atlantic Avenue to assess existing signal timing and suggest maodifications to optimize
operations, This analysis shall be performed during the peak season and desighated peak time
period(s) {i.e., Friday P.M. and Saturday P.M.) in a coordinated effort with City staff.

If a traffic signal is warranted at the intersection of SE 4" Avenue and SE 1% Street within two
years of the date of the issuance of the certificate of occupancy, the applicant shall be
responsible for their proportionate share of the cost of the signal based upon the traffic
information provided in support of this site plan approval. A security bond in the amount of
$300,000.00 shall be required to be provided to the City prior to issuance of the certificate of
occupancy.

Further, following the opening of Fourth and Fifth Delray project and if requested by the City
(based on observed operational issues, if any), the applicant shall perform a comprehensive
intersection analysis at SE 4" Avenue and Atlantic Avenue and SE 5" Avenue and Atlantic
Avenue to assess existing signal timing and suggest modifications to optimize operations. This
analysis shall be performed during the peak season and designated peak time periods (i.e.,

Friday P.M. and Saturday P.M.) in a coordinated effort with City staff.

Valet Queue:

The valet queue has been revised so the valet personnel can pick up and retrieve the vehicles
without having to |leave the property. The valet queue is 160 feet long, which sufficient to
accommodate the vehicle load of the proposed development. In the event that problems arise
from the valet operations, the applicant will need to perform a comprehensive review of the valet
operations and commit to modify the process as necessary to improve offsite circulation. This
review shall be performed during the peak season, designated peak time periods and in a
coordinated effort with City staff.

Technical Items: While the revised site plan has accommodated most of the staff
concerns the items noted in Exhibit “A” remain outstanding and will need to be
addressed prior to certification of the site plan unless as otherwise noted.
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. "LANDSCAPE ANALYSIS .

The City Horticulturalist has reviewed the proposed landscape plan and found that it
substantially complies with LDR Section 4.6.16. The proposed landscaping consists of
Macarthur Palms, Cathedral Live Oak, Foxtail Palms, Hacienda Bromeliad, White Flowering
Angel Wing Begonia, Asian Lemon Bamboo, Cat Palm, Redtip Cocoplum, Green Island Ficus,
Dwarf Firebush, Ornamental Banana Purple Leaf, Fishtail Fern, Schilling’'s Dwarf Holly, Burle
Marx Philodendron, Bird of Paradise, and Asiatic Jasmine. Based upon the above, the
proposed landscape plan will comply with LDR Section 4.6.16.

Landscape Technical {tems: The following Landscape Plan items remain outstanding,
and will need to be addressed prior to certification of the site plan.

1, The Existing Tree Disposition plan does not show final locations for all relocated trees.
Provide a separate column entitled “Relocated To". Trees will either be relocated on-site or
off-site. If off-site, provide an asterisk next to each tree with a note. The note shall read, "All
trees to be relocated off-site shall be coordinated with the City of Delray Beach a minimum
of six (6) weeks prior to relocation. Call Peter Anuar, Senior Landscape Planner, at (561)
243-7226 for coordination.”

2. Upon a more detailed site visit, it was determined that the Live Oaks are not suitable
candidates for relocation due to the condition and lack of space heeded to extract sufficient
root mass. It was determined, however, that all the Sabal Palms are in good condition and
shall be saved. These trees should be incorporated into the design (along the SE 4" Avenue
building facade to mee! foundation tree requirement) or relocated off-site, Update Tree
Removal plan. Revise plans to show the proposed location of these trees or if they will be
relocated off-site (see comment for #1). Include specifications on root-pruning, tree holding
facility, temporary watering and tree protection details for all relocated trees.

3. A Landscape Maintenance Agreement is required for the proposed plantings outside the
property line, Submit the signed agreement with the supporting exhibits (as outlined in the
agreement) as quickly as possible. This will have to get executed by City Commission.

4. Update Composite Utility Plan to show proposed plantings. Resolve any conflicts, if
applicable

ARCHITECTURAL ELEVATIONS

Pursuant to LDR Section 4.6.18(E), the following criteria shall be considered, by the Site Plan
Review and Appearance Board, in the review of plans for building permits. If the following
criteria are not met, the application shall be disapproved.

a} The plan or the proposed structure is in conformity with good taste, good design, and in
general, contributes to the image of the City as a place of beauty, spaciousness, harmony,
taste, fitness, broad vistas, and high quality.

b) The proposed structure, or project, is in its exterior design and appearance of quality such
as not to cause the nature of the local environment or evolving environment to materially
depreciate in appearance and value,



SPRAB Staff Report December 16, 2015 meeting
Class V Site Plan, 3uilding Elevations, Landscaping, and Waivers for Fourth and Fifth Delray

Paaa.14
a4t

c) The proposed structure, or project, is in harmony with the proposed developmenis in the
general area, with the Comprehensive Plan, and with the supplemental criteria which may
be set forth for the Board from time to time.

The proposed design is an eclectic design. The metal “skin” of the building is reminiscent of the
Beijing, China Olympic stadium “Bird Nest.” The building also includes wood cladding. The
architecture of the building wifl add quality aesthetic diversity to the City. Based on the above, a
positive finding can be made with respect to LDR Section 4.6.18(E)

ARCHITECTURAL ELEVATIONWAIVER |

Pursuant tc LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5), prior to granting a waiver, the approvihg body shall make
a finding that the granting of the waiver:

) Shall not adversely affect the neighboring area;

) Shall not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities;

} Shall not create an unsafe situation; and

) Does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be
granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner,

Window Area:

Per LDR Section 4.6.18(B)(14){(iv){2), the minimum transparency or glass surface area on the
ground floor wall area of all non-residential and mixed-use buildings shall be a minimum of 75%
of the wall area for that elevation. The development proposal provides 10% transparency along
SE 5" Avenue. The applicant has submitted a waiver request from the minimum transparency
requirement.

The applicant has submitted the following verbatim narrative in support of the waivers:

“...(a) The Transparency Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Transparency Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area. The Code reguires a minimum
transparency or glass surface area on the ground floor wall area of all non-resiclential buildings for the east
elevation along SE 5" Avenue and the west elevation along SE 4" Avenue. Although the west elevation meets

————fransparercy requirementswiththe—retail-tuses-proposed—theeastelevation—is—urableto-meet-this Code
requirement because of the proposed movie theatre use. This use is unlike the majority of commercial uses in
the CBD, mainly restaurants, retail and office which can all provide floor to ceiling windows into the buiding.
Movie theatres, on the other hand, must be completely dark to provide for the quallty viewing experience
expected by patrons.  Any light entering into the theatre areas must be contained so as not to cause gfare or
deter from the quallty of the image on screen. As such, it is impossible to provide the minimum seventy five
percent (75%) transparency along Federal Highway. Rather because of the constraints associated with this
use, very little transparency can be provided.

The intent of this Code provision is to provide a ground floor elevation that brings the buiding massing fo a
human scale so that it is not overbearing, creates pedestrian inferactions and enhances the experience at the
street level for pedestrians and passing motorists.  Although the Project is unable to provide the required
transparency because of the specific use, the intent of the Code is still met because of the architectural details
and pedestrian eferments provided.  The Project has been very thoughtfully designed to incorporate various
elements that will attract pedestrians and reduce the expanse of the fagade to a human scafe, Specifically, the
Project incorporates pedestrian fiendly elements such as dark honzontal wood siding, plant bedls and benches
along the plaza areas adjacent to Federal Highway for pedestrians to congregate, and a fountain. The design
also expresses an organic qualtty with the use of natural wood, polished porcelain and the sefect use of marble
and granite. Further, the visual layering adds depth to the building so that the Project presents fiseff as a
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combination of smaller forms instead of one farger building mass. The Project truly strives fo create a design
that will be an iconic and positive presence in the City and a dynamic addition to the urban fabric for years to
come. As such, the Transparency Waiver will not acversely affect the neighboring areas.

(b) The Transparency Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities.”

The Transparency Waiver does ot significantly diminish the provision of public faciities. The decrease in the
transparency of the Federal Highway frontage will not have a significant impact on streets, potable water,
sewage, stormwater management, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilties or any other public faciiities.

(c) The Transparency Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

The Transparency Waiver does not create an unsafe situation,  The Project does not replace the windows or
glass that would meet the transparency requirement with materials that would be distracting to pedestrians or
vehicles traveling along Federal Highway. Rather, natural matenials are being utiized to create an organic feel
that adds fo the appearance of the community. Further, pedestrian features such as plazas, landscaping,
benches and a fountain are being provided to create an active frontage. Further, secunty measures will be in
place to ensure the safely of pafrons. As such, the Transparency Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

(d) The Transparency Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same walver would be
granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Transparency Waiver is required because of the particular use associated with the Project. The majorty of
non-residential uses within the CBD consist of retail, restaurants and offices. These, and similar such uses, can
easily provide the necessary amourt of fransparency or glass and still operate effectively. The movie theatre
use is unlike any other commercial use in that the theatres, constituting the majorily of the ground foor of the
building, must be fully dark and cannot have any lighting come in from the street in order to operate. Further,
these theatres cannot be moved from the ground floor dues to size and structural restrictions. As such, in order
to provide the movie theatre use, Petitioner requires the Transparency Waiver, As noted above, in place of the
transparency or glass requirement, the Project provides other creative architectural features which reduce the
expanse of the buidings and interact with pedestrians at ground level.  Specifically, pedestrian plazas with
additional landscaping and benches have been provided along the Federal Highway frontage to encourage
pedestrian activity. A fountain feature has also been included to incomorate addiional pedestrian frendly
elements. The design also expresses an organic quallty with the use of natural wood, polished porcelain and
the sefect use of marble and granite.  These elements not only create an aesthefically pleasing design, but
creates an fconic and positive presence in the City and is a dynamic addition to the urban fabric. As such, the
Transparency Waiver does not resutt in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be granted
under simitar circumstances on other propetty and for another applicant or owner...”

Waiver Analysis:

The purpose of this requirement is to ensure that the relationship between the pedestrian and
the businesses along the street is maintained. The proposed development provides public art,
benches, a “green” wall, and unigque architecture to provide a pedestrian friendly environment.
The proposed movie theater and the interior layout of the theaters do not provide an opportunity
to provide the desired streetscape to allow for window shopping and to draw the pedestrian in a
continuous effort to draw the pedestrian along the street. The benches, public art and
landscaping should provide an environment that wiil be pedestrian friendly and contribute to the
streetscape along the building frontage on SE 5" Avenue. This transparency is achieved on SE
4™ Avenue for the proposed retail. Consequently, a positive finding with respect to LDR Section
2.4.7(B)(5), Waiver Findings can be made.
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REQUIRED FINDINGS

REQUIRED FINDINGS (Chapter 3):

Pursuant to LDR Section 3.1.1 (Required Findings), prior to the approval of development
applications, certain findings must be made in a form which is part of the official record.
This may be achieved through information on the application, the staff report, or
minutes. Findings shall be made by the body, which has the authority to approve or
deny the development application. These findings relate to Future Land Use Map
Consistency, Concurrency, Comprehensive Plan Consistency and Compliance with the
LDRs as noted below. At its meeting of August 18, 2015, the City Commission made
positive findings with respect to the Future Land Use Map, Comprehensive Plan
Consistency, and Concurrency provided conditions of approval are addressed.

Section 3.1.1 (A) - Future Land Use Map:

The subject property has a Future Land Use Map designation of CC (Commercial Core} and is
zoned CBD (Central Business District). The CBD zoning district is consistent with the CC
Future Land Use Map designation. Based upon the above, positive findings can be made with
respect to consistency with the Future Land Use Map.

Section 3.1.1 (B) - Concurrency:

As noted previously, the City Commission made a positive finding of concurrency with respect to
water and sewer, streets and traffic, drainage, parks and recreation, open space, solid waste,
and schools,

Section 3.1.1 (C) - Consistency (Standards for Site Plan Actions):

As described in Appendix A, a positive finding of consistency can be made as it relates to
Standards for Site Plan Actions.

Section 3.1.1 (D) - Compliance With the Land Development Regulations:

As described under the Site Plan Analysis of this report_a positive finding of compliance with

the LDRs can be made, when all outstanding items attached as conditions of approval are
addressed.

Comprehensive Plan Policies:

A review of the objectives and policies of the adopted Comprehensive Plan was conducted and
the following applicable objectives or policies were noted:

Future Land Use Element Objective A-1: Property shall be developed or redeveloped in a
manner so that the future use and intensity is appropriate and complies in terms of soil,
topographic, and other applicable physical considerations, is complimentary to adjacent
land uses, and fulfills remaining land use needs.

There are no special physical or environmental characteristics of the land that would be
negatively impacted by the proposed development. The surrounding uses are retail, restaurant
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and office to the north: residential and commercial to the south; restaurant and office to the
west: and retail and restaurant to the east. The development will be complimentary with the
surrounding commercial developments and provide a customer base for the businesses on a
year-round basis and entertainment venue, which in turn will provide economic stability and be a
catalyst for growth in the downtown area.

Future Land Use Element Objective C-3: The Central Business District (CBD} represents
the essence of what is Delray Beach i.e. a “village like, community by the sea”. The
continued revitalization of the CBD is essential to achieving the overall theme of the
City's Comprehensive Plan of “A City Set Apart In South Florida”. The following policies
and activities shall be pursued in the achievement of this objective:

Policy C-3.1: The CBD zoning district regulations shall facilitate and encourage
rehabilitation and revitalization and shall, at a minimum, address the following:

Deletion of inappropriate uses;

Incentives for locating retail on the ground floor with office and residential use
on upper floors;

Accommodating parking needs through innovative actions;

Incentives for dinner theaters, playhouses, and other family oriented activities;
Allowing and facilitating outdoor cafes;

Incentives for mixed use development and rehabilitation;

Elimination of side yard setback requirements; and

Allow structural overhang encroachments into required yard areas.

oo du

The intent of the CBD district regulations are to facilitate the development of the downtown with
a mix of uses, which include pedestrian-oriented retail/restaurant activities on the ground floor
(particularly along Atlantic Avenue) and office and residential uses on the upper floors.

The proposed development substantially fulfills the objective of the CBD zoning district to
encourage the continued revitalization of the downtown area to improve the reputation of Delray
Beach as “A City Set Apart In South Florida." The proposed development will result in the
elimination of an abandoned structure in the core downtown area which is inconsistent with a
vibrant downtown. The development proposal is consistent with Future Land Use Element
Policy C-3.1 as it will facilitate the continued rehabilitation and dynamic revitalization of the CBD

zoning district.

Transportation Element Policy D-2.2: Bicycle parking and facilities shall be required on
all new development and redevelopment. Particular emphasis is to be placed on
development within the TCEA Area.

The development proposal provides several bicycle racks throughout the property. Based on
the above, the policy has been met within the proposed development.

Section 2.4.5 (F)(56) - Compatibility (Site Plan Findings): The approving body must make a
finding that development of the property pursuant to the site plan will be compatible and
harmonious with adjacent and nearby properties and the City as a whole, so as not to
cause substantial depreciation of property values.
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The subject property is bordered to the north, south, east, and west by CBD. The surrounding
uses are retail, restaurant and offices to the north, south east and west and residential to the
south.

Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA):

The CRA considered the site plan request at its meeting of November 19, 2015 and
recommended approval.

Downtown Development Authority (DDA):

At its meeting of November 9, 2015, the DDA reviewed the site plan application and
recommended approval.

Courtesy Notice:

Courtesy notices have been provided to the following homeowner's associations and interested
parties, which have requested notice of developments in their areas:

Delray Citizen’s Coalition
Chamber of Commerce
Courtyards of Deiray

Alberta Beale, Inc.

Mallory Square

Town Square

Village Grand of Delray Beach
Downtown Development Authority
Osceola Park

YV VVVYVYVY

Letters of concern and support are attached.

| ASSESSMENT AND CONCLUSION =~ -~ = |

The combination of Class “A” offices, theater, and retail will enhance the sustainability of the
downtown area. The proposed development is consistent with the policies of the
Comprehensive Plan and Chapter 3 of the Land Development Regulations. Positive findings
can be made with respect to Section 2.4.7(B)(5)[Waiver Findings] and Section 2.4.5(F)(5)
regarding compatibility of the proposed development with surrounding properties.

l - ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS. - .|

A. Postpone with direction.

B. Move approval of the request for waivers, Class V site plan, landscape plan, and
architectural elevations for Fourth and Fifth Delray, by adopting the findings of fact and law
contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval thereof is consistent
with the Comprehensive Plan and meets criteria set forth in Section 2.4.7(B)(5), Section
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2.4.5(F)(5), and Chapter 3 of the Land Development Regulations, subject to the attached
conditions of approval.

C. Move denial of the request for waivers, Class V site plan, landscape ptan, and architectural
elevations for Fourth and Fifth Delray, by adopting the findings of fact and law contained in
the staff report, and finding that the request is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan
and does not meet criteria set forth in Section 2.4.7(B)(5), Section 2.4.5(F)(5), and Chapter
3 of the Land Development Regulations.

By Separate Motions:
Waivers:

1. Move to recommend approval to the City Commission of a waiver to LDR Section
4.4 13(F)(7)(a), which requires minimum rear setback of 10 feet for all floors where 0.6¢ feet
is proposed on the first floor and 1.19 feet is provided on the upper floors, based on positive
findings with LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5).

2. Move to recommend approval to the City Commission of a waiver to LDR Section
4.4 13(F)(4)(c)(1)&(2), which requires a building frontage for the lower and upper levels,
respectively, along the east/west alley, based on positive finding with LDR Section
2.4.7(B)(5).

3. Move to recommend approval to the City Commission of a waiver to LDR Section
4.6.18(B)(14)(iv)(2), which requires a minimum transparency or glass surface area of 75%
where 10% is proposed, based on positive findings with LDR Section 2.4.7(B)(5).

Site Plan:

Approve the request for a Class V site plan for Fourth and Fifth Delray, by adopting the
findings of fact and [aw contained in the staff report, and finding that the request and approval
thereof is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and meets criteria set forth in Sectlons

condltlons.

1. Address all Site Plan and Engineering Technical Items, including the following, and submit
four (4) copies of the revised plans for certification.

a. Redesign the upper floor of the office to provide a minimum of 275. 09 feet at a
setback of 30 feet or greater.

b. Revise the photometric plan to correct the deficiencies at the garage entrances
from SE 4" Avenue and the east-west alley and the height of the light poles and
fixtures on the garage roof.

c. Address the CPTED comments with Police Department regarding the provision
of a CCTV system, securing the projector rooms, internal security personnel, and
design of the stairwells.
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2. Submit the parking management agreement with the Community Redevelopment Agency
(CRA) prior to issuance of a building permit.

3. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall coordinate with the City regarding
the use/connectivity for the Martini property during construction. The applicant shall
reconstruct/reconfigure the north/south alley to provide continuous connection to SE 4"
Avenue via the Martini property. The construction shall be completed concurrently with the
on-site construction to maintain access and circulation. The reconstruction of the alley shall
be completed in accordance with the approved site plan for the Martini Property.

4. Provide a security guard at the entrance along SE 5" Avenue to prohibit pick-ups/drop-offs
along the project frontage on SE 5" Avenue. This requirement shall be implemented upon
commencement of theater operations. The security guard shall be posted from 4:00 p.m.
until 8:00 p.m. during the weekdays and 4:00 p.m. until 10:00 p.m. Thursday through
Sunday (inclusive). One-year after the date of the issuance of the certificate of occupancy,
the movie theater owner may petition the City to eliminate this condition. The release of this
condition shalt only require City Commission approval with a recommendation from the City
Engineer and/or City Traffic Engineer.

5. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall use its best efforts to coordinate
with the City, CRA, and Downtown Development Authority to develop a plan to address
construction employee parking and parking for businesses in the 400 block of Atlantic
Avenue during construction of the project. The plan shall address parking issues during
construction to minimize impacts to businesses in the 400 block and provide sufficient
parking for the construction employees.

6. Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant will record a covenant approved as
to form by the City Attorney refated to the applicant’s obligation to allow non-exclusive public
use of the upper level third floor terrace garden area and corresponding access areas
pursuant to a reasonable operational plan to be approved by the City Manager.

7. If a traffic signal is warranted at the intersection of SE 4" Avenue and SE 1% Street within
two years of the date of the issuance of the certificate of occupancy AND the City has
programmed this signal in the Capital Improvement Plan within the same period, the

applicant shall be responsible for their proportionate share of the cost of the signal based
upon the traffic information provided in support of this site plan approval. A security bond in
the amount of 110% of the proportionate share of the fraffic light shall be required and
provided to the City prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy.

8. Within 6 months of the issuance of the certificate of occupancy, the applicant will evaluate
the valet and parking garage operations and provide the results to the City and if consistent
problems exist that result from both or either operations, the applicant will provide the City
with recommendations for commercially reasonable modifications of such operations the
address the problem(s) identified in the analysis.

9. |If requested by the City within two years of the issuance of the certificate of occupancy, the
applicant shall perform a comprehensive intersection analysis at SE 4™ Avenue and Atlantic
Avenue and SE 5" Avenue and Atlantic Avenue to assess existing signal timing and
recommend modifications by the applicant for intersection timing medifications to be
performed by the City and/or Palm Beach County. This analysis shall be performed during
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the peak season and designated peak time periods (i.e., Friday P.M. and Saturday P.M.)
and coordinated with City staff.

10. Address the Palm Beach County Traffic Engineering Division's review of the revised traffic
analysis prior to certification of the site plan.

Landscape Plan:

Approve the landscape plan for Fourth and Fifth Delray based on positive findings with respect
to Section 4.6.16 of the Land Development Regulations, subject to the condition that all that all
Landscape Technical tems are addressed and three (3) copies of the revised plans are
submitted.

Elevations:

Approve the proposed elevations for Fourth and Fifth Delray based on positive findings with
respect to LDR Section 4.6,18(E).

Attachments:

Appendix A

Site Plan

Architectural Elevations
Landscape Plan

Waiver Justification Letters
Letters of Concern and Support

Report prepared by: Scott D. Pape, AICP, Principal Planner




o APPENDIX A
STANDARDS FOR SITE" PLAN ACTIONS._._

. Building design, landscaping, and lighting (glare) shali be such that they do not
create unwarranted distractions or blockage of visibility as it pertains to traffic
circulation.

Not applicable
Meets intent of standard X (Subject to revision of the photometric plan)
Does not meet intent

. Separation of different forms of transportation shall be encouraged. This includes
pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles in a manner consistent with policies found under
Objectives D-1 and D-2 of the Transportation Element.

Not applicable
Meets intent of standard X
Does not meet intent

. Open space enhancements as described in Policies found under Objective B-1 of the
Open Space and Recreation Element are appropriately addressed.

Not applicable X
Meets intent of standard
Does not meet intent

. The City shall evaluate the effect that any street widening or traffic circulation
modification may have upon an existing neighborhood. If it is determined that the
widening or modification will be detrimental and result in a degradation of the
neighborhood, the project shall not be permitted.

Not applicabie
Meets intent of standard X
Does not meet intent

. Development of vacant land which is zoned for residential purposes shall be planned
in a manner which is consistent with adjacent development regardless of zoning
designations.

Not applicable X
Meets intent of standard
Does not meet intent

. Property shall be developed or redeveloped in a manner so that the future use and
intensity are appropriate in terms of soil, topographic, and other applicable physical
considerations; complementary to adjacent land uses; and fulfills remaining land use
needs.

Not applicable
Meets intent of standard X
Does not meet intent




G. Redevelopment and the development of new land shall result in the provision of a
variety of housing types which shall continue to accommodate the diverse makeup of
the City’'s demographic profile, and meet the housing needs identified in the Housing
Element. This shall be accomplished through the implementation of policies under
Objective B-2 of the Housing Element.

Not applicable X
Meets intent of standard
Does not meet intent

H. The City shall consider the effect that the proposal will have on the stability of nearby
neighborhoods. Factors such as noise, odors, dust, traffic volumes and circulation
patterns shall be reviewed in terms of their potential to negatively impact the safety,
habitability and stability of residential areas. If it is determined that a proposed
development will result in a degradation of any neighborhood, the project shall be
modified accordingly or denied.

Not applicable
Meets intent of standard X
Does not meet intent

I. Development shall not be approved if traffic associated with such development would
create a new high accident location, or exacerbate an existing situation causing it to
bhecome a high accident location, without such development taking actions to remedy
the accident situation.

Not applicable
Meets intent of standard X
Deces not meet intent

J. Tot lots and recreational areas, serving children from toddler to teens, shall he a
feature of all new housing developments as part of the design to accommodate
households having a range of ages. This requirement may be waived or modified for

residential developments focated in the downtown area, and for infilt projects having
fewer than 25 units.

Not appticable X
Meets intent of standard
Does not meet intent




o EXHIBIT A s e

The applicant shall submit a detailed directional signage and pavement marking plan for
City staff review and approval. This plan shall provide signage and striping details to help
drivers navigate fo the public parking spaces and valet entrances.

Provide a response letter with a detailed description of how each of these comments has
been addressed and reference plans sheet number for accurate review.

Clearly indicate location of all existing and proposed easements on all plans including civil,
site and landscaping plans.

Overhead power lines to be placed underground cannot be placed in City's Right-of-Way.
Please coordinate with FPL on where this will occur on site and clearly indicate location of
FPL Easement.

Provide a Composite Utility Plan signed by a representative of each utility provider
attesting to the fact that services (water, sewer, drainage, gas, power, telephone and cable)
can be accommodated as shown on the Composite Utility Plan. The Composite Utility Plan
needs to address the responsibility for relocation of existing services and installation of new
services in accordance with LDR Section 2.4.3 (F) (4). Composite Utility Plan is also used
to ensure physical features do not conflict with each other and existing or proposed utility
services, Update Composite Utility Plan to reflect / match changes made to site and civil
plans.

Provide a Lift Station Easement and indicate on all plans.
Provide Sewer Easement for force main,

Remove bends in proposed force main and have effluent line straight out of valve vault into
manhole.

Replace 90 degree bends used on water mains and sewer force mains with 45 degree
hends

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

Indicate which improvements will be done as part of the IPIC project or under the Martini
project.

Please Resubmit Through The Planning and Zoning Department; and Clearly Indicate
Which Documents Are For The Engineering Division. Also, Ensure A Complete Set
Of Plans Is Provided For The Engineering Division.

Additional comments may follow after review of revised plans.

Provide required number of accessible parking spaces for theater and its accessory uses
per FBCA 2014 and Table 208.2 and 2C8.3 for location to shortest accessible route to the
particular facility served.

Accessible parking spaces for theater must be provided on the shortest accessible route
not dispersed at different parking garage levels.

Provide Van parking count 1 per 6 required per 208.2.4 FBCA 2014



18. Provide verification of Occupancy classification and required type of construction with FBC
2014 and compliant with FBCA 2014 502 for design.

