From: Walker, Brian

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 9:13 AM
To: Nordelo, Sonia

Subject: RE: Spartan Rd.

Sonia,

| spoke to Joy (project PM) and Lee Shaffer yesterday. Lee said that the developer was supposed to
construct a sidewalk in the right-of-way (ROW). This was a required off-site improvement to be paid for
by the developer. However, the county found the intersection was failing and decided that a new right
turn lane was needed. If the developer had put in the sidewalk it would have been torn up to put in the
turn lane.

In order to have space for the right turn lane, the county needed some of the developer’s property. The
developer is in the process of donating the needed land to the county and in exchange the county has
agreed to put in the sidewalk. The cost of purchasing the needed ROW would be have been several
times the cost of putting in the sidewalk.

The county is applying for CRA funds to do this project. | am not opposed to the granting of money for
the project as long as there is a way of making sure the donation of ROW actually occurs inasmuch as it
is still in process and the closing has not yet occurred.

| would also ideally like to see a pairing of the improvements with some sort of landscaping /
beautification project. However, this is not a deal breaker.

Regards,
Brian



Nordelo, Sonia

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Smith, Shad

Monday, April 07, 2014 4:52 PM

Nordelo, Sonia

Blackadar, Brett; Nelson, Anthony

RE: Spartan Turn Lanes - TAC comments

US 17-92 @ Spartan Road TMC.pdf; 12-06000050_7-Eleven-Spartan.pdf

For full Responses see below by your comments.

Some background is that this project was suppose to be completed a few years ago with the previous
development whom were working with the CRA but with the economic downturn it never did fully materialize.

The project needs right of way to be accomplished and with 7-11 being willing to work with the county since
CRA funds are available they are willing to donate the property to build the turn lane.

Let me know if you need any further information.

Thanks.

Shad M. Smith, P.E.

Assistant County Engineer, Engineering Division
Seminole County Public Works Department

100 E 1st Street
Sanford, FL 32771

Office 407-665-5707

Fax 407-665-57892

SSmith@seminolecountyfl.gov

www._seminolecountyfl.qov

To learn more about the County's proposed One Cent Infrastructure Tax

visit www.seminolecountyfl.gov/onecent

-

| o

From: Nordelo, Sonia

Al

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Smith, Shad; Blackadar, Brett
Subject: Spartan Turn Lanes - TAC comments

Good afternoon. The TAC requested additional information about the project. They also requested a representative
present the project to them. We will need to collect the following information and go back to TAC.



1. Traffic load at intersection? — Was a study done reflecting the need for the turn lane? If not, how was that
decision made? This is a very busy intersection that backs up into the east. This has caused numerous issues
with motorists driving the wrong way to get by cars turning. We had received complaints from SCSO and they
had tried to up enforcement to discourage the illegal movements. The current WB condition is a WB left and a
combo Lt, Thru, Rt lane. The Combo lane creates problems for those wanting to turn right and creates
additional delay. For instance in the PM peak hour there are 92 lefts and 40 rights and to compound the issue
many of the motorist turning left want to get all the way to the right to get onto the Maitland Blvd. on ramp so
there are too many cars wanting to be in the right combination lane. The developer did perform a traffic study
but they did not analyze the intersection with Spartan. But they are adding a significant number of daily and
peak hour trips. Study is attached.

2. Beautification? — What is being required of the developer? Do they have to install landscaping? Did their
approval require off-site improvements? The developer is adding basic landscaping and whatever we destroy
we will replace which is good because some of the trees are not looking too good.

3. Areyou going to meet ADA standards? Yes this project will meet ADA standards and will add sidewalk along the
North side of the road.

4. Can you describe the other improvements happening/already done in the area surrounding this project?

The CRA participated a few years ago of the enhancements to US 17-92 including landscaping and
lighting.

Please let me know how you would like to proceed.

Sonia Nordelo, US 17-92 CRA Program Manager
Seminole County Government

Economic Development

1101 E. 1st Street

Sanford, FL 32771

407-665-7133
407-335-7184 (cell)



FDOT District 5

US 17/92 Signal Retiming
US 17/92 & Spartan Dr
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e

Albeck Gerken, Inc.
1911 N US Hwy 301
Suite 410

Tampa, Florida, United States 33619

Site Code:1180

Start Date: 10/07/2010

Count Name: D5 SC 1180 WD

Weekday TMC (813) 319-3790 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
Driveway (Spartan Dr) Spartan Dr Us 17/g2 Us 17/92
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
ke Tom Lef Thu Right Peds £PR | Y- et Thu Right Peds P2 | Y Le Thru Right Peds fopl et Thu Right Pads ol
7:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 1 9 1] 54 2 1 162 3 0 168 0 1 568 0 0 569 | 791
7:15 AM 0 1 0 0 ] 1 0 58 0 8 1 66 2 2 215 3 0 222 0 3 755 1 0 759 | 1048
7:30 AM 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 76 0 6 0 82 4 3 228 4 ] 239 1 2 791 1 1 795 [ 1119
7:45 AM ] 0 0 3 1 3 0 60 0 7 0 67 3 6 283 16 o] 308 0 2 778 1 0 779 | 1157
Hourly Total | 1 ¢ ;] 1 T 0 238 i 30 i 260 11 12 888 26 0 937 i 3 2690 3 1 2902 | 4115
8:00 AM 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 63 0 11 0 74 2 3 248 18 o 2n 0 2 704 2 0 708 | 1054
8:15 AM 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 60 0 16 0 76 5 1 222 18 0 248 0 8 710 1 0 719 | 1042
8:30 AM 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 65 0 12 1 77 7 5 244 18 0 2714| 0 13 634 1 0 648 | 1001
8:45 AM 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 52 1 13 0 66 12 1 288 17 0 318 0 3 589 1 0 593 | 981
Hourly Total 0 0 0 8 1 5 0 240 1 52 1 283 | 28 10 1002 7 O 1109 0 26 2637 5 Q 2666 | 4078
= BREAK | - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - B -
12:00 PM 0 2 0 9 0 11 a 17 0 12 Q 29 11 6 326 29 0 371 0 4 257 3 0 264 | 675
12:15 PM 0 a 0 7 0 12 0 19 0 10 0 29 13 7 87 20 0 427 1 7 341 0 a0 349 | 817
12:30 PM ] 5 0 4 0 ] a 31 1 B8 4] 40 14 2 343 18 a 377 1 9 342 3 Q 355 | 781
12:45 PM 0 3 0 9 0 12 0 27 0 11 0 38 11 6 379 19 0 415 4] 4 319 2 0 325 | 790
Hourly Tolal | O i5 0 29 0 4 0 94 1 41 n 136 49 21 1434 &6 0 1590 | 2 24 1259 8 4] 1292 | 2063
1:00 PM 0 4 1 4 0 9 0 18 1 0 27 15 5 368 30 0 418 1 6 402 3 0 412 | 866
1:15PM 0 6 0 5 0 11 0 12 0 10 1 22 13 7 351 29 0 400 2 15 352 4 1 373 | 806
1:30 PM 0 1 2 5 0 8 0 18 0 4 1 22 15 2 386 27 0 430 0 3 366 4 0 373 | 833
1:45 PM 0 2 0 5 0 7 0 11 0 9 0 20 9 2 376 18 0 405 0 10 370 3 0 333 | 815
Hourly Total | 0 13 3 ig o] 35 G 60 i 30 2 1 52 16 1481 104 0 1653 3 34 1490 4 1 1541 | 3320
e BREAK ™ | - R . _ B B R _ R : . " o » Z = 2 4 - = 4 g R R R
4:00 PM 0 2 1 4 0 T 0 17 0 il 0 28 12 5 531 42 0 590 0 13 312 1 a 326 | 951
4:15 PM 0 2 0 4 0 6 1] 26 0 12 0 38 9 4 548 65 ] 626 0 " 317 1 0 329 | 999
4:30 PM 0 3 0 7 0 10 0 33 0 13 0 46 12 3 581 86 0 682 3 9 355 1 0 3€8 | 1106
4:45 PM 0 2 0 9 0 11 0 30 1 7 2 38 9 4 569 82 0 864 0 18 352 1 0 369 | 1082
Hourly Total | 0 9 1 24 n 34 (1 106 1 45 2 150 42 16 2229 275 0 2562 3 49 1336 14 (1 1392 [ 4138
5:00 PM 0 2 1 14 0 17 0 24 0 10 0 34 10 4 676 97 0 787 1 11 392 3 0 407 | 1245
5:15 PM 0 0 1 4 0 5 0 19 0 9 0 28 12 1 648 92 0 753 0 9 379 0 1] 388 | 1174
5:30 PM 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 20 0 10 0 30 10 1 688 96 0 795 1 14 348 0 0 363 | 1189
5:45 Pid 0 2 2 5 0 9 0 29 0 11 0 40 6 0 657 83 0 746 0 9 323 2 0 334 [ 1129
Hourly Total | 0 5 4 23 ] 3z 4] 92 o] 40 ] 132 38 6 2664 38R 0 3081 2 43 1442 & 0 1492 | 4737
“* BREAK *** = - - - - - - - - - % # - - - = E - < - - - = = i
7:00 PM 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 16 0 6 1 22 7 0 294 37 a 338 1 5 227 0 0 233 | 597
7:15 PM 0 0 0 5 1 5 0 19 0 4 1 23 3 1 329 38 2 31| o0 8 214 0 0 222 | 621
7:30 PM 4] 0 0 2 0 2 0 14 0 10 1 24 7 0 305 22 0 334 0 1 212 0 0 213 | 573
7:45 PM o] 0 0 0 Q 0 0 7 0 1 0 8 5 Q0 255 23 0 283 1 8 183 0 0 182 | 483
Hourly Total | O 0 0 it 1 1 0 56 0 2i 3 ki 22 1 1183 120 2 1326 z 22 236 0 0 860 | 2274
8:00 PM 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 12 0 5 0 17 [ 0 263 18 0 287 0 5 222 1 0 228 | 534
8:15 PM 0 0 1 2 1 3 0 10 0 0 15 10 1 242 20 0 273 1 10 162 0 0 173 | 464
8:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 2 1 6 4 0 216 19 4] 239 0 4 144 0 0 148 | 393
8:45 PM 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 6 0 14 0 226 24 0 255 0 5 152 1 0 156 | 427
Hourly Total 0 1 1 3 L 5 0 34 [t} it 1 52 25 ) 947 BRI 0 1054 i 24 880 2 0 707 | 1818
Car 0 43 9 120 - 172 0 917 5 267 - 1180 264 80 11812 1125 - 13081 14 228 12320 41 - 12803 | 27045
% Car - 97.7 100.0 976 - 97.7 = 99.7 100.0 97.1 - 99.1 | 996 964 981 995 = 98.3 1100.0 %24 980 100.0 - 98.0 | 98.2
Truck 0 i 0 3 - 4 0 3 0 8 - 11 1 3 221 6 - 231 0 2 250 0 - 252 | 498
% Truck - 2.3 0.0 24 - 2.3 = 0.3 0.0 2.9 - 0.9 04 38 1.9 05 - 1.7 0.0 0.9 2.0 0.0 - 2.0 1.8
Ped - - - - 4 - - - - - 10 - - - - - 2 = - - - - 2 - -
‘o Ped - = = - 100.0 - - - - - 100.0 - - - - - 1000 - = - - - 1000 - -
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Count Name: D5 SC 1180 WD
Site Code: 1180
Start Date: 10/07/2010

