Mayor
John Masiarczyk, Sr.

Vice Mayor
Heidi Herzberg
District 3

REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, AUGUST 4, 2014
6:30 P.M.

DELTONA COMMISSION CHAMBERS

PR S 2345 PROVIDENCE BLVD.
OIMHLISSIORErS:
DELTONA, FLORIDA
Zenaida Denizac
District 1
Webster Barnaby ¢ - *
District 2 AGENDA
Nancy Schleicher
District 4 1. CALL TO ORDER:
Anthony Bellizio :
District 5 2. ROLL CALL - CITY CLERK:
Chris Nabicht
District 6 3. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE TO THE FLAG:
A. Invocation Presented by Commissioner Bellizio - Nick
Pizza, Pizza Family Ministry.
City Manager
William D. Denny
4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES & AGENDA:
A. Approval of Minutes - Special & Regular City Commission
Meeting of July 21, 2014.
B.  Additions or Deletions to Agenda.
5. PRESENTATIONS/AWARDS/REPORT:

A. Presentation - Quarterly Reports of City Advisory

Boards/Committees.

PUBLIC FORUM - Citizen comments for any items.
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CONSENT
AGENDA:

(4 minute maximum length)

All items marked with an % will be considered by one motion unless
removed from the Consent Agenda by a member of the City Commission.

7. CONSENT AGENDA:

8. ORDINANCES AND PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A.

Public Hearing - Resolution No. 2014-21: Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) Annual Action Plan for Program Year (PY) 2014-15.

Public Hearing - Resolution No. 2014-08, Iglesia Misionera Eslabon de Dios
(IMED) Church Conditional Use Application (CU14-003).

Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 15-2014, An amendment to allow
Changeable Copy Signs for Houses of Worship, at second and final reading.

Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 05-2014, an amendment to rezone +8.67
acres of land located at 110 Howland Boulevard from the Volusia County
zoning designation of Rural Residential (RR) to the City of Deltona zoning
designation of Retail Commercial (C-1), at first reading and to schedule
second and final reading for August 18, 2014.

Ordinance No. 13-2014, Amending the Firefighter’s Pension Plan by
allowing the Fire Chief the option of Opting Out of Participation, at first
reading and to schedule second and final reading for August 18, 2014.

Ordinance No. 19-2014, Charter amendment removing initial
incorporation/transition provisions, boundary descriptions, and language
changing candidate qualifying provisions, at first reading and to schedule
second and final reading.

Ordinance No. 20-2014, Charter amendment removing City Manager
residency requirement, at first reading and to schedule second and final
reading.

Ordinance No. 21-2014, Charter amendment removing term limits on
Mayor and City Commissioners, at first reading and to schedule second and
final reading.

Ordinance No. 22-2014, Charter amendment removing in-house City
Attorney residency requirement, at first reading and to schedule second
and final reading.

Ordinance No. 23-2014, Charter amendment changing compensation of
Mayor and City Commission, at first reading and to schedule second and
final reading.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

NOTE:

OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:

A. Request for approval of the Interlocal Agreement with the River-to-Sea
Transportation Planning Organization.

B. Request for consideration of proposed change to Real Estate Purchase
Agreement for Dupont Lakes Park extending the Closing Date to earlier of
site plan review or December 31, 2014.

CITY ATTORNEY COMMENTS:

CITY MANAGER COMMENTS:

A. Lobbyist Update.

CITY COMMISSION COMMENTS:

ADJOURNMENT:

If any person decides to appeal any decision made by the City Commission with respect to any matter
considered at this meeting or hearing, he/she will need a record of the proceedings, and for such purpose
he/she may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the
testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based (F.S. 286.0105).

Individuals with disabilities needing assistance to participate in any of these proceedings should contact
the City Clerk, Joyce Raftery 48 hours in advance of the meeting date and time at (386) 878-8500.



AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014

FROM: William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: 3-A

SUBJECT: Invocation Presented by Commissioner Bellizio - Nick Pizza, Pizza Family

Ministry.

LOCATION: N/A

BACKGROUND: At the Regular City Commission Meeting on Monday,
October 17, 2011, the City Commission approved to have
each Commissioner by District schedule someone to present
the invocation at each Regular City Commission meeting
rotating each Commissioner by District starting with
District #1, #2, #3, #4, #5, #6 and the Mayor.

ORIGINATING

DEPARTMENT: City Clerk's Office

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A

COST: N/A

REVIEWED BY: City Clerk

STAFF

RECOMMENDATION

PRESENTED BY: N/A - Invocation Only.

POTENTIAL

MOTION: N/A - Invocation Only.

AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED BY:

William D. Denny, City Manager
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AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014

FROM: William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: 4-A

SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes - Special & Regular City Commission Meeting of July

21,2014.

LOCATION: N/A

BACKGROUND: N/A

ORIGINATING

DEPARTMENT: City Clerk's Office

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A

COST: N/A

REVIEWED BY: City Clerk

STAFF

RECOMMENDATION City Clerk Joyce Raftery - To approve the minutes of the

PRESENTED BY: Special & Regular City Commission Meeting of July 21,
2014.

POTENTIAL

MOTION: "I move to approve the minutes of the Special & Regular
City Commission Meeting of July 21, 2014."

AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED BY:
William D. Denny, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: e SCM Minutes July 21, 2014

e SCM Minutes July 21, 2014
e RCM Minutes July 21, 2014
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CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA
SPECIAL CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 21, 2014

A Special Meeting of the Deltona City Commission was held on Monday, July 21, 2014 in the
City Hall Commission Chambers, 2345 Providence Blvd. Deltona, Florida.

1. CALL TO ORDER:

The meeting was called to order at 12:39 p.m. by Mayor John Masiarcyzk, Sr.

2. ROLL CALL:

Mayor John Masiarczyk Present
Vice Mayor Heidi Herzberg Present
Commissioner Webster Barnaby Present
Commissioner Anthony Bellizio Absent (Excused)
Commissioner Zenaida Denizac Present
Commissioner Chris Nabicht Present
Commissioner Nancy Schleicher Present
City Manager William D. Denny Present
City Attorney Becky Vose Present
City Clerk Joyce Raftery Present

Also Present: Assistant Parks & Recreation Director Mark Manning, Parks & Recreation
Director Steve Moore and Building Official Steve Roland.

3. PLEDGE TO THE FLAG:

Mayor Masiarczyk led everyone in the pledge of allegiance to the flag.
Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.
4. BUSINESS:

A. Interim City Manager Interviews:

12:30 - Lyndon Bonner

Mr. Bonner, 1320 South Daytona, Flagler Beach, FL, thanked the Commission for having him
and he stated “I am complimented to be in front of you all today.” He has enjoyed getting
familiar with the community, he made the garage sale loops this week, he feels like he knows the
Commission well by now, and he learned a lot, it was a lot of fun and he did not take anything
home from the garage sales. He was here because he has done his diligence and matched up
what he thinks the City’s needs are relative to interim leadership as well as the ongoing
leadership that the Commission is looking for in its public administrator. He sees a good degree
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City of Deltona, Florida
Special Meeting

July 21, 2014

Page 2 of 10

to a high degree of correlation of what the City is going to be doing, and what he has done in the
past and done successfully. He liked the chemistry that he has felt being here, he certainly likes
the cooperation he has received from staff, enjoyed meeting staff and the Commission, he
enjoyed the hospitality and the experience of getting to know everyone, and he is looking
forward to questions and coming to serve the City.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked if Mr. Bonner understands the residency requirement.

Mr. Bonner replied he thinks there is a two (2) part step that he would like the Commission to be
aware of. First and foremost he has submitted his resume and has committed that he would
likely in an interim capacity need to live closer to the Commission, he needs to be able to see
them and he had asked each Commissioner that if he is the candidate they will have some more
time together than maybe they anticipated or are accustom to which is not just his habit, it is his
methods. He will be commuting for about two (2) weeks, hopefully he will have a place here
and that he has a potential place already.

He went on to discuss what the community looks like through the Commission’s eyes, the
expectations of the Commission’s vision for the City, staying beyond the six (6) month contract
if the Commission desired as the permanent City Manager, having an “interim” diminishing the
pool of applicants who will apply, his commitment to every day with the City no matter how
long, and he does not want to be a political football because it is his preference to live in the
jurisdiction he serves.

Commissioner Schleicher asked what Mr. Bonner’s management style was as far as interacting
with department heads and the Commission.

Mr. Bonner replied it is a participatory and facilitative method that he uses. He would like the
Commission to know that is how he will work with them and how he will ask the Commission to
engage with staff. He will certainly make sure from a facilitative standpoint that very often he
will have to step in with a department head to see what they are doing, how they are doing it and
how he can help them. The participatory part is that there are some things that he will have to
interject such as the Commission’s will or a budget restraint or an operational mode that he
thinks will improve the effort.

He went on to discuss City Managers placing roadblocks in front of staff and if removed staff
would do a better job, he believes the Commission should engage with staff, he has standards
that he expects and he does not want the Commission directing work to staff, Directors
informing him if a Commissioner has contacted them, and the “Hawthorne Effect”.

Commissioner Denizac asked for Mr. Bonner to expand on his financial expertise and
background.

Mr. Bonner replied he reviewed the City’s proposed budget and previous budgets to see how the
City performed as far as what was said would be done, what did get done and what changed in
the middle, the City’s audit being one (1) of the most revealing documents and that it helps relay
the City’s philosophy, if he is appointed the Commission and staff would have to endure a
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different budget process, he is concerned about the differences that have occurred over the years
with capital cost that will have to be managed and will require decision making, precision work
and a lot of dollars, in the next six (6) years the City needing to plan on debt that will need to be
paid for by year 2025 and 2036, and the need to figure out capital priorities and how to fund
them.

Vice Mayor Herzberg asked what Mr. Bonner sees as the City’s biggest challenges if he were
appointed as either the interim or permanent City Manager related to Deltona being
predominantly residential, finances, projects, and how he proposes where the money would come
from.

Mr. Bonner replied the Commission should know the component that demands most of the
services 1s the residential base, distributing the tax burden amongst the residential base even
though it is the base that is least able to pay even for critical services, diversify all things,
continuing to lay upon that broad base just because it is there has proven to be irresponsible,
what if there is another economic downturn, the City’s circumstances being based upon a static
population which is a recipe for non-sustainability, finding economies of scale and revenues,
considering current and new partnerships, and taking advantage of the City’s political power and
GeoPower.

Commissioner Barnaby asked what Mr. Bonner would say to the City’s Lobbyist to bring some
added capital to the City aside from Tallahassee, and what he would you say to Congressman
Mica?

Mr. Bonner replied it is not just Congressman Mica, there are other legislative people including
some of Deltona’s lobbyists who have the where for all to connect to those folks who might have
interest in some of the industry which may be appropriate for Deltona. The City has the property
and the infrastructure, but the question is how to solicit those folks who want to be here, partner
with the City and make it enticing enough to get here which may be Federal, State, private
partnership or local dollars. He asked if getting a business off the ground is more important than
getting the right one (1) off the ground. He stated to look for partners with a broad base
connectivity, who has contacts in other agencies, and the I-4 corridor being a spring board for the
City.

Mayor Masiarczyk called for a recess at 1:00 p.m. and reconvened at 1:04 p.m.

12:50 - Gary Shimun

Mr. Shimun stated after talking to the City Commission the biggest need is economic
development and a better more strategic future for the community. Whether he was to be
appointed for the long term or short term with the City there are a couple of things he could do
such as setting the foundation for a strategic plan which would be important for the community
in order to understand in which direction today’s dollars are being spent in order to achieve a
future event. He would review processes to make sure the City is running efficiently, staff is
doing the things they need to be doing, additional customer service training, and tying in a
strategic plan with the comprehensive land use plan.
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Mayor Masiarczyk asked when his employment is up as the Chief Administrative Officer for the
City of Plantation and Mr. Bonner replied his last day is July 31, 2014.

Commissioner Denizac asked Mr. Shimun to describe his ideal work environment and culture of
the City in terms of the overall perception.

Mr. Shimun replied the ideal situation for a manager is to come in and there is an actual team of
people working in the same direction which would require the City Manager, in conjunction with
the Commission, to set a tone for the community and for staff in particular to make sure
everyone is heading in the right direction. To him it is important that staff work as one, if there
are any issues between departments it get worked out, he has an open door policy and he likes to
go around to the departments to talk to not only the department heads but staff at every level.

Commissioner Schleicher asked as an interim position, what would be Mr. Shimun’s ultimate
goal?

Mr. Shimun replied beginning the process of identifying key staff that can help the Commission
formulate the strategic plan, to lay the framework, getting staff on board who will complete the
work, and doing the process analysis to see where the City is at, what is being done and what can
be done better.

Commissioner Nabicht asked in assisting the Commission with the search for a permanent City
Manager, what is Mr. Shimun’s strongest quality that he brings to the table?

Mr. Shimun replied he understands what works better from a City Manager’s standpoint, he will
work with the Commission to identify appropriate candidates to interview that embody what the
Commission is looking for, and he could take a look at the qualifications of the individual to see
if that person has the skillset to help the Commission achieve what it wants.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked what Mr. Shimun thinks of a headhunter group and does he think it is
wise for a City of Deltona’s size to bring in a headhunter or is there a need to bring in someone
in that field?

Mr. Shimun replied he has been a Human Resources Director, the Commission can do the
manager search themselves, the question is how much of the leg work the Commission wants
staff doing and how much they want to pay somebody to do, and as interim will help with the
search in order to save money.

Commissioner Barnaby stated he felt like Mr. Shimun did not answer Commissioner Nabicht’s
question. He asked what his strongest skillset is that he brings to finding a permanent City
Manager and what would be the prerequisite skillset he would look for?

Mr. Shimun replied based on his years of experience he knows what a community needs to run

efficiently, he knows the Commission can differ as to what each member is looking for, but he
would be able to meld what he knows to be the practical needs of the job with the type of
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personality and individual the Commission is looking for. He stated there is a lot of play within
that because each Commission member is not going to agree on everything, but he would like to
get a candidate that gets close and one that he would be sure has the skills to be able to do the
job. He stated he would look for someone for Deltona who has specific needs such as someone
with a strong understanding of land use development, economic development, and strategic
planning. He stated he brings his own process improvement, but the person has to be open to
looking at a wider range of talents for the community, to be able to encourage other individuals
with different skills to come to Deltona, and looking at demographics of the City he is not seeing
that same demographics with the hiring process.

Commissioner Barnaby asked if Mr. Shimun is interested more in the permanent position or the
interim position.

Mr. Shimun replied he is at a point in his career where he could be an interim City Manager for
cities working six (6) months on and six (6) months off, however, if he finds the right
community and if he comes to Deltona and he likes it he could very easily stay.

Vice Mayor Herzberg asked what Mr. Shimun sees as some of the challenges that he would have
to address and realistically in the interim position what could be accomplished in the six (6) to
eight (8) month time frame?

Mr. Shimun replied when he arrived he was looking for a City Center and there was none, the
City needs something that is unique to the City, that pulls everyone together, a place where
events could be held, businesses that would provide the services that the community needed and
that is obviously a long term goal of about five (5) to 10 years. He stated an interim City
Manager is not going to accomplish a lot in the short time frame they will be with the City.

Mayor Masiarczyk called a recess at 1:16 p.m. and reconvened at 1:22 p.m.

1:10 - Dale Baker

Mr. Baker stated he was in the Navy for 22 years, once out of the Navy he moved to Deltona to
be closer to his parents who were getting older, and he was hired on with the City 17 years ago.
The one (1) reason he wanted to be the Interim City Manager was to provide a smoother
transition for staff when the City goes to look for a permanent City Manager and that it will save
a lot of money for the tax payers. He is not interested in being the permanent City Manager and
he is happy where he is at with the City and would like to stay where he is at.

Commissioner Nabicht stated his concern is if Mr. Baker is granted the interim position what
happens to the depth of the organization and who would step up to be the Acting Deputy City
Manager and who fills in for that person and so on.

Mr. Baker replied he has already talked to the Public Works/Deltona Water Director Gerald
Chancellor who is willing to step up to be the Acting Deputy City Manager. He stated he has no
plans of going anywhere between now and when a permanent City Manager is hired unless an
emergency comes up. The reason he asked Mr. Chancellor is because he is very familiar with
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Public Works and Deltona Water, and he sits on the Development Review Committee (DRC) so
he is very well versed on what is going on in the City. The Deputy Public Works Director Matt
Dolan will be stepping up in Mr. Chancellor’s place.

Vice Mayor Herzberg stated one (1) of her concerns is the strategic plan and the long term vision
for the City. She asked if the City is taking on any kind of a strategic plan for the City at this
point.

Mr. Baker replied staff had started looking at, but it had been put on the back burner. He stated
staff can open it back up or wait until a permanent City Manager is hired to see what his vision is
and the new Commission’s vision is which would be his suggestion, however, the basic ground
work was done.

Commissioner Schleicher asked moving forward with the permanent City Manager position,
what would Mr. Baker’s role be, as far as directing the Commission into that position.

Mr. Baker replied he would do an RFP, start looking at hiring the firm who will go out and look
for potential candidates, draft the two (2) different versions of the advertisement, and in
November when the new Commission is in place the advertisement can be published. He stated
he believes a firm is needed because the Commission is going to be inundated with applications.

Mayor Masiarczyk stated Mr. Baker is basing his decision to hire a firm on the City receiving a
large number of applications which a firm would be able to go through to weed out those who
would not reach the bench marks set by the Commission and the firm would have a better idea of
what the Commission is looking for.

Mr. Baker replied yes, the Commission could ask for a certain amount of applicants to be
brought before them, but at least a firm could narrow it down and it would be easier for the
Commission to manage.

Vice Mayor Herzberg stated the Commission is looking at an interim position from about August
to January or February, so what Mr. Baker is proposing would cut down on the time the City
would have an interim by getting everything in place and launching the search right after the
election.

Mr. Baker replied staff could start the RFP process, hire the firm, the Commission could prepare
the advertisement and as soon as the new Commission is seated place the advertisement.

Commissioner Denizac asked what Mr. Baker’s number one (1) goal would be for next five (5)
months or so?

Mr. Baker replied he wants to keep the City pointed in the direction it is going, however, the
biggest thing is softball fields for the Dupont Lakes relocation, look at locations for temporary
ball fields and the 122 acres or an alternate site for permanent ball fields which he feels is one (1)
of the more pressing items facing the City along with getting through the election and hiring a
permanent City Manager.
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Commissioner Barnaby asked what type of skillsets Mr. Baker thinks the City needs in a City
Manager. He stated a lot is being said that the City needs someone with experience in public and
private areas to help with development a better commercial tax base and would he agree.

Mr. Baker replied yes, someone that can help the City move forward with economic
development would be one (1) goal along with an excellent manager for staff. He stated Mr.
Denny is one (1) of those managers that you do not work for Mr. Denny because you have to, but
because you want to and that is what is needed from a staff perspective and to keep the City
moving the direction it is moving.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked Mr. Baker on a scale of 1-10 how would he rate former City Manager
Fritz Behring, with 10 being the best and one (1) being the least.

Mr. Baker replied he is one (1) of the better City Managers the City has had and he would work
for him in a second and he is who placed him in the director position.

Vice Mayor Herzberg asked in the interim position or in the next six (6) months does Mr. Baker
see any big challenges or anything that is going to be a pressing concern aside from the sale of
Dupont Lakes and relocated the fields, any contracts or is the City on an even keel.

Mr. Baker replied he feels the City is on an even keel. The RaceTrac at Finland Avenue and
Saxon Blvd and Tractor Supply are both in the process of coming into the City. He stated
between now and the holidays most of the time things start slowing down and in January need to
continue concentrating on getting economic development into the City, hopefully with the two
(2) RaceTracs and Tractor Supply coming in more businesses will come to the City.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked in the area of new construction and redevelopment, where does Mr.
Baker see the City lacking. Is there a need to start gearing up to hire more people for the future
or is the City able to handle, with the current staff, economic development as it picks up.

Mr. Baker replied if building really takes off the City may need to hire more Building Inspectors
or contract out. There is one (1) Building Official who does plans review where before the City
had a Building Official and an Assistant Building Official, right now the City hired an interim to
look at any big plans, and at one time the City had 10-12 Building Inspectors. He stated if things
take off then yes the City may have to hire more staff, but right now there is enough.

Mayor Masiarczyk called a recess at 1:35 p.m. and reconvened at 1:39 p.m.

1:30 - Howard Tipton

Mr. Tipton stated he gave members of the Commission a copy of his presentation which he will
skip through some portions, the Commission has all heard his approach to the position, and that
he applied because he feels he can help find a permanent City Manager with the skills and
staying power that is necessary to build confidence in the leadership that the manager has to
provide. The area where a manager can make the biggest difference is in his intergovernmental
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or partnership capability. Managers who are not experienced in this area can cost the City
dearly, by losing out on grants, partnership opportunities, project funding eligibility, or even
having a say about what is going on in their own City. He discussed the public and private
partnership for the development of Daytona Beach’s commercial corridor and several other
examples. He stated he recommends to hire a permanent City Manager who can go out and
make things happen, who can bring partners to the table with the money to help pay for the
services and projects the City needs. He stated if selected he will begin the City Manager
selection process with the Commission, develop a profile of a manager, place ads in both the
International City/County Management Association (ICMA) and Florida City and County
Management Association (FCCMA) newsletters. He stated he has been associated with both
organizations for a long time, he is well connected with people who run those organizations and
he his daughter is Executive Director of ICMA. He stated his management style is a “walking
around” manager, he is not inclined to stay at his desk, he likes to get out in the field, he likes to
go about what he does best which is making partnerships happen and he is recommending that
the Commission look for that same kind of manager. Also, that the Commission has someone
conducting the search for a manager that recognizes the skills that that kind of a manager brings
to the table because that is the kind of manager he thinks Deltona needs to make things happen.
As the City Manager he would first assess the budget and the City’s financial condition, meet
with the City Attorney and each department head to understand their views and issues, analyze
the Commission agenda process to ensure completed staff work is ready for the Commission,
brief the Commission individually before every meeting, and he keeps the line of communication
open for any issue that happens. He stated as an Interim City Manager, witness expert or with
Charter Review he has assisted at the county, city and district levels. He stated he cannot work
the month of August because he and his wife invested in a vacation a year ago. He is available
next week to start the manager process which will take five (5) to six (6) months, it is important
to have background checks and credit checks which take time as they should. He stated when a
City is trying to attract a good manager it also has to understand that there not only has to be a
good process, but it costs, the City will have to pay some money and he would hope that the
Commission would not look at the $20,000 to $30,000 a year difference from what the salary
ought to be compared to what it is because that difference can attract the kind of manager the
City needs.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked if Mr. Tipton felt comfortable in managing the selection process for a
permanent City Manager or does he think the City needs a firm.

Mr. Tipton replied he has run selection processes for bigger government than the City. He stated
he has done both and he expects he can do both and he has done it often for county governments.
A lot about the selection process knows where you have to go, knowing the people who are there
already, knowing what the Commission wants in a profile, and following up. He hopes the
Commission understands it is very important to go through the formal process to get the best
manager possible, who will do the best job for the City, somebody with vision and staying power
to get the job done.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked how Mr. Tipton felt about citizen involvement in the selection process
and where does involvement interfere with selection.
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Mr. Tipton replied he chaired the citizen committee for Port Orange a year ago and picked the
manager who just left. A citizen committee is okay, but will require more time. He stated
picking a manager is like adopting a budget, it is one (1) of the most important duties the
Commission can have and he would not delegate it to anyone if he were a member of the
Commission. He stated during election times people want to reach out to have other
representatives to spread the situation, but he really thinks the manager has to have all the
Commission’s attention, there needs to be community gatherings, but he personally does not care
for citizen committees because by delegating the responsibility to someone else it can sour good
candidates. Candidates have time problems too, so understand when that person has to go
through a whole citizen committee process, then the Commission process, it can confuse the
person as to who is in charge.

Commissioner Schleicher stated in the interview and on paper Mr. Tipton is very qualified, but it
seems like the focus is a lot on the permanent City Manager search and if she was looking for a
firm to do the search he would be at the top of the list, however, what she is looking for now is
an Interim City Manager. She stated her concern is if he was working towards helping find a
permanent City Manager, how much time is going to be devoted to that and running the City.

Mr. Tipton replied he has done both and for a larger jurisdiction than Deltona, and the reason he
focuses so hard on a permanent City Manager is because of his experience with elected officials
searching for managers and Councils often take the easy way out, take a shortcut and pick
somebody from staff to appoint to the manager’s job. He stated he really emphasizes the search
process because he thinks it is essential and he has not emphasized the manager process because
he feels very confident about being a City Manager which he has done for 32 years. He stated he
will have to take some time with manager applicants who call and with the Sheriff’s department
to go through the credit and background checks. He stated the budget is pretty well adopted and
does not see the management of the City as a critical issue. He stated he is concerned about the
agenda process and completed staff work as critical because nobody wants to be embarrassed if
the Commission does not have the right information to make decisions. He stated he does not
mean to sound like managing is not important, but that is a job he knows very well as he has
done it several places and the manager selection process is where things fall apart, where
councils do not take the time to do things right which is why he emphasizes the selection
process.

Vice Mayor Herzberg stated she asked the other candidates what a challenge is for Deltona and
she could ask Mr. Tipton that same question, but he is saying it is the City Manager selection

process and Mr. Tipton replied correct, and he is interested only in the interim position.

2:02 p.m. — Brief Recap.

Mayor Masiarczyk stated there is a special meeting at 6:00 p.m. on the revenue funds followed
by the regular meeting at 6:30 p.m. where the Commission will choose an Interim City Manager,
the Commission has had individual interviews and open interviews, and he asked if the
Commission wanted to make comments now or wait until this evening.

14 ltem 4A
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The Commission discussed whether the Commission will be ranking the four (4) interim
candidates now or at the meeting later today, some Commissioners having a lot of experience
doing the City Manager selection process, being highly impressed with all four (4) interim
candidates, whether to rank the interim candidates now or at the regular Commission Meeting,
one (1) Commissioner not being present for the Interim City Manager interviews and the ranking
of the candidates being on the agenda for the regular Commission Meeting, why the last time the
Commission ranked the candidates it was done differently, the Commission agreeing to rank the
candidates one (1) to four (4) with four (4) being the least choice and one (1) being the best
choice, learning a few things from Mr. Tipton who really is not interested in the permanent City
Manager position, once the interim is chosen who will negotiate the contract to include the salary
and that being the next step, if a negotiation cannot be worked out with the 1** choice for Interim
City Manager than negotiations will continue with the runner up and so forth, the Commission
making a decision whether or not to use a headhunting firm or not, the Commission having
$25,000 budgeted which will roll over for a total of $50,000 for the permanent City Manager
selection process, belonging to certain organizations which may or may not save the City money
on a search for a manager and the cost to belong to those organizations, with regard to a City
Manager the City getting what it pays for, doing the manager selection process in a professional
manner, having a headhunter firm being a must to weed out the applicants after the Commission
provides their criteria, and the City Manager selection process should never be deferred to a
citizen committee.

S. ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 2:16 p.m.

John C. Masiarczyk, Sr., Mayor
ATTEST:

Joyce Raftery, City Clerk
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CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA
SPECIAL CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 21, 2014

A Special Meeting of the Deltona City Commission was held on Monday, July 21, 2014 in the
City Hall Commission Chambers, 2345 Providence Blvd. Deltona, Florida.

1. CALL TO ORDER:

The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Mayor John Masiarczyk, Sr.

2. ROLLCALL:

Mayor John Masiarczyk Present
Vice Mayor Heidi Herzberg Present
Commissioner Webster Barnaby Present
Commissioner Anthony Bellizio Present
Commissioner Zenaida Denizac Present
Commissioner Chris Nabicht Present
Commissioner Nancy Schleicher Present
City Manager William D. Denny Present
City Attorney Becky Vose Present
City Clerk Joyce Raftery Present

Also Present: Deputy City Manager Dale Baker; VCSO Captain David Brannon; Finance
Director Robert Clinger and Parks & Recreation Director Steve Moore.

3. PLEDGE TO THE FLAG:

Mayor Masiarczyk led everyone in the pledge of allegiance to the flag.
4. BUSINESS:

A. Public Hearing - Resolution No. 2014-15, Establishing the tentative proposed
millage rate for the levy of ad valorem taxes for FY 2014/2015.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Commissioner Nabicht, seconded by Vice Mayor Herzberg to approve
Resolution No. 2014-15, adopting the tentative proposed millage rate for the levy of ad
valorem taxes for FY 2014/2015 at 7.9900 mills.

Commissioner Barnaby stated he objected to the motion, he wants the public to know there has

been an increase in property values and the proposed millage rate would result in an increase in
taxes which he strongly opposes and he proposes to roll back the millage rate to 7.4 mills.

16 Item 4A



O© 00O N O O WN -

B A, B B D BEDOOWWWWWWWWWNDNDDNDDNDDNDNDMNMNMNNNDNNMNYRPRRPRPRERPRPRERPRERPRRPRE
OO Ol A WNNPEFP O OO NOO O P WDNPOOOWOWNO O P OWDNPOOOOOWNO O AAWDNPEO

Attachment number 2 \nPage 2

City of Deltona, Florida
Special Meeting

July 21, 2014

Page 2 of 5

The Commission discussed what the difference in revenue would be between 7.99 mills and 7.4
mills which is in the $800,000 to $900,000 range, now not being the time to lower the millage
rate, staff providing a chart which would show the difference in a home’s value with both
millage rates, not lowering the millage rate until staff has a chance to look at the numbers that
come in from the State from sales tax revenues and communication revenues and anything else
coming in before the millage rate is lowered, the proposed millage rate being what the property
appraiser puts on the TRIM notice and the Commission always having the option of lowing the
millage rate later, many families struggling to put food on the table or buy school supplies,
having the opportunity to put money back in the resident’s pockets, Interim City Manager
candidates mentioning the City has a high millage rate, being more conservative with regards to
the millage rate, it being better to set the millage rate high now and possibly lowering it later, the
State and property appraiser’s numbers received are only preliminary, and there being several
increases in the proposed budget like the Volusia County Sheriff’s Office (VCSO) contract,
health insurance and lower gas taxes coming in.

Vice Mayor Herzberg explained the millage rate based on her tax bill and what it equated to.

Commissioner Barnaby stated the City Manager’s proposal of the FY 2014/2015 budget is based
on a millage rate of 7.99, this proposed millage rate is the same as what was levied FY
2013/2014 and he quoted from staff “reflects a 7.6% increase” from the roll back rate. He stated
he is absolutely and totally against the proposed millage rate of 7.99.

Mayor Masiarczyk read the title of Resolution No. 2014-15.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA,
FLORIDA; ADOPTING A PROPOSED MILLAGE RATE FOR THE 2014-2015 FISCAL
YEAR; DETERMINING THE ROLLED-BACK RATE; ESTABLISHING A DATE,
TIME, AND PLACE AT WHICH A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD TO
CONSIDER THE PROPOSED MILLAGE RATE AND THE TENTATIVE BUDGET
FOR THE 2014-2015 FISCAL YEAR; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried with members voting as follows:

Commissioner Barnaby Against
Commissioner Bellizio For
Commissioner Denizac Against
Commissioner Nabicht For
Commissioner Schleicher For
Vice Mayor Herzberg For
Mayor Masiarczyk For

Resolution No. 2014-15 was approved at 6:17 p.m.

B. Public Hearing — Resolution No. 2014-13, Establishing annual rate of assessment for
Solid Waste Services for FY 2014/2015.
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Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Vice Mayor Herzberg, seconded by Commissioner Schleicher to adopt
Resolution No. 2014-13, Establishing Annual Rate of Assessment for Solid Waste Services
for FY 2014-2015.

Mayor Masiarczyk read the title of Resolution No. 2014-13.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA,
FLORIDA, RELATING TO THE PROVISION OF SOLID WASTE SERVICES,
FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS IN THE CITY OF DELTONA; ESTABLISHING THE
RATE OF ASSESSMENT TO BE IMPOSED IN FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015;
APPROVING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015; DIRECTING
THAT THE ASSESSMENT ROLL BE CERTIFIED AND DELIVERED TO THE TAX
COLLECTOR; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried with members voting as follows:

Commissioner Barnaby Against
Commissioner Bellizio For
Commissioner Denizac For
Commissioner Nabicht For
Commissioner Schleicher For
Vice Mayor Herzberg For
Mayor Masiarczyk For

Resolution No. 2014-13 was approved at 6:18 p.m.

C. Public Hearing — Resolution No. 2014-12, Establishing annual rate of assessment for
Stormwater Utility Services for FY 2014/2015.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Vice Mayor Herzberg, seconded by Commissioner Schleicher to approve
Resolution No. 2014-12, Annual Rate Resolution — Stormwater Utility Assessment for FY
14/15 at the current rate of $76.11 per Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU).

Mayor Masiarczyk read the title of Resolution No. 2014-12.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA,
FLORIDA, RELATING TO THE PROVISION OF STORMWATER UTILITY
SERVICES, FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS IN THE CITY OF DELTONA,;
ESTABLISHING THE RATE OF ASSESSMENT TO BE IMPOSED IN FISCAL YEAR
2014-2015; APPROVING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015;
DIRECTING THAT THE ASSESSMENT ROLL BE CERTIFIED AND DELIVERED TO
THE TAX COLLECTOR; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
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Motion carried with members voting as follows:

Commissioner Barnaby Against
Commissioner Bellizio For
Commissioner Denizac For
Commissioner Nabicht For
Commissioner Schleicher For
Vice Mayor Herzberg For
Mayor Masiarczyk For

Resolution No. 2014-12 was approved at 6:19 p.m.

D. Public Hearing — Resolution No. 2014-14, Establishing annual rate of assessment for
Streetlighting Services for FY 2014/2015.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Vice Mayor Herzberg, seconded by Commissioner Nabicht to approve
Resolution No. 2014-14, adopting the current rate for Streetlighting Assessments for FY
14/15.

Mayor Masiarczyk read the title of Resolution No. 2014-14.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA,
FLORIDA, RELATING TO THE PROVISION OF STREETLIGHTING SERVICES,
FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS IN THE CITY OF DELTONA; ESTABLISHING THE
RATE OF ASSESSMENT TO BE IMPOSED IN FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015;
APPROVING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015; DIRECTING
THAT THE ASSESSMENT ROLL BE CERTIFIED AND DELIVERED TO THE TAX
COLLECTOR; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Resolution No. 2014-14 was approved at 6:21 p.m.

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS: None.

6. ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 6:21 p.m.
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ATTEST:

Joyce Raftery, City Clerk
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CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA
REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 21, 2014

A Regular Meeting of the Deltona City Commission was held on Monday, July 21, 2014 at the City
Hall Commission Chambers, 2345 Providence Boulevard, Deltona, Florida.

1. CALL TO ORDER:

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Mayor Masiarczyk.

2. ROLL CALL:

Mayor John Masiarczyk Present
Vice Mayor Heidi Herzberg Present
Commissioner Webster Barnaby Present
Commissioner Anthony Bellizio Present
Commissioner Zenaida Denizac Present
Commissioner Chris Nabicht Present
Commissioner Nancy Schleicher Present
City Manager Dave Denny Present
City Attorney Becky Vose Present
City Clerk Joyce Raftery Present

Also present: Planning and Development Services Director Chris Bowley; Economic Development
Manager Jerry Mayes; Deputy City Manager Dale Baker; Parks & Recreation Director Steve Moore;
and VCSO Captain Dave Brannon.

3. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE TO THE FLAG:

Invocation Presented by Commissioner Schleicher — Manny Almo, a Senior at Stetson University
and a member of Pizza Family Ministry.

The National Anthem was sung by Mia Gomez.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES & AGENDA:

|

>

Minutes:

1. Approval of Minutes — Special & Regular City Commission Meeting of July 7, 2014
and Special City Commission Meeting of July 14, 2014.

Motion by Vice Mayor Herzberg, seconded by Commission Barnaby to approve the minutes of
the Special & Regular City Commission Meeting of July 7, 2014 and Special City Commission
Meeting of July 14, 2014.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;

Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

B. Additions or Deletions to Agenda:

City Attorney Becky Vose stated she has submitted a recommended change to Section 36-14 of
21 ltem 4A
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Ordinance No. 11-2014, regarding the City’s rental regulatory license.

Commissioner Nabicht asked to add-on Resolution No. 2014-23, regarding a moratorium on food
vendors located on church property and Mayor Masiarczyk stated the item will be Add-On Item 10-D.

S. PRESENTATIONS/AWARDS/REPORTS:

A. Presentation — Quarterly Reports of City Advisory Boards/Committees.

Mayor Masiarczyk stated the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee and its Sub-Committees are
written reports. He asked if the Commission had and questions and there were none.

6. PUBLIC FORUM - Citizen comments for items not on the agenda.

a) VCSO Captain David Brannon reminded everyone of National Night Out at City Hall to take
place on Tuesday, August 5™ from 5:30-8:30 p.m. It is a great opportunity to promote law enforcement
activities, a greater sense of community and how everyone can work together to stamp out crime in
Deltona and other communities. The VCSO will be joined by the Florida Highway Patrol and Florida
Wildlife as well as other community organizers at the event and he hoped to see all the Commission and
residents at the event.

1. CONSENT AGENDA: None.

8. ORDINANCES AND PUBLIC HEARINGS:

A. Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 15-2014, An_ amendment to allow Changeable Copy
Signs for Houses of Worship, at first reading.

Planning & Development Services Director Chris Bowley stated over the years staff has been
receiving requests to have electronic changeable copy signs. The Planning and Zoning Board
approved it unanimously and religious institutions can be located in a residentially zoned area so
they have a little bit more sensitivity and criteria in relation to adjacent land uses. The location of
the signs has been limited to arterially roadway frontages which will help with the roadway
classification and that type of sign against it.

The Commission discussed the illumination being limited by 50% or half with no limitation on the
colors and there is no illumination reduction for businesses unless facing residential or in close
proximity, the height of the signs being eight (8) feet and there being no limitation on the signs
height, there being no banner type horizontal, after hours being sunset was included in the ordinance,
churches having to get a conditional use permit and if it laps it can be extended or is would expire,
what mechanism is in place to make sure a church is not advertising other endeavors on the sign,
there being churches inside commercially zoned property, regulating what is advertised on the sign,
and staff providing the Commission with statistics on the number of churches that have arterial
roadway frontages vs. a breakout of those that are non-residential and commercial areas also on
arterial roadways.

Vice Mayor Herzberg asked if the signs that are not changeable, are there any regulations on their
illumination and Mr. Bowley replied no, even in residential areas and he has never received a

complaint. City Attorney Becky Vose stated the Commission could add language to limit the
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message on the sign used by churches. City Manager stated there is a section of the sign code which
does not allow offsite advertising and that is for any offsite advertising.

Motion by Commissioner Barnaby, seconded by Commissioner Denizac to approve Ordinance
No. 15-2014, an amendment to allow changeable copy signs for houses of worship, at first
reading.

Commissioner Nabicht stated one of the ways churches raise money is through sponsorship and he
asked where the churches going to advertise that. He suggested to get rid of the offsite advertising
and the sign ordinance needs to be fixed.

Commissioner Nabicht stated the sign ordinance has been talked about forever and he asked
for a consensus of the Commission to rewrite the sign ordinance and the Commission
concurred.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.
City Attorney Becky Vose read the title of Ordinance No. 15-2014.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA,
AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, SUBPART B, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
BY REVISING SECTION 102-78, HOUSES OF WORSHIP, AND SECTION 102-102,
CHANGEABLE COPY SIGNS, OF CHAPTER 102, SIGNS; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS,
CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Ordinance No. 15-2014 was approved at 7:06 p.m.

B. Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 11-2014, regarding the City's Rental Regulatory
License, at second and final reading.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked the City Attorney to go over the amendment and Mrs. Vose replied the
way it was written at first reading was an applicant for water and sewer to go to Deltona Water with
a lease, a copy of the regulatory license from the landlord and notarized copy of a permission from
the landlord to sign up for water and sewer which would hold up the process of getting the services
and a tremendous burden on Deltona Water. She stated it has been revised so when the person goes
to get water and sewer services they will provide a copy of their lease, Deltona Water staff will send
the information to City Hall with who the landlord is, who the tenant is and the address of the
property. Staff at City Hall will check to see if there is a regulatory rental license and if so fine but,
if they do not a letter will go out to the landlord and if the property is not being rented then City Hall
staff will contact VCSO because it would appear to be a fraudulent lease and if the landlord did not
know about the process it will be explained and there would be a request to sign up for the license.

City Manager Dave Denny stated this process will not cause any delays.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.
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Motion by Commissioner Denizac, seconded by Commissioner Nabicht to adopt Ordinance
No. 11-2014 as amended, at second and final reading.

City Attorney Becky Vose read the title of Ordinance No. 11-2014.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, ADDING A NEW CHAPTER
36, “DELTONA RENTAL REGULATORY LICENSE ORDINANCE”; PROVIDING
INTENT, AUTHORITY, FINDINGS OF FACT, AND DEFINITIONS; REQUIRING A
RENTAL REGULATORY LICENSE AND FEE, PROVIDING FOR AN APPLICATION;
PROHIBITING CERTAIN OCCUPANCY; PROVIDING FOR INTERIOR RENTAL
INSPECTIONS FOR CAUSE, EMERGENCY INSPECTIONS AND REMEDIATION, AND
DELINQUENCIES, REVOCATION AND PENALTIES; REQUIRING CERTAIN
DOCUMENTS PRIOR TO UTILITY ACTIVATION, AND PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS,
CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY AND FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Ordinance No. 11-2014 was adopted at 7:14 p.m.

C. Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 12-2014, regarding anti-blight, at schedule second and
final reading.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Commissioner Barnaby stated he shared with Mrs. Vose some concerns from the West Volusia Board
of Realtors and he asked if the Ordinance could be postponed until the West Volusia Board of Realtors
could be contacted and made aware of the ordinance. Mrs. Vose stated the liens are against the
mortgagee and not the property and she cannot think of any negative effective it would have on the
West Volusia Board of Realtors.

The Commission discussed the ordinance helping realtors, other cities having ordinances like this, the
ordinance being needed to make sure the City does not continue to be blighted, and residents giving
away their homes to the City so they do not have to incur any costs.

Motion by Commissioner Nabicht, seconded by Commissioner Barnaby to adopt Ordinance
No. 12-2014, at second and final reading.

City Attorney Becky Vose read the title of Ordinance No. 12-2014.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, ADDING A NEW CHAPTER
37, “DELTONA ANTI-BLIGHT ORDINANCE”; PROVIDING AUTHORITY, PURPOSE,
INTENT, FINDINGS, AND DEFINITIONS; REQUIRING REGISTRATION OF
DISTRESSED PROPERTIES, MAINTENANCE AND SECURITY; REQUIRING FULL
UTILITIES FOR OCCUPANCY; DECLARING A PUBLIC NUISANCE; PROVIDING FOR
A CIVIL FINE; PROVIDING FOR NO CONTINUING OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY ON
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CITY; PROVIDING PENALTY FOR OBSTRUCTING AN ENFORCEMENT OFFICER;
PROVIDING IMMUNITY FOR ENFORCEMENT OFFICER; PROVIDING FOR
ISSUANCE OF BUILDING PERMITS; AND PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS,
CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY AND FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Ordinance No. 12-2014 was adopted at 7:20 p.m.

D. Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 18-2014, regarding unfit and unsafe structures, at
second and final reading.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Commissioner Schleicher, seconded by Vice Mayor Herzberg to adopt Ordinance
No. 18-2014 at second and final reading.

City Attorney Becky Vose read the title of Ordinance No. 18-2014.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, ADOPTING A NEW ARTICLE
IV, “UNFIT AND UNSAFE STRUCTURES”, OF CHAPTER 18, “BUILDINGS AND
BUILDING REGULATIONS”, PROVIDING FOR THE HANDLING OF UNFIT OR UNSAFE
STRUCTURES, AND THE PROCEDURES TO DEMOLISH, REMOVE, SECURE, ETC.
SUCH STRUCTURES; PROVIDING FOR NOTICES, ASSESSMENT OF COSTS, LIENS,
EMERGENCY CONDEMNATIONS, APPEALS AND NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS;
AND PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS, CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY AND FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Ordinance No. 18-2014 was adopted at 7:22 p.m.

9. OLD BUSINESS:

A. Request for approval of 2014-2015 LLaw Enforcement Services Agreement.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Commissioner Barnaby, seconded by Commissioner Denizac to authorize the Mayor
and City Manager to execute the Law Enforcement Services Agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015
in the amount of $9,855,726.00.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
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Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.
Mayor Masiarczyk called for a recess at 7:23 p.m. and reconvened at 7:37 p.m.

10. NEW BUSINESS:

A. Consideration of appointment of one (1) member to the City's Planning and Zoning
Board (Vice Mayor Herzberg's appointment).

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Vice Mayor Herzberg, seconded by Commissioner Nabicht to confirm the
appointment of Tony Sixma to the Planning and Zoning Advisory Board for the remainder of
a term to expire on March 15, 2017.

Commissioner Barnaby asked if it was appropriate for members of the Planning and Zoning Board
to contact members of the Commission directly regarding the personnel of the board in regards to
their duties or should it go through the City Manager and Mrs. Vose stated that it is appropriate to go
through the City Manager. Commissioner Barnaby stated he is still waiting on a response form the
City Manager regarding a member of the Planning and Zoning Board’s duties and Mr. Denny replied
he will contact the board member tomorrow.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

B. Consideration _of appointment of two (2) members to the Parks and Recreation
Adyvisory Committee (Mayor Masiarczyk's and Commissioner Denizac's appointments).

Mayor Masiarczyk opened and closed the public hearing as there were no public comments.

Motion by Commissioner Denizac, seconded by Commissioner Schleicher to confirm the
appointment of the following individuals Maribel Montenez and Jimmy Stone to the Parks and
Recreation Advisory Committee for a term to expire on December 31, 2014.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;

Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

C. Selection of Interim City Manager.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened the public hearing:

Bill Maxwell, 1671 Montecito Avenue asked what the definition of “interim” is and Mayor Masiarczyk
explained it is a temporary position until a permanent City Manager is appointed by the Commission.

Mayor Masiarczyk closed the public hearing.
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Mayor Masiarczyk stated he was very impressed with all four (4) candidates, Mr. Shimun and Mr.
Bonner expressed an interest in being appointed as the permanent City Manager, and he has thought
long and hard as to what is best for the City of Deltona and he has narrowed his choices down to two (2)
candidates. After listening to everyone he believes he found an opportunity, Mr. Baker and all the
employees are very important to him but, Mr. Tipton stood out and he was adamant that the biggest
need for the City is to get a permanent City Manager. He stated depending on the vote, if Mr. Tipton
was not chosen, he would be the person to assist in finding the City a permanent City Manager and
could be hired as a consultant. He stated he is totally committed to having Mr. Tipton as part of the
permanent City Manager search.

The Commission discussed the cost presented by Mr. Tipton with his application, going through the
proper channels and doing an RFP for the permanent City Manager so as not to show favoritism to Mr.
Tipton, each Commissioner having an idea of how they will be ranking each candidate, discussing a
consultant at another time, and the cost for an Interim City Manager vs. appointing Mr. Baker which
would be the least expensive choice.

Mayor Masiarczyk stated the smallest total number will be the top choice so the candidates should be
ranked with Commissioner placing a “1” for their top choice, a “2” for their second choice and so on.

Mayor Masiarczyk opened the public hearing.

Sylvia Barnaby, 2242 East Fairbanks Drive, asked if the Mayor interjecting his opinion muddied the
Commission’s decision and she felt there should have been a vote and no interjection. Mayor
Masiarczyk replied he could not answer that question and that each Commissioner would need to be
asked that question.

Mayor Masiarczyk closed the public hearing.

Motion by Commissioner Nabicht, seconded by Vice Mayor Herzberg to appoint Mr. Dale
Baker as the Interim City Manager.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Commissioner Nabicht asked who was going to negotiate a contract with Mr. Baker and
Mayor Masiarczyk replied the City Manager and City Attorney can negotiate a contract with
Mr. Baker and the Commission concurred.

D. ADD-ON: Resolution No. 2014-23, adopting a temporary moratorium on the
enforcement of City Code provisions as to food sales on residentially zoned church property.

Mayor Masiarczyk asked to add language that moratorium would apply to any food sales that were
actively existing over for the past 90 days. Mrs. Vose replied the word “existing” could be added to
Section 1 as follows “..the same relate to existing food sales..”. After additional discussion Mrs. Vose
suggested to change the same sentence to “..the same relate to food sales that existed on residentially..”
and after even further discussion Mrs. Vose suggested “..the same related to food sales existing over the
last 90 days on residentially..” which the Commission agreed to.
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Mayor Masiarczyk opened the public hearing.

Bill Maxwell, 1671 Montecito Avenue, stated what happens if the ordinance is not changed in 90 days
and Mayor Masiarczyk replied he would know once the vote takes place.

Phil Giorno, 2135 Brewster Drive, provided a list of organizations he belongs to, and he stated he
appreciated staff and the Commission looking at the issue and trying to make it work for everyone.

Mayor Masiarczyk closed the public hearing.

Motion by Commissioner Nabicht, seconded by Commissioner Barnaby to adopt Resolution
No. 2014-23, as amended.

Mayor Masiarczyk read the title of Resolution No. 2014-23.

Motion carried unanimously with members voting as follows: Commissioner Barnaby, For;
Commissioner Bellizio, For; Commissioner Denizac, For; Commissioner Nabicht, For;
Commissioner Schleicher, For; Vice Mayor Herzberg, For; and Mayor Masiarczyk, For.

Resolution No. 2014-23 was approved at 8:18 p.m.

11. CITY ATTORNEY COMMENTS:

Mrs. Vose stated she had sent out a proposed residential prisoned version ordinance and she asked if the
Commission wanted it on a workshop or could she go ahead and put it on an agenda. Mayor
Masiarczyk stated he read it with interest and he asked her to bring it to the Commission unless
someone objects. Commissioner Denizac commended Mrs. Vose for being pro-active in bringing this
to the Commission and is ready for it to be on the agenda so the Commission can vote on it. Mayor
Masiarczyk asked if there were any other comments and there were none.

12. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS: None

A. Lobbyvist Update:

13. CITY COMMISSION COMMENTS:

a) Commissioner Bellizio stated this board is not an all-encompassing entity and does not know
everything and that is why the Commission members rely on City staff, other Commissioners and the
public to inform the Commission on what is happening. He stated everyone has to work collectively
within the City and so far he has seen the camaraderie between the three (3) entities.

b)  Commissioner Schleicher stated she will be out of town and will miss the next workshop but,
there is an important ordinance regarding regulating medical marijuana on the agenda and she asked
that the Commission discuss it carefully. She stated she had asked Mrs. Vose and Ms. Raftery to make
sure it stayed on the agenda as she does not want to wait two (2) or three (3) more weeks for it to come
up to be discussed. She stated if the Commission decides to discuss the search committee for the City
Manager, Mr. Tipton would be on the top of her list as a consultant. She thanked Captain Brannon for
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taking the time to meet with her.

c) Vice Mayor Herzberg thanked the applicants that interviewed today and staff for assisting with
the Interim City Manager interviews. She issued kudos to staff stating the City has had a lot of issues
and she has received many calls from residents regarding blighted houses, animals, foreclosures and
evictions and staff has been great. She stated also Captain Brannon’s people have been awesome.

d) Mayor Masiarczyk congratulated Mr. Baker and he stated that Mr. Denny will be missed.

14. ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 8:29 p.m.

John Masiarczyk Sr., Mayor

ATTEST:

Joyce Raftery, City Clerk
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TO: Mayor & City Commission

FROM:

William D. Denny, City Manager

AGENDA MEMO

AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014

AGENDA ITEM: 5-A

SUBJECT: Presentation - Quarterly Reports of City Advisory Boards/Committees.

LOCATION:

BACKGROUND:

ORIGINATING
DEPARTMENT:

SOURCE OF FUNDS:
COST:

REVIEWED BY:
STAFF
RECOMMENDATION
PRESENTED BY:

POTENTIAL
MOTION:

AGENDA ITEM
APPROVED BY:

ATTACHMENTS:

N/A
Quarterly Reports of City Advisory Boards/Committees:

1) Economic Development Advisory Board - Presented
by Chairman Rick Demeter

2) Planning and Zoning Board - Written Report Only

3) Firefighters' Pension Plan, Board of Trustees -
Presented by Plan Administrator Lisa Spriggs

City Clerk's Office

N/A

N/A

City Clerk

N/A Presentation Only.

N/A Presentation Only.

William D. Denny, City Manager

¢ Deltona Economic Development Advisory Board - 2nd
Quarter 2014

¢ Planning and Zoning Advisory Board - 2nd Quarter
2014

o Firefighter's Pension Board - 2nd Quarter 2014
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DELTONA FKCONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD

Q22014

Quarterly Report to Deltona City Commission

July 8, 2014

by: Rick Demeter, DEDAB Chairperson

------------- Q====c=cccua=

Educational & Medical Research Sub-Committee
——-and---

Commerce Park & Performing Arts/Historical Facility
Research Sub-Committee
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DELTONA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD

Educational and Medical Research Sub-Committee

Quarterly Report to DEDAB, Q2-2014

ASSIGNMENTS / TASKS

This DEDAB Sub-Committees were created on August 15, 2011, and assigned the task of performing
the advisory role for DEDAB The Sub-Committee will continue its Commission-assigned task, and will
report quarterly on progress made.

EDUCATIONAL & MEDICAL RESEARCH SUB-COMMITTEE MISSION STATEMENT

Identify and approach, meet and obtain ideas from each area stakeholder and utilize these
ideas toward the proposal for a workable "educated and healthy community”.

GENERAL REPORT

This Sub-Committee meets on the second Friday of every other month, in the Second Floor Conference
Room at Deltona City Hall. The meetings start at 10:00 A.M. and are scheduled to last one hour.
Meetings are open to the public and public participation is encouraged.

EDUCATIONAL AND MEDICAL RESEARCH SUB-COMMITTEE

o In conjunction with the Educational and Medical research project, the Sub-committee strives to
determine the most promising way to attract medical facilities, training facilities, and
opportunities (including medical office administration, nursing assistant, nursing, etc.) to the
City of Deltona.

o  On June 13 this Sub-committee had Dr. Bonita Sorensen, Director of the Florida Department of
Health in Volusia County. Dr. Sorensen gave a very interesting report of the Health Ranking of
Volusia County, versus the other 66 counties. Then she reported on the four quadrants of
Volusia County, with the positives and negatives for each quadrant.

e  On June 13 the Sub-committee accepted and welcomed Christine Payler, a Deltona resident, as
a Sub-committee member.

e On April 11 this Sub-committee determined that the meetings of this Sub-committee would
start being held on a bi-monthly schedule, beginning in July (no July, September, November
meetings, etc.). The conflicts with expanding work schedules by members were the reason for
this decision.
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DELTONA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD

Commerce Park Research Sub-Committee

Quarterly Report to DEDAB, Q2-2014

ASSIGNMENTS / TASKS

This DEDAB Sub-Committees were created on August 15, 2011, and assigned the task of performing
the advisory role for DEDAB The Sub-Committee will continue its Commission-assigned task, and will
report quarterly on progress made.

COMMERCE PARK RESEARCH SUB-COMMITTEE MISSION STATEMENT

Identify and approach, meet and obtain ideas from each area stakeholder and vfilize these
ideas toward the proposal for a workable “business, industrial, commerce park concept” and
a “performing arts and historical facllity".

GENERAL REPORT

This Sub-Committee meets on the second Friday of each month, in the Second Floor Conference Room
at Deltona City Hall. The meetings start at 3:30 P.M. and are scheduled to last one hour. Meetings are
open to the public and public participation is encouraged.

e  On May 12,2014, McCollum Sweeney Consulting, via Duke Energy, made a sire readiness
study report to the City of Deltona Commission at workshop. While there were items to be
addressed, it was well noted that the report emphasized the high prospects of the “Deltona
Commerce Park” (a working name). The City Commission was enthusiastic regarding the
report and staff has been in contact with all three of the owners. Discussions with the owners
are ongoing,.

o The Deltona Economic Development Advisory Board was notified that Roy Braddy would be
unable to continue as Sub-committee chairperson due to work obligations. The Vice-
Chairperson, Christine Peacock, is the acting chairperson until the quarterly DEDAB meeting
(July 8), when a DEDAB member of that Sub-committee can be chosen, which will comply
with the DEDAB By-laws.

o Inthe May 9, the DEDAB Commerce Park Sub-committee had Ron Paradise (City of Deltona
Planning & Development Services Department) as the guest speaker. Mr. Paradise spoke to the
Sub-committee regarding the potential of “commerce park™ areas along the SR-145 corridor,
near Howland Boulevard.

e With the Commerce Park assignment well in hand (staff’s hands), the Sub-committee requests
that DEDAB request an additional assignment from the City of Deltona Commission. In May,
the Deltona Commission assigned the “Performing Arvts/Historic Facility Review Project” to
this Sub-committee. On June 13, Mr. Lloyd Marcus and guests were the guest speakers,
addressing their concept of a performing arts center in Deltona.

o During the Q2, Sub-committee members Carlos Valderrama and Bernard Jones resigned. Jean
Armstrong was nominated and accepted by Commission as a DEDAB member and elected to
become a member of this Sub-committee.
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ty of Deltona

SECOND QUARTER 2014
PLANNING & ZONING (P&Z)
BOARD REPORT

MEETING DATES:

A Planning & Zoning Board (Board) meeting was held on May 21, 2014, and June 18, 2014.
There was no meeting held on April 16, 2014.

ITEMS HEARD AT THE PLANNING & ZONING MEETINGS:

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS
REZONINGS/ORDINANCES/FINAL SITE PLANS
VARIANCES
DISCUSSIONS/ORIENTATION/ELECTIONS

W o W o

REZONINGS/ORDINANCES/FINAL SITE PLANS:

A. Ordinance No. 09-2014 (RZ14-004), Amendment to the Albertson’s Plaza BPUD.
The Board voted unanimously to recommend that the City Commission adopt
Ordinance No. 09-2014, Project RZ14-004, to expand the list of permitted uses for the
BPUD to include Daycare Center. The approval of the ordinance allows for a
proposed daycare facility to serve special needs children.

B. Ordinance No. 05-2014, Amendment to rezone property known as the
Promenade at Deltona.
The Board voted unanimously to recommend that the City Commission adopt
Ordinance No. 05-2014, to allow the Promenade at Deltona site to be rezoned from
Rural Residential (Volusia County designation) to C-1 (Retail Commercial), which is
a City zoning designation. The property is located at the intersection of SR 415 and
Howland Boulevard, along the north side of Howland Boulevard.

C. Ordinance No. 15-2014, Amendment to Chapter 102 of the Code of Ordinances to
allow Changeable Copy Signs for Houses of Worship.
The Board voted unanimously to recommend that the City Commission adopt
Ordinance No. 15-2014, that will allow houses of worship to have electronic
changeable copy signs. Because houses of worship can be located on residentially
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City of Deltona, Florida

P&Z 2™ Quarter 2014 Report
July 16, 2014

Page 2 of 2

zoned property and located within residential neighborhoods, the location of the signs
is limited to be along arterial roadway frontages.

DISCUSSIONS/ORIENTATION/ELECTIONS:

A. By the Board.
Chairman David McKnight resigned from the Board. The announcement also

prompted the Election of Officers at the following meeting. Member Tom Burbank is
the new Chairman, Member Noble Olasimbo is the new Vice Chairman, and Member
Wendy Hickey is the new Secretary.

B. By the City Attorney:
The City Attorney presented to the Board an overview of the 2014 Florida Open
Government Sunshine Laws, Penalties, and Public Records, which in summary, is to
refrain from discussing City business at any time, other than during the Board
meeting.

C. By Planning & Development Services Staff:
Members of staff thanked Mr. McKnight for his time and service to the City of
Deltona and to the Board.
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City of Deltona, Firefighters’ Pension Plan
Board of Trustees Quarterly Report
Quarter Ended June 30, 2014

Board of Trustees:
* City Commission Appointees (terms expire January 2017):
o Gene Gizzi — original appointment December 2013
o Janet Deyette — original appointment September 2013

* Active plan member appointees (terms expire January 2017):
o Kurt Vroman, — original appointment January 2009
o Mike Maples — original appointment November 2013
* Trustee Appointee (term expires January 2018):
o James Koczan — original appointment February 2008

Quarterly Administration Highlights:

1. Investment Summary as of June 30,2014 totaling $20,061,815:

Equities $ 7,740,146
Mutual Funds $ 6,853,882
Fixed Income $ 4,375,274
Real Estate $ 610,000
Cash / Equivalents $ 393,620

2. 2013 Annual State Report Filed — The Plan is required to file a report annually to the Florida
Department of Management Services, Division of Retirement, Municipal Police Officers’ and
Firefighters’ Retirement Trust Funds’ Office. The report provides detailed financial data for the Plan
year ended September 30, 2013 and demonstrates compliance with all provisions of the state statute
chapter 175 as required. Upon review and acceptance by the State that all statutory requirements
have been met, the City is then eligible to receive its annual Insurance Premium Tax distribution.
The report was filed in March and a preliminary review was performed by the State with
correspondence to the Board June 3, 2014 indicating additional information required. The final
acceptance is pending at this time.

3. Board Meeting — The next meeting of the Board of Trustees is currently being scheduled for
September 2014.

July 28, 2014
Page 1 of 1
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AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014
FROM: William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: 8§8-A

SUBJECT: Public Hearing - Resolution No. 2014-21: Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) Annual Action Plan for Program Year (PY) 2014-15.

LOCATION: Citywide

BACKGROUND: The City of Deltona, as an entitlement community, receives
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds from
the U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD). The City is therefore eligible to receive monies for
Program Year (PY) 2014-2015 to implement -eligible
activities within the community. These activities were
identified in the 2013-2017 City of Deltona’s Five Year
Consolidated Plan, which was approved by the City
Commission on August 5, 2013. The Five Year Consolidated
Plan is the long-range strategic planning document that is
segmented into annual Program Years that follow HUD-
defined fiscal years.

The City is eligible to receive a formula-based grant in the
amount of $440,094 for PY 2014-2015. In addition, any
monies not spent in prior years within the Consolidated Plan
can be carried forward. The $151,172 of unused CDBG
funds is thus added to the $440,094 for a total of $591,266
eligible to be spent for PY 2014-2015. To receive the CDBG
allocation, the City is required to develop an Annual Action
Plan (AAP) and submit a list of projects to HUD to be
undertaken during the PY 2014-2015 by August 16, 2014.
With this City Commission hearing, that deadline can be
achieved.

In accordance with program requirements, the City
advertised the Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) on
February 23, 2014, to provide organizations that are
proposing public services in the City an opportunity to apply
for CDBG funds. Upon receipt of the applications, the
proposed projects were ranked for conformity to CDBG
national objectives, one of which is for activities to benefit
very low and low income persons. Recommendations for
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funding were made based on the rankings of the proposals
received, a budget was created, and the appropriate
advertisements posted. Two required (2) public hearings
were held for citizen input regarding the expenditure of the
proposed funds — on July 4 and July 15, 2014. Activities for
the proposed 2014-2015 AAP are included as Exhibit B:
Program Year 2014-2015 Proposed Projects (please see the
attached).

ORIGINATING
DEPARTMENT: Housing and Community Development

SOURCE OF FUNDS: CDBG Federal Grant Funds

COST: $591,266

REVIEWED BY: Planning Director, Finance Director, City Attorney

STAFF

RECOMMENDATION

PRESENTED BY: Presented by: Ron Paradise, Assistant Director, Planning and
Development Services - Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve Resolution ~ No. 2014-21, the

Community Development Block Grant Annual Action Plan
for Program Year 2014-2015.

POTENTIAL

MOTION:
"I hereby move to approve Resolution No. 2014-21, the
Community Development Block Grant Annual Action Plan
for Program Year 2014-2015."

AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED BY:
William D. Denny, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:  Exhibit A: Resolution No. 2014-21

e Exhibit B: Program Year 2014-15 Proposed Projects
e Exhibit C: PY Annual Action Plan
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-21

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA,
APPROVING THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) SECOND YEAR ACTION PLAN
FOR PROGRAM YEAR 2014-2015; AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE REQUIRED
FEDERAL FORMS AND CERTIFICATIONS;
AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF THE PLAN;
AUTHORIZING THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE
PROGRAM; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona, Florida, is a Community Development Block Grant
entitlement community; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Deltona desires to obtain Federal
Community Development Block Grant funds, and administer Community Development Block
Grant programs; and

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development requires
all entitlement communities to submit an Annual Action Plan to adhere to the requirements of
applicable Federal regulations; and

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona has prepared a Second-Year Community Development
Block Grant Annual Action Plan that includes the Federal application for funds and all required
forms and certifications to apply for funds from the Federal Community Development Block
Grant program.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, as follows:

Section 1. The City of Deltona Second Year Community Development Block Grant

Annual Action Plan for Program Year 2014-2015, attached hereto, is hereby approved.
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City of Deltona, Florida
Resolution No. 2014-00
Page 2 of 2

Section 2. The City Manager is hereby authorized and empowered to execute the Federal
forms and certifications required as part of the Second Year Community Development Block
Grant Annual Action Plan.

Section 3. The City Manager or designee is hereby authorized to submit the Second Year
Community Development Block Grant Annual Action Plan for Program Year 2014-2015 and to
request approval for funding from the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development.

Section 4. The City Manager or designee is hereby authorized to administer the
Community Development Block Grant program, Consolidated Plan, Strategic Plan, Annual
Action Plans, and Citizen Participation Program.

Section 5. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its final adoption by the
City Commission.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF

DELTONA, FLORIDA THIS DAY OF 2014.

BY:
JOHN C. MASIARCZYK, SR., Mayor

ATTEST:

JOYCE RAFTERY, CMC, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality for use
and reliance of the City of Deltona, Florida

GRETCHEN R. H. VOSE, City Attorney
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Program Year 2014-2015 Proposed Projects

Project/Activity PY 2014-2015 Service
Administration $88,019 Program administration
Campbell Park $42,500 Basketball court reconstruction
Campbell Park $25,000 Shuffleboard court demolition
Campbell Park $37,500 Pavilion construction
Campbell Park $6,500 Swing installation
Lake Gleason $40,000 Playground installation
Council on Aging $8,167.50 Activities for the elderly
New Hope Human Services $6,930 Mentoring for girls
Early Learning Coalition $11,000 School readiness program
Take Stock in Children $8,937.50 Matching scholarships
Haven Recovery $7,947.50 Substance abuse
Boys and Girls Club $8,332.50 After-school program
Neighborhood Center of West Volusia $11,000 Homeless/hunger prevention
Housing Activities $138,260 Minor/emergency repairs
PY 14/15 CDBG Grant Award $440,094
Prior Year Carry-over $151,172
Total Budget $591,266

-1-
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Community Development Block Grant
Annual Action Plan FY 2014-2015

Mayvor & Vice

Mayor

Mayor At Large
John C. Masiarczyk, Sr.

Vice Mayor &

District 3
Heidi Herzberg

Commissioners

District 1
Zenaida Denizac

District 2
Webster Barnaby

District 4
Nancy Schleicher

District 5
Anthony Bellizio

District 6
Chris Nabicht

EQUAL HOUSING
OPPORTUNITY
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Second Program Year
Action Plan

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Contents
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Executive Summary

AP-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)
1. Introduction

Note: This document contains the objectives, and goals regarding the City of Deltona use of funds
under the FY 2014-2015 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program.

The City of Deltona is an Entitlement Community and is eligible to receive funds directly from the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). As such, the City is required to submit to HUD a
Five-Year Consolidated Plan (ConPlan) every five years and an Annual Action Plan (AAP) annually. The
ConPlan summarizes the anticipated usage of funds over a five year period. The AAP reduces the
ConPlan to an abridged and targeted annual prospectus of activities to be undertaken over the coming
year. The general properties that the City adopted for its ConPlan are incorporated within the Annual
Action Plan. The City of Deltona's 2014-2015 AAP will provide a concise summary of the federal
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding used to support housing, non-housing community
development and public service activities in the City of Deltona. The Annual Action Plan will describe
how the City of Deltonaintends to utilize these funds to improve the quality of life for low-income
residents. Investments will be allocated to best meet these objectives.

The purpose of the AAP is to provide information to the residents by listing the proposed activities to be
implemented during the 2014-2015 year. Projects and activities are determined based on input
provided by the residents of the City of Deltonavia comments and survey results. Citizens are
encouraged to provide comments about the anticipated use of funds.

For the coming year, the City expects to receive approximately $440,094 in Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) funds. Currently, the City anticipates utilizing CDGB funds for public facilities/park
improvements public services and housing activities. In an attempt to promote initiatives such as senior
activities, mentoring, scholarships and after school programs, the City will utilize the maximum
allowable percentage for public services activities.

2. Summarize the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan

In the past, the City has utilized a large portion of the City CDBG allocation for drainage improvements.
Significant stormwater/drainage improvements through the installation and upgrade of pump stations,
hydraulic conveyance, and basin volume have made a positive and remarkable difference in the City.
Large scale stormwater management improvements in Deltona have been mostly completed. Therefore
the focus of CDBG will be shifted to new priorities which include park improvements, public services and
housing assistance. The park improvements will enhance the recreational experience for the citizens of
Annual Action Plan 2
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the City and help maintain the park level of service within the City. Public services will be carried out by
various sub-recipients which will provide substance abuse, mentoring, scholarship, homeless/hunger
prevention, elder and child care and other activities for targeted income groups. There is a demand for
housing activities in the City with probably the greatest demand being the need for owner occupied
repair to address the effects of deferred maintenance. Owner occupied repairs will focus mostly on roof,
HVAC and septic tank repair/replacement. Finally, the City will be using the requisite administrative
percentage not only to maintain staff but to invest in training and other relevant educational
opportunities.

3. Evaluation of past performance

The City of Deltona will measure performance outcomes for CDBG via the Consolidated Annual
Performance Evaluation Report (CAPER) which captures progress towards meeting the (ConPlan) goals
and objectives. The CAPER provides a comprehensive review of the City's CDBG program performance,
including, but not limited to, sub-recipient activity and the levels of spending and accomplishments for
the CDBG grant. The CAPER is submitted annually to the local HUD office. The CAPER for the 2012-2013
year was submitted reviewed and accepted by the area HUD office. In addition, the City conducts self-
evaluations of performance and timeliness on an on-going basis.

4. Summary of Citizen Participation Process and consultation process

The City’s 2014-2015 Annual Action Plan was prepared based on the analysis contained in the FY 2013-
2017 Consolidated Plan. The City held public scoping events on July 4, 2014 from 6:00 to 7:00 pm, July
15, 2014 from 2:30 to 3:30 pm and the final meeting will be held on August 4, 2014 during the City
Commission meeting which commences at 6:30 pm.

The City’s public meetings gave the citizens an opportunity to review old and new activities, interact
with City staff and provide comments and recommendations to the Community Development
Department. A draft of the proposed FY 2014-2015 Annual Action Plan was advertised in the July 3,
2014 edition of the Orlando Sentinel. A copy was placed on the City of Deltona's website. The final
plans will be advertised in the August 10, 2014 edition of the Orlando Sentinel. Copies were available
for review and comment during the entire 30-day mandatory comment period.

5. Summary of public comments

Based on the results of our citizen surveys, the highest priority need is housing. The City of Deltona will
be served by increasing the affordable housing stock, assisting low and moderate income families with
housing repairs and providing down payment assistance to low and moderate income households. The
second highest priority reported by the residents is community services, such as increased access to
affordable childcare, nutritional supplementation and senior programs. The following list is the

Annual Action Plan 3
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remaining results of the public participation survey in order of importance; homeless prevention,
community facilities (e.g. parks), homeless facilities, (e.g. shelters), economic development, (e.g.
business assistance programs) and public improvements, (e.g. streets, lighting, water and sewer).

6. Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them
Eight Surveys were excluded due to incompleteness.
7. Summary

The City of Deltona has allocated the CDBG funds of the 2014 Program year based on the results of the
public participation survey. The four highest ranking priorities reported by the citizens are housing,
community services, homelessness prevention and community facilities. The CDBG funds appropriation
in the Annual Action plan is based on the priority of needs identified by the citizens of the City of
Deltona.

PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies - 91.200(b)

1. Agency/entity responsible for preparing/administering the Consolidated Plan

Agency Role Name Department/Agency

Lead Agency CITY OF DELTONA Planning and Development Services
CDBG Administrator Chris Bowley Director of Planning & Dev Services
HOPWA Administrator N/A N/A

HOME Administrator N/A N/A

HOPWA-C Administrator N/A N/A

Table 1 — Responsible Agencies

Narrative (optional)

Housing and Community Development (HCD), a unit of the Planning and Development Services
Department, serves as the lead agency and is responsible for plan development, administration and
oversight of all programs and activities identified in the ConPlan and Annual Action Plan.

Annual Action Plan 4
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Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Angelia M. Briggs

City of Deltona

2345 Providence Blvd. Deltona, FL 32725
386-878-8614 - abriggs@deltonafl.gov

AP-10 Consultation - 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(1)

1. Introduction

The City of Deltona in the development of this action plan will hold several public
workshops/meetings/hearings for all interested community stake-holders to participate in the
development of this plan. The meetings will provide information on the needs identified in the City of
Deltona's ConPlan, and comments will be solicited from the participants to evaluate the identified
community needs. In addition, to the public meetings, the Continuum of Care for homeless services,
realtors, lenders and various CHDO's were consulted.

The ConPlan is the overall point of reference for developing the AAP because the ConPlan
establishes the protocol for developing the Annual Action Plan. Additional resources used to compile the
report were channeled in a variety of ways. Staff was most instrumental in structuring the process
needed to analyze data, and facilitate and conduct meetings, workshops and public hearings. Sub-
recipients provided the City with a platform to discuss the need for expanding social services. In
addition, the City collaborated with Neighborhood Center of West Volusia to assist the City in
determining necessary services required to meet the needs of the homeless.

Provide a concise summary of the jurisdiction’s activities to enhance coordination between public
and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health and service
agencies (91.215(1))

The City of Deltona partners with a local chapter of Habitat for Humanity, a Community and Housing
Development Organization as well as two housing counseling agencies to promote housing
development, and housing educational activities. These agencies are instrumental in identifying housing,
assessing housing needs and preparing prospective home buyers for home ownership and maintenance
of homes once purchased. While the City does not have public housing, efforts to coordinate public
housing for Deltona residents are channeled through Volusia County and nearby jurisdictions in the
county which do facilitate public housing. City staff has participated in a program designed to address
the limited local access for residents to services in Deltona. The program is focused on the health,
disease, mental and general welfare of the population in West Volusia County of which Deltona is
located. In addition, the City has been a collaborator in an on-going monthly event whereby various
social service, non-profits, homeless service providers, churches and other groups sponsor a united
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social service extravaganza to promote services to the residents and provide basic screenings, intake
and provider services to those in need.

Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of homeless persons
(particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans, and
unaccompanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness.

The City collaborated with Volusia/Flagler County Coalition for the Homeless in supplying useful
information pertaining to the Point in Time Survey. The Point in Time Survey is a physical count of all
homeless persons and is taken at a set time. The survey provides relevant information about areas
greatly affected by homelessness and opens the door for further dialogue to strategize and combat the
homelessness problem. This also provides an opportunity to identify other services that homeless
persons my need.

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the jurisdiction's area in determining how
to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards for and evaluate outcomes of projects and
activities assisted by ESG funds, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the operation and
administration of HMIS

Not applicable.

2. Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process and
describe the jurisdiction’s consultations with housing, social service agencies and other entities

1 | Agency/Group/Organization Volusia County
Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing, PHA, other government - County

What section of the Plan was addressed

by Consultation?
Housing Need Assessment Public Housing Needs

How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Volusia County was consulted with the purpose of

consulted and what are the anticipated determining a particular strategy for addressing
outcomes of the consultation or areas for | home ownership, subsidy provisions, or types of
improved coordination? housing units. Volusia County was also consulted

regarding the Public Housing, Section 8 self-
sufficiency program. The intent was to possibly
capitalize on some of the County's Section 8 clients
who would be good candidates to apply and qualify
for the City's NSP program to facilitate the category
of either Very-Low Income or Low-Income
homebuyers.

Annual Action Plan 6
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Agency/Group/Organization

Haven Recovery Center, Inc.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Victims of Domestic Violence Services-
Homeless

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment Homelessness Strategy
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Haven Recovery is a subrecipient of the City and was
also consulted in preparation of the AAP. They were
selected on the basis of the services they are engaged
in and services provided to the City. Haven Recovery is
also a CHDO and provides housing development
activities. From the standpoint of housing, and
looking at redevelopment, the City has purchased
vacant lots and will continue to purchase additional
lots in the future. Also, Deltona homes available within
the NSP program, could possibly be donated to a non-
profit for housing low-income persons. Because Haven
Recovery has low-income participants, we were
looking to improve our chances of partnering in this
aspect as well.

Agency/Group/Organization

Volusia/Flagler County Coalition for the Homeless

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-homeless Regional organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy, Homeless Needs- Chronically
Homeless/ Homeless Needs- Families with Children /
Homelessness Needs-Veterans / Homelessness Needs-
Unaccompanied youth

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Volusia Flagler County Coalition for the Homeless
(VFCCH) serves as the lead agency for homeless
services in both Volusia and Flagler Counties. Because
of this, they are responsible for the oversight,
management, and planning of homeless services for
the County. They are also charged with applying for
homeless service grants on behalf of agencies in the
County. The VFCCH was consulted as part of an
initiative to properly address homeless activities in
both Deltona and the County. The anticipated
outcomes are to utilize VFCCH to provide HMIS
services to the City for the tracking of client data; to
obtain homeless counts and population and to
determine geographically where the larger portion of
the homeless population for Deltona is situated.

Annual Action Plan 7
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Agency/Group/Organization

Early Learning Coalition Flagler Volusia

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Children

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Anti-poverty Strategy

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Early Learning Coalition was consulted because the
agency deals with children who are typically from low to
very low income households. The anticipated outcomes
would be to project changes in the household’s
economic conditions that would prevent poverty and
provide services geared toward those in poverty.

Agency/Group/Organization

Southwest Volusia Habitat for Humanity

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing / Regional organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment / Anti-poverty Strategy

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Southwest Habitat for Humanity is a housing
development organization who works specifically with
low income persons in obtaining housing. They were
consulted for the purpose of creating housing
development opportunities. The organization is vital to
the City in promoting housing development under the
NSP Program.

Agency/Group/Organization

Neighborhood Center of West Volusia

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing / Health Agency

What section of the Plan was addressed by
Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

How was the Agency/Group/Organization
consulted and what are the anticipated
outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Neighborhood Center of West Volusia was consulted for
the purpose of collaborating on homelessness in the
West Volusia Area. The City of Deltona currently
assists/funds the Neighborhood Center through our
CDBG public service cap. The anticipated outcome
would be to aid in the prevention of homelessness by
administering a program geared to provide subsidy for
rent, security deposits, food assistance and housing.

Table 2 — Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting

Not applicable
Annual Action Plan 8
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Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan

Name of Plan

Lead Organization

How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals of each
plan?

Continuum of
Care

Volusia/Flagler
Coalition for the
Homeless

The Coalition provides resources under the Continuum of Care
program to provide services for persons in need. The Coalition has
under its umbrella several agencies who partner to provide
homeless services including transitional housing, medical, social
service, and substance abuse programs.