17. Indicate inside turning radius of 25 feet in fire lanes for fire apparatus. Provide 48 foot
outside tumning radius in fire lanes for fire apparatus. This must be noted at the turn near
the theatre entrance and valet area.
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Heather Jo Allen

41 & St Delray
Waiver Request & Justification

Waiver from LDR Section 4.4.13(F)(7) Rear Setback along north/south alley
Waiver from LDR Section 4.4.13(F}(4)(c) Front Sethacks along east/west alley
Waiver from LDR Section 4.6.18(B)(14)(iv](2) Minimum Transparency for Windows and Doors

Delray Beach Holdings, LLC (“Petitioner”) is the contract purchaser of the +/- 1.56 acre parcel generally
located +/- 170 feet south of East Atlantic Avenue and bordered by S.E. 4t Avenue to the west and S.E. 5t
Avenue to the east (“Property”) within the City of Delray Beach {(“City”). The Property is zoned Central
Business District (“CBD”) and the underlying land use designation is Commercial Core. The Property is
developed with the current Chamber of Commerce building, the Old Library building and a public parking
lot. The Property is owned by the Delray Beach Community Redevelopment Agency (“CRA”). On February
13%, 2013, the CRA released a request for proposal (“RFP”) for the lease or purchase and redevelopment of
the Property with the preference for a single-phased project with commercial office space and retail uses
as well as public parking. Petitioner has been awarded the bid for a +/- 219,347 square foot building
consisting of a mix of office, retail and theatre uses (“Project”).

More specifically, the Project proposes a three-story +/- 94,912 square foot building with 42,446 square
feet of Class A office space set above a dynamic street-level cinema/entertainment space for iPic
Entertainment (“Theatre”). Behind it, deftly tucked in the center of the site, is an architecturally striking, six-
level, 315 space parking garage with +/- 7,487 square feet of ground level retail space along the east side of
SE. 4% Avenue. The movie theatre itself has 497 seats that will be housed in +/- 34,009 square foot
entertainment area with an additional +/- 10,970 square foot mezzanine/production level. It will include
eight intimate, finely appointed theatres arranged on either side of a grand, two-story lobby space. The
large open foot lobby area features epicurean concession stand, and a chic, upscale cocktail lounge service
with unique mixology.

Tt @ irements of the CBB-{“Code”}to the greatestextent pessible—+However;
because of the particular use as a movie theatre and the need for life-safety areas, such as stairwells and
elevators, certain waivers from the City’s Land Development Regulations {“LDR”) Section 4.4.13(F) for
building setbacks are required. Further, again because of the specific use, a waiver is required for LDR
Section 4.6,18(14) for minimum transparency. As such, Petitioner request the following waiver for the
Project:

aiver from LDR Section 4.4.13 “Rear Setbacks” to allow inimum rear setback of 0.68

feetin lieu often (10} feet along the north /south alley (“Rear Setback Waiver”);

Waiver LDR Section 4.4.1 3{F)(4)(c) “Alley Setback” to allow a minimum five foo

sethack in lieu of stepbacks required for the frontage along the east/westalley (“Alley Sethack
Waiver”)



Waiver from LDR Section 4.6.18(B}(14}(iv)(2) Minimum Transparency for Windows and Doors

to allow a minimum transparency or glass surface on the ground floor of ten percent {10%) in
ieu of seventy five ent (75%) trans along Federal Hishway [“T) aren

Waiver)

In support of the proposed waiver, Petitioner will demonstrate that: (a) the waiver does not adversely
affect the neighboring area; (b) the waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities;
(€) the waiver does not create an unsafe situation; (d) the waiver does not result in the grant of a special
privilege in that the same waiver would be granted under similar circumstances on other property for
another applicant or owner.

Waiver from LDR Section 4.4.13(F)(7) “Rear Setbacks” to allow a minimum rear sethack of 0.68
feetin lieu often (10) feet along the north /south alley

(a) The Rear Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Rear Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area. The Rear Setback Waiver is only
requested for a portion of the Project running along a small section of the alley to the south of the Property
and the rear of the Project. Initially, Petitioner was requesting a waiver for a smaller deviation from Code
requirements, however, an additional two foot dedication was required along the alley on the southern end
of the Property. As such, Petitioner is requesting a Setback Waiver to allow a 0.68' setback in lieu of the 1¢Y
Code required rear setback along this alley. It is important to note that along the ground level the majority
of this frontage complies with the 10 foot rear setback. A 0.68 setback s only proposed for 37.3 feet of the
102.8 feet of building length from the ground level to 29.57' in elevation. From 29.75 feet to 59.5 feet in
elevation, the minimum rear setback proposed is 1.18 feet in lieu of ten feet required for 95.36 feet of the
length of the building.

Although Petitioner is requesting a waiver from the rear setback provision, Petitioner is under contract for
the adjacent property immediately south of the proposed parking garage. This property is forty-four (44)
feetfrom north to south along this rear setback. Petitioner is proposing to utilize this property as an access
way from the north-south alley to SE 4% Avenue. Petitioner is proposing to demolish the existing building
and utilize the remainder of the property as a linear park. In addition, the property further south is an
existing parking area that will continue to serve the retail uses in the area in accordance with the image

below: N

s




Had this adjacent parcel been under contract when Petitioner initially submitted the application, it would
have been included in the application and the portion of the alley adjacent to the building wall on the
ground levels would have been proposed for abandonment. However, the proposed plans still meet the
intent of this provision. The rear setback provisions are in place to ensure there is adequate open space
and separation between buildings. As the Project now proposes to demolish the building on the adjacent
property and provide additional open space, the Project adheres to the intent of this provision.

Further, the Rear Sethack Waiver from setback requirements is not requested along either of the major
thoroughfares where pedestrians will travel, nor along the east/west alley at the north end of the Property
where vehicles will travel to access the parking areas. This portion of the Property will be utilized by very
few vehicles parking in the rear of adjacent businesses. This area will rarely be utilized by pedestrians and
the door adjacent to this area is designated as an emergency exit and will not be utilized by patrons.
Petitioner has also met with Waste Management to ensure the Project does not adversely affect the
adjacentbuildings and that services will be available once the Project is developed. The Project will actually
enhance the appearance of the area as it offers a unique architectural ensemble which embraces a
contemporary modern aesthetic. The facade is intentionally multi-faceted, with slight contrasting yet
visually integrated components that will enhance the visual experience for pedestrians and passing
motorists. Many of the architectural elements and details will be carried throughout the Project and even
the rear elevation will be slightly enhanced so as to not detract from the aesthetics of the neighborhood. As
such the Rear Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

{b) The Rear Setback Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities.

The Rear Setback Waiver does not diminish the provision of public facilities. Petitioner has met with
various utility providersand utility easements are being provided or relocated as necessary, Publicfacilities
have all been considered throughout the site planning process by engineers and related professionals. The
decrease in the proposed setback proposed will not have a significant impact on streets, potable water,
sewage, stormwater management, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilities or any other public
facilities. In addition, Petitioner has met with Waste Management to ensure the service providers will be
able to adequately access adjacent businesses and the Project now proposes a means of safe egress from
the alley onto SE 4% Avenue through the acquisition of the adjacent property. In addition, Petitioner is
providing a two foot (2') dedication along this alley to the south of the Property and will be expanding the
east/west alley along the north of the Property to ensure patrons of both the Project and adjacent
businesses are able to safely traverse the site. As such, the Rear Setback Waiver does not significantly
diminish the provision of public facilities.

{c) The Rear Setback Waiver does not create an unsafeé situation.

The Rear Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation. As discussed above, the Rear Setback Waiver
relates only to the rear of the building adjacent to the north/south alley. This is not an area which will be
utilized by the public. Petitioner is providing the required 10 foot setback for 65.5 feet along the rear of the
building Further, an additional two foot (2") dedication has been provided along this alley. The rear
setbacks provide sufficient space to access the FPL transformer locations for maintenance and repair along
the alley by providing the required 10 foot setback in these locations. The reduced setback is located
towards the interior corner of the building where these activities will not occur. While emergency exists
are located in the rear of the building leading into the alley, these exits will not be regularly used by patrons.
Adequate means of pedestrian circulation have been provided in order to ensure pedestrians maneuver
safely through all areas of the Project. Further, the required ten foot setback is provided adjacent to the
alley in order to ensure safe vehicular movements for the few cars that may utilize the alley to park in the
rear of the adjacent businesses. Waste Management has also been consulted to ensure adequate access to
adjacent businesses. Petitioner is further under contract to purchase the property immediately south of
the parking garage and proposes a driveway connecting the alley to SE 4% Avenue to ensure safe vehicular



movements for vehicles utilizing this alley. Further, Petitioner is proposing to improve access to the
Property and adjacent commercial development by expanding the east/west alley along the north of the
Property. By doing so, Petitioner is creating a safer means of accessing the Property and adjacent
commercial establishments. As such, the Rear Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

(d} The Rear Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would
be granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Rear Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would
be granted under similar circumstances on the property for another applicant or owner. As noted above,
Petitioner is adhering to the setback requirements of the CBD for the main street frontages of the Project
on SE 4% Avenue and SE 5% Avenue. Further, Petitioner adheres to LDR Section 4.4.14(F)(6) for the Side
Street building frontage along the alley. As such, the massing of the building adheres to the intent of the
Code for all vehicular use and pedestrian areas. The requested Rear Setback Waiver relates only to the rear
setback of the Project which will rarely be viewed by pedestrians or vehicles at street level. Further,
Petitioner is under contract to purchase the property immediately south of the proposed parking garage
to provide an additional access from the alley to SE 4t Avenue and to create additional public open space
elements within the Project. The property immediately to its south is currently a parking garage. As such,
the Project adheres tothe intent of the code, ensuring there is sufficient open space and separation between
buildings. Petitioner is not only adhering to the intent of the Code by adhering to the setbacks on the
accessible frontages for the Project, but Petitioner is also going beyond the Code requirement by designing
the Projectin such a wayas toincorporate pedestrian friendly elements, such as the horizontal wood siding,
plant beds and a fountain in order to reduce the expanse of the four-story facade to a comfortable human
scale. The Project enhances the experience at the street level for pedestrians and passing motorists and
truly strives to create a design that will be an iconic and positive presence in the City for years to come. As
such, itis unlike other development within the City and the Rear Setback Waiver will not result in the grant
of a special privilege.

Waiver from LDR Section 4.4.14(F}{(4](c) “Alley Sethack” to allow a minimum five foot (5') sethack
in lieu of stepbacks required for the frontage along the east/west alley {“Alley Setback Waiver”}

(a) The Alley Setback Wuaiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Alley Setback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area. The Alley Setback Waiver relates
to building frontage along the east/west alley at the north end of the Property. LDR Section 44.14(F)(4)(c)
requires the building frontage to be sethback no more than five (5) feet for seventy percent (70%) to ninety
percent {90%) of the building frontage on ground floors. Petitioner complies with this requirement. The
provision requires for an additional setback of fifteen (15) feet for the remainder of the building, LDR
Section 4.4.14(F)(4)(c) further specifies additional setback requirements for upper levels. Specifically,
from twenty-five to forty-eight feet in height, at least seventy percent (70%) to ninety percent (90%) must
be sethack a minimum of fifteen (15) feet. The remainder must be sethack at least twenty five (25) feet.
Petitioner is unable to comply with this provision because of the specific use that is proposed. This portion
of the Project is comprised of individual movie theatres and a parking garage. These specific uses do not
allow for the stepbacks required by the LDRs. Further, the proposed theatres go beyond twenty five (25)
feetin height, where the additional stepbacks are required. Over thirty (30) feet in height, above the height
of the proposed movie theatres, the Project meets this stepback requirement. This relief is sought for less
than five feet in elevation. As such, the Alley Setback Waiver is required in order to develop the Project.
More specifically, on the ground floor, Petitioner is providing the five (5) foot setback required along the
alley, however, because of the uses proposed, the building would need to provide 15 foot setback for an



additional 17.15 feet of frontage along the alley, the building would need to stepback to at least 15 feet for
an additional 11.36 feet on the second floor,, and finally, an additional stepback of 0.83" is required on the
upper level.

The Alley Setback Waiver is only on the northern boundary of the Property fronting the alley. This alley is
not intended for pedestrian use. Rather, vehicles will be using it to access the parking garage for the Project
and a small number of vehicles will be using it to access the rear of existing businesses (mainly employees).
This is not a main thoroughfare, nor is it an area that will be frequented by pedestrians. As such, itis notas
necessary to provide the required stepbacks as for the east and west frontages of the Project. Further,
Petitioneris actually proposing to improve the north/south alley and expand it in order to create safer drive
aisles. As such, the Alley Sethback Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

(b) The Alley Setback Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities,

The Alley Setback Waiver does not diminish the provision of public facilities. Afive foot (57} utility easement
is being provided on the southern portion of the Property and utilities are being relocated as necessary.
Public facilities have all been considered throughout the site planning process by engineers and related
professionals. The decrease in the proposed setback proposed will not have a significant impact on streets,
potable water, sewage, stormwater management, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilities or any
other public facilities. In addition, Petitioner has met with Waste Management to ensure the service
providers will be able to adequately access adjacent businesses. In addition, Petitioner will be expanding
the east/west alley along the north of the Property to ensure patrons of both the Project and adjacent
businesses are able to safely traverse the site. As such, the Alley Setback Waiver does not significantly
diminish the provision of public facilities.

(c) The Alley Setback Waiver does not create an unsufe situation.

The Alley Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation. As discussed above, the Alley Setback Waiver
is for the frontage along the east/west alley. The alley is currently utilized to access the rear of existing
businesses. This will also be a means of ingress and egress to the Project’s parking garage and valet drop
off areas. The intent of the setback requirements is to provide for relief and appropriate building massing
from street level. Stepping back a small portion of the building at ground levels and incorporating
additional stepbacks at twenty five (25) feet in height will not affect the safety of the area. Further,
Petitioner is actually creating a safer situation by expanding the adjacent alley to provide uniform twenty
(20) foot drive aisles. As such, the Alley Setback Waiver does not create an unsafe situation.

(d) The Alley Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would
be granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Alley Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would
be granted under similar circumstances on the property for another applicant or owner. The alley is being
viewed as a hybrid frontage because of it will be utilized to access the Project, however, it is still an alley.
'This is not a right-of-way that will be utilized by anyone other than those accessing the Project or adjacent
businesses. As such, itis a unique situation. This LDR section would typically apply to other streets where
vehicles would pass by regularly and where pedestrians would travel. This is not the case with the alley as
it is not designated for general traffic or pedestrian circulation and should not be treated as such. Further,
the Alley Setback Waiver is specific to this particular use. While other developments may be able to comply
with this provision of the LDRs, this specific movie theatre use is not able to step back as required. As such,
the Alley Setback Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege.



Waiver from LDR Section 4.6.18(B)(14)(iv}(2) Minimum Transparency for Windows and Doors
o allow a minimum arency or glass surface on the pround floor of ten percent (10%) inlien

of seventy five percent (75%) transparency along Federal Highway

{a) The Transparency Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area.

The Transparency Waiver does not adversely affect the neighboring area. The Code requires a minimum
transparency or glass surface area on the ground floor wall area of all non-residential buildings for the east
elevation along SE 5% Avenue and the west elevation along SE 4% Avenue. Although the west elevation
meets fransparency requirements with the retail uses proposed, the east elevation is unable to meet this
Code requirement because of the proposed movie theatre use. This use is unlike the majority of
commercial uses in the CBD, mainly restaurants, retail and office which can all provide floor to ceiling
windows into the building, Movie theatres, on the other hand, must be completely dark to provide for the
quality viewing experience expected by patrons. Any light entering into the theatre areas must be
contained so as not to cause glare or deter from the quality of the image on screen. Assuch, itis impossible
to provide the minimum seventy five percent (75%) transparency along Federal Highway. Rather because
of the constraints associated with this use, very little transparency can be provided.

The intent of this Code provision is to provide a ground floor elevation that brings the building massing to
ahuman scale so that it is not overbearing, creates pedestrian interactions and enhances the experience at
the street level for pedestrians and passing motorists. Although the Project is unable to provide the
required transparency because of the specific use, the intent of the Code is still met because of the
architectural details and pedestrian elements provided. The Project has been very thoughtfully designed

" to incorporate various elements that will attract pedestrians and reduce the expanse of the facade to a
human scale. Specifically, the Project incorporates pedestrian friendly elements such as dark horizontal
wood siding, plant beds and benches along the plaza areas adjacent to Federal Highway for pedestrians to
congregate, and a fountain. The design also expresses an organic quality with the use of natural wood,
polished porcelain and the select use of marble and granite. Further, the visual layering adds depth to the
building so that the Project presents itself as a combination of smaller forms instead of one larger building
mass. The Project truly strives to create a design that will be an iconic and positive presence in the City and
a dynamic addition to the urban fabric for years to come. As such, the Transparency Waiver will not
adversely affect the neighboring areas.

_ By e Watver does not significanthy diminish the provisiorrof public facilt |

The Transparency Waiver does not significantly diminish the provision of public facilities. The decrease in
the transparency of the Federal Highway frontage will not have a significant impact on streets, potable
water, sewage, stormwater management, solid waste, schools, parks, emergency facilities or any other
public facilities.

{c) The Transparency Waiver does not create an unsafe situation,

The Transparency Waiver does not create an unsafe situation. The Project does notreplace the windows
or glass that would meet the transparency requirement with materials that would be distracting to
pedestrians or vehicles traveling along Federal Highway. Rather, natural materials are being utilized to
create an organic feel that adds to the appearance of the community. Further, pedestrian features such as
plazas, landscaping, benches and a fountain are being provided to create an active frontage. Further,
security measures will be in place to ensure the safety of patrons. As such, the Transparency Waiver does
not create an unsafe situation.



(d} The Transparency Waiver does not result in the grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would
be granted under similar circumstances on other property for another applicant or owner.

The Transparency Waiver is required because of the particular use associated with the Project. The
majority of non-residential uses within the CBD consist of retail, restaurants and offices. These, and similar
such uses, can easily provide the necessary amount of transparency or glass and still operate effectively.
The movie theatre use is unlike any other commercial use in that the theatres, constituting the majority of
the ground floor of the building, must be fully dark and cannot have any lighting come in from the street in
ordertooperate. Further, these theatres cannot be moved from the ground floor dues to size and structural
restrictions. As such, in order to provide the movie theatre use, Petitioner requires the Transparency
Waiver. As noted above, in place of the transparency or glass requirement, the Project provides other
creative architectural features which reduce the expanse of the buildings and interact with pedestrians at
ground level Specifically, pedestrian plazas with additional landscaping and benches have been provided
along the Federal Highway frontage to encourage pedestrian activity. A fountain feature has also been
included to incorporate additional pedestrian friendly elements. The design also expresses an organic
quality with the use of natural wood, polished porcelain and the select use of marble and granite. These
elements not only create an aesthetically pleasing design, but creates an iconic and positive presence in the
City and is a dynamic addition to the urban fabric. As such, the Transparency Waiver does not result in the
grant of a special privilege in that the same waiver would be granted under similar circumstances on other
property and for another applicant or owner.




Pape, Scott

From: Hannah G Connell <hannahgconnell@att.net>

Sent; Monday, July 20, 2015 11:14 AM

To: . Pape, Scott

Cc: Stillings, Tim; cmdavey@acl.com; jaysjacobson@mac.com; jpike@envdesign.com;

R.M.Bird@comcast.net; sdmackey@mackindustrial.com; mlk@listickandkrall.com;
franciosaddelray@aol.com

Subject: Fair Play (Agenda items VII. B. and C.)

Attachments: Letter of Response.pdf; July 1st Public Notices.pdf, RFP pg.4.pdf, 2004 Special Warranty
Deed.pdf; Expanded Alley1958.pdf

Good morning, Scott.
Please add the following email (statement ) along with supporting documentation to the record for the 4th&5th
Delray Project file for tonight's meeting.