Weskday TMC (813) 319-3790 Page No: 2
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (7:15 AM)
Driveway (Spartan Dr) Spartan Dr us 17/92 us 17/92
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Starl Time o Let Thu Right Peos 192 | % Let Thru Right Peds PP Left Thu Right Peds £82, Left Thu Right Peds FPP: | It
7:15 AM 0 1 0 0 0 0 58 0 8 1 66 2 215 3 0 222 3 755 1 0 759 | 1048
730aM [0 0 o 3 o0 o 76 0 6 0 8 3 228 4 0 239 2 791 1 1795|1119
745 [ 0 0 0 3 1 o 80 0 7 0 8 5 283 16 0 308 2 71610 779 | 1157
8:00 AM 4] 0 0 1 0 0 63 0 1 ] 74 3 248 18 0 271 2 704 2 0 708 | 1054
PHF _ |0.000 0250 0.000 0583 - 0.000 0.845 0.000 0.727 -  0.881|0.688 0.583 0.860 0.569 -  0.844]0.250 0.750 0956 0.625 -  0.956]0.948
Car Q 1 0 6 = 0 256 0 3 - 287 13 939 39 - 1001 9 2977 5 - 2992 | 4287
% Car - 1008 - 857 - . 906 - 969 - 993909 929 984 951 - 963 [100.0 1000 984 1000 - 984 | 97.9
Truck o o0 o 1 - 0o 10 1 - 2 1 3 2 - 39 0 49 0 - 49 | o1
% Truck - 0.0 - 14.3 - - 0.4 - 3.1 - 0.7 7.1 3.6 4.9 - 3.8 0.0 1.6 0.0 - 1.6 2.1
Ped - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 0 - - - - 1 - -
% Ped - - - - 1000 - - - - 1000 - S . E 3,13 . - - 1000 - | -




Albeck Gerken, Inc.

FDOT District 5 1911 N US Hwy 301 Count Name: D5 SC 1180 WD
US 17/92 Signal Retiming _ Suite 410 Site Code:1180

US 17/92 & Spartan Dr Tampa, Florida, United States 33619 Start Date: 10/07/2010
Weekday TMC (813) 319-3790 Page No: 3

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (1:00 PM)

Driveway (Spartan Dr) Spartan Dr Us 17/92 us 1732

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time U- . App. | U- ’ App. | U- . App. | U- 5 App. | Int.
Turn Left Thu Right Peds gop)| gy Left Thu Right Peds pooi|ygm Left Thu Right Pecs 7of | rjf Left Thru Right Peds 18P |05

1:00 PM 0 4 4 0 9 0 19 7 0 27 15 5 368 30 0 418 1 6 402 3 0 412 | 866

1
1:115 PM ] 6 0 5
2

(=10 = B

0 11 0 12 10 1 22 13 7 351 29 0 400 2 16 352 4 1 373 | 806
1:30 PM 0 1 5 0 8 0 18 4 1 22 15 2 386 27 0 430 0 3 366 4 0 373 | 833
1:45 PM 0 2 0 5 0 7 0 11 ] 9 0 20 9 2 376 18 0 405 0 10 370 3 0 383 | 815
PHF 0.000 0.542 0.375 0.950 - 0.795[/0.000 0.788 0.250 0.760 - 0.843]|0.867 0.571 0.959 0.867 - 0.961|0.375 0.567 0.927 0.875 - 0.935|0.958
Car 0 12 3 19 - 34 0 60 1 29 e 90 52 16 1445 103 - 1816 3 34 1431 14 - 1482|3222
% Car - 923 1000 1000 - 97.1 - 100.0 100.0 96.7 = 98.9 |100.0 100.0 976 99.0 - 97.8 |100.0 100.0 96.0 100.0 - 96.2 | 97.0
Truck 0 1 0 0 - 1 0 0 0 1 - 1 0 a 36 1 - 37 0 0 59 0 - 59 98
% Truck - 7700 00 - 239 - 00 00 33 - 1.1 00 00 24 10 = 22 |00 D0 40 00 - 38 [ 3.0
Ped - - - = 0 = & & - - 2 - - = N - 0 & = - u N 1 - %

% Ped R T e T




Albeck Gerken, Inc.

FDOT District 5 1911 N US Hwy 301 Count Name: D5 SC 1180 WD
US 17/92 Signal Retiming _ Suite 410 Site Code:1180

US 17/92 & Spartan Dr Tampa, Florida, United States 33619 Start Date: 10/07/2010
Weekday TMC (813) 318-3790 Page No: 4

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (5:00 PM)

Driveway {Spartan Dr) Spartan Dr us 17/92 us 17/92
Eastbound V/estbound Northbound Southbound
StanTime L left Thu might Peds A% | U Lt Thu Right Peds 8P|V et Thu Rignt Pecs £PE| M- lent Thiu Right Peds PP | [t
5:00 PM 0 2 1 14 0 17 0 24 0 10 0 34 10 4 676 a7 0 787 1 11 392 3 ] 407 | 1245
515 PM 0 0 1 4 0 5 a 19 0 9 0 28 12 1 648 92 0 753 0 9 379 0 0 388 | 1174
5:30 PM 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 20 0 10 0 30 10 1 688 96 0 795 1 14 348 0 0 363 | 1189
5:45 PM 0 2 2 5 0 9 0 29 0 11 0 40 6 0 657 83 0 746 ] 9 323 2 0 334 | 1129
PHF 0.000 0.625 0.500 0.411 - 0.471[0.000 0.793 0.000 0.809 - 0.825|0.792 0.375 0.970 0.848 - 0969|0.500 0.768 0.920 0.417 - 0.916)0.951
Car 0 5 4 23 - 32 0 92 0 40 - 132 | 38 6 2633 388 - 3050 2 43 1422 5 - 1472 | 4686
% Car - 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0) - 1000 - 100.0 -  100.0[100.0 1000 98.8 1000 - 99.0 | 1000 100.0 986 1000 - 98.7 | 98.9
Truck 0 0 0 0 = 0 0 0 0 0 < 0 0 0 30 - 31| o D 20 0 - 20 | 51
24 Truck - 00 00 00 - 00| - 00 - 00 - 00|00 00 12 00 - 10 [00 00 14 00 - 13|11
Ped - - 3 5 0 - . - - - 0 - - - - - 0 - - - - - 0 - -
% Ped - = = 5 = - - = 2 = = - = - 2 E 2 3 = = - - - - -




