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CITY OF TAMPA

Pam Iorio, Mayor Growth Management & Development Services

Land Development Coordination

April 3,2009

Ms. Gina Grimes

Hill, Ward and Henderson P.A.
P.O. Box 2231

Tampa, Florida 33601-2231

Re: Tampa Bay Center — Development of Regional Impact
(Build Out Date Extension)

Dear Ms. Grimes:

City of Tampa staff has reviewed the documentation you provided to demonstrate that the Tampa Bay
Center Development of Regional Impact (DRI) was under active construction on July 1, 2007 and, therefore,
eligible for the 3 year build out date extension authorized under Florida Statutes 380.06(19), Florida Statutes.

This letter is to confirm that based upon the information submitted, the project was under active construction
on July 1, 2007. Therefore, the projects build out is extended by three (3) years to December 31, 2015 with the
expiration date also éxtended by a 3 year period to December 31, 2020.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (813) 274-8405.

Regards,

Susan Johns
DRI Coordinator
City of Tampa, Florida

Cc: John Meyer

306 E. Jackson St. 3E o Tampa, Florida 33602 o (813)274-6405 » FAX: (813) 274-7706
L Tampaitzov

‘www.tampagov.net



CITY OF TAMPA

Pam lorio, Mayor Office of the City Clerk

Shirley Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

Via Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested
June 8, 2009

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Attention: John Meyer

4000 Gateway Centre, Suite 100

Pinellas Park, FI1. 33782

Re: File No. DZ02-49
Ordinance No. 2009-84

Dear Sir:

The City Council of the City of Tampa met in regular session on June 4, 2009, at 9:00 a.m. in the
City Council Chambers.

During this session, the enclosed amended ordinance was adopted regarding the above listed

petition. This ordinance is being transmitted for your information and record keeping process.

If you have any questions, please contact my office or the office of Land Development
Coordination, at (813) 274-8405.

Sincerely,

Jop- Hnowloa)

Shirley Foxx-Kngwles, CMC
City Clerk

SIFK/dm

Enclosure: Certified Copy of Ordinance 2009-84

315 E. Kennedy Blvd., Third Floor ® Tampa, Florida 33602 e (813) 274-8397 » FAX: (813) 274-8306
Tampabov

www.tampagov.net




ORDINANCE NO. 2009- 2 7

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING
THE SIXTH AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE
TAMPA BAY CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT, DRI
#16, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT, RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, IN RESPONSE TO A NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED
CHANGE FILED BY BUCCANEERS FOOTBALL STADIUM LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa ("City”) adopted Resolution No.
4108-F (the “Original Development Order”), which is the Original Development Order
issued by the City pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Bay Center
Development of Regional Impact (“DRI"); and

WHEREAS, on September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F,
as the First Amendment to the Original Development Order (the “First Amendment”);
and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 1978, the City adopted Ordinance No. 6935-A (the
“Second Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the
“Third Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297
which denied the requested Fourth Amendment to the Original Development Order that
proposed an entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the
property; and

WHEREAS, on August 22, 2002, the City adopted Ordinance No. 2002-179 (the
“Fourth Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2004, the City adopted Ordinance No. 2004-215
(the “Fifth Amendment’) (hereinafter, the Original Development Order, together with the
First, Second, Third, Fourth and Fifth Amendments shall collectively be referred to as
the “Amended Development Order”); and

WHEREAS, Tampa Bay Mall Limited Partnership, First Allied Development
Partners, LP and Jesuit High School of Tampa, Inc. (f/k/a St Louis Catholic
Benevolence and Educational Association. Inc.) are the owners of the subject DRI
property (the “Owners”) more particularly described in the legal description attached
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hereto as Exhibit 1 (the "Property”), and Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited
Partnership (the “Developer”) is the applicant of the subject Notification of Proposed
Change; and

WHEREAS. following adoption of the Fifth Amendment, the Developer utilized
the trade-off mechanism approved in the Fifth Amendment and traded 109,700 square
feet of retail entitlements in exchange for 158,500 square feet of office entitlements in
order to develop the Developer's Corporate Headquarters and Training Facility; and

WHEREAS, on March 26, 2009, the Developer filed the Notification of Proposed
Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the Property (the "“NOPCY), attached hereto as
Composite Exhibit 2; and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposes that the annual summer training camp on the
Property be open to the public (the “Proposed Change”); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change to the Amended Development Order will
constitute the Sixth Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the NOPC at a
properly noticed public hearing as well as all related testimony and evidence submitted
by the Developer concerning the Proposed Change; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the local government
having jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, requires that a
development order be amended to reflect the City Council’'s approval of changes to an
adopted development order,;