Thank you .
Hannah Connell

Sent from my 4G LTE Android device

~~~~~~~~ Original message --------

From: Hannah G Connell <hannahgconnell{@att.net>

Date: 07/20/2015 10:15 AM (GMT-05:00)

To: emdavevi@aol.com, javjacobson@mac.com, ipike(@endesign.com, sdmackeymackindustrial.com,
franciosaddelrayv@aol.com, mlk@listickandkrall.com, R.M.Bird@comeast.net

Ce: Robert <ROBERTGEORGEMD(@comeast.net>, cooperd@mydelraybeach.com

Subject: Fair Play (Agenda Items VIL B. and C.)

Dear Planning and Zoning Board members,

This email is to inform you of a request which has been made to the City Commission to RECALL its action
taken last year, on July 1st, 2014, pertaining to a quit claim deed for the North 16 feet and the West 8.17 feet of
Lot #7 in Block 101 to the CRA. (North side of the Old Library Site)

In this most curious action, the CRA/ developer got 12 MORE feet of city taxpayer-owned public land, the
public along with nearby property owners got 8 fewer parking spaces and a narrower alley and the City

Commission may have been misintormed.
Furthermore, the Planning and Zoning Board was not given the opportunity participate in the process and
review this request.

Attached you will find a copy of the letter dated June 23rd, 2015 along with supporting documents.

We are still awaiting response from the Commission as well as the City Attormey.

This is Commmunity Redevelopment project of city taxpayer-owned land that is pursuant to F.S. Chap.163, as
well as, the rules of the Request for Proposal (RFP) which includes within it the Land Development
Regulations and the language , "any changes or contemplated changes”. (See page 4 paragraph C. of the RFP)
Instead, Delray Holdings has attempted to hold a place for themselves by submitting their project more than a

vear ago while repeatedly delaying only to come back with a plan to teardown MORE of our City, add a few
token parking spaces and obtain a larger footprint,



...How does this project serve the purpose and intent of the LDR's for the CBD which clearly state: to preserve

and protect the "historic moderate scale™?

How is it that city staff is recommending this project? Why is it that the developer is not required to play by

the rules that were passed more than 5 months ago? Why is it that staff is recommending giving away of public
property (the alley) to a private developer?

At what benefit to the City and its citizens?

When this precious and valuable public land is given away for redevelopment , how will it ever be replaced?

Most respectfully,

Hannah George Connell
Dr. Robert George

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED




June 234, 2015

Dear Honorable Mayor Glickstein:

We are writing in response to the City Attorney’s letter of May 5, 2015. While we appreciate
that Mr. Pfeffer took time to respond to our original letter of March 29, 2015, we are
disappointed in his apparent cavalier dismissal of “minor” legal errors. There are a number of
very clear and recorded actions that were taken by City departments, City staft, and the
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) that remain in question, and indeed appear
inappropriate, We will outline these (again) carefully below,

In addition to the points we note further in this correspondence, there are other assertions in the
letter of May 5™ that warrant mention and are cause for additional concern. The City Attorney
cites case law in defense of the City’s actions with regard to Reverter Rights. We are skeptical
of case law applying to this extremely specific set of circumstances, and even if it does apply
appropriately, it may not be in the best interests of our city to advise Commissioners, conduct
meetings and issue notices using obscure case law. In addition, the City Attorney’s failure to
acknowledge the Florida Statute Chapter. 163 by which CRA’s are governed is perplexing and
bothersome. Furthermore, the City Attorney’s claim that it was a recommendation from the
“Planning Dépt.”(sic) to resolve the issue of the two small parcels of land using a Quit Claim
Deed was surprising as we have found no evidence to support this assertion. We have reviewed
the Planning and Zoning Department’s file for the abandonment petition of the 12 feet on the
North side of Lot #7 and have had several conversations with City Planners; there seems to be
consensus that recommending a Quit Claim Deed under these circumstances would be unusual
for the Planning and Zoning Department and possibly “illegal”. These assertions, along with the
facts noted below, have caused us to question the quality of the legal counsel being provided to
the City and its governing boards, agencies, and committees,

As you may recall, at the July 1*, 2014 Commission meeting when item 10E. Resolution 31-14
Quit Claim Deed with the City and the CRA came up, you first attempted a motion for “Point of

Order”, and then a motion to “Table” the item, both to no avail. As discussion continued on this
item, you remarked, “It boggles my mind...” that the DDA’s Executive Directot, chairman of the
Board and Attorney and others had not been notified about the elimination of Public Parking.
During Public Comment, we presented our concerns to the Commission along with a petition of
50 signatures. These signatures (gathered in just two hours) included some of the many small
business owners who use and rely on those public parking spaces and the expanded alleyway.
The Commission approved item 10E by a 4-1 vote with Commissioner Jacquet dissenting.

Your comments during the meeting matched our own concerns about this issue and that has led
us on a nearly-yearlong quest to understand the multiple transfers of tax-payer owned public land
in Block #101 used for valuable public parking and an expanded alley that Atlantic Avenue
business owners have depended on for decades. On the following pages are some of our many
findings, our concerns and objections to this matter.




. According to the Public Notice published for the July 1¥, 2014 meeting of the City
Commission, the item for consideration was “incorporating the terms and conditions
contained in the Purchase and Sale Agreement dated Feb, 14, 2008 and the Tri-Party
Interlocal Agreement dated March 8%, 2013 between the CRA and the City of Delray
Beach”, (See attached Public notice)

. The Purchase and Sale Agreement dated Feb. 147, 2008 was terminated in September
2012. Therefore, it was not in effect at the time of the July 1% 2014 meeting.

«  The Tri-Party Interlocal Agreement dated March 8", 2013 is now in question and we
have already shared our objecticns to this document with you. Furthermore, neither of
these documents pertain to the North 16 feet of Lot #7 and the West 8,17 feet of Lots #7,
#8 and #9 that was quit claimed to the CRA.

. The Land Swap of 2004 did not include this land, Historically, the City reserved the
North 16 feet of Lot #7 as “expanded” alley and then later added parking. (See attached
City records)

+  The Special Warranty Deed of August 2004 conveys Lot # 7 “LESS the North 16.0 feet
and Lot #7, Lot # 8 & Lot # 9 LESS the West 8.17 feet. We contend that this was not a
“scrivener’s error” as was lightly claimed by the City Attorney. (See attached deed)
(Watch online video of July 1%, 2014 City Commission meeting.)

Rather, the CRA went on record (in the RFP, page 4) with all the potential bidders that “the site
could potentially include an additional 12 feet on the North end of Lot #7, subject to the
successful processing by the selected developer’s abandonment petition”. After a winner was
selected, apparently the CRA or the City decided to change the rules of the RFP by performing
the abandonment process themselves as Quit Claim work. It was then rushed before the City
Commission on July 1%, 2014 to convey these two parcels of public land BEFORE the
development plan was even reviewed by the Planning and Zoning Board. The CRA rushed to
secure more public land, and this time outside of their own RFP boundaries.

In this most curious transaction, the CRA/Developer got 12 more feet of public land in the heart
of the Central Business District, the City got $10 and the public, along with nearby property
owners, got 8 fewer public parking spaces, a narrower alley and no opportunity to participate in
the process.

Looking at the totality of the so-called “minor” legal mistakes, how is it possible that each of
them, in some way, decreased the opportunity for public awareness and transparency? On the
surface, and examining the facts, it appears that these events resulted in limiting public
awareness and involvement. Based on our thorough review of the facts as recorded in the public
record, combined with the laws governing public land, public notice, and the rights and limits of
CRA bodies, we provide our counterpoint to the City Attorney’s response of May 15t 2015:

N




We are in agreement with the City Attorney that the Public Notices for the July 1%,
2014 City Commission Meeting as written, submitted & published by the City
Attorney’s Office are invalid.

As aresult of # 1, we believe the action taken by the City Commissioners at the
Commission Meeting of July 1%, 2014 was invalid as it pertains to the Item 10E and
the Quit Claim Deeds submitted by the City Attorney’s Office.

As a result of # 2, we believe the action taken by the City Commissioners as it
pertains to their voting on the Quit Claims Deeds is also invalid based on the above.

We believe that the City Commissioners were misinformed and consequently
misled regarding the information provided to them on the transfer of ownership of
property through the quit claim process before voting to approve these Quit Claim
Deeds.

We believe both the public and the individual nearby property owners were not
properly and legally informed as required by City Regulations (Sec. 36.12) and
Florida State Law (Statute #163.380),

As a result of the above, we are pursuing the City Attorney’s suggestion that the
City Commissioners re-consider this issue and by so doing, reverse their decision
and have the entire process declared null and void. Should there be a
requirement that our suggestion be made more formally, consider this letter to
serve that purpose,

We abject to the revision of the plat book involving these parcels of land located in
Block #101 City of Delray Beach (formally, Town of Linton), It clearly is not in
keeping with the “Purpose and Intent” of the City’s Land Development
Regulations which states: to “preserve and protect the historic moderate scale” of
the City’s Cenfral Business District.

Given all of the reasons outlined above, we respectfully request that the City
instruct the County to cease and desist from altering the Plat book as it pertains to
Block #101 City of Delray Beach.

In conclusion, giving full consideration to the facts as recorded and presented, we
respectfully ask the City Commission to recall the action of July 1%, 2014 for Ttem
10E, Resolution No. 31-14: Quit Claim Deed with The Community Redevelopment
Agency. If deemed appropriate, following the Commission’s approval of a
redevelopment plan, we propose that the matter be considered properly, allowing
the public and the nearby land owners to openly participate in any decision to sell
or convey public land in accordance with the laws of the City and the State of
Florida. (F1. Statute #163.380). To do anything less would be a continued breach of
the Public Trust.



Respectfully Submitted,

Hannah George Connell

Dr. Robert A. George

Ce: Vice-Mayor Shelly Petrolia
Deputy Vice-Mayor Al Jaquet
Commissioner Jordana Jarjura
Commissioner Mitchell Katz
City Manager Donald Cooper




Pape, Scott

From: ~ Hannah G Connell <hannahgconnell@att.net>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2015 11:14 AM

To: Pape, Scott

Cc: Stillings, Tim; cmdavey@aol.com; jaysjacobson@mac.com; jpike@envdesign.com;

R.M.Bird@comcast.net; sdmackey@mackindustrial.com; mlk@listickandkrall.com;
franciosaddelray@aol.com

Subject: Fair Play (Agenda ltems VII. B. and C.)

Attachments: Letter of Response.pdf; July 1st Public Notices.pdf, RFP pg.4.pdf, 2004 Special Warranty
Deed.pdf; Expanded Alley1958.pdf

Good morning, Scott.
Please add the following email (statement ) along with supporting documentation to the record for the 4th&5th
Delray Project file for tonight's meeting.

Thank you .
Hannah Connell

Sent from my 4G LTE Android device

-------- Original message --------

From: Hannah G Connell <hannahgconnelli@att.net>

Date: 07/20/2015 10:15 AM (GMT-05:00)

To: emdavev@aol.com, jayiacobson@mac.com, jpike@endesign.com, sdmackey(@mackindustrial.com,
franciosaddelray@aol.com, mlk@listickandkrall.com, R.M,Bird@comecast.net

Cc: Robert <ROBERTGEORGEMD@ comeast.net>, cooperd@mydelraybeach.com

Subject: Fair Play (Agenda Items VIL B. and C.)

Dear Planning and Zoning Board members,

This email is to inform you of a request which has been made to the City Commission to RECALL its action
taken last year, on July 1st, 2014, pertaining to a quit claim deed for the North 16 feet and the West 8.17 feet of
Lot #7 in Block 101 to the CRA. (North side of the Old Library Site)

In this most curious action, the CRA/ developer got 12 MORE feet of city taxpayer-owned public land, the
public along with nearby property owners got 8 fewer parking spaces and a narrower alley and the City

Commission may have been misinformed.
Furthermore, the Planning and Zoning Board was not given the opportunity participate in the process and
review this request.

Attached you will find a copy of the letter dated June 23rd, 2015 along with supporting documents.

We are still awaiting response from the Commission as well as the City Attorney.

This is Commmunity Redevelopment project of city taxpayer-owned land that is pursuant to F.S. Chap.163, as
well as, the rules of the Request for Proposal (RFP) which includes within it the Land Development
Regulations and the language , "any changes or contemplated changes”. (See page 4 paragraph C. of the RFP)
Instead, Delray Holdings has attempted to hold a place for themselves by submitting their project more than a

year ago while repeatedly delaying only to come back with a plan to teardown MORE of our City, add a few
~ token parking spaces and obtain a larger footprint.




_____________________ How-does-this-project-serve the purpose.and intent.of the LDR's for the CBD which clearly state: to preserve .

and protect the "historic moderate scale”"?

How is it that city staff is recommending this project? Why is it that the developer is not required to play by

the rules that were passed more than 5 months ago? Why is it that staff is recommending giving away of public
property (the alley) to a private developer?

At what benefit to the City and its citizens?

When this precious and valuable public land is given away for redevelopment , how will it ever be replaced?

Most respectfully,

Hannah George Connell
Dr. Robert George

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED




TRAFFIC MITIGATION MEASURES

1. Offer one day/week telecommuting for iplc's corporate office employees. Also, set office hours that would
avoid peak traffic trip time in the PM, As a suggestion, perhaps regular office hours of 7:00 AM to 4:00 PM. This
telecommuting medsure hus already been implemented by Ipic. They will encourage Fflexible hours in future tenant
leases,

2. Meet with SAEE and South Florida Commuter Services {SFCS) after site approval to review additional
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) initiatives that could be implemented to mitigate traffic trips before
the leasing/contract phase begins. The TDM Program could include: carpooling, vanpooling, teleworking, the
emergency ride home program, transit pass subsidies, etc. fpic will work with each of its tenants to odopt
carpooling, venpuoling and other transit Incentives. 1t will meet with SAFE to discuss the Ipic Incentives adopted
within its own square footage.

3. Pravide hoth male and female showers, changing rooms, and lockers for the office and retail employees:
Include a minimum of ten (10} lockers for both bicyclists and joggers. This measure fs Implemented at other
locations and will be included.

4, Provide inside, safe and secure storage for a minimum of six (6) blcycles for the office/retail employees.
The plan inciudes an area in the garage for bike parking as well os golf cart purking,

5, Inctude public transportation schedules {Tri-Rail, Palm Tran, Roundabout and Tri-Rall Coastal Link) In each
new employee's hiring/orientation package. pic will implement.

6. Include a voucher in each employee's hiring/orientation package that entitles each new employee to (1}.
Palm Tran unlimited 31-day QUIK pass (value of $75). The best PBC Paim Tran route as far as headways & express
services is on Federal Highway. fpic will Implement.

7 Give each tenant Info that explains how their employees may obtain a 25% Tri-Rail discount. Also, Ipic will
register in the Employer Tri-Rail Discount Program. Note: It doesn't cost anything to register and can be done on
fine in less than 5 minutes. pic will implement.

8. Provide insida, secure bicycle storage for twelve [12) bicycles which may be used by movie-goers, Many
people who ride bicycles that cost $5,000-$15,000 will not store their bikesin an unsecured area unless they can see
their bicycles and be in close proximity. There will be o secured orea within the garage {beyond security gate) for
bike parking for employees.

g, With City approval, lpic will purchase and install two (2} benches, a trash receptacle, and one (1) dog poop
bag dispenser In front of the project on Federal Highway and along S.E. First Avenue, Ipic will empiy the trash
receptacles a minimurn of three times per week, or more if necessary, and restock the dog poop bags as needed.
ipic will implement.

19, Purchase and Install an artsy, custom outside bicycle rack. Bike storage for empioyees will be provided
within a secured portlon of the garage.

il Pay for the installation of bike lane lights on Federal Highway from S. 4th to N. 4th Streets o make it safer
for people riding bikes to travel to the theater after dark. Jpic will pay far its fulr share of the bike lane lights for
the lights focated afong 5.E. Sth Avenue contiguous to its frontage upon evidence of FDOT approval and notice by
tha contractor of @ permit to commence installation.




Pape, Scott

From: JamesEJIMCHAR@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 5:51 AM
To: Stillings, Tim; Pape, Scott; jose@csa-architects.com; terra@realtimemg.com;

affinst@earthlink.net; copearchitects@bellsouth.net; jkncalco@gmail.com;
andrew@tecfla.com; jamesrchard@gmail.com

Subject: SAFE does not have an agreement with iPic

Attachments: Scan0022.pdf

On the day of the City Commission Meeting, Bonnie Miskel emailed a letter to SAFE with a "Traffic Mitigation
Measures" sheet (see attached).

In her letter, Bonnie wrote that "iPic intends to offer the measures at the public hearing.”" Which they did not
do...

I saw Mr. Hashemi before the meeting acknowledging the receipt of Bonnie's email letter, thanked him, and
asked him he would make one correction. He replied, "Why, you're not going to support me anyway?." No, |
explained, "We are not going to oppose you tonight, but neither are we going to support you". He seemed
delighted (as did Bonnie who | saw later) and said that he would make the change. The change was in item #8,
to delete the last word "employees" and add the word "movie-goers”.

| have emailed Bonnie twice since the meeting asking her to make the obvious typo correction, but have not
received a response from her.

The point is that SAFE has no confidence that any of the mitigation measures found on the attached sheet will
be implemented, and even those are less than what they should be,

Jim Smith
SAFE Chairman

1225 S. Ocean Blvd, # 202
Delray Beach, Fl. 33483

(561) 330-6798 Phone & Fax jamesejimchar@aol.com

"Help Florida become the most motorist, pedestrian, and bicyclist friendly state in the USA"



Pape, Scott

From: JamesEJIMCHAR@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, March 29, 2015 2:54 PM

To: jamesejimchar@aol.com

Subject: SAFE Opposes the Proposed Delray iPic Theater

SAFE Opposes the Proposed Delray iPic Theater

if you think Atlantic Crossing will create traffic gridiock on Atlantic Avenue and Federal Highway
Avenue, you haven't seen anything yet if the proposed iPic theater is approved.

This proposed development is simply too large a project, for too small a space. And, since the project
application was filed before the new land development regulations were approved, it is grand-
fathered into the old conditional use policies. Which means instead of providing public space, iPic will
be asking the City Commission to give it public space. Residents are rightfully upset.

1




For instance, iPic.wants fo turn an alley (one of Delay's treasures) into a parking valet gueue exit. iPic

has designed a ped entrance on Federal Highway that will require a ped drop-off and pick up aisle —
otherwise, motorists will have to use one of the two travel lanes for that purpose. Can you imagine
stopping in the middle of Federal Highway to drop someone off or pick someone up? The alternative
is for the City to give up 8' of width from the sidewalk it just widened.... for a length of 60" for a
temporary parking lane. Remember, Delray took out the third travel lane on Federal for wider
sidewalks and now Delray will be asked to give up that space.

iPic's eight movie screens, 43,000 sq. ft. office, and 7,000 sq. ft. retail uses require 229 parking
spaces. And, SAFE believes that will not be enough parking for all its uses. In addition, the CRA
made a deal with iPic to provide an additional 50 parking spaces for general public use to replace
about half of the current parking spaces at the old library. But, that's a bad deal because the public
will never get to use those spaces since they'll be on the ground floor of iPic's parking garage, and
iPic already has admitted that they will be used by their movie patrons.

The proposal violates Delay's Master Plan because it does not provide retail on the ground floor
along Federal Highway.

The bottom line is that this 279 parking space garage, with constant in and out trips, will overwhelm
the most traffic sensitive area of Atlantic Avenue. Amazingly, iPic's own traffic engineer warned the
City in their report that this development will cause traffic problems unless the City does something
about it.

Many of us want a movie theater downtown, but this is simply the wrong location.

Jim Smith
SAFE Chairman

1225 S. Ocean Blvd, # 202
Delray Beach, FL 33483

(561) 330-6798 Phone & Fax jamesejimchar@aol.com

"Help Florida become the most motorist, pedestrian, and bicyclist friendly state in the USA"




Pape, Scott

From: JamesEJIMCHAR@aol.com

Sent: Friday, December 18, 2014 10:42 AM
To: Pape, Scott

Subject: Ipic info for inclusion in staff report
Scott:

As | mentioned in a previous email, | do have something else for you to include in the staff report.

SAFE has asked FDOT4 to review the iPic proposal ASAP to save both the applicant and the City
unnecessary time and expense in revising a plan that may later be rejected.

See details below.

Best regards,

Jim Smith

iPic Entertainment has submitted a plan to the City of Delray Beach to approve the construction of a
Multiplex fronting Federal Highway (Fifth Avenue), in a mid-block location, between E. Fifth Avenue
and E. Fourth Avenue. Attached is the P & Z Staff Report and the applicant’s Traffic Impact Analysis.

SAFE's concern is two-fold:

1.

iPic proposes to widen an existing alley (from 16’ to 20') that runs east/west behind existing
businesses that front Atlantic Avenue, and use it as a primary ingress/egress for their planned
parking garage - in effect, converting an alley into a street without sidewalks. The alley is
currently used (and will be used in the future) by utility vehicles and delivery trucks that access
the back entrances to other businesses that front Atlantic Avenue.

SAFE believes that permitting dual functions would create an unsafe condition, not only for
vehicular traffic - since many of these vehicles will be backing up into this alley, but an

extremely dangerous environment for pedestrians and bicyclists.

iPic proposes to locate a pedestrian entrance on Federal Highway (E. Fifth Avenue).

SAFE is concerned that this entrance would become an atfractive nuisance since drivers
would double-park in a travel lane on Federal Highway to drop-off and pick-up movie goers
creating back-ups on Federal Highway and increasing the probability of crashes.

SAFE is asking you to please review this situation ASAP so that both the applicant and the City will
not have to spend so much time and money planning for a project that may have to be redesigned

later.

Thank you.

Best regards,

Jim Smith



SAEE. Chairmman e . e -

1225 S. Ocean Blvd, # 202
Delray Beach, FL 33483

(561) 330-6798 Phone & Fax jamesejimchar@aol.com

"Help Florida become the most motorist, pedestrian, and bicyclist friendly state in the USA"




Pape, Scott

From: trousermen <trousermen@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2015 1:49 PM

To: Pape, Scott; McDonnell, Mark

Subject: PUBLIC SAFETY & COMMON SENSE:
Importance: High

Honorable Planning & Zoning Board Commissioners,

If the CRA had notified nearby business and property owners of the RFPs
for the Old Library, chamber & public parking site you probably would not
be having this meeting tonight. Apparently State law changed that CRAs
do not have to notify nearby properties. Most of us feel not notifying
nearby properties is unacceptable in “The All American City” it should be
common courtesy to operate in the Sunshine and hold public discussion
on the proposed RFPs. Since that did not happen we are baffled that the
CRA staff with two seasoned planners did not question a project which
proudly states that they are going to produce 1,800 vehicle trips per day
and employee 429 people. The CRA Board members were uninformed of
the negatives and had no input from nearby businesses to this $6.250.
Million sweet-heart deal in a non-blighted area. Our downtown’s already

increased parking demand. The traffic analysis was done on June 18,
2014 and even in the slow season they admitted gridlock and suggested
the city widen the streets. The effect on downtown Atlantic Avenue will
follow the law of diminishing returns for all businesses including iPic
because of the hassle with gridlock and parking plus people going up and
down the streets looking for parking.

PUBLIC SAFETY WILL BE IMPACTED BY GRIDLOCK FOR POLICE,
EMERGENCY VEHICLES AND FIRE TUCKS. Many traveling to or from the
barrier island will be forced to use George Bush or Linton Boulevard

1



The Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council commended Delray’s alley
network. I’'m well aware of the benefits of the North/South alleys, since |
often use it to get around gridlock on 5th Avenue. Many trucks use it to
exit when they meet head-on and would prefer not to back out into
traffic. Many cars and trucks enter the East/West alley from the
North/South alley.

The building plan is too massive for the property so NO to allowing an
additional 11.5 feet.

Love of Delray Beach,

TROUSER SHOP & SHORTS
SINCE 1961

439 EAST ATLANTIC AVE.

TROUSERMAN BRUCE GIMMY
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July 31, 2015

City of Delray Beach
100 NW 1% Avenue
Delray Beach, Florida 33444

Attention:  Mr. Tim Stillings
Director of Planning and Zoning

Reference: 4™ and 5% Delray Traffic Study Review
City of Delray Beach, Florida

Dear Mr. Stillings:

Per your request, we have reviewed the Traffic Study prepared by MacKenzie Engineering