Table 3 — Other local / regional / federal planning efforts

Narrative (optional)

AP-12 Participation - 91.105, 91.200(c)

1. Summary of citizen participation process/efforts made to broaden citizen participation.
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted goal-setting

The City follows U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Developments (HUD) rules and regulations
found at 24 CFR 91.105 - Citizen Participation, and therefore offers a number participation and
comment venues. Citizens are provided information via newspaper advertisements, Internet outreach
(City's website) and public hearings. The City of Deltona 2014-2015 Annual Action Plan was prepared
based on the analysis associated with the FY 2013-2017 Consolidated Plan and information derived from
the public scoping and related comments. Public meetings are scheduled for July 4, 2014, July 15, 2014
and August 4, 2014 for residents to review the Plan and provide comments and suggestions.

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Sort Mode of Target of Summary of Summary of Summary of | URL (If
applicable)
Order Outreach Outreach response/ Comments comments
attendance received not accepted
and reasons
Analysis of
comments can
be located i 8 surveys
e located in
Non- - the Execut! were not
surveys e Executive
Fourth of July | targeted/ excepted
1 _ /responses summary of n/a
Celebration broad . . due to
received this document | ot
i incomplete-
community under items P
ness
number, 5, 6,
&7
Non-
targeted/ No responses
2 Newspaper Ad , n/a
broad received.
community
Analysis of
comments can
N be located in
on-
targeted/ 8 surveys the Executive
3 Public Meeting /responses summary of n/a n/a
broad received this document
community under items
number, 5, 6,
&7
Table 4 — Citizen Participation Outreach
Annual Action Plan 10
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Expected Resources

AP-15 Expected Resources - 91.220(c) (1, 2)
Introduction:
2015. Additionally, the City will receive SHIP funds from the State of Florida in the amount of $393,000
and will continue to administer an estimated $1,050,000 in program income and prior year’s allocation
from NSP1/NSP3

Deltona

will

receive

approximately  $440,094 in

CDBG

Expected Amount Available Year 1

Attachment number 3 \nPage 1.

funds

for FY2014-

Program Source | Use of Funds | Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Expected Narrative
of Allocation: Income: Resources: S Amount Description
Funds S S S Available
Reminder of
ConPlan:
S
CDBG public- | Acquisition The City of
federal | Admin and Deltona
Planning anticipates
Economic receiving
Development approximate
Housing ly
Public $440,490.00
Improvements in CDBG
Public funds in
Services 2014-2015.
This is
consistent
with the
City's annual
award.
$440,094.00 S - $151,172.00 $ 591,266.00 S 400,000.00
Annual Action Plan 11
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Program

Source
of
Funds

Use of Funds

Annual
Allocation:

S

Program
Income:

S

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:

$

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder of
ConPlan:

$

Narrative
Description

Competitive
McKinney-
Vento
Homeless
Assistance
Act.

public -
state

Other

Deltona did
not receive
funds in
2013-2014.
Itis not
anticipated
there will be
another
opportunity
in the future
as more
communitie
s will seek
these funds
to serve
their
homeless
population.

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Expected Amount Available Year 1
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Program

Source
of Funds

Use of
Funds

Annual
Allocation: $

Program
Income: S

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:
S

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder

of ConPlan:

$

Narrative
Description

Housing Trust
Fund

public -
state

Housing

State
Housing
Initiatives
Program
(SHIP) is a
State of
Florida
program
that
provides
funds to
address
affordable
housing
needs for
households
whose
income do
not exceed
120% AMI.
Deltona is
estimated
to receive
$393,000.

$ 393,000.00

S 5,000.00

S 25,000.00

$423,000.00

S -

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Expected Amount Available Year 1

Program | Source | Use of | Annual Program Prior Year Total: Expected Narrative
of Funds Allocation: | Income: Resources: S Amount Description
Funds S S S Available
Reminder of
ConPlan:
S
Housing | public | Housing
Trust - state
Fund
Other public The
- Neighborhood
federal Stabilization
Program (NSP)
is a Federal
program

administered
through the
Housing and
Urban
Development
Department
(HUD). The
program
provides funds
to support
housing
activities that
help stabilize
neighborhoods
affected by
the
foreclosure
crisis. The
amounts
above reflect
current
balances and
Expected
program
income for
PY2014-2015.

S - $500,000.00 $550,000.00 $1,050,000.00 $350,000.00
Table 5 - Expected Resources — Priority Table
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Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a
description of how matching requirements will be satisfied

Federal funds from CDBG and NSP will be leveraged with State SHIP funds to provide owner-occupied
rehabilitation and to provide affordable housing. In addition, CDBG and SHIP funds will be used to
provide homeowner education classes as needed. There is no statutory match required on any of these
programs.

If appropriate, describe publicly owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be
used to address the needs identified in the plan

Deltona does not have any publically owned property or land that will be utilized during the course of
this Annual Action Plan.

Discussion

Estimated funds available contained on this page are based on what the City has been provided at the
time of this report or projected based on best available data at the time of this report.

Annual Goals and Objectives

AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives - 91.420, 91.220(c)(3)&(e)

Goals Summary Information

Sort | Goal Name Start | End | Category Geographic | Needs Funding | Goal Outcome
Order Year | Year Area Addressed Indicator
1 Public Facilities | 2014 | 2015 | Non-Housing Public CDBG: Public Facility or
Community Facilities $151,500 | Infrastructure
Development Activities for
Low/Moderate

Income Housing
Benefit: 2318
Households
Assisted
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Sort | Goal Name Start | End | Category Geographic | Needs Funding | Goal Outcome
Order Year | Year Area Addressed Indicator
2 Public Services 2014 | 2015 | Non-Housing Public CDBG: Public service
Community Services $62,315 activities for
Development Low/Moderate
Income Housing
Benefit: 418
Households
Assisted
3 Housing 2014 | 2015 | Affordable Affordable | CDBG: Homeowner
Rehabilitation Housing Housing $289,432 | Housing

Rehabilitated:
26 Household

Housing Unit
4 Administration | 2014 | 2015 | Program CDBG: Other: 1 Other
Administration $88,019
Table 6 — Goals Summary
Goal Descriptions
1 Goal Name | Public Facilities
Goal CDBG funds will be used to install swings, demolish a shuffleboard court, reconstruct a

Description | basketball court and construct a pavilion at Campbell Park. In addition, funds will be
provided to install a playground at Lake Gleason park. Both parks are located in the
CDBG target areas.

2 Goal Name Public Services

Goal The City will develop sub-recipient agreements to provide services such as tutorial
Description | programs, elderly support, mentoring, scholarships, substance abuse treatment and
early childhood education services to the residents of Deltona.

3 Goal Name | Housing Rehabilitation

Annual Action Plan 16
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Goal
Description

Leveraging CDBG and SHIP funds. The City will perform minor and/or emergency
repairs on owner-occupied housing units. Included in this category will be such things
as HVAC, septic and roof repairs. Minor rehabilitation may be included depending on

the nature of the repair.

Goal Name Administration

Goal Deltona will use the cap of 20% for administration to implement the program.
Description

Table 7 — Annual Goals Description

Estimate the number of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-income families to whom
the jurisdiction will provide affordable housing as defined by HOME 91.215(b):

The City of Deltona does not currently receive HOME Funds.

AP-35 Projects - 91.220(d)

Introduction

For the past few years, Deltona has maintained a focused priority on drainage improvements and
housing rehabilitation. The City has expended the vast majority of CDBG funds on infrastructure and will
continue expend funds into services that would be a direct benefit to the residents. Therefore, using
this concept, Deltona will continue to use CDBG fund to address needs in housing, public services, and
public facilities. The City will also utilize funds remaining in the NSP Program to provide homeownership
opportunities.

Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved need

Public works projects involving drainage improvements represent the largest CDBG expenditures within
the City for the last few years. However, most of those projects have been completed or are in the
process of completion. In the meantime, some City park infrastructure was becoming obsolete or ending
a functional lifespan. Therefore, a significant amount of CDBG money will be directed to parks to
address this deficiency. Parks are well used in the City by all income groups and for the less advantaged
offer a viable source of consistent recreational opportunity. Recreational opportunity can be as informal
as utilizing playground equipment like swings to participating in a league sport. League sports within the
City are very popular with nearly all age groups being served. Obstacles to addressing recreational needs
include the escalating cost of park development, recreational equipment and liability insurance. For
example, many citizens through the survey process identified a public pool as a preferred recreational
amenity that should be funded with CDBG funds. However, while a pool may offer a respite from the
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central Florida heat, the cost of pool construction is high. Furthermore, the operation and maintenance
associated with a public pool requires a plethora of chemicals and skilled staff to operate a pool. Finally,
the liability associated with a public pool is high. The City insurance is already expensive and added with
the ramifications of potential litigation casts doubt on a public pool being feasible. The City has funded
public service activities for many years. Most public services are provided by sub-recipients chosen by
the City to provide such services. The sub-recipients are chosen through a ranking system with a main
criteria being the nature of the service offered. The City attempts to fund a well-rounded and
comprehensive public service program. However, the public services funded may not be able to help all
that may be in need. There are always individual cases that may warrant some action, but do not
dovetail with the mission of any local public service entities and those needs remain unmet. The City of
Deltona is primarily a residential community consisting of over 32,000 detached single family dwellings.

The City has been involved in housing projects for many years and there is a well proven need for
housing assistance. More specifically, owner occupied repair. Home repair projects funded through the
housing strategy will concentrate on major home elements like roofs and septic systems. The intent is to
not facilitate entire rehabilitations but to perform only major, expensive repairs and leave cosmetic and
smaller, more manageable repairs for the homeowners to accomplish. A major obstacle associated with
this activity is the fact that construction costs are on the rise. The cost of HVAC and roof work has gone
up 10-20% in the last five years. Those trends are expected to continue. Also, the City has encountered
homes that have been leaking for so long that walls and load bearing beams may be compromised. In
those cases, based on the limited funds the City can apply to one project, the City may not be able to
initiate such a project.

Projects

AP-38 Projects Summary
Project Summary Information

Project Name Public Facilities

Target Area Low/Moderate Income Area

Goals Supported Public Facilitates

Needs Addressed Park improvements

Funding CDBG: $151,500
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Description

Construction of a pavilion, reconstruction of a basketball court,
demolition of a shuffleboard court, installation of swings and

construction of playground at two parks in the CDBG target area.

Target Date

3/31/2015

Estimate the number and
type of families that will
benefit from the proposed
activities

Location Description

The work for the basketball court, shuffleboard court, pavilion and
swings will be performed at Campbell Parka park located in the
southwest region of the CDBG target area.

The playground will be installed at Lake Gleason park and located within
the low/moderate income area of the City's CDBG target area.

Planned Activities

Park equipment and renovation of parks in the CDBG targeted area.

Project Name

Public Services

Target Area

Low/Moderate Income Area Benefit

Goals Supported

Public Services

Needs Addressed Public Services
Funding CDBG: $62,315
Description Community related services rendered in partnership with sub-recipient

agencies, including non-profits, to coordinate services such as
mentoring, childcare, senior activities, tutorial programs, homelessness

assistance and scholarships.

Target Date

9/15/2015

Estimate the number and
type of families that will
benefit from the proposed
activities

The City estimates that the above referenced activities will benefit
approximately 958 residents.

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Annual Action Plan 19
2014

61 Item 8A




Attachment number 3 \nPage 2.

Location Description

Although some activities may be performed within the County of
Volusia, the majority of the activities above will be undertaken within
the City of Deltona.

Planned Activities

Various activities will be performed including but not limited to
assistance for childcare, mentoring, tutoring after school care, elderly
activity services, homelessness assistance and counseling.

Project Name

Housing Activities

Target Area

Low/Moderate Income Households

Goals Supported

Housing Rehabilitation

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing
Funding CDBG: $289,432
Description Activities will include minor rehabilitation for low income residents.

Housing activities will also include housing counseling to provide
foreclosure and home maintenance education.

Target Date

7/31/2015

Estimate the number and
type of families that will
benefit from the proposed
activities

Deltona estimates that approximately 25 households will be assisted
with CDBG funds leveraged with SHIP funds

Location Description

Although most of the housing rehabilitation will be performed in the
CDBG target areas, it will not preclude the City from performing some
work throughout the City.

Planned Activities

Homeowner Rehabilitation and Emergency Repairs

Project Name

Administration

Target Area

N/A

Goals Supported

Administration

Needs Addressed

N/A

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Funding CDBG: $88,019
Description Program implementation and administration.
Target Date 9/30/2015

Estimate the number and | Not applicable
type of families that will
benefit from the proposed

activities
Location Description Not applicable
Planned Activities Program administration by the Housing and Community Development

office to implement grant activities.

Table 8 - Projects

AP-50 Geographic Distribution - 91.220(f)
Description of the geographic areas of the entitlement (including areas of low-income and
minority concentration) where assistance will be directed.

The City has identified specific target areas for CDBG fund expenditures. These areas are located
in the northeast and southwest sections of the City where households tend to be low income
and the minority population tends to be high. These areas are targeted because they represent
segments of the City that are in a state of distress economically. These sections have the least
potential for growth and development. The homes in these areas are older and the general
home values are decreasing in part, because some homeowners are unable to afford to make
costly maintenance repairs.

The target areas have also been plagued with poor infrastructure and roadway conditions
resulting from inclement weather events. Over the past several years there has been a marked
improvement in the condition of the City's infrastructure. For this reason, the City would like to
concentrate on public facility, housing and public service endeavors over the 2014-2015 year.
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Geographic Distribution

Target Area Percentage of Funds
Housing Rehabilitation 31.%
Campbell Park-Basketball Court 10%
Campbell Park- Shuffleboard Court 6%

Campbell Park-Pavilion 9%

Lake Gleason 9%

Campbell Park 1%

Public Services 14%

Program Administration 20%

Table 9 - Geographic Distribution
Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically

On an annual basis, the City invests about 85% of its CDBG funding in the two target areas. One
of the past priorities has been stormwater/drainage. The rationale for these allocations stems
from the fact that Deltona has had some drainage challenges in the past. The City has limited
cultural, educational, recreational/sporting venues.

Residents of the City are approximately twenty-five miles from attractions, sporting facilities, etc.
Because of this, City parks offer a close-by and affordable outlet for recreational needs. Park
usage is high and there is always a need to reconstruct, replace or renovate park components.
For example, playground equipment is used hard and is subjected to extreme wear and tear. The
City will invest roughly 35% of its total CDBG funds in this activity. Public service and housing
activities will also be used to help populations within the City target areas.

Discussion

Deltona receives less than $500,000 annually in CDBG funds. The priorities developed are based
on the needs and the requests from the citizens of the City. Funds will be utilized in the manner
that meets program requirements and that addresses the various needs of the residents.
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Affordable Housing

AP-55 Affordable Housing - 91.220(g)

Introduction

With regard to homelessness, Deltona will work with the Volusia/Flagler Coalition for the
Homeless (VFCH) to address homelessness in the City.

One Year Goals for the Number of Households be Supported
Homeless 0

Non-Homeless

Special-Needs

Total
Table 10-One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

One Year Goals for the Number of Households be Supported Through

Rental Assistance 0
the Production of New Units 0
Acquisition of Existing Units 0
Total

Table 11-One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

Discussion

Deltona has recognized the need of homeless services based on information gathered from local CHDO
and sub-recipient agencies. There has always been a level of assistance provided to address
homelessness in the community. The lead agency for homelessness in the area is the Volusia/Flagler
County Coalition for the Homeless. The City has coordinated with the VFCCH in the past and will continue
the working relationship.

AP-60 Public Housing - 91.220(h)

Introduction

With the number of families who have lost their homes due to foreclosure, coupled with a high
unemployment rate in the area, there is a great need for rental assistance, public housing, and
affordable housing. While the City does provide resources to address affordable housing, the
other two components are left to other agencies to perform. In addition to having affordable
housing programs, the City also provides financial counseling. This financial education, which is
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provided to potential homebuyers, provides clients with the tools necessary to become good
financial managers of personal income needed for homeownership.

The housing stock within the City is almost entirely comprised of detached single family
dwellings. Because of the single family residential dominance, there are limited multi-family
housing options in the City. The City recognizes that public housing may be needed. However,
there are currently no plans for the provision of public housing within the City. The City will
continue to refer clients to Volusia County.

Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing

Deltona does not have a Public Housing Authority, but the City plans to coordinate with
the County of Volusia, local PHA's, lenders and CHDQO's to provide Fair Housing and foreclosure
workshops during the 2014-2015 plan year. Finally, residents are given several opportunities
during the course of the year to be involved and make comments or suggestions on any CDBG
oriented plans or initiatives.

Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and
participate in homeownership

Deltona has engaged a local CHDO to collaborate on the possibility of creating a partnership
aimed at reaching out to current public housing residents, extremely low and very low income
persons who are on a path of self-sufficiency, to determine if any of those candidates would be
ideal clients for the NSP homeownership program. This will help get those who are prepared
into more suitable housing.

If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be
provided or other assistance

Not applicable
Discussion

Deltona is seeking ways of connecting with the public housing offices and interested in assisting
the population of persons in need of housing opportunities.
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AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities - 91.220(i)
Introduction

Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness
including reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing
their individual needs

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families
with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to
permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that
individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals
and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were
recently homeless from becoming homeless again

Helping low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families and those who are: being discharged from publicly
funded institutions and systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health facilities,
foster care and other youth facilities, and corrections programs and institutions); or, receiving
assistance from public or private agencies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education, or youth needs

Discussion

AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing - 91.220(j)

Introduction

Lack of affordability and financing for affordable housing is limited. According to local affordable
housing developers, the availability of financing presents a primary barrier to producing new
subsidized housing. Although the cost of land and construction have declined, the tightened
credit market, and decline in State and local subsidies, have made it challenging for affordable
housing developers to take advantage of lower costs. Furthermore, recent declines in home
values have improved housing affordability, but many lower income households still encounter
difficulty buying a home.

Market rents are generally affordable to median-income households, but not for low, very low
and extremely-low income households. With a few exceptions, market rate rents are roughly
comparable to the maximum affordable rents for households earning median income across the
Entitlement Jurisdiction. In contrast, the average market rate rent far exceeds the maximum
affordable rent for most low, very low- and extremely low-income households.
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Development Constraints

Supply of Available Land. In many Entitlement Jurisdictions, the limited availability of land for
housing development constrains new housing production. As a result, new residential production
will largely occur as infill projects which often represents a more challenging and costly
development type. It is worth noting, however, that infill development offers the benefits of
greater transit accessibility, the redevelopment of underused sites, and the preservation of open
space. Additionally, locating housing next to job centers, amenities, and transit has the benefit of
lowering total cost of living by decreasing automobile transportation costs. While the supply of
land within the present incorporated limits of the City of Deltona, like many jurisdictions, is finite,
the City does have ample land resources to support the expected population for many years. In
addition, the City does have some option, in the future, to annex portions of the unincorporated
County. However, annexation to support more residential growth is not needed now or in the
foreseeable future.

Land Costs. The cost for larger tracts of vacant land tends to be high within the City. The cost of
the land casts doubt on the feasibility of developing larger affordable housing projects. Local
developers indicate that land prices have adjusted downward. However, unless land owners are
compelled to sell their property, many will wait for the market to recover. On the other hand,
individual homes within the City and individual vacant lots can be obtained at relatively low
prices. While it is possible to purchase individual homes at prices that are significantly less than
current construction costs, these dwellings are sometimes associated with less than desirable or
obsolete floor plans. However, for affordable housing purposes, existing homes within the City
do represent a reliable stock of affordable housing opportunity in Deltona. In fact, the bulk of the
City’s affordable housing activity through the NSP activities has focused primarily on working
with the existing housing stock.

Actions planned to remove or ameliorate the negative effects of public policies that serve as
barriers to affordable housing such as land use controls, tax policies affecting land, zoning
ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the
return on residential investment.

Action #1: Support the increased production of affordable housing through public private
partnerships with developers and capacity building for nonprofits. The City of Deltona will
continue to work with local banks, developers and non-profit organizations to expand the stock
of affordable housing. A continuation of these efforts should increase the production of new
affordable housing units and provide assistance toward the purchase and renovation of housing
in existing neighborhoods. Greater emphasis should be placed on promoting the involvement of
non-profit, faith based organizations and private developers to provide affordable housing
opportunities in the City.
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Action #2: Facilitate access to below-market-rate units. The City will facilitate communication
between special needs service providers and affordable housing developers, to ensure that
home seekers with special needs have fair access to available units.

Discussion

Based on the above data an inference could be made that the barriers to affordable housing are
rife within the City. However, when compared to other areas of Florida or even the country the
affordability index of the City is quite attractive. The City has always had abundant affordable
housing options. Affordability is part of the reason why the City has been and continues to be
very popular with both the elderly and the young. There are challenges to obtaining affordable
housing and, as has been stated, lending requirements are part of the challenges. There is a
systemic problem with regard to individuals attaining housing. The problem surrounds the fact
that real wage rates have not kept up with inflation and people are working harder to keep up.
This is not a necessarily a local problem to solve, but maybe a macroeconomic issue that needs
to be addressed on a national level. While the City attempts to attract business that have or will
create well-paying jobs, the competition for such development is intense. Finally, the
jobs/housing imbalance associated with the City and most of central Florida also drives the cost
of living, which can create unfavorable financing ratios.

AP-85 Other Actions - 91.220(Kk)
Introduction

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs

The City will aggressively market the availability of funds for minor and emergency housing
repairs. In addition, the City will schedule homeowner counseling and workshops to expand
opportunities for those requiring services. The City will further engage local housing authorities
and public housing agencies to seek clients who have developed self-sufficiency skills to an
extent that would allow them to become homeowners under the NSP program.

Those clients who come to the City and are unable to purchase homes, or to secure rental
housing at market rates, will continue to be referred to the Volusia County Section 8 or Public
Housing Programs as Deltona does not have public housing.

In keeping with what has been done in prior years regarding the homeless, the City will continue
to refer clients to the Volusia Flagler County Coalition for the Homeless, which is the lead agency
for homeless services in Volusia County.

Underserved needs include social services, rental and affordable housing assistance, owner
occupied rehabilitation, utility subsidies, and homelessness services. Efforts to expand suitable
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programs for the youth and elderly will be increased to provide more structured activities and to
facilitate basic needs. The City will continue to collaborate with the Volusia/Flagler County
Coalition for the Homeless to address needs and strategies relating to homelessness. Likewise,
efforts to address rental and public housing will be sought to give greater visibility to the issue of
foreclosures and its effect on obtaining permanent, affordable housing.

Many of these needs will be addressed this upcoming year utilizing the CDBG allocations.
Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing

The main barrier to affordable housing is finances. Often, it is not necessarily the fact that a
potential homeowner does have adequate income; sometimes it is just a matter of proper
budgeting. The City is contracted with a housing counseling agency to address this matter. In
addition, due to the fact that one of the greatest impediments to affordable housing is not
having the money for down payment assistance, and the fees associated with closing, the City
will continue to assist potential homebuyers who are able to make monthly mortgage payments,
but are unable to provide required down payments/closing costs. The City will provide down
payment and closing cost assistance based on the individual family household income and other
factors. This assistance will be offered in the form of a second mortgage with the affordability
period contingent upon the amount of assistance provided to the applicant.

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards

Deltona will continue to conduct inspections to ensure there are no lead-based paint issues. The
City will appropriately remediate any house that has tested positive for lead-based paint.

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families

The City will continue to establish partnerships with agencies such as Workforce Development,
and various social service agencies who offer preparedness for workforce activities such as Dress
for Success and resume’ writing. Deltona with continue to support economic development
initiatives between the City and the County to create and retain jobs.

Actions planned to develop institutional structure

Deltona plans to continue to aggressively support efforts, including collaborating with partners,
in producing a framework of essential services that are convenient to the greater population.

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social
service agencies

Deltona supports and is a member Access West Volusia, a collaborative of local governments,
social services entities, and private agencies that offer resources to residents on the west side of
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the County. The City has also engaged in discussions with local housing authorities regarding
public housing and the homeless. The City is also aware of the need for short term residential
housing to address homelessness. However, the City is somewhat limited in its ability to provide
monetary assistance due to a reduction in funds received from the Federal government and
other sources.

An increase in the requests for various types of social services including emergency housing,
utility payments, and rental assistance, has created a condition where the City will be assisting
more in the coordination of services. The City will continue to work with agencies such as the
Volusia/Flagler County Coalition for the Homeless and its partners to appropriately address the
needs of the City. Social service partners who are approved for funding will, on a smaller scale,
help provide assistance to the needy.

Discussion

The City of Deltona will continue to address obstacles to meeting the needs of the underserved
and all citizens of Deltona.

The City will work with the public service entities to provide affordable daycare and after school
care for working families, support mentoring and tutoring to school age children and
scholarships for graduating high school seniors. Deltona will partner with non-profits to provide
the elderly with a safe secure environment to interact and receive a hot meal. In addition, we
will continue to collaborate with the local churches and homeless entities in Volusia County that
provide food, services and housing to those only a step away from homelessness. Finally, The
City of Deltona will continue to keep housing affordable by providing rehabilitative and
emergency housing repairs for the most vulnerable of our City and provide down payment
assistance to those that wish to make the City of Deltona their home.

Program Specific Requirements

AP-90 Program Specific Requirements - 91.220(1)(1,2,4)
Introduction

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(1)(1)

Projects planned with the CDBG funds expected to be available during the plan year are
identified in the Projects Table. The following identifies program income that is available for use
that is included in projects to be carried out.
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1. The total amount of program income that will have been received before the start of
the next program year and that has not yet been reprogrammed. 0

2. The amount of proceeds from section 108 loan guarantees that will be used during
the year to address the priority needs and specific objectives identified in the grantee's
strategic plan. 0

3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements. 0

4. The amount of any grant funds returned to the line of credit for which the

planned use has not been included in a prior statement or plan. 0
5. The amount of income from float-funded activities. 0
Total Program Income: 0

Other CDBG Requirements
1. The amount of urgent need activities. 0

2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that benefit persons
of low and moderate income. Overall Benefit - A consecutive period of one, two or three years
may be used to determine that a minimum overall benefit of 70% of CDBG funds be used to

benefit persons of low and moderate income.
100%

Discussion

Deltona uses a specific target area to serve as a guide for the implementation of CDBG projects
and activities illustrated in the ConPlan. This method provides assurance that not less than 70%
of funds are spent on low-income residents.
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Deltona (city) QuickFacts from the US Census Bureau Page 1 of 2
1
Search o
. B o, Soottwbuen Mmoo
State & County QuickFacts
Deltona (city), Florida
People QuickFacts Deltona Florida
Population, 2013 estimate 86,290 19,552,860
Population, 2012 estimate 85,593 19,320,749
Population, 2010 (April 1) estimates base 85,182 18,802,690
Population, percent change, April 1, 2010 to July 1, 2013 1.3% 4.0%
Population, percent change, April 1, 2010 to July 1, 2012 0.5% 2.8%
Population, 2010 85,182 18,801,310
Persons under 5 years, percent, 2010 6.2% 5.7%
Persons under 18 years, percent, 2010 25.2% 21.3%
Persons 65 years and over, percent, 2010 13.0% 17.3%
Female persons, percent, 2010 51.3% 51.1%
White alone, percent, 2010 (a) 76.7% 75.0%
Black or African American alone, percent, 2010 (a) 10.9% 16.0%
American Indian and Alaska Native alone, percent, 2010
(a) 0.5% 0.4%
Asian alone, percent, 2010 (a) 1.3% 2.4%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone, percent,
2010 (a) 0.1% 0.1%
Two or More Races, percent, 2010 3.6% 2.5%
Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2010 (b) 30.2% 22.5%
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino, percent, 2010 56.9% 57.9%
Living in same house 1 year & over, percent, 2008-2012 88.8% 83.7%
Foreign born persons, percent, 2008-2012 8.7% 19.3%
Language other than English spoken at home, pct age 5+,
2008-2012 27.5% 27.3%
High school graduate or higher, percent of persons age
25+, 2008-2012 85.1% 85.8%
Bachelor's degree or higher, percent of persons age 25+,
2008-2012 14.6% 26.2%
Veterans, 2008-2012 7,948 1,606,758
Mean travel time to work (minutes), workers age 16+,
2008-2012 322 25.8
Housing units, 2010 34,089 8,989,580
Homeownership rate, 2008-2012 82.1% 68.1%
Housing units in multi-unit structures, percent, 2008-2012 3.6% 30.1%
Median value of owner-occupied housing units, 2008-2012 $145,500  $170,800
Households, 2008-2012 28,413 7,147,013
Persons per household, 2008-2012 2.98 2.58
Per capita money income in past 12 months (2012 dollars),
2008-2012 $20,354 $26,451
Median household income, 2008-2012 $48,728 $47,309
Persons below poverty level, percent, 2008-2012 13.1% 15.6%
Business QuickFacts Deltona Florida
Total number of firms, 2007 6,291 2,009,589
Black-owned firms, percent, 2007 S 9.0%
American Indian- and Alaska Native-owned firms, percent,
2007 F 0.5%
Asian-owned firms, percent, 2007 S 3.2%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander-owned firms,
percent, 2007 F 0.1%
Hispanic-owned firms, percent, 2007 21.6% 22.4%
Women-owned firms, percent, 2007 28.0% 28.9%
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Deltona (city) QuickFacts from the US Census Bureau Page 2 of 2

Manufacturers shipments, 2007 ($1000) 0' 104,832,907
Merchant wholesaler sales, 2007 ($1000) 7.593 221,641,518
Retail sales, 2007 ($1000) 294,309 262,341,127
Retail sales per capita, 2007 $3,490 $14,353
Accommodation and food services sales, 2007 ($1000) 27,171 41,922,059
Geography QuickFacts Deltona Florida
Land area in square miles, 2010 37.53 53,624.76
Persons per square mile, 2010 2,269.6 350.6
FIPS Code 17200 12
Counties

1: Counties with 500 employees or less are excluded.

(a) Includes persons reporting only one race.
(b) Hispanics may be of any race, so also are included in applicable race categories.

D: Suppressed to avoid disclosure of confidential information

F: Fewer than 25 firms

FN: Footnote on this item for this area in place of data

NA: Not available

S: Suppressed; does not meet publication standards

X: Not applicable

Z: Value greater than zero but less than half unit of measure shown

Source U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts. Data derived from Population Esti A i C ity Survey,
Census of Population and Housing, County Business Pattems, Economic Census, Survey of Business Owners, Building Permits, Census
of Governments

Last Revised: Tuesday, 08-Jul-2014 06:43:28 EDT

ABOUT US FIND DATA BUSINESS & INDUSTRY PEOPLE & HOUSEHOLDS SPECIAL TOPICS NEWSROOM
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neither paid nor promised any person, firm or corporation any

discount, rebate, commission or refund for the purpose of
securing this advertisement for publication in the said
newspaper.

Al

Signature of Affiant

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 03 day of July
2014, ’

MYCOMMISSIONAEF(45212 o
S e 017 §

Name of Notary, TypedPrinted. of Stamped.
Personally Known ()X) or Produced Identification ()
2497538
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~"TTHE CITY OF DELTONA NOTICE OF 30-DAY " " |
-:+- pUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC. ' |
_ . HEARING -, FOR ONE YEAR ANNUALACTION *
PLAN (PY 2014-2015) DRAFT AND PRIOR: . |
YEAR AMENDMENT: {53230 ]
To ALL INTERESTED RESIDENTS, |
AGENCIES -‘AND. ORGANIZATIONS:
The City.of: Deltona /is’publishing “this |
draft . of the: 2014-2015 -Annual ‘Action |
Plan'. (AAP):*and/\Prior i Program .
Year’s Amendment for.the Community
- Development +{Block-: Grant:(CDBG) |
: The identifies |
nd:sor:-activities |
BG, funds |
to; serve ;low

! b
-.opproxlmat:zlr,~$449,0945w,]mnlgment
housing;: public ‘service; infrastructure
-and.public!facility. projects: ' The  City
is_also_reallocating. the ‘prio
‘program ‘year. Annual*Act]
|- the amount;of $1517172.%.05

EY 2014-2015 Proposed Projecls'
Program Administration™” .

$88,019 .
'_Pu.ibllc Services
‘TCampbell’ Park - Basketball ~Court '
‘Reconstruction i R
1$42,500: o8 . 35
!Campbell  Park Shuffleboard Court
‘ Demolition R T G A

25,000 x SRy \
‘Campbell Park qullion (:o_nstruct{on
! Lal'(&(t’sleuson Playground
ampbeil Park Swings Installation’

,500 :
%uslng Rehabilitation
OTAL $440,094 "

EY.2013-2014 Redllacated Fund (- '
: Dwight Hawkins Pgrlmeter Fence.

1,266 X
1 )ﬁrslght Hawkins Playground
N leshade St. Dr
1| 1841 2
Pledmont Drainage
1$10,000 f
1| “Housing Rehabilitation .~
+$139! Ve
‘TOTAL $151,172

'Ey2014-2015 Realiocated Funds
‘| ; Housing Rehabilitation p 0
By S e

";Adraft of the entire Annual Action Plan
{document - including - all - projects “and
‘activities to.be performed Is available
ifor review at City Hall; 2345 Providence
{ Boulevard, fror: 37,46 o untll 5:00 pm.,
‘Monday  thru Friday, except. holidays.
“Citizens.are encouraged to.review and,
‘make.comments about. the anticipated:
:use of funds during the 30-dey comment
‘7period' beginning: July'3,°.2014 " and
“ending 'August:3, 2014;- Comments ‘can

=:be submitted in writing to the attention.

‘HaTenPrB09n
[=1-531
k=d

ST

department: atithe ‘address"above.

and.comments will:be-held on:Eriday
July -4,:2014 at Dewey. Booster: Park
-from'6:00 to 7:00 pm. during the Fourth |
of July Fireworks Extravaganza:and
on Thursday July:15,2:30 to'3:30 pm.'In
the City’ Commission’ Chambers." S The
‘final_public; hearing will be during the
“iregular session of the.City. Commission
=2A§gﬂn on’'August 4; 2014, beginning at

3%

For " additional =
“lemail housing@delto
052497533

. of i-the: . Community - Developmgr}{ 1
1 ve. AT
. public; hearing' to obtain citizen:input ||
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Item 8A



1271843

Attachment number 3 \nPage 3

Orlando Sentinel

City Of Deltona

2345 PROVIDENCE BLVD
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
DELTONA, FL 32725-1806

Before the undersigned authority personally appeared Jo
Simons/Deborah M. Toney/Jacqueline Lewis-Edwards, who on oath
says that s/he is the Advertising Representative of Orlando Sentinel,
a daily newspaper published in Orange County, Florida; that the
attached copy of advertisement, being a Public Hearing in the
matter of March 13, 2014 in the Orange County _, was published in
said newspaper in the issue(s); of

02/23/14

Affiant further says that the said Orlando Sentinel is a newspaper
published in said Orange County, Florida, and that the said
newspaper has heretofore been continuously published in said
Orange County, Florida, each week day and has been entered as
second-class mail matter at the post office in said Orange County,
Florida, for a period of one year next preceding the first publication
of the attached copy of advertisement; and affiant further says that

s/he has neither paid nor promised any person, firm or corporation |

“@deltonafl.gov. \'Nr len corresbondence

any discount, rebate, commission or refund for the purpose of
securing this advertisement for publication in the said newspaper.

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged. before me this

25"  day of February, 2014, Jo Simons/Deborah M.
Toney/Jacqueline Lewis-Edwards, who is personally known to me
and who did take an oath.

@m =

SCseh) NEY :
) %ggmmﬁgossm
EXPIRES - November 18,2017 %

+-CITY. OF UEI.TONA
2014-2015 4
“NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABIUTY {NOFA)*

CDMMUNm’ DEVELDPMENT BLOCK
< FUNDS (CDBG) R

{ The ‘City'of. Deltora (City) 7s anticipat-

ng an'allocation of approximately °

4 5453,929 00 in funds: from the"U.S. De-

rtment of :Housing & .Urban’ Develop-. |
Z(HUD) for FY 2014-2015-to ‘imple-
activities fo benefit low and mod-
come persons. The: City, in'ac-
cardance with,Federal regulations, will

* designate 15% ‘of these funds for pulll
m

uur ons.

A Mandatory Workshop for all agencies
lnferested In nr:flvlng for funds wlll be.:
uv, March :00

-Applications must~be received by 5:00
.- on. April:3, to.be.considered, for .
funtglng For uddlhonul program infor-:

‘may. be mull
/City.of: Del ona f\‘
“H ' v ‘Developmen t Y
7 -Deltona, FL 32725 :
* | CORTATIB3: 232014
Item 8A

77




Attachment number 3 \nPage 3

OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 04/31/2012

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

Version 02

*1. Type of Submission *2. Type of Application *If Revision, select appropriate letter(s):
[] Preapplication New

Application [] Continuation * Other (Specify)

[ ] Changed/Corrected Application | [ ] Revision

*3. Date Received: 4. Application Identifier:

Sa. Federal Entity Identifier: *5b. Federal Award Identifier:

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: |7. State Application Identifier:

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

* a. Legal Name: City of Deltona

* b. Employer/Taxpayer Identification Number (EIN/TIN): | *c. Organizational DUNS:
59-3348668 93-266-1747

d. Address:

*Streetl: 2345 Providence Boulevard
Street 2:

*City:  Deltona

County: \/olusia
*State: rioriaa

Province:
Country: Untied States *Zip/ Postal Code: 32725

e. Organizational Unit:

Department Name: Division Name:
Planning and Development Services Community Development

f. Name and contact information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: First Name: Chris
Ntid le N a ne:
*Last Name: Bowley
Suffix:

Title: birector of Planning and Development Services

Organizational Affiliation:

*Telephone Number: 386-878-8602 Fax Number: 386-878-8601

*Email: chowley@deltonafl.qgov
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 04/31/2012

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

Version 02

9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

- Select One -
Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

- Select One -
*QOther (specify):

C. City or Township Government

*10. Name of Federal Agency:
Housing and Urban Development

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

14-218
CFDA Title:

Community Development Block Grant

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

*Title:

13. Competition Identification Number:

Title:

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

Deltona

*15. Descriptive Title of Applicant’s Project:

Park Improvements
Public Services
Housing Activities

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 04/31/2012

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02
16. Congressional Districts Of: H7

*a. Applicant *b. Program/Project:

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressional Districts if needed.

17. Proposed Project:

*a, Start Date: 10/01/2014 *b. End Date: 9/30/2015

18. Estimated Funding ($):

*a. Federal $440,094.00

*b. Applicant

*c. State

*d. Local

*e. Other

*f. Program Income

*g. TOTAL $440,094.00

*19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

[] a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on
[] b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.

c. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372

*20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (If “Yes”, provide explanation.)

[] Yes No

1. *By signing this application, I certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications** and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I also provide the required assurances** and agree to comply
with any resulting terms if I accept an award. I am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject
me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U.S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

[] **I AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or
agency specific instructions.

Authorized Representative:

Prefix: *First Name: \wjilliam

Midd le N ane:

*Last Name: Denny

Suffix:
*Tq .
e City Manager
*Telephone Number: 386-878-8100 Fax Number:
*Email:
*Signature of Authorized Representative: Date Signed:
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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 04/31/2012

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02
*Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following field should contain an explanation if the Applicant organization is delinquent on any Federal Debt. Maximum
number of characters that can be entered is 4,000. Try and avoid extra spaces and carriage returns to maximize the availability of
space.
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CERTIFICATIONS

In accordance with the applicable statutes and the regulations governing the consolidated plan
regulations, the jurisdiction certifies that:

Affirmatively Further Fair Housing -- The jurisdiction will affirmatively further fair housing, which
means it will conduct an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice within the jurisdiction, take
appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any impediments identified through that analysis, and
maintain records reflecting that analysis and actions in this regard.

Anti-displacement and Relocation Plan -- It will comply with the acquisition and relocation
requirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970,
as amended, and implementing regulations at 49 CFR 24; and it has in effect and is following a
residential antidisplacement and relocation assistance plan required under section 104(d) of the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, in connection with any activity assisted with
funding under the CDBG or HOME programs.