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE |IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings of Fact. That City Council, having received the above
referenced documents, and having received all related comments, testimony and
evidence submitted by all persons and members of the general public, and having
considered the provisions of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, concerning substantial
deviations, finds that there is substantial, competent, clear and convincing evidence to
support the following findings of fact:

A. That the Developer submitted to the City the NOPC and which is incorporated
herein by reference as Composite Exhibit 2;
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. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed

Change has been conducted by the City’s Departments, and coordinated with
other DRI reviewing agencies, including but not limited to the Tampa Bay
Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC”), and the Department of Community
Affairs (‘DCA”"); and

That the Proposed Change is consistent with all local land development
regulations and the local comprehensive plan; and

. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably interfere with achievement

of the objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to
the area and is consistent with the State Comprehensive Plan; and

That the Proposed Change is consistent with the recommendations of the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council; and

That the Proposed Change does not individually or cumulatively create
additional regional impacts on transportation or other public facilities nor does
it create impacts that were not previously reviewed, nor meet or exceed any
of the criteria set forth in Subsection 380.06(19)(b), Florida Statutes, and as
such no further development of regional impact review is necessary.

Section 2. Conclusions of Law. That the City Council having made the

above findings of fact, renders the following conclusions of law:

A.

i
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That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicable law
and regulations and based upon the record of these proceedings, the
Developer is authorized to conduct the development as described in the
Amended Development Order, subject only to the amendments, conditions,
restrictions and limitations set forth herein; and

That the review by the City, TBRPC, DCA, and other participating agencies
and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Change is
adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes; and

That the City has, at its proceedings, considered all previous changes and the
Proposed Change and determined that such changes do not individually or
cumulatively constitute a substantial deviation requiring further DRI review
pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes;
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D. That this Ordinance does not constitute a substantial deviation from the
Amended Development Order, as defined in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes,
and nothing herein shall limit or modify the protection afforded under Section
163.3167(8), Florida Statutes;

That the Proposed Change authorized by this Ordinance does not individually or
cumulatively create additional impacts or any type of impact not previously
reviewed.

Section 3. Order. That having made the above findings of fact and
conclusions of law, it is ordered that the Amended Development Order be further
amended as set forth below:

The Proposed Change, as more particularly set forth in the NOPC, attached
hereto and made a part hereof as Composite Exhibit 2, is approved and Section
3(f) appearing on page 6 of the Fifth Amendment to the Development Order is
hereby amended and restated in its entirety as follows:

(f) Team practices at the athletic practice and training facility are not
open to the public. However, if the training facility is utilized for the
annual summer training camp, the annual summer training camp
may be open to the public subject to all of the following specific
conditions:

1) The annual summer training camp shall not be open to the
public for more than twenty-five (25) total days during the
months of July and August. Developer may permit the
public to attend summer training camp at any time between
the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 9:00 P.M.

2) Night practices shall occur no more than a total of six (6)
nights during each annual summer training camp, and during
said night practices Developer shall adhere to the lighting
conditions and restrictions approved pursuant to the Fifth
Amendment and set forth in this Amended Development
Order.

3) The average daily session attendance for summer training
camp shall not exceed 3,000 members of the general public.
No later than ninety (90) days after the end of each summer
training camp the Developer shall submit a report to the City
with the daily session public attendance figures for each day
(and night) the summer training camp was open to the
public. The City staff shall review said report to determine
the average daily session attendance, which shall be derived
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by adding the daily session public attendance figure for all
days (and nights) of the summer training camp (“Total Public
Session Attendance Figure”), and then dividing the Total
Public Session Attendance Figure by the number of
sessions the summer training camp was open to the public
which result shall be the “Average Daily Session
Attendance.” If the Average Daily Session Attendance
exceeds the limit of 3,000 persons by more than ten (10)
percent for two (2) consecutive years, then the City Staff
may require the Developer to further evaluate and mitigate
the impacts, if any, of the additional public attendees.

4) The accommodations and services (bleachers, VIP/Family
seating, food, beverage and merchandise sales, and
restrooms) to be provided fo the public during the summer
training camp shall occur only in the locations identified on
the “Summer Training Camp Aerial Sketch” attached hereto
as Exhibit 3. Public parking and public access points for
public ingress and egress to the summer training camp shall
occur only in the locations shown on the Summer Training
Camp Aerial Sketch.