& Planning, Inc. dated June 2015 and the Site Plan with emphasis on traffic circulation for
the above referenced project. We offer the following comments and recommend the
following Conditions of Approval:

COMMENTS

Traffic Study:

1. The queuing analysis for the valet parking was reviewed. The analysis used a ratio
{rom a City of Boca Raton valet operation at a “non-iPic” movie theatre. However,

a number of other factors impacting the expected queue, such as but not limited to,
number of valet atiendees, processing lime, and arrival time and rate were not
documented. Additionally, the number of valet users at the City of Boca Raton
movie theatre as a percentage of number of seats may not be applicable to the
clientele for iPic. Based on the above, (and the acknowledged difficulty in
anticipating the unique operational characteristics of a proposed valet process), a
Condition of Approval is recommended during the Site Plan approval process
requiring the Applicant to commit to reviewing and modifying the valet operations
(as necessary) during peak season, peak period timeframes.

2, The following comments regarding the Traffic Study are provided. It should be
noted that although the project is located in a Traffic Concurrency Exception Area
(TCEA), an analysis is still required to assess anticipated traffic impacts to the
surrounding City infrastructure.

: Simmons & White, Inc
2581 Metrocentre Boulevard West Suite 3 West Paim Beach Florida 33407
T: 561.478.7848 F: 581.478.3738 www.simmonsandwhite.com
Certificate of Authorization Number 3452



Mr. Tim Stillings
July 31,2015 — Page 2

Therefore, it is recommended that the following be addressed during the Site Plan
approval process to ensure any impacts and the associated m1t1gat10n is being
considered:

A)

B)

C)

D)

E)

The existing volumes, committed project trips, and background growth rate
for the roadway link analysis are not documented. These items are typically
provided in the Traffic Study.

It is unclear what committed projects are used in the intersection analysis.
No documentation was provided.

The existing turning movement counts for all of the study intersections are
typically provided in the Appendix of the Traffic Study. No documentation
was provided.

It is unclear if existing or optimized signal timing was used in the intersection
analysis. Further, the signal timing is unable to be verified as the signal
timing sheets were not provided. These items are typically provided in the
Appendix of the Traffic Study.

The applicant acknowledges intersection failures at a few different locations
and recommends signal timing modifications. However, it does not appear
that any analysis was conducted for this potential mitigation. Based on the
above, a specific Condition of Approval is recommended for the Site Plan

F)

G)

approval requiring the Applicant to commit to providing an intersection

“analysis at SE 4™ Avenue and Atlantic Avenue and SE 5™ Avenue (Federal

Highway) and Atlantic Avenue to assess signal timing and suggest
modifications to optimize operations.

The Synchro/HCM input sheets should be provided in addition to the output
sheets.

Due to the downtown location, pedestrians should be considered in the
intersection analyses. Documentation to verify if pedestrians were
considered was not included in the Traffic Study.



Mr. Tim Stillings
- July 31, 2015 — Page 3

H) A diversion was used at some of the intersection locations. However, the
volumes used and the justification were not provided. These items are
typically provided in the Appendix of the Traffic Study.

D On page 8 of the text, the study states that the eastbound through movements
at SE 5™ Avenue (Federal Highway) and Atlantic Avenue are failing and
.-overcapacity. However, the Synchro/HCM resulfs do not-indicate that this
movement is failing. The following turning movements are shown to be

failing in the Synchro/HCM results:

o Northbound left turn on Swinton Avenue at Atlantic Avenue
e Northbound through movement on US-1 at Atlantic Avenue

The above technical comments are not anticipated to affect the approvability of the
Traffic Impact Statement with regard to the Palm Beach County Traffic
Performance Standards since the project is located in a Traffic Concurrency
Exception Area. However, it is still important to address the potential traffic
impacts or provide a mechanism to address them within the first year of completion.

The traffic study indicates that a parking fee will be required. The details of the
parking payment operations and the location of the payment booth should be
reviewed to minimize delays and eliminate queueing into circulation patterns. All
operational details should be provided during the Site Plan approval process.

Site Plan:

4.

Identify the onsite and alleyway Pavement Marking and Signage. A Condition of
Approval is recommended during the Site Plan approval process to require the
Applicant to provide appropriate signage and striping details to help drivers navigate
to the public parking and valet entrances.

The applicant should provide some type of assurance or countermeasure to prevent
vehicle drop-offs at the east side of the theater on South Federal Highway. A
Condition of Approval is recommended requiring the Applicant to provide an off-
duty police officer (or City approved equivalent) to prevent illegal stopping and
drop-offs in southbound Federal Highway.



Mr. Tim Stillings
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The closure of the north-south alley (to facilitate the proposed site layout) is a
concern from a timing standpoint. The Applicant has stated that they intend to
acquire the adjacent parcel to provide continuity of the alley to SE 4™ Avenue. It is
recommended that a Condition of Approval be imposed requiring the
reconfiguration of the alley be completed concurrently with the onsite construction
to maintain traffic flows and circulation.

RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1.

Prior to Site Plan approval, the applicant shall submit a detailed Valet Operational
Plan for City staff’s review. The Valet Operational Plan shall provide sufficient
staffing/queuing/timing details to insure no off-site queuing onto adjacent roadways
will occur.

Following the opening of the iPic facility and if requested by the City (based on
observed operational issues, if any), the Applicant shall perform a comprehensive
review of the valet operations and commit to modifying the existing process as
necessary to improve offsite circulation, This review shall be performed during the
peak season, designated peak time period(s) and in a coordinated effort with City
staff.

Following the opening of the iPic facility and if requested by the City (based on
observed operational issues, if any), the Applicant shall perform a comprehensive
intersection analysis at SE 4% Avenue and Atlantic Avenue and SE 5% Avenue

(Federal Highway) and Atlantic Avenue to assess existing signal timing and suggest
modifications to optimize operations. This analysis shall be performed during the
peak season and designated peak time period(s) (i.e., Friday P.M. and Saturday
P.M.,) in a coordinated effort with City staff.

Prior to Site Plan approval, the Applicant shall submit a detailed Parking Garage
Operational Plan for City staff’s review and approval. The Parking Garage
Operational Plan shall provide delineation between public and private parking
spaces, location and type of payment procedures, and sufficient detail to insure
delays are minimized and off-site queuing into circulation patterns is eliminated.
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5. Following the opening of the iPic facility and if requested by the City (based on
observed operational issues, if any), the Applicant shall perform a review of the
public and private parking operations and commit to modifying the existing process
to the extent possible to improve operations. This review shall be performed during
the peak season and designated peak time period(s) in a coordinated effort with City
staff.

6. Prior to Site Plan approval, the Applicant shall submit a detailed Directional Signage
and Pavement Marking Plan for City staff’s review and approval. The Directional
Signage and Pavement Marking Plan shall provide signage and striping details to
help drivers navigate to the public parking and valet entrances.

7. The Applicant shall provide an off-duty police officer (or City approved equivalent)
and other necessary measures (signage/striping as approved by the Florida
Department of Transportation and/or City staff, notices on website and/or notices
on iPic electronic ticket ordering) to prevent illegal stopping and drop-offs along
southbound Federal Highway.

8. The Applicant shall reconstruct/reconfigure the north/south alley to provide
continuous connection to SE 4® Avenue. The construction shall be completed
concurrently with the on-site construction to maintain traffic flows and circulation.
The reconstruction of the allev shall be completed prior to the issuance of the first
Certificate of Occupancy for the project.

BGK/kh/sa x:/docs/miscltr/Kelley/15085 stillings



Macl(enzie

Engineering & Planning, Inc.
10785 SW Civic Lane * Port Saint Lucie * Florida * 34987

(772) 345-1948 + www.mackenzieengineeringine.com

To: City of Delray Beach RE@Ei\!EW BY

From: Shaun G, MacKenzie, P.E. 2015
Date: August 11, 2015 NOV 2 0
Re: Response to 4™ & 5™ Delray Traffic Comments Cilty of Deiray Beach

Planning & Zoning

Response to City Comments:

Traffic Study

1) The queuing study analysis for the valet parking was reviewed. The analysis used a ratio
from a City of Boca Raton valet operation ata “non-iPic” movie theatre, However, a number
of other factors impacting the expected queue, such as but not limited to, number of valet
attendees, processing time, and arrival time and rate were not documented. Additionally,
the number of valet users at the City of Boca Raton movie theatre as a percentage of
number of seats may not be applicable to the clientele for iPic. Based on the above, (and
the acknowledged difficulty in anticipating the unique operations characteristics of a
proposed valet process}, a Condition of Approval is recommended during the Site Plan
approval process requiring the Applicant to commit to reviewing and modifying the valet
operations {as necessary) during peak season, peak period timeframes.

iPic is committed to serving its patrons and operates 13 other similar movie theatres
using a valet. They are very familiar with a how to work with valet operators to ensure
successful valet operations and adjusting the valet operations based on day, time of
day and movie start times is common. The applicant is willing to accept this condition
and will modify their operations as necessary to meet the demands of their patrons.

iPic has run its own valet service and it is a high priority. Given the expectation of the
patrons, iPic’s patrons are not interested in waiting a long time for valet service. iPic's
goal is related to quality of service and iPic generally operates with double the number
valet employees in order to minimize patron wait times.

2) The following comments regarding the Traffic Study are provided. It should be noted that
although the project Is located in a Traffic Concurrency Exception Area {TCEA), an analysis
is still required to assess anticipated traffic impacts to the surrounding City infrastructure.
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Therefore it is recommended that the following be addressed during the Site Plan
approval process to ensure any impacts and the associated mitigation is being
considered.

The applicant exceeded both what is required and was requested. This leve! of
analysis was not required of other projects. The TCEA has conditions it must meet
over time to achieve mobility. These conditions require improvements to facilities
throughout the Downtown, including pedestrian connectivity, wider sidewalks and
converting SE 1°** Street to a two-way street.

A} The existing volumes, committed project trips, and background growth rate for the
roadway link analysis are not documented. These items are typically provided in the
Traffic Study.

Palm Beach TPS requires “A traffic study providing Traffic Generation, Assighment
throughout the Test 1 Radius of Development Influence and Projections of future
traffic at the site access must be submitted to PBC for proposed Project within the
limits of a TCEA.” Pursuant to Article 12, Chapter K, Section 5. This was provided to
both Palm Beach County and the City. Existing traffic volumes, committed project
trips and background growth rate were based on each respective link obtained from
Palm Beach County’s TPS database. The analyses provide the City and County the
necessary data to assess the relative impacts of the project. The project’s traffic
analysis exceeded all other applicant’s analyses. No further analysis is needed or
warranted.

B) It is unclear what committed projects are used in the intersection analysis. No
documentation was provided.

Committed projects and traffic at intersections were obtained from Palm Beach
County’s TPS database, which includes all committed projects.

New Century Courtyards (aka Courtyard Condominiums)
Lighthouse Complex
Cityscape (aka The Mark at Cityscape)
Trinity Church and School-Day Care (aka Trinity Lutheran Church and School)
Uptown Delray
Atlantic Plaza (aka Atlantic Crossing)
Congress Park Apartments (aka Congress Park)
Villas in the Grove
Atlantica
Paradise Bank/Delray Beach
C) The existing turning movement counts for ali of the study intersections are typically
provided in the Appendix of the Traffic Study. No documentation was provided.
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Pages 30-46 of the PDF report provide the turning movement data. This count data
was not provided because the County has all of the data used in the analysis. All
intersection count data was available from Palm Beach County, except the traffic
count at 4™ Street and Atlantic Avenue. This traffic count is shown starting page 30
of PDF. For benefit of the reviewer, the County data is attached.

D} It is unclear if existing or optimized signal timing was used in the intersection analysis.
Further, the signal timing is unable to be verified as the signal timing sheets were not
provided. These items are typically provided in the Appendix of the Traffic Study.

Signal timing was obtained from the County. Please see the attached signal timing
sheets.

E) The applicant acknowledges intersection failures at a few different locations
recommends signal timing modifications, However, it does not appear that any analysis
conducted for this potential mitigation. Based on the above, a specific Condition of
Approval is recommended for the Site Plan approval requiring the Applicant to commit
to providing an intersection analysis at SE 4™ Avenue and Atlantic Avenue and SE 5%
Avenue (Federal Highway) and Atlantic Avenue to assess signal timing and suggest
modifications to optimize operations.

No mitigation analysis was conducted because no mitigation is needed at SE 4t
Avenue for vehicles because the project is in TCEA. The project’s mitigation for its
impacts are vehicular improvements to the east-west alley, installation of sidewalk
along the east-west alley and wider sidewalks and plazas along Federal Highway. As
a part of necessary improvements within the TCEA, the City improved SE 1% Street to
a two-way facility.

F) The Synchro/HCM input sheets shouid be provided in addition to the output sheets.

These-sheets-are-attached-to the responses to comments.

G} Due to the downtown location pedestrians should be considered in the intersection
analysis. Documentation to verify if pedestrians were considered was not included in
the Traffic Study.

Pedestrians were not considered in the intersection analyses. The results of the
analysis show the difference in impact between the predevelopment and post
development conditions to assess the impact of the project. For example, vehicles on
northbound 4™ Avenue are expected to experience 2 additional seconds of delay per
vehicle after development of the project and queue lengths are expected to increase
from 1.6 vehicles to 3.2 vehicles during the peak hour. A revised 4th Avenue & Atlantic
Avenue intersection analysis is attached that includes pedestrians. The effect of
pedestrians on the intersection at 4™ Avenue and Atlantic is projected to be minimal
during the PM peak hour. With pedestrian the inclusion of pedstrians there is no
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effect on northbound 4" Avenue queuing and a 0.3 second increase in northbound
delay per vehicle. With pedestrians included at the intersection of 4™ Avenue and
Atlantic Avenue, the intersection is projected to operate acceptably. We are unaware
of this analysis being required of any other downtown developments.

H) A diversion was used at some of the intersection locations. However, the volumes used
and the justification were not provided. These items are typically provided in the
Appendix of the Traffic Study.

The diversion of trips is explained on Page 9 of the report as 1/3 of the northbound
left-turn movements from SE 6™ Avenue to westbound Atlantic Avenue. Further
diversions northbound left-turning traffic is expected from the side streets
intersecting Atlantic Avenue, however, in order to provide a conservative analysis,
these were not considered.

) On page 8 of the text, the study states that the eastbound through movements at SE 5™
Avenue (Federal Highway) and Atiantic Avenue are failing and overcapacity. However,
the Synchro/HCM results do not indicate that this movement is failing. The following
turning movements are shown to be failing in the Synchro/HCM results:

e Northbound left-turn on Swinton Avenue at Atlantic Avenue
e Northbound through movement on US-1 at Attantic Avenue

The above technical comments are not anticipated to affect the approvability of the
Traffic Impact Statement with regard to the Palm Beach County Traffic Performance
Standards since the project is located in a Traffic Concurrency Exception Area. However,
it is still important to address the potential traffic impacts or provide a mechanism to
address them within the first year of completion,

An updated traffic study was submitted to the City in July and based on updated data,
the eastbound through movement does not fail at Atlantic Avenue and Federal

Highway. The City adopted a TCEA with specific goals, objectives and strategies after
detailed study of the downtown. No further analysis is needed. The applicant is
improving the east-west alley for vehicles and pedestrians, the Federal Highway
sidewalk is wider for greater pedestrian mobility and the City made SE 1% Avenue a
two-way street. The applicant is eliminating driveways on Southbound Federal
Highway to improve vehicular flow. These are all part of the broader mobility
strategy in the downtown to address traffic impacts.

3) The traffic study indicates that a parking fee will be required. The details of the parking
payment operations and the location of the payment booth should be reviewed to minimize
delays and eliminate queuing into circulation patterns. All operations details should be
provided during the Site Plan approval process.

The specific parking fee for use of the upper levels of the garage have not been
determined since the applicant will ensure that its patrons have adequate parking on-site
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within the parking garage. The applicant has no control over the spaces within the garage
dedicated to the public. The applicant would like to allow excess parking to be utilized by
patrons of the downtown for a fee. The fee will need to be adjusted based on parking
demand to ensure that theater patrons have adequate parking. The site plan shows the
location payment booth, which is located on the 3 floor of the parking garage. The site
plan, which included the parking area on the 3" floor of the garage is attached to this
response fo comments.

4) Identify the onsite and alleyway Pavement Marking and Signage. A Condition of Approval
is recommended during the Site Plan approval process to require the Applicant to provide i
appropriate signage and striping details to help drivers navigate to the public parking and |

valet entrances.
The applicant will work with the City during to develop the necessary striping and signage. !
5) The applicant should provide some type of assurances or countermeasure to prevent |
vehicle drop-offs at the east side of the theater on South Federal Highway. A condition of
Approval is recommended requiring the Applicant to provide an off-duty police officer (City
approved equivalent) to prevent itlegal stopping and drop-offs in southbound Federal

Highway.
The applicant has committed hiring security personnel to discourage any drop-offs on
southbound Federal Highway.

6) The closure of the north-south alley (to facility the proposed site layout) is a concern from
a timing standpoint. The Applicant has stated that they intend to acquire the adjacent
parcel to provide continuity of the alley to SE 4" Avenue. |t is recommended that a
Condition of Approval be imposed requiring the reconfiguration of the alley be completed
concurrently with the onsite construction to maintain traffic fiows and circulation.

Agreed.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

MacKenzie Engineering and Planning, Inc. petformed an analysis of the traffic impacts
resulting from the proposed project site Tocated at 25 SE 4th Avenue, Delray Beach, Florida
(PCN 12-43-46-16-01-101-0070}.

The applicant proposes to demolish the 24,643 square foot (SF) library and 3,306 SF office
building and construct 7,487 SF of retail use, a 315 space parking garage, a 46,764 SF movie
theater, and 43,880 SF of office use. Figure 1 illustrates the site location.

The proposed changes to the site are projected to generate an increase of 1,777 daily, 79 AM
peak hour (69 in, 10 out), and 155 PM peak hour (66 in, 89 out) trips from the site. The site
is located within the Delray Beach Transportation Concurrency Exception Area and therefore
is reporting the project’s impacts and analyzing the surround intersections, but is not required
to mitigate the impacts. This traffic impact analysis shows that the proposed Project will
meet Palm Beach County’s Traffic Performance Standards through December 31, 2019
although the project is anticipated to be completed prior to 2019.

The site’s access is projected fo operate acceptably. The site is providing significant
multimodal benefits including sidewalks between southbound Federal Highway and SE 4th

Avenue and a wide sidewall/plaza in front of the project along southbound Federal Highway.

The-projeet-will have-a-bus-shelter in front of the site and will close four existing driveways

to southbound Federal Highway resulting in better pedestrian accommodations and a safer
vehicular route. The site is also improving the east-west alley on the north side of the project
to provide two 10-foot travel lanes (one in each direction) to allow for full vehicular
movements between SE 4% and SE 5" Avenues, which may help relieve some of the capacity
issues on Atlantic Avenue. The project is further dedicating an alley on its southern
boundaty that will connect to SE 1% Street. The establishment of these two alleys with the

parking garage on the site benefit the area’s circulation and parking.

The valet operation, service area, and drop-off lanes provided will be adequate.

049001 Page i
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INTRODUCTION

This analysis has been prepared to evaluate traffic impacts resulting from proposed redevelopment of
the Delray Beach library and Chamber of Comuinerce building that have been in operation for over 5
years within the City of Defray Beach, located within the Delray Beach Community Redevelopment
Area (CRA) and Transportation Concurrency Fxemption Area (TCEA) at 25 SE 4th Avenue, Delray
Beach, Florida (PCN 12-43-46-16-01-101-0070). The applicant proposes to demolish the 24,643
square foot (SF) abandoned library, 3,306 SF office building, and 90 space public parking lot and
construct 7,487 SE of retail use, a 315 space parking garage including an estimated 90 spaces
available for public parking, a 46,764 SF movie theater with 497 seats, and 43,880 SF of office use,

Figure 1 illustrates the site location.

Figure 1. Site Location Map
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MacKenzie Engineering & Planning, Inc. was retained to prepare a traffic impact analysis for the
project. This document presents the methodology used and the findings of the traffic impact analysis.
The analysis was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Countywide Traffic
Performance Standards of Palm Beach County and the Land Development Regulations of the City of

Delray Beach. The analysis used current data available from Palm Beach County. A buildout year of
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2019 is proposed for the project. The project is expected to be constructed sooner, but 2019 will be

used for the purposes of concurrency reservation.

Because the project is located within a TCEA it is required to provide “A traffic study providing
Traffic Generation, Assignment throughout the Test 1 Radius of Development Influence and
Projections of future traffic at the site access must be submitted to PBC for proposed Project within

the limits of a TCEA.” (PBC Land Devleopment Code Article 12, Chapter K, Section 5)

INVENTORY AND PLANNING DATA

Winningham & Fradley, Inc. provided project development information. Palm Beach County and
MEP provided traffic counts. Palm Beach County provided committed trip information. The
following projects ate included in the traffic analysis:
¢ Lighthouse Complex
s Cityscape
s Villages of Swinton Square
s Villas in the Grove
e Carver Middle School Expansion
o Congress Park Apartments
s Village Square
e New Century Courtyards
o Trinity Church and Schocl-Day Care
Bl T e
e Fajrfield [nn
¢ Uptown Delray
s Depot Square
e Exxon Expansion
¢ The Metropolitan

s  Samar Mixed Use
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COMMITTED IMPROVEMENTS

The City of Delray Beach has one major project in the area of influence. The City is converting SE

1st Street from a one-way eastbound street to a two-way street from Swinton Avenue to SE 6 Street

(Northbound Federal Highway).

PROJECT TRAFFIC

Traffic Generation

Existing Site
The existing library and office are within the City of Delray Beach CRA. The library has been
abandoned for more than 5 years. The offices have been in operation for over 5 years and is therefore

eligible for traffic concurrency redevelopment credits. The site also contains a 90 space public

parking lot.

A 10 percent redevelopment credit was applied to the office building traffic consistent with PBC
Code.

The site contains the following uses:  Office — 3,306 SF
90 space public parking lot

Palm Beach County and ITE do not have a parking generation rate for parking garage spaces. Sifce
the spaces are less convenient than othet downtown parking and will have a fee, we projected-a lower
daily turnover rate of two times per day per space resulting in an estimated four daily trips per space.
Some online guidance estimated one-half trip per parking space during the AM peak hour. During
the PM peak hour we estimate that ¥z of the spaces will turnover resulting in one trip per patking

space.
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Proposed Site
The proposed development plan consists of the following uses:
s Retail Use - 7,487 SF
e Movie Theater - 46,764 SF (497 seats)
« Office Use - 43,880 SF