Anti-Lobbying -- To the best of the jurisdiction's knowledge and belief:

1. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of it, to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement;

2, If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, it will complete and
submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in accordance with its
instructions; and

3. It will require that the language of paragraph 1 and 2 of this anti-lobbying certification be
included in the award documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants,
and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients shall
certify and disclose accordingly.

Authority of Jurisdiction -- The consolidated plan is authorized under State and local law (as
applicable) and the jurisdiction possesses the legal authority to carry out the programs for which it is
seeking funding, in accordance with applicable HUD regulations.

Consistency with plan -- The housing activities to be undertaken with CDBG, HOME, ESG, and
HOPWA funds are consistent with the strategic plan.

Section 3 -- It will comply with section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, and
implementing regulations at 24 CFR Part 135.

Signature/Authorized Official Date
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Specific CDBG Certifications
The Entitlement Community certifies that:

Citizen Participation -- It is in full compliance and following a detailed citizen participation plan that
satisfies the requirements of 24 CFR 91.105.

Community Development Plan -- Its consolidated housing and community development plan identifies
community development and housing needs and specifies both short-term and long-term community
development objectives that provide decent housing, expand economic opportunities primarily for
persons of low and moderate income. (See CFR 24 570.2 and CFR 24 part 570)

Following a Plan -- It is following a current consolidated plan (or Comprehensive Housing A ffordability
Strategy) that has been approved by HUD.

Use of Funds -- It has complied with the following criteria:

1. Maximum Feasible Priority. With respect to activities expected to be assisted with CDBG funds,
it certifies that it has developed its Action Plan so as to give maximum feasible priority to
activities which benefit low and moderate income families or aid in the prevention or elimination
of slums or blight. The Action Plan may also include activities which the grantee certifies are
designed to meet other community development needs having a particular urgency because
existing conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the
community, and other financial resources are not available);

2. Overall Benefit. The aggregate use of CDBG funds including section 108 guaranteed loans
during program year(s) 5 (a period specified by the grantee consisting of one,
two, or three specific consecutive program years), shall principally benefit persons of low and
moderate income in a manner that ensures that at least 70 percent of the amount is expended
for activities that benefit such persons during the designated period,

3. Special Assessments. It will not attempt to recover any capital costs of public improvements
assisted with CDBG funds including Section 108 loan guaranteed funds by assessing any amount
against properties owned and occupied by persons of low and moderate income, including any fee
charged or assessment made as a condition of obtaining access to such public improvements.

However, if CDBG funds are used to pay the proportion of a fee or assessment that relates to
the capital costs of public improvements (assisted in part with CDBG funds) financed from
other revenue sources, an assessment or charge may be made against the property with respect
to the public improvements financed by a source other than CDBG funds.

The jurisdiction will not attempt to recover any capital costs of public improvements assisted
with CDBG funds, including Section 108, unless CDBG funds are used to pay the proportion of
fee or assessment attributable to the capital costs of public improvements financed from other
revenue sources. In this case, an assessment or charge may be made against the property with
respect to the public improvements financed by a source other than CDBG funds. Also, in the
case of properties owned and occupied by moderate-income (not low-income) families, an
assessment or charge may be made against the property for public improvements financed by a
source other than CDBG funds if the jurisdiction certifies that it lacks CDBG funds to cover the
assessment.

Excessive Force -- It has adopted and is enforcing:

1. A policy prohibiting the use of excessive force by law enforcement agencies within its /
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jurisdiction against any individuals engaged in non-violent civil rights demonstrations; and

2. A policy of enforcing applicable State and local laws against physically barring entrance to or
exit from a facility or location which is the subject of such non-violent civil rights
demonstrations within its jurisdiction;

Compliance With Anti-discrimination laws -- The grant will be conducted and administered in
conformity with title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 USC 2000d), the Fair Housing Act (42 USC
3601-3619), and implementing regulations.

Lead-Based Paint -- Its activities concerning lead-based paint will comply with the requirements of 24
CFR Part 35, subparts A, B, J, K and R;

Compliance with Laws -- It will comply with applicable laws.

Signature/Authorized Official Date

Title

Y.
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AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014
FROM: William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: §8-B

SUBJECT: Public Hearing - Resolution No. 2014-08, Iglesia Misionera Eslabon de Dios
(IMED) Church Conditional Use Application (CU14-003).

LOCATION: The subject property is located at 2745 Lake Helen-Osteen
Road.
BACKGROUND: In 2011, IMED Church filed a Conditional Use

application that was approved to allow for a maximum of
700 seats. That Conditional Use approval expired. This new
Conditional Use application (CU14-003) is for the same
location by the same applicant to allow for a house of
worship within the RE-1 (Residential Estate One) zoning
district. However, the church now proposes only 210 fixed
seats for the facility. This reflects and intensity reduction of
490 seats. The subject property is +£24.73 acres and includes
an existing building. The lot has been cleared and graded
and the site needs to be finished-out prior to occupation.

The Planning and Zoning Board reviewed this item on July
16, 2014, and unanimously recommended that the City
Commission approve Resolution No. 2014-08 for the
Conditional Use application, with conditions of approval that
require buildings be no closer than 50 feet from any property
line, that off—street parking areas meet the landscape buffer
and parking surface requirements, that the maximum
capacity of the church per this Conditional Use application
shall be limited to no more than 210 seats, and that traffic
mobility in the Lake Helen-Osteen Road right-of-way meets all
appropriate regulatory provisions and standards.

ORIGINATING
DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Services

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A

COST: N/A

REVIEWED BY: Planning Director, Finance Director, City Attorney
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STAFF
RECOMMENDATION
PRESENTED BY: Presented by: Chris Bowley, AICP, Director, Planning and
Development Services - Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve Resolution ~ No. 2014-08, the
Conditional Use application (CU14-003) for IMED Church,
located at 2745 Lake Helen-Osteen Road, with the listed
conditions of approval.

POTENTIAL
MOTION:

"I hereby move to approve Resolution No. 2014-08, the
Conditional Use application (CU14-003) for IMED Church,
located at 2745 Lake Helen-Osteen Road with the conditions
of approval that require buildings be no closer than 50 feet
from any property line, that off—street parking areas meet the
landscape buffer and parking surface requirements, that the
maximum capacity of the church per this Conditional Use
application shall be limited to no more than 210 seats, and
that traffic mobility in the Lake Helen-Osteen Road right-of-
way meets all appropriate regulatory provisions and standards."

AGENDA ITEM
APPROVED BY:

William D. Denny, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: e Resolution No. 2014-08

o Staff Report 07/11/14

e Conceptual Site Plan Title Sheet
¢ Conceptual Site Plan Overall

e Conceptual Site Plan Detail
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-08

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY
OF DELTONA, FLORIDA; GRANTING A CONDITIONAL
USE TO PERMIT A HOUSE OF WORSHIP WITHIN AN RE-1,
RESIDENTIAL ESTATE ZONING DISTRICT FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2745 LAKE HELEN-OSTEEN
ROAD, WITHIN THE CITY OF DELTONA; PROVIDING
CONDITIONS AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Iglesia Misionera Eslabon de Dios (IMED) has submitted an application for
Conditional Use, CU14-003, to allow for a conditional use to permit a house of worship within
an RE-1, Residential Estate, zoning district; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 110-1102 Deltona City Code, the City of
Deltona held a public hearing after due public notice to review the proposed Conditional Use
Application, Project Number CU14-003.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF DELTONA FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. In accordance with the Code of the City of Deltona, Section 110-1102,
the Deltona City Commission hereby grants a Conditional Use, CU14-003, for the construction
and operation of a house of worship at 2745 Lake Helen Osteen Road, subject to the conditions,
in part per Sections 110-817 of the Land Development Code that require buildings be no closer
than 50 feet from any property line, that off-street parking areas meet the landscape buffer and
parking surface requirements, that the maximum capacity of the church per this Conditional Use

application shall be limited to no more than 210 seats, and that traffic mobility in the Lake

Helen-Osteen Road right-of-way meets all appropriate regulatory provisions and standards.
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City of Deltona
Resolution No. 2014-08
Page 2 of 2

SECTION 2. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption and
is valid for a period not to exceed twelve (12) months from the date of adoption.

PASSED AND RESOLVED THIS DAY OF , 2014,

BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA.

BY:
JOHN C. MASIARCZYK, SR., Mayor

ATTEST:

JOYCE RAFTERY, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality
for use and reliance of the City of
Deltona, Florida

GRETCHEN R. H. VOSE, City Attorney
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PLANNING & ZONING BOARD / STAFF REPORT

IMED House of Worship

Conditional Use Application

To: Planning and Zoning Board

From: Chris Bowley, Director, AICP

Via: Tom Pauls, Planning Manager, AICP
Date: July 1, 2014

P&Z Board Hearing Date: July 16, 2014
Subject: IMED Church - Conditional Use Application
Project No. CU14-003: Resolution No. 2014-08

. Summary

IMED Church is applying for a Conditional Use to allow a church with 210 fixed seats to be located at
2745 Lake Helen Osteen Road. The property is owned by the Iglesia Misionera Eslabon de Dios, Inc.

A. Site Information

1. Tax Parcel No.: 10-18-31-00-00-0160

2 Property Addresses: 2745 Lake Helen Osteen, Deltona, FL
3. Property Area: +24.73 acres

4 Property Legal Description:

10-18-31 SE ¥4 OF SE ¥z PER OR 1790 PG 88 LYING N OF LAKE HELEN
OSTEEN RD PER OR 4779 PG 2378 PER OR 4779 PG 2390

5. Property Location:

North of Lake Helen-Osteen Road, approximately 100 feet west of Collingswood
Drive.

Page 1
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Location Map
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B. Existing Land Uses

1.

2.

C. Future Land Use

1.

2.

Subject Property: No Current Use of Property

Adjacent to Subject Property:

North: Vacant

South: Vacant, across Lake Helen Osteen Road
East:  Single Family Residential

West:  Vacant

Subject Property: Residential Low Density

Adjacent to Subject Property:

North: Residential Low Density
South: Residential Low Density
East: Residential Low Density
West:  Residential Low Density

Future Land Use Map
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1.

Subject Property:  RE-1, Residential Estate One

Adjacent Properties:

North: RE-1, Residential Estate One
South: RE-1, Residential Estate One
East: R-1, Single Family Residential
West: RE-1, Residential Estate One

Zoning Map
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Background

Is the proposed use consistent with the intent of this chapter?

Yes, a house of worship is cited as a conditional use in residential zoning district RE-1 and the
proposed use is consistent with the purpose and intent of the City’s Land Development Code.

Page 4
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Is the proposed use consistent with the Comprehensive Plan?

Yes, the Comprehensive Plan recommends low density residential uses for this site and the
proposed house of worship is consistent with conditional uses allowed within such district.

. Will the proposal adversely affect the public interest?

No, on the contrary, the proposed church would be an asset that serves the local community and
advance the public interest.

Can the applicant meet the expressed requirements of applicable City Conditional Use
regulations?

Yes, the expressed requirements of this conditional use application per Land Development Code
Section 110-1102, including all legal documents, surveys, site plans and other related material and
information, as outlined in the Land Development Code, will be met.

Will the applicant be able to meet all requirements imposed by federal, state or local
governments?

Yes, it is understood that the applicant will be able to meet and, prior to a subsequent site plan
approval, will need to demonstrate adherence to all such requirements.

Will the proposed use generate undue traffic congestion?

No. According to the 9 Addition to the ITE Manual, a church would generate 36.63 trips per
1,000 on a Sunday. Using this factor, the 21,461 square foot church would generate approximately
786 trips per day. The 2013 Volusia County traffic counts for the segment of Lake Helen Osteen
from Haulover to Elkcam Boulevards, where the house of worship is proposed to be located,
carries 9,570 Average Annual Daily Traffic. At the LOS E threshold, the subject segment has a
capacity of 13,640 daily trips available. Therefore, there is sufficient capacity to serve the
proposed house of worship.

Will the proposed use create a hazard, public nuisance or be dangerous?
No, the church use of this property will not cause any hazard, public nuisance or danger.

Will the proposed use materially alter the character of surrounding neighborhoods or
adversely affect the value of surrounding land, structures or buildings?

No, churches are typically viewed as good neighbors within residential areas. This use is
proposed to be located on a lot that is more than 20 acres in size and there exists a significant
setback and buffer area between the structure and adjacent residential properties.

Will the proposed use adversely affect the natural environment, natural resources or scenic
beauty or cause excessive pollution?

No, the natural setting will be not be adversely affected by this use. On the contrary, the additional
landscaping, appropriate stormwater management system and adherence to all federal, state and
local environmental provisions prior to issuance of a related final site plan development order will
ensure environmental compatibility.

Page 5
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Public Notice

The applicable public notice requirements were met. Publication of notice including the day,
time, place and purpose, place within the City where the change may be inspected by the public
and that interested parties may appear at the meeting and be heard with respect to the proposed
change. Said notice was published at least ten days prior to the date of such public hearing.
Notice was published in the Orlando Sentinel, a local newspaper. Notice setting forth the time,
day, place and purpose of the hearing was mailed by U.S. Mail at least ten days prior to the date
of the Planning and Zoning Board public hearing by the applicant to the last known address of
the owners of the property within 300 feet of the property lines of the property involved in the
variance request, as sworn to on the Affidavit of Compliance, provided by the Applicant.
Public notice signs consistent with the requirements of the City Code were also posted on the
subject property.

Staff Findings and Recommendation

Staff finds that the requested Conditional Use application conforms to the provisions of the
Land Development Code per Sections 110-1102 and 110-1202 (c).

Staff recommends that this Conditional Use request for a house of worship (File No. CU 14-
003 and Resolution N0.2014-08) be approved subject to the conditions cited under Section
110-817 of the Land Development Code that require buildings be no closer than 50 feet from
any property line, that off-street parking areas meet the landscape buffer and parking surface
requirements, that the maximum capacity of the church per this Conditional Use application
shall be limited to no more than 210 seats, and that traffic mobility in the Lake Helen-Osteen
Road right-of-way meets all appropriate regulatory provisions and standards.
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SHEET C—2 OVERALL SITE PLAN THAT PART OF THE SOTUHEAST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4

OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 31 EAST, VOLUSIA
COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING NORTHERLY AND EASTERLY OF THE LAKE
HELEN — OSTEEN ROAD RIGHT—OF—-WAY AS DESCRIBED IN O.R.
BOOK 2906, PAGE 1263, OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF VOLUSIA
COUNTY, FLORIDA.

SHEET C=5 SITE PLAN

AND

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTH 132 FEET OF THE NORTH 1/2 OF
THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH,
RANGE 31 EAST, VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING EAST OF LAKE
HELEN — OSTEEN ROAD, AND THAT PORTION OF THE NORTH n.t.s.

264 FEET OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF

SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 31 EAST, VOLUSIA F@@B ﬂ%@% E&@

COUNTY, FLORIDA, LYING EAST OF LAKE HELEN — OSTEEN ROAD.
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AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014
FROM: William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: §-C

SUBJECT: Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 15-2014, An amendment to allow Changeable
Copy Signs for Houses of Worship, at second and final reading.

LOCATION: Citywide

BACKGROUND: Chapter 102 of the City's Code of Ordinances is the City's
sign code. In many cities, a sign code is a dynamic document
seeking to use the most current signage technology, establish
a balance between the ability to advertise and promote
businesses, events, public facilities, etc. and the
overall aesthetics of a community. The purpose and intent
listed in Section 102-1 of the sign code outlines the purpose
of signage regulations, lists the aesthetic intent, and ensures
compatibility between land uses.

The City received a request to consider electronic changeable
copy signs for houses of worship that allows them to have the
most current signage technology. Houses of worship have the
ability to be placed in a variety of zoning classifications. As
such, commercial-oriented signage can be located within
residential neighborhoods, which is not typically afforded to
other types of land uses. To allow for electronic changeable
copy signs, staff created the proposed amendments to
Chapter 102-78, Houses of worship, and Chapter 102-102,
Changeable copy signs, included within the attached
Ordinance No. 15-2014.In summary, the proposed
amendments include the following - 1) Further clarify the
existing regulations through minor revisions to the sign code;
2) Adds electronic changeable copy sign language to Section
102-78 to allow houses of worship to have that type of
signage and to place evening hour illumination limitations on
them to respect the residential character of area
neighborhoods; and 3) For electronic changeable copy signs,
limits the number, orientation, land use types, and location of
sign placement; particularly along arterial roadway rights-of-
way.

Currently, there are 39 houses of worship within the City,
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with 31 or 80% in residentially zoned areas and 8 or 20% in
non-residentially zoned districts. Of these facilities, there
are 32 or 82% houses of worship located along arterial
roadways, 7 or 18% of them are not along arterial roadways,
and 24 or 60% of them are within residentially zoned areas
and along arterial roadways.

Finally, the proposed amendment is consistent with the City's
Comprehensive Plan. The Planning and Zoning Board heard
this item on June 18, 2014, and recommended that the City
Commission approve Ordinance No. 15-2014, and the
ordinance received City Commission approval for first
reading at the July 21, 2014, public hearing.

ORIGINATING
DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Services

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A

COST: N/A

REVIEWED BY: Planning Director and City Attorney

STAFF

RECOMMENDATION

PRESENTED BY: Presented by: Chris Bowley, AICP, Director, Planning and

Development Services - Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve Ordinance No. 15-2014, an amendment
to allow changeable copy signs for houses of worship, at
second and final reading.

POTENTIAL

MOTION:
"I hereby move toapprove Ordinance No. 15-2014, an
amendment to allow changeable copy signs for houses of
worship, at second and final reading."

AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED BY:
William D. Denny, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: ¢ Ordinance No. 15-2014: Proposed Amendments

e Ordinance No. 15-2014: Final Version
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Attachment number 1 \nPage 1

ORDINANCE NO. 15-2014

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES, SUBPART B, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
BY REVISING SECTION 102-78, HOUSES OF WORSHIP,
AND SECTION 102-102, CHANGEABLE COPY SIGNS, OF
CHAPTER 102, SIGNS; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS,
CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona Code of Ordinances, Subpart B, is the City’s Land
Development Code that includes Chapter 102, Signs; and

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona is considering an amendment to Section 102-78,
Houses of worship, and Section 102-102, Changeable copy signs, of the Code of Ordinances, to
permit houses of worship to use electronic changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, Section 102-78, Houses of worship, shall be amended to include Section
102-78(3), electronic changeable copy sign regulations, and Section 102-102, shall be amended
to include regulations pertaining to the quantity, location, and orientation of electronic
changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Deltona has determined that it is in the
best interest of the citizenry and general public to regulate electronic changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Deltona has the responsibility and
authority to determine what uses are best suited to particular land use and zoning categories
within the City and finds that this Ordinance promotes the general health, safety, and welfare of
its citizens.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Commission of the City of Deltona,
Florida, as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapter 102, Section 78, of the City of Deltona, Florida, Code of
Ordinances is hereby revised and restated to read as follows:

Sec. 102-78. Houses of worship.

(a) Houses of worship and any other uses on-site may be permitted signage under this section in
accordance with the following criteria:

(1) Freestanding signs.
a. Sign area, height, and setback.
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City of Deltona, Florida
Ordinance No. 15-2014
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Maximum area: 48 square feet.

Maximum height: Eight feet.

Minimum setback from the right-of-way: Five feet
Minimum setback from the side lot lines: Ten feet

Sign(s) shall be in compliance with the visual clearance requirements of
chapter 96, section 37(a)(b) of this code.

b. Freestanding sign structures on the same ownership parcel shall be a minimum of
300 feet apart and located within a 20-foot strip of land parallel to and adjoining the
rights-of-way frontage. No more than two (2) signs shall be permitted along any

one (1) right-of-way frontage.

c. Design of the freestanding signs shall be in accordance with section 102-70(a)(4) of
this chapter.

(2) Wall signs.

a. Sign area, height, and design requirements.

1.
2.
3.

4,

Maximum sign area: 48 square feet.
Maximum height of any individual letter: Two feet.

Religious symbols or logos may exceed two feet; however, their area shall be
counted towards the overall permitted sign area.

Location: In accordance with section 102-71(b) of this chapter.

(3) Electronic changeable copy signs.

a. Electronic changeable copy signs for houses of worship shall be in compliance with

Section 102-102(a)(3) of this chapter.

b. Electronic changeable copy signs for houses of worship on residentially zoned lots

shall reduce the sign’s intensity or brilliance during evening hours by half of the

daytime ambient light illumination to be compatible with area neighborhoods.

SECTION 2. Chapter 102, Section 102, of the City of Deltona, Florida, Code of

Ordinances is hereby revised and restated to read as follows:

Sec. 102-102. Changeable copy signs.

(a) Changeable copy signs, including manual and electronic changeable copy signs, shall be
regulated under the following guidelines:

(1) Freestanding signs with manual or electronic changeable copy display. Changeable
copy signs shall not comprise more than 50 percent of the permitted sign area, and-shall
be included as part of the permitted sign area, and shall be limited to one (1) sign per
lot; with the following exceptions, as described herein below:
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a. Motor vehicle service stations and convenience stores with gas pumps may utilize
up to 100 percent of the permitted sign area for changeable prices of fuel only.

b. Movie theaters and other performance/entertainment facilities may utilize up to 80
percent of the permitted sign area for the display of names of films, plays or other
performances currently showing. Such changeable copy areas shall be included as
part of the permitted sign area.

c. Changeable copy signs shall be limited to commercial, prehibitedfor office, houses
of worship, and industrial uses along arterial roadway frontages, as described in the
City of Deltona’s Comprehensive Plan, and prohibited for residential uses,
including residential uses within mixed-use projects.

(2) Wall signs-with-meanuetreader-boards.

a. Use of changeable copy signs as part of permitted wall sign area is prohibited,
except as described in subparagraph (b) below.

b. Movie theaters may use up to 80 percent of permitted wall sign area for display of
names of films, plays or other performances currently showing. Such changeable
copy areas shall be included as part of the permitted sign area.

(3) Electronic changeable copy display shall be subject to all applicable provisions within
this section and Chapter as well as the following requirements:

a. The sign with display screen shall be located on a lot, outside of public rights-of-
way, along arterial roadway frontages, as described in the City of Deltona’s
Comprehensive Plan, and oriented perpendicular to the arterial roadway frontage.

b. Any message or picture displayed shall be static in nature and shall not project
continuous scroll, blink, flicker, flash, scintillate, or be otherwise animated, except
for on digital electronic changeable copy signs. Transitions from one static image
to the next shall appear to be instantaneous.

c. Copy change of the display screen shall not be more frequent than once per two (2)
seconds. The use of background animation is allowed on digital electronic
changeable copy signs where the foreground of the sign displays static images prior
to transitioning to another static foreground image. Transitions from one static
foreground image to another may also display frame effects that last no longer than
two (2) seconds. The use of flashing, foreground animation, and full motion video
on such signs is prohibited.

d. All electronic changeable copy signs shall come equipped with automatic dimming
technology that automatically adjusts the sign’s brightness in direct correlation with
ambient light conditions.

e. No electronic changeable copy sign shall exceed a brightness level of 0.3 foot
candles above ambient light, as measured using a foot candle (Lux) meter at a
preset distance depending on sign area, measured from a measuring distance
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calculated with the following formula, and the square root of the product of the sign
area multiplied by one-hundred:
Example using a 12 square foot sign:

Measurement Distance = V (12 Sq. Ft. x 100) =34.6

(No electronic sign shall exceed an illumination of 1.0 foot candle as measured
from any property line or edge of street, a standard consistent with Section 110-828

(b))

SECTION 3. CONFLICTS. All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances, insofar as they are
inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance, are hereby repealed to the extent

of any conflict.

SECTION 4. CODIFICATION. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be codified
and be made a part of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Deltona. The sections of this

Ordinance may be renumbered or relettered to accomplish such intention.

SECTION S. SEVERABILITY. In the event that any portion or section of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional, by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall in no manner affect the remaining portions or sections of this

Ordinance, which shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon

its final passage and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF , 2014.

FIRST READING:

ADVERTISED:

SECOND READING:

JOHN C. MASIARCZYK SR., MAYOR
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ATTEST:

JOYCE RAFTERY, CITY CLERK

Approved as to form and legality for use
and reliance by the City of Deltona, Florida

GRETCHEN R. H. VOSE, CITY ATTORNEY
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ORDINANCE NO. 15-2014

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES, SUBPART B, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
BY REVISING SECTION 102-78, HOUSES OF WORSHIP,
AND SECTION 102-102, CHANGEABLE COPY SIGNS, OF
CHAPTER 102, SIGNS; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS,
CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona Code of Ordinances, Subpart B, is the City’s Land
Development Code that includes Chapter 102, Signs; and

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona is considering an amendment to Section 102-78,
Houses of worship, and Section 102-102, Changeable copy signs, of the Code of Ordinances, to
permit houses of worship to use electronic changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, Section 102-78, Houses of worship, shall be amended to include Section
102-78(3), electronic changeable copy sign regulations, and Section 102-102, shall be amended
to include regulations pertaining to the quantity, location, and orientation of electronic
changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Deltona has determined that it is in the
best interest of the citizenry and general public to regulate electronic changeable copy signs; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Deltona has the responsibility and
authority to determine what uses are best suited to particular land use and zoning categories
within the City and finds that this Ordinance promotes the general health, safety, and welfare of
its citizens.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Commission of the City of Deltona,
Florida, as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapter 102, Section 78, of the City of Deltona, Florida, Code of
Ordinances is hereby revised and restated to read as follows:

Sec. 102-78. Houses of worship.

(a) Houses of worship and any other uses on-site may be permitted signage under this section in
accordance with the following criteria:

(1) Freestanding signs.
a. Sign area, height, and setback.
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Maximum area: 48 square feet.

Maximum height: Eight feet.

Minimum setback from the right-of-way: Five feet
Minimum setback from the side lot lines: Ten feet

Sign(s) shall be in compliance with the visual clearance requirements of
chapter 96, section 37(a)(b) of this code.

b. Freestanding sign structures on the same ownership parcel shall be a minimum of
300 feet apart and located within a 20-foot strip of land parallel to and adjoining
rights-of-way frontage. No more than two (2) signs shall be permitted along any
one (1) right-of-way frontage.

c. Design of the freestanding signs shall be in accordance with section 102-70(a)(4) of
this chapter.

(2) Wall signs.

a. Sign area, height, and design requirements.

1.
2.
3.

4,

Maximum sign area: 48 square feet.
Maximum height of any individual letter: Two feet.

Religious symbols or logos may exceed two feet; however, their area shall be
counted towards the overall permitted sign area.

Location: In accordance with section 102-71(b) of this chapter.

(3) Electronic changeable copy signs.

a. Electronic changeable copy signs for houses of worship shall be in compliance with
Section 102-102(a)(3) of this chapter.

b. Electronic changeable copy signs for houses of worship on residentially zoned lots
shall reduce the sign’s intensity or brilliance during evening hours by half of the
daytime ambient light illumination to be compatible with area neighborhoods.

SECTION 2. Chapter 102, Section 102, of the City of Deltona, Florida, Code of

Ordinances is hereby revised and restated to read as follows:

Sec. 102-102. Changeable copy signs.

(a) Changeable copy signs, including manual and electronic changeable copy signs, shall be
regulated under the following guidelines:

(1) Freestanding signs with manual or electronic changeable copy display. Changeable
copy signs shall not comprise more than 50 percent of the permitted sign area, and-shall
be included as part of the permitted sign area, and shall be limited to one (1) sign per
lot; with the following exceptions, as described herein below:

106 Item 8C



Attachment number 2 \nPage 3

City of Deltona, Florida
Ordinance No. 15-2014
Page 3 of 5

a. Motor vehicle service stations and convenience stores with gas pumps may utilize
up to 100 percent of the permitted sign area for changeable prices of fuel only.

b. Movie theaters and other performance/entertainment facilities may utilize up to 80
percent of the permitted sign area for the display of names of films, plays or other
performances currently showing. Such changeable copy areas shall be included as
part of the permitted sign area.

c. Changeable copy signs shall be limited to commercial, office, houses of worship,
and industrial uses along arterial roadway frontages, as described in the City of
Deltona’s Comprehensive Plan, and prohibited for residential uses, including
residential uses within mixed-use projects.

(2) Wall signs.

a. Use of changeable copy signs as part of permitted wall sign area is prohibited,
except as described in subparagraph (b) below.

b. Movie theaters may use up to 80 percent of permitted wall sign area for display of
names of films, plays or other performances currently showing. Such changeable
copy areas shall be included as part of the permitted sign area.

(3) Electronic changeable copy display shall be subject to all applicable provisions within
this section and Chapter as well as the following requirements:

a. The sign with display screen shall be located on a lot, outside of public rights-of-
way, along arterial roadway frontages, as described in the City of Deltona’s
Comprehensive Plan, and oriented perpendicular to the arterial roadway frontage.

b. Any message or picture displayed shall be static in nature and shall not project
continuous scroll, blink, flicker, flash, scintillate, or be otherwise animated, except
for on digital electronic changeable copy signs. Transitions from one static image
to the next shall appear to be instantaneous.

c. Copy change of the display screen shall not be more frequent than once per two (2)
seconds. The use of background animation is allowed on digital electronic
changeable copy signs where the foreground of the sign displays static images prior
to transitioning to another static foreground image. Transitions from one static
foreground image to another may also display frame effects that last no longer than
two (2) seconds. The use of flashing, foreground animation, and full motion video
on such signs is prohibited.

d. All electronic changeable copy signs shall come equipped with automatic dimming
technology that automatically adjusts the sign’s brightness in direct correlation with
ambient light conditions.

e. No electronic changeable copy sign shall exceed a brightness level of 0.3 foot
candles above ambient light, as measured using a foot candle (Lux) meter at a
preset distance depending on sign area, measured from a measuring distance
calculated with the following formula, and the square root of the product of the sign
area multiplied by one-hundred:
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Example using a 12 square foot sign:
Measurement Distance = V (12 Sq. Ft. x 100) =34.6

(No electronic sign shall exceed an illumination of 1.0 foot candle as measured
from any property line or edge of street, a standard consistent with Section 110-828

(b)(2)).

SECTION 3. CONFLICTS. All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances, insofar as they are
inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance, are hereby repealed to the extent

of any conflict.

SECTION 4. CODIFICATION. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be codified
and be made a part of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Deltona. The sections of this

Ordinance may be renumbered or relettered to accomplish such intention.

SECTION 5. SEVERABILITY. In the event that any portion or section of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional, by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall in no manner affect the remaining portions or sections of this

Ordinance, which shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon

its final passage and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS DAY OF ,2014.

FIRST READING:

ADVERTISED:

SECOND READING:

JOHN C. MASIARCZYK SR., MAYOR
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ATTEST:

JOYCE RAFTERY, CITY CLERK

Approved as to form and legality for use
and reliance by the City of Deltona, Florida

GRETCHEN R. H. VOSE, CITY ATTORNEY
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AGENDA MEMO

TO: Mayor & City Commission AGENDA DATE: 8/4/2014
FROM:  William D. Denny, City Manager AGENDA ITEM: §8-D

SUBJECT: Public Hearing - Ordinance No. 05-2014, an amendment to rezone +8.67 acres
of land located at 110 Howland Boulevard from the Volusia County zoning
designation of Rural Residential (RR) to the City of Deltona zoning designation
of Retail Commercial (C-1), atfirst reading and to schedule second and
final reading for August 18, 2014.

LOCATION: The subject property is located at 110 Howland Boulevard,
north of the intersection of SR 415 and Howland Boulevard.

BACKGROUND: The City has received an application to amend the Official
Zoning Map from the Volusia County (County) zoning
classification of Rural Residential (RR) to the City of
Deltona (City) zoning classification of Retail Commercial
(C-1), for +£8.67 acres located at 110 Howland Boulevard.
The area proposed to be rezoned is currently vacant and
wooded, with the exception of two (2) single family dwelling
units and ancillary structures.

The subject property was annexed into the City in 2004. The
County future land use designation of Urban Low Intensity
was changed to the City future land use designation of
Commercial (C) in 2006. As part of the Future Land Use
Map amendment process, the Volusia Growth Management
Commission (VGMC) conditionally approved the change to
Commercial that included a limitation on intensity, which
resulted in a floor area ratio (FAR) cap of 0.22, as well as a
limitation to the amount of curb-cuts allowed onto SR 415.
These conditions will be adhered to throughout the
development process and is supported by the FDOT design
of the improved SR 415.

This rezoning request is consistent with the City's
Comprehensive Plan and is compatible with surrounding
existing and planned land uses. The City has the public
service capacity to support the proposed development of the
property under the C-1 zoning. The rezoning action will
encourage commercial development within the City. Finally,
on June 18, 2104, the Planning and Zoning Board
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recommended that the City Commission approve Ordinance
No. 05-2014.

ORIGINATING
DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Services

SOURCE OF FUNDS: N/A

COST: N/A

REVIEWED BY: Planning Director, Finance Director, City Attorney

STAFF

RECOMMENDATION

PRESENTED BY: Presented by: Ron Paradise, Assistant Director, Planning and

Development Services - Staff recommends that the City
Commission approve Ordinance No. 05-2014, an amendment
to rezone £8.67 acres of land located at 110 Howland
Boulevard from the Volusia County zoning designation of
Rural Residential (RR) to the City of Deltona zoning
designation of Retail Commercial (C-1), at first reading and
to schedule second and final reading for August 18, 2014.

POTENTIAL

MOTION:
"I hereby move to approve Ordinance No. 05-2014, an
amendment to rezone +8.67 acres of land located at 110
Howland Boulevard from the Volusia County zoning
designation of Rural Residential (RR) to the City of Deltona
zoning designation of Retail Commercial (C-1), at first
reading and to schedule second and final reading for August
18,2014."

AGENDA ITEM

APPROVED BY:
William D. Denny, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: ¢ Ordinance No. 05-2014

o Staff Report 06/06/14
¢ Exhibit A: Transportation Impact Study
¢ Exhibit B: Transportation Impact Study Letter 052814
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ORDINANCE NO. 05-2014

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF DELTONA, FLORIDA,

AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP FROM THE

VOLUSIA COUNTY ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF RURAL

RESIDENTIAL (VC (RR)) TO RETAIL COMMERCIAL (C-1) FOR

AN IRREGULAR SHAPED PARCEL LOCATED AT THE

NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF

HOWLAND BLVD. AND S.R. 415 CONTAINING 8.76 ACRES

MORE OR LESS, LOCATED GENERALLY AT 110 HOWLAND

BLVD; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS; PROVIDING FOR

SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City has received an application to amend the Official Zoning Map
from Rural Residential (Volusia County) to Retail Commercial (C-1) for property located at
the northwest corner of the intersection of Howland Blvd. and S.R. 415, addressed generally

at 110 Howland Boulevard; and

WHEREAS, the City of Deltona, Florida, and its Land Planning Agency, have
complied with the requirements of Municipal Home Rule Powers Act, sections 166.011 et

seq., Florida Statutes, in considering the proposed zoning amendment; and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the City Commission of the City of Deltona,
Florida, has determined that the zoning for the subject property will be amended to Retail
Commercial (C-1) and has further determined that said zoning amendment is consistent with
the Comprehensive Plan of the City of Deltona, Florida.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF
THE CITY OF DELTONA, VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The zoning of the following property is hereby amended from Rural

Residential (Volusia County) to Retail Commercial (C-1):
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST AND BEING A
PART OF 2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 10, PAGE 128 OF THE
PUBLIC RECORDS OF VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. TOGETHER WITH THE PARCEL OF LAND
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2176, PAGE 1195 OF SAID PUBLIC RECORDS OF
VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. SAID PARCEL OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 6, THENCE N.89°39°52”E.,
ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 6, A DISTANCE 995.40 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION
WITH THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 995.40 FEET OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 6;
THENCE S.00°19°40”E., ALONG SAID LINE, AND PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID
NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 6, A DISTANCE OF 886.07 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING
OF THE PARCEL OF LAND HEREIN DESCRIBED; THENCE CONTINUE S.00°19°40”E., ALONG SAID
LINE, 385.18 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED IN
SAID OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2176, PAGE 1195; THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARIES OF SAID
PARCEL OF LAND, THE FOLLOWING FIVE COURSES AND DISTANCES: THENCE S.89°42°51”W.,
314.89 FEET; THENCE S.28°43°23”E., 228.50 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON THE NORTHEASTERLY
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF HOWLAND BOULEVARD AS SHOWN ON STATE ROAD RIGHT OF WAY
MAP FOR STATE ROAD NO.415, SECTION 79120, APPROVED 9/19/2008 AND SAID POINT LYING
ON THE ARC OF A CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF
1561.19 FEET AND TO WHICH POINT A RADIAL LINE BEARS S.31°25°14”W.; THENCE ALONG SAID
RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
05°48°49”, 158.41 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE S.64°23°35”E., CONTINUING
ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE, 75.09 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON THE EAST LINE OF THE
WEST 995.4 FEET OF SAID SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST; THENCE
N.00°19°40”W., ALONG SAID LINE, 15.13 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE WESTERLY
PROLONGATION OF THE NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 6TH AVENUE SOUTH AS SHOWN OF
SAID PLAT OF 2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL; THENCE N.89°47°43”E., ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT
OF WAY LINE OF 6TH AVENUE SOUTH, 158.57 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON THE WESTERLY
RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF STATE ROAD NO.415 AS SHOWN ON SAID STATE ROAD RIGHT OF WAY
MAP FOR STATE ROAD NO. 415, SECTION 79120; THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE,
THE FOLLOWING FIVE COURSES AND DISTANCES: THENCE N.00°09’47”W., 7.60 FEET TO A
POINT LYING ON THE ARC OF A CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A
RADIUS OF 1495.21 FEET AND TO WHICH POINT A RADIAL LINE BEARS N.59°01°33”W.; THENCE
NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
02°37°10”, 68.36 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N.33°35°36”E., 33.07 FEET; THENCE
N.43°04°48”E., 78.88 FEET; THENCE N.33°35°37”E., 734.60 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE
CENTERLINE OF THE VACATED RIGHT OF WAY OF 4TH AVENUE SOUTH AS SHOWN ON SAID
PLAT OF 2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL; THENCE DEPARTING SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE ON A
BEARING OF S.89°50°24”W., ALONG SAID CENTERLINE, 171.97 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION
WITH THE CENTERLINE OF THE VACATED RIGHT OF WAY OF 1ST STREET EAST AS SHOWN OF
SAID PLAT OF 2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL; THENCE N.00°09°32”W., ALONG SAID CENTERLINE,
73.77 FEET; THENCE S.89°50°24”W., 163.60 FEET; THENCE S.33°35°37°W., 92.87 FEET TO THE
POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY AND HAVING A
RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE,
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 56°17°28”,171.93 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE
S.89°53°05”°W., 144.98 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
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SECTION 2. This Ordinance is adopted in conformity with and pursuant to the
Comprehensive Plan of the City of Deltona, the local government Planning and Land
Development Act, Sections 163.161 et. Seq., Florida Statutes, and the Municipal Home Rule
Powers Act, Sections 166.011 et. seq., Florida Statutes.

SECTION 3. Conflicts. Any and all Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict
herewith are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. Severability. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application
thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other
provisions or applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared
severable.

SECTION 5. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately

upon its final passage and adoption.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF DELTONA,

FLORIDA THIS DAY OF 2014.

FIRST READING:

ADVERTISED:

SECOND READING:
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BY:
JOHN C. MASIARCZYK, SR., MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOYCE RAFTERY, CMC, CITY CLERK

Approved as to form and legality
for use and reliance by the
City of Deltona, Florida

GRETCHEN R. H. VOSE, ESQ., CITY ATTORNEY
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Memorandum

To: Planning and Zoning Board
From: Chris Bowley, AICP
Date: June 6, 2014

Re: Project No. RZ14-001, Amendment to the Official Zoning Map

I. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION:

APPLICANT:  Rodney M. Honeycutt, P.E.
Honeycutt & Associates, Inc.
5195 S. Washington Avenue
Titusville, FL 32780

Request: The City of Deltona Planning and Development Services Department has received an
application to amend the Official Zoning Map from the Volusia County classification of Rural
Residential (RR-C) to C-1 Retail Commercial for a portion of parcels 9206-01-03-0010 and 9206-01-
03-0012 as described below.