FDOT District 5
US 17/92 Signal Retiming

Albeck Gerken, Inc.
1911 N US Hwy 301
Suite 410

Count Name: D5 SC 1180 WD
Site Code: 1180

US 17/92 & Spartan Dr Tampa, Flerida, United States 33619 Start Date: 10/07/2010
Weekday TMC (813) 319-3790 Page No: 5
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (7:00 PM)
Driveway (Spartan Dr) Spartan Dr us 17/92 uUs 17/92
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
StartTime M lett Thu Right Peds 8P| U ien Thu Right Peds £P% M- et Thu Right Peds £82 (.U Left Thru Right Peds APP, | ot
700PM | 0 0 o0 4 0 4|0 1 o0 & 1 22| 7 0 204 37 0 33| 1 5 227 0 0 233|597
745pM [ 0 0o o 5 1 s | 0o 19 0 4 1 23| 3 1 39 38 2 31| 0 8 24 0 0 222|621
7:30 PM 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 14 0 10 1 24 7 0 305 22 ] 334 [ 1 212 Q 0 213 | 573
7454 | 0 0o o0 o o o] o 7 o 1 o 8|5 0 285 23 0 23| 1 8 183 0 0 192|483
PHF  |0.000 0.000 0.00C 0.550 -  0.550|0.000 0.737 0000 0.525 - 0.802|0.786 0.270 0.899 0.789 -  0.394|0.500 0.688 0.921 0.000 -  0.923|0.915
Car 0 0 0 11 - 11 0 56 0 21 - 77 22 1 1174 120 - 1317 2 22 831 4] - 855 | 2260
% Car - - - 1000 - 1000] - 1000 - 1000 - 100.0{100.0 100.0 99.2 1000 - 993 [100.0 1000 994 - - 994 | 994
Truck o o o o0 - o0olo o o o - oflo o 9 o - gle o 5 o - 5|14
o, Truck | - - - o0 - 00| - ©0 - 00 - 00|00 00 08 00 - 07|00 00 06 - - 05|06
Ped = - - - 1 - - - - - 3 - - - - - 2 - - - - - 0 - -
% Ped s .5 T T - 1000 - . e s 1000 = | - s 5w 2 <
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RAYSOR Transportation Consuhim

7-Eleven Site
U.S. HigHWAY 17 AT SPARTAN DRIVE, SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

TRAFFIC STUDY

Secnon 1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report documents a traffic study undertaken to analyze the proposed development of a 7-Eleven
convenlence store with gas located at the northeast corner of the intersection of U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan
Drive (Seminole County parcel no. 19-21-30-300-0630-0000); as shown on the project location map (Flgure
1.0). This traffic study has been prepared In general accordance with Seminole County's Summary of Traffic
Study Requirements for Site impact Analysis {Projects in the TCEA/DULA} dated July 8, 2011; as documented
in the methodology statement and related correspondence provided in Appendix A.

SECTION 2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site Is currently vacant and Is proposed to conslst of a 2,940 square foot 7-Eleven convenlence
store with 12 vehicle fueling positions. The project site Is proposed to access adjacent roads via a right-
in/right-out connection to U.S. Highway 17 and via a full access connection to Spartan Drive. Figures 2.0 and
3.0 show the existing and proposed site conditions.

SECTION 3.0 PROJECT SITE TRIP GENERATION

The dally and peak hour trip generation of the project site was estimated for the proposed development
using trip characteristic data, as identified in Trip Generation (Institute of Transportation Engineers [ITE), 8%
edition, 2008) and Trip Generation Handbook (ITE, 2™ edition, 2004); whereas new extemal trips were
calculated using the "primary trip” data identified in the Trip Generation Handbook. Table 1.0 summarizes
the trip generation estimate, as further documented in Appendix B.

TABLE 1.0 TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY
Dally Trips AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips
Driveway New External Driveway New External Driveway New External
Trips Trips Trips Trips Trips Trips
Proposed 7-Eleven 2,486 344 130 16 176 30
7-Eleven Site -1- Traffic Study

US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012
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RAYSOR Transportation Consuliing

SECTION 4.0 PROJECT SITE TRIP DISTRIBUTION & ASSIGNMENT
The distribution and assignment of project generated trips was estimated manually in consideration of
existing traffic patterns as documented in Appendix C, as summarized in Figure 4.0.

SECNION 5.0 STUDY AREA
The study area for this analysis was determined to consist of those roadway segments within a mile of the
project site perimeter as listed below, (as shown In Appendix D).

e U1700: U.S. Highway 17 from Orange County Line to Lake of the Woods Bivd
e U1705: U.S. Highway 17 from Lake of the Woods Blvd to State Road 436

The major and/or signalized intersections within a 1/4 mile of the project site perimeter are listed below,
(as shown In Appendix D).

s U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive

Each of the above roadway segments and Intersections were included In the study area, In addition to
the project site access connections.

SECTION 6.0 TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Existing and committed dally traffic volumes for study roadway segments were obtained from the County's
Summary of Roadway Concurrency Information (3/1/12), as shown in Figure 5.0. Total traffic volumes for the
study roadway segments were calculated by adding project generated new external trips to the
existing+committed trips, as shown In Figure 6.0. Appendix E documents the daily traffic volumes used In this
analysis,

Existing peak hour traffic volumes for the study intersections were obtained from manual counts undertaken
in October 2012. Committed peak hour traffic volumes for study intersections were estimated based on the
daily committed traffic volumes using a K factor of 0.091 & a D factor of 0.568, as shown in Figure 7.0. Total
traffic volumes for study intersections were calculated by adding project generated trips to the
existing+committed trips, as shown In Figure 8.0. Appendix E documents the peak hour traffic volumes used
In this analysis.

7-Eleven Site -4- Traffic Study
US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012
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FIGURE 4.0 PROJECT TRAFRIC ASSIGNMENT
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FIGURE 5.0 EXISTING + COMMITTED DALY TRAFAC VOLUMES

’ ./1/‘7 ,718

Lake of the Woods Bivd

JEEC Y

Project Driveway

Project Driveway

)

55827

U.S. Highway 17 _

$4REFER TO APPENDIX E FOR DETAILS***

7-Eleven Site
US-17 at Spartan

Traffic Study
November 13, 2012




RAYSOR Transportaiion Consulting

FicURE 6.0 ToTAL {WITH-PROJECT} DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
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Ficure 7.0 BXasTNG + CoMMITTED PEAK HOUR TRARRIC VOLUMES

g

8

! Tf[mto) N
i 3
P

3
S 58
& | [39] (46) o
=R gs A_ [0} (0}
4 | neaEe
{0} [0]-* Spartan Drive
(69) [463] —

A
e
=
11
Y=
b
~
3

=
-

X
.
—
-

{42) [46)

(1037) [2441]
(50) (399]

U.S. Highway 17

®®®REFER TO APPENDIX E FOR DETAILS®**

LEGEND
[00] PM Peak Hour Traffic
(00) AM Peak Hour Traffic

7-Eleven Site -8- Traffic Study
US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012




RAYSOR Transporiation Consuhing

FIGURE 8.0 TOTAL (WITH-PROJECT) PEAX HOUR TRAFFIC VOLUMES
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SECTION 7.0 ROADWAY SEGMENT ANALYSIS

Roadway segment analyses (for daily conditions) were undertaken for the study area roadway segments
using generalized analysis methods In consideration of the capacity values as reported in the County's
Summary of Roadway Concurrency information (3/1/12), as summarized in Table 2.0. The results of the
analysis Indicate that the study area roadway segments are estimated to operate acceptably with avallable
capacity upon development of the subject project.

TABLE 2.0 ROADWAY SEGMENT ANALYSIS {DANLY)

. Delly e,
U1700 US.27 Orange Countyline to Lake of the Woods 60,000 55,596 231 151 55978 0.93

DN  Rosdwey M o

Ul705 US.27 Lake of the Woods Biwd to State Road 436 60,000 47,413 305 151 47,869 0.0

SECTION 8.0 INTERSECTION ANALYSIS [OFF-SITE]

Peak hour analyses were undertaken for the off-site study intersection of U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive
using Highway Capacity Manual (TRB, 2000) methodologies calculated by Synchro software, Existing signal
timings were used In the analysis. The results of the intersection analyses are summarized in Table 3.0, as
further documented in Appendix F. As shown in Table 3.0, the intersection of U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan
Drive is identified to currently operate acceptably, and Is anticipated to continue to operate acceptably for
total traffic conditions with minimal project impacts.

TABLE 3.0 U.S. HIGHWAY 17 AT SPARTAN DRIVE INTERSECTION ANALYS!S {PEAK HOUR)

Dverall Operations

Existing AM C 334 0.80 none

Tt PM B 15.7 0.68 none

Total AM D 35.6 0.86 none

Tl M B 17.0 0.70 none
7-Eleven Site -10- Traffic Study

US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012
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SECTION 9.0 SITE ACCESS ANALYSIS

A peak hour analysis of the site access connections to the adjacent roadway segments was performed using
Highway Capacity Manual (TRB, 2000) methodologies calculated by Synchro software; as summarized In
Table 4.0 and further documented In Appendix G, The results of the analysis indicate that acceptable
operating conditlons can/be anticipated for each of the site access connections In terms of level of service,
delays, and available capacity.