e Parking Garage for the above uses plus 90 additional spaces regulated by the City of Delray
Beach

The daily and peak hour traffic generation for the development uses the trip generation rates

published by Palm Beach County (PBC). The net change in trips is 1,777 daily, 79 AM peak hour
(69 in, 10 out), and 155 PM peak hour (66 in, 89 out).

Internal Capture

The estimated internal capture for the existing and proposed site are 0 and 2 percent, respectively.

Pass-bv Trip Capture

For the existing and proposed development scenatios, PBC pass-by capture rates were applied. No

pass-by rate was applied to the parking spaces.

| Mg_de Split

Modal split is the term to describe the number or percentage of patro-tis. that arrive at the site bya

transportation mode other than driving an antomobile. The site is within the TCEA and is expected to
benefit from the existing multi-modal activity in downtown Delray Beach. Delray Beach has a mode
split of eight percent for workers (2009-2013 American Community Survey). The mode split for 4" &
5™ Delray is expected to at least match the Census data, but likely be higher because it is located in
downtown Delray Beach and will have better access 1o transit than other parts of the City. In
addition, there a large number of homes and apartments within walking distance of the project.

However, mode split is not included in this analysis in order to provide a conservative analysis.

Radius of Influence

The radius of development influence is 2 miles.
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TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION

Traffic distribution and assignment were determined using engineering judgment, trip lengths, and a
review of the roadway network in a process similar to the FSUTMS gravity model. The overall

distribution is summarized by general directions.

WEST - 35 percent
EAST - 15 percent
NORTH - 25 percent
SOUTH - 25 percent
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Figure 2. Radius of Development Influence & Assignment
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Figure 3. Traffic Assignment (Inset 1)
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The distributed external trips for the project were assigned to the roadway network within the radius
of influence based on the distribution. The traffic assignment is illustrated in Figures 2 through 5.
The site specific trips are expected to vary by time of due since the project will have valet service
starting between 5 and 6 PM, but the driveway accessing the alley on the north side of the project will
be closed during the day and in the evenings, will only be open for the valet service. The radius of
development influence is based on the number of net external trips generated by the development.

Based on the net traffic generation at the end of buildout, it is determined that the maximum radius of

development influence is 2 miles.
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Figure 4. Dayfime Traffic Assignment (Inset 2A)
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Figure 5. Evening Traffic Assignment (Inset 2B)
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ANALYSIS

As a part of the project, we analyzed Atlantic Avenue from 4™ Avenue to 5™ Avenue:
o NE/SE 4% Street & Atlantic Avenue
e NE/SE 5" Avenue (Southbound Federal Highway) & Atlantic Avenue

Based on the analysis all of the intersections operate at acceptable levels of service. The eastbound
through movement at southbound Federal Highway and westbound through movement at northbound
Federal Highway is a one-lane approach and the only direct means to improve its operation is to
provide it more green time or add additional lanes. The City chose to remove lanes on Atlantic
Avenue and create a transportation concurrency exception area (TCEA) to decrease the importance of
the automobile as a mode a transportation in the area and focus on alternative mobility options,
livability, and economic improvement of the area. The result has been a resounding success based on
the number of new businesses along Atlantic Avenue and the redevelopment that has occurred in the
area. As expected, the changes that resulted in decreasing Atlantic Avenue from six-lanes to two-
lanes without turn-lanes reduced automobile level of service on Atlantic Avenue and improvements in

automobile level of service are not expected on Atlantic Avenue.

Much of the congestion on Atlantic Avenue is a result of the success of the businesses along the road.
Significant decreases in capacity on Atlantic were observed to be a result of drop-offs and valet
operations that occur on Atlantic Avenue between Swinton Avenue and NE/SE 5% Avenue. As a part

of the TCEA, the City improved and placed additional importance on NE 1% and SE 1% Street to

provide east west- vehicular mobilitybetween [-95.and.the- Intracoastal . Waterway, which are only . .. ... . ..

located 680 feet north and south of Atlantic Avenue, respectively.

Therefore, continued reliance on alternative mobility measures should be encouraged to circulate
local traffic and improvements to the sidewalks and bicycle lanes and facilities should be mandated as

well to promote park-once philosophies to minimize circulating traffic on the roadway network.

The improvement of SE 1* Street to a two-way street will improve mobility and is expected to reduce
traffic on Atlantic Avenue as well reduce the amount of “U-turns™ that occur at the Federal Highway
& Atlantic Avenue intersections since vehicles will be able to turn left on SE 1% Street and proceed
west. The vehicles can bypass the area on SE 1% Street, find parking on the side streets or at the

proposed project, or travel to their destination on one of the north-south streets,
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Based on our review the peak hour existing northbound left-turns at Federal Highway northbound and
Atlantic Avenue, we estimate 46 northbound left-turns (approximately 1/3 of the northbound left-
turning traffic) will divert from Atlantic Avenue to SE 1 Street once that improvement is completed.
Indirectly, converting SE 1 Street fo a two-lane road should help reduce the amount of westbound

lefi-turns at the intersection and could result in more eastbound green time.

Based on our analysis (Exhibit 2), SE 1* Street is projected to operate acceptably during the AM and
PM peak hours and will be at 29 to 42 percent of peak hour capacity, respectively, after the two-way

conversion.

The following road segments are projected to be over capacity and are significantly impacted by the
project:

o Atlantic Avenue —1-95 to Federal Highway

Atlantic Avenue has multiple alternative routes and is only over capacity from the 1-95 interchange 1o
just east of 1-95. West of Swinton Avenue the segment is well under capacity. Atlantic Avenue from
Swinton Avenue to Federal Highway is constrained purposely to facilitate and encourage alternative
modes of travel. Drivers have multiple east-west options within the downtown grid including NE 4%,

NE 2% NE 1%, SE 1%, SE 2™, and SE 4" Streets.

One of the project’s primary access points at NE/SE 4th Avenue and Atlantic Avenue was evaluated

during the PM peak hour. The intersection operates acceptably during the PM peak hour with ho

significant problems.

DRIVEWAYS AND ACCESS

Access

The proposed access for the project is SE 4th Avenue and an east/west alley running between SE 4th
Averue and Federal Highway (SE 5% Avenue). The project will have one point of ingress and egress
from SE 4th Avenue to access the parking garage. The alley will provide ingress and egress for valet
services. The valet drivers will be able to pull directly from the valet service area into the parking

garage and return the same way without maneuvering into the public right-of-way.
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East/West Alley Access

In order to reduce project impacts on Atlantic Avenue, drivers utilizing valet service will exit into the

altey and must turn right towards SE 5% Avenue. Drivers will then proceed southbound on Federal
Highway and can navigate to their final destination from southbound Federal Highway. This is
expected to significantly reduce project impacts to Atlantic Avenue becaunse drivers desiring to go
north or east will U-turn and head north on Federal Highway and avoid Atlantic Avenue west of
Federal Highway, drivers desiring to go south will continue on Federal Highway and drivers desiring
to go west will turn west on SE 1%t Street and avoid Atlantic Avenue. The valet operation is expected
to start between 5 and 6 PM and thus is not expected to affect the AM and PM peak hour traffic
assignment, but will alter the evening egress traftic. Valet service is anticipated to accommodate 50
percent of the evening traffic based on information provided by iPic. The applicant has agreed to a

condition to monitor the valet activity and adjust as needed to ensure valet queuing stays on-site.

SE 4" Avenue Access

Non valet egress will occur out onto SE 4% Avenue. The vast majority of the parking is in the parking

garage and most patrons are expected to use the parking garage since over 90 percent of the parking is
located in the parking garage. After project buildout, the average northbound quene at NE/SE 4t
Avenue & Atlantic Avenue is just over three vehicles. There is about 133 feet (5-6 vehicles) from the
that stop bar to the east west alley. The intersection of the East/West Alley and SE 4% Avenue is

~ projected to operate acceptably.

Parkine Garage

The parking garage will have 315 spaces, approximately 61 more spaces than the mixed use project’s
demand. The garage upper floors (3* floor and up) will be controlled by iPic by installing a gate at
this location. Use of this area of the garage by will require parking fee. Office users, theater patrons
and retail patrons will be able to validate their parking ticket to reduce or eliminate the parking fee.
Driveway volumes are shown in Exhibits 4 and 5. The gate to the uppet floors is located on the 3
floor, therefore queuing at the gate will not impact ingress, egress, and valet activity on the ground

floor.
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Applicant Improvements to Improve Vehicular and non-

Vehicular Mobility

As a part of the project, the applicant will

e Construct a 5+ foot sidewalk from SE 4th Avenue to SE 5% Avenue. This pedestrian
connection does not exist today; and

o Tliminate all four access points to SE 5 Avenue and provide a 14.5 sidewalk/plaza in front
of the project; and

e  Construct an 8-foot sidewalk on SE 4th Avenue in front of the project; and

s  Construct a portion of the east-west alley on the north side of the project to create 10-foot
travel lanes in both directions. The alley’s drivable width will be equivalent to a City or
County collector roadway; and

e Construct a new alley on the south side of the project from SE 4% Avenue to an existing

north-south alley provide a connection from SE 4™ Avenue to SE 1% Street.

The resulting design will greatly enable multi-modal access to, through, and around the property.
This will greatly improve pedestrian cohnectivity by eliminating four driveways and providing a wide
sidewalk to improve north-south connectivity and pedestrian comfort in the downtown. The site also
proposes a bus shelter in front of the project. The project will also hire personnel to prevent drop-offs

in front of the project on Federal Highway.
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NORTH/SOUTH ALLEY

Proposed Alley Changes

As a part of the study, we observed and analyzed the north/south alley that connects SE 1% Street to
the east/west alley between SE 4th Avenue and 5 Avenue. The applicant proposes to relocate the
alley from connecting to the east/west alley to SE 4th Avenue at the south property line. The
applicant has designed the alley with a retumn radius to accommodate delivery trucks. The limits of

the alley changes are shown in Figure 5.

The alley will remain open from SE [* Street to the south property line and connect westerly to SE
4th Avenue. In addition, the north/south alley will continue to have access to SE 4th Avenue via the
existing western driveway connection. The road network will be further enhanced with the

conversion of SE 1% Street to provide for two-way traffic.

Observations and Data Collection

MacKenzie Engineering and Planning observed and collected data on:
e Thursday December 11, 2014 from 7 am to 7 pm
o Saturday December 13, 2014 from 7 am to 7 pm
o Tuesday-Wednesday January 13 and 14, 2015 from 7 am to 7 am
e  Friday-Saturday February 13 and 14, 2015 from 7 am to 7 am

In order.to determine the impact of the alley abandonment, we observed the service/delivery vehicles
(Fed-Ex/UPS, garbage, mail, utilities and food), neighborhood traffic, cut-through traffic, and parking
and non-parking (unable to find parking) vehicles. We observed 267 daily trips traversing the alley,
93 southbound vehicles and 174 northbound vehicles. Peak Hour occurred from 5 pm to 6 pm with
17 northbound vehicles and 22 southbound vehicles. During the peak hour there is approximately 1

vehicle every 1.5 minutes traversing the alley.
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Figure 6. North/South Alley
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Parking and Non Parking Traffic

At least sixty percent of vehicles used the north/south aliey to find available parking in the existing
City parking lot. As a part of the project, a portion the existing parking lot will be converted into a
parking garage with 315 spaces including 90 public parking spaces. Since the public parking lot will
be relocated into the parking garage, these vehicles will no longer use the north-south alley. The
applicant proposes two accesses to the parking garage, one on SE 4th Avenue and a valet ingress only
access at the east/west alley. The relocated parking is accessible by SE 4th Avenue, removing any
need to travel through the north/south alley. Abandoning the north/south alley will not have an

adverse impact.
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Service Vehicles

Based on our observations, service and delivery vehicles utilize the east/west alley and not the
north/south alley. Service vehicles comprise of 3.4 percent of observed vehicles. Of the seven total
observed service vehicles, three USPS service vehicles were parked in the parking lot and went to a
local restaurant to dine and four service vehicles were AT&T, which performed a service along the
cast/west alley went south through the north/south alley and westerly to SE 4th Avenue, Most
restaurant deliveries and solid waste vehicles enter along the east/west alley from SE 4th Avenue and
exit 1o 5" Avenue. These vehicles can continue to enter the aliey from SE 4" Avenue and exit to SE
5t Avenue via the enhanced east/west.alley. The solid waste vehicles enter from SE 1% Street and
exit to SE 4th Avenue via the driveway connection south of the project’s property line. The solid
waste vehicles can continue their same pattern or can use the enhanced southern east-west alley.
Based on the observations, abandoning the north/south alley will not have an adverse impact on

service vehicles.

Cut-through Traffic

In this general area, the one-way roads make navigating the roadway network challenging. SE 5th
Avenue is southbound only, 1% Street is eastbound only, and the east/west alley only has 16° of right
of way at the SE 5th Avenue driveway contiection and currently acts as a one-way road. Therefore,
many vehicles utilize the north/south alley as a cut through. We observed a daily maximum of 36
cut-through vehicles in the southbound direction. It was apparent that vehicles used this alley as a
cut-through because we observe the same vehicles traveling the same route multiple times in a day.
The common cut-through patterns ovefserved were from the SE 5th Avenue parking lot entrance to
get to either the restaurants along the east/west alley, SE 4th Avenue, 1% Street, or the north/south

alley south of 1% Street. Figure 7 illustrates the traffic patterns utilized by cut-through traffic.

The cut-through traffic illustrated in Figure 7 will have a better route upon the completion of the
following roadway improvements:

e The applicant proposes to improve the east/west alley to a provide two 10-foot travel lanes
and a sidewalk. Therefore, southbound vehicies from SE 5th Avenue will be able to travel
directly westbound on the east/west alley to reach SE 4th Avenue or the restaurants along the
east/west alley. In addition, the applicant is improving the turning radii at the alley

intersection with SE 5% Avenue to 25 feet for both ingress and egress.
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s The City of Delray proposes to reconstruct SE Ist Street from Swinton Avenue to SE 6™
Street (Northbound Federal Highway) as a two-way street. The vehicles currently using the
north/south alley because 1% Street is eastbound only will be able to travel directly westbound
along 1% street, which will further reduce use of the north-south alley. The east/west alley

travel lanes will be ten feet in each direction; the same travel width as a collector road.
The proposed improvement projects will minimize the existing cut-through traffic while providing the
same travel opportunities, Therefore, abandoning the north/south alley will not have an adverse

impact on any of those vehicles movements.

Figure 7. Cut-through Traffic
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North/South Alley Traffic

Approximately 100 vehicles per day (36.4 percent) were observed traveling through the alley without
any atternpt of finding available parking. Upon the completion of the roadway improvements, these
vehicles will have 1% Street and the two east/west alleys to help navigate to their destination.
Abandoning the north/south alley will not have an adverse impact on the travel of those vehicles upon

completion of the improvements.

Summary

The applicant is improving the east/west alley by creating two 10-foot travel lanes in the alley to
allow for full two-way traffic between SE 4™ and SE 5% Avenue. This creates a complete east-west
route south of Atlantic Avenue that does not exist today between SE 4th Avenue and SE 5®
Avenue. The applicant is proposing to abandon a portion of the north-south alley through the site, but
will connect the existing north-south alley to SE 4th Avenue via a new alley on the south side of the
project. Full circulation can occur around the site and down to SE 1% Street. Additionally, the City
will re-establish two-way travel on SE 1% Street, which will eliminate much of the need to utilize the
alley. Therefore, abandoning the alley and approving the project will not significantly impact the
existing motorists, will improve pedestrian mobility, and may improve Atlantic Avenue between SE
4% and SE 5th Avenue since the new alley will be constructed to the same width as a City/County

collector road.

VALET QUEUEING ANALYSIS

Traftic Flow
The proposed pattern will allow for safe operation of the valet drop-off area and the garage access as

shown in the below Figure 8.

1) The valet users enter from the alley and drop off their vehicle in the valet drop off area.
2) When the valet returns the vehicles, the valet travels down the ramp and turns left into the
valet area
3) All other users will utilize the SE 4™ Avenue entrance and exit.
The traffic volumes on SE 4% Avenue are relatively low, 136 peak season two-way trips and 73 peak
season peak hour peak direction trips. Southeast 4™ Avenue and the adjacent east/west alley are also
low speed roads and SE 4™ Avenue has on-street parking, which further decreases road speed.

Therefore, we expect the project access points to operate acceptably with the low volumes and low

travel speeds.
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Figure 8. Project Access
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Valet Operation
Vehicles will be staged in the valet drop off area via the east/west alley entrance. The valet and

public entrances will require sighage to navigate drivers to the corresponding entrance. The valet
operation currently conservatively provides two valet drop off areas for a total of six (6) queued

vehicles.

Based on a valet queuing operation in Boca Raton for a 4,200 seat movie theater, the largest observed
queue on the busiest day of the year was 20 vehicles. For a 497 seat movie theater, that equates to

four (3.55) vehicles.

The shared parking analysis shows that the expected peak parking demand will occur during the
daytime when the valet is not because most of the mid-day demand is related to the office use. The
parking demand will be lessened during the evening when valet operations are expected to be busier.
Should the two valet drop-off areas become full, the 125° parking garage lane can queue five
additional vehicles before the entrance to the garage is blocked. The applicant has accepted a
condition to have the valet operation monitoted and to adjust the operation to meet the demands and

avoid off-site impacts.

The valet service and the drop-off lanes will be adequate to avoid queues spilling into the East/West
Alley. iPic Theatres utilizes valet operation at many of their theatres and is familiar with valet

operation and making changes necessary to provide a high level of services to their patrons.

Queueing
The queue length is four (4) vehicles and based on based on the 22-foot queue length per vehicle

estimated by MacKenzie Engineering and Planning, Inc. and recommended in FDOT’s Site Impact
Handbook, the projected queue length is 88 feet. The site plan conservatively allows for 155 feet (7

vehicles) of queueing,

Based on the analysis provided, the valet service area and drop-off lanes provided will be adequate.
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CONCLUSION

MacKenzie Engineering and Planning, Inc. performed an analysis of the traffic impacts resulting from
the proposed project site located at 25 SE 4th Avenue, Delray Beach, Florida (PCN 12-43-46-16-01-
101-0070). The proposed changes to the site are projected to generate an increase of 1,777 daily, 79
AM peak hour (69 in, 10 out), and 155 PM peak hour (66 in, 89 out) trips from the site. The site is
located within the Delray Beach Transportation Concurrency Exception Area and therefore is
reporting the project’s impacts, but is not required to mitigate the impacts. This iraffic impact
analysis shows that the proposed Project will meet Palm Beach County’s Traffic Performance
Standards through December 31, 2019 although the project is anticipated to be completed prior to
2019.

The site’s access is projected to operate acceptably. The site is providing significant multimodal
benefits including sidewalks between southbound Federal Highway and SE 4th Avenue and a wide
sidewalk/plaza in front of the project along southbound Federal Highway. The project will have a bus
shelter in frbnt of the site and will close four existing driveways to southbound Federal Highway
resulting in better pedestrian accommodations and a safer vehicular route. The site is also improving
the east-west alley on the north side of the project to provide two 10-foot travel lanes (one in each
direction) to alfow for full vehicular movements between SE 4% and SE 5™ Avenues, which may help
relieve some of the capacity issues on Atlantic Avenue. The project is further dedicating an alley on
its southern boundary that will connect to SE 1% Street. The ¢stablishment of these two alleys with

the parking garage on the site benefit the area’s citculation and parking.

The valet operation, service area, and drop-off lanes provided will be adequate.
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EXHIBIT 1A
4th & Sth Delray
AM & PM Peak Hour Trip Generation

Land Use Intensity Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Trips Total In Qut | Total] In Out
Existing Site Traffic
Parking Lot 90 spaces 360 45 45 0 90 45 45
General Office 3306 1000 8F 98 13 11 2 5 1 4
Subtotal 458 58 56 2 935 46 49
Pass-By Traffic
(ieneral Office 10.0% 10 1 1 ¢ 1 1
Subtotal 10 1 1 0 1 1
NET EXISTING TRIPS 448 57 35 2 94 46 48
NET EXISTING TRIPS with REDEVELOMENT CREDIT 457 38 56 2 94 46 48
Total Existing Driveway Volumes 458 58 56 2 a5 46 49
Proposed Site Traffic
Parking Garage 50 spaces 360 45 45 0 90 45 45
Gen. Commercial {<10ksf) 7487 1000S8F | 1,138 7 4 3 96 46 50
Movie Theater 497  Seats 895 0 0 0 72 43 29
General Office 43,880 1000 8F 702 99 87 12 65 11 54
Subtotal 3,095 151 136 15 323 145 178
Internal Capture Daily PM
Gen, Commercial (<10ksf) 2.7% 3.1% 31 0 0 0 3 2 1
Movie Theater 2.1% 2.8% 19 0 0 0 Z 1 1
General Office 1.7% 1.5% 12 0 0 0 i 0 1
Subtotal 2.0% 1.9% 62 ¢ 0 i 6 3 3
Pass-By Traffic
Gen. Commercial {<10ksf) 62.0% 686 4 2 2 58 27 31
Movie Theater 5.0% 44 0 0 0 4 2 2
General Office 10.0% 69 10 9 1 6 1 5
Subtotal 799 14 11 3 68 30 38
NET PROPOSED TRIPS 2,234 | 137 125 |- 12 249 112 | 137
Total Proposed Driveway Volumes 3,033 151 136 15 317 | 142 | 175
NET CHANGE IN TRIPS (FOR THE PURPOSES OF|
CONCURRENCY) 1,777 79 69 10 155 66 89
NET CHANGE IN DRIVEWAY VOLUMES| 2,575 93 80 13 222 96 126
Note: Trip generation was calculated using the following data:
Pass-y AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use ITE Code Unit Daily Rate Rate in‘out Rate infout Equation
Gen. Commercial o
(<10ksf) 820 1000 SF 162.03 62% 62/38 .96 48152 12.81
Movie Theater A44 Seats 18 5% 50450 0.00 60/40 0.144
' Ln(T) = 0.76 Ln{X} + . Ln(T}=0.80
Gereral Office 710 1000 SF 268 10% B&M2 Ln(X} + 157 17/83 749
Parking Garage N/A Spaces 4 0% 100/ 0.50 50/50 1

orlusers\kevin trepanier\documents\jobs - share drive\049 - ipieVI0] - 4th & Sth delrap\submital\11-1 8-15\f4th & 5th delray - 11-
Copyright © 2013, MacKenzie Engineering and Planning, Inc.



EXHIBIT 1B
4th & Sth Delray

Evening Trip Generation

Land Use Intensity Daily Evening Peak Hour

Trips Total | In Out

Proposed Site Traffic

Parking Garage 90 spaces 360 90 45 45
Gen. Commercial (<10ksf) 7.487 1000 SF 1,138 86 45 41
Movie Theatet 497  Seats 895 144 85 59
General Office 43,880 1000 SF 702 65 11 54
Subtotal 3,095 385 186 199
Internal Capture Evning
Gen, Commercial (<10ksf) 5.8% 5 3
Movie Theater 2.1% 2 1
General Office 1.5% 1 0
Subtotal 2.3% 9 5 5
Pass-By Traffic
Gen. Commercial (<10ksf) 62.0% 50 26 24
Movie Theater 5.0% 7 4 3
General Office 10.0% 6 t 5
Subtotal 0 63 31 32
NET PROPOSED TRIPS 3,095 313 150 | 163
Total Proposed Driveway Volumes 3,095 376 181 195
Note: Trip generation was calculated using the following data:
' - Pass-by Evening
Land Use ITE Code Unit Daily Rate Rate infout | Equation
Gen. Commercial 0 In =7.9% of daily,
(<10Kks) 820 1000 SF 152.C3 62% Out = 7.2% of Daily
Multiplex Movie 0
Theatre (Friday Night) 444/445 1Seats 1.8 5% 59/41 0.29
=0, +
General Office® 710 1000 SF kn(T) ggg Ln(X) 10% 17/83 0.149
Parking Garage N/A - [Spaces 4 0% 50/50 1

* Evening Office Trip Generation Estimated to be 10 percent of peak hour
Copyright © 2013, MacKenzie Engineering and Planning, Inc.



EXHIBIT 2 - AM PEAK HOUR
4th & 5th Delray
TEST 1 - PART 2 - AM PEAK HOUR ONE-WAY LINK ANATLYSIS

Roadway Existing Committed Percent Project | AM Peak Hour | AM Peak Hoar Significant 2019 Background 2019 Total Peak Meets Fest 1
From To Number | LOS 'D' | Number | LOS D' | Assignment Project Trips Significance fmpact ? Peak Hour Velume Hour Yolume Standard 7
Of Lanes | Capacity | Of Lanes | Capacity | NB/EB | SB/WE | NB/EB SB/WB | NB/EB | SB/WB | NB/EB | SB/WE | NB/EB SB/WE NB/EB | SB/WE | NB/EB [ SB/WEB
W. Atfantic Avenue
I-95 Interchange  Swinton Avenue 4L 1,770 4LD 1,770 35% 35% 24 4 L4% 0.2% YES no 1,972 1,996 Neo
Swinton Averue  SE 5th Ave 2LNLT 648 2LNLT 648 35% 25% 24 3.7% 0.5% YES no 471 485 Yes