A. SITE INFORMATION:

1. Tax Parcel No.: 9206-01-03-0010, 9206-01-03-0012
2. Property Addresses: 110 Howland Boulevard
Property Acreage: +8.67 Acres
4. Property Location: North of the intersection of SR 415 and Howland Blvd.
in Deltona.
5. Legal Description: A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN SECTION 6,

TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST AND BEING A PART OF 2ND ADDITION TO
CARNELL AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 10, PAGE 128 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. TOGETHER WITH THE PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED
IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2176, PAGE 1195 OF SAID PUBLIC RECORDS OF
VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA. SAID PARCEL OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 6, THENCE
N.89°39'52"E., ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 6, A DISTANCE 995.40
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FEET TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 995.40 FEET OF
THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 6; THENCE S.00°19'40"E., ALONG SAID LINE,
AND PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 6,
A DISTANCE OF 886.07 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE PARCEL OF
LAND HEREIN DESCRIBED; THENCE CONTINUE S.00°19'40E., ALONG SAID LINE,
385.18 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED
IN SAID OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 2176, PAGE 1195; THENCE ALONG THE
BOUNDARIES OF SAID PARCEL OF LAND, THE FOLLOWING FIVE COURSES AND
DISTANCES: THENCE S.89°42'51"W., 314.89 FEET; THENCE S.28°43'23"E., 228.50 FEET
TO A POINT LYING ON THE NORTHEASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF HOWLAND
BOULEVARD AS SHOWN ON STATE ROAD RIGHT OF WAY MAP FOR STATE ROAD
NO.415, SECTION 79120, APPROVED 9/19/2008 AND SAID POINT LYING ON THE ARC
OF A CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1561.19
FEET AND TO WHICH POINT A RADIAL LINE BEARS S.31°25'14"W.; THENCE ALONG
SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 05°48'49", 158.41 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE
S.64°23'35"E., CONTINUING ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE, 75.09 FEET TO A
POINT LYING ON THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 995.4 FEET OF SAID SECTION 6,
TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 32 EAST; THENCE N.00°19'40"W., ALONG SAID LINE,
15.13 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE WESTERLY PROLONGATION OF THE
NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 6TH AVENUE SOUTH AS SHOWN OF SAID PLAT OF
2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL; THENCE N.89°47°43"E., ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF 6TH AVENUE SOUTH, 158.57 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON THE
WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF STATE ROAD NO.415 AS SHOWN ON SAID
STATE ROAD RIGHT OF WAY MAP FOR STATE ROAD NO. 415, SECTION 79120;
THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE, THE FOLLOWING FIVE COURSES AND
DISTANCES: THENCE N.00°09'47"W., 7.60 FEET TO A POINT LYING ON THE ARC OF A
CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE SOUTHEASTERLY, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1495.21 FEET
AND TO WHICH POINT A RADIAL LINE BEARS N.59°01'33"W.; THENCE
NORTHEASTERLY, ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 02°37'10”, 68.36 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE N.33°35'36"E., 33.07
FEET; THENCE N.43°04'48"E., 78.88 FEET; THENCE N.33°35'37"E., 734.60 FEET TO THE
INTERSECTION WITH THE CENTERLINE OF THE VACATED RIGHT OF WAY OF 4TH
AVENUE SOUTH AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT OF 2ND ADDITION TO CARNELL,; THENCE
DEPARTING SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE ON A BEARING OF S.89°5024"W., ALONG SAID
CENTERLINE, 171.97 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE CENTERLINE OF THE
VACATED RIGHT OF WAY OF 1ST STREET EAST AS SHOWN OF SAID PLAT OF 2ND
ADDITION TO CARNELL; THENCE N.00°09'32"W., ALONG SAID CENTERLINE, 73.77
FEET, THENCE S.89°50°24"W., 163.60 FEET; THENCE S.33°35'37"W., 92.87 FEET TO
THE POINT OF CURVATURE OF A CIRCULAR CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHWESTERLY
AND HAVING A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY, ALONG THE
ARC OF SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 56°17°28”, 171.93 FEET TO
THE POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE S.89°53'05"W., 144.98 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.
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Figure 1: Location Map
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Figure 3: Existing Zoning

B. Existing Zoning:
1. Subiject Property:
Existing:  Volusia County Rural Residential, RR(C)
Requested: Retail Commercial, C-1

2. Adjacent Properties:

North:  Volusia County Rural Residential, RR(C)

South:  BPUD

East: Volusia County Osteen Mixed Use Village (OMV)
West: BPUD
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C. Proposed Zoning:

Retail Commercial District (C-1) (Section 110-315 Purpose and Intent.) The purpose of the
C-1-Retail Commercial Zoning District is to establish neighborhood commercial development
along high-volume roads that are compatible with nearby single-family residential areas. The C-
1-Retail Commercial Zoning District is not suitable for transitional areas. Therefore, low intensity
commercial development with no residential mix is permitted. The C-1-Retail Commercial
Zoning District was first established in the original Deltona Lakes Community Development Plan
to serve this purpose in the planned development. It may be applied to achieve a commercial
development that is suitable for serving surrounding single-family residential development in all
other appropriate areas of the City of Deltona, including those areas that were not included in the
original Deltona Lakes Community Development Plan. The C-1-Retail Commercial Zoning
district shall only be applied to areas that are designated in the Commercial Future Land Use
category on the adopted Future Land Use Map in the Deltona Comprehensive Plan, as it may be
amended from time to time.

D. Background:

The subject property was annexed into the City in 2004. In 2006, the County Future Land Use
designation of Urban Low Intensity was changed to City Commercial (C). As part of the Future
Land Use Map amendment process, the Volusia Growth Management Commission (VGMC)
conditionally approved the change to City Commercial. Conditions included a limitation on
intensity which resulted in a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) cap of 0.22, as well as a limitation to the
amount of curb cuts onto SR 415. These conditions will be adhered to throughout the
development process and is supported by the FDOT design of widened SR 415.

E. Support Information
Public Facilities:

Potable Water: to be supplied by Deltona Water

Sanitary Sewer: to be supplied by Deltona Water

Fire Protection: City Fire Station 64

Law Enforcement: Volusia County Sheriff’s Office (VCSO)
Electricity: Florida Power and Light (FP&L)

Poo0 oW

F. Matters for Consideration:
Section 110-1101, Code of City Ordinances, states that the City shall consider the following matters
when reviewing applications for amendments to the Official Zoning Map:

1. Whether it is consistent with all adopted elements of the Comprehensive Plan.
The current Future Land Use designation for the site is Commercial, as adopted by Ordinance
No. 10-2005 and VGMC Resolution No. 2006-02. The C-1 zoning is consistent with the

Commercial Future Land Use designation. In addition, the proposed rezoning is consistent
with the goals, objectives and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.
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2. Its impact upon the environment or natural resources.

There are a couple single family dwellings and several accessory structures onsite, but the
property is primarily undeveloped. The majority of the site is forested with a mixture of
pines and scrub oak. The property is located on the eastern escarpment of a physiographic
area of the County known as the DeLand Ridge. The soil is predominately well drained
Astatula and Cassia Fine Sand series soils. According to the February 14, 2014 FEMA flood
zone maps, the subject property is not located within the 100 year floodplain. However, there
is a depressional area on the property proposed to be rezoned. The area, known locally as
‘Lake David’, is not an open water lake but an herbaceous wetland. The exact jurisdictional
limits of the wetland have not been determined. However, it is possible that the wetland is
less than .33 acre and would be exempt from the permitting requirements of the City Land
Development Code. The exact extent of the wetland and requisite permitting requirements
will be determined during the land development phase.

During a recent site visit, staff did not observe any gopher tortoise burrows, However, before
property development, the applicant will need to survey for gopher tortoises. If tortoises are
found, the applicant will be required to permit and relocate the tortoises to a suitable
mitigation bank site. There are no other known listed species that utilize the property.

3. Its impact upon the economy of any affected area.

The proposed rezoning would facilitate the commercial development of the property. The
commercial development and related improvements would represent a significant investment
and an increase of taxable value. Therefore, the commercial development of the property
would be an improvement and diversification of the City tax base. Another positive impact
upon the local economy would be the creation of professional and/or service-oriented jobs.

4. Notwithstanding the provisions of Article XIV of the Land Development Code,
Ordinance No. 92-25 [Chapter 86, Code of Ordinances] as it may be amended from time
to time, its impact upon necessary governmental services, such as schools, sewage
disposal, potable water, drainage, fire and police protection, solid waste or
transportation systems.

a. Schools: The C-1 zoning is not a residential zoning classification. Therefore, the Volusia
County School Board staff has indicated that this rezoning will not affect local schools.

b. Sewage Disposal: Central sewer will be required. The site will be served by City utilities
and sewer capacity is available at the new wastewater treatment plant located in the
vicinity of the site.

c. Potable Water: Deltona Water will serve the site and sufficient potable water capacity
is available.

d. Drainage: All site related stormwater runoff will be managed on-site and will be

constructed in accordance with the necessary requirements of the City’s Land
Development Code and other permitting agencies.
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e. Transportation Systems: The applicant did prepare a transportation impact analysis
(TIA) that was submitted to this office. City staff and a peer consultant performed a
review. The TIA, peer review and applicant’s response to the peer review are attached
respectively as Exhibit A, Exhibit B and Exhibit C. The applicant’s TIA assumed a
development program with a total of 72,425 square feet of non-residential development.
The type of non-residential development articulated in the TIA included 56,800 square
feet of medical office, 5,625 square feet of medical clinic, and 10,000 square feet of retail
use. As has been mentioned, the property is regulated by a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) cap of
0.22 (the cap is a result of a 2006 VGMC resolution limiting development intensity). The
modeled development program for the property is below the maximum yield of 83,086
square feet facilitated by the 0.22 FAR. While the modeled development program is less
intensive than the maximum possible entitlement, City staff suggests that the modeled
development program is a realistic representation, in the context of general planning, of
what could be developed on the property in light of parcel shape, natural characteristics,
City code and contemporary development expectations.

The TIA revealed that after internal trip capture and traffic pass-by rates are figured, the
project would generate 3,275 new trips onto the City transportation network. This traffic
would be dispersed mostly throughout the City via the Howland, Ft. Smith and Courtland
Blvd. thoroughfares. In addition, about one third of that traffic will use SR 415.

Analyzing the projected trip generation and other information in the TIA, the following
observations are made:

(1) SR 415 is in the process of being improved to carry four lanes of traffic and will have
plenty of capacity to support traffic that would be generated from the development of
the property.

(2) Capacity exists on Howland Blvd. between SR 415 and Courtland Blvd. to support
the commercial development of the property.

(3) Ft. Smith Blvd., from SR 415 to Courtland Blvd., has adequate capacity.

(4) The segment of Howland Blvd. between Elkcam Blvd. and Providence Blvd. (two-
lane segment) will continue to operate at a level of service “F” by the 2016 project
build out (an aggressive timetable). The project does not add a significant traffic
volume to this roadway segment (approximately 1.5% of the P.M. peak hour adopted
roadway service volume).

(5) The segment of Providence Blvd. between Elkcam Blvd. and Ft. Smith Blvd. will
operate at a level of service “F” by the 2016 project build out. The project does not
add a significant traffic volume to these roadway segments (approximately 0.1% or
less of the P.M. peak hour adopted roadway service volume).

(6) The two referenced failing roadway segments are County roadways and are projected
to fail without the project. Therefore, the City and County, along with private
development interest, need to continue to discuss how to advance the improvements
of these segments that appear on the year 2025 County long range plan, but are not
funded.

(7) No intersections within the TIA study area are projected to fail as a result of the
project.

Finally, the TIA makes mention of a SR 415 driveway cut for the project. This driveway
cut has not been contemplated by the FDOT as part of the SR 415 improvement. It is the
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understanding of City staff that the applicant is working with FDOT to effectuate some
type of access to SR 415. City staff has taken the position that as long as the access
comports with all applicable spacing requirements and safety standards, there should be
no objection from the City. However, the burden of obtaining permission for such a SR
415 driveway cut rests on the shoulders of the applicant and should be negotiated
between the applicant and FDOT independent of the City. Finally, there is a right in and
right out access to Howland Blvd. planned by the applicant. Access onto Howland Blvd.
will need to be associated with, at minimum, a turn lane designed to comply with the
requirements of the City Land Development Code. The design of access will be
determined through the land development process as projects progress through City site
plan review.

Votran transit transportation is available at the Wal-Mart Super Center via bus routes 21
and 22. This site is less than the standard quarter-mile walk radius used for mass transit
planning.

5. Any changes in circumstances or conditions affecting the area.

The subject property, along with other land in the area has been contemplated for
commercial development for some time. The Wal-Mart Super Center complex near the
property to be rezoned is almost fully developed with out-parcel uses. It is logical to
expect that there would be demand for more commercial development in this strategic
node. In addition, there are significant infrastructure investments occurring in the area.
Investments include the SR 415 widening, the development of the City Eastern
Wastewater Treatment plant and the extension of urban utilities (water and sewer). The
transition of this area to a commercial area is evidenced by the recent rezoning of a 12.49
acre property located across from the Wal-Mart complex known as the Bella Vista
project. In addition, a standalone retail use, Tractor Supply Company, is engaged in site
plan review for an approximately 18,000 square foot facility fronting on SR 415 situated
just to the north of the property proposed to be rezoned.

6. Any mistakes in the original classification.
No known mistakes.
7. Its effect upon the public health, welfare, safety or morals.

The property is located within an existing and planned commercial node. The property to
be rezoned is not located near any existing residential neighborhoods. The nearest
residential land use entitlements are located east of SR 415 in unincorporated Volusia.
The residential entitlements are part of mixed use land use category (Osteen Mixed Use
Village) that is an incarnation of the Osteen Joint Planning Area. The Osteen Mixed Use
Village may include residential, maybe in a multi-family format, or non-residential uses.
The Osteen Mixed Use Village area is removed from the site by what will be a divided
four lane highway and multi-family and other residential uses in a mixed use format tend
to be more harmonious with commercial uses than areas that are developed with mostly
detached housing. Therefore, the proposed rezoning will be compatible with existing and
planned land uses located in the vicinity. In addition, the requested C-1 will have no
adverse impacts on the health, welfare, safety or morals of the City.

Page 10 of 11

125 Item 8D



Attachment number 2 \nPage 1.

CONCLUSION/STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The proposed rezoning will encourage commercial development in the City, which is underserved by
commercial uses. Furthermore, the rezoning represents an incremental improvement of the City tax base that is
overly reliant on residential uses. The rezoning will be compatible with the recent rezoning efforts and adjacent
land uses and is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, staff recommends approval of the rezoning
from Volusia County Rural Residential to C-1 (Retail Commercial).
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INTRODUCTION

This traffic study has been revised based on the review comments. Most of the changes
are minor for clarification with the exception of adding the requested A.M. peak hour
analysis. A copy of the review comments and response are included in Appendix A.

Purpose

This study was conducted in order to assess the Promenade at Deltona, which is a
devlopment of a mix of medical office building, office and retail uses within the City of
Deltona. The study addressed the requirements of the City Traffic Impact Analysis
(TIA) standards. The project property is £8.67 acres and is located at the northwest
quadrant of Howland Boulevard (CR 4145) and SR 415, within the City of Deltona. The
project site and the surrounding road network is shown in Figure 1. Build-out is
expected to occur by the end of 2016.

The project property fronts SR 415 and Howland Boulevard, and is proposed to have a
directional access connection on SR 415 and a right-in/right-out access connection on
Howland Boulevard. A conceptual site plan layout of the development parcel
configuration with the access connections is shown in Figure 2. An internal roadway
connection is planned to extend to future land uses west of the Promenade at Deltona
property. The property to the west is made up of about +19.6 acres. While these future
land uses are expected to be developed over a long range at a point after build-out of the
Promenade at Deltona, the City staff has requested that an estimate of the future lane
use plan be included with the background traffic volumes developed for this study.

Study Methodology

Before conducting this study, the assumptions and procedures to be used in the traffic
impact study was submitted to the City of Deltona staff and Volusia County staff. A copy
of the study methodology and related City/County correspondence are included in
Appendix B.

Data utilized in the study consisted of land use data provided by Project planners, traffic
volume data/level of service standards obtained from Volusia County and planned
improvement’s information from the Florida DOT and Volusia County.

Based upon the study methodology assumptions, the initial impact area will consist of
collector and arterial roadways within a five-mile sphere of influence impacted by P.M.
peak hour 2-Way Project trips that are equal to or greater than 5% of the adopted level
of service (LOS) capacity of the study roadways and Critical and Near Critical State and
County Roadways adjacent to and within the five-mile impact sphere of influence.
Figure 3 is a copy of the Volusia County 5-mile impact sphere of influence.

Promenade at Deltona Page | 1
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Table 1 was developed to show the Project impact area based on the 5-mile impact
radius and 5% of the adopted level of service (LOS) P.M. peak hour 2-way service
volume threshold. Table 1 lists the roadways, number of lanes, functional class,
adopted LOS standard, adopted service volume, 5% threshold volume, Project trip
distribution, Project trip volume for each roadway segment and a determination of
significance.

The actual study area has been defined based on the Project trip assignment where

Project trips are 5% or more of the adopted P.M. peak hour two-way level of service

roadway capacity, direct access roadways and critical/near critical roadways. Listed

below and shown in Figure 4 are the study area roadways and study intersections that

were included in the analysis, based on methodology coordinated with the review staff:
Direct Access Roadways

e SR 415: Acorn Lake Road to Howland Boulevard
e Howland Boulevard: Fort Smith Boulevard to SR 415

5%+ Impacted Roadways

e Fort Smith Boulevard: Courtland Boulevard to Howland Boulevard

Critical /Near Critical Roadways

e Howland Boulevard: Providence Boulevard to Elkcam Boulevard
e Providence Boulevard: Elkcam Boulevard to Fort Smith Boulevard

e Providence Boulevard: Normandy Boulevard to Anderson Drive

Intersections

SR 415 and Howland Boulevard

SR 415 and Fort Smith Boulevard

Howland Boulevard and Fort Smith Boulevard
Howland Boulevard and Courtland Boulevard

Howland Boulevard and Wal-Mart Entrance

Fort Smith Boulevard and Courtland Boulevard

Project access points on Howland Boulevard and SR 415

Promenade at Deltona Page | 5
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TABLE 1
STUDY ROADWAY IMPACT DETERMINATION WITHIN FIVE MILE RADIUS
Adopted Roadway (1) PM Peak Project Trips
Service Volumes 5% of % Of
Roadway S t # of Functional PM Adopted Model 2-Way| LOS | 5%
From To Lanes Class LOS| Daily |PeakHour| LOS |Distribution| Trips | Std |Sig?|
SR 415
SR 44 Acorn Lake Rd 2L Rural Minor Arterial | C {16,400 1,550 77.5 11.14% 31 2.00% | No
Acorn Lake Rd Howland Blvd 4LD (2) | Urban Minor Arterial| D | 35,820 3,220 161.0 21.80% 61 1.89% | No
Howland Blvd Enterprise-Osteen Rd _[4LD (2) | Urban Minor Arterial| D | 35,820 3,220 161.0 24.73% 69 2.14% | No
Enterprise-Osteen Rd [Seminole Co 4LD (2) | Rural Minor Arterial | D | 56,610 5,090 254.5 12.03% 34 0.67% | No
Debary Avenue/Doyle Road
Providence Blvd Garfield Rd 2L, | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 6.60% 18 1.46% | No
Garfield Rd Saxon Blvd 2L, | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 .40% 21 1.71% | No
Saxon Blvd Courtland Blvd 2L [ Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 9.13% 25 2.03% | No
Courtland Blvd SR 415 2L, | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 10.25% 29 2.36% | No
Enterprise-Osteen Road
Providence Blvd Garfield Rd 2L Rural Local E |10,220 920 46.0 0.00% [0} 0.00% | No
Garfield Rd Reed Ellis Rd 2L Rural Local E 10,220 920 46.0 0.25% 1 0.11% | No
Reed Ellis Rd SR 415 2L Rural Local E |10,220 920 46.0 0.57% 2 0.22% | No
Courtland Boulevard
Beckwith St Captain Dr 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 0.30% 1 0.08% | No
Captain Dr Elkcam Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 2.00% 6 0.49% | No
Elkcam Blvd Newmark Dr 2L Urban Collector E [13,640 1,230 61.5 0.60% 2 0.16% | No
Newmark Dr Howland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 4.00% 11 1.08% | No
Howland Blvd India Blvd 2L Urban Collector E [13,640 1,020 51.0 1.40% 4 0.39% | No
India Blvd Fort Smith Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 9.60% 2 2.65% | No
Fort Smith Blvd Doyle Rd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 0.70% 2 0.16% | No
Doyle Rd Enterprise-Osteen Rd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 0.40% 1 0.10% | No
Elkcam Boulevard
Fort Smith Blvd Providence Blvd 2L Urban Collector E [13,640 1,020 51.0 0.17% o) 0.00% | No
Providence Blvd Montecito Ave 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.20% 3 0.29% | No
Montecito Ave Howland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 0.20% 1 0.10% | No
Howland Blvd Lake Helen-Osteen Rd 2L Urban Collector E | 14,740 1,330 66.5 0.30% 1 0.08% | No
Lake Helen-Osteen Rd [Courtland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 2.40% 0.69% | No
Courtland Blvd Riverhead Dr 2L Local E [13,640 1,020 51.0 0.00% [¢) 0.00% | No
Fort Smith Boulevard
Elkcam Blvd Providence Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.60% 4 0.39% | No
Providence Blvd Newmark Dr 2L Urban Collector E [14,740 1,330 66.5 2.60% 0.53% | No
Newmark Dr India Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 14,740 1,330 66.5 4.80% 13 0.98% | No
India Blvd Courtland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E |14,740 1,330 66.5 8.40% 23 1.73% | No
Courtland Blvd Howland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E |14,740 1,330 66.5 24.70% 69 5.19% | Yes
Howland Blvd SR 415 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 2.37% 0.69% | No
Garfield Road
Doyle Rd Enterprise-Osteen Rd 2L Local E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 0.35% 1 0.08% | No
Howland Boulevard
‘Wolf Pack Run Catalina Blvd 4LD | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,420 171.0 5.55% 15 0.44% | No
Catalina Blvd Providence Blvd 4LD [ Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,420 171.0 6.00% 17 0.50% | No
Providence Blvd Elkcam Blvd 2L [ Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 6.88% 19 1.54% | No
Elkcam Blvd Lake Helen-Osteen Rd | 4LD | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,410 170.5 .60% 21 0.62% | No
Lake Helen-Osteen Rd [Newmark Dr 4LD | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,410 170.5 14.50% 40 1.17% | No
Newmark Dr Courtland Blvd 4LD [ Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,410 170.5 17.00% 4 1.38% | No
Courtland Blvd Fort Smith Blvd 4LD (2) | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,410 170.5 21.80% 61 1.79% | No
Fort Smith Blvd SR 415 4LD (2) | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 37,970 3,410 170.5 49.40% 138 14.05% | No
India Boulevard
Fort Smith Blvd Humphrey Blvd 2L Local E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.00% 3 0.29% | No
Lake Helen-Osteen Road
Haulover Blvd Elkcam Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 2.25% 6 0.49% | No
Elkcam Blvd Howland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E |13,640 1,020 51.0 6.00% 17 1.67% | No
Maytown Road
New Smyrna Blvd Pell Rd 2L | Rural Minor Collector | E | 12,300 1,160 58.0 5.20% 15 1.29% | No
Newmark Drive
Fort Smith Blvd Humphrey Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.40% 4 0.39% | No
Humphrey Blvd Howland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.05% 3 0.29% | No
Howland Blvd Courtland Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 2.35% 0.69% | No
Normandy Boulevard
Tivoli Dr Providence Blvd 3L | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.00% 3 0.29% | No
Providence Blvd Saxon Blvd 2L Urban Minor Arterial| E | 14,740 1,330 66.5 1.45% 4 0.30% | No
Saxon Blvd Fort Smith Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 3.40% 9 0.88% | No
Providence Boulevard
Howland Blvd Elkcam Blvd 2L, | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 14,040 1,270 63.5 0.53% 1 0.08% | No
Elkcam Blvd Fort Smith Blvd 2L | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 0.20% 1 0.10% | No
Fort Smith Blvd Tivoli Dr 4LD | Urban Minor Arterial| E |30,420 2,740 137.0 0.40% 1 0.04% | No
Tivoli Dr Saxon Blvd 2L | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 14,740 1,330 66.5 0.05% [0} 0.00% | No
Saxon Blvd Normandy Blvd 2L [ Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 0.20% 1 0.10% | No
Normandy Blvd Anderson Dr 2L, | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 0.13% [0} 0.00% | No
Reed Ellis Road
Enterprise-Osteen Rd |SR 415 2L Local E [13,640 1,120 56.0 0.40% 1 0.09% | No
Saxon Boulevard
Tivoli Dr Providence Blvd 3L | Urban Minor Arterial| E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.20% 3 0.29% | No
Providence Blvd Normandy Blvd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,020 51.0 1.95% 5 0.49% | No
Normandy Blvd Doyle Rd 2L Urban Collector E | 13,640 1,230 61.5 0.80% 2 0.16% | No
1. Volusia County 2013 Average Annual Daily Traffic & Historical Counts
2. Programmed Roadway Widening
Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc., 2014
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Existing Roadways and Traffic Conditions

A survey of characteristics of the existing roadway segments within the impact area that
will be impacted by the proposed Promenade at Deltona was conducted. The purpose of
this survey was to obtain information on physical and traffic characteristics of these
facilities. Existing traffic volume data at the study intersections is based on turning
movement counts collected during April 2014.

Study Roadways

Table 2 provides a list of the roadway parameters utilized in the analysis, taken from
the Volusia County 2013 Average Daily Traffic & Historical Counts spreadsheet.
Included in this table are; number of lanes, functional classification, adopted Level of
Service (LOS) standards, roadway service volumes, daily and P.M. peak hour traffic
volumes, LOS and if the roadway meets the adopted LOS. Based upon this analysis, all
but the Critical and Near Critical roadway segments currently operate at acceptable
levels of service.

Study Intersections

The study intersections were analyzed under existing conditions using the procedures of
the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual for signalized and unsignalized intersections.
This analysis used existing traffic volumes (see Appendix C for the turning movement
summaries of the existing intersections) and existing geometric conditions.

Figure 5 shows the existing A.M. and Figure 6 shows the existing P.M. peak hour
intersection turning movement traffic volumes at each of the study intersections. Table
2 also includes the summary results of the intersection analysis. Analysis sheets are
included in Appendix D. As can be seen, the study intersections operate at satisfactory
Levels of Service.

Programmed Roadway Improvements

Listed below are the programmed roadway improvements under construction or
scheduled for construction within the first three years of the current Volusia County
TPO Transportation Improvement Program — FY 2013/14-2017/18.

e SR 415: 4-lane widening from Seminole County Line to Acorn Lake Road,
e Howland Boulevard: 4-lane widening from Courtland Boulevard to SR 415.

Promenade at Deltona Page | 9
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Proposed Development

The proposed land use for the Promenade at Deltona is a mixed use of medical office,
medical clinic and retail. To determine the impact of this development plan, an estimate
of the trip generation characteristics was prepared. This included the determination of
the site’s trip generation and distribution/assignment of these different trip generation
characteristics to the study roadways and study intersections.

Trip Generation

The trip generation was calculated utilizing the 9th Edition ITE Trip Generation
Report, 2012 data as summarized in Table 3. This summarizes the daily, A.M. and
P.M. peak hour trip ends for the proposed development. The traffic volumes represent
total driveway volumes, which include internal capture due to compatible land uses and
pass-by capture trips not considered new to the area’s roadways since they are attracted
from the existing traffic stream on the adjacent roadway. Internal and pass-by trip
reductions will be discussed below.

Per the request of the reviewer, Table 3 also includes (for informational purposes only)
the trip generation calculation for the P.M. peak hour of the generator. As can be seen
in the table, only the medical office has data for the peak hour of the generator.

Internal Trips

Internal trips are defined as trips that occur between compatible portions of the
development without impacting the adjacent roadway network (i.e., trips occurring
between the medical office and retail land use within the proposed development site.
The internal trips will have no impact on the adjacent roadway network. Utilizing the
procedures contained in the 2nd Edition, ITE Trip Generation Handbook, June 2004
section on “Multi-Use Development” and the March 2011 NCHRP Report 684
Enhancing Internal Trip Capture Estimation for Mixed-use Developments an internal
capture calculation was performed. The trip generation tables also include the internal
trip ends adjustment calculations. Appendix E contains the internal capture
worksheets. The internal capture applied in the study was nominal (less than 12%).

Pass-by Traffic

The total driveway trips generated by the retail component land use will comprise “new
(primary)” and “pass-by” trips. Pass-by trips are defined as those trips from the passing
roadway stream that would already be on the road. Therefore, pass-by traffic does not
create additional impact on the surrounding roadways. For this site, the pass-by traffic
will be drawn from SR 415 and Howland Boulevard. Based upon pass-by information
contained in the 2nd Edition, ITE Trip Generation Handbook, June 2004, a retail
center will generate, on average, a P.M. peak hour pass-by trip percentage of 34%.

Promenade at Deltona Page | 13
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As a check, the Florida DOT Transportation Impact Handbook, July 4, 2010
stipulates that pass-by trips should not be higher than 10% of the adjacent street traffic.
The calculated pass-by trips are approximately 4% of the existing P.M. peak hour traffic
on the adjacent roadways (see calculations below). Therefore, the P.M. peak hour pass-
by trip reduction was based on the ITE pass-by percentage. The trip generation tables
also include the pass-by trip calculations.

SR 415 & WB Howland Boulevard Traffic 210 + 286 + 431 = 927
10% Threshold 927X 0.10 = 93
Pass-by Traffic 41

Is Pass-by > 10% of Adjacent street traffic? No, 41 + 927 = 0.044 or 4%

As shown, the pass-by trips determined in the study was nominal (only 41 peak hour
trips).

Trip Distribution

The Project trip distribution is based on a base year (2005) assignment of the FDOT
Central Florida Regional Planning Model. This model distribution was used to
determine estimated P.M. peak hour volumes on the study area road segments and will
be used to determine the Project trip distribution at the study intersections. The model
network included all planned and programmed roadways and improvements within the
impact area. The socioeconomic data was updated to reflect the proposed development
in a separate traffic zone. Subsequently, a selected zone assignment was performed to
determine distribution of site trips in the impact area to the area roadways. Copies of
the model proposed land use distribution plot is contained in Appendix F. Figure 7
shows the model Project trip distribution on the study roadway segments. Figure 8
presents the Project trip distribution redistributed based on the right-in/right-out
access connection on Howland Boulevard and the directional access connection on SR
415.

Promenade at Deltona Page | 15
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Projected Traffic Transportation Assessment

The Project trips generated by the proposed Promenade at Deltona development were
combined with background traffic and assigned to the study roadways and intersections.
Background traffic projections for the study roadways were estimated two ways. The
first assumed a growth rate based on historical traffic counts (last five years, see
Appendix G for linear regression worksheet) or a minimum of 1% annual growth rate.

The second assumed the build-out of land uses within the property adjacent to the
western property boundary of the Promenade at Deltona. This adjacent property (about
+19.6 acres) was assumed to be developed as a medical office building with 300,000
square feet. See Appendix A, Comment 14 for the trip generation table. This amount
of development was estimated based on the application of floor-area-ratio limitations
and considered on-site parking requirements. It was assumed that this property to the
west will have an internal connection to the Promenade at Deltona development, and a
full-access connection to Howland Boulevard. While these future land uses are expected
to be developed over a long range at a point after build-out of the Promenade at Deltona,
the City staff has requested that an estimate of the future lane use plan be included with
the background traffic volumes developed for this study. The third included the SKMBT
Tractor Supply store just to the north of the proposed development site.

The estimated daily and P.M. peak hour background traffic volumes are shown in Table
4. The estimated background daily traffic volumes were converted to P.M. peak hour 2-
way traffic volumes based on an FDOT K-factor of 0.9.

TABLE 4
2016 Background Traffic Calculations
Daily Traffic Volumes Intersection | Peak Hour
Roadway Segment Existing| Growth| Tractor | MOB |Background Growth Background
From To (1) (2) [Supply@3[ @ [ (5 Factor (6
SR 415
Acorn Lake Rd Howland Blvd 6,500 197 260 2,627 9,584 1.48 863
Fort Smith Boulevard
Courtland Blvd Howland Blvd 8,460 256 104 2,977 11,797 1.40 1,062
Howland Boulevard
Providence Blvd Elkcam Blvd 15,150 459 40 829 16,478 1.09 1,483
Fort Smith Blvd SR 415 12,530 380 42 5,953 18,905 1.51 1,701
Providence Boulevard
Elkcam Blvd Fort Smith Blvd 13,070 396 0 24 13,490 1.03 1,214
Normandy Blvd Anderson Dr 13,150 398 0 16 13,564 1.03 1,221
1. From Table 2
2. Based on Linear Regression projections or 1% annual growth rate.
3.SKMBT Tractor Supply Store - 18,800 Square Feet (September 19, 2013 Lassiter Transportation Group, Inc. study)
4. MOB - 300,000 Square Foot Medical Office Building
5. Existing + Growth + MOB = Background
6. Background x 0.09 = P.M. Peak Hour 2-Way Background Traffic volume
Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.,2014
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Background traffic projections at the study intersections were determined by applying a
roadway specific growth factor (see Table 4) to the existing turning movement counts
and then combined with project traffic as shown in Figure 9 (for the A.M. Peak Hour)
and Figure 10 (for the P.M. Peak Hour).

Traffic Impact Roadway Analysis

An analysis of daily and P.M. peak traffic conditions was conducted to determine if
adequate capacity was available on each study roadway segment. Each impacted
roadway segment was analyzed by comparing its total daily and P.M. peak hour volume
to the available capacity of the segment as shown in Table 5. The results of this
analysis indicate that all of the impacted roadway segments except the Critical and Near
critical roadway segments will continue to have adequate capacity at Project build-out in
2016. As shown in Table 5, the Project is not significant on any of the Critical or Near
Critical roadway segments.

Intersection Analysis

To determine the projected Level of Service provided by the intersections to be impacted
by the proposed development, a capacity analysis was conducted utilizing the
procedures of the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual for the signalized intersections and
unsignalized intersections. This analysis used projected traffic volumes (see Figure 9
and Figure 10) and existing/proposed geometric conditions. Printouts of the
intersection analyses may be found in Appendix H. The projected intersection levels
of service and delay, for each study intersection, are also shown in Table 5. As can be
seen, the signalized and unsignalized study intersections, at build-out of the proposed
development, will continue to operate at acceptable levels of service similar to the
existing conditions analysis.

Transit

Currently VoTran Route 21 and Route 22 provide service to the Wal-Mart with stops on
Howland Boulevard and SR 415. See Appendix I for the route schedules and routes
maps.

Bicycle
The closest trail to the Promenade at Deltona Project site is the East Central Regional
Rail Trail located approximately 1.8 miles south.

Pedestrian

Sidewalks currently exist along both sides of SR 415 and the south side of Howland
Boulevard. The future on-site sidewalk system should be constructed to serve any
pedestrians of this development and should be designed to connect to the external
sidewalk system.
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Study Conclusions

Study Conclusions

This study was undertaken to evaluate existing and future traffic conditions in the
vicinity of the proposed Promenade at Deltona at the intersection of SR 415 and
Howland Boulevard in Deltona, Florida. The study consisted of the determination of the
vehicular trips, which would utilize the area roadways as a result of the proposed
development of the vacant site. The results of the study as documented herein are
summarized below:

e The proposed development will contain a 56,800 square foot medical office
building, a 5,625 square foot medical clinic and 10,000 square feet of retail space.

e The trips to be generated by the proposed development were estimated to be
3,275 net new (primary) daily trip ends, 179 net new (primary) A.M. peak hour
trip ends and 279 net new (primary) P.M. peak hour trip ends. The Project’s
daily, A.M. and P.M. peak hour trip ends were distributed and assigned to the
adjacent roadways (daily and two-way P.M. peak hour) and study intersections
(A.M. and P.M. peak hour directional trips).

e The traffic study accounted for the potential build-out of land uses within the
property adjacent to the western property boundary and the northern boundary
of the Promenade at Deltona.

e All of the study roadway segments directly access or significantly impacted by the
proposed development have sufficient available capacity to serve the traffic
generation of the proposed development.

e The study intersections will continue to operate at acceptable levels of service at
build-out of the proposed development.

e Provisions for a future on-site sidewalk system should be included in the
development plan to serve the Promenade at Deltona pedestrians. The on-site
sidewalk system should be designed to connect to the existing external sidewalk
system.

e At the Project entrance on SR 415, the northbound left turn should be designed to
accommodate a queue length of 100 feet (based on A.M. peak hour traffic
volumes). Based on the posted 45 mph speed limit, the total deceleration length
should be 240 feet for a total northbound auxiliary turn lane length of 340 feet.

e The proposed access driveways should be designed to City of Deltona and FDOT
design standards. The development of the proposed access point to SR 415 will
be subject to applicable FDOT permit requirements.
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APPENDICES
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Appendix A — Response to Review Comments
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TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

MEMORANDUM

Mr. Chris Bowley, AICP

Joseph T. Roviaro, AICP

May 4, 2014

Promenade at Deltona, City of Deltona, Florida
Response to Review Comments

LTEC N¢ 13-0113

The following are the responses to the request for additional information. Review
comments were provided by Mr. Ron Paradise and DRMP, the City’s Consultant. The
review comment will be listed followed by the response.

Mr. Ron Paradise Review Comments

Comment 1:

Response:

Comment 2:

Response:

Comment 3:

Response:

Figure 3 page 9 — Most (60) of the turns at the intersection of
Ft. Smith and SR 415 from Ft. Smith to SR 415 are
northbound. Seems like a lot of northbound turns. How was
this figure arrived at?

The traffic volumes shown in Figure 3 are the existing P.M. peak hour
traffic counts which represent the peak hour from the two-hour traffic
counts collected during the March 17t March 18t and March 20t data
collection effort.

Figure 4 page 14 — On the traffic split map there is an 87.4%
figure reported near the property. Please explain the 87.4%
figure.

Figure 4 is a copy of the project distribution plot from the
transportation model. The software for the plot prints the project trip
distribution for each segment between intersecting roadways and
centroid connectors. Sometimes when there is a short segment, one
value will be printed over another value. This is what happened with
the 87.4 value. Project trip percentage 49.4 was overprinted with a o
which makes it look like 87.4.

Figure 4 page 14 — Why is there 0% traffic assumed on the
segment of Providence from Elkcam to Ft. Smith?

As noted above, Figure 4 is a copy of the model project trip
distribution. The model assigns trips based on the shortest path. The
zero (0) value shown in Figure 4 is the result of the model assignment
based on two (2) access connections (see Site Inset in Figure 4) for the
Project and the model placement of centroid connections. The actual
Project trip distribution utilized in the analysis reassigned the model
Project trip distribution based on the right-in/right-out access
connection on Howland Boulevard and the directional access
connection on SR 415. A new Figure 8 shows the Project trip
distribution around the Project access connections.
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DRMP Review Comments

Comment 1:

Response:

Comment 2:

Response:

Comment 3

Response:

Comment 4:

Response:

Comment 5:

Response:

Comment 6:

Response:

Purpose, pg.1; paragraph 1

In the first sentence there is a space missing in “isa”
The requested change has been made.

Purpose, pg.1; paragraph 2

Please check sentence spacing between first and second
sentence.

The report alignment for each paragraph is fully justified and two
spaces are inserted between each sentence. Therefore, the spacing
between sentences is based on the length of each word and number of
words in each sentence. The actual spacing is a function of the Word
2010 sentence configuration software formula.

Table 1

Please explain the significance of the highlighted roadway
segments.