Tante 4.0 SiTe ACCESS ANALYSIS

ocatio

Los Bl BBl @B | AajB|W]@R]B]| 0] @
AM |Delay | B | |BIJB B |88 @ |m|@alm|ml|ia

Project
Driveway v/c [3] [31 [3] (3 {31 [o02] (3 i1] 2] [31 [1) (31
at LOS 3 3
i [3] {3] [3] [3] [3] B (3 1] 2] 3] {1 [E)]

PM [ Delay [ 3) [ B1 | BI |18 |G (w0l [m|@{E|m|m
v/c Bl Bl | BB |3 Jooz | @) || @][md]| @] @
LOS 2| Aj@ | Bl A @ [[B1)BEI]B | B B3] | 12
Project ( AM | Delay | (2) [ 30 | (31 | [3) {00 | (2|3 | @) | @ |07 3] @

D""::"Y vic | (2 o3| 3 | (3 | 020 [20 | (3 | 131 | 13 |oos | 33 | 12
Spartan s | ] Aajp|B|A|l@jB|{@|o|]e | 6| @
Drive PM | Delay | [2] | 06 | (3] | [31 | oo | (21 | (31 | 131 | 131 |08 | (31 | 2
vic | (2 Joo2 | (31 | I3 fooo | (2] | 13 [ 81| 3 |oos | 31 | 2

[1)Unopposad Movement; [2] Shared Lane; [3] Not Applicable

A turn lane warrant evaluation was undertaken to Identify If new turn lanes would be needed on either U.S.
Highway 17 or Spartan Drive at the project site driveway connections. The need for right turn lanes was
evaluated In consideration of warranting criteria documented In the Florida Department of Transportation’s
Driveway Handbook (March, 2005). The need for left turn lanes was evaluated in consideration of warranting
criteria documented in the Institute of Transportation Engineers' report Guidelines for Left-Turn Lanes (ITE,
August 2000). The results of the turn lane warrant evaluation concluded that new turn lanes are not
warranted on either U.S. Highway 17 or Spartan Drive at the project site driveway connections pursuant to
these resources; as documented in Appendix H.

7-Eleven Site ~13- Traffic Study
US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012
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Secnon 10.0 Concrusion
Based on the data, analyses and findings contained hereln, and summarized below, the following is
concluded in consideration of the development of the subject 7-Eleven site:

& Acceptable operating conditions are anticlpated for each of the site access connections, the off-site
study intersections, and the study area roadway segments.

€ Project impacts were identified to be minimal at each of the study intersections and roadway
segments, with insignificant changes In level of service and v/c ratlos.

% New turn lanes are not warranted on either U.S. Highway 17 or Spartan Drive at the project site
driveway connectlons.

€ Transportation improvements are Identified to not be necessary in assoclation with the
development of the proposed 7-Eleven site.

7-Eleven Site -12- Traffic Study
US-17 at Spartan November 13, 2012




APPENDIX A

Methodology




RAYSOR

o . TRAFRIC ENGINEERING
Transportation Consulting DEVEIOPMENT SUPPORT
October 29, 2012 VIA EMAL

Mr. Shad M. Smith, P.E.

Principal Engineer, Engineering Division
Seminole County Public Works Departrent
520 West Lake Mary Boulevard, Sults 200
Sanford, Florida 32773

Subject:  7-Eleven Davalopmant Site (NEC US-17/Spartan Drive)
Teuliic Study Methodology Statement [REVISED]

Desr Mr. Smith,

Seminole County property id no. 19-21-30-300-0630-0000 is an approsdmately 1.00 acre site located at the northeast corner
of the Intersection of U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive, and Is proposed for the development of a 7-Eleven convenlence
store with ges (refer to Attachment “A" for location map). This letter documents our proposed methodalogy for
undertaking the required traffic study; whereas the following methodology has been prepared In general accordance with
Semincle County's Summory of Traffic Study Requirements for Site impact Analysis {Profects In the TCEA/DULA) dated July 8,
2011,

Project Description

The project site Is currently vacant as shown In Attachment "B". The project sita Is proposed to consist of a 2,940
square foot 7-Eleven convenlence store with 12 vehide fueling positions, a¢ shown In Attachment "C". The project site
Is proposed to access adjacent roads via a right-in/right-out connection to US. Highway 17 and via a full access
connection to Spartan Drive.

Iro Genaration

The dally and peak hour trip generation of the project site was estimated for the proposed development using trip
wumkucdltl,sﬂeﬂtlﬂudthpGemﬂm[kﬁﬂthTnmmrhﬂmEMmﬂ[ﬂELB*edMomM)md
Trip Generation Handbook (ITE, 2™ edition, 2004); whereas new extemnal trips were calculated using the “primary trip®
data ldentified In the Trip Genergtion Handbook Table 1.0 summarizes the trip generation estimate, as further
documented In Attachment “D”.

Tanis 1.0 Tror GENERATION SUMMARY

Daily Trips AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips

Driveway New Extemal Driveway New Exteinal Driveway New Extemal
Trips Trips Trips Trips Trips Trips

Proposed 7-Eleven 2,486 34 130 16 176 30

19046 Bruce 8. Downs Bhd, Sulle 308 a Tompo, R 33647 o (813} 6251499 o (B13) 4137432 b o www.raysoriransporation.com
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Mr. Shad M. Smith, P.E.
October 29, 2012
Paga2of3

Ido Distribution & Asslienment
mmmnmmhnmdmmmmmpswmlmmdmmmityhadonemﬂncmmu
shown In Attachment "E”.

Study Ares Rogdway Sexments
mmmmmwmmmmamwmmmmmmambebwm

shown In Attachment "F*).

e U1700: U.S. Highway 17 from Orange County Line to Lake of the Woods Bivd
e U1705: US. Highway 17 from Lake of the Woods Bivd to State Road 436

Ench of the above roadway segments are proposed to be included In the study area.

Study Ares intersections
The major and/or signalized Intersections within a 1/4 mile of the project she parimeter are listed below {as shown in
Attachment “G"}.

¢ US. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive
The above Intersaction Is propased to ba included In the study area, along with the project site access connections.

Analvsls Scenarios
For study roedway segments, dally conditions will be analyzed for total traffic conditions {i.e., existing + committed +
new project). For study intersections, PM peak hour conditions will be analyzed for total reffic conditions (i.e., existing
+ committed + new project).

Imaffic Volumes
Existing and committed daily traffic volumas for study roadway segments will be obtained from the County's Summary

of Roadway Concurrency information (3/1/12). Total traffic volumas for study roadway segments will be calculated by
adding project generated new extemnal trips to the exdsting+committed trips.

Existing PM peak hour traffic volumes for study Intersections will be obtained from manual counts to be undertaken in
October/November 2012. Committed PM peak hour traffic volumes for study Intersections will be estimated based on
the dally committed traffic volumes ising a K factor of 0.081 & a D factor of 0.568. Total traffic volumes for study
lmﬂhuwhlﬁumkamddmmmﬂnlemMMu.

Ansiysis Procedures
mdmymmmmhmwﬂlbemnwmdwunmrﬂhndunﬂmmcﬂ\odshmndduatbnofﬂnm

values as reported In the County’s Summary of Roadway Concurrency Information (3/1/12). Intarsaction analyses will
be undertaken using Highway Capadity Manual procedures calculated using Synchro software.

19046 Brucn B. Downs Bivd, Sulte 308 o Tampa, A 33647 o (813} 6251699 o (813) 4137432 & o W aysoransporiation. com

APPENDIX A-20of 15




RAYSOR Transporiation Consulting

Mr. Shad M. Smith, P.E.
October 29, 2012
Page3of3

Pecumentation
A report documenting the traffic impact study will be prepared In accordance with County requirements. The report

will be signed and sealed by a profassional engineer registared in the State of Florida.

H you should have any questions or comments regerding the materials discussed hereln, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
RAYSOR Transportation Consulting

President

19046 Broce B. Downs Bhad, Sufe 308 o Tumpa, R 33647 o (B13) 6251699 » (813} 4137432 & o www.raysortmnsporktion.com
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T-ELEvEn: U.S. HIGHWAY 17 AT SPARTAN DRIVE
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7-ELEvEN: U.S. HiGHWAY 17 AT SPARTAN DRIVE
EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS
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7-ELevEn: U.S. HiGHWAY 17 AT SPARTAN DRive
PROPOSED S1TE CONDITIONS
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7-Eleven Sita
U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive

Proposad Conditions Trip Gensration Estimate

Dalty

AM Peak Hour

Trips Enter Exit ;:: Trips Enter Exh

PM Peak Hour

Pass-By Trips 2442 1,0Mm 1071 114 57 57 u mn
Naw Exsernal Trips 388 172 102 % @ 8 8 15
(1) Primazy Trip Rate Sources: AM & PM - ITE Trip Generation Handbook (2nd ed |, Wesiday colcutated ox average of AM ond P,

RAYSOR Transporfafion Consuling

ATTACHMENT D - 1 of3
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7-ELEVEN SITE
AM Peak Hour Project Traffic Distribution
ATTACHMENT E-10f2
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7-ELEVEN SITE
PM Peak Hour Project Traffic Distribution
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Nelson, Anthony [ANsison@seminolecountyf.govi
Friday, November 02, 2012 11:31 AM
‘Michael

Michael Raysor
From:

Sent:

To: Raysor

Subjeot: RE: 7-11 site at US-17/Spartan

Michael:

Revised the trip distribution you provided to show 129 eastbound and 12% westbound for Spartan Drive. This Is a cut
through road that is fairly traveled and the 12% seems more practical for such a road, as Spartan Drive. Please
coordinate with the design engineer as | cannot approve the TIA until | have the correct design shown of the location of
the driveway on Spartan, once it has been shifted farter to the east. | have no further comments.