5) At all times during summer training camp, Developer shall
comply with the noise conditions and restrictions approved
pursuant to the Fifth Amendment and set forth in this
Amended Development Order. Developer acknowledges
that the noise abatement plan approved by EPC and on file
with the City of Tampa pursuant to Section 3(g) of the Fifth
Amendment, shall apply to all summer training camp
practices and activities; and

6) The Developer shall coordinate with and assist the City
Transportation Division and Traffic Operations Division to
ensure that during the times the public is attending the
summer training camp signal timing changes at the study
driveway intersections are implemented as determined
necessary by the City. If in-field traffic operations show, at
any time, the need for additional traffic control, the City may
require the Developer to provide police officers (at
Developer's cost and expense) during any hours the public
is attending the summer training camp; and

7) On weekdays between 5:00 and 6:00 pm, if the summer
training camp is open to the public, the MLK Blvd. access
point identified as Exit #2 on the “Summer Training Camp
Aerial Sketch” (attached hereto as Exhibit 3), may not be
utilized for summer training camp ingress or egress and all
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egress traffic from the summer training camp shall be
directed to the Himes Ave access point identified as
"General Public Parking Entrance/Exit" on the “Summer
Training Camp Aerial Sketch’ (attached hereto as Exhibit 3)
and said egress traffic shall then be directed south on
Himes, away from MLK Blvd. If in-field traffic operations
show that this restriction creates traffic circulation issues on
the Property which are deemed unacceptable according to
standard engineering principles, then the Developer, the City
and FDOT shall agree, in writing, to an alternative
reasonably acceptable to all three (3) parties.

8) The Developer shall provide the City with easements, in a
form acceptable to the City, for the existing potable water
facilities located on the Property adjacent to MLK Blvd. and
for the relocated and enlarged stormwater facilities located
along the southeastern portion of the Property.

9) An application for wastewater and water service will be
submitted if required by city code as a result of the
proposed change permitting the summer training camp to
be open to the public.

10) Walkways and crosswalks will be provided for pedestrian
and handicap access from the existing transit facility to the
summer training camp areas open fo the public. Bicycle
racks will also be provided at the development site.

11)  With respect to construction of permanent improvements for
the summer training camp, the Developer will promote
energy conservation by employees, buyers, suppliers and
the public, as appropriate, and will use landscaping and
building orientation to reduce heat gain where feasible.

Section 4. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall
constitute the Sixth Amendment to the Amended Development Order as originally
approved by Resolution 4108-F, and as previously amended by Resolution 7658-F,
Ordinance No. 6935-A, Resolution No. 5445-G, Ordinance No. 2002-179 and
Ordinance No. 2004-215, which shall constitute, collectively, the Development Order for
the Tampa Bay Center DRI as passed and ordained by the City Council. All provisions
of the Amended Development Order, except those provisions specifically modified
herein, shall remain in full force and effect and shall be considered conditions of the
Amended Development Order unless inconsistent with the terms and conditions of this
Ordinance, in which case the terms and conditions of this Ordinance shall govern.
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Section 5. Definitions. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes, shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this Ordinance.

Section 6. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be binding upon the
Developer, the Owners, their assigns and successors in interest.

Section 7. Governmentai Agencies. Thatitis understood that any reference
herein to any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future
instrumentality which may be created or designated as successor in interest to, or which
otherwise possesses any of the powers and duties of any referenced governmental
agency in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance.

Section 8. Severance. That in the event that any portion or section of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional by a court or agency 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 9. Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed to send copies of this
Ordinance, within five (5) days of its becoming a law to the Developer, c/o John B.
Grandoff 11, Esquire, 101 East Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3700, Tampa, Florida 33602,
the Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of State Planning), and the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Section 10. Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be deemed rendered upon
transmittal of copies of this Ordinance to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes.