The light blue highlighted segment represents the only segment that is
significantly impacted, 5% or more. Yellow highlighted segments
represent those segments that fall under the County’s Critical and Near
Critical classification.

Study Methodology

The reviewer suggests including a study area roadway and
intersection figure to clearly depict all study area roadways
and intersections to be analyzed for reference. They are
difficult to see in Figure 1.

Per the request, a new Figure 4 has been prepared which shows the
existing study roadways and existing study intersections.

Study Methodology

General Comment: Please include the AM peak hour in the
study analysis.

As documented in the study methodology, the P.M. peak hour is the
critical time period and was the basis for the analysis. The attached
new Figure 5 has the A.M. peak hour traffic volumes.

Study Intersections, pg.7

Was a FDOT seasonal adjustment applied to the existing TMC
as indicated by the methodology memo in Appendix A? Was
existing signal timing obtained from Volusia County?

Yes, the FDOT seasonal factor was applied to the existing turning
movements. Existing signal timings were not obtained from Volusia
because four of the study intersections are being modified due to
roadway construction and the remaining two utilized timings obtained
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from the field review. The four study intersections impacted by the
roadway construction are as follows:

e SR 415 & Fort Smith Boulevard

e SR 415 & Howland Boulevard

e Howland Boulevard & Wal-Mart Entrance

e Fort Smith Boulevard & Howland Boulevard

Comment 7: Proposed Development

General Comment: Please include trip generation for the PM
peak hour also.

Response: The requested P.M. peak hour of the generator is shown as a separate
line item on Table 3. Please note that only the Medical Office has
P.M. peak hour trip data for the generator and combining the peak
hour of the generator with the peak hour of the adjacent street is not a
valid analysis procedure.

Comment 8: Proposed Development

Proposed Site Access: Please include a discussion on
proposed access locations, type, and spacing from any
existing intersections.

Response: The Project property fronts SR 415 and Howland Boulevard, and is
proposed to have a directional access connection on SR 415 and a right-
in/right-out access connection on Howland Boulevard. The SR 415
directional access connection will be located approximately 665 feet
north of Howland Boulevard and 735 feet south of the SKMBT Tractor
Supply store directional median opening. The right-in/right-out access
connection on Howland Boulevard will be located approximately 378
feet west of SR 415 and 786 feet east of the Wal-Mart Entrance.

Comment 9: Proposed Development

Proposed Site Access/SR 415: Please ensure that the
proposed site access location on SR 415 meets FDOT
standards.

Response: As shown in the attachment from Davis and Associates, the proposed
access plan for the Project will meet the 660-ft spacing requirements:

e Spacing from Howland Blvd to Project Entrance at directional
median opening: 665 feet.

e Spacing from directional median opening to SKMBT Tractor
Supply store connection at directional median opening: 735 feet.

Comment 10: Pass-by Traffic, pg. 11; pass-by trip calculations

Please explain the volumes in the pass-by trip calculation
tables. 431 — NB SR 415, 210 — SB SR 415, and WB Howland —
259 NB SR 415 + 27 SBL from Howland.

Response: Because the entrance on Howland Boulevard is a right-in/right-out
only access connection, just the northbound left turn volume (431)
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from SR 415 was assumed to be considered for pass-by traffic for that
entrance. The southbound right turn volume (14) from SR 415 was not
included in order to avoid double counting potential Howland
Boulevard pass-by traffic as the right turn volume is included in the
traffic volumes on SR 415.

The entrance on SR 415 is a directional entrance, so pass-by traffic
would come from both the northbound (286) and southbound (210)
traffic volumes. To be conservative, the 10% pass-by traffic limit was
checked against existing traffic volumes.

Comment 11: Table 3, pg. 12

The reviewer suggests highlighting / or defining the Net New
(Primary) Trips for easier reference.

Response: Table 3 has been revised to include the highlighted volumes.
Comment 12: Trip Distribution, pg.13

The reviewer suggests rewording the second sentence to the
following, “This model distribution was used to determine
estimated P.M. peak hour volumes on the study area road
segments and will be used to determine the Project trip
distribution at study area intersections.”

Response: We appreciate the suggestion and have made the change.
Comment 13: Trip Distribution General Comment:

The reviewer suggests including a figure with all study area
intersections to illustrate Trip Distribution more clearly and
simply. For instance it is difficult to read the distribution
percentages on Figure 4, and this does not clearly show the
location of the proposed project driveways or the Walmart
entrance.

Response: Please see the response to the comments by Mr. Ron Paradise
regarding the Project trip distribution figure.

Comment 14: Projected Traffic Transportation Assessment General
Comment:

Please include trip generation and distribution details for the
assumed future Medical Office Building on the adjacent
property.

Response: The requested trip generation table (see below) was prepared for the
Halifax Medical Center medical office. The distribution pattern for the
Promenade at Deltona was utilized for the Halifax Medical Center

medical office building.
Estimated Trip Generation (1)

Trip Generation Rates Total Trips
ITE P.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour
Land Use Acres Size Code (2) Daily | Total | Enter| Exit | Daily | Total |Enter| Exit
Medical Office |12.49 |300,000 SF 720 / E 40.170 |2.611 |0.731 |1.880 12,051 | 783 219 | 564

(1) Trip Generation Rate from gth Edition of ITE Trip Generation Report, 2012.
(2) ITE Land Use Code Number / E = Fitted Curve Equation
Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc., 2014
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Comment 15: Intersection Analysis, pg. 16
Please add delay to Table 5 as specified in the text.

Response: Table 2 and Table 5 have been corrected to include Delay in the table
heading.

Comment 16: Transit, pg. 16

Please provide a route and service schedule for the existing
transit in the Appendix.

Response:
Comment 17: Bicycle, pg. 16

Please clarify if there are any bike lanes on the study area
roadways.

Response: Portions of Fort Smith Boulevard has bike lanes. When SR 415 and
Howland Boulevard are completed they may have bike lanes.

Comment 18: Study Conclusions, pg. 19

It should be noted that while the proposed development trip
generation does not add a significant percentage of daily or
PM peak hour trips, it does cause the following roadway
segments to experience a daily LOS F in the 2016 build out:

e Providence Blvd from FElkcam Blvd to Fort Smith
Blvd

e Providence Blvd from Normandy Blvd to Anderson
Dr.

Future discussion may be held with the City / County
in regards to the proposed projects impact to these
Near Critical Roadways if deemed necessary.

Response: During the preparation of the responses, Table 5 was found to contain
an error. The Project trip distribution for the Daily trip assignment
was incorrectly calculated. Two Excel columns were incorrectly
averaged. The correct table is attached. As can be seen, the two Near
Critical roadway segments operate at LOS E under the Daily analysis.

Comment 19: Appendix A

Please include all correspondence with the City/County
regarding the TIA methodology.

Response: The requested correspondence is included in the Appendix.
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Appendix B — Study Methodology and Correspondence
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MEMORANDUM
T0: Ron Paradise

Melissa K. Winsett

FROM: J. Anthony Luke

DATE: May 2, 2014

RE: Traffic Impact Analysis Methodology for Proposed Promenade at Deltona
LTEC Ne 13-0113

The following is the revised methodology for the traffic impact analysis for the Promenade at
Deltona project. This methodology followed the Volusia County transportation study guidelines,

The project will be developed with a mix of medical office building. office and retail uses. The
project property is 8.67 acres and is located at the northwest quadrant of Howland Boulevard
(CR 4145) and SR 415, within the City of Deltona. The project site and the surrounding road
network is shown in Figure 1. A conceptual site plan layout of the development parcel
configuration with access connections is shown in Figure 2,

1. Proposed Development
The proposed development will consist of the following uses:
*  Medical Office Building (MOB)- 56,800 sq. ft
* Medical Clinic (CentraCare)- 5,625 sq. ft.
*  Retail- 10,00K) sq. ft.
The project property fronts SR 415 and Howland Boulevard, and is proposed to have an
access plan as follows:
*  One (1) directional access connection on SR 415
*  One (1) nght-in/right-out access connection on Howland Boulevard,

An internal roadway connection is planned to extend to future land uses west of the
Promenade at Deltona property. These future land uses are expected to be developed
over 4 long range at a point after build-out of the Promenade at Deltona.

2. Trip Generation

The 9" Edition of the ITE Trip Generation Report will be used for the trip generation
calculation of the proposed development. Table 1 provides a summary of the estimated
daily., AM. and P.M. peak hour traffic volumes for the proposed Promenade at Deltona.
Internal capture procedures are based on ITE Trip Generation Handbook, 2™ Edition.

Page 1 of 10
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The Internal Capture worksheet is included in the e\'gpendix. Pass-by trips percentage is
based on the ITE Trip Generation Handbook. 2™ Edition, Land Use 820 Shopping
Center. Based on the estimated trip generation, the study roadway segments and study
intersections analysis will be performed for the P.M. peak hour.

3. Programmed Roadway Improvements

Listed below are the programmed roadway improvements under construction or
scheduled for construction within the first three years of the current Volusia County TPO
Transportation Improvement Program — FY 2013/]14-2017/18.

e SR 415: 4-lane widening from Seminole County Line to Acorn Lake Road

¢ Howland Boulevard: Courtland Boulevard to SR 415

4. Impact Area

Based upon the project size, a five-mile sphere of influence was assumed. Figure 3
shows the current Volusia County 2013 Critical and Near Critical State and County
Roadways adjacent to and within the five-mile impact sphere of influence. The actual
study area has been defined based on Project trip assignment where Project trips are 5%
or more of the adopted P.M. peak hour two-way level of service roadway capacity, direct
access roadways and critical roadways,

5. Trip Distribution

The Project trip distribution is based on a base year (2005) assignment of the FDOT
Central Florida Regional Planning Model. This model distribution was used to determine
estimated P.M. peak hour volumes on the study area road segments and will be used to
determine Project trip's at the study intersections,  Figure 4 shows the model Project trip
distribution on the potential study roadway segments.
6. Study Roadways and Study Intersections

Table 2 documents the Project traffic percentage impact on the potential study roadway
segments.  As can be seen, only one (1) roadway segment meets the five (5) percent
threshold criteria. Listed below are the study area roadways and study intersections to be
included in the analysis:
Direct Access Roadways

* SR 415 Acorn Lake Road to Howland Boulevard

¢ Howland Boulevard: Fort Smith Boulevard to SR 415
5%+ Impacted Roadways

¢ Fort Smith Boulevard: Courtland Boulevard to Howland Boulevard
Critical Roadways

* Howland Boulevard: Providence Boulevard to Elkcam Boulevard

* Providence Boulevard: Elkcam Boulevard to Fort Smith Boulevard

¢  Providence Boulevard: Normandy Boulevard to Anderson Drive

Intersections
* SR 415 and Howland Boulevard
* SR 415 and Fort Smith Boulevard
e Howland Boulevard and Fort Smith Boulevard
* Howland Boulevard and Courtland Boulevard
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¢  Howland Boulevard and Wal-Mant Entrance
*  Fort Smith Boulevard and Courtland Boulevard
* Project access pomnts on Howland Boulevard and SR 415

7. Projected Traffic Impact Assessment

A) Roudways

« Existing traffic volumes will be based on the 2013 annual traffic counts in
the Volusia County 2013 Average Daily Traffic & Historical Counts
spreadsheet converted to P.M. peak hour 2-way traffic volumes based on
an FDOT K-factor of 0.9.

* Projected background traffic volumes on the study roadways will be based
on a minimum 1% annual growth rate or a S-Year % Trend value
developed from the Volusia County 2013 Average Daily Traffic &
Historical Counrs spreadsheet.

* Background traffic will be converted 1o PM. peak hour 2-way traffic
volumes using the FDOT K-factor of 0,9,

¢ Promenade at Deltona project traffic will be added to the background
traftic to obtain total traffic flows.

* P.M. peak hour traffic analysis will utilize the FDOT 2013 Quality/Level
of Service Handbook for roadways.

B) Interscctions

* Intersection counts will be conducted during the P.M. peak period at the
study intersections.

¢ Existing turning movement traffic P.M. peak hour traffic volumes will be
converted to peak season using the current FDOT adjustment factors.,

* Projected background traffic volumes at the study intersections will be
taken from the P.M, peak hour roadway segment traffic projections.

e Promenade at Deltona project traffic will be added to the background
traffic to obtain total traffic.

* Intersection capacity analysis will be completed utilizing the 2010
HCM/HCS operational analysis procedures for the P.M. peak hour.

7. Traffic Report
A traffic report will be prepared summarnzing study procedures, analyses and
recommendations.

Please review the above information and let us know if you have any questions or
comments.  Based on your input, we'll finalize the transportation methodology and
proceed with the traffic analysis,

c.c. Chris Bowley
Paul Scarpello
Joe Roviaro
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Joseph Thomas Roviaro

From: Ron Paradise <RParadise@deltonafl.gov>

Sent: Thursday, April 3, 2014 4:12 PM

To: John Anthony Luke PE

Ca Chris Bowley: Paul Scarpello (paul@classadevelopers.com); Joseph Thomas Roviaro;
Melissa Winsett (mwinsett@volusia org), Scott McGrath; Kathrine Kyp

Subject: RE: Promenade at Deltona project

Mr. Luke, here are my comments:

1) Are the directional access points on SR 415 approved by the State? If not the TIA should be formulated
consistent with actual approved access points.

2} Please provide turning counts for all driveway cuts,

3} What data Is used to determine that the Bella Vista site, located west of the property, will develop after the
Promenade project? Please provide the support documentation.

4) The impact area radius needs to be consistent with the Volusia TPO TIA methodology.

5) Should also look at the Courtland and Ft. Smith and Courtland and Howland Intersections.

6} Growth rates should be figured at 1%,

7) Could not seem to find a traffic splits map with the percentages. Did | miss something?

Be prepared for Mr. Bowley to submit comments. Also have you sent this over to Volusia County?

Ron

From: John Anthony Luke PE [mailto:tony@itec-fl.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 4:08 PM

To: Ron Paradise

Cc: Chris Bawley; Paul Scarpello (paul@dassadevelopers.com); Joseph Thomas Roviaro
Subject: Promenade at Deltona project

Ron-

| left you a ph message- I'm working w/ Paul Scarpello to prepare the Traffic Impact Study for the proposed Promenade
at Deltona project located at the northwest quadrant of Howland Boulevard (CR 4145) and SR 415. Attached is
the proposed methodology for the traffic impact analysis. Please let me know if you have any questions or comments,

Tony Luke, PE
President

CONFIOENTIALITY NOTICE: This ¢! (iclading
attochments) Is covered by the Eiectronic
Communications Privacy Act, 10 USL 25102521,
45 confidential ovxd may be legally privileged. No
confidentiaity or praiege & wolved o st by any
ANEIrONLME R0 M. ACCEss, COppng ov rewuse of
informuation by et or ghorized
reciplents /s protwtited. if you ove not the intended
reciplent, you are heredy notlfied that any revew,

A DBEMBE Comrmnr whe, reteation, dusermmanion, dackisure, copy of

this communioztion iy strictly prohibted. Plecse

repdy to the sendey that you hove received Ihe messae in evror and then delete it and any Ne attachments from your computer.

This £-mad (v nof intended for datrbution to, or wse by, vy persan or emtily in aay locaton where soch o tribution or wse would be contrarvy to low or reguation, ov wivch would
sutyject Luke Tromportotion Engineering Comsuftants or any affilicee (o any registrabion regurement within such Jocotion
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Joseph Thomas Roviaro

From: Melissa Winsett <mwinsett@volusia.org>

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 3:38 PM

To: RParadise@deltonafl.gov, Joseph Thomas Roviaro
Ca John Anthony Luke PE; CBowley@deltonafl.gov
Subject: Re: Promenade at Deltona Project

Thank you for the revised methodology. We highly recommend that you wait to receive formal TIA methodology
comments back from our reviewers before moving forward with the TIA. They have not seen this project yet since I
was the only county reviewer who scanned the previous methodology and made only a few comments, mainly
concerning the need to follow TPO TIA Guidelines. Now that the full methodology is submitted, we will need at least a
week to review it and provide written comments,

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Melissa K. Winsett
Transportation Planner ITI/Acting Traffic Engineering Supervisor
Transportation Planning, Engineering Studies, Development Review

Volusia County Traffic Engineering
123 W. Indiana Ave., Room 400
Deland, FL 32720-4262

inset |
386-736-5968 x12322 (DelLand Area)
386-257-6000 x12322 (Daytona Area)
3B86-423-3300 x12322 (New Smyrna Area)

Fax 386-740-5242

>>> Joseph Thomas Roviaro <jtr@ltec-fl,com> 4/14/2014 3:28 PM >>>

Melissa and Ron,

Attached is the revised traffic study methodology based on Volusia County’s TIA Guidelines and the April 3" City of
Deltona comments.

We are proceeding with the analysis based on the proposed methodology.

Joe

Joseph Thomas Roviaro, AICP
Director of Transportation Planning

jtr@itecfl.com Mobile: 407-415-1086
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Joseph Thomas Roviaro

From: Ron Paradise <RParadise@deltonafl.gov>

Sent: Friday, May 2, 2014 3:52 PM

To: Joseph Thomas Roviaro; mwinsett@co.volusiafl.us

Ca John Anthony Luke PE: Chris Bowley

Subject: RE: Revised Promenade at Deltona Study Methodology

Mr. Roviaro, | have reviewed the methodology. Some of these responses Luke Engineering has seen before.

1} | think the site proposed to be rezoned is going to be about 7.5 acres not 21.5 acres. However, | have not seen a
final survey. | would check with Mr, Scarpello or Mr, Honeycutt to determine the status of the survey,

2} The access on to SR 415 has not been finalized and there is doubt cast on FDOT approving that full movement.
Suggest the SR 415 movement not be modeled and the internal access shared with Tractor Supply be relied
upon as the primary access to SR 415,

3} This has been mentioned in the past. Cannot assume that the property to the north (Bella Vista) will develop
after this project is developed. There is no data to support that assertion. In any, event the City really needs to
know and understand the cumulative impacts of the rezoning so that an informed decision can be made. Please
account for and analyze the Bella Vista traffic,

Have a good day,

Ron

From: Joseph Thomas Roviaro [malito:jtr@itec-fl.com]
Sent: Friday, May 02, 2014 1:44 PM

To: mwinsett@co.volusia.flus; Ron Paradise
Cc: John Anthony Luke PE; Chris Bowley
Subject: Revised Promenade at Deltona Study Methodology

Melissa and Ron,

I revised the methodology based on a change in the development density (it went down and shrink in parcel size) as well
as the need to include the 2013 Critical and Near Critical map.

Please review and let me know if you have any questions or require additional information,

Joe

Joseph Thomas Roviaro, AICP
Director of Transportation Planning
jtri@itec-f.com Mobile: 407-415-1086

fec

Notice of Confidentiality: This e-mad
communication and the attachmentys)
hereto, If any, are intended solely for the
infoermation and use of the addressee(s)
onsultant identified above and may contain
information which is legally privileged from
A DBEMBE Company disclosure and/or otherwise confidential. If

e
LamiDontater

angineering

a reciplent of this e-mail communication is not an addressee (or an authorlzed representative of an addressee), such recipient is herebry advised
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Joseph Thomas Roviaro

From: Melissa Winsett <mwinsett@volusia.org>
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:59 AM

To: Joseph Thomas Roviaro

Ca Paradise, Ron

Subject: Re: Promenade at Deltona Project
Attachments: CriticalNearCritical_2_pdf

Hello,

Please see the countywide 2013 critical/near critical map, which was just finished today, We don't have a five mile map
for your project at this stage, but you can use this to figure your 5 mile radius - I didn't want you to wait any longer.

Melissa K. Winsett
Transportation Planner ITI/Acting Traffic Engineering Supervisor
Transportation Planning, Engineering Studies, Development Review

Volusia County Traffic Engineering
123 W. Indiana Ave,, Room 400
Deland, FL 32720-4262

mwinsett@volusio org

386-736-5968 x12322 (DelLand Area)
386-257-6000 x12322 (Daytona Area)
386-423-3300 x12322 (New Smyrna Area)

Fax 386-740-5242

>>> Joseph Thomas Roviaro <jir@ltec-fl.com> 4/14/2014 3:28 PM >>>

Melissa and Ron,

Attached is the revised traffic study methodology based on Volusia County’s TIA Guidelines and the April 3" City of
Deltona comments.

We are proceeding with the analysis based on the proposed methodology.

Joe

Joseph Thomas Roviaro, AICP
Director of Transportation Planning
jtr@itec-flcom Mobile: 407.415-1086
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Joseph Thomas Roviaro

From: Melissa Winsett <mwinsett@volusia.org>

Sent: Monday, May 5, 2014 1222 PM

To: Joseph Thomas Roviaro

Cc Paradise, Ron

Subject: Re: Revised Promenade at Deltona Study Methodology
Joe,

Your methodology looked great, and I have forwarded a hard copy to our director for comment. A couple of minor areas

were missing (Or perhaps I didn't see them):

1) Proposed Bulld out schedule
2) Multimodal analysis: transit, bike, ped connections; etc.

Jon may have a couple of additional things, but I don't anticpate much. I will provide formal methodology comments
when I get them from him, but in the mean time 1 wanted to let you know about the two areas above. Also, we are
monitoring discussions between the city and applicant with regard to this review.

Melissa K. Winsett
Transportation Plenner III/Acting Traffic Engineering Supervisor
Transportation Planning, Engineering Studies, Development Review

Volusia County Traffic Engineering
123 W. Indiana Ave,, Room 400
Deland, FL 32720-4262

mwinsett@volusio.org

386-736-5968 x12322 (DelLand Area)
386-257-6000 x12322 (Daytona Area)
386-423-3300 x12322 (New Smyrna Area)

Fax 386-740-5242

>>> Joseph Thomas Roviaro <jtr@ltec-fl.com> 5/2/2014 1:44 PM >>>

Melissa and Ron,

| revised the methodology based on a change in the development density (it went down and shrink in parcel size} as
well as the need to include the 2013 Critical and Near Critical map.

Please review and let me know if you have any questions or require additional information,

Joe

Joseph Thomas Roviaro, AICP
Director of Transportation Planning

jtri@itec-fl.com Mobile: 407-415-1086
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Appendix C — Traffic Count Data
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Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 I-EE
N/S Road:|sR 415 Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road: |Fort Smith Blvd Weather:|Clear -
Date:[Tuesday, March 18, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok R
City:|Deltona Signal:(No Latitude: 28.876143°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement:|North/South Longitude: -81.158079°
FDOT SF: 0.93 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:|0.89 Station #: 2
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Speed: 45 MPH D T
SB: SR 415 I 0.518 0.029
309 0 288 |
D T 71 238 0 0
0.748 0.009 J J b L 0
&&= [ 76 : =] o0
0 0
% 139 J ‘ 0 i
225 | 0 |mmp c =
| =y A 19t T oD
Speed: 35 MPH STOP 0 | 5 149 O_l 0.000 #iHi#
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 324 5 154
TMC Collection Date T D NB: SR 415 PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.026 0.678 Speed: 45 MPH 0.83 0.026
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Speed: 45 MPH D T
SB: SR 415 I 0.508 0.003
327 0 317 |
D T 124 | 203 | 0 0
0.695 0.028 J b u L 0
&= [153 D =] o
0 r 0
0 60 J 0 i
67 0 [=mp c 0o |=p
1 ey A9t T D
Speed: 35 MPH sTOP 0 [ 29 [257] o | 0.000 "
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 210 29 286
T b NB: SR 415 PHF T
0.013 0.577 Speed: 45 MPH 0.89 0.010
Peak SR 415 SR 415 Fort Smith Bivd
Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval [ Uturn | Lt Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt [ Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt Thru Rt |Uturn| Lt [ Thru Rt
# Lanes 1 1 1 < > <
7:00 7:15 0 1 35 0 0 0 55 26 0 34 0 20 0 0 0 0
7:15  7:30 0 1 35 0 0 0 73 20 0 51 0 26 0 0 0 0
7:30 7:45 0 0 38 0 0 0 52 10 0 28 0 30 0 0 0 0
7:45 8:00 0 3 38 0 0 0 53 14 0 23 0 8 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 5 146 0 0 0 233 70 0 136 0 84 0 0 0 0
8:00 8:15 0 1 35 0 0 0 41 9 0 28 0 7 0 0 0 0
8:15 8:30 0 3 51 0 0 0 66 19 1 25 0 5 0 0 0 0
8:30 8:45 0 4 42 0 0 0 40 8 0 22 0 5 0 0 0 0
8:45 9:00 0 1 44 0 0 0 36 7 0 20 0 3 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 9 172 0 0 0 183 43 1 95 0 20 0 0 0 0
16:00 16:15 0 10 50 0 0 0 50 20 0 20 0 1 0 0 0 0
16:15 16:30 0 7 43 0 0 0 61 15 0 13 0 3 0 0 0 0
16:30 16:45 0 4 67 0 0 0 53 18 0 10 0 2 0 0 0 0
16:45 17:00 0 8 56 0 0 0 52 29 1 15 0 3 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 29 216 0 0 0 216 82 1 58 0 9 0 0 0 0
17:00 17:15 0 3 81 0 0 0 50 33 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:15 17:30 0 9 60 0 0 0 44 30 0 15 0 3 0 0 0 0
17:30 17:45 0 11 65 0 0 0 57 29 0 16 0 2 0 0 0 0
17:45 18:00 0 8 70 0 0 0 67 41 0 16 0 3 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 31 276 0 0 0 218 133 0 64 0 8 0 0 0 0
Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, 2014
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Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 I-EE
N/S Road:|sR 415 Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road: |Howland Bivd Weather:|Clear g siptilas
Date:|Tuesday, March 18, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok LR
City:|Deltona Signal:(No Latitude: 28.871272°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement:|North/South Longitude: -81.162182°
FDOT SF: 0.93 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:|0.96 Station #: 1
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Speed: 45 MPH D T
SB: SR 415 I 0.680 0.031
325 0 153 |
D T 19 306 0 0
0.749 0.004 J 3 b b t 0
& [ 155 : = o
0 0
1 16 J r 0 i
463 | 0 |mmp c =
27 | ey A 191t T D
Speed: 45 MPH STOP 0 | 136 137 0_| 0.000 #iHi#
EB: Howland Blvd 753 136 273
TMC Collection Date T D NB: SR 415 PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.017 0.734 Speed: 45 MPH 0.92 0.017
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Speed: 45 MPH D T
SB: SR 415 I 0.577 0.009

210 0 286 |

D T 14 | 196 | o 0
0.703 0.010 J ‘ b u t 0
&[5 D =] o
0 ’ 0
N ‘- o |
188 | 0 |mmp c =
161 1 q ‘1 t l" T b
Speed: 45 MPH sToP 0 [431 25 [ 0 | 0.000 #Hi
EB: Howland Blvd 357 431 690
T b NB: SR 415 PHF T
0.008 0.659 Speed: 45 MPH 0.96 0.009
Peak SR 415 SR 415 Howland Bivd
Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval [ Uturn | Lt Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt [ Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt Thru Rt |Utun| Lt [ Thru Rt
# Lanes 1 1 1 < 1 1
7:00 7:15 0 38 32 0 0 0 71 4 0 3 0 109 0 0 0 0
7:15  7:30 0 27 34 0 0 0 92 7 0 3 0 125 0 0 0 0
7:30 7:45 0 34 35 0 0 0 80 2 0 2 0 116 0 0 0 0
7:45 8:00 0 34 33 0 0 0 57 6 0 8 0 88 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 133 134 0 0 0 300 19 0 16 0 438 0 0 0 0
8:00 8:15 0 40 30 0 0 0 48 1 0 6 0 86 0 0 0 0
8:15 8:30 0 31 47 0 0 0 67 3 0 6 0 61 0 0 0 0
8:30 8:45 0 25 38 0 0 0 43 3 0 6 0 71 0 0 0 0
8:45 9:00 0 41 40 0 0 0 33 4 0 4 0 50 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 137 155 0 0 0 191 11 0 22 0 268 0 0 0 0
16:00 16:15 0 81 54 0 0 0 55 2 0 6 0 50 0 0 0 0
16:15 16:30 0 76 51 0 0 0 59 6 0 7 0 40 0 0 0 0
16:30 16:45 0 60 69 0 0 0 52 2 0 3 0 41 0 0 0 0
16:45 17:00 0 92 58 0 0 0 51 4 0 8 0 46 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 309 232 0 0 0 217 14 0 24 0 177 0 0 0 0
17:00 17:15 0 98 65 0 0 0 41 6 0 16 0 54 0 0 0 0
17:15 17:30 0 136 69 0 0 0 53 1 0 4 0 41 0 0 0 0
17:30 17:45 0 120 73 0 0 0 55 2 0 6 0 39 0 0 0 0
17:45 18:00 0 109 72 0 0 0 62 6 0 3 0 39 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 463 279 0 0 0 211 15 0 29 0 173 0 0 0 0
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.
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Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 I-EE
N/S Road: [Howland Blvd Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road:|wal-Mart Ent Weather:|Clear il

Date:[Tuesday, March 18, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok e
City:|Deltona Signal:|Yes Latitude: 28.873233°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement: |- Longitude: -81.164780°
FDOT SF: 0.93 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:(0.91 Station #: 4
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 45 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Howland Blvd I 0.714 0.005
5 =5 Section Head 637 0 255_|
D T 198 | 439 0 0
0.569 0.030 J 4 b b t 0
@[ : 3 = o
0 0
1 123 J ‘ 0 i
168 | 0 |mmp 3 3 c =)
s ey - Lo T O o T D
Speed: 25 MPH 0 | 24 132 0_| 0.000 #i#t#
EB: Wal-Mart Ent 484 24 156
TMC Collection Date T D NB: Howland Bivd PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.009 0.756 Speed: 45 MPH 0.98 0.009
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 45 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Howland Blvd I 0.644 0.007
5 =5 Section Head 417 0 75?‘
D T 251 | 166 | © 0
0.561 0.002 J ‘ b b t 0
&= 293 b 3 =] o
0 r 0
2 353 J 0 i
375 | 0 |mmp 5 c =)
22 1 5 q ﬁ i f’ T b
Speed: 25 MPH 1 [ 42 Ja02 [ o | 0.000 "H
EB: Wal-Mart Ent 189 43 445
T D NB: Howland Blvd PHE T
0.002 0.702 Speed: 45 MPH 0.91 0.004

Peak Howland Blvd Howland Bivd Wal-Mart Ent

Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval[ Uturn | Lt [ Thru [ Rt [Uturn| Lt [ Thru [ Rt [Utun] Lt Thru Rt |Utun| Lt Thru Rt

# Lanes 1 2 2 1 2 1
7:00 7:15 0 8 30 0 0 0 117 36 0 36 0 5 0 0 0 0
7:15 7:30 0 10 28 0 0 0 126 42 0 28 0 11 0 0 0 0
7:30 7:45 0 3 33 0 0 0 98 59 0 23 0 14 0 0 0 0
7:45 8:00 0 3 38 0 0 0 89 57 0 34 0 14 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 24 129 0 0 0 430 194 0 121 0 44 0 0 0 0
8:00 8:15 0 4 31 0 0 0 80 57 0 39 0 8 0 0 0 0
8:15 8:30 0 8 31 0 0 0 57 51 0 35 0 7 0 0 0 0
8:30 8:45 0 4 25 0 1 0 66 60 0 41 0 9 0 0 0 0
8:45 9:00 0 4 36 0 0 0 50 50 0 38 0 7 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 20 123 0 1 0 253 218 0 153 0 31 0 0 0 0
16:00 16:15 0 9 69 0 0 0 51 67 0 115 0 9 0 0 0 0
16:15 16:30 0 8 80 0 0 0 32 71 0 90 0 11 0 0 0 0
16:30 16:45 0 5 54 0 0 0 35 64 0 103 0 6 0 0 0 0
16:45 17:00 0 9 83 0 2 0 56 85 0 71 0 8 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 0 31 286 0 2 0 174 287 0 379 0 34 0 0 0 0
17:00 17:15 0 9 96 0 0 0 48 58 0 94 0 6 0 0 0 0
17:15 17:30 1 10 126 0 0 0 45 89 0 87 0 6 0 0 0 0
17:30 17:45 0 17 106 0 0 0 41 60 0 96 0 8 0 0 0 0
17:45 18:00 0 9 104 0 0 0 45 63 0 103 0 4 0 0 0 0
Hourly Sum 1 45 432 0 0 0 179 270 0 380 0 24 0 0 0 0
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 rEE
N/S Road: [Howland Blvd Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road:|Fort Smith Blvd Weather:|Clear il

Date:|Thursday, March 20, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok e
City:|Deltona Signal:|Yes Latitude: 28.879942°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement: |- Longitude: -81.165587°
FDOT SF: 0.93 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:|0.95 Station #: 3
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 45 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Howland Blvd I 0.605 0.009
5=5 Section Head 668 121 437 | Speed: 35 MPH
D T 108 | 439 | 121 0 WB: Fort Smith Blvd
0.693 0.006 J 'l b b t 79
@& [ 207 : 3 S gmm| 49 | 134
0 5
' 10a J ‘ 1 |
468 | 108 |mm) 3 3 c 232 |mp
166 |y A1t T D
Speed: 35 MPH 0 | 50 164 2_| 0.030 0.634
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 610 50 216
TMC Collection Date T D NB: Howland Blvd PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.013 0.738 Speed: 45 MPH 0.86 0.013
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 45 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Howland Blvd I 0.637 0.008
5 =5 Section Head 328 54 575 | Speed: 35 MPH
D T 30 264 34 0 WB: Fort Smith Blvd
0.602 0.007 J ‘ b b t 63
= [416 : 3 3 gmm| 113 | 186
0 r 9
* 32 J 1 1
275 | 75 |mmp c 118 |mp
168 1 q ‘1 i f’ T b
Speed: 35 MPH 0 | 273 | 480 8_| 0.000 0.612
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 441 273 761
T D NB: Howland Blvd PHF T
0.005 0.633 Speed: 45 MPH 0.95 0.005
Peak Howland Blvd Howland Bivd Fort Smith Bivd Fort Smith Bivd
Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval[ Uturn | Lt [ Thru [ Rt [Uturn| Lt [ Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt | Thru [ Rt [Uturn| Lt | Thru | Rt
# Lanes 1 1 < 1 1 < 1 1 < 1 1 <
7:00 7:15 0 12 56 2 0 22 113 33 0 69 31 39 0 1 11 25
7:15 7:30 0 14 40 0 0 43 112 38 0 68 30 40 0 2 17 26
7:30 7:45 0 11 32 0 0 32 98 24 0 31 29 42 0 1 9 14
7:45 8:00 0 12 33 0 0 22 107 11 0 22 16 42 1 1 11 12
Hourly Sum 0 49 161 2 0 119 430 106 0 190 106 163 1 5 48 77
8:00 8:15 0 20 41 1 0 7 60 10 0 15 24 39 0 1 10 6
8:15 8:30 0 24 44 0 0 13 90 12 0 22 21 30 0 2 13 8
8:30 8:45 0 28 30 1 0 10 77 20 0 12 21 36 0 3 9 6
8:45 9:00 0 24 41 3 0 7 69 7 0 14 20 56 0 1 16 8
Hourly Sum 0 96 156 5 0 37 296 49 0 63 86 161 0 7 48 28
16:00 16:15 0 74 105 9 0 7 68 5 0 10 16 50 0 3 32 14
16:15 16:30 0 46 92 3 0 6 52 6 0 6 19 49 0 0 30 22
16:30 16:45 0 60 113 3 0 6 67 11 0 6 26 25 0 5 37 18
16:45 17:00 0 48 90 4 0 17 94 5 0 3 14 52 0 0 32 16
Hourly Sum 0 228 400 19 0 36 281 27 0 25 75 176 0 8 131 70
17:00 17:15 0 76 139 1 0 9 68 8 0 5 21 49 0 2 30 15
17:15 17:30 0 67 117 3 0 9 77 6 0 12 17 49 0 3 24 18
17:30 17:45 0 73 125 1 0 10 67 8 0 9 23 38 1 2 31 16
17:45 18:00 0 78 135 4 0 9 72 10 0 8 20 45 0 3 37 19
Hourly Sum 0 294 516 9 0 37 284 32 0 34 81 181 1 10 122 68
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 I-EE
N/S Road: [Courtland Blvd Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road: |Fort Smith Blvd Weather:|Clear -

Date:|Thursday, April 17, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok ek
City:|Deltona Signal:|Yes Latitude: 28.878642°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement: |- Longitude: -81.178766°
FDOT SF: 0.97 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:(0.97 Station #: 5
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 35 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Courtland Blvd I 0.559 0.014
5=5 Section Head 288 107 227 | Speed: 35 MPH
D T 20 161 106 1 WB: Fort Smith Blvd
0.631 0.028 J b b t 62
@& [ 165 : 3 5 3 dam | 124 | 269
0 5 83
“I" 70 J 5 ‘ o I”
282 | 175 |mmp 5 3 c 387 |mp
=y A 1Mt T D
Speed: 35 MPH 0 | 21 94 1m 0.045 0.590
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 281 21 221
TMC Collection Date T D NB: Courtland Blvd PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.025 0.560 Speed: 35 MPH 0.99 0.025
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 35 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Courtland Blvd I 0.578 0.000
5 =5 Section Head 260 72 356 | Speed: 35 MPH
D T 60 | 128 | 72 0 WB: Fort Smith Blvd
0.593 0.004 J ‘ b b t 123
€= [ 355 b 3 5 3 gmm | 238 | 430
0 5 r 65
* 58 J 5 4
237 | 159 |mmp 5 c 325 |mp
20 1 q ‘1 i f’ T b
Speed: 35 MPH 1 | a7 [ 175 | 90 0.000 0.570
EB: Fort Smith Bivd 214 48 313
T b NB: Courtland Blvd PHF T
0.000 0.594 Speed: 35 MPH 0.97 0.001

Peak Courtland Bivd Courtland Blvd Fort Smith Blvd Fort Smith Blvd

Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval[ Uturn | Lt [ Thru [ Rt [Uturn| Lt [ Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt | Thru [ Rt [Uturn] Lt [ Thru | Rt

# Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 < 1 1 < 1 1 1
7:00 7:15 0 3 29 36 0 31 34 6 0 14 59 11 0 9 23 14
7:15 7:30 0 4 18 23 0 33 41 3 0 9 44 6 0 28 34 16
7:30 7:45 0 9 22 22 0 20 40 3 0 21 36 10 0 16 30 18
7:45 8:00 0 5 23 23 1 20 43 8 0 25 33 9 0 28 35 13
Hourly Sum 0 21 92 104 1 104 158 20 0 69 172 36 0 81 122 61
8:00 8:15 0 5 42 20 0 20 25 7 0 11 30 7 0 12 21 20
8:15 8:30 0 3 31 18 0 24 28 5 0 7 32 8 0 18 25 17
8:30 8:45 0 4 33 15 0 18 29 12 0 19 31 8 0 11 21 17
8:45 9:00 0 5 32 9 0 31 36 16 0 11 32 3 0 13 21 12
Hourly Sum 0 17 138 62 0 93 118 40 0 48 125 26 0 54 88 66
16:00 16:15 0 8 36 14 0 25 39 17 0 20 35 7 0 14 42 12
16:15 16:30 0 9 40 8 0 14 22 9 0 9 31 5 0 13 34 28
16:30 16:45 0 11 36 11 0 16 30 15 0 19 31 7 4 15 34 17
16:45 17:00 0 9 44 17 0 24 25 15 0 11 46 9 0 15 41 23
Hourly Sum 0 37 156 50 0 79 116 56 0 59 143 28 4 57 151 80
17:00 17:15 0 13 40 23 0 23 21 13 0 11 42 6 1 19 59 32
17:15 17:30 0 11 51 25 0 15 30 13 0 16 50 4 1 17 67 31
17:30 17:45 0 6 48 24 0 14 32 17 0 18 37 6 1 15 73 30
17:45 18:00 1 18 41 21 0 22 49 19 0 15 35 5 1 16 46 34
Hourly Sum 1 48 180 93 0 74 132 62 0 60 164 21 4 67 245 127
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Summary of Vehicle Movements