Regards,
Tony Nelson

From: Michaal Raysor [maiito:mdr@ravse
Sent: Monday, October 29, 2012 4:00 PM
Tan Nelson, Anthony

Cc= Siith, Shad

Subject: RE: 7-11 site at US-17/Spartan

Tony,
| have revised the methodology {attached] in response to your comments, as follows:

(1) Removed reference to growth/seasonal factors.

{2) Provided supporting information for the assumed primary trips (percent new trips) - refer to Attachment D-2 & D-3.
(noting that the values proposed are the same as those approved for use for the Red Bug/Tuskawllla site}

{3) Provided trip distributions for study segments - refer to Attachment E-1 & E-2,

{4) Added reference to County established K and D factors.

{5} In regard 1o the driveway locatlon, | will forward the comment to the sie engineer.

Thank you, and | will be looking forward to hearing from you.

-Mike

Michael D. Raysor, P.E., PTOE
RAYSOR Transportation Consulting
19046 Bruce B, Downs Boulevard, #308
Tampa, Flovida 33547

{813) 525-1699 | (813) 413-7432 fx

Prom: Nelson, Anthony [malito:A -
Sent: Monday, October 22, 2012 11:30 AM
To: ‘Michael Raysor'

Ce= Smith, Shad

Subjeck: RE: 7-11 site at US-17/Spartan

APPENDIX A -14of 15




Attached s our response to the methadology you submitted for the referenced project. Please revised and resubmit an
updated methodology at your earliest convenlence for review and approval, prior to the submittal of the Traffic Impact
Analysls.

Regards,

Tony Nelson

mmusdayoanberm,zouuom

To: Nelson, Anthony
Subject: 7-11 site at US-17/Spartan
Tony,

I have attached our proposed methodology for conducting the traffic study for the development of the 7-11 site at Us-
17/Spartan. The methodology was prepared in general accordance with the County's guldelines,

Please review and forward elther comments or approval.

Also, when you get this emall, could you please respond back with an estimate regarding when we can expect
approval/comments?

Thank you.
-Mike

Michael D. Raysor, P.E., PTOE
RAYSOR Transportation Consulting
19045 Bruce B, Downs Boulevard, #308
Tampa, Florida 33647

(813) 625-1694 | (813) 413-7432 #x

**Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Virtually all written communications to or from State and Local Officiale
wmmmmmmmbbpmmmmmmmmmmm
differentiate between personal and businesa emalls. E-mall sent on the County system will be considsred public and will
only bs withheld from disciosurs If deemed confidential pursuant fo Stats Law.™™

**Florida has a very broad Public Records Law. Virually all written communications to or from State and Local Officials
and employses are public records avallable fo the public and media upon request. Seminole County policy does not
differentiate between maMbmmmlmﬁmmcomqmnmmmmmwm
only be withheid from disclosure If deemed confidential pursuant to State Law,
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Trip Generation




7-Eleven Site
U.S. Highway 17 at Spartan Drive

Proposed Conditions Trip Generation Estimate

Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use

Description Tri Tri i
> Trips Enter Exit Trips Enter Exit Wi Trips Enter Exit
Rate ate Rate

Percent New Trips™

Pass-By Trips 2,142 1,071 1,071

New External Trips 344 2172 1imn2
{1) Primary Trip Rate Sources: AM & PM - ITE Trip Generation Hondbook (Znd ed.), Weekday colculated as overoge of AM and PM.

RAYSOR Transportation Consuliing
APPENDIXB-10f3
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APPENDIX E

Traffic Counts




RKEY Roadwsy Name From To

TSK50 Tuskawlila Rd East Lake Dr Red Bug Lake Rd
Current Traffic Count 34.237
Roadway Link Capacity 42 580
Committed Trips 14
Net Avallablo Capaolty 288

TSK75 Tuskawlila Rd Winter 8prings Bivd East Lake Dr
Current Traffic Count 26,258
Roadway Link Capacity 42.860
Committed Trips ur
Net Avaiiable

TSKS0 Tuskawilla Rd S.R. 434 Winter Springs Bivd
Current Traffie Count 18.583
Roadway Link Capaclity 42,589

Lake of the Woods Bivd

Roadway Link Capacity

Committed Trips 231
Net Avallablo Capachty AT
uiros U.s. 1792 8.R. 438 Lake of the Woods Bivd
Curvent Traffic Count 47413
Roadway Link Capacity £0.000
Commiited Trips 308
Net Avallable Capscity 12.282
Current Traffic Count 50.441
Roedway Link Capacity £0.000
Committed Trips [}
Net Avaliable Capacity 5.888
U1Tis u.s. 17902 Dog Track Rd/Seminola Bivd  Triplett Lake Dr
Current Traffic Count $1.619
Roadway Link Capacity £0.000
Committed Trips 08
Net Available Capacity Loz
U720  US. 1792 8.R. 434 Seminola-Dogtrack Rd
Current Treffic Count 47429
Roadway Link Capacity $0.000
Commiited Trips 520
Net Avallable Capacity 12081
This information has besn provided by Shad M. Smith, P.E. at Seminols County Enginesring and is current
Information e of the above referenced date. [ peak Hour Committed Volumes NB | SB
231 x K(0.091) x D{0.568) = 12 AM] 9 |12
PM | 12| 9
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Type of peak hour being reported: Interseciion Peak Method for determining peak howr: Total Entering Volume

LOCATION: US 17 — Spartan Dr QC JOB #: 10837701
CITY/STATE: Fem Park, FL DATE: Tue, Oct 23 2012
m Peak-Hour: 7:30 AM - 8:30 AM
,7 -_— “ Peak 15-Min: 7:30 AM - 7:45 AM r l
00 23 00
d & G
L s « L =t
13
o * [aml* s M.@. =
» 3 [ >
8 I _ &4 4 p20_ @ ﬁﬂ‘li‘q.,ru‘u
5 Quality Counts 00 43 00
w0 1 e 21w
2 o 0 0
—— )y
I y; ° r .«. L N °
) %&:& 7 o TP T o
s’uu I: LY,
(] - b o
& L]
NA — NA
s = PN
T AT 3 IIE Ry,
® ) W £ o> kY r
“ ¢ 4% & P
AT RO
L ] [ ]
45-8in Count [ k14 (X1 Bparizn Spreon Oy To_ﬂm-
r-u” ({Couthhoynd) (Eesthound) Totals
%. mm 141 3 1 0] 0 684 0 % 0 0 0 o0 14 )
THBAM | 5 190 & 4 748 O o] o 0o 2 o olsm 8§ 0 0|10t
630AM | 6 263 12 S 2| 7 7@ 41 O O] 2 ©0 © O 3@ 1 8 0 31006 | 4474
B48AM | 2 208 48 8 2| 3 7458 0 © 0| 1 1 2 ©o o|e 1 11 0 3 [1162 | 4512

L Thou gt b I el

;
i
}
i

004 [] 1
HoavyTrutks | © 40 0 0 82 9 0 o 0 4 0 0 88
Pedestrians 0 ] 0 4 4
Bioycies [/} o 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 4] 0 0
Raliroad
I Comments:
Report generated on 10/28/2012 12:01 PM SCURCE: Quality Counts, LLC (hitp/ww.qualltycounts.net) 1-877-580-2212
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Type of peak hour bsing reportsd: intersection Peak

Method for determining peak hour: Total Entering Volume

CITY/STATE: Fem Pari, FL

LOCATION: US 17 — Spartan Dr

QC JOB #: 10837702

1519 M7
3 ¢

4 1483 2

4 & &
ﬂ.." LS
2 ‘@‘ °
AN o
40 2420 360

L.