Section 11. Recording. That the Developer shall record a notice of adoption of
this Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12. Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall become a law as
provided in the Gity of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect upon transmittal
to the parties specified in Section 10 hereof.
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PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

FLORIDA, ON JUN-0Q-4 2009

ATTEST: ( i
CHAIRMAN/ASHAIRMAN-PRO-TEM

CITY COUNCIL

- \ouwdoa )

CITY CLERK/
APPROVED BY ME ON_JIJN Q-5 2009

fo Al

PAM IORIO, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL
SUFFICIENCY BY:

E/S
REBECCA KERT
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

Slate o flon
County of Hillzouegh
8 This is to ceriify that the foregaing is a
true and correct copy o Jppluifaice. A <
. ” ¥ i 5
on file on my office 1 ﬁ/
¥ tngss my hand and official saal this__ & _day
& 07 o




EXHIBIT LIST TO ORDINANCE

Exhibit 1: Legal Description of Property
Composite Exhibit 2: NOPC (including all Exhibts)

Exhibit3: Summer Training Camp Aerial Sketch
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EXHIBIT 1
TO ORDINANCE

LEGAL DESCRIPTION :

A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 28 SOUTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, ALSO BEING PART OF BLOCKS 1 THRU 8
AND ADJACENT STREETS (VACATED), FAIRGROUND FARMS SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE
MAP OR PLAT RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 24, PUBLIC RECORDS OF HILLSBOROUGH
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 10, THENCE ALONG THE
WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SOUTH 00°29'36" WEST, 69.70 FEET: THENCE
DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 25.00 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, SAID POINT ALSO
BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 26.36 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 75°31'21", A CHORD BEARING
AND DISTANCE OF NORTH 52°31'16" EAST, 24.49 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR.
BOULEVARD, THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER
KING JR. BOULEVARD, SOUTH 89°43'04" EAST, 1713.64 FEET, THENCE NORTH 83°3921" EAST,
BA6.73 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE 38.63 EEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°48'58", A CHORD
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF SOUTH 44°56'10" EAST, 35.61 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY,
SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE;
THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE, SOUTH 00°28'19"
WEST, 254.10 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 02°4T7°55" EAST, 140.23 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°28'18"
WEST, 762.51 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL
AVENUE, NORTH 89°58'23" WEST, 174.14 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°16'38" WEST, 215.39 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 80°00'00" WEST, 680.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF OHIO AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO AVENUE, NORTH
00°27'54" EAST, 45.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO
AVENUE: THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, NORTH 90°00'00" WEST,
1756.59 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFORPEMENTIONED EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE,
NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 162.14 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF HIMES AVENUE, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 146.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 233.00
FEET; THENCE SOUTH §0°00'00" WEST, 146.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED
EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, NORTH 00°2936" EAST, 950.64 FEET TO THE POINT OF

BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 80.2663 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. s
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NOPC - COMPOSITE EXHIBIT 2 TO ORDINANCE
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STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

DIVISION OF RESOURCE PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT
BUREAU OF STATE PLANNING

2555 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

804/488-4925

NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED CHANGE TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)
SUBSECTION 380.06(19), FLORIDA STATUTES

Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, requires that submittal of a
proposed change to a previously approved DRI be made to the local government,
the regional planning agency, and the state land planning agency according to
this form.

1. We. the undersigned attorneys and authorized representatives of Buccaneers
Football Stadium Limited Partnership, First Allied Development Partners, L.P., Stadium
Plaza Assoc., LLC, and Tampa Bay Mall, L.P., hereby give notice of a proposed change
to a previously approved Development of Regional Impact in accordance with
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes. In support thereof, | submit the following
information concerning the Tampa Bay Center Development of Regional Impact (DRI
No. 16) development, located in the City of Tampa, Florida, which information is true
and correct to the best of my knowledge. | have submitted today, under separate cover,
copies of this completed notification to the City of Tampa; the Tampa Bay Regional
Planning Council, and the Bureau of Local Planning, Department of Community Affairs.

J-A7-09 Qﬁv«/%;ﬁ«f—w

(Date) ha K. Grimes, Esquire”
/John B. Grandoff, Ill, Esquire

Morris C. Massey, Esquire
Attorneys and Authorized Agents for
Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited
Partnership, First Allied Development
Partners, L.P., Stadium Plaza Assoc.,
LLC, and Tampa Bay Mall, L.P.,
collectively, Applicant
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Applicant:

Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Partnership, et al

c/o Gina K. Grimes, Esq./John B. Grandoff. lll. Esq./Morris C. Massey, Esq.

Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. O. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700

Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-3900

Facsimile Number: (813) 221-2900

Email Address: ggrimes@hwhlaw.com; jgrandoff@hwhlaw.com;
mmassey@hwhlaw.com

QOwner:

Tampa Bay Mall Limited Partnership

c/o Gina K. Grimes, Esq./John B. Grandoff, Ill, Esq./Morris C. Massey, Esq.