SE 6th Ave Qcean Dr 5L 1,770 5L 1,770 13% 15% 2 10 0.1% 0.6% no no
Federal Highway SB (SE 5tk Ave) .
George Bush Bivd NE 4th Swreet 210 2,120 21.0 2,120 10% T 0.0% 03% ne no
NE 4th St NE 13t Street 2L 2,120 2LC 2,120 15% 10 0.0% 0.5% no no
NE 1st Street Aflantic Ave 2LC 2,120 2LC 2,120 15% 10 0.0% 0.3% no no
Atlantic Ave Site Entrance 200 2,120 210 2,120 10% 7 0.0% 0.3% no no
Site Entrance SE st Street 21O 2,120 2L0 2,120 10% 1 0.0% 0.0% no no
SE 1st Street SE 10th 210 2120 210 2,120 10% 1 0.0% 0.0% no no
Federal Highway NB (SE 6th Ave}
George Bush Blvd NE 4th Street ILC 2,120 LG 2,120 10% 1 0 0.0% 0.0% o no
WE 4th St NE 1st Street 21O 2,120 2LD 2,120 10% 1 0 0.0% 0.0% no no
NE 1st Street Atlantic Ave 210 2,120 2LO 2,120 10% 1 o 0.0% 0.0% no no
Atlantic Ave SE 1st Street 210 2120 210 2,120 0% 0 0 0.0% 0.0% no no
SE 1st Street SE 10th 210 2,120 21O 2,120 10% 7 0 0.3% 0.0% ne no
Federal Highway .
Gulfstream Blvd  George Bush Blvd ALD 1,770 4LD 1,770 10% 10% 1 7 0.1% 0.4% 1o o
SE 10th St Linton Blvd 41D 1.770 41D 1,770 10% 10%s 7 1 0.4% 0.1% no na
Linton Bivd Jeffrey St 4LD 1,770 4LD 1,770 8% 8% [ 1 4.3% 0.1% ne no
Lake Ida RA/NE 4th St
Congress Ave N Swinton Ave 4LD 1,776 4L 1,770 5% 5% 3 1 0.2% 0.1% hele] no
N Swinton Ave NE Znd Ave 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 1 0.4% 0.1% na no
NE 2nd Ave NE 5th Ave 3L %10 3L 810 5% 3% 3 H 0.4% 4.1% no ne
NE 5tk Ave NE éth Ave 3L 810 3L 810 0% 0% 0 g 0.0% 0.0% no no
NE 1st Street
Swinton SE 5th Ave 2L &10 2L 310 10% 15% 7 2 0.9% 0.2% no no
SE 5th Ave NE 6th Ave 2L 810 2L 810 50 0% 0 o 0.0% 0.0% Ty no
SE 1st Street
S Swinten SE 5th Ave 2L0 2,120 ZLNLT 648 10% 20% 7 et 1.1% 0.3% YES no 185 85 192 87 Yes Yes
SE 5th Ave SE 6th Ave 2L0 2,120 2L 810 0% 10% 4] 0.0% 0.5% no ne 185 85 185 92 Yes Yes




EXHIBIT 2 - AM PEAK HOUR

4th & 5th Delray

TEST I - PART 2 - AM PEAK HOUR ONE-WAY LINK ANALYSIS

Roadway Existing Committed Percent Project | AM Peak Hour | AM Peak Hour Significant 2019 Background 2019 Total Peak Meets Test 1
From To Number | LOS D' | Number | LOS "D | Assignment Project Trips Significance Tmpact 7 Peak Hour Velume Hour Yolame Standard 7
Of Lanes | Capacity | Of Lanes | Capacity | NB/EB | SB/WB | NB/ER | SB/WE NB/ER[ SB/WE [ NB/EE | SBAwWB | NB/EB SB/WE | NB/EB | SB/WE | NB/EB | SB/WE
SE 10th Street
SW 8th Ave S Dixie Hwy 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 1 04% | 0.1% no no
8 Dixie Hwy SE 5th Ave 3L 310 3L 810 5% 3% 3 1 04% | 01% no no
SE 5th Ave SE 6th Ave 3L 810 3L 810 0% 0% 1] sl 0.0% | 0.0% no o
Swinton Avenue
SW 10th Strect SE Lst Street 2L 810 21 810 10% 10% 7 1 0.9% | 0.1% ne no
SE 1st Street W Atlantic Ave 3L 810 3L 810 0% 10% ¢l 7 00% | 09% no no
W Atlantic Ave NE 1st Street 3L 810 SL 310 0% 0% o i 0.0% 0.0% no no
NE 1st Street NE 4th Street 2L 810 2L &10 5% e ! 3 0.1% 0.4% no no
Linton Blvd
Boca Raton Blvd S Dixie Hwy sLD 2,680 6LD 2,680 1% 1% 1 0 00% | 0.0% o no
8 Dixie Hwy Federal Hwy SLD 2,680 sLD 2,680 1% 1% 1 0 0.0% 0.0% no no
Federal Hwy 8 Ocean Blvd 3L 1,770 SL 1,770 1% 1% 0 1 0.0% | 0.1% no 0o
Ocean Blvd
George Bush Blvd  Atlantic Ave 3L 810 3L 810 5% % 1 3 01% | 04% no no
Allantic Blvd Linton Blvd 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 1 04% | 0.1% no no
Linton Blvd Spanish River Blvd 3L 810 3L 810 1% 1% 1 1] 0.1% 0.0% no no




EXHIBIT 3 - PM PEAK HOUR
4dth & 5th Delray

TEST 1-PART 2 -PM PEAK HOTR ONE-WAY LINK ANALYSIS

Roadway Existing  ° Comenitted Percent Project Significant 2019 Total Meets Test
From To Number | LOS'D' | Number | LOS'D’ Assismment Project Trips | Significance Impact ? 2019 (1} Standard ?
Of |anes | Capacity | OF Lanes | Capacity | NB/EB] SB/WB NE/EB | SBAVE| NB/EB | SEAVE| NB/EB] SB/WES | NB/EB | SBMWE | NBIEB | SBMWB | NB/EB| SBIWB
W. Atlantic Avenue
1-95 Interchange  Swinton Avenue 4LD 1.770. 4LD 1,770 | 35% 35% 23 31 1.3% | 1.8% | YES | YES [ 2004 | 2,009 | 2,027 | 2,040 No No
Swinton Avenue  SE 5th Ave 2LNLT | 648 2LNLT 648 35% 25% 23 22 | 3.5% ] 34% ) YES | YES 599 635 622 657 Yes | Neo
SE 6th Ave Qeean Dr 5L 1,770 5L 1,770 15% 15% 13 10 [ 07% | 0.6% | no no
Federat Highway SB (SE 5th Ave)
George Bush Blvd NE 4th Sweet 210 2.120 L0 2,120 10% 7 0.0% | 0.3% | uo no
NE 4th St NE Ist Street 210 2,120 L0 2,120 15% i | 0.0% 1 0.5% ) no no
NE 1st Street Atlantic Ave 210 2,120 2LO 2,120 15% 10 0,0% | 0.5% | no no
Adtlantic Ave Site Entrance 210 2,120 2LO 2,120 10% 7 0.0% | 0.3% | mo no
Site Entrance SE Ist Street 2L0 2,120 2L0 2,120 10% 9 0.0% | 04% | no 0o
SE lst Street SE 10th 210 2,120 2L0 2,120 10% 9 0.0% | 04% | ne e
Federal Highway NB (SE 6th Ave)
George Bush Blvd NE 4th Strest 2L0 2,120 2L0O 2,120 10% 9 H 04% | 0.0% | mo no
NE 4th 5t NE 1st Street 210 2,120 210 2,120 10% 9 \] 04% ] 0.0% | mo no
NE 1st Street Atlantic Ave 2LG 2,120 210 2,128 10% 9 0 04% | 0.0% | ne ng
Atlantic Ave SE 1st Street 2L0 2,120 21O 2,120 ] Q 0.0% | 0.0% | no no
SE 1st Street SE 10th 210 2,120 2L0 2,120 10% 7 0 0.3% | 0.0% | no 1no
Federal Highway
Guifstream Blvd ~ George Bush Blvd 41D 1770 4LD 1,770 W% 10% 9 7 0.5% | 04% | no ne
SE 10th St Linton Blvd 4LD 1,770 41D 1,770 10% 10% 7 9 04% | 0.5% | =o no
Linton Blvd Jeffrey St 4LD 1,770 4LD 1.770 8% 8% 3 7 03% | 04% | no no
Lake Ida RA/NE 4th St
Congress Ave N Swinton Ave 4LD 1,770 ALD 1,770 5% 5% 3 4 6.2% | 02% | no no
N Swinton Ave  NE Znd Ave 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 4 0.4%{ 0.5% | mno 1no
NE Znd Ave NE 5th Ave 3L 810 3L 810 3% 3% 3 4 0.4% | 0.5% | no no
NE 5th Ave NE 6th Ave 3L 810 3L 810 0% 0% 0 [ 0.0% | 0.0%EF no 1o
NE 1st Street
Swinton SE 5th Ave 2L 810 2L 810 10% 15% 7 13 {09%| 16% | mo YES 152 165 Yes
SE 5th Ave NE 6th Ave 2L 810 2L 81 0% 0% [ 0 00% | 0.0% | no no
SE 1st Street
S Swinton SE 5th Ave 2L0 2,120 | 2LNLT | 648 10% 20% 7 18 1.1% | 2.8% | YES | YES 265 155 272 173 Yes | Yes
SE 5th Ave SE 6th Ave 210 2,120 2L 310 0% 10% & 7 0.0% | 0.9%{ no 10 265 155 265 162 Yes | Yes




EXHIBIT 3 - PM PEAK HOUR

4th & 5th Delray
TEST 1~ PART 2 - PM PEAK HOUR ONE-WAY LINK ANALYSIS
Roadway Existing Committed Pereent Project Significarnt 2019 Total Meets Test 1
Frem To Humber | LOS'D" | Mumber § LOS'D Assignment Profect Trips | Significance impack ? 2019 {1} Standard 7
Of Lanes | Capacity | Of Lanes | Capacity | NB/EB| SB/WB WB/ER |SBAUB| NB/EB| SBWE| NB/EB[ SBAWE | NB/ER | SB/WB | NB/EB | SBMWE | NB/EB ] SBIWE
SE 10th Street :
SW 8th Ave 3 Dixie Hwy 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 4 0A4% | 0.5% | mno no
S Dixie Hwy SE 5th Ave 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 3 4 04% | 0.5%} ne )
SE 5th Ave SE 6th Ave 3L 810 3L 810 0% 0% 0 0.0% | 0.0% | no na
Swinton Avenue
SW 10th Street  SE 1st Strect 2L 810 2L 810 10% 10% 7 9 0.9% | 1.1% | =no YES 790 799 Yes
SE 1st Street W Aflantic Ave 3L $140 3L sit 10% ¢ 7 0.0%} 09%| mo 1no
W Atlantic Ave  NE lst Street 3L B3 3L 810 0% 0% 0 ] 00% | 04% | ne ne
NE 1st Street NE 4th Street 2L 810 2L 810 5% 5% 4 3 0.5% | 04% | no no
Linten Blvd
Boca Raton Blvd S Diae Hwy 6LD 2,680 6LD 2680 1% 1% 1 1 0.0% | 0.0% | no no
S Dixie Hwy Federal Hwy 6LD 2,680 6LD 2,680 1% 1% 1 1 0.0% | 0.0% | mo no
Federal Hwy 5 Ocean Blvd 5L 1,770 5L 1,770 1% 1% 1 1 0.1% | 0.1% | ne na
Ocean Blvd
George Bush Blvd Atlantic Ave 3L 810 3L 810 5% 5% 4 3 0.5% | 04% | no no
Atlantic Bivd Linton Bhvd 3L 810 3L 810 3% 5% 3 4 0.4% [ 0.5% | no no
Linton Blvd Spanish River Blvd 3L 810 3L 810 1% 1% 1 i 01% ) 0.1% | no 1no




EXHIBIT 4
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EXHIBIT 5

27.0% 23.0% ATLANTIC AVENUE
25.0%
49 42 ALLEY
l J 45
| 35% 6a ¥ | ¥ 27 15% 55.0% 107
31 1’
0 I
17.0% a7
50%
188
PROJECT DRIVEWAY TRIFPS
37.0% Evening w
Total | In | Out >
ev b 1es 35.0% 576 | 181] 195 é
L | 29 15.0% Z
Site Driveways é
! 188 w
wn
-
24 o
=
13.0% E
I
p |
<
o
[T}
fa]
[
[T
g
£y 3
52 2
ul o
i 5
[+]
(2]

4th & 5th Delray

EVENING & NIGHTTIME PROJECTED PROJECT DRIVEWAY TRAFFIC

] Total daily driveway trips ’ ,ﬁmxm:u:
Tirgiteening & Phanmng. bic
[} PM peak hour drivewsay irips
378 AM peak hour directional drivewsy trips




ROAD NAME: W Atlantic Ave

CURRENT YEAR: 2015

ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: 1.05%

Time Period
Direction

Existing Velume

Peak Yolume
Diversion|%}

Volume atter Diversion

Committed Developments
Atlantic High School

Coral Trace Office Park
Lighthouse Comptlex

Cityscape

Villages at Swinton Square
Villas in the Grove

The Village at Delray

Carver Middle School Expansion
Congress Park Apartments
Village Square

New Century Courtyards

Trinity Church and School-Day Care
Atlantic Plaza

Fairfield {nn

Uptown Delray

Depot Square

Exxon Expansion

The Metrogolitan

Samar Mixed Use

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed
Developments

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

Lanes

LOS D Capacity
Link Meets Test 17
LOS E Capacity
Link Meets Test 27

2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2

AM

Input Data

STATION: 5815

Link Analysis

FROM: MIDPOINT

TO: N Swinton Ave

PM

-way NB/EB SB/WB

COUNT DATE: 2/25/2015
PSF: 1

Report Created:
10/09/2015

Type % Compiete

0 0B 000
134 19139 4
30001 2 e 6 6
28 .15 13 05100220029
0.0 .0 .00 0.
10 -4 5 0 30001 1
33 .14 19 3621 A5
15 . 14 -1 c 18 .4 12
1 -4 5147
12 76 5 A 2 2
68 35 ~-'33-:130.-67 - 64
29 12 .17 030 0 15 15
30 6 .24 6236 26°
13 10 3. .16 6. 10
10 5 .59 55
6 -1 5722 .12 10
33 16 17 77 39 38
304 132 163 502 258 244
166 76 90 303 160 144
138 63 73 199 9% 100
26 13 15 40 20 20
276 126 148 462 239 224
70 35 35 77 38 42
343 159 182 536 275 264
343 158 182 536 275 264
1988 979 1010 2352 1172 1247
70 |
3200 1770 1770 3220 1770 1770
YES YES - YES °© YES YES  YES.
3400 1870 1870 3400 1870 1870
YES YES  YES YES YES  VES

CNR
CONR

L NR
AR
" “Res .-
CUNR
NR -
Res -

i RES

" Res .
NR

Res

MR
" Res _
" Res -
JiNR
“Res -

NR

-100%.

100% -

0%
CB0%
O% -
L0%

.100%
0% . s
46%
: :..0.% . -.: L

- T8%

. 58%

0%
%

0%

0%

o
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Input Data

ROAD NAME: W Atlantic Ave STATION: 5309 Report Created:

CURRENT YEAR: 2015 FROM: N Interstate 25

ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO: MIDPOINT

GROWTH RATE: 3.62% COUNT DATE: 3/4/2015

PSF; 1
Link Analysis

Time Period AM PV
Direction 2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/E3 SB/WB

Existing Voiume 3121 T [3e0s [ 697 | T705
Peak Volume 3121 1731 | 1411 | 3402 | § Er T
Diversion(%) B =T 0

Volume after Diversion

Committed Developments Type % Complete
Atlantic High School 0 -0 0. .. 00 0. NR . -100%
Coral Trace Office Park 0 0.0 om0 NR - 100%
Lighthouse Complex 26 17 ° 8 - 26 8 18 NR- . 0%
Cityscape 30712 12 6 6. NR . 50% .
Villages at Swinton Sgquare o 00 0.0 - 0" “Res. . 0%
Villas in the Grove 28 15 13 5122 29 NR 0% -
The Village at Delray 0 .0 .00 -0 00 i Res 0 100%
Carver Middle School Expansion 10 4 s .31 1 NR. 0%
Congress Park Apartments 33 14 .19 36 21 15  Res - - 46% . -
Village Square 15 14 116 4 12 Res. 0%
New Century Courtyards 144 5 21 14 7 Res. 0%
Trinity Church and School-Day Care 12 -6 .5 A4 -2 2 NR..T6%.
Atlantic Plaza 68 35 33 - 130 . 67 64 - Res . 58% .
Fairfield Inn 29 17 - .12 - 30 15 . 150 NRU0%
Uptown Deiray 30 6 - 24 6236 . 26 - Res 0%
Depot Square 13 10 . 3 16 6 10 : Res 0% -
Exxan Expansion 1 -5 .5 9% 5 5 NR. Q%
The Metropolitan 6 1 5 22 12 10 Res = 0%
Samar Mixed Use 33 16 17 77 3% 38 NR 0%
Total Committed Developments 317 157 157 515 258 258

Total Committed Residential 166 76 S0 303 160 144

Total Committed Non-Residential 151 81 67 212 98 114

Double Count Reduction 30 16 13 42 20 23

Total Discounted Committed

Developments 287 141 144 473 238 235

Historical Growth 477 261 216 520 259 260

Comm Dev+1% Growth 414 210 201 611 307 304

Growth Volume Used 477 261 216 611 307 304

Total Volume 3598 1972 1627 4013 2004 2009

Lanes 1 41D |

LOS D Cagacity 3220 1770 1770 3220 -1770 1770

Link Mests Test 17 NO NO YES NO NO NO

L.OS E Capacity 3400 1870 1870 3400 1870 1870



Link Meets Test 27

NC

NO

YES

NO

NO

NO



ROAD NAME:
CURRENT YEAR:

ANALYSIS YEAR:
GROWTH RATE:

Time Period

Direction

Existing Volume

Peak Volume
Diversion{%}

Volume atter Biversion

Committed Developments
Atlantic High Schoal

Lighthouse Complex

Cityscape

Villages at Swinton Square
Villas in the Grove

Congress Park Apartments

New Century Courtyards

Trinity Church and School-Day Care
Atlantic Plaza

Fairfield Inn

Uptown Delray

Depot Square

Exxon Expansion

The Metropolitan

Samar Mixed Use

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed
Developments

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

Lanes

LOS D Capacity
Link Meets Test 17
LOS E Capacity
Link Meets Test 27

Input Data

Atlantic Ave STATION: 5817
2015 FROM: Midpoint
2019 T0O: NE 5th Ave
-2.71% COUNT DATE: 2/23/2015
PSF: 1
Link Analysis
A PM

2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB SB/WB

B85 [ 360 ] 328 [ 778 353 [ 4%

£3:43

Report
Created:
10/08/2015

Type % Complete

0. .0 00 0 0
16 5 011170 120 5
3 12120 6 6
00 0000
16 .7 9 .29 16 43
33 14 .19, 3. -21. 15 -
1 5. 7. 28 19, .9
8 4.4 3. 11
75 39 . 37145 74 71
23 10 . 14 24 120 12
30 6. .24 62 36 26 -
5 4. 18 2 4
10 5 .5 9 5 5
8 2.6 27 15 13
25 12 13 58 29 28
253 104 152 456 248 208
152 60 94 304 167 138
101 44 58 152 81 70
20 9 12 30 16 14
233 95 140 426 232 194
71 -38  -34 80 37 44
261 110 153 457 246 211
261 110 153 457 246 211
946 471 477 1231 599 635

[ T l

1480 810 810 1480 810 810
YES  YES YES YES  YES YES
1570 860 860 1570 860 860
YES  YES YES YES  YES YES

NR
~'NR
NR -
‘Res
“NR _
COAR%.

Res

- "Res
CNR
: . Res '
~NR

‘Res -
" Res .
CNR
. Res

NR

100%

T s0%

0%
T76%.
58%
0% -
0%
0%
0%
0% .
0%



ROAD NAME:
CURRENT YEAR:
ANALYSIS YEAR:
GROWTH RATE:

Time Period
Direction

Existing Volume

Peak Volume
Diversion(%})

Volume atter Diversion

Committed Developments
Atlantic High School

Lighthouse Complex

Cityscape

Villages at Swinton Sguare
Villas in the Grove

Congress Park Apartments

New Century Courtyards

Trinity Church and School-Day Care
Atlantic Plaza

Fairfield Inn

Uptown Delray

Depot Square

Exxan Expansion

The Metropolitan

Samar Mixed Use

Total Committed Developments
Tota! Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Tozal Discounted Committed
Developments

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

Lanes

LOS D Capacity
Link Meets Test 1.7
LOS E Capacity
Link Meets Test 27?

input Data

Atlantic Ave STATION: 5817 Repart
2015 FROM: N Swintan Ave
2019 TO: Midpoint
-2.71% COUNT DATE: 2/23/2015
PSF: 1
Link Analysis
AM PM
2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB 5B/WB

SRS £

Type % Complete

0 ¢ - 0. 0 .0 0 NR: - 100%
16 - 5. 11" 1742, .5 NR 0%
3. 1.2 0420006 - 6 NRU50%
o 0 0 .0 . 0. . 0 Res. . 0%
16 . 7 9. 29 .46 13 " NR. 0% .
33 14 19 - 36 - 21 : 15 Res - 46%
1 :.5.. 7 . 28 19 9 Res.

8 4 A 3.1 1  NR.76%
75 39 37 145 74 71 Res 1 58%
23 10 14 24 120 12° NR -

30 6. 24 62 36 26 Res 0%
5. 4 -1 -6 2. 4 Res - 0%
05 5.9 5 75 NR. . - 0%

8 2 ‘6 27 15 13  Res 0% .
25 12 13 58 29 28 NR 0%

253 104 152 456 248 208
152 60 94 304 167 138
101 44 58 152 81 70

20 ] 12 30 16 14

233 95 140 426 232 194

261 110 153 457 246 211

261 110 153 457 246 211
946 471 477 1231 599 635

1480 810 810 1480 810 810
YES  YES YES YES  YES YES
1570 860 80 1570 860 860
YES  YES YES YES  YES YES

0%




Input Data

ROAD NAME: SE 1IstSt STATION: O

CURRENT YEAR: 2010 FROM: § Swinton Ave Report Created:

ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO: Midpeint 10/09/2015

GROWTH RATE: 1% COUNT DATE: NA

9/8/2011 PSF: 1.08
Link Analysis

Time Period AM PM
Direction 2-way NB/EB SB/W3B 2Z-way NB/EB SB/WEBE
Existing Volume A 1z ] 30 [ 1] 45 ] 46

Peak Volume E TS 50"

Diversion{%) : :

Volume after Diversion I

Committed Developments Type % Complete
Villages at Swinton Square 0 ‘0. 0.0+ 0 0 Res - - = D%
Atlantic Shores 4.0 13 473,10 Res .l 50%
Saxena-White corporate Office 3027 -4 33 6. C28 CNR. 0%
Atlantic Plaza 23 12 11 .43 .22 210 Res - 58%. ..
Uptown Delray 30 6 .24 .62 .36 .26 Res . :0%.
The Metropolitan 8 6 .2 270 13 15 L Res | . 0%
Samar Mixed Use 17 8 ] 38 20 13~ 'NR 0%
Total Committed Developments 112 60 53 207 100 110

Total Committed Residential 65 25 40 136 74 63

Total Committed Non-Residential 47 35 13 71 26 47

Doubie Count Reduction 9 6 3 14 5 9

Total Discounted Committed

Develogments 103 54 50 193 95 1

Historical Growth 6 5 1 8 6 2

Comm Dev+1% Growth 116 64 53 210 108 105

Growth Volume Used 116 64 53 210 108 105

Total Volume 269 185 85 416 265 155

Lanes I 2L |

LOS D Capacity 1480 810 810 1480 810 810 -

Link Meets Test 1? YES YES YES YES YES  YES

LQOS E Capacity 1570 860 860 1570 860 860

Link Meets Test 27 YES  YES YES YES  YES YES



Input Data
ROAD NAME: SE 1st St
CURRENT YEAR: 2015
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: 0%

STATION: ©

FROM: Midpaint
TO: SE 5th Ave

COUNT DATE: NA

PSF. O

Link Analysis
Time Period AM PM
Direction 2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB SB/WB
Existing Volume e e 00 Crd
Peak Volume a0 [
Diversion{%} 0
Volume after Diversion SR

Committed Developments

Repott Created:

10/09/2015

Type % Complete

Viliages at Swinton Square 0.0 .0 0.0 .0 Res.: 0%
Atlantic Shores 4 031 A cnL 3. Res .. . 50%
Saxena-White corporate Office 9. 27 .4 03376 28 NR0% -
Atlantic Plaza 23012 11 43 22 21 Res . 58%
Uptown Delray 0.6 . 24 62 36 26 Res 0% .
The Metropolitan g 2 s 2715 .13 Res . 0%
Samar Mixed Use 17 8 9 38 20 19 NR 0%
Total Committed Developments 112 58 55 207 100 130

Total Committed Residential 65 23 42 136 74 63

Total Committed Non-Residential 47 35 13 71 26 47

Double Count Reduction 9 6 3 14 5 9

Total Discounted Committed

Developments 103 52 52 193 95 101

Histarical Growth 0 &) 0 0 0 0

Comm Dev+1% Growth 103 52 52 1583 95 101

Growth Volume Used 103 52 52 193 95 101

Total Volume 103 52 52 193 95 101

Lanes | 2L |

LOS D Capacity 148C 810 810 1480 810 810

tink Meets Test 17 YES YES YES YES YES YES

LOS E Capacity 1570 860 850 1570 860 860

Linlk Meets Test 27 YES YES YES YES YES YES



Time Period
Direction

Existing Volume

Peak Volume
Diversion{%)

Volume after Diversion

Committed Developments

CURRENT YEAR: 2015

Input Data
ROAD NAME: S Swinton Ave

STATION: 5808

FROM: W Atlantic Ave

ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO: Midpoint
GROWTH RATE: 9.86% COUNT DATE: 2/25/2015
PSF; 1
Link Analysis
AM PM

2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB SB/WB

806 354 1103|568 | BAZ

5 = TI05 | 568 m—

Atlantic High School 0 g 0.0 0 g
Lighthouse Complex 13 4 97139 4
Cityscape 101 8.3 30
Villages at Swinton Square 0.0 0 R JURRRN s IERTERE o I
Villas in the Grove 14 g 6 26011 - 14
The Village at Delray 0 0 RN R '_O_ 0 Qe
Atlantic Trade-winds i1 10 .2 197 2
Congress Park Apartments 11 6 U5 a2 5 V7
Village Square 1 "_1 0. 10 1
New Century Courtyards o -2 .47 2 B
Atlantic Plaza 8 4 A 14 7 7
Uptown Delray 4 3 1o '8 3 5
Depot Square 6 2 ‘s .8 5 3
The Metropolitan 2 1 0 5 3 3
Samar Mixed Use 12 6 6 29 14 15
Total Committed Deveiopments 83 47 38 148 69 7%
Total Committed Residential 43 29 16 74 32 43
Total Committed Non-Residential 40 18 22 74 37 36
Double Count Reduction 8 4 4 15 7 7
Total Discounted Commitied Developments 75 43 24 133 62 72
Historical Growth 414 161 253 504 259 248
Comm Dev+1% Growth 112 57 56 178 85 94
Growth Volume Used 414 161 253 504 259 248
Total Volume 1320 513 807 1607 827 790
Lanes | 2L |
LOS D Capacity 1480 810 810 1480 810 210
Link Meats Test 17 YES YES YES - NO NO YES
LOS E Capacity 1570 860 860 1570 860 860
Link Meets Test 27 YES YES YES NO YES YES

NR
~NR
"Res |
NR -
Res -
‘Res -
- Res -
" Res
~Res
. Res
Res
" Res
‘Res

NR

Report Created:
10/11/2015

Type % Complete
ONR

100% .
0%
50%.
0%
. -;._0%.__ N
0 200%
ae%
%
. 58%
0%
0%
0%



Time Period
Direction

Existing Volume

Peak Volume
Diversion{%)

Volume after Diversion

Committed Developments

Atlantic High School 00 L0 0 . 0 NR :100%
Lighthouse Complex 13 409 13 9 4 NR 0%
Cityscape 1°°°0 1. 6 "3 .3 NR. . 50%. .
Villages at Swinton Square 0 0. 0 000 Res. 0%
Villas in the Grove 4.8 6 26 1114 NR 0% n
The Village at Delray 0 g . 00 i0) i Res. o i100% .
Atlantic Trade-winds 119010 © 2 019 07 12 Res 0%
Congress Park Apartments 1 .6 _ 5 125 R _ _'R_e_s'_ 46%
Village Square 1 -1 0 1 o] “i1.0- - Res . 0%
New Century Courtyards o - 2 - 72 .5 . '-"_Res' 0%
Atlantic Plaza g8 4 .4 14 . 7 7 Res: - 58% .
Uptown Deiray 4 3 1 8 3 5 Res 0%
Depot Square 6 2.5 8 5 3  Res . 0%
The Metropolitan 2 1 0 -5 3 3. “Res. . - 0%
Samar Mixed Use 12 6 6 29 14 15 NR 0%
Total Committed Developments 83 47 38 148 69 79

Total Committed Residential 43 29 16 74 32 43

Total Committed Non-Residential 40 18 22 74 37 36

Double Count Reduction 8 4 4 15 7 7

Total Discounted Committed Developments 75 43 34 133 62 72

Historical Growth 414 161 253 504 259 248

Comm Dev+1% Growth 112 57 56 178 85 94

Growth Volume Used 414 161 253 504 259 248

Total Volume 1320 513 207 1607 827 790

Lanes | 2L l

1LOS D Capacity 1480 810 810 1480 810 810

Link Meets Test 17 YES YES YES NO  NO YES

LOS E Capacity 1570 860 860 1570 860 860

Link Meets Test 27 YES YES YES NO YES YES

Input Data

ROAD NAME: S Swinton Ave STATION: 5808
CURRENT YEAR: 2015 FROM: Midpoint
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO: SE 1st St
GROWTH RATE: 9.86% COUNT DATE: 2/25/2015
PSF: 1
Link Analysis
AM PM
2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB SB/WB

~50

Report Created:
10/11/2015

Type % Complete




Time Period

Direction

Existing Volume

Peak Volume
Diversion{%)

Volume after Diversion

ROAD NAME: NE 1st St STATION:
CURRENT YEAR: 2015 FROM
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO
GROWTH RATE: 1% COUNT DATE:

11/6/2013 PSF
Link Analysis
AM

Input Data

2-way NB/EB S

B/WB 2-way

0

¢ N Swinton Ave
: Midpoint

NA

0 1.04

PM
NB/EB SB/WB

254

1A

5

FEXE

Committed Developments Type
Viilages at Swinton Square 0 0. 0. 0 0 ‘0. " Res
Porta Al Mare 00 .0 .0 0 00 NR
Atlantic Plaza 15 8 7 29 .15 . 14 - Res
Exxon Expansion 10 5 5 9 5 5 NR
Total Committed Deveiopments 25 13 12 38 20 19

Total Committed Residential 15 8 7 29 15 14

Tota! Committed Non-Residential 10 5 5 9 5

Double Count Reduction 2 1 1 2 1 1

Total Discounted Committed Developments 23 12 11 36 19 18
Historical Growth 11 5 5 11 & 5

Comm Dev+1% Growth 34 17 16 47 25 23

Growth Volume Used 34 17 16 47 25 23

Total Volume 298 152 145 312 161 152

Lanes l 2L 1

LOS D Capacity 1480 810 810 1480 810 810

Link Meets Test 17 YES YES YES YES YES YES

LOS E Capacity 1570 860 860 1570 880 860

Link Meets Test 2? YES YES YES YES YES YES

Report
Created:
10/11/2015

% Complete

Cow
- 100%

- 58%
0%



Input Data

ROAD NAME: NE 1st St STATION: O

CURRENT YEAR: 2015 FROM: Midpoint Report

ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019 TO: NE 5th Ave Created:

GROWTH RATE: 0% COUNT DATE: NA 10/11/2015

PSF: O
Link Analysis

Time Period AM PM
Direction 2-way NB/EB SB/WB 2-way NB/EB SB/WB
Peak Volume ' 0 : 0
Diversion(%) =0 0
Volume after Diversion 0 ] Qe
Committed Developments Type % Complete
Villages at Swinton Square o 0. -0 -0 -0 0. -Res 0% -
Porta Al Mare 0. 0 0.6 0 0 - NR .0100%
Atlantic Plaza 15 8 7. 29 15 14 - Res: -58%
Exxon Expansion 10 5 5 9 5 5 NR 0%
Total Committed Developments 25 13 12 38 20 19
Total Committed Residential 15 8 7 25 15 14
Total Committed Non-Residential 10 5 5 9 5 5
Double Count Reduction 2 1 1 2 1 i

Total Discounted Committed Developments 23 12 11 36 19 18

Histarical Growth 0 0 0 0 0 0
Comm Dev-+1% Growth 23 12 11 36 19 18
Growth Volume Used 23 12 11 36 19 18
Total Volume 23 12 i1 36 15 18
Lanes l_ 2L |
LOS D Capacity 1480 810 810 1480 810 210
Link Meets Test 17 YES YES YES YES YES YES
LOS E Capacity 1570 860 860 1570 864 860

Link Meets Test 2? YES YES YES YES YES YES
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SELECTED ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

2008-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Note: This is a modified view of the original table.

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and siatistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey

website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and daia quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community

Survey website in the Mathodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Papulation
Estimates Program that preduces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and

estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampting variability is

rgin of errar. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error, The margin of error can be interpreted
bability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
e true value. In additicn to sampiing variability, the ACS estimates are subject fo

lity, see Accuracy of the Data}. The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in thase

reprasented through the use of a ma
roughly as providing a 90 percent pro
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains th
nonsampling errer (for a discussion of nonsampling variabi

tables.

There were changes in the edit between 2009 and 2010 reg
loosened restrictions on disability requirements for receipt of
Community Survey. The changes also loosened restrictions an possible re|
Security aggregate amounts. These results mare closely match administrative counts compiled by the Social Security Administration.

Subject _ Delray Beach city, Florida_
L Estimate Percent
ST T WERR ™ _ Fstimate |  Percent
\Workers 16 years and over 28,342 o34z
" Car, truck, or van - drove aione 21,387  755%
T Car. truck, or van — carpooled 2844 10.0%
" public ransporiation {excluding taxicab) | TToos | T Tasw
[TWaiked o ’ o 587  21%
“other means | 555 O 20%
“TWorked at home 1963  B.9%
Mean trave time to work (minutes) s T

arding Suppiemental Security Income {S81) and Social Security. The changes in the edit
S5l resulting in an increase in the total number of 351 recipients in the American
ported monthly amaunts in Secial Security income resulting in higher Social

Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civiians who were at work last week.

Census cceupation codes are 4-digit codes and are b
2010 and later years are based on the 2010 ravision o
{2009-2013) were recoded to 2013 Census occupation codes. We recommend using ©
occupation codes with data coded using Census occupation cedes prior to 2010. For more information on the Census occupation code changes,
please visit our website at http://www._census.govipeople/fio/methodology.

Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System {NAICS). The Census industry codes for 2013
and later years are basad on the 2012 revision of the NAICS. To allow for the creation of 2009-2013 and 2011-2013 tables, industry data in the
-2013) were recoded (o 2013 Census industry codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data coded
codes prior to 2013. For more information on the Census indusiry code

multiyear files (2008-2013 and 2011
using 2013 Census industry codes with daia coded using Census industry

ased on the Standard Cecupational Classification (80C). The Census occupation codes for
fthe SOC. To allow for the creation of 2009-2013 tables, occupation data in the multiyear files
aution when comparing data coded using 2013 Census

changes, please visit our website at http:/www.census govipeoplelio/methedology/.
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REIVECANE
+15PAL
430 PM
445 1L
500 7al
5:15PM
530 AL
5:43 PM

4:45 PM

Comrir Taken:
Buildout year
Growth Rate:
Season] Facton

th & rh Delray
PAL PEAR HOLR TURNING MOVEMENTS

HhAve & Adaneic Ave
ebu ebl bt ebr whu whi whi Wi nbu abl abt bt In1 sbl sbt shr tokals
415 AL 0 4 65 ] ] 4 B2 4 o] 3 4 2 0 2 4 0 180
430 PAL g 3 &8 4 0 3 57 o 0 5 10 1 g 2 3 2 158
445 PAE ] 2 87 4 1) 3 85) 3 ] & 8 3 o] 1 5 1 188,
S0 PRI o) 8 75 2 0 3 105! 4 0 3 6 4 Y] [ 5 6 221
5015 PR a 11 &5 8 0 3 24| 2 [ 4 ] 2 Q! 1 14 1 194
5:30 PAL 4 5 73 4 o] 2 70 8 [ 8 B 3 i 3 8 5 195