L]

L]
1811 074

L T -

109~ 481

Peak 15-Min: 5:00 PM — 5:18 PM * . l
00 27 18
A % oo * 2
- @ . oo
“ 28% oa
Quality Counts 00 18 03
“RANSPDRTATION DATA L ]
COECTION SERVICES 28 14
0 0 o
4 8.
o 7 '
0 "@‘ 0
#4llL Ls RN
e P 0 0
el NA
= *

DATE: Tue, Oct 23 2012

Lol Thiy Rioht U __ B |
Heavy Trucks 0 44 4 4 B2 ] 0 (4] o ] [+] 0 12
Pedsstrians 0 1] 1] 4 4
Bloyoley 0 0 L] 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 1] 0

Ralivad
Commenis:

Rapoit generated on 10/28/2012 12:01 PM

SOURCE: Quallty Counts, LLC (http/www.qualltycounts.net) 1-877-580-2212
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APPENDIX F

Intersection Analysis




HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Site
1: Spartan Drive & US-17 AM Peak Hour Existing Traffic Conditions

Lane Configurations 4 F ¥ & Y M4 d T
Volump (vph) 1 0 7T m 0 48 42 1037 & 19 3134 7
ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1800 1800 1900 1800 1800 1800 1900 1900 1900 1800 1900
Tolal Lost fime (3) 68 @8 66 68 68 68 68 68 658
Lane Uti. Factor 100 100 085 085 100 081 100 100 091
Ft - 100 0B85 - 100 086 - 480 100 085 100 100
Fit Protecied 085 100 085 087 085 100 100 085 1.00
Satd, Row (prof) 1806 1616 1008 1836 1605 4988 1615 1805 G084
At Permitted 085 100 085 097 003 100 100 023 100
Badd. Fiow (perm) 1805 1815 ' 1608 1636 81 4088 1615 444 5084
Peak-hour factor, PHF 065 095 095 085 095 085 095 08 085 085 095 095
Ad). Fow {vph) 1 0 T M 0 48 U4 1092 55 20 3200 7
RTOR Reduction {vph) 0 0 7 0 10 0 0 0 17 0 0 0
Lane Growp Flow (vph) 0 1 .0 18 18 0 - 4 1002 ] 20 3308 0
Heavy Vehicies (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 4% 0% 4% 0% 0% 2% o%
Tum Typs Spit Pormi Spit pmegt Perm  pmrpt
Protected Phases 8 8 4 4 1 g 5 2
Peimilisd Phases 8 6 8 2
Actusiad Green, G (s) 26 28 B3 23 1206 1238 1238 1258 1219
Effeciive Green, g (3) 28 28 B3 203 1288 1238 1238 1258 1218
Actuated g/C Ratio 001 001 013 013 072 060 089 070 068
Clearainos Time () 68 68 88 &8 68 68 688 68 68
Vehicle Extension (s) 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
Lans Grp Cap (vph) 2 23 20 212 100 3431 1111 340 3443
v/ Ratio Prot ¢0.00 c0.10 008 001 022 000 085
vis Ratio Perm 0.00 030 002 004
vic Ratio 004 000 076 073 044 032 003 008 098
Uniform Delay, d1 815 814 TBT 7183 48 112 00 84 288
Progression Factor 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 08 01 W5 118 81 02 01 01 85
Delay (s) 881 875 902 874 489 115 90 B85 354
Lavel of Service F E F F D B A A D
Approach Delay (s) 878 88.7 128 352

LOS F

Actuaied Cyclo Length (s) 180.0 Sum of st time {8) 264

Intersection Capacity Utilization 81.1% ICU Lavel of Service F

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchro 7 - Light: Report
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Site

1: Spartan Drive & US-17

PM Paak Hour Existing Traffic Conditions

Lane Configurations q i" Y & % 44 [ LY TS
Volume {vph) 9 2 18 18 0 3 48 441 W 62 U 4
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1000 1900 1800 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1800 1800 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 66 68 68° 68 656 68 68 85 68

Lane Utl. Facior 100 100 085 085 100 081 100 100 091

Fit 100 085 400 092 100 100 085 100 4.00

Fit Protected 096 100 085 098 085 100 100 095 1.00

Safd. Flow (prof) 1825 1815 1665 1586 1805 5085 1500 - 770 6034

Fit Permitted 096 100 085 098 015 100 100 004 1.00

Said. Flow (perm) 1825 1615 1685 1508 27 5085 1580 - 68 -60S4
Paak-hour factor, PHF 087 097 087 087 087 087 097 097 087 087 097 097
Ad). Flow (wph) 9 2 18 108 0 40 47 2518 411 64 1507 4
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 18 0 A4 0 0 0 T4 0 0 0
Lane Group Flow (wph) 0 M 0 75 4 0 47 258 337 64 M1 0
Heavy Vehiciss (%) 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 2% 1% 2% 3% 0%
Protecied Phases 8 8 4 4 1 8 5 2
Permitied Phases 8 ' 6 - - -8 2. o
Actuated Green, G (3) 45 45 140 140 1524 1470 1470 1578 1487
Effective Green, g (8) 45 45 140 140 1524 1470 W10 1578 4407 .
Actusted g/C Ratio 002 002 007 007 078 074 074 079 OT5
Cilserance Time (s) 66 68 68 68 88 68 6858 88 68
Vehicle Extension (s) 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30

Lane Grp Cap {vph) 4 B T 112 252 337 W5 121 38

vfs Ratio Prot c0.01 005 003 001 cDA9 002 030

vis Ratio Perm 0.00 0.4 021 040 -

vic Ratio 027 001 084 042 016 067 020 053 040
Uniform Delay, d1 861 958 908 894 63 138 89 231 00
Progression Factor 100 100 100 1.00 100 100 100 100 1.00
Incremenial Delay, d2 35 01 14 25 04 10 08 41 03

Delay (s) 998 857 1019 916 67 19 95 212 94

Lave! of Service F F F F A B A c A
Approach Delay (s) 973 96.9 14.0 10.4
Approach LOS F F B B

HCM Average Confrol Delay 167 HCM Lovel of Service

HCM Volume to Capaclty ratio 0.68

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 2000 Sum of lost ime (s) 330

Intersaction Capacity Utlization 73.2% ICU Level of Sarvice D

Analysis Period (imin) 15

¢ Ciitical Lane Group

RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchro 7 - Light: Report
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7-Eleven Site
AM Peak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis
1: Spartan Drive & US-17

Lane Configurations 4 o % & N e [ R
iume (vph) 1 ¢ .7 M7 D 4 42 1038 & 88 e 7
low (vphel) 1900 1900 1900 1800 1800 1300 1900 1900 4900 1900 1800 1900
Total Loat time (s) .68 85 68 86 - .68 68 68 88 88 -
Lane Util, Factor 100 100 085 085 100 081 100 100 08§
100 085 100 088 “400. - 100 085 100 100
Fit Protected 085 100 085 088 095 100 100 085 1.0
Seld. Row (prof) 1805 1618 1008 1845 4805 4968 1615 1806 -5084
Fit Permitted 085 100 085 088 003 100 100 02 100
' - - 1805 4815 1608 | 1845 L BA- 4g88 1615 - 424 50B4 .
Peak-hour factor, PHF 085 085 095 085 085 085 085 085 085 085 095 085
Ad). Row {vph) 1 0 7T 8@ 0 46 . & 1083 54 6. 8 7
RTOR Raduction (vph) 0 0 7 0 8 0 0 0 18 o 0 0
Lane Groip Flow (vph) 0 1 0 . 1M D .4 1003 ¥ om0
Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 4% 0% 4% 0% 0% 2% 0%
Protacted Phases 8 8 4 4 1 6 5 2
Parmitied Phases -8 ¥ T : B ou, Bl LN 8
Actuated Green, G (s) 26 28 253 253 1243 1185 1185 1271 1199
Effsctive Green, g (s) - 28 28 %3 253 1243 1185 1185 1271 1189 -
Actustad g/C Ratio 001 001 044 014 065 086 066 071 087
Closrance Time (3) 66 68 68 68 B8 68 08 68 ..68
Vehicle Extension {s) 30 30 3.0 3.0 30 30 30 3.0 3.0
Lans Grp Cap (vph) 2 2 2 © 400 3284 1083 355 . -B8ST
v/s Ratio Prot ¢0.00 011 0.1 o001 o2 0.0t o064
Vi Retio Perm 0.00 028 002 o0t -
vic Ratio 004 000 078 0.5 044 033 003 017 097
Uniform Delay, d1 875 T4 TAT TAA 49 135 107 85 .28Y
" Progression Factor 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 - 1.00
incremental Delay, &2 08 01 163 134 31 03 01 02 64
Delay (s) 881 875 900 674 480 137 108 87 376
Level of Service F F F F D B B A . D
Approach Delay (s) 878 887 149 37.0
Agpreagh F F B 2D

HCM Average Confrol Delay %8  HCMlewsiofSewicd = = D
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.88
Actuated Cycle Length () 180.0 Sum of lost time (g) 19.8
Capacity Utilization 914% ICU Level of Service F
Analysis Period (min) 15 :
¢ (Critical Lane Group
RAYSOR Transportetion Consulting Synchro 7 - Light: Report
APPENDIX F - 3 of 4




HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Slte
1: Spartan Drive & US-17 PM Paak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

Lane Configurations 4 r Y & N M i %5

Volume {vph) ) 2 18 103 0 3% 46 241 401 88 1449 4
ideal Flow (vphpl) 1800 1800 1800 1800 1800 4900 1800 1800 1800 1800 1900 1900
Total Lost ime (s) 66 68 &8 68 68 66 68 68 68