Hill. Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. 0. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700

Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-3900

Facsimile Number: (813) 221-2900

Email Address: agrimes@hwhlaw.com; igrandoff@hwhlaw.com;
mmassey@hwhlaw.com

Authorized Agenfs:

Gina K. Grimes, Esquire

John B. Grandoff, Ill, Esquire

Morris C. Massey, Esquire

Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. O. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700

Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-3900

Facsimile Number: (813) 221-2900

Email Address: ggrimes@hwhlaw.com; igrandoff@hwhlaw.com;
mmassey@hwhlaw.com

Location: Section 10, Township 29 South, Range 18 East, Tampa, Hillsborough
County, Florida




Provide a complete description of the proposed change. Include any
proposed changes to the plan of development, phasing, additional lands,
commencement date, build-out date, development order conditions and
requirements, or (o the representations contained in either the
development order or the Application for Development Approval.

Indicate such changes on the project master site plan, supplementing with
other detailed maps, as appropriate. Additional information may be
requested by the Department or any reviewing agency to clarify the nature
of the change or the resulting impacts.

For purposes of general background and to put the following proposed changes
in context, the current approved Tampa Bay Center DRI Development Order, as
amended, permits two (2) development scenarios: 1) The original Development
Order, as amended by the First, Second and Third Amendments, approved
887 000 square feet of gross leasable area (GLA) for a regional shopping center
and 5,102 on-site parking spaces; OF 2) The Fourth Amendment to the
Development Order approved an “Alternative Development Scenario” which
included a different site configuration and a decrease in retail square footage to
776,500 square feet GLA of retail and 4,500 parking spaces. The Fifth
Amendment to the Development order approved Office as an approved land use
with  utilization of Trade-Off Mechanism, and approved an alternative
development scenario. (Additional information regarding the Developer Order
and each of the five (5) amendments thereto is set forth in the response fo
Question #7 below.)

PROPOSED CHANGES

The Tampa Bay Buccaneers plan to relocate their annual Summer Training
Camp (“STC") to their new Corporate Headquarters and Training Facility
(“Training Facility”) on the subject site generally located at the northwest corner
of Ohio Avenue and MacDill Avenue, and open said STC to the general public.

Since approval of the Fifth Amendment to the Development Order in 2004, the
Developer demolished the Tampa Bay Center Mall which previously existed on
the subject site and was comprised of approximately 877,000 square feet of retail
uses. Construction of the new Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate Headquarters
and Training Facility was completed in 2007. The Corporate Headquarters is
comprised of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers executive/corporate and administrative
offices and various uses related thereto, including marketing, media and public
relations functions. The Training Facility is comprised of various training areas
and practice fields and is currently used for the Tampa Bay Buccaneers regular
season training, which is not open o the public.

Section 3(f) of the Amended Development Order already permits the Training
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Facility to be utilized for the annual STC. However, that section also provides
that if the STC is proposed to be open to the public, “... then the Developer shall
file a Notice of Proposed Change to amend this Development order to analyze
the impacts (if any) of such a change.” Accordingly, this NOPC is being filed in
order to allow the public to attend the STC.

Generally, Summer Training Camp for all NFL teams begins sometime in late
July and extends through the middle of August, depending on the team's game
schedule for that year. STC may be held for up to 25 days. For the past 4
years, the Buccaneers have held their STC in Orlando. In the past, STC
Practices which were open to the public have been held up to twice daily for a
total of approximately four (4) to six (6) hours a day. The typical public morning
practices occurred from approximately 8:30 a.m. 10 11:00 a.m. and afternoon
practices occurred from approximately 2:45 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. Some days there
were two practices open to the public and other days there was only one, and
occasionally practices were held in the evening.

Since this will be the first year the STC will be held at the Buccaneers new
Training Facility, and given the Training Facility has resources and
accommodations that have never been available to them in the past, the
Buccaneers desire some flexibility as to the days and fimes during which the
summer practices will be held, including occasional night practices. As such, a
general time frame (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.) is proposed during which the STC
practices may be open to the public, and night practices are proposed no more
than six (8) times during STC. Mitigation standards and requirements with
respect to light and noise were added in the Fifth Amendment to the
Development Order and would also apply to STC activities.