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants

Project: Promenade at Deltona LTEC 13-0113 I-EE
N/S Road: [Courtland Blvd Observer:|LTEC _
E/W Road: |Howland Bivd Weather:|Clear G

Date:|Thursday, April 17, 2014 Rd Condition:|Ok LR
City:|Deltona Signal:|Yes Latitude: 28.902351°
County:|Volusia Major St Movement: |- Longitude: -81.171324°
FDOT SF: 0.97 PM 1.02 AM PM Pk Hr Factor:(0.93 Station #: 6
Seasonally Adjusted A.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 07:00 - 08:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 35 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Courtland Blvd I 0.707 0.012
5=5 Section Head 246 182 102 | Speed: 35 MPH
b T 22 42 182 0 WB: Howland Blvd
0530 0.013 J 3 b b t 53
&= [ 475 : 3 5 3 gam | 265 | 351
0 5 32
v 13 J 5 ‘ 1 B
536 | 430 |mm) 5 3 c 653 |mp
5 jey A9 1t T D
Speed: 35 MPH o [188] 36 | 40 | 0.023 0.650
EB: Howland Blvd 167 188 264
TMC Collection Date T D NB: Courtland Blvd PHF T
Tuesday, June 3, 2014 0.017 0.613 Speed: 35 MPH 0.91 0.017
Seasonally Adjusted P.M. Peak Hour Turning Movement Summary - 17:00 - 18:00
Note: 3 =3 Section Head Speed: 35 MPH D T
4 =4 Section Head SB: Courtland Blvd I 0.574 0.000
5 =5 Section Head 135 58 182 | Speed: 35 MPH
D T 30 | 47 | =8 0 WB: Howland Blvd
0.550 0.002 J ‘ b u t 88
€= [6s1 D 3 5 3 dam | 478 | 607
0 5 41
0 40 J 5 ‘ 0 !
558 | 305 |mmp 3 5 c 381 |mp
213 1 q ‘1 i f’ T b
Speed: 35 MPH 0 [173] 54 | 18 0.003 0.614
EB: Howland Blvd 301 173 245
T b NB: Courtland Blvd PHF T
0.004 0.551 Speed: 35 MPH 0.93 0.003
Peak Courtland Blvd Courtland Blvd Howland Bivd Howland Blvd
Hour Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Time Interval[ Uturn | Lt [ Thru [ Rt [Uturn| Lt [ Thru | Rt [Uturn] Lt [ Thru | Rt [Utun] Lt [ Thru | Rt
# Lanes 1 1 < 1 1 < 1 1 1 1 2 <
7:00 7:15 0 58 9 17 0 55 8 5 0 3 129 21 0 7 69 4
7:15  7:30 0 48 9 7 0 52 7 6 0 1 112 17 0 7 58 21
7:30 7:45 0 28 3 7 0 43 16 4 0 3 94 25 1 7 56 12
7:45 8:00 0 50 14 8 0 28 10 7 0 6 87 28 0 10 77 15
Hourly Sum 0 184 35 39 0 178 41 22 0 13 422 91 1 31 260 52
8:00 8:15 0 48 13 7 0 16 19 6 0 4 67 22 0 5 51 13
8:15 8:30 0 42 16 7 0 28 19 7 0 2 67 44 0 2 64 6
8:30 8:45 0 52 20 6 0 9 18 7 0 6 63 31 0 6 60 6
8:45 9:00 0 45 18 11 0 11 19 4 0 6 53 28 0 5 51 3
Hourly Sum 0 187 67 31 0 64 75 24 0 18 250 125 0 18 226 28
16:00 16:15 0 45 21 6 0 8 11 6 0 9 69 38 0 13 106 26
16:15 16:30 0 48 15 4 0 10 5 6 0 12 77 40 0 3 95 26
16:30 16:45 0 44 5 2 0 17 17 8 0 7 82 35 0 13 106 18
16:45 17:00 0 36 12 3 0 9 9 7 0 4 65 44 0 7 101 23
Hourly Sum 0 173 53 15 0 44 42 27 0 32 293 157 0 36 408 93
17:00 17:15 0 34 15 4 0 15 12 7 0 8 77 47 0 13 135 20
17:15 17:30 0 46 14 5 0 16 11 8 0 14 78 50 0 10 113 20
17:30 17:45 0 44 9 2 0 14 11 6 0 11 77 63 0 8 123 26
17:45 18:00 0 54 18 8 0 15 14 10 0 8 82 60 0 11 122 25
Hourly Sum 0 178 56 19 0 60 48 31 0 41 314 220 0 42 493 91
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.95

Indersection (Howtand Boulevard & Fort | Analysis Year 12014 Analysis Period  [1> 17.00

File Name |Hb FSb Exist AM xus

Project iption  |Existing AM Peak

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 194 | 108 | 166 6 | 49 | 70 J 50 | 164 | 2 | 121 | 439 | 108
Signal Information Ay |, & ’

Cyde, s 33.7 | Reference Phase | 2 I -;;: e |

L 0 _|Reference Poit | End J5en (140 (98 100 |00 00 [00 | .
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut. GapEW | On IVellow 43 |3 00 {00 j00 (00 | %
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/'S | On {Red (10 110 |00 |00 |00 {00 e | ERES
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 8 2 6
Case Number 60 60 6.0 60
Phase Duration, s 14.4 14.4 19.3 18.3
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 46 46 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 33 33 32 32
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 92 71 132 1.3
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 07 0.0 0.8 16
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Max Out Prob. 0.30 1.00 1.00 0.16
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 Kl 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 & 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 204 | 238 6 135 53 175 127 | 578
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh'h/in 1250 | 1680 1086 | 1676 834 | 1859 1205 | 1768
Queue Service Time (). s 51 50 02 | 21 20 | 20 26 93

Cyde Queve Clearance Time (g, s 72 | 50 51 | 21 112} 20 46 | 93

Green Ratio (g/C) 029 | 0.20 029 | 028 042 | 0.42 042 | 0.42
Capacity (c), veh/h 500 | 489 370 | 488 30 | T2 841 | 747
\olume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.409 | 0.590 0017|0276 0.15910.228 01991 0771
Availablo Capacty (cs), veh/h 693 | 748 370 | 488 330 | 882 856 | 1067
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentiie) 10 | 13 00 | 05 03 | 05 04 | 23
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.13 | 0.00 001 | 0.00 0.03 | 0.00 004 | 000
Uniform Delay (dy), s/veh 120 | 102 124 | §2 133 | 64 78 85
Incremental Delay (d:), shveh 02 | 04 00 | 01 01 | 01 0.1 1.2

Intial Queue Delay (d3), sfveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), siveh 122 | 107 124 | 93 134 | 54 79 | 97

Level of Service (LOS) B | B g | A B | A A | A
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 13 | B 95 | A 80 | A 94 | A
Imersection Delay, siveh / LOS 98 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB sSB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS

Copyright £ 2014 Univeraity of Fiarida, ANl Righm Renerved,

HCS 2010™ Streets Version 6.30
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analyst JTR Analysis Date |5/8/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.93

Intersection {Howtand Boulevard & Cour| Analysis Year 2014 Analysis Period |1> 7.00

File Name |Hb Cb Exist AM xus

Project iption  {Existing AM

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T | R L T | R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 13 | 430 | @3 | 33 | 265 | 53 J 188 | 36 | 40 J1& | 42 | 22
Signal Information =, N \ = =i
Cyde, s 450 | Reference Phase | 2 =" s \ Sle e fo
Offset. s 0_|Reforence Pot | End Yo oen 106 10 (140 (50 (08 (49 | B
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEW | On [Veillow|36 (00 |36 |36 100 136 | { I ’ Nl
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult GapN/S | On Red |10 100 110 110 100 (10 = [Ty
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WEBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 30 11 40 1.1 4.0 11 40
Phase Duration, s 54 18.6 64 19.6 96 95 104 104
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 46 46 46 48 46 4.6 46 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 31 31 31 31 a1 32 a1 32
Queue Clearance Time (gy). s 2.2 12.2 28 52 6.5 4.0 62 36
Green Extension Time (gv), $ 0.0 17 0.0 17 0.0 02 0.1 02
Phase Call Probability 018 1.00 0.35 1.00 092 0.99 0.91 0.99
Max Out Prob. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 053 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T | R L T | R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement s | 2 | 12 ] 1 6 | 6] 3 8 | 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 14 | 482 | 100 | 35 | 174 | 168 | 202 | &2 198 | 69
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh/h/in 1774 | 1863 | 1570 | 1774 | 1863 | 1756 | 1774 | 1702 1774 | 1754
Queue Senvice Time (g:). s 02 |102) 21 J 06| 31|32 ] 45] 20 42 | 16

Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (), 02 {102 21 J 06 | 31 | 32 § 45 | 20 42 | 186

Green Ratio (g/C) 033|031 |031]035/|033]033 022|011 024 | 013
Capacity (c), vehh 420 | 580 | 492 | 310 | 621 | 586 | 423 | 187 475 | 228
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.033]0.797 | 0.203 § 0.115 | 0280 | 0.287 § 0.478 | 0.437 0.412 | 0.305
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 861 | 2152 | 1824 | 633 | 1531 | 1443 § 423 | 758 639 | 779

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 01|35 |06 Joz2]|10]10]15] 07 14 | 08
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 001 | 0.00 | 000 § 002 | 0.00 | 000 | 011 | 0.00 015 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 104 | 142 | 14 § 109 ] 110|111 J 155 | 187 147 | 178
Incremental Delay (d:), siveh 00| 10|01 Jo1|o01t]o1]oalos 02 | 03

Intial Queue Delay (d2), siveh 00 | 00 | 00 f 00| 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 104 | 152 | 15 109 | 111|112 §158 | 193 149 | 181

Level of Service (LOS) 8 B ] 8 B | B B ¢ 8 B
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 144 | B 11 | 8 638 | B 157 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 14.3 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score /LOS
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 7'

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h

Analyst JTR Analysis Date |5/8/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deitona Time Period  |AM Peak Hour | PHF 0.97

Intersection Fort Smith Boulevard & Co| Analysis Year 12014 Analysis Period |1> 7.00

File Name FSh Cb Exist AM xus

Project iption  {Existing AM

Demand Information EB W8 NB sB |
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T | R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 70 | 175 | 37 | 83 | 124 | 60 | 21 | o4 | 106 | 107 | 161 | 20
Signal Information =, N o |2ls \ o =R
Cyde, s 363 | Reference Phase | 2 pika Bt LE 1 -3 ol
Sl 0| Reforence Pomk | E0d | oen 26 {03 67|10 124 148 1 | BAa
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEMW | On [Veliow!36 100 |36 (36 100 136 | | I 433 i Sl
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult GapN/S | On Red |10 100 110 110 100 (10 = [Ty
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WEBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 40 11 30 1.1 30 11 40
Phase Duration, s 7.2 1.3 75 11.7 56 95 8.0 1.9
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). 5 46 46 46 48 46 4.6 46 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 31 31 31 31 a1 3t a1 31
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 3.1 6.1 34 42 24 4.3 39 53
Green Extension Time (gv), $ 0.0 07 0.1 07 0.0 07 0.1 07
Phase Call Probability 0.52 1.00 0.58 1.00 0.20 098 0.67 0.99
Max Out Prob. 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 5 2 | 12 1 6 | 6] 3 8 | 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 72 | 219 86 | 128 | &2 | 22 | 97 | 109 | 110 | 187
Adjusted Saturation Fiow Rate (s}, vehh/in 1774 | 1806 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1863 | 1570 | 1774 | 1828
Queue Senvice Time (g:). s 11 | 41 14 |22 |12 04|17 ]| 23] 19| 33

Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (), 11 | 41 14 | 22 | 12 J 04| 1.7 | 23 | 19 | 33

Green Ratio (g/C) 026 | 0.19 027 | 019 |0.19 016 | 0.14 | 0.14 | 023 | 020
Capacity (c), vehh 426 | 335 425 | 362 | 306 | 313 | 283 | 214 | 477 | 388
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.170 | 0651 0.201 | 0.353 | 0.202 § 0.069 | 0.383 | 0.510 § 0.231 | 0.508
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 787 | 904 772 | 973 | 825 | 752 | 1025 | 868 § 801 | 1005

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 03 | 13 04 | 07 |03 Jo1]| o8| 07 | o6 | 11
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.04 | 0.00 005 | 0.00 | 003 | 001 | 0.00 | 010 | 010 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (dv), s/veh 107 | 137 105 | 127 | 123 1130 [ 143 | 148 | 116 | 129
Incremental Delay (dz), siveh 01 | 08 01|02 |01 Joo o407 ] 01| 04

Intial Queue Delay (d2), siveh 00 | 00 00| 00|00 fo00| 00| 00§ 00 00
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 107 | 145 106 | 129 | 124 § 130 | 147 | 153 | 117 | 133

Level of Service (LOS) 8 B 8 B | B B ¢ B ] B
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 138 | B 129 | 8 48 | B 127 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 132 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score /LOS
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Attachment number 3 \nPage 71

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period  |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.91

Indersection (Howtand Boulevard & Wal-| Analysis Year |Existing 2014 Analysis Period  [1> 17.00

File Name |Hb WalMart Exist AM xus

Project iption  |Existing AM Peak

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 123 45 24 | 132 439 | 198
Signal Information 2 ’ i

Cyde, s 276 |Reference Phase | 2 P "‘L:‘ | \

Sl 0 _|Reference Port | End Ycieen (09 |73 |38 (00 |00 [00 T |
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simult. GapEW | On  [Vejlow |4 4.3 40 {00 100 100

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. Gap N/S On {Red (10 10 (10 J00 (00 (00 | S )
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 5 2 6
Case Number 90 1.0 40 73
Phase Duration, s 88 6.2 18.8 126
Change Pariod, (Y+R:), s 50 53 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 3z 31 31 31
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 3.0 23 26 53
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 03 0.0 20 20
Phase Call Probability 0.76 018 1.00 1.00
Max Out Prob 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 14 5 2 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 135 49 26 145 432 | 218
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, vehvhiin 1723 1578 1774 | 1756 1773 | 1563
Queue Servce Time (). s 10 07 03 | 08 32 33
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (g+), s 10 07 03 | 06 32 | 33
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.14 017 0.37 | 0.48 026 | 026
Capacity (c), veh/h 474 270 454 | 1717 934 | 412
Volume-to-Capacty Ratio (X) 0.285 0.183 0.058 | 0.084 0517 | 0.529
Available Capaciy (cs), veh/h 2000 969 1103 | 3695 4246 | 1872
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentiie) 03 02 00 | O1 07 | 07
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.02 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 000 | 006
Uniform Delay (dy), s/veh 107 98 6.1 38 8.7 87
Incremental Delay (d:), shveh 0.1 01 00 | 00 02 | 04
Intial Queue Delay (d3), sfveh 00 0.0 00 | 00 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), s/veh 108 99 61 | 38 88 | 91
Level of Service (LOS) 8 A Al A A |l A
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 08 | B 00 | 41 | A 89 | A
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 84 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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Attachment number 3 \nPage 7

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

I'wo-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

|General Information ite Information
|Anatyst UTR Intersection SR 415 & Howland Blvd
lf\gencleo. LTEC Jurisdiction Deltona
Date Performed 52014 Analysis Year 2074
|Analysis Time Penod JAM Psak Hour
Project Description  Existing
East/West Street:  Howfand Bowlevard INorth/South Street SR 415
Intersaction Orientation:  North-South Study Period (hrs): 0.25
behicle Volumes and Adjustments
IMajor Street Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 2 3 4 5 5
L T R L T R
Volume (vehh) 136 137 306 19
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.92 092 1.00 1.00 092 0.92
m‘,‘,',',’:)': v Rate, HER 147 148 0 0 332 20
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 3 -- - 0 - -
Median Type Undivided
RT Channelized 0 o
Lanes 1 1 0 0 1 0
IConfiguration L T R
[Upstream Signal 0 o
Minor Street Eastbound Westbound
JMovement 7 8 g 10 11 12
L T R L T R
[Volume (vehh) 16 447
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.92 1.00 0.92 1.00 1.00 1.00
’:‘;‘:"’{)FW Rate, HFR 17 0 485 0 0 0
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 2 0 2 0
|Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage [ 4
IRT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 1 0 1 2] 4 0
[Configuration L R
lay, Q Length, and Level of Service
Approach Northbound Southbound Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 a 9 10 1 12
lLane Configuration L L R
v (veh/h) 147 17 485
IC (m) (veh/h) 1201 318 701
vic 0.12 0.05 0.69
[65% queue length 0.42 0.17 558
IControl Delay (s/veh) 84 17.0 20.8
LOS A C C
IApproach Delay (s/veh) - - 20.7
jApproach LOS - - C

Copyoght © 2010 University of Flonds, AR Rights Ressrved

HCS+™ Version 5.8
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

I'wo-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

|General Information

ite Information

|Analyst

UTR

Intersection

ISR 415 & Ft Snith Bhvd

\Agency/Co.

LTEC

Jurisdicbon

Deltona

ﬁ)ato Performed

5782014

Analysis Year

2014

|Analysis Time Penod

AM Psak Hour

Project Description

Existing

East/West Street:

Fort Smith Bowevard

INorth/South Street SR 415

P

Intersaction Orientation:  North-South

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

IMajor Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

2

5 6

(ol

T

Dl
-

T R

Volume (vehh)

149

238 71

IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.83

1.00

0.83 0.83

[Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
{veh/m)

286 85

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

b
w| o |o|»
)

Median Type

IRT Channelized

(=3

Lanes

-

IConfiguration

[Upstream Signal
Minor Street

Westbound

Movement

11 12

[Volume (vehh)

139

86

[Peak-Hour Factgr. PHF

0.83

-

083

1.00

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
veh/h)

167

103 0

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

|Percent Grade (%)

[Flared Approach

Storage

olz|ole] o

IRT Channelized

0

Lanes

0 [

o
o

[Configuration

B E—

lay, Q

Length, and Level of Service

Approach

Northbound

Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

Movement

1

4

7 a 9

10 1" 12

Lane Configuration

L

LR

v (veh/h)

(-]

270

IC (m) (veh/h)

1182

575

vic

0.01

047

[65% queue length

0.02

2.48

IControl Delay (s/veh)

81

16.7

LOS

A

C

IApproach Delay (s/veh)

16.7

jApproach LOS

C

Copyoght © 2010 University of Flonds, AR Rights Ressrved

HCS+™ Version 5.8
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 7'

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary
- >

General Information Intersection Information —

Agency LTEC Duration, h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date {5/82014 Arga Type Othar

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.95

Intersaction Howland Boulevard & Fort | Analysis Year {2014 Analysis Period 1> 17:00

Fita Name Hb FSb Exist.xus

Project Descripbon  |Existing PM Peak

Demand Information E8 WB NE S8 }

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T A

Demand (v), vetvh 32 75 | 168 | 10 | 113 | 63 § 273 | 480 | 8 34 | 284 | 30
Information % (.

Cycle. s 305 |Reference Phase | 2 8 __—-: .

S 0 _|Referenc Point | End ¥ &reen (130 (67 0. [ 3

Uncoordinated| Yes |Simult. GapEW | On [Velow(43 (36 |0, 00|00 l' :

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapNIS | On JRed 1.0 .0__10. __{00_ {0 i

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 4 8 2 6

Case Number 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0

Phase Duration, s 11.3 1.3 19.2 19.2

Change Period. (Y+R), s 4.6 46 5.3 53

Max Aow Headway (MAH), s 3.2 32 3.3 3.3

Quewe Clearance Time (g4, 5 6.3 66 128 9.3

Green Extension Time (ge), § 0.5 0.0 1.1 23

Phase Call Probability 0.98 0,98 1.00 1.00

Max Out Probabili 0.04 1.00 1.00 0.14

Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 4 |14 3 8 | B8] 5] 2|12 1 6 | 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v), velvh 34 | 256 1" 185 287 | 514 36 309

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s). vehvivin 1194 | 1857 1119 | 1750 1066 | 1857 883 | 1829

Queuve Service Time (g:), s 08 | 43 03 | 28 74 | 63 10 | 34

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gd), s 36 | 43 46 | 28 108 | 63 73 | 34

Green Ratio ('C) 0.22 | 0.22 0.22 | 0.22 046 | 0.46 046 | 0.46

Capacity (c). vehvh 388 | 363 323 | 384 604 | B46 455 | 834

Violume-10-Capacity Ratic (X} 0.087 | 0.704 0.033 | 0.483 0.476 | 0.607 0.078 | 0.371

Avallable Capacity (cs), vehh 715 | 816 323 | 384 678 | 976 632 | 1201

Back of Queue (), vehin (501h percentile) 0.2 1.2 0.1 0.8 1.0 12 0.1 0.6

Queue Storage Ratio {RQ) (S0th percentile) 002 | 0.00 0.01 | 0.00 0.10 | 0.00 0.0t | 0.00

Unitorm Delay {dh), s'veh 1.9 | 1.0 131 | 104 90 | 62 9.0 54

Incremental Delay (d¥), siveh 00 | 09 00 | 04 02 | 04 00 | 01

Initial Queuve Defay (di). s/veh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00

Control Delay (d), siveh 120 | 119 131 | 10.7 92 | 67 90 | 55

Level of Service (LOS) B B8 B B A A A A

Approach Delay, siveh / LOS e | B8 we | B 76 | A 58 | A

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS a4 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB SB

Pedestnan LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS

Copyright © 2014 University of Florida. All Rights Resecved
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 8!

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary
- >

General Information Intersection Information -

Agency LTEC Duration, h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date {5/82014 Arga Type Othar

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.93

Intersaction Howland Boulevard & Cour| Analysis Year {2014 Analysis Period 1> 17:00

Fita Name Hb Cb Exist.xus

Project Descripbon  |Exsting PM

Demand Information E8 WB NE S8 }

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T A

Demand (v), vetvh 40 | 305 [ 213 | 41 | 478 | B8 | 173 | 54 | 18 | S8 | 47 | 30
Information = | =

Cycle. s 40.7 | Reference Phase | 2 CEE il e :

SRR 0| Refersnce Point_| End | c-oo- {55 (108 (28 (24 148 108 | 2

Uncoorainated| Yes |Simult. GapEW | On  [Vellow |2 363 0.0__|3. 0,

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | Oa | Red .0 0.0 |10 0.

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 5 2 [ 3 3 8 7 4

Case Number 1.1 3.0 1.1 40 1.1 4.0 1.1 4.0

Phase Duration, s 6.5 154 6.6 154 96 1.6 71 92

Change Period. (YeR). s 46 4.6 4.6 46 46 4.6 46 46

Max Aiow Headway (MAH), s 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 a1

Quewe Clearance Time (g4, 5 27 8.4 27 a1 56 35 3z 3.8

Green Extension Time (ge), § 0.0 2.4 0.0 23 0.0 0.2 0.0 02

Phase Call Probability 039 1.00 0.39 1,00 0.88 098 051 0.92

Max Out Probabili 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R B T R

Assigned Movement 5 2 12 1 6 16 3 8 18 7 4 14

Adjusted Flow Rate (v), velvh 43 328 | 229 44 | 312 | 297 | 188 | 77 62 83

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s). vehvivin 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1863 | 1762 | 1774 | 1783 1774 | 1741

Queuve Service Time (g:), s 07 | 64 | 51 07 | 60 | 61 36 | 15 1.2 18

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gd), s 07 | 64 | 51 07 | 60 | 61 36 | 15 1.2 18

Green Ratio ('C) 0.31 | 026 | 026 | 031 | 027 | 027 | 0.24 | 017 0.18 | 0.1

Capacity (c). veh/h 316 | 493 | 418 | 376 | 494 | 463 | 484 | 308 401 | 197

Violume-10-Capacity Ratic (X} 0.136 | 0.666 |0.548 § 0.117 | 0.630 | 0.635 § 0.385 | 0.251 0.156 | 0.421

Avallable Capacity (cs), vehh 755 | 2380 | 2017 | 726 | 1693 | 1601 | 485 | B76 726 | 855

Back of Queue (), vehin (501h percentile) 02 | 22 1.4 0.2 20 1.9 1.2 0.5 0.4 06

Queue Storage Ratio {AQ) (S0th percentile) 0.03 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 0.02 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 008 | 00D 0.04 | D.00

Uniform Delay (o7}, s'veh 107 | 134 | 129 § 104 | 132 | 132 § 133 | 146 144 | 168

Incremental Delay (db), siveh 01 |06 |04 §01|05)]|05])02]) 02 01 | 05

Initial Queuve Delay (di). siveh 00 | 00 | 00 J 00 | 00 | 00 § 00 | 0.0 00 | 00

Controf Delay (d), siveh 10.8 | 139 | 133 § 104 | 137 | 137 | 135 | 147 144 | 173

Level of Service (LOS) B B B B B B B 8 B B

Approach Delay. siveh / LOS 135 | B 135 | B 130 | B 61 | 8

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 138 B

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8

Pedestnan LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS

Copyright © 2014 University of Florida. All Rights Resecved
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 8:

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary
- >

General Information Intersection Information _—

Agency LTEC Duration, h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date {5/82014 Arga Type Othar

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.97

Intersaction Fort Smith Boulevard & Co| Analysis Year {2014 Analysis Period 1> 17:00

Fita Name FSb Cb Exist.xus

Project Description  |Existing PM

Demand Information E8 WB NE S8 }

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T A

Demand (v), vetvh 58 | 159 | 20 69 | 238 | 123 | 48 | 175 | S0 72 | 128 | 60
Information o S BN W =

Cycle. s 368 | Referance Phase | 2 ke B S 7 :

Cfisel; 8 0 _|Reference Point | Bnd Y oreenlza 103 (7.1 120 (07 161 1 =

Uncoorainated| Yes |Simult. Gap EW | On [Veliow|2 0__ {368 |3 0.0 |36

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On | Red 0.( 1.0 {10 |00 {10

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 5 2 [ 6 3 8 7 4

Case Number 1.1 4.0 11 3.0 1.1 3.0 1.1 4.0

Phase Duration, s 69 1.7 7.2 12.0 6.6 10.7 7.3 1.3

Change Period. (YR, & 46 4.6 4.6 46 46 4.6 a6 46

Max Aow Headway (MAH), s 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1 3.1

Quewe Clearance Time (g4, 5 30 5.3 3.1 6.5 28 53 3z 5.7

Green Extension Time (ge), § 0.0 1.0 00 09 0.0 0.8 0.0 0g

Phase Call Probability 0,46 1.00 0.52 1,00 0,40 099 053 1.00

Max Out Probabili 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 5 2 12 1 6 16 3 8 18 7 4 14

Adjusted Flow Rate (v), velvh 60 | 185 71 | 245 | 127 | 49 | 180 | 93 74 | 194

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s). vehvivin 1774 | 1828 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1762

Queuve Service Time (g:), s 10 | 33 11 | 45 | 28 08 | 33 | 19 1.2 37

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gd), s 1.0 | 33 1. | 45 | 26 J 08 | 33 | 19 12 | 37

Green Ratio ('C) 0.26 | 019 026 | 020 | 020 § 022 | 016 | 0.16 § 0.24 | 0.18

Capacity (c). vehvh 335 | 352 443 | 374 | 317 § 325 | 307 | 261 § 415 | 323

Violume-10-Capacity Ratic (X} 0.178]0.524 0.161 | 0.656 | 0.400 § 0.152 {0.587 | 0.356 | 0.178 | 0.600

Avallable Capacity (cs), vehh 706 | 891 799 | 960 | 814 | 710 | 1011 | 857 | 768 | 956

Back of Queue (), vehin (501h percentile) 0.3 1.1 0.3 15 | 0.7 0.3 1.1 0.6 0.4 12

Queue Storage Ratio {AQ) (S0th percentile) 0.04 | 0.00 004 | 0.00 | 007 | 003 | 000 | 0.08 } 0.07 | 0.00

Unitorm Delay {dh), s'veh 111 | 134 106 | 136 | 128 § 119|142 | 136 | 113 | 138

Incremental Delay (db), siveh 01 | 05 01|07 |03 § 01|07 ]| 03] 01 07

Initial Queuve Defay (di). s/veh 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00 J 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00

Controf Delay (dh, siveh 112 | 138 106 | 143 1 131 § 120 | 149 | 140 | 114 | 145

Level of Service (LOS) B B8 B B B B 8 B B B

Approach Delay. siveh / LOS 132 | B 134 | B 142 | B 136 | 8

Intersection Delay, s/veh / LOS 13.8 B

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8

Pedestnan LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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Attachment number 3 \nPage 8:

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information -

Agency LTEC Duration, h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date {5/82014 Arga Type Othar

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.91

Intersection Howland Boulevard & Wal-| Analysis Year |Existing 2014 Analysis Period 1> 17:00

Fita Name Hb WalMart Exist.xus

Project Descripbon  |Existing PM Peak

Demand Information E8 WB NE S8 }

Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T A

Demand (v), vetvh 353 22 43 | 402 166 | 251

Information -

Cycle, s 324 |Reference Phase | 2 - 5l . 1 "_";

Offsel. s 0 |Reference Paint | End Jo=—" 177 a3 3 0

Uncoordnated| Yes |Simult. GapEW | On [Velow|4.3 143 |4, 0.0

Force Mode | Fixed | Simut. GapN/S | Oa JRed 1.0 [1.0 1. 0.0

Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT

Assigned Phase 4 5 2 6

Case Number 0.0 10 4.0 73

Phase Duration, s 11.0 7.0 214 14.3

Change Period. (YeR), & 5.0 5.3 53 5.3

Max Aiow Headway (MAH), s 3.1 3.1 31 at

Queuve Ciearance Time (). & 53 25 43 69

Green Extension Time (ge), § 0.8 0.0 21 2.1

Phase Call Probability 0.98 0,35 1.00 1.00

Max Out Probabili 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8

Approach Movement E T R L T R L T R L T R

Assigned Movement 7 14 5 | 2 6 | 16

Adjusted Flow Rate (v), velvh 368 24 47 | 442 182 | 276

Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s). vehvivin 1723 1579 1774 | 1773 1773 | 1579

Queuve Service Time (g:), s 3.3 04 05 | 23 13 | 49

Cycle Queue Clearance Time (gd), s 3.3 0.4 05 | 23 13 | 49

Green Ratio ('C) 0.18 0.24 040 | 0.50 028 | 0.28

Capacity (c). veh/h 638 a7 605 | 1762 982 | 441

Violume-10-Capacity Ratic (X} 0.608 0.064 0.078} 0.251 0.184 | 0.625

Avallable Capacity (cs), vehh 1702 B65 113 | 3176 3614 | 1608

Back of Queue (), vehin (501h percentile) 1.0 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.3 1.2

Queue Storage Ratio {AQ) (S0th percentile) 0.09 0.00 0.0t | 000 0.00 | 0.1

Unitorm Delay {dh), s'veh 121 95 63 | 47 89 | 102

Incremental Delay (db), siveh 04 0.0 00 | 00 00 | 05

Initial Queuve Defay (di). s/veh 0.0 0.0 00 | 00 00 | 00

Control Delay (d), siveh 125 96 63 | 4.7 89 | 107

Level of Service (LOS) B A A A A B

Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 23 | B 0.0 | 49 | A 100 | A

Intersection Delay, e/veh / LOS 88 A

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8

Pedestnan LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS

Copyright © 2014 University of Florida. All Rights Reserved HCS 2010™ Strewin Version 8.50 Gennrated: 582014 2:20:06 PM
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Two-Way Stop Control Page 1 of |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
(General Information [Site Information
Analyst UTR || Interssction SR 415 & Howland Bivd
Agency/Co. | TEC || Junisdiction Deftona
Date Performed 5/8/2014 || Analysis Year 2014
Analysis Time Panod PM Peak Hour I!‘
Project Description _Existing
EastWest Street  Howland Bowlevard North/South Street SR 415
intersection Orientation:  Novth-South }'Study Period (hrs)  0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
ajor Street Northbound Southbound
ovement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
fVolume (vehn) 431 259 196 14
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.96 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.96 0.96
H F F
vc;:?z) low Rate, HFR 448 269 0 0 204 14
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 2 - - Q - -
Median Type Undivided
IRT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 1 1 0 0 1 0
IConfiguration L T TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westoound
Movement 7 8 9 10 1 12
L T R L T R
\Volume (veh/h) 27 161
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF (2.96 1.00 .96 1.00 1.00 1.00
t:it;gzjﬂow Rate, HFR 28 0 167 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 2 0 2 0 2]
Percent Grade (%) (v} 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
IRT Channelized [ 0
Lanes 1 [ 1 0 0 0
[Configuration | L : & R i 8 G
[Detay, Quoue Length, and Lovel of Service
JApproach Northbound Southbound Waestbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 1 12
lLane Configuration L L R
v (vehvh) 448 28 167
IC (m) (veh/h) 1352 107 829
ic 0.33 0.26 0.20
[85% queue length 1.47 0.97 0.75
IControl Delay (a/veh) 9.0 502 104
LOS A F 8
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 16.1
Approach LOS - . Cc
Copyright © 2010 Unnersity of Flonga, All Foghts Reservea HCS+™ Versien 56 Genorated WAZ014 216 PM
file:///C:/Users/ JTR%20Gateway/AppData/Local/Temp/u2kF5.tmp 5/8/.2014
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Two-Way Stop Control Page 1 of |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
(General Information [Site Information
Analyst UTR || Intersaction SR 415 & FOt Snith Bivd
Agency/Co. | TEC || Junisdiction Deftona
Date Performed 5/8/2014 || Analysis Year 2014
Analysis Time Panod PM Peak Hour I!‘
Project Description _Existing
EastWest Street  Fort Smuth Souievard Fslonh«'Soum Street SR 415
intersection Orentation:  Novth-South tudy Period (hrs) 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
ajor Street Northbound Southbound
ovement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
\Volurme (vehun) 79 257 203 124
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF (.88 0.88 1.00 1.00 0.88 (.88
H F F
v‘;‘,“ff,‘(} W REMCHER £7) 292 0 0 230 140
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 2 -- -- Q -- -
Median Type Undivided
IRT Channelized 0 0
Lanes 1 1 0 0 1 0
IConfiguration L T TR
Upstream Signal 0 0
Minor Street Eastbound Westoound
Movement 7 8 9 10 1 12
L T R L T R
\Volume (veh/h) 60 7
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF (.88 1.00 0 88 1.00 1.00 1.00
Hourt
vemz}Flow Rate, HFR 58 0 B 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 3 0 3 0 2]
Percent Grade (%) (v} 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
RT Channelized 0 0
Lanes Q [ 0 0 0 0
[Configuration - LR & i 8 G
[Detay, Quoue Length, and Lovel of Service
JApproach Northbound Southbound Waestbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 1 12
lLane Configuration L LR
v (veh/h) 32 75
IC (m) (veh/h) 1189 435
ic 0.03 017
[25% queue length 0.08 062
IControl Delay (s/veh) 8.1 150
LOS A 8
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 150
Approach LOS - . B8
Copyright © 2010 Unnersity of Flonga, All Foghts Reservea HCS+™ Versien 56 Genorated WB2014 218 PM
file:///C:/Users/ JTR%20Gateway/AppData/Local Temp/u2kCAD2.tmp 5/8/.2014
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Appendix E — Internal Capture Worksheet
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Daily Multi-Use External Trip Generation
LAND USE A: RETAIL LAND USE

ITE LU Code: 820
Size(SF): 10,000
Total Internal External
Enter 760 30 730
Exit 760 23 737
Total 1,520 53 1,467
% 100% 3.5% 96.5%
| 3% | 23 | | 4% | 30 |
Demand Demand
| 23 | | 30 |
Balanced Balanced

| 15% | 171 |

| 2296 | 251 |

Demand Demand
LAND USE B: OFFICE
ITE LU Code: 630 & 720
Size (SF): 62,425
Total Internal External
Enter 1,143 23 1,120
Exit 1,143 30 1,113
Total 2,285 53 2,232
% 100% 2.3% 97.7%
Net External Trips for Multi-Use Development
Land Use A Land Use B Total Internal
Enter 730 1,120 1,850 Capture
Exit 737 1,113 1,850 Percentage
Total 1,467 2,232 3,699 2.8%
Single Use ITE Trip Gen. Est. 1,520 2,285 3,805 106
P.M. Peak Hour Multi-Use External Trip Generation
LAND USE A: RETAIL LAND USE
ITE LU Code: 820
Size (SF): 10,000
Total Internal External
Enter 61 5 56
Exit 67 1 66
Total 128 6 122
% 100% 4.7% 95.3%
2w | 1 | Lsw | 5 |
Demand Demand
| 1 I | 5 |
Balanced Balanced
| 3196 | 19 | | 200 | 29 |
Demand Demand
LAND USE B: OFFICE
ITE LU Code: 630 & 720
Size (SF): 62,425
Total Internal External
Enter 61 1 60
Exit 143 5 138
Total 204 6 198
% 100% 2.9% 97.1%
Net External Trips for Multi-Use Development
Land Use A Land Use B Total Internal
Enter 56 60 116 Capture
Exit 66 138 204 Percentage
Total 122 198 320 3.6%
Single Use ITE Trip Gen. Est. 128 204 332 12

Attachment number 3 \nPage 8

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc., 2014
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A.M. Peak Hour Multi-Use External Trip Generation
LAND USE A: RETAIL LAND USE

ITE LU Code: 820
Size (SF): 10,000
Total Internal External
Enter 24 8 16
Exit 15 4 11
Total 39 12 27
% 100% 30.8% 69.2%
[ 20% | 4 | [ 32% | 8 |
Demand Demand
Balanced Balanced
Demand Demand
LAND USE B: OFFICE
ITE LU Code: 630 & 720
Size (SF): 62,425
Total Internal External
Enter 121 4 117
Exit 43 8 35
Total 164 12 152
% 100% 7.3% 92.7%
Net External Trips for Multi-Use Development
Land Use A Land Use B Total Internal
Enter 16 117 133 Capture
Exit 11 35 46 Percentage
Total 27 152 179 11.8%
Single Use ITE Trip Gen. Est. 39 164 203 24

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc., 2014
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Appendix F — 2005 Model Plots
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Blowup of Model Plot
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Appendix G — Linear Regression Worksheet
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Linear Regression
Historical Traffic Counts

SR 415 - Acorn Lake Road to Howland Boulevard

Year: ADT Rel Linear LN Exponential LN Decaying
Year | Growth ADT Growth Year Growth
2009 6,700 1 6,500 8.8099 6,500 0.0000 6,500
2010 6,400 2 6,400 8.7641 6,400 0.6931 6,400
2011 5,900 3 6,400 8.6827 6,400 1.0986 6,400
2012 6,500 4 6,400 8.7796 6,400 1.3863 6,300
2013 6,500 5 6,300 8.7796 6,300 1.6094 6,300
2014 6 6,300 6,300 1.7918 6,300
2015 7 6,300 6,300 1.9459 6,200
2016 8 6,300 6,300 2.0794 6,200
RSQ 0.0250 0.0221 0.1072
Slope -30.000 -0.005 -154.587
Intercept 6490.000 8.777 6548.016
Low Rsq Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 6,300 6,300 6,300
Forecast 2016 6,300 6,300 6,200
Annual Growth: 0.0% 0.0% -0.8%
2016 Growth Factor: 100.0% 100.0% 98.4%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%
Use 2016 Growth Factor: 103.0%
Providence Boulevard - Elkcam Boulevard to Fort Smith Boulevard
Year: ADT | Rel Linear LN Exponential LN Decaying
Year | Growth ADT Growth Year Growth
2009 15,160 1 14,900 9.6264 14,900 0.0000 15,000
2010 | 13,630 2 14,400 9.5200 14,400 0.6931 14,300
2011 14,680 3 14,000 9.5942 14,000 1.0986 13,800
2012 13,460 4 13,600 9.5075 13,600 1.3863 13,500
2013 |13,070| 5 13,100 9.4781 13,100 1.6094 13,300
2014 6 12,700 12,700 1.7918 13,100
2015 7 12,300 12,400 1.9459 12,900
2016 8 11,800 12,000 2.0794 12,800
RSQ 0.6101 0.6144 0.6146
Slope -435.000 -0.031 -1086.225
Intercept 15305.000 9.638 15040.059
Low Rsq Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 12,700 12,700 13,100
Forecast 2016 11,800 12,000 12,800
Annual Growth: -3.5% -2.8% -1.1%
2016 Growth Factor: 92.9% 94.5% 97.7%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%
Use 2016 Growth Factor: 103.0%