Lane Ut Factor 100 100 085 085 100 081 100 100 081

Ft 100 085 100 082 100 100 085 100 4100

Fit Protected 096 100 085 088 095 100 100 085 100

Said. Row (prof) 1825 1616 1665 1506 1805 5085 1680 - 1770 G0N

Fit Permitted 086 100 085 088 045 100 100 003 100

Seld. Flow (perm) 1825 1616 1685 1588 288 5085 1600 @2 6034
Peak-hour factor, PHF 097 087 087 097 087 087 087 087 087 087 097 097
Ad). Flow {vph) 9 2 16 108 0 40 a7 222 43 8 1488 4
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 186 0 24 ] 0 0 78 0 0 0
Lane Group Flow {vph) 0 11 L -] 47 0 47 258 337 - 89 M 0
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 2% 1% 2% 3% 0%
Tum Type Spit Perm  Spit privipl Perm pmpt |
Protected Phases 8 8 4 4 1 é § 2
Pormitisd Phases 8 6 ] 2

Actuated Green, G (s) 45 45 140 140 1508 1452 1452 1508 1487
Effective Graen, g {s) 45 45 140 140 1508 1452 1462 1608 407
Actuated g/C Ratio 002 002 007 007 075 073 073 080 075
Clearance Time (s) 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68

Vehicle Extension {8) 3.0 30 3.0 30 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

Lans Grp Cap {vph) 4 ¥ 1r 12 258 3002 1161 184 sme8

vis Ratio Prot ¢0.01 005 0.03 000 ¢0.50 c0.03 o030

s Railo Perm 0.00 043 021 049

vic Ratio 027 001 064 042 018 088 028 068 040

Uniform Delay, d1 981 968 908 891 68 148 05 4564 00
Progression Factor 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
incremental Delay, d2 35 01 114 25 03 10 08 117 03

Delay (8) 996 957 1019 9186 70 159 101 672 93

Level of Service F F F F A B B E A
Approach Delay (s) 073 96.9 15.0 120
Approach LOS F F B B

HCM Average Control Delay 170 HCM Level of Service

HCM Voluma to Capacly ratio 0.70

Actusted Cycie Langth () 200.0 Sum of lost time () 330

intersaction Capacity Utiization T0.5% ICU Level of Service D

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

RAYSOR Transportation Consuiting Synchro 7 - Light Report
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APPENDIX G

Site Access Analysis




HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Site
2: Project Driveway & US-17 AM Peak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

BT R ey S i e R ST A s |

Lane Configurations f M 44
Volums {velvh) 0 15 1011 28 0 3185

Sign Control Stop Free Free
Grogs 0% % 0%

Peak Hour Factor 095 085 085 085 085 095
Hourly fiow rals (vwh) 0 18 1127 0 3332
Pedesirians

Lane Width (W)

Walking Speed (R/s)

Right tum flare (veh)

Median siorage voh)

Upstréam signal (1) 820

pX, platoon unblocked 082 092 0.82

vC, conllicfing volume 260 388 1152

¥GH, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, #tage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 2050 2 853

{C, single (s) 68 69 41

1C, 2 stage (s)

Flo) 35 33 22
pﬂcpauehe% 100 88 100

&M capacily (vehvh) & o 730

Volume Total ' 16 451 451 20 1111 1111 11
Volume Left 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Volume Right 18 0 o A4 0 0 0
¢SH 70 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700
Volume 1o Capacily 002 027 027 045 085 085 085
Quaus Length 85th (R} 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Confrol Delay (o) 88 00 o0 00 00 00 00
A

RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchro 7 - Light Report
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Site
3: Spartan Drive & Project Driveway AM Peak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

S = -~ «

Lane 4 3 b

Volume (vehvh) 4 62 308 8 8 4
Sign Control Free  Fres Stop
Grade , 0% 0%. 0%
Peak Hour Factor 095 085 085 085 085 095
Hourdy Siow rate (vph) 8 6 38 8 ] 44
Pedegtiane

Lane Width (1)

Walking Speed (f's)

Peevent Blockage

Right tum fere (veh)

Msdim fpo None Mone

Madian storage veh)

Upsiream sighal (1) 690

pX, piatoon unblocked

¥C, conflicting volume 334 488 320 .
vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, siage 2 cond vol

vCu, unblocked vol 334 488 320
iC, single {s) 44 64 62
1C, 2 siage (s)

iF(s) 22 35 33
PO queus free % 87 ] 84
cM capacily (vehvh) 1237 2 nr .

RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchro 7 - Light: Report
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis
2: Project Driveway & US-17

7-Eleven Site

PM Psak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

EEEEKED
B SRR e R R o i

Lane Configuretions 7 4 44

Volume (velvh) 0 50 2447 48 0 1533

Sign Control Stop Free Free

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Peak Hour Factor 087 087 087 087 087 097
Hourly Sow ras (vph) 0 52 2523 51 0 1580

Lane Width (1)

Walking Speed (ft's)

Right tum flare (veh)

Median type Nons Nona

Median storage veh)

Upsirearn signal () 820

pX, piatoon unblocked 070 0.70 0.70

vC, confliciing volume 075 808 2573

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, slage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 2468 ] 1751

iC, ningls {s) 68 89 41

1C, 2 stage (s)

F@) 35 33 22

pO queus free % 100 3 100

G capacily (vehth) 8 765 254

Volume Tolal 52 1000 1000 &5 827 657 5«
Yolume Laft 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0
Yolurne Right 52 0 0 51 0 0 0
¢SH 785 1700 1700 1700 1700 4700 1700
Volume bo Capacity 00T 050 059 033 031 031 031
Qusus Length 85th (fY) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
Condrol Delay (8) 00 00 00 00 00 0.0 0.0
Lane LOS B

Approach Delay (s) 100 0.0 0.0

Approach LOS B

Average Delay 04

Infsresction Capadily Uliiization §84% ICU Lovel of Service
Ansysls Period (min) 15

RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchio 7 - Light: Report
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 7-Eleven Site
3: Spartan Drive & Project Driveway PM Peak Hour Total Traffic Conditions

R R N B A 1 T R e |
Lane Configurstions & b W

Volume (vehth) 8 44 18 L1 R | Z
Sign Control Free  Free Stop
Grads - 0% % 0% P
Peak Hour Factor 087 087 087 097 o087 097
Hourly figw rale (vph) &8 488 B " 1 23
Pedestrians
Lane Widih ()
Walking Speed (R%)

it Blodngo
Right fum flare (veh)

e -Nons  None
Modian storage veh)
Upstream eignal (f) 620
pX, piatoon unblocked
vC, oonilicling volizne 148 . 668 143
vC1, stage 1 conf vol
vG2, slage 2 conf vol
vCu, unbiocked vol 148 669 143
C, single (9) 41 64 62
iC, 2 stage ()
o 22 a5 33
PO quaue free % 08 97 o7
M capaoclly (vehvh) 14456 418 910
folums a7
Volume Left 28 0 11
Volume Right 0 11 28
¢SH 1445 1700 679
Volume fo Capacily 002 000 008
Queue Length 95th (ft) 2 0 5
Condrol Delay (s) 08 00 108
Lane LOS A B
Approach Delay (s) 08 00 108
Approach LOS B
Average Delay 11
Interseclion Capacity Utitzation 484% ICU Level of Service A
Analysts Period (min) 15
RAYSOR Transportation Consulting Synchro 7 - Light: Report
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APPENDIX H

Turn Lane Warrant Evaluation




7-ELEVEN SITE (US-17 at Spartan)
Left-Turn Lane Warrant Evaluation

Locatlon: Eastbound Spartan Drive at Project Driveway

Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Advancing Volume: 95 vph Advancing Volume: 482 vph
Opposing Volume: 317 vph Opposing Volume: 144 vph
Left-Tum Volume: 34 vph (35%) Left-Turn Volume: 28 vph (6%)
RESULT >>> NOT WARRANTED
2400
1 0.5 -7 Yett Turn ] l [ ;
2200 Operating Speed 20 mph
: \ Speed Limit 25 mph
2000 \ Design Speed 30 mph
1800 '
__ 1600 3 \ \
= 1 Lo
= \\\
o 1400 i =
€ ] \ \ \
2 4 1.5
< oo _——-w%\ h
& =t
Tg mao: 0 \\\\
3 i 3.0 \\\\\ \\
R P, [l 5, ™ IS.\
400 3 N\ \\
- NN
400 " o
200 %\ \\Qﬁ‘ i
<} hw\""‘-—s__ \
oM %%}E%
0 T T T T T T T
0 800 1000 1200 1400

SOURCE: Institute of Transportation Engineers’ report Guidelines for Left-Tumn Lanes (ITE, August 2000)
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7-ELEVEN SITE (US-17 at Spartan)
Right-Turn Lane Warrant Evaluation

Location: Northbound U.S. Highway 17 at Project Driveway

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Right-Turn Volume: 23 vph Right-Turn Volume: 49 vph
Warrant Threshold: 125 vph Warrant Threshold: 125 vph
RESULT >>> NOT WARRANTED
Chapter 7 Right Turn Lanes
7.2
WHEN SHOULD WE
BUILD RIGHT TURN
LANES?
Roadway Posted Number of
Exhibit 44 Speed Limit Right Tuma Per Hour
RECOMMENDED 45 mph or isss 80-125°
GUIDELINES FOR Civer 45 mph 35857
l%lmll.‘“ﬁ;ﬁ‘gr *May not be appropriate for signahized locetions where signal
UNSIGNALIZED® phasing plays an important role in determining the need for
DRIVEWAY gt hura lncies.