5:45 PAL 0 ] 64 5| 4] 2 78 G| 0 5 5 3 [4) 5 11 7| 198
6:00 PAL 0] 13 69 5 [{ 5 8% 5] 0| 9 4] 1 1 2 3 5] 207
5:45Ph] 1] 30 267 19 [ 10 338 20 b} 20 26 12 Q 9 38 19 808
6/18/2014
2019
1.00%
1.08
ebu cbl et ebr whu whi whi whe nbu nbi oht abr shu sbl she sbr
6/18/2014 ] 30 a7 i+ 0 il 338 n n 20 26 12 (1] 9 38 %
Scasonal Factar i 2 21 2 [¢] 1 27 2 (] 2 2 1 ] 1 3 2
Adjusted Volumes 0 3z 288 21 Q 1t 353 22 "] 22 28 13 0 10 41 2L
140% LA 1.00% 1.00% L00% 1.00% LAO0% 1.00% L00% 1.00% L% Lo0%e 100t 10 1.00% 0
Growth Q 2 15 1 1] 1 19 1 1] 1 i i Q 1 2 1
2019 Volumes 0 34 303 22 bl 12 384 23 0 23 29 14 0 i} 43 22
Diversion® [} 0 4 0 i} 0 L} 0 0 a 0 s} D) o 0 0
Commited 0 0 113 ] a 0 w7 '] 0 ] @ ] n 0 [¥] 0
Pre W/Committed 1] 34 416 22 1] 12 491 23 0 23 29 14 [ 11 43 22
Pre W/ Div [H 33 416 2 i} 12 491 23 1} 23 29 14 g 11 43 22
Project 0 n ] 23 n 13 ] n n 23 13 29 ] it 7 n
Post [ 34 416 45 0 %5 a1 23 [} 45 42 35 ) 1 30 22
Project Traffic n In Crut Out Crur In J
Assigament 0,0%s [IX A .00 3500 0.0% 20 0% 0.0% L%y R0 25.0%% 15.0%  25.0% 1111 0.0%e 10.0% N,0%

imerssction - suTelreang T3-18-15.xdmx




Q 0 0 )

) ] ] 0
23 +0 +0 + 0= 23

+0 7 0 0
4 384 +0 + 107 +0= 491

22 30 11 ] «
3?. 12 +0 +0 + 13 = 25
0 +0 +0 +0= 0
. Atlandc Ave

0 +0 +0
0 23 29 14
4 +0 +0
0 o 83 0
303 +0 +113
0 Q 0 0
22 +40 +0
+0 +t22 13 Hit
0 43 42 36
LEGEND
XXX 2019 PROJECTED TRAFFIC
XXX DIVERSION
3N COMMITTED
XX ATH & STH DELRAY

3NN TOTAL TRAFFIC

2019
EXHIBIT 11

PBA PEAK HOUR TURNING MCOVEMENTS

#REF

4th & 5th Delray

Itersection - sursnding 11-18-15:xsx




4th & Sth Delrxy
Ph PEAK HOUR

EXHIBIT 1§
Atantc Ave & +th

Ave

Critical Volume Analysis

I Eastbound | Westhound | Northbaund Southbound
[T [T | RT [ LT | Taru [ RT | LT | Thu [ R’T LT | Thru | RT
6/18/2014] 267 )35 in 338 20 24 6 12 9 R 19
Peak Season Volume 32 288 21 1t 365 22 22 28 13 i0 41 21
Background 34 303 22 12 384 73 23 29 14 11 43 22
Diversion ] ] 0 & & i i) @ G il it i
Committed it 28] 1 o 107 ] ¢ ] [§ it it 1
Maior Project Traffic Vol bl 0 0 0 0 o 0 7 ] ol 8 ]
Project Assign 0% 1% 35% 20% fu 0% 25% 13% 25% 0% 0% 0%
Direction! I In Out Out Cut In
Total Project Volumej ¢ 0 o iz [ 4 2 13 22 o 7 4
Total Velume 34 416 22 25 491 23 43 42 36 11 50 22

Intersacton - sassundng 11-18-T5.d8%




Cenme Taken:
Buitdout year:
Growth Rate!
Seasonal Facror:

1/27/2014
2019
Lans.
100

1/27/2014
Scasonal Factar
Adjusted Volumes

Growth
2019 Volumes

Diversion™
Committed

Pre W/ Comamirted
Pre W/ Div
Praject

Post

Projcet Tralfic
Assigument

“th & Sth Delray
PM PEAK HOUR TERNING MOVEMENTS

Sth Ave & Atlantic Ave
ebu ebl chbe che wh whl wht whr ahu nbt obt nhr shu sbl sit shr
1} 306 75 115 339 1} a 1 i} i} 0 il6 T 89
che ehl cbt ehr whir whl wht whr nbu abl nhe nbr sbu shl sbt shr
1 a 227 33 o 71 340 i} [v) o 0 i} 0 o1 Tol 55
i) D] i) 4] Q Q 1 i} [i] 0 ] i) Q 0 0 1]
o n 217 33 4] 7 340 n it 0 n 0 i} o0 76l 33
[*% 1% 1% 1% 1%% 1°% 1°% 1% 194 1%4% 1% 1% 1" 1%a 174 124
[i] 0 13 2 1 4 17 Q ¥} & Q ] [ 5 39 3
(1] 1] 239 35 L) 75 357 o 0 L 0 0 o 95 800 58
% [} 0% U
0 o I Q 0 ] 50 n Ul 0 7] 1] 0 1 5 o
0 0 113 &7 L] 25 99 0 1] a 0 1] [ 25 49 8
0 ¢} 332 N2 q 10 456 n il ] [¢] 1] [ 130 849 66
Q u 352 2 ? 100 406 0 [ it 0 0 0 120 o G0
[t [ 22 [v) 1] Y] piil i) [i] Q 1] [ ] 0 7 3
0 0 374 102 0 160 416 ] 0 ] o 0 4 120 856 6%
our In In In J
1.0% 0.9%% 25.0% 0.0 0.0%% 0.0%% 15.0%% 0070 0% 0.0% 0.0%% 0.0% 0.43% 0.0° 10.0% 5.0%

Irrarsaction - suraurding 11-18-15.0480




58 800 93 ]

0 0 0 0
8 49 235 0
0 + +0 +U= 0
+3 X1 +0 +0
© 357 Hi +99 +10= 116
69 856 120 0 <
3 75 +0 +25 +o= 100
0 +0 +0 +0= 0
Axdfantic Ave

0 +0 +0
0 0 0 0

o +0 + 0
0 0 0 0

239 +9 + 113
0 0 0 0

a5 +0 + 67
+0 +0 20 +0
0 [ 0 0

LEGEN
N 209 PROJECTED TRAFFIC
XN DIVERSTON
30 COMMITTED
XHYJTH & STH DELRAY
IO TOTAL TRAFFIC

2019
EXHIBIT 11

PA PEAK HOUR TURNING MOVEMENTS

#REFL

4th & 5th Delray

Interseetion - slazounding 11-18-15.dsx




PAL PEAR HOUR
EXHIBIT 11

Adantic Ave

Critical Volume Analysis

&

Adantic Ave

I Eastbound Westbound Northbound i Seuthbound
| iT Thru | RT LT Thru | RT LT Thiu RT | LT | Thrw | RT
1272014 0 2% 33 I 240 i & 3 a [ 761 55
Peak Season Volume 0 227 3. 71 340 [\ 0 bl o 90 761 35
Background q 239 35 75 357 0 0 1] 4] 83 800 38
Diversion ] a 1 o Al ] k] [l ] DI bl i
Committed 4 15 &7 25 B4 o o 4 0 23 48 H
Major Project Traffic Y 0 0 0 ] i 0 0 0 i 0 ] o
Project Assign 0% 25% 0% 0% 15% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 10% 5%
Direction| Out I In In
Total Project Volume i 22 4] i Hy e i [ 4] i 7 2
Total Volume 0 374 102 100 416 [ 0 0 [ 120 856 69

Hersecton - surraung ng T-18-15M5¢




4th & 5th Delrar
AL PEAK [HOUR TURNING MOVEMENTS

4th Ave 2 East/West Alley

ebu bl eht abr whu whl wilvt whr nhu abl nbt alse sbu sbl sbt shr totals
+00 Pl $:15PM ) 0 1 0 y; 1 [ 2 o Q 23 4 a 3 &0 0 find
415 PAL 30 A 0 0 0 0 Q 3 Q 2 0 o] 13 3 4] & 44 0 71
430 AL 445 PAL 3} o] [4) 0 0 i i) 5 0 a 10 3 0 ] 48 i) Kk
445 Pht 5010 PAL 0 a o g Q 2 o] 5 o ) 21 5 0 13 46 4] 93]
500 Phi 5:15 PAL 0 Qi ¢} 0| 0 3 Q 4 0 0 29 3 &} 5 78 Q 122
515 PRI 5:30 PR 0 ] 1 9 [y o) ] 3 ] 0 15 4 0 11 93 [ 127]
5.30 PAL 545 PhY 0 0 a 1] 0 1 a 0 ] Y 13 3 0 9 99 0 1235
545 BAL 6:00 PRI Q *) 3] 4 0 3] Q 4 0 [} 19 5 Q 3 67 ¢} 98
SN PM G PAL 0 0 1 0 [ 4 [\ 11 4] N T4 i5 i} 28 337 n 472
ebu ebl ebt ehr whu whl whs whr nbu nbl nhe abr shu shl sht shr
[ U] k B 0 + 1] 11 a 0 76 13 n et} 337 i
Crount Taken: 8/3/2115
Buildour year: 2019
Growth Rate: 1.00%
Seasonal Factor: 1.09
ebu ebl ebht ebr whu whbl whe whr obu nbl nbt obr shu shl sbe sbr
£/5/2015 o 0 1 1 ] 4 i) 1 4 1] 76 15 0 28 337 [
Seasenal Factor 0 t §] o n 0 n 1 } ) 7 1 i} 3 30 0
Adjusted Volumes 0 o 1 o 0 4 0 12 ) 0 83 184 0 31 367 Q
1% 1°% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% e 1% 1% L¥ ™4 1% 1" 1%
Growth 7 0 i ] Q 1] ] q i) 1] 3 i \) 1 15 i)
2019 Volumes 0 0 1 [ @ 4 0 12 4 ] 86 17 0 32 182 o
Diversion® 0 ] i} 0 n q ¥ ) 4] i a i) L] 0 ¥ i)
Comritted o] o ] g a )] v g 0 ] o o ¢ v il
Pre W/Committed 0 0 i 0 4] 4 n 12 0 0 86 17 I} 32 382 1
Pre W/ Div it 0 1 0 a + 3 12 0 Q 86 17 o 32 382 n
Project (Driveway Vol) v i 0 14 i 18 o 0 i U 114 18 i o 92 i
Poat 0 ] 1 14 0 2 1] 12 0 Q 200 35 ¢ 32 474 a
Project Traffic In Qut Ot Qut In
Assi 0.0% D.°% 0.0% 1L.0% 0.0% e 10.0%% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 650" 10.0% 0.0%a [EXIEE) 65.0% G

Ietersachon - surauncing 11-36-15:xdsx




382 32 0
o] 0 ]
0 0 0
12 +0 + 0 +0= 12
292 +0 *0
|4 0 +40 +0 +0= 0
474 32 0 «
g 4 +0 +0 +18 2 2
a +0 +0 +0= 0
East/West Alley

+0

+0

+0

+0

+0

+0

+o=

0=

+0=

Fd=

SGEN

XNX 2019 PROTECTED TRAFFIC
O0X DIVERSION

XX COMMITTED

HXXJITH & STHDELRAY

IO TOT AL TRAFFIC

86 17

il U]

a 0
pisiz:3 p:2:3
200 35

2019
EXHIBIT 11

PAM PEAK HOUR TURNING MCVEMENTS

#REFR

4th & 5th Delray

Intersecton - swiaurding 11-18-150tsx




dth & 5th Delray
PR PEARK HOUR
EXHIBIT #1
Last/Wost Alley & dth Ave

Critical Volume Analysis
1 ¥astbound ! Westbound [ Northbound | Southbound
[ LT [ Tha | RT | LT | Thrw | RE | LT Then RT | LT Thru RT
$/5/2015 i i a 4 [ i1 L5 % 15 2% 33 it
Poak Scason Velume a 1 0 4 4] 12 0 B3 16 31 367 0
Eackground a 1 0 4 1] 12 0 86 17 32 382 ]
Diversion a 0 o il I3 a o it [ 1 it [
Coraumitted o & bl o ] 4 ] 1 i ] 0 i
Major Project Traffic Volul ] 4} [} a i} L] 0 a 0 4] [1} 0
[Projoct Assizn 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% % 65% 10% 0% 65% 0%
Direction| In Out Qut Cut In
Totat Project Volume 3 a o i3 0 Ll i 14 1% 0 a2 3}
Total Volume o 1 0 22 1] 12 0 200 35 32 474 L]

wrsergacion- sumournding 111810




EBR WBU WBL WBT WBR TOTAL

SIGNAL_ID E-W STREET N-S STREET DATE TIME NBU NBL MNBT NBR SBU SBL SBT SBR EBU EBL EBT
27122 ROEBUCK RD MILITARY TR 9/30/2014  5:00 PM 4 171 1092 0 3c 0 1182 223 0 293 0 123 0 0 0 0 3088
27122  ROEBUCKRD MILITARY TR 106/30/2012  5:00 PM 0 126 1137 0 37 0 1214 283 0 271 0 75 4] 0 0 a 3143
27122  ROEBUCK RD MILITARY TR 4/29/2040 5:00 PM o 121 1104 0 50 o} 1218 323 0 327 o 91 0 0 0 o} 3234
52910 S ORIOLEBLVD JOG RD 14/20/2013 745 AM 8 38 578 4 0 18 1392 56 G 56 9 104 0 13 7 8 2291
52810 S ORIOLEBLVD JOGRD 522011 7:45 AM 2 24 478 3 0 8 1418 55 0 50 1" 70 0 6 8 10 2143
52610 S ORIOLE BLVD JOGRD 11/20/2013  5:00 PM [} M1 131 27 1 7 686 43 0 73 17 65 0 5 12 15 2384
52610 8 ORIOLE BLVD JOGRD 5{2/2011  5:0C PM 15 100 1479 27 o il 696 18 0 57 13 46 0 7 2 11 2492
64800  SANDALFOCT BLVD SR 7/US 441 11112/2014  7:30 AM 1" 111 1982 44 15 97 1909 47 0 274 89 143 0 64 52 120 4938
64800  SANDALFOOT BLVD SR 7/US 441 12H0/2012 745 AM 7 78 1945 37 13 ¢ 2210 21 1 214 74 147 4] 43 85 1Y 5025
64800  SANDALFOOT BLVD SR 7/US 441 4/21/2010  7:45 AM 3 g5 1727 44 14 150 1755 25 0 197 &1 110 0 57 55 76 4369
64800  SANDALFOOT BLVD 5R 7/US 441 11/12/2014  5:00 PM 23 167 1850 B8 17 163 2033 113 o 153 102 131 0 80 88 170 5178
64800  SANDALFOOT BLVD SR T7/US 441 12M0/2012 500 PM 20 173 1968 94 15 164 1879 52 2 160 124 126 2} 63 75 125 5140
64800  SANDALFOOT BLVD SR 7/US 441 4/21/201¢ 5:00 PM 10 180 17¢7 95 7 158 2066 88 i 2585 91 a5 0 116 34 159 5162
54300  SE10TH ST SE S5TH AVE 5/17/2012 745 AM 1} 0 0 a o 16 911 46 0 0 2] 85 [t 14 41 o] 1181
54300 SE 10TH ST 3E 5TH AYE 5/M7/2012  4:30 PM 0 0 0 ] 0 18 869 87 0 0 119 94 o 31 96 0 1314
54310  SE 10TH STREET SE 6TH AVE 517/2012  12:30 PM 0 111 877 15 0 0 G 0 0 108 7 a 0 0 13 5 1139
54310  SE 10TH STREET SE 6TH AVE 5/17/2012  5:00 PM 0 114 1060 9 0 0 0 0 0 104 8 0 0 Y 8 6 1308
53286  SE1ST ST SE 5TH AVE 9/8/2011  8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 10 1023 o #] 0 25 a87 0 0 1] 0 1145
53286  SE1STST SE 5TH AVE 0/8/2011 1:00PM 0 0 o 0 ¢} 28 743 o 0 0 55 83 0 o] o 0 909:
53286  SE1ST ST SE 5TH AVE 9/8/2011  4:30 PM 0 0 0 o 4] 20 751 0 Q G 36 109 0 0 Q o 916
48250  SE 23RD AVE FEDERAL HWY 5/16/2012 745 AM 8 68 465 4 4 14 797 428 0 98 4 155 0 10 4 19 1778
48250  SE 23RD AVE FEDERAL HWY 5/16/2012 500 PM 4 111 925 11 5 21 570 129 0 1352 3 112 o 3 1 9 2038
48225  SE 23RD AVE SEACREST BLVD 516/2012  7:30 AM 0 108 525 3z 0 32 630 172 Q 206 173 189 0 52 118 35 2272
48225  SE 23RD AVE SEACREST BLVD 2/23/2010 745 AM ¢ 101 530 29 0 62 B57 184 4 147 228 21 0 49 175 33 2434
48225  SE23RD AVE SEACREST BLVD 5M6/2012  4:30 PM 0 158 827 40 0 55 418 110 0 174 178 97 3} 47 170 45 2119
48225  SE 23RD AVE SEACREST BLVD 2/23/2010  4:30PM a 179 748 41 0 80 474 118 0 226 196 122 0 60 240 74 2558
53460  SE 2ND 8T SE 6TH AVE 9/24/2013  12:30 PM 0 51 511 26 o ¥ 0 0 8} 29 11 o & 0 42 11 981:
53460  SE 2ND 5T SE 6TH AVE 9/24/2013  5:00 PM 0 68 1159 38 0 0 0 0 0 36 25 a 0 0 49 16 1391
54290  SE/SW 10TH ST SWINTON AVE/OLD D 5/15/2013  8:30 AM 0 173 1] 83 0 il 0 0 2 0 219 203 0 44 181 0 905
54290  SE/fSW 1CTH ST SWINTON AVE/OLD D 5/15/2013  8:30 AM 0 8 20 30 0 197 14 59 G 44 335 8 0 11 169 113 1006
54280  SE/SW 10TH ST SWINTON AVE/OLD D 8/25/2010 1245 PM [ 5 12 28 0 119 26 71 o 54 193 7 0 37 223 182 957
54290  SE/SW 10TH ST SWINTON AVE/CLD D 9/8/201C  12:30 PM 0 242 ] a8 0 0 0 0 0 o 190 181 0 33 241 o 985
64290  SE/SW 10TH ST SWINTON AVE/OLD D 515/2013  4:45PM 1] 8 25 28 [t 205 36 32 0 57 318 18 1 18 409 183 1338

Monday, June 22, 2015
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HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Summary Ipic 4¢h & 5th Post
3: Atlantic Avenue/Atlantic Ave & 4th Avenue Timing Plan; PM Peak Hour

P T T O R A

ey . BLi 4

Lane Configurations & P 8 &+ &

Traffic Volume {veh/h) 34 416 45 2% 491 23 45 42 36 11 50 2
Futuire Volume (veh/h} 4 A16 45 25 491 23 45 42 36 11 50 22
Number : 5 2 12 1 8 16 3 8§ 18 7 4 14
Initial Q {Qbj, veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i 0 0 U il
Ped-Bike Adj{A_pbT) . -100 0.97 1.00 0.98 0.96 .08t 085 ) 093
Parking Bus, Adj 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.08 1.00 1.00 1.08 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Ad] Sat Flow, veh/hin - . . ..1800 1863 1900 1900 4863 1500 1900 . 1863 ..1900 . 1900 1863 4900

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 36 438 47 26 517 24 47 44 33 12 53 2
AdjNo.oftanes . .. - .- ..0 A 0 0 T | O R S S 0 B RIS R | EER L
Peak Hour Factor 0.95 0.95 0.95 085 095 0.9 095 085 0.95 085 085 085
Percent Heavy Veh, % - .. - --...2 .2 . 2. 2 a2 22 LR 22 2 e
Cap, veh/h 88 983 102 86 1094 50 166 151 112 73 279 110
AmiveOn Green . . .o 024 024 .02t 065 .G85 .- 085 . 026 ..025 . .025 .02 ..025 02 .-
Sat Flow, vehi 73 1513 157 43 1683 76 466 604 47 128 1118 440

Grp Volums(v), vehh o524 w0 .o 0D o867 -0 - 0 128 Q-0 .88 0 oD
Grp Sat Flow(s) veh/h/in 1743 0 0 1802 0 0 1517 0 0 1685 0 0

Q Servelg s, s e BB 00 00 000 00 00 25 0080 . 000800
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), 248 0.0 0.0 155 0.0 0.0 6.4 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.0
Propinlane . . .o BO7 0o oDOB 005 oo 004 D3E e 029 0 028
Lane Grp Caplc), veh/h 1172 0 D f209 0 d 428 0 1] 452 0 0

VfC Ratie{X) - e D44 000 000 - 047 0,00 2000 030 000000 049 220.00 -2-0.00
Avall Gap{c_a), veh/h 1172 0 ¢ 1209 0 0 428 0 4 462 0 0
HGM Platoan Ratio - 033 o083 03 100 00 oA 00 100 000 00 400 00 100
Upstream Filter{l) 088 000 000 084 0.00 0.00  1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Uniform Celay (d), sfvgh 72000235 o000 00000 88 000 00 305000 00 2296 000 e 000
Incr Detay {d2}, sfveh 1.1 2.0 0.0 11 0.8 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 09 0.0 0.0
{nitial-Q Delay(d?) siveh - - B0 - 00000 00 200 - B0 00 e 08 B0 00 DD e B
%ile BackOfQ{50%),vehin 129 0.0 0.0 8.2 0.0 0.0 31 0.0 0.0 20 0.8 0.0
LnGrp Delay{d),siveh . - .-245 000200 0798 000000 323 o000 00 805 0.0 0.0
LnGrp LOS C A G C

ABpOACt Vol veR/h <o A e B BT e e AR T s e BB
Approach Delay, siveh 24.5 .8 323 305

Approach LOS N e P . e . S
Assigned Phg - e 1 R L e e

Phs Duration {G+Y+R¢), § 70.0 ] 30.0 70.0 30.0

Change Peried (Y+Re),§ .o 00 B0 v oo LB bl IR X

Max Green Setting (Gmax}, s 85.0 25,0 85.0 250

Max Q Clear Time (g c+1),8 -7~ - 268 0 80 o 17.5 - B4

Green Ext Time {p.

4, s 138 08 148 Cor

1 2010 Cirl Delay 19.4
HCM 2010 LOS B T, B
ipic 4th & 5th Post 12:00 pm 11/12/20735 Ipic 4th & 5Sth Past Synchro 8 Light Report

Mackenzie Enginsering 11/2012015




HCM 2010 Signalized Intersection Summary Ipic 4th & 5th Post
4: Atlantic Ave & US Hwy 1 South Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Lane Configurations

b ]
Traffic Velume {veh/h} 0 4 102 100 416 0 0 0 0 B36 .. 69
Future Volume (vehm) 0 374 102 100 416 0 0 0 0 858 89
Number 3 ] 18 ¥ 4 14 2z 12
tnitial Q (Qb}, veh 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) . .. 1.00 0.97 1,00 . 1.00 0.95
Parking Bus, Ad] 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Adj Sat Flow, vehin e 0 1863 ..1900 1863 . 1863 0 1883 . 4900 ..o
Adj Flow Rate, vehth 0 394 107 105 438 o 801 73
Adj No. of Lanes e 0 oA 0 R RIREAE | 0 2 R
Peak Hour Factor 0.9 0.85 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
Percent Heavy Veh, % - - - ¢ .2 2 22 0 PEETEY IS A
Cap, vehih 0 534 172 326 1025 0 1158 94
Anive On Green R A1) 045 015 040 100 000 . 012 -..-012
Sat Flow, veh/h 0 1402 391 1774 1863 0 3301 267
Grp Volume(v), vehh .- - 0 0 :...50 4065 ..438 -0 483 . 491
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/hin 0 0 1783 1774 1863 0 1770 1798
QServe(g 8).s - 00 00 26300031 00 00 285 265 o
Cycle Q Clear{g_c), s c.0 0.0 26.3 34 0.9 0.0 26.5 265
Propinlane ... ... .- 000 .. oz oA00 o 0.00 TR i LI
Lane Grp Cap{c), veh/h 0 ¢ 806 328 1025 0 §19 629
VIC Ratio(X) . - Lo 0000 000 0620082 0043 000 - 078 078
Avail Caplo_a), vehvh 4 0 806 382 1025 0 619 629
HCM Platoon Ratio .. o ooo-400 - 033 -.070.33 0200 2080 .. .00 .. 0,33 - 033
Upstream Filter(l) 0.00 0.00 0.81 0.6 0.69 .00 0.98 0.88
Uniferm-Delay (d), sfveh Q000 345 189 000 00 405 4050
Incr Delay (d2), sfveh 0.0 0.0 28 0.1 [a:] [eX4] 0.2 g1
\nitial Q Delay(d3).siveh =0 0.0 00 00 R0 B0 DD o000 D
Y%ile BackOfCH{50%),vehiin 2.0 0.0 137 15 0.3 0.0 146 14.8
LnGrp Delay(d),siveh o0 0 BRE B 0.9 e S0 e AR 488
LnGrp 1LOS D B A D D
Approach Vol, vehi 7700w e B0 BRI e 1400 il

Approach Delay, siveh 375 38 477
Approach LGS - S - : R e e

§ W
Assigned Phs

S

Pha Duration {G+Y+Rg), 5 40.0 §0.0 9.8

Change Period (Y+R¢),s - RUSTRRN - ) ISR 11 R Coee et 50 B0
Max Green Setting (Gmax), s 350 55.0 8.0 42.0
Max @ Clear Time (ggH1), s - 00288 o o2 Coe B 288

Green Ext Time {p_c), 5 R ¥} 118 0.0 6.8
; : s

TS

HCM 2010 Cirl Delay
HOM 2010 LOS - i

Ipic 4th & 5th Post 12:00 pm 14/15/2015 Ipic 4th & 5th Post Synchro 8 Light Report
Mackenzie Engineering 1112012015




HCM 2010 TWSC
11: 4th Ave & E/W

Ipic 4th & 5th Post
Timing Plan: PM Peak Hour

Int Delay, siveh

i

Traffic Vol, vehih
Future Vol, veh/h
Conflicting- Peds, #hr ...
Sign Control

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage; #
Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor--.--
Heavy Vehicles, %

Myvmt Flow

étnp

14

None

200 35 32
0 0 ]
Free Free Freg
- . -“None -

0. - -

0 - -

95 ~95 . 85

2 2 2
-2 37 3

Conflicting Flow All
Btage 1.
Stege 2
Critical Hdwy
Crifical Hwy Stg 1
Crifical Hiwy Stg 2 -
Follow-up Hiwy
Pot Cap-1 Manewver - -~
Stage 1
Stage 2 -
Platoon biocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Manelver -0

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver
Stage 1o
Stage 2

HCM LOS

Capacity (vehfi) ... T

HCM Lane VIC Ratio

HCM Control Delay (8) -~ -
HCM Lane 105

HCM 95th %tile Qiveh)

801
565
235

712

C 3

768 -

250
509
756

6.12
6.12
518

308 -

508

3

. 566

247
-6.62
6.52

.-5,52

4.018

318

507
702

302
a0

1489

702

3318
572

0.029
1.9

A

2318
810

o

Ipic 4th & 5th Post 12:00 pm 11/19/2015 Iplc 4th & 5th Post

Mackenzie Engineering

Synchro 8 Light Report
1172012015




Input Data

E-W Street: NE 1st 5t COUNT DATE: 4/7/2011
N-§ STREET: N Swinton Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2011
TIME PERIOD: AM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: C.65% PSF: 1

SIGNAL ID: 52898
Intersection Volume Development

"'Eastboufd’  Westbound il orthbauhd. @ Southbound

Left Thru. Right: Left Thru Right L ru Right - Left Thru Right
Existing Volume g B 7 7.6 22 5200 11
Diversions 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Peak Season Volume H9hhan 23 7 137307966 22 520 11
Committed Developments Type % Complete
Lighthouse Complex : " ' CipiTa g : NR 0%
Trinity Church and School-Day Care “NR 76%

Congress Park Apartments

Total Cemmitted Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

0. Res 46%

co oo oG
o coooouo

Historical Growth o -0 0 16
Caomm Dev+1% Growth 0 1 0 T 44
Growth Volume Used 0 1 0 44
Total Volume 2 10 3 351
Input Data
E-W Street: NE 1st St COUNT DATE: 4/7/2011
N-S STREET: N Swinten Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2011
TIME PERICD: PM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: 0.65% PSF: 1
SIGNAL ID: 52858
Intersection Volume Development
" Eastbound i Westbound - "Northbe indi  Southbound
t ‘Thru- ‘Right’ Left Thru Right Left T ight” Left Thru . Right

14 331 -8
0% 0%
331 8

Existing Volume
Diversions

Peak Season Volume
Committed Developments

Type % Complete

Lighthouse Complex “NR 0%
Trinity Church and School-Day Care NR 76%
Congress Park Apartments Res 46%

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

oo oo o oo
oo ooooas
sl s oa

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

o oc o
B O OO
B O OO




Input Data

E-W Street: NE 1st St COUNT DATE: 9/16/2010 Report Created: 06/24/2014
N-S STREET: NE 5th Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2010
TIME PERICD: AM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: -4.58% PSF: 1.07

SIGNAL ID: 52902
o ] Intersection Volume Development
ioiFagthoiind ' Westbound 2 Northbound. _ Southbound

Left “Thra Right Left Thru Right L Fhu . Right
Existing Volume 0 16 23 25 0 % " 594 " 35
Diversions ' 0% 0% 0% %
Paak Season Volume i7 25 27 o] 636 27
Committed Developmants Type % Complete
Lighthouse Complex 2 ¢ NR 0%
Cltyscape 7 0 'NR 50%
Atlantica -1 ©0 " Res 0%
Paradise Bank/Delray Beach : :S_ : 0. NR 0%

Total Commiltted Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

oo oo o Bigiae
digiponS oo oo

Historleal Growth g -5 ¢ 9 oo
Comm Dev+1% Growth 0 1 ': g .9 -0
Growth Volume Used 0 1 0.9 .0
Total Volume 0 15 v 8 0
Input Data
E-W Street: NE dst St COUNT DATE: 5/16/2010 Report Created: 06/24/2014
N-S STREET: NE 5th Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2010
TIME PERIOD: PM AMNALYSIS YEAR; 2019
GROWTH RATE: -4.98% PSF: 1.07

SIGNAL ID: 52902
intersection Volume Development

{ Eastholnd: "7 Westbound " Northbolnd:® Southbound

Left Thru Right ;Left Thri ‘Rig Thru " Right
Existing Valume 12 43 0 0 499 .. 30
Diversions 0% 0% 0% 0% . 0%
Peak Season Volume B S 13 46 __ 0 534 ‘32
Cornmitted Developments Type % Complete
Lighthouse Complex FORRE e 0 0 s 1 : o0 NR 0%
Cityscape 0 .20 -0 NR 50%
Atlantica ] i 0. Res 0%
Paradise Bank/Delray Beach w0 G. NR 0%

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Tota! Discounted Committed

oo oo oodon
oo oooodes

Historical Growth c -1 -7 0 0 1}
Comm Dev+1% Growth o 3 2 a 33 o}
Growth Volume Used 8} 3 2 a 33 0
Total Volume 0 3 2 o 33 0




E-W Street: SE 1st 5t
M-5 STREET: SE 5th Ave
TIME PERIOD: AM
GROWTH RATE: 1
SIGNAL [D; 53286

*Easthagad i

Exlsting Velume

Dlvarslons

Peak Season Volume
Committed Developments

New Cenitury Courtyards
Cltyscape

Total Committed Pevelopments
Tetal Commiitted Res|dentiai
Total Commltted Non-Residential
Dauble Count Reduction

Total Discountad Committed

°§°§

coooeo 6

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

6385

23715
2 8

6885
6912

23715
33808

cooo

E-W Street: SE 1st 5t
K-S STREET: SE 5th Ave
TIME PERIQD: PM
GROWTH RATE: %
SIGNAL ID: 53286

Left
Exlsting Yelume '
Divarslons

Peak Season Volume

Committed Developments

Mew Cantury Courtyards
Cltyscape

Total Committed Developments
Total Cormitted Residentlal
Total Committed Non-Residentlal
Double Count Reduction

Total Disceunted Committed

ags

oo s BE

o000 BB
ocooooed

i,

Histarical Growth HVALUED  AVALUEL  HVALUEL Cvall
Comm Dev+1% Grawth o E 1 :
Grawth Volume Lised HVALUE!  AVALUEL
Total Volume VALUEI  AVALUEL

HALUE]

R = - R =Y

Westbound 5 Northbound
Thru Right b
a [}

0% 0%
a o

Westhound - “: Northbe
Theu |- Right T
o 0 R
% L 0%

o ]

o

AVALUEL HVALUES  VALDEL
AVALUE! " BVALUEL - BVALDEL -

-

Inpuit Data
COUNT DATE: 5/8/2013
CURRENT YEAS: 2011
ANALYS|S YEAR: 2012
PSF: 107

Intersection Volume Oevelopiment

aoob
wwwa

Input Data
COUNT DATE: 5/8/2011
CURRENT YEAR: 2011
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
PSF: 1.07

Intersection Yalume Dayelopment

coood
=
el

HVALUEE  BVALUEL
G P a 18

HVALUEL  WVALUEL

©ooe o BB

HYALUE! - HYALUED 20
a S

AVALUELS #VALUEE  VALUEL  SVALUEL RVALUED
HVALUE]

Report Created: 06/24/2014

Southbound .
Left Thre Right
10 Co. ), 10m3 : 4
0% 0% S 113
i3 1095 : )

Type % Complete
- Res o
NR 50%

-28G320°

Report Created: 06/24/2014

Southbound, .-
teft L Then Right *
20 o 751 U 0
% B RN
2 “sa4 (]
Type % Camplete
19 Res 0%

1o
Lag
pik:]

- MR 50%

Sla e o o

2

CTEaAE
TpvALDEL:

VAL
AVALUE]

"RVALUEL



E-W Straet: 5E 15t 5t

N-5 STREET: SE 6th Ave

TIME PERIOD: AM
GROWTH RATE: 1%

SIGNAL ID: 53287

Existing Volume

Diversions

Peak Season Volume
Committed Developments

New Century Commans
Cltyscape

Total Committed Developmants
Total Committed Resldential
Total Commtted Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Historlcal Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

E-W Street: SE 15t 5t

A5

3
3
3

N-5 STREET: SE 6th Ave

TIME PERIQD: PM
GROWTH RATE; 1%
SIGNAL |D: 53287

Existing Volume

Diversions

Peak Season Volume
Committed Developments

New Century Comimans
Cityscape

Total Committed Develcpments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Historical Growth
Camrm Dav+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

oo

75

3]
1]
(]
1]
a

:i/‘Eastbound -

Thru,

46

cooo

0
(]
]
Q
1]

cooo

Input Data

COUNT DATE: 9/10/2008
CURRENT YEAR: 2008
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
P5F; 1,07

Intersection Volume Development

Westbound
- Thra
o
0%
1]

Right

12
0%
13

Input Data
COUNT DATE: 8/10/2008
CURRENT YEAR: 2008
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
PSF: 1.07

55

rthbeund.”

Intersection Volume Development

Waestbound

Thru
w0
a%

oo oo

v IN_“

fthbound -

1273

Left

Report Created: 06/30/2014

Southbound
Thru
]
0%
4]

Raport Created: 06/30/2014

Southbound
Do Thru
0
0%

0

Right

L 0%

Type % Complata

NR
NR

0%
0%

Type % Complete

LR
MR

a%
0%



E-W Street: W Atlantic Ave

N-S STREET:
TIME PERICD:
GROWTH RATE:
SIGNAL ID:
Existing Volume
Diversions
Peak Season Veiume

Committed Developments

New Century Courtyards
Lighthouse Complex

Cityscape

Congress Park Apartments
Villas In the Grove

Total Commitied Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Histerical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Voluma Used
Total Volume

E-W Street:

N-5 STREET:
TIME PERIOD:
GROWTH RATE:
SIGNAL 1D:

Existing Volume

Diversions

peak Season Volume
Commiitted Developments
Lighthouse Complex

Cityscape

Congress Park Apartments
Villas in the Grove

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Historical Growth
Comm Dev+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume

477

W Atlantic Ave
S Swinton Ave
M
-A70%
53225

92
67
67

309

-131 63
75 24
75 24

417 189

=
w
~N OO NN OIS

Input Data

COUNT DATE: 9/10/2010 Report Created: 06/24,2014

S Swinton Ave CLRRENT YEAR: 2010

AM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019

-2.21% PSF: 1.07

53225

intersection Velume Development

sfiEastbound 0 Westbound rthbotind: - Southbound

teftThra “Right: Left Thru Right .Le Righ! Thru

224395 o1 294 22 214

0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

24077423 315 24 106123 229

2 !

9
1
0

70 124

Input Data
COUNT DATE: 4/27/2005
CURRENT YEAR: 2009
ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
PSF: 1,02

Intersection Valume Development

Westhound crthbouad Southbound
t: Left Thru Right L Thru
S 2 341 24 A 178
0% 0% 0% 0%

2 348 24 182

Report Created: 06/24,/2014

“Right

268
0%
287

13 NR

NR

Type % Complete

Res 0%
NR 0%
NR 50%
" Res 46%
0%

Type % Complete

NR 0%
NR 0%
Res 46%

0%




Input Data

E-W Street; Atlantic Ave COUNT DATE: 3/21/2013 Report Created: 06/24,/2014
M-S STREET: SE 5th Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2013
TIME PERIOD: AM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2018
GROWTH RATE: -1.94% PSF: 1

SIGNALID: 53250

intersection VYolume Development

iiEastbound i Westbound  i:Ndrthbou Southbound

Left Thri “Right: Left Thru Right T Thry . “: Right
Existing Volume : 227 0 995 o 587
Diversions 0% 0% 0% 0%
Peak Season Volume 995 ) 57

Committed Developments Type % Complete

New Century Courtyards Res 0% |
Lighthause Complex NR 0% |
Cityscape .NR 50%

NR 76%
"Res 0%
‘ Res 58%
Res 46%
NR %

Trinity Church and Schoal-Day Care
Uptown Delray

Atlantic Plaza

Congress Park Apartments

Villas in the Grove

Total Committed Developmeants
Total Committed Residential

Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Distounted Committed

= N - R

Histarical Growth 0
Comm Dev+1% Growth 6
Growth Volume Used 6 B b S
Total Volume 6 35 73 Eegpe 34 28
input Data
E-W Street: Atlantic Ave COUNT DATE: 3/21/2013 Report Created; 06/24/2014
N-5 STREET: SE Sth Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2013
TIME PERIOD: PM ANALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: -1.94% PSF: 1

SIGNAL ID: 53250
Intersection Volume E):_au_relopment

S Fastbotng:  Westhound i Northb Southbound

Ueft Theu:“Right. Left Thru Right ‘Left: Thru . Right
Existing Volume 57115 358 0 779 89
Diversions % 0% 0% 0% 0% C 0%
Peak Season Volume 115 359 € 779 89
Committed Developments Type % Complete
New Century Courtyards 0 0 Res 0%
Lighthouse Complex 1 1 NR 0%
Cityscape 10 6 NR 50%
Trinity Church and School-Day Care 0 © 1. NR 76%
Uptown Delray %’ D " Res 0%
Atlantic Plaza S22 - 0 Res 58%
Congress Park Apartments 4] 0 Res 46%
Villas In the Grove 0 NR 0%
Tatal Committed Developments B

Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Couble Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Historical Growth o -34 -8 0 G
Comm Dev+1% Growth 0 132 72 44 14
Growth Volurme Used 0 i3z 72 44 14

Total Volume 10 438 147 147480240 50 44 14



Input Data

E-W Street: Atlantic Ave COUNT DATE: 3/21/2013 Report Created: 06/24/2014
N-5 §TREET: §E 6th Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2013
TIME PERICGD: AM AMNALYSIS YEAR: 2019

GROWTH RATE: -2.32% PSF: 1 ‘

SIGNAL 1D: 53255 !

Intersection Yolume Develcpment

i Fastbound’""  Waesthound “Northbaund Southbound .

Left:“Thru Right. Left Thru Right  Le Thru Right |
Existing Valume 72:0382 007 0 218 7T o ! !
Diversions % 0% 0% 0% O% 0% | 0% 0% }
Peak Season Volume Qe o0 218 77 0 0 :

Type % Complete
Res 0% |
NR 0% |
NR 50%
" NR 76%

Committed Developments

New Century Courtyards
Lighthouse Complex

Cityscape

Trinity Church and School-Day Care

O oo o000 oo

\
;
58% ]
|

Uptown Delray ‘Res 0%
Atlantic Plaza Res
Villas in the Grove 0 . .NR 0%

B R = R S - S

Total Committed Developments
Total Committed Residential
Total Committed Non-Residential
Double Count Reduction

Total Discounted Committed

Historical Growth
Comm Dav+1% Growth
Growth Volume Used
Total Volume 106 304 11

Input Bata
COUNT DATE: 3/21/2013

Report Created: 06/24/2014

E-W Straet: Atlantic Ave
N-S STREET: SE &th Ave CURRENT YEAR: 2013
TIME PERIOD: PM AMALYSIS YEAR: 2019
GROWTH RATE: -2.32% PSF: 1
SIGNAL ID; 53255
Intersection Volume Devejopment

“fastboupdis  Westbound  iNorthbound it . Southbound
hri Right: Left Thru Right Left Thru Thru .- Right
Existing Volume 95 0 315 150 511118 | B
Diverslons 0% 0% B 0% .1 O 0% ' - 0%
Peak Season Volume 8932200000 315 150 0 0

Committed Developments Type % Complete

New Century Courtyards 0 0 Res 0%
Lighthouse Complex 0 .20 NR 0%
Cityscape 10 . 0 NR 50%
Trinity Church and School-Day Care g 1 AR 76% H
Uptown Defray 13 .. 0 Res 0% i
Atlantic Plaza .50 o~ 50 Res 58%

=0

Villas in the Grove 0 NR 0%

(=T R B = o I o o =)

Total Committed Developments 81

Total Committed Residential 70

Total Committed Non-Residential il
Double Count Reduction 2

Total Discounted Committed 79
Historical Growth -12 42 a <21 -123 -i6
Comm Dev+1% Growth 58 30 15 .37 437 7
Growth Volume Used 58 30 15 537 137 7
Total Velume 147 352 15 7B 184 1073 125




Palm Beach County Signal Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53245 : 4780 - Atlantic Av and 4th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Phase [1.1.1]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(WT) (NT) (ET) (5T)
Walk 7 7 7 7
Ped Clearance 8 ] 8 8
Min Green i5 6 15 ]
TPassage 4 2 4 2
Max] 45 15 45 15
Max?2
Yellow 3 4 3 4 3 4 3 4 35 1 35 |35 [ 35 | 35 | 35 § 35 | 35
Red 1 1 1 1

Phase Option [1.1.2]

(WT) (NT) (ET) (8T)
Enable ON ON
Auto Entry ON
Auto Exit ON
Non Acil
Non Act2
Lock Cal ON
Min Recall ON
Max Recall ON ON
Ped Regall ON
Dual Entry
Sim Gap Enable
Rest In Walk ON ON
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 1-16 [S.1]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(WBT1) (NBTL) (EBT1) (SBT1)
Call Phase i 2 3 4 5 2 7 3
Switch Phase
Delay Time

Detector, Vehicle Parameters 17-32 [5.1]
1

17 18 19 20 2 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 3 32

Call Phase

Switch Phase

Delay Time

Detector, Vehicle Parameters 33-48 [5.1]
7

33 34 35 36 3 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48

Call Phase

Switch Phase

Delay Time

Detector, Vehicle Parameters 49-64 [5.1]
3

49 50 51 52 5 54 55 56 57 38 59 60 61 62 63 64

(all Phase

Switch Phase

Delay Time




Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:

Palm Beach County System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53245 : 4780 - Atlantic Av and 4th Av NE SE ( Standard File )

TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]
Day Plan Table 1] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour 2 6
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1

Day Plan Table2| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 10

Hour 2 8 .
Minute a0 :
Action 1 3 1

Day Plan Table 3| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour 2 9
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1
Coordination, Pattern 1-16 [2.1]/Coordination, Alt Tables+{2.6]
Pattern 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Cycle Time 100 75
Offset Time 69 43
Split Number 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 3 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Seq Number 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 ) ] 1 i 1 i 1 ) 1
Ph Opt Alt
Ph Time Alt

Coordination, Splits [2.7.1]
Split Table 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time 70 30 70 30
Mode NON |MXP | NON | NON | NON | MXP | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Ceord-FPh ON

Split Table 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON NON [ NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time 50 25 50 - 25 .
Mede NON | MAX | NOW | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NCN | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON j NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 4 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON { NON | NON { NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON [ NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON




Split Table & 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 § 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | NON | NOM | NON | NON NON { NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Preempt & Overlap Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53245 : 4780 - Atlantic Av and 4th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Preemption Times|3.1]/Phases}3.2|/Options[3.3] Preemption Times+([3.4]/Overlaps+[3.5]/Options+[3.6]
Channel 1 2 3 4 5 [ Preempt 1 2 3 4 5 6
Lock [nput Enable
Qverride Flash Type EMFERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG
Override Higher Skip Track
Flash Dwell Volt Mon Flash
Link Coord in Preempt
Delay Max2
Min Duration Return Max/Min MAX MaX MAX MAX MaX MAX
Min Green Extend Dwell
Min Walk - Pattern
Ped Clear Output Mode T52 TS2 T32 TS2 182 T52
Track Green Track Over 1
Min Dwell Track Over 2
Max Presence Track Over 3
Track R1 Track Over 4
Track R2 Track Cver 5
Track R3 Track Over 6
Track R4 Track Over 7
Dwell P1 Track Over 8
Dwell P2 Track Over 9
Dwell P3 Track Over 10
Dwell P4 Track Over 11
Dwell PS Track Over 12
Dwell P& Dwell Over 1
Dwell P7 Dwell Over 2
Dwell P8 Dwell Over 3
Dwell P9 Drwell Over 4
Dwell P10 Dwell Over 5
Dwell P11 Dwell Over 6
Dwell P12 Dwell Over 7
Dwell Pedl Drwell Over 8
Dwell Ped2 Dwel] Over 9
Dwell Ped3 Dwell Over 10
Dwell Pedd Dwell Over 11
Dwell Peds Dwell Over 12
Dwell Ped6 Ped Clear
Dwell Ped? Yellow
Dwell Ped8 Red
BExitR1 Max Green
ExitR2
Exit R3
ExitR4
Overlap Program Parameters [1.5.2.1]
Overlap Included Phases Modifer Phases Type Green Yellow Red
Overlap | NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 2 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 3 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overiap 4 NORMAL i3 5
Overlap 5 NORMAL 3.5 1.5




Overlap 6 NORMAL 35 1.5
Overlap 7 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 8 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
| Overlap & NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 10 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 11 NORMAL 35 1.5
Overlap 12 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 13 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 14 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 15 N NORMAL 35 1.5
Overlap 16 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Alternate Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53245 : 4780 - Atlantic Av and 4th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Alternate Phase Program 1, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 2, Interval Times
[1.1.6.1] [1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min Red Assign! Bike Ped | Min Red |Assign| Bike
Phase| Walk Clear [Green Passage| Max 1| Max2 [Yellow| Clear| Ph |Clear Phase| Walk Clear GreenPassage Max1|Max2iVellow| Clear| Pn |Clear
1 1
2 2
3 3
g 7
5 5
s 6
7 | 7
8 8
Alternate Phase Program 3, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 4, Interval Times
[1.1.6.1] [1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min Red [Assign| Bike Ped | Min Red jAssign] Bike
Phase|Walk Clear |Green Passage| Max1iMax2 [YeHow Clear| Ph |Clear Phase| Walk Clear |Green Passage] Max1 [ Max2 |Yellow Clear| Ph |Clear
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 q
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8
Alternate Phase Program 5, Interval Times
11.1.6.1]
Ped 1 Min Red |Assign| Bike
Phase} Walk Clear Creen?assage Max1|Max2 [Yellow, Clear] Ph |Clear
i
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]

Day Plan Table 4| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

! Hour




Minute
Action

Day Plan Table5| 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour
Minute
Actien

Day Plan Table 6] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour

Minute
Action

Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:

Paim Beach County Special System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53245 : 4780 - Atlantic Av and 4th Av NE SE { Standard File )

Coordination, Splits [2.7.1]

Split Table 7 1 2 3 4 5 G 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 i4 15 16

Time
Mode NON | MAX T NON T NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NOW | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON |TNON T HNON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON T NON T 'NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON i NON | NON NON § NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Fable 10 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON T HON T NON | NON T NON | NON | NON | NON | NON [ NON | NON | NON 1 NON ! NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 11 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON TNON T NON T NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON § NON | NON | NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph {ON

Split Table 12 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON : NON j NON NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 13 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time 36 62 30 22 20 78 30 22

Mode NON T MAX TNON | NON T MAX | MAX | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON

Coord-Ph ON




Split Table 14 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NOW | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 15 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON ! NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON 1 NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 16 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON T NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON ! NON | NON j NON
Coord-Ph o
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:




Palm Beach County

53250 : 4785 - Atlantic Av and 5th Av NE SE ( Standard File )

Phase [L.1.1]

Signal Timing Sheet

12/29/2010

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 18 16
(§T) (WT) (WL) ] (ED)
Walk 7 7 7
Ped Clearance 14 12 12
Min Green 15 15 4 15
Passage 4 4 2 4
Max] 35 35 15 35
Max2
Yellow 4 4 4 4 35 3.5 35 35 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Red 1 1 1 1
Phase Option [1.1.2]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 i1 12 13 14 15 16
(ST) (WT) WL | (ET)
Enable ON ON ON ON
Auto Entry ON ON
Auto Exit ON
Non Actl
Non Act2
Lock Call ON
Min Recall ON
Max Regall ON ON ON
Ped Recall ON ON
Dusl Entry ON ON
Sim Gap Enable
Rest In Walk ON ON ON
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 1-16 [5.1]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(SBT1) (WBT1) (WBL1)| (EBT1)
Call Phase 1 2 3 4 5 5 7 8
Switch Phase 4
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 17-32 [5.1]
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32
Call Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 33-48 [5.1]
33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
Call Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 49-64 [5.1]
49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64
Calj Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time




Approved By: Stephen Shreve

Date:

Palm Beach County System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53250 : 4785 - Atlantic Av and 5th Av NE SE { Standard File )
TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]
Day Plan Table 11 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 i3 16
Hour 2 5
Minute a0
Action 1 3 1
Day Plan Table 2| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Hour 2 8
Minute 30
Action i 3 1
DayPlan Table 3| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Hour 2 9
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1
Coordination, Pattern 1-16 [2.1]/Coordination, Alt Tables+]2.6]
Pattern 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 ] 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Cycle Time 100 75
Offset Time 9
Split Mumber 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 i0 11 12 13 14 15 16
Seq Number 5 5 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 |
PhOpt Alt
Ph Time Alt
Coordination, Splits [2.7.1]
Split Table 1 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time 40 60 40 i3 47
Mode NON | MXP | NON MXP | NON NON | NON MXP | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | NON | NON NON ;| NON NON | NON NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time 40 35 40 35
Mode NON | MAX | NON @ NON NON | MAX | OMT NON { NON | NON NON [ NON NON | NON NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON NON | MAX | NON NON | NON NON | NON NON NON | NON NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON NON | MAX { NON NON | NON NON NON NON NON | NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON




Split Table 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON ! NON | NON NON | NON | NON [ NON | NON
Coord-Ph O
|
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Preempt & Overlap Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53250 : 4785 - Atlantic Av and 5th Av NE SE { Standard File )
Preemption Times{3.1]/Phases[3.2|/Options|3.3] Preemption Times+[3.4)/Overlaps+[3.5]/Options+[3.6]
Channel 1 2 3 4 3 6 Preempt 1 2 3 4 5 6
Lock Input Enable
Owerride Flash Type EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG
Override Higher Skip Track
Flash Dwell Volt Mon Flash
Link Coord in Preempt
Delay Max2
Min Duration Return Max/Min | MAX MAX MAX MAX MAX MAX
Min Green Extend Dwell
Min Walk Pattern
Ped Clear Output Made TS2 TS2 T32 TS2 TS2 TS2
Track Green Track Over |
Min Dwell Track Over 2
Max Presence Track Over 3
Track R1 Track Over 4
Track R2 Track Over 3
Track R3 Track Over 6
Track R4 Track Over 7
Dwell P1 Track Over 8
Dwell P2 Track Over 9
Dwell P3 Track Over 10
Dwell P4 Track Over 11
Dwell P5 Track Over 12
5 Dwell P& I Dwell Over 1
Dwell P7 Dwell Over 2
Dweli P8 Dwell Over 3
Dwell P9 Dwell Over 4
Dwell P10 Dwell Over 5
Dwell P11 Dwell Qver 6
Dwell P12 Diwell Gver 7
Dwell Pedl Dwell Over 8
Dwell Ped2 Dwell Over 9
Dwell Ped3 Dwell Cver 10
Diweli Ped4 Dwell Over 11
Dwell Ped5 Dwel] Over 12
Dwell Ped6 Ped Clear
Dwell Ped?7 Yellow
Dwell Ped8 Red
ExitR1 Max {reen
ExitR2
ExitR3
Exit R4
Overlap Program Parameters [1.5.2.1]
Overlap Included Phases Modifer Phases Type Green Yellow Red
Owerlap 1 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 2 NORMAL 35 1.5
Overlap 3 NORMAL 35 IS
Overlap 4 NORMAL 33 15
Overlap NORMAL 3.5 1.5




Overlap 6 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 7 NORMAL 35 1.5
Overlap 8 NORMAL 35 13
Overlap 9 NORMAL 3.5 i35
Overlap 10 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 11 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
QOverlap 12 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 13 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 14 NORMAL 33 15
Overlap 15 NORMAL 35 15
Overiap 16 ) NORMAL 35 1.5
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Alternate Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53250 : 4785 - Atlantic Av and 5th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Alternate Phase Program 1, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 2, Interval Times
1.1.6.1] [1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min Red Assign| Bike Ped | Min Red Assignl Bike
Phase| Walk Ciear GreeﬂPassage Max1|Max2 [Yellow Clear| Ph |Clear Phase{ Walk Clear |Green Passage| Max1]|Max2 [Yellow Clear| Ph | Clear
1 1
2 2
3 3
q q
5 5
4] 6
7 7
8 s
Alternate Phase Program 3, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 4, Interval Times
1.1.6.1] [1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min Red [Assign| Bile Ped | Min Red |Assign| Bike
Phase|Walk Clear GreenPassage Max1|Max2Yellow Clear| Ph |Chear Phase| Walk Clear GreenPassage Max1 | Max2 |Yellow Clear| Pl |Clear
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8

Alternate Phase Program 5, Interval Times

[1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min | Red |Assign| Bike
Phase| Walk | - e cen Passagel Max1|Max2 [Yellow Clear| Ph |Clear

oo|~Iinjnlbilaba ) —

TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]

’Day Plan Table 4| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour




Minute
Action
Day Plan Table5| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 13 16
Hour
Minute
Action
Day Plan Table 6| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 i6
Hour
Minute
Action
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Special System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53250 : 4785 - Atlantic Av and 5th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Coordination, Splits [2.7.1]
Split Table 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX 1 NON | NON | NON NON NON NON | NON NON NON | NON NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 16 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON | NON NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Made NON NON | NON NON | HON | NON NON NON NON | NON | NON | NCN NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON | NON NON NON | NON | NON NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 11 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Fh ON
Split Table 12 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON NON | NON NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Il 12 13 14 15 16
Time 36 62 30 22 20 78 30 22
Muode NON | MAX | NON NON § MAX | MAX | NON NOW | NON NON | NON NON NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON




Split Table 14 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON TNON | NOM | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON { NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table15 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 13 16
Time
Mode 0N TNON TNON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 16 {1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NCN | NON | NON | NON | NON ; NON | NON NON ; NON | NON @ NON
Coord-Ph ON
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:




Palm Beach County

Signal Timing Sheet

53253 - 4790 - Atlantic Av and 6th Av NE SE ( Standard File )

Phase [1.1.1}]

12/29/2010

2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(EL) [ (WT) (NT) (ET)
Wallc 7 7 7
Ped Clearancs 14 16 14
Min Green 4 6 20 6
Passage 2 2 4 2
Max]1 15 40 35 40
Max?2
Yellow 4 4 4 4 35 3.5 3.5 3.5 33 35 35 3.5
Red 1 1 1 ]
Phase Option [1.1.2]
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(EL) | (WT) (NT) (ET)
Enable ON ON ON ON
Auto Eniry ON ON
Auto Exit ON
Non Act]
Non Act?
Lock Call ON
Min Recall ON
Max Recall ON ON ON
Ped Recall O ON
Dual Entry ON ON
Sim Gap Enable
Rest In Walk ON
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 1-16 [5.1]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
(EBL1)|(WBT1) (NBT1) (EBT1)
Call Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Switch Phase
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 17-32 [5.1]
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 24 30 31 32
Call Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 33-48 [5.1]
33 34 35 36 37 38 39 44 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
Cali Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time
Detector, Vehicle Parameters 49-64 [5.1]
49 50 51 52 53 54 35 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64
Call Phase
Switch Phase
Delay Time
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Palim Beach County System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53255 1 4790 - Atlantic Av and 6th Av NE SE ( Standard File )

TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]

Day Plan Table 1] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour 2 6
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1

Day Plan Table 2| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour 2 3
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1

Day Plan Table3| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Hour 2 9
Minute 30
Action 1 3 1
Coordination, Pattern 1-16 [2.1]/Coordination, Alt Tables+[2.6]
Pattern 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Cycle Time 100 75
| Offset Time 12
Split Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Seq Number 9 9 9 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 1
Ph Opt Alt
Ph Time Alt

Coordination, Splits [2.7.1]

Split Table 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

" Time 39 16 45 39 61
Mode NON NON NON NON NON MXP NON NON NON NON NON NON NON NON NON NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 i1 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON { NON | NON | NON | NON | NONM NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 13 16

Time 40 35 40 35
Mode NON | MAX | OMT | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 4 1 2 3 4 5 ] 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON : NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 il 12 13 14 15 16

Time

Made TON | MAX | NON | NON | NON | MAX | NON | NON : NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON [ NON

| Coord-Ph ON




Split Table 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON MAX | NON | NON 1 NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON_| NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON { NON
Coord-Ph ON
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Preempt & Overiap Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53255 ; 4790 - Atlantic Av and 6th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Preemption Times|3.1]/Phases[3.2][/Options|3.3] Preemption Times+|3.4]/Overlaps+[3.5]/Options+[3.6]
Channel 1 2 3 4 3 6 Preempt 1 2 3 4 5 6
Lock Input Enable
Override Flash Type EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG | EMERG
Cverride Higher Skip Track
Flash Dweil Vot Mon Flash
Link Coord in Preempt
Delay Max2
Min Duration Return Max/Min MAX MaX MaX MAX MAX MAX
Min Greett Estend Dwell
Min Walk Pattern
Ped Clear B Output Mode TS52 T§2 182 TS2 TS2 TS2
Track Green - Track Over |
Min Dwell Track Over 2
Max Presence Track Cwver 3
Track R1 Track Over4
Track R2 Track Over 5
Track R3 Track Qver &
Track R4 Track Over 7
Dwell P1 Track Over 8
Dwell P2 Track Over 9
Dwell P3 Track Over 10
Dwell P4 Track Over 11
Dwell P5 Track Over 12
Dwell P6 Dwell Over 1
Dwell P7 Dwel} Over 2
Dwell P8 Dwell Over 3
Dwell P9 Dwell Over 4
Dwell P10 Dwell Over 5
Dwell P11 Dwell Over 6
Dwell P12 Dwell Over 7
Dwell Pedl Dwell Over 8
Dwell Ped2 Dwell Over 9
Dwell Ped3 Dwell Over 10
Dwell Pedd Drwell Over 11
Dwell Peds Dwell Over 12
Dwelt Pedt Ped Clear
Dwell Ped7 Yellow
Dwell Ped8 Red
ExitR1 Max Green
Exit R2
Fxit R3
Exit R4
Overlap Program Parameters [1.5.2.1]
Overlap Included Phases Modifer Phases Type Green Yellow Red
Overlap 1 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
QOverlap 2 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
QOverlap 3 NORMAL 35 1.5
| Overlap 4 NORMAT, 3.5 L5
Overlap 5 NORMAL 315 1.5




Overlap 6 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 7 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 8 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 9 NORMAL 335 1.5
QOverlap 10 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 11 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Cverlap 12 : NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Overlap 13 NORMAL 3.5 15
Overlap 14 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 15 NORMAL 3.5 1.5
Qverlap 16 NORMAL 35 1.5
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Paim Beach County Alternate Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53235 : 4790 - Atlantic Av and 6th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Alternate Phase Program 1, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 2, Interval Times
1.1.6.1] [1.1.6.1]
Ped | Min Red iAssign] Bike Ped | Min Red |Assign} Bike

Phasef Walk Clear GreenPassage Max1|Max2|Yellow] Clear| Ph |Clear Phase| Walk Clear|Greenft A5588¢ Max1|Max2 |Yellow| Clear| Ph |Clear

1 1

2 2

3 3

q 4

5 3

6 6

7 7

8 8
Alternate Phase Program 3, Interval Times Alternate Phase Program 4, Interval Times
[1.1.6.1] 1.1.6.1]

Ped | Min Red [Assign| Bike Ped | Min . Red [Assign| Bike

Phase| Walk Clear |Green [Passage] Max1]Max2 [Yello Clear| Ph |Clear Phase| Walk Clear GreenPassage Maxi| Max2[Yeliow| Clear] Ph |Clear

1 1

2 2

3 3

1 4

3 5

6 6

7 7
BE 1 s

Alternate Phase Program 5, Interval Times
1.1.6.1]

Phase| Walk

Ped | Min Red l|Assign| Bike
Clear {Green Passagei Max1 | Max2 [Vellow Clearj Ph [Clear

ooi=Ifanith i

TB Coor, Day Plan [4.4]

Day Plan Table 4| 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 8 9 10 i1 12 13 14 15 16

Hour




T Minute. -
Action
Day Plan Table 5| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Hour
Minute
Action
Day Plan Table 6| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Hour
Minute
Action
Approved By: Stephen Shreve Date:
Palm Beach County Special System Timing Sheet 12/29/2010
53255 : 4790 - Atlantic Av and 6th Av NE SE ( Standard File )
Coordination, Splits [2.7.1}
Split Table 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | MAX | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON NON NON NON | NON | NON ;| NOW | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Moade NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON | NON { NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON NON | NON | NON | NCN NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Maode NON NON NON NON | NON | NON [ NON | NON NON NON NON NON | NON NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 11 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON | NON | NON NON i NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph ON
Split Table 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON NON NON i NON | NON NON NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON NON
Coord-Ph N
Split Table 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 135 16
Time 36 62 30 22 20 78 30 22
WMode NON | MAX | NON NON | MAX | MAX | NON | NON | NON [ NON NON | NON [ NON NON NON NON
Coord-Ph ON




Split Table 14 1 2 3 4 s G 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table 15 [ 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 1 | 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 |

i

Titne
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON [ NON | NON | NON | NON_| NON |
Coord-Ph ON

Split Table16 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Time
Mode NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON | NON NON | NON ; NON | NON : NON | NON
Coord-Ph ON
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