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, 2014
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Linear Regression
Historical Traffic Counts

Howland Boulevard - Providence Boulevard to Elkcam Boulevard

Year: ADT Rel Linear LN Exponential LN Decaying
Year Growth ADT Growth Year Growth
2009 13,380 1 14,500 9.5015 14,500 0.0000 14,100
2010 15,390 2 14,800 9.6415 14,700 0.6931 14,800
2011 16,890 3 15,000 9.7345 14,900 1.0986 15,100
2012 14,140 4 15,200 9.5568 15,200 1.3863 15,400
2013 15,150 5 15,400 9.6258 15,400 1.6094 15,600
2014 6 15,700 15,700 1.7918 15,700
2015 7 15,900 16,000 1.9459 15,900
2016 8 16,100 16,200 2.0794 16,000
RSQ 0.0738 0.0856 0.1815
Slope 2209.000 0.016 893.712
Intercept 14303.000 9.563 14134.272
Low Rsq Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 15,700 15,700 15,700
Forecast 2016 16,100 16,200 16,000
Annual Growth: 1.3% 1..6% 1.0%
2016 Growth Factor: 102.5% 103.2% 101.9%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%
Use 2016 Growth Factor: 103.0%
Providence Boulevard - Normandy Boulevard to Anderson Drive
Year: ADT Rel Linear LN Exponential LN Decaying
Year Growth ADT Growth Year Growth
2009 14,460 1 14,100 9.5791 14,100 0.0000 14,200
2010 12,950 2 13,900 9.4689 13,900 0.6931 13,800
2011 14,410 3 13,700 9.5757 13,700 1.0986 13,600
2012 13,510 4 13,500 9.5112 13,500 1.3863 13,500
2013 13,150 5 13,300 9.4842 13,300 1.6094 13,300
2014 6 13,100 13,100 1.7918 13,200
2015 7 12,900 12,900 1.9459 13,200
2016 8 12,700 12,700 2.0794 13,100
RSQ 0.2140 0.2074 0.2359
Slope -206.000 -0.015 -538.093
Intercept 14314.000 9.568 14211.223
Low Rsq Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 13,100 13,100 13,200
Forecast 2016 12,700 12,700 13,100
Annual Growth: -1.5% -1.5% -0.4%
2016 Growth Factor: 96.9% 96.9% 99.2%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%
Use 2016 Growth Factor: 103.0%

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, 2014
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Linear Regression
Historical Traffic Counts

Howland Boulevard - Fort Smith Boulevard to SR 415

Year: ADT Linear Exponential Decaying
Growth Growth Growth
2009 11,580 1 12,100 9.3570 12,100 0.0000 11,900
2010 12,770 2 12,200 9.4549 12,200 0.6931 12,200
2011 12,650 3 12,300 9.4454 12,300 1.0986 12,400
2012 12,180 4 12,500 9.4076 12,500 1.3863 12,500
2013 12,530 5 12,600 9.4359 12,600 1.6094 12,600
2014 6 12,700 12,700 1.7918 12,700
2015 7 12,900 12,900 1.9459 12,800
2016 8 13,000 13,000 2.0794 12,800
RSQ 0.1865 0.1955 0.3420
Slope 131.000 0.011 441.374
Intercept 11949.000 9.387 11919.386
Low Rsq Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 12,700 13,000 12,800
Forecast 2016 13,000 13,000 12,800
Annual Growth: 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
2016 Growth Factor: 102.4% 100.0% 100.0%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%
Use 2016 Growth Factor: 103.0%
Fort Smith Boulevard - Courtland Boulevard to Howland Boulevard
Year: ADT Linear Exponential Decaying
Growth Growth Growth
2004 5,670 1 6,600 8.6429 6,600 0.0000 6,100
2005 7,460 2 6,900 8.9173 6,800 0.6931 6,900
2006 3 7,100 7,100 1.0986 7,400
2007 7,388 4 7,400 8.9076 7,300 1.3863 7,700
2008 8,497 5 7,600 9.0475 7,600 1.6094 8,000
2009 6 7,900 7,800 1.7918 8,200
2010 7 8,100 8,100 1.9459 8,400
2011 8 8,400 8,400 2.0794 8,500
RSQ 0.5861 0.5564 0.8156
Slope 250.752 0.035 1175.649
Intercept 6391.691 8.758 6086.228
Low Rsq Low Rsq
Projected ADT:
Forecast 2014 7,900 8,400 8,500
Forecast 2016 8,400 8,400 8,500
Annual Growth: 3.2% 0.0% 0.0%
2016 Growth Factor: 106.3% 100.0% 100.0%
2016 Minimum 1% Annual Compound Growth 103.03%

Use 2016 Growth Factor:

103.2%

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, 2014
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Appendix H — Projected HCS Worksheets
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.95

Intersection {Howtand Bivd & Ft Smith Bl Analysis Year 12016 Analysis Period |1> 7.00

File Name |Hb FSb 2016 AM.xus

Project iption ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T | R L T | R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 271 | 154 | 265 | 8 | 69 | 110 | 83 | 230 | 3 | 169 | 642 | 151
Signal Information Au |, S ’

Cyde, s 927 |Reference Phase | 2 I Sk |

Sl O_|Reference Poit_| End J5/een (504 324 (00 (00 [00 (00 ) S
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut. GapEMW | On [Vellow|43 (36 (00 (00 (00 (00 | 2
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red (10 110 |00 |00 100 100 | e | S
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WEBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 8 2 6
Case Number 60 60 60 60
Phase Duration, s 37.0 a7.0 55.7 557
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 46 46 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 33 33 32 33
Queue Clearance Time (gy). s 305 238 512 387
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 18 0.0 02 00
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Max Out Prob. 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T | R L T | R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 | 14 ] 3 8 | 18] 5 2 | 12 1 & 18
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 285 | 441 8 | 188 87 | 255 178 | 835
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh/h/in 1190 | 1672 044 | 1677 655 | 1859 1120 | 1801
Queue Senvice Time (g:). s 210 | 212 07 | 75 122 | 67 94 | 367
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (g+), s 285|212 218 | 756 492 | 67 166 | 367
Green Ratio (g/C) 035 | 0.35 035 | 0.386 054 | 0.54 054 | 0.54
Capacity (c), veh/h 404 | 5850 197 | 504 186 | 999 592 | 988
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.707 | 0.744 0.043|0.317 0.525 | 0.255 0.300 | 0.862
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 3275 | 4628 197 | 594 193 | 1073 502 | 968

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 59 | 81 02 | 29 20 | 28 23 | 156
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 075 | 0.00 004 | 0.00 020 | 0.00 019 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 319 | 260 354 | 215 397 | 14 16.0 | 18.3
Incremental Delay (d2), siveh 08 | 07 00 | 01 10 | 00 01 | 77

Intial Queue Delay (d2), siveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 327 | 267 355 | 217 406 | 114 161 | 260

Level of Service (LOS) [ c D | c D | B ] [
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 21 | C 23 | € 88 | B 243 | C
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 24.8 c

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score /LOS

Copyright £ 2014 Univeraity of Fiarida, ANl Righm Renerved,

HCS 2010™ Streets Version 6.30

Ganemted: 6572014 5:51:54 PM
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analyst JTR Analysis Date |5/8/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deitona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.93

Intersection {Howtand Bivd & Courtland | Analysis Year 12016 Analysis Period |1> 7.00

File Name |Hb Cb 2016 AM xus

Project ion ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T | R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 14 | 492 | 101 | 36 | 206 | 60 J 204 | 40 | 43 ] 202 | 47 | 24
Signal Information s 8 L N ‘,_\ TENI R
Cyde, s 493 | Reference Phase | 2 ha BRa=kE \ S le e fo
SN 0_|Reference Pomt | End Jooooriog (11 (166 (50 120 (50 | Ko
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut GapEW | On IVellow|36 (00 |36 (36 100 136 | ‘| I " i Il
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult GapN/S | On {Red |10 100 110 (10 100 (10 | = [Ty
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WEBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 30 11 4.0 1.1 4.0 11 40
Phase Duration, s 55 215 6.7 26 9.6 a6 1.6 1.6
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). 5 46 46 46 48 46 4.6 46 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 31 31 31 31 a1 32 a1 32
Queue Clearance Time (gy). s 2.3 14.9 27 5.8 7.0 45 72 39
Green Extension Time (gv), $ 0.0 20 0.0 20 0.0 02 0.1 02
Phase Call Probability 019 1.00 0.41 1.00 095 0.99 0.95 0.99
Max Out Prob. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 5 2 | 12 1 6 | 6] 3 8 | 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 15 | 520 | 100 | 39 | 195 | 188 | 219 | 89 217 | 76
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh/h/in 1774 | 1863 | 1570 | 1774 | 1863 | 1754 | 1774 | 1704 1774 | 1756
Queue Service Time (gs). s 03 |129| 24 J 07|37 | 38 | 50 | 25 52 | 19

Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (), 03 {129 24 § 07 | 37 | 38 § 50 | 25 52 | 19

Green Ratio (g/'C) 028 | 034 | 034 | 039 | 037 | 037 | 020 | 0.10 024 | 0.14
Capacity (c), vehh 430 | 639 | 542 | 203 | 682 | 642 | 408 | 172 463 | 248
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.035 | 0.828 | 0.201 § 0.132| 0286 | 0.202 § 0.538 | 0.520 0.469 | 0.308
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 827 | 1961 | 1662 | 577 | 1433 | 1350 | 408 | 690 571 | ™

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 01 )46 |07 Jo2 |12 ] 12] 20] 09 18 | 07
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.01 | 0.00 | 000 | 002 | 000 | 0.00 § 0.15 | 0.00 019 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 103|149 | 14 f 13| 111111 §182] 211 162 | 18.0
Incremental Delay (dz), siveh 00| 11|01 Jo1|o01]o1] o8] o8 03 | 03

Intial Queue Delay (d2), siveh 00 | 00 | 00 f 00| 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 104|160 | 165§ 114 | 112|112 §189 | 220 165 | 19.3

Level of Service (LOS) 8 8 ] 8 B | B B C B B
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 51 | B 12 | B8 198 | B 172 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 15.4 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score /LOS
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information
Agency LTEC Duration. h
Analys! JTR Analysis Date |5/8/2014 Area Type Otner
Jurisdiction Deitona Time Period  |AM Peak Hour | PHF 0.97
Indersection Fort Smith Boulevard & Co| Analysis Year (2016 Analysis Period |1> 7.00
File Name FSh Cb 2016 AM.xus
Project ion ) with Total Traffic
Demand Information EB W8 NB S8 |
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 106 | 278 | 56 | 126 | 192 | 08 | 32 | 142 | 161 J 177 | 243 | 30
Signal Information o, U [ RN
Cyde, s 459 | Reference Phase | 2 =" s - S le e fo
Ofiset. & 0 |Reference Poit | End e oen 135 03 (110 [17 (36 (74 | K
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEMW | On [Veliow36 100 |36 (36 100 136 | ! I =Sl
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult GapN/S | On {Red |10 100 110 (10 100 (10 | = )
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 40 11 30 1.1 30 1.1 40
Phase Duration, s 8.4 156 8.7 15.9 6.3 1.7 9.9 153
Change Pariod, (Y4R:), s 46 46 46 48 46 48 468 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 31 3.1 31 31 31 31 at 31
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 4.0 10.2 44 6.1 2.7 6.6 57 84
Green Extension Time (gv), $ 0.1 08 01 11 0.0 05 0.2 1.0
Phase Call Probability 075 1.00 081 1.00 0.34 1.00 0.90 1.00
Max Out Prob 003 0.26 0.00 001 0.00 0.85 0.00 0.02
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 5 2 | 12 1 5 | 16 3 8 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 109 | 344 130 | 198 | 101 | 33 | 146 | 168 | 182 | 281
Adjusted Saturation Fiow Rate (s}, vehh/in 1774 | 1808 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1863 | 1570 | 1774 | 1827
Queue Service Time (g1). 5 20 | 82 24 | 41 | 24 J 07 | 33| 46 | 37 | 64
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (), 20 | 82 24 | 41 | 24 1 07 | 33 | 45 | 37 | 64
Green Ratio (g/C) 032 | 0.24 033|025 025019015 015 | 020 | 023
Capacity (c), veh/h 437 | 434 377 | 459 | 389 | 279 | 288 | 244 | 488 | 427
Volume-to-Capacty Ratio (X) 0.250 | 0.783 0.345|0.421 | 0.260 § 0.118 | 0.508 | 0.681 § 0.392 | 0.660
Available Capacity (co). veh/h 677 | 630 722 | 771 | 653 | 676 | 408 | 344 | 800 | 758
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 07 | 31 08 |15 o7 Jo2 | 13|15 ] 12| 23
Queue Storsge Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.08 | 0.00 010 | 0.00 | 0.07 | 0.03 | 0.00 | 021 | 022 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (dv), s/veh 116 | 164 120 | 146 | 139 1 155 | 178 | 184 | 13.0 | 160
Incremental Delay (d2), siveh 01 | 286 02|02 |01 Jo1|o5)]13] 02|07
Intial Queue Detay (d3), siveh 00 | 00 00| 00 |00 f 00| 00| 00 J 00| 00
Control Detay (d), s/veh 118 | 18.0 122 | 148 | 141 156 | 183 | 196 | 132 | 166
Level of Service (LOS) 8 8 8 B 8 B & B B s
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 172 | B 138 | B 87 | B 153 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 16.1 8
Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
Copyright £ 2014 Univeraity of Fiarida, ANl Righe Renerved, HCS 2010™ Streats Version 6.30 Ganemted: 652014 D4AY5 PM
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 1

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period  |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.91

Indersection {Howtand Bivd & Wal-Mart || Analysis Year |Existing 2014 Analysis Period [1> 7.00

File Name |Hb WalMart 2016 AM xus

Project iption ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L 2K R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 125 14 45 28 Bl 60 24 | 157 | 117 | 229 | 513 | 202
_ggnd Information 9 # ; ’ |

Cyde, s 41.9 | Reference Phase 2 1 : [

L O_|Reference Poikt_| End Jsieen {13 (48 |70 |45 |36 |00 | ) S
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut. GapEW | On  [Vejjow 4. 00 {43 36 136 (00 | D
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red (10 100 (10 {10 0 |00 | S, | S5
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 8 5 2 1 6
Case Number 10.0 1.0 1.1 40 11 30
Phase Duration, s 8.1 8.1 6.6 13.2 1.5 18.0
Change Period, (Y+R.), s 46 48 5.3 53 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 3z 33 31 31 31 31
Queuve Clearance Time (@), s 36 37 25 54 6.3 75
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 03 01 00 25 02 25
Phase Call Probability 0.91 0.69 0.26 1.00 0.95 1.00
Max Out Prob. 0.00 000 0.00 000 062 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 El 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 & 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), vehvh 137 | 66 35 | 66 | 26 | 157 | 144 | 252 | S64 | 222
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, vehvhiin 1723 | 1637 1785 | 1579 § 1774 | 1863 | 1606 | 1774 | 1773 | 1579
Queue Servce Time (). s 16 16 08 17 05 | 3.1 34 4.3 55 48
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (g+), s 16 | 16 08 | 1.7 § 05 | 31 | 34 § 43 | 55 | 48
Green Ratio (g/C) 011 | 0.1 008 |008 J 022|018 | 0.19 § 037 | 030 | 030
Capacity (c), vehh a73 | 177 148 | 131 | 234 | 351 | 303 | 551 | 1079 | 480
\olume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.368 | 0.372 0238 0.505 § 0.070 | 0.446 | 0.477 § 0.457 | 0.522 | 0 462
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 1234 | 588 639 | 566 | 744 | 3514 | 2020 | 713 | 6437 | 2865
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 05 | 056 03 | 08 02 1.1 10 12 1.7 13
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 005 | 0.00 000 | 000 § 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.00 § 021 | 000 | 012
Uniform Delay (dy), s/veh 173 | 173 180 | 184 § 130 | 161 | 151 § 100 | 120 | 118
Incremental Delay (d:), shveh 02 | 05 03 | 11 00 | 03 | 04 02 | 01 03
Intial Queue Delay (d3), sfveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 176 | 178 183 | 185 § 130 | 154 | 156 § 102 | 122 | 120
Level of Service (LOS) B B B B B B B B B B
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 178 | B 191 | B 153 | B "7 | 8
Imersection Delay, siveh / LOS 136 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB sSB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 1

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.95

Indersection 1SR 415 & Howland Boulevil Analysis Year 12016 Analysis Period [1> 7.00

File Name 1415 Hb 2016 AM xus

Project iption jected 2016 AM

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB |
Approach Movement L 2K R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h B89 0 674 0 0 0 216 | 232 ) 466 | 36
Signal Information O ’ h

Cyde, s 77.7 | Reference Phase | 2 jL “ ES € 3 | \

SN 0_|Reforence Poit | End § 5o 101 [14.0 |376 |00 (00 [00 | ) Gl
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEMW | On [Vellow|43 (4.3 (43 (00 (00 (00 | %
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red (10 |10 |10 |00 |00 (00 S, | S5
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 ) 5 2 6
Case Number 70 80 1.0 40 53
Phase Duration, s 429 429 154 347 19.3
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 53 53 53 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 33 0.0 31 31 31
Queue Clearance Time (g:), s 350 9.6 56 123
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 21 0.0 04 1.8 15
Phase Call Probability 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00
Max Out Prob 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 Kl 14 3 8 18 5 2 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 84 | 708 0 226 | 244 a 49 38
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, vehvhiin 1440 | 1579 0 1774 | 1773 1131 | 1773 | 1610
Queue Servce Time (). s 28 | 330 00 76 | 36 05 | 103 | 16
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (g+), s 28 | 330 00 76 | 36 05 1103 ] 16
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.48 | 0.48 034 | 0.38 0.18 | 0.18 | 0.18
Capacity (c), veh/h 792 | 767 3BT | 1344 206 | 841 | 291
\olume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.118 | 0.925 0.000 0616 0.182 0.032 | 0.766 | 0.130
Available Capaciy (cs), veh/h 1796 | 1868 1242 | 5282 408 | 93 | 451
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentiie) 08 | 108 30 | 14 0.1 43 | 06
Queue Storage Ratio (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 030 | 0.00 001 | 000 | 006
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 1.1 | 18.8 211|163 266 | 306 | 27.0
Incremental Delay (d:), shveh 00 | 22 00 06 | 00 0.0 0.7 0.1
Intial Queue Delay (d3), sfveh 00 | 00 00 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 111 | 210 217 | 163 266 | 313 | 271
Level of Service (LOS) B | € c | B clclc
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 199 | B 00 | 88 | B a0 | c
Imersection Delay, siveh / LOS 229 C

Multimodal Results EB WB NB sSB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

Bicycle LOS Score / LOS

Copyright £ 2014 Univeraity of Fiarida, ANl Righm Renerved,

HCS 2010™ Streets Version 6.30

Ganemted: 652014 B14:21 PM

Promenade at Deltona
TransportatioBhpact Study

Page | 97
Item 8D



Attachment number 3 \nPage 1

Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information
Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25
Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other
Junisdiction Deitona Time Period |AM Peak Hour PHF 0.95
Indersection |SR 415 & Fort Smith Boule! Analysis Year {2016 Analysis Period |1> 7.00
File Name 1415 FSb 2016 AM xus
Project iption ) 2016 with Total Trips
Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L 2K R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 194 124 a 227 370 | 106
_ggnd Information | | i
Cyde, s 20.2 | Reference Phase 2 | ; \ B
Offset. s 0 |RefersncePoit | End } - .. /65 (o0 |00 g jsd
Uncoordinated| Yes | Simut GapEMW | On IVoio, (00 (00 (00 100 ?
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On |Fed (00 (00 |00 I
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 2 6
Case Number 90 60 7.0
Phase Duration, s 82 1.0 10
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 50 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 00 0.0 00
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 00 0.0 0.0
Green Extension Time (ge), $ 00 0.0 00
Phase Call Probability 0.00 0.00 0.00
Max Out Prob, 0.00 0.00 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 14 5 2 & 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 0 0 0 0 0 0
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, vehvhiin 0 0 0 0 0 0
Queue Servce Time (_g.). 5 00 0.0 00 | 00 0.0 00
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (g+), s 00 00 00 | 00 00 | 00
Green Ratio (g/C) 021 021 028 | 0.28 028 | 028
Capacity (c), veh/h 373 332 545 | o991 991 | 441
\olume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.548 0.394 0017|0241 0.383 | 0.251
Available Capacity (cs), veh/h 0 0 0 0 0 0
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 04 02 00 | O1 0.2 01
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.08 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 000 | 002
Uniform Delay (dy), s/veh 71 6.9 6.7 56 59 56
Incremental Delay (d:), siveh 05 03 00 | 00 01 | 01
Intial Queue Delay (d3), sfveh 00 0.0 00 | 00 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 76 71 67 | 57 60 | 57
Level of Service (LOS) A A A | A Al A
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 74 | A 00 | 57 | A 59 | A
Imersection Delay, siveh / LOS 6.3 A
Multimodal Results EB WB NB sSB
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

I'wo-Way Stop Control

Page 1 of |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

|General Information

ite Information

|Analyst

UTR

Intersection

SR 415 & Project Entr

\Agency/Co.

LTEC

Jurisdicbon

Deltona

ﬁ)ato Performed

5782014

Analysis Year

2016

|Analysis Time Penod

AM Psak Hour

Project Description

Projected with Total Traffic

East/\West Street: Project Enfrance

INorth/South Street SR 415

P

Intersaction Orientation:  North-South

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

IMajor Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

1 2

5 6

L T

T R

Volume (vehh)

95 235

479 24

IPeak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.95 0.95

0.95 0.95

[Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
{veh/m)

100

504 25

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

2 =

Median Type

IRT Channelized

(=3

Lanes

IConfiguration

[Upstream Signal
Minor Street

Westbound

Movement

11 12

[Volume (vehh)

30

[Peak-Hour Factgr. PHF

Mg
(=
=
-

0.95

1.00

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
veh/h)

31 0

[Percent Heavy Vehicles

|Percent Grade (%)

[Flared Approach

Storage

olz|ole] o

IRT Channelized

Lanes

o
o

[Configuration

. N

lay, Q

Length, and Level of Service

Approach

Northbound Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

Movement

1 4

7 a 9

10 1" 12

Lane Configuration

L

v (veh/h)

100

31

IC (m) (veh/h)

1034

773

vic

0.10

0.04

[65% queue length

0.32

0.13

IControl Delay (s/veh)

89

9.9

LOS

A

IApproach Delay (s/veh)

9.9

jApproach LOS

A

Copyoght © 2010 University of Flonds, AR Rights Ressrved

HCS+™ Version 5.8

file///C:/Users/Joseph/AppData/Local/ Temp/u2kFC23.tmp

Generated: 652014 537 PM
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

I'wo-Way Stop Control Page 1 of' |

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information [Site Information
lAnalyst LUTR ||Intersection Howland Bivd & Project Entr ||
iAgencyiCo LTEC |[Jurisdiction Deilons |
Ipate Performed 5/8/2014 ||Analysis Year 2016 |
Analysis Time Period AM Peak Hour J| |
Description  Projected with Total Traffic
st\West Street: Howiland Bouigvard |North/South Street: Project Enfrance
Intersection Orientation: East-West [Study Pesiod (hrs).  0.25
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments
%w Street Eastbound Westbound
ovement 1 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
[Volume (veh/h) 587 282 14
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 0.95 0.95
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR
mg) 0 617 0 0 206 14
[Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 -- - 0 - -
Median Type Raised curb
RT Channelzed 0 0
Lanes 0 2 0 0 2 (/]
IConfiguration T T TR
[Upstream Signal 0 0
ﬁnot Street Northbournd Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R
\Volume (veh/h) 16
[Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95
Hourly F  HFR
) low fate, H 0 0 0 0 0 16
[Percent Heavy Vehicies 0 [ 0 0 2
[Percent Grade (%) Q 0
Flared Approach N N
Storage 0 0
IRT Channelzed 0 4
Lanes [ 0 0 0 0 1
IConfiguration R
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
lApproach Eastbound Westhound Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 1 12
Lane Configuration [ad
v (veh/h) 16
IC (m) (vehvh) 890
vic 002
195% queue langth 0.05
IControl Delay (sveh) 9.1
LOS A
lApproach Delay (s/veh) - - 9.1
lApproach LOS - - A
Copyright © 2010 University of Flonda, A Rights Resarved MHCS»™ ersion 5.6 Genaaled. 52004 330 P
file///C:/Users/Joseph/AppData/Local/ Temp/u2k6ASB.tmp 6/5/2014
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 1

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analyst JTR Analysis Date [58/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deitona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour | PHF 0.95

Indersection {Howtand Bivd & Ft Smith Bl Analysis Year {2016 Analysis Period 1> 17.00

File Name |Hb FSb 2016 xus

Project iption ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T | R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 45 | 107 | 258 | 14 | 161 | 88 J 431 | 710 | 9 | 47 | 389 | 42
Signal Information Ay |, = }

Cyde, s 849 |Reference Phase | 2 I -_—:: £ |

Offset. s 0 |Reference Pot | End }een{s29 (220 (00 (00 |00 |00 .
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut. GapEMW | On [Vojlow|43 (36 (00 100 10 00 |

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red (10 (10 (00 |00 100 100 | =
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WEBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 8 2 6
Case Number 60 6.0 6.0 80
Phase Duration, s 266 266 582 58.2
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). s 46 48 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 33 33 3.4 34
Queue Clearance Time (gv), 5 21.1 223 528 281
Green Extension Time (g), $ 10 00 0.1 00
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Max Qut Prob. 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T. R L T R T R
Assigned Movement 7 4 | 14 ] 3 8 | 18] 5 2 | 12 1 [ 186
Adjusted Fiow Rate (v), veh'h 47 | 334 15 | 262 454 | 757 49 | 454
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh/h/in 1113 | 1652 005 | 1751 933 | 1859 705 | 1831
Queue Senvice Time (g:). s 33 | 191 12 | 111 402 | 219 41 | 105
Cycle Queve Ciearance Time (g), $ 143 | 191 203 | 114 508 | 219 261 | 105
Green Ratio (g/C) 026 | 0.26 026 | 0.26 062 | 0.62 062 | 062
Capacity (c), vehth 229 | 429 120 | 454 551 | 1180 341 | 1142
\olume-to-Capacty Ratio (X) 0.206 | 0.896 0.123|0.577 0.824 | 0653 0.145 | 0.397
Available Capacty (cs), veh/h 3269 | 4843 120 | 454 551 | 1160 341 | 1142

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 08 | 75 03 | 46 a1 77 06 | 35
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.11 | 0.00 008 | 0.00 092 | 0.00 0.05 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 338 | 303 401 | 274 207 | 101 185 | 80
Incremental Delay (d), siveh 02 | 27 02 | 12 02 | 10 01 | 01

Intial Queue Delay (d2), siveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), s/iveh 337 | 331 403 | 266 299 | 12 185 | 81

Level of Service (LOS) [ C D | c c B 8 A
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 32 | ¢C 22 | C 82 | B g1 | A
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 202 [

Multimodal Results EB (] NB 58
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
| Bicycle LOS Score /LOS
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Luke Transportation Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Attachment number 3 \nPage 1.

HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analyst JTR Analysis Date [58/2014 Area Type Other

Jurisdiction Deitona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour | PHF 0.93

Intersection {Howtand Bivd & Courtland | Analysis Year {2016 Analysis Period 1> 17.00

File Name |Hb Cb 2016.xus

Project ion ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB w8 NB se !
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 43 | 349 | 232 | 45 | 5652 | 104 J 188 | 60 | 20 | 66 | 52 | 33
Cyde, s 428 |Reference Phase | 2 L =?‘ - o ']]‘f = 1C ‘ = —& |
L 0| Relorence Pomt_| End | oen (75 {124 {20 (21 {47 {00 | @ ) (I
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEMW | On [Vellow!36 136 |36 |00 136 100 | ! | : =N
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult, GapN/iS | On |Red 110 110 (10 100 110 100 | Ex | W) ey
Timer Results EBL EBT WEL WBT NEL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 30 11 40 1.1 4.0 1.1 40
Phase Duration, s 6.7 17.0 68 17.1 9.6 1.5 75 03
Change Pariod, (Y+R:). 5 46 46 46 48 4.6 4.6 48 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s a1 31 31 31 3 31 3t 31
Queue Clearance Time (g}, 5 28 9.7 28 9.3 6.2 38 35 41
Green Extension Time (g), $ 0.0 28 0.0 27 00 03 00 03
Phase Call Probability 042 1.00 044 1.00 001 0.99 0.57 0.95
Max Out Prob 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.01 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 5 2 | 12 1 6 | 16 3 8 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 45 | 375 | 240 | 48 | 382 | 343 | 202 | 86 71l o
Adjusted Saturation Fiow Rate (s}, vehh/in 1774 | 1863 | 1570 | 1774 | 1863 | 1760 | 1774 | 1783 1774 | 1741
Queue Service Time (gs). s 08 | 77 | 57 08| 73| 73| 42 | 18 15 | 21

Cyde Queue Clearance Time (¢), s 08 | 77 | 67 J 08 | 73 | 73 § 42 | 18 151 21

Green Ratio (g/C) 034 | 020 | 020 J 034|020 |020)023]|016 018 | 0.1
Capacity (c), veh/h 312 | 542 | 450 | 372 | 545 | 515 | 456 | 287 380 | 193
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.148 | 0693 | 0.542 § 0.130 | 0.655 | 0.667 | 0.443 | 0.300 0.187 | 0473
Available Capacity (cs), veh/h 721 | 2265 | 1919 | 696 | 1655 | 1563 | 456 | 834 677 | 814

Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 02 | 26 | 16 J 02 | 25 | 23 14 | 08 05 | 08
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.03 | 0.00 | 000 | 002 | 000 | 000 § 0.10 | 0.00 005 | 0,00
Uniform Delay (dy), s/veh 108 | 135 | 128 | 102 | 133 | 133 | 145 | 158 151 | 178
Incremental Delay (d2), siveh 01|06 |04 Jo1|05)]|06] 03] 02 01 | 07

Intial Queue Delay (d3), siveh 00 | 00 | 00 00|00 00f 00/ 00 00 | 00
Control Detay (d), s/veh 107 | 141 | 132§ 103 | 138 | 139 | 147 | 160 152 | 185

Level of Service (LOS) 8 B B 8 B 8 B ¢ B 3
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 135 | B 136 | B 151 | B 171 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 14.1 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
Bicyde LOS Score / LOS
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information
Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25
Analys! JTR Analysis Date |5/8/2014 Area Type Other
Jurisdiction Deltona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour | PHF 0.97
Indersection Fort Smith Boulevard & Co| Analysis Year (2016 Analysis Period  [1> 17:00
File Name FSh Cb 2016 xus
Project iption ) with Total Traffic
Demand Information EB W8 NB SB ]
Approach Movement L T R L T R L b 7 R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h B7 | 250 | 30 J 106 | 378 | 206 § 73 | 264 | 137 | 120 | 193 | &0
Signal Information sf sl { L [J)s \ = iR
Cyde, s 486 | Reference Phase | 2 =" A T \ 1k -5 fo
Offset. s 0 |Reference Pont | End I oen{35 {03 (125 32 (09 (98 | TR
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simut GapEAW | On [Vellow36 (00 |36 (36 100 136 | I | oz o Sl
Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red |10 100 (10 (10 100 110 | e e s |
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 5 2 1 6 3 8 7 4
Case Number 1.1 40 11 30 1.1 30 1.1 40
Phase Duration, s 8.1 171 85 17.4 7.8 14.4 8.7 153
Change Period, (Y+R.), s 46 46 46 45 4.6 4.6 45 46
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 3.1 31 31 31 31 KX 3t 31
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 3.7 88 41 1.5 3.6 86 46 9.5
Green Extension Time (ge). $ 0.1 13 01 1.3 01 03 01 1.1
Phase Call Probability Q70 1.00 077 1.00 064 1.00 0.81 1.00
Max Out Prob, 0.01 0.21 0.00 0.19 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.05
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 5 2 12 1 6 16 3 8 18 7 4 14
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), vehh a0 | 289 100 | 300 | 212 | 75 | 272 | 141 | 124 | 222
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh/h/in 1774 | 1828 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1863 | 1579 | 1774 | 1762
Queue Service Time (gi). s 17 | 68 21|95 | 56 | 16 | 66 | 38 § 28 | 75

Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (gv), 17 | 68 21 1 65 | 56 § 16 | 66 | 38 § 26 | 75
Green Ratio (g/C) 033 | 0.26 034 | 026 | 026 § 027 | 0.20 | 020 | 020 | 022
Capacity (c), vehth 304 | 489 417 | 491 | 418 | 200 | 378 | 318 | 388 | a7
Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (X) 0.205 | 0616 0.262|0.794 | 0.510 § 0.250 | 0.724 | 0.444 § 0.338 | 0.754
Available Capacity (cs), veh/h 541 | 602 750 | 728 | 617 | 612 | 383 | 325 | 731 | 689
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentiie) 06 | 24 07 | 36 |17 Jos | 30|12 )09 | 27

Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 007 | 0.00 009 | 000 | 0.18 § 007 | 0.00 | 017 | 0.46 | 0.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 129 | 160 119|167 | 152 § 144 | 181 | 170 § 138 | 177
Incremental Delay (d:), siveh 02 | 05 01|20 | 04 J 02| 56| 04 | 02| 11
Intial Queue Delay (d2), sfveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), s/veh 131 | 164 121 | 187 | 166 § 146 | 238 | 174 | 140 | 189

Level of Service (LOS) 8 B a B 8 B C B B 8
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 157 | B 67 | B 205 | C 174 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 176 8

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS

| Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analyst JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.91

Indersection {Howtand Bivd & Wal-Mart || Analysis Year |Existing 2014 Analysis Period  [1> 17:00

File Name |Hb WalMart 2016 xus

Project iption ) with Total Tri

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h 429 B 27 J 107 | 16 | 223 ] 44 | 507 | 46 89 | 220 | 258
_g_lgld Information G & 7 < é } |

Cyde, s 58.8 |Reference Phase | 2 3 i E: |

DI O _|Reforence Poit_| End Yo oeni27 (13 [136 |104 112 [00 | T
Uncoordinasted| Yes |Simult. GapEW | On [Vellow|43 100 143 (36 13 00 |

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. Gap N/S On {Red 110 0.0 10 1.0 1.0 00 | O
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 ) 5 2 1 6
Case Number 10.0 1.0 1.1 4.0 1.1 30
Phase Duration, s 15.0 15.8 8.0 18.8 93 200
Change Paniod, (Y+R:). s 46 46 53 53 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 31 33 3 31 a1 31
Queuve Clearance Time (@), s 97 10.8 3.2 "o 44 n7
Green Extension Time (g), $ 07 0.4 00 24 01 24
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 0.55 1.00 0.80 1.00
Max Out Prob. 024 053 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T. R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 Bl 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h 471 36 135 | 245 | 48 | 308 | 300 98 242 | 285
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, veh'hiin 1723 | 1624 1785 | 1579 § 1774 | 1863 | 1808 | 1774 | 1773 | 1579
Queue Service Time (). 8 77 11 39 | 88 12 | 90 | 90 24 32 a7
Cyde Queuve Ciearance Time (), s 7.7 1 11 39 | 88 § 12 | 90 | 90 § 24 | 32 | 97
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.18 | 0.18 016 | 0.19 § 028 | 0.23 | 023 § 030 | 025 | 025
Capacity (c), vehh 810 | 287 339 | 300 | 390 | 427 | 415 | 305 | 889 | 396
\Volume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.773]0.126 0399|0818 10.124|0.720 | 0.723 § 0.321 | 0272 | 0.718
Available Capacity (cs), veh/h 877 | 413 454 | 402 | 638 | 2497 | 2423 | 485 | 4573 | 2035
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 30 | 04 15 | 35 | 04 | 36 | 35 J 09 | 12 | 33
Queue Storage Ratlo (RQ) (50th percentile) 027 | 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.03 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 045 | 000 | 030
Uniform Delay (d1), s/veh 231 | 204 209 | 229 § 160 | 210 | 210 § 162 | 178 | 20.2
Incremental Delay (d:), siveh 15 | 01 03 | 70 01| 09 | 08 02 | 01 09
Intial Queue Delay (d2), sfveh 00 | 00 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Control Detay (d), siveh 246 | 205 212 1209 § 161 | 218 | 219 } 164 | 178 | 211
Level of Service (LOS) C C C C B C C B B C
Approach Delay, siveh / LOS 243 | C %8 | C 214 | C 1891 | B
Intersection Delay, siveh / LOS 224 [

Multimodal Results EB WB NB S8
Pedestrian LOS Score / LOS
| Bicycle LOS Score / LOS
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HCS 2010 Signalized Intersection Results Summary

General Information Intersection Information

Agency LTEC Duration. h 0.25

Analys! JTR Analysis Date |58/2014 Area Type Other

Junisdiction Deitona Time Period  |PM Peak Hour PHF 0.95

Indersection 1SR 415 & Howland Boulevi] Analysis Year 12016 Analysis Period  [1> 17:.00

File Name 1415 Hb 2016.xus

Project ipticn jected 2016 PM

Demand Information EB W8 NB SB
Approach Movement L 25 R L T R L T R L T R
Demand (v), veh/h B8 243 646 | 404 42 | 347 | 48
Signal Information w |, } i

Cyde, s 555 |Reference Phase | 2 jL ‘L: | \ ;'

oL 0 _|Reference Port | End Jeen {192 (93 (112 (00 [00 [00 | T
Uncoordinated| Yes |Simuit. GapEMW | On [Vellow/43 |43 |43 |00 100 100 |

Force Mode | Fixed | Simult. GapN/S | On {Red (10 |10 |10 |00 |00 (00 I |
Timer Results EBL EBT WBL WBT NBL NBT SBL SBT
Assigned Phase 4 5 2 6
Case Number 90 1.0 40 53
Phase Duration, s 16.5 245 30.1 146
Change Period, (Y+R.), s 5.3 5.3 53 53
Max Allow Headway (MAH), s 33 3 a1 31
Queue Clearance Time (gs), s 106 1786 5.0 73
Green Extension Time (g), $ 06 15 21 20
Phase Call Probability 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Max Out Prob:. 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
Movement Group Results EB WB NB S8
Approach Movement L T R L T R L T R L T R
Assigned Movement 7 14 5 2 1 6 16
Adjusted Flow Rate (v), veh'h a 256 680 | 425 44 365 51
Adjusted Saturation Flow Rate (s}, vehvhiin 1774 1578 1774 | 1773 958 | 1773 | 1610
Queue Service Time (). 8 24 B6 156 | 3.0 22 53 1.5
Cydle Queve Ciearance Time (g1), 5 24 86 156 | 30 22 | 83 | 15
Green Ratio (g/C) 0.20 020 0.55 | 0.61 017 | 0147 | 017
Capacity (c), veh/h 357 318 815 | 2157 200 | 594 | 270
Volume-to-Capaoty Ratio (X) 0.250 0.805 0.834 | 0197 0.152 | 0614 | 0187
Available Capacity (cs), veh/h 670 5965 1542 | 5101 508 | 1403 | 637
Back of Queue (Q), vehin (50th percentile) 08 30 44 | 07 05 | 20 | 05
Queue Storage Ratio (RQ) (50th percentile) 0.00 0.00 045 | 0.00 005 | 000 | 005
Uniform Delay (d1), siveh 187 212 101 ] 49 202 | 215 | 199
Incremental Delay (d), siveh 0.1 18 09 | 00 01 | 04 | 01
Intial Queue Delay (d2), sfveh 00 0.0 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 00
Control Detay (o), siveh 189 230 110 | 48