L The lower threshold of Bo right tura vehides per hour
would be most used for higher volume (greater than 600
vehicles per hour, per lune in one direction on the major
roadway) or two-lane roads where lateral movement s
restricted. The 125 right turn vehickes per hour upper
threshold would be most appropriste on lower volume
roadways, multilane highways, or driveways with a large
entry radius (50 feet or greater).

2. The lower threshold of 35 right tum vehicles per hour
would be most appropriately used on higher volume two-
Iane roadways where lateral movement is restricted. The
55 right turn vehides per hour upper threshold would be
most appropriate on lower volume roadways, multilane
highways. or drivewnys with large entry radivs (50 feet or
greater).

Note: A posted speed limil of 45 mph may be used with
these thresholds if the operating speeds are known to be
over 45 mph during the time of peak right turn demund.
Note on Traffic prafections: Projecting tum volumes
Is at best s knowledgable guess. Keep this in mind
especially if the projections of right turns are dose fo
meeting the guidelines. In that case you may want to
require construction.

FOOT Driveway Handbook &0 March 2005
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7-ELEVEN SITE (US-17 at Spartan)

Right-Turn Lane Warront Evalugtion

Locatlon: Westbound Spartan Drive at Project Driveway

AM Peak Hour
Right-Turn Volume: 8 vph
Warrant Threshold: 80 vph

BM Peak Hour
Right-Turn Volume: 11 vph
Warrant Threshold: 80 vph

RESULT >>> NOT WARRANTED
Chapter 7 Right Tum Lanes
7.2
ey
WHEN SHOULD WE
BUILD RIGHT TURN
LANES?
Roadway Pested Nember of
Exhibit 44 Spoed Limit Right Tums Par Hour
RECOMMENDED 45 mph or less [EFTY
E‘;'mmmm‘ Ovec 45 mph WET
TURN LANES TO *May not be appropriate for signafived Tocstions where signa

DRIVEWAY

FDOT Driveway Handbook

. phasing plays an imporunt role in determining the need for
UNBIGNALIZED it i

1. The lower threshold of 80 right turn vehicles per hour

would be most used for higher volume (greater than 600
vehides per hour, per lane in one direction on the major
roadway) or two-lane roads where lateral movement is
restricted. The 125 right tumn vehides per hour upper
threshold would be most appropriste on lower volume
roadways, multliane highways, or driveways with a large
entry radius (50 feet or greater).

The lower threshold of 35 right tumn vehicles per hour
would be most appropriately used on higher volume two-
lane roadways where lateral movement ks restricted. The
55 right turn vehicles per hour upper threshold would be
most appropriate on lower volurme roadways, multilane
highways. or drivewsys with large entry radius (50 feet or
greater).

Notes A posted speed limit of 45 mph may be used with
these thresholds if the opernting speeds are known 1o be
over 45 mph during the time of peak right turn demand.
Note on Traffic prajections: Projecting turn volumes
is at best a knowledgable guess. Keep this in mind
especially if the projections of right tums are dose 1o
meeting the guidelines, In that case you may want 10
require construetion.

60 March 2005
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_l'\i_elson, Anthony

— ]
From: Forte, Jami
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2013 1:57 PM
To: Nelson, Anthony
Subject: Please review following 2 ePlan projects
Hi Tony,

Please log into E Plan to review 13-06000051, Bloom Laurel Horse Boarding/Training Facility and 13-
060000050, 7-11 Spartan (17-92) replacing the Mobil Station. The concurrency applications are attached.
Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thank you & have a wonderful day,

Ao A

Jami Forte

Planning Coordinator for Impact Fee's & Impact Anlysis {Concurrency)
Seminole County Development Services Dept., Business Office/Building Division
1101 East 1st Street, Room 1020

Sanford, Florida 32771

phone 407-665-7356
jforte@seminclecountyfl.sov

Where Customer Service is our top priority.
www.seminolecountyfl.gov/gm/survey.as




Good afternoon,

Below Is a copy of the concurrency review opplication for 7-Eleven #36690, | don’t think this
project has been submitted as of yet, the fee for review will be $800.00 and
2 coples of a sealed impact Analysis should also be submitted, please let me know if you have
any questions.

Thanks,

Jami

From: is web@seminolecountyfl.gov [mailto:i
Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2013 1:07 PM
To: Forte, Jami; Riley, Sandra

Subject: Application for Concurrency Review

A new Application for Concurrency Review was submitted online:
APPLICANT INFORMATION

* Applicant Name:  TGray Frazier, Harrison French & Associates
* Mafling Address: 137 E Crystal Lake Ave

* City: Lake Mary

* State: FL

* Zip: 32746

* Phone Number: 407-808-4018

Fax Number:

Email: tgray.frazier@hfa-ae.com
OWNER INFORMATION

* Owner Name: Spartan / 17-92, LLC

* Mailing Address: 3920 Edgewater Dr, Suite 101
* City: Orlando

* State: FL

* Zip: 32804

* Phone Number: 407-380-8633

Fax Number:

Email; sdewitt@shorecrestretail.com
PROJECT INFORMATION

* Project/Subdivision 7-Eleven #36690

Name:

* Property Address: 9495 S 17-92

* City: Fern Park

* State: FL

* Zip: 32751




Please list all Tax Parcel ID numbers for all properties included in this proposalfrequest.
Tax Parcel LD. #1:  19-21-30-300-0630-0000

Tax Parcel LD, #2:

Tax Parcel LD. #3:

Tax Parcel LD, #4:

APPLICATION INFORMATION
* This application: is submitted in conjunction with a development plan.

If submitted with a development application, select the type of development order applied
for below:

TYPES OF FINAL DEVELOPMENT ORDERS

Concurrency Review is: Required

Unless Applicant provides an Affidavit of Prior Vesting / Concurrency Certificate
Site Plan

FOR SEMINOLE COUNTY SCHOOLBOARD USE ONLY
[ 1PROVISION OF PUBLIC FACILITIES / SERVICE TO SCHOOL SITE

This proposal:
Replaces a past use of a Mobil Gas Station

A Signed and Sealed Traffic Impact Study is:
EMAILED: study prepared pursuant to previous methodology review meeting with

Utility Service Provisfon;

a) Water Service (Utllity Provider): Served by City of Casselberry
b) Sewer Service (Utility Provider): Served by City of Casselberry
c¢) Landscape Irrigation System:

Will this project use Potable Water for Landscape Irrigation?

Yes over an irrigated landscape area of 11,897 square feet at an applicable rate of 16
inches/week, and 9662 gpd.

A water and Sewer Demand Estimate Prepared By a Certified Engineer is:

NOT INCLUDED: I understand that Seminole County will make an estimate of water and
sewer demand based upon the information in this application, but that I am solely responsible
for assuring the accuracy of demand calculations for the purpose of paying connection fees, If
sufficient data to perform an accurate demand calculation is not provided, applicants engineer




will need to meet with the County Environmental Services Division prior to completing a utility
agreement and payment of fees to determine a final demand calculation.

PROJECT SIZE AND PHASING: Below, clearly identify past or existing uses or structures,
if

applicable, and proposed new development/construction. Credit for prior uses can only be given
if the information is clear and complete. (Note: Sizes, types, and number of units as filled out
below and as indicated on the plans will be assumed as maximums for estimating project
demand and the Certificate of Concurrency will be conditioned upon and only valid for such
maximums provided on this application)

—— BUILDING GROSS
Number of Phases ~ NOMBEROF  ppomoysp(sy  SQUAREFEET or
mber 0 ACRES NUMBER OF
(if spplicable) UNITS / LOTS
1 1.03 Retail 2940 SF
CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the information contained herein is true and correct and that I am either the
true and sole owner of the subject property, or am authorized to act on behalf of the true
owner(g) in all regards on this matter, pursuant to proof and authorization submitted with the
corresponding development application or attached hereto. I hereby represent that I have the
lawful right and authority to file this application.

T understand that submission of the form initiates a process and does not imply approval by
Seminole

County. I further understand that issuance of a Certificate of Concurrency will require
successful completion of Development Review and payment of Facility Reservation Fees, and
that likewise no final development order will be issued except upon successful completion of
this Concurrency Review. I further understand that “Inquiry Only” Review will result in no
Certificate of Concurrency being issued, and therefore no binding assurance of future capacity,
and that a new Concurrency Review application will be required in conjunction with the first
final development order applies for on this property.

[X] I have read and agree with the statements above.
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