Public attendance figures for the past four years at the Buccaneers Summer
Training Camp held in Orlando have ranged from an average of 850 to 1,450
persons per day. The estimated attendance for the STC at the Training Facility,
and the assumptions in the Transportation Analysis discussed below, assumed
traffic impacts for an average daily attendance of 3,000 persons. This projection
is more than double the average daily attendance for the STC practices held in
Orlando and may even be an overestimate.  Monitoring and reporting
requirements for public attendance are included in the proposed amended
Development Order attached hereto.

The accommodations and services to be provided at the Training Facility to serve
the public during the STC include bleacher seating for no more than 4,000
persons, food, beverage and merchandise sales, and restrooms. Public access
to the site is proposed through two driveways. General public access to STC
practices will be provided through the Himes Avenue & Tampa Bay Center
Driveway intersection. Media and invited guest (VIP) will be provided access
through the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard & Tampa Bay Center (West)
Driveway. Public parking for up to 2500 cars will be provided in the area already
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designated on Map H for parking. An aerial sketch of the locations of the parking
spaces, access points and public accommodation and service areas is attached
as Exhibit A.

Based upon historical STC practice schedules and the Buccaneers' desire 10
have flexibility as to when its practices are conducted, a conservative
Transportation Analysis was conducted to evaluate site ingress and egress
during the highest hour of the a.m. and p.m. peak period. The Transportation
Analysis is attached hereto as Exhibit B. The results of the Transportation
Analysis indicate that only signal timing changes are required at the study
driveway intersections to accommodate the anticipated traffic impacts associated
with the proposed STC practices. If in-field traffic operations in the future show
the need for additional control, it may be mandated that traffic control (i.e. a
police officer) be provided by the Tampa Bay Buccaneers during the proposed
hours of STC practices. In addition, if a STC practice is anticipated to occur
during evening hours (i.e., after 6:00 p.m.), traffic control (i.e. police officer) will
be located at both driveways.

It should be emphasized that public attendance at the STC is a short term
seasonal activity. It is almost identical to the baseball Spring Training games,
which occur every year on the adjacent parcels, except that the public
attendance at the STC will be much less than what occurs at Spring Training
Games. It is also important to note that the Training Facility, including STC, has
fewer impacts than the previously existing regional mall. Given the results of the
Traffic Analysis and the mitigation requirements already included in the existing
Amended Development Order, this NOPGC, including the proposed amendments
to the Development Order, establishes that any potential impacts of public
attendance at the STC are mitigated.

Complete the attached Substantial Deviation Determination Chart for all
jand use types approved in the development. If no change is proposed or
has occurred, indicate no change.

See Substantial Deviation Determination Chart attached hereto as Exhibit C.

List all the dates and resolution numbers (or other appropriate
identification numbers) of all modifications or amendments to the originally
approved DRI development order that have been adopted by the local
government, and provide a brief description of the previous changes (i.e.,
any information not already addressed in the Substantial Deviation
Determination Chart).

The original approved Tampa Bay Center DRI Development Order and five (5)
amendments thereto are summarized as follows:
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On March 5, 1974, Resolution No. 4108-F (the "Development Order") approved a
regional shopping center on an 83 acre site at the southeast corner of North
Himes Avenue and West Buffalo Avenue (now known as Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr. Blvd.). The approved shopping center was comprised of approximately
840,000 square feet of gross leasable area (GLA). The approved project
proposed approximately 4,650 parking spaces.

On September 30, 1975, Resolution No. 7658-F (the "First Amendment") clarified
certain conditions contained in Resolution No. 4108-F relating to transportation
improvements and modifications to coincide with the project's development.

On May 11, 1978, Ordinance No. 6935-A (the "Second Amendment") approved
an increase in the total gross leasable area to 887,000 square feet GLA of retail.

On June 12, 1979, Resolution No. 5445-G (the "Third Amendment") approved an
increase in the number of on-site parking spaces to 5,102.

On November 30, 1989, Ordinance No. 89-297 denied the requested Fourth
Amendment to the Development Order that proposed an entrance/exit onto
MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the property. This proposed
change was denied because it did not "... promote the general health, safety and
welfare of the residents in the neighborhoods to the east and south of the
proposed entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue."

On August 22, 2002, Ordinance No. 2002-179 (the “Fourth Amendment”)
approved an "Alternate Development Scenario” as an approved choice of
development scenarios for the Tampa Bay Center DRI, which Alternate
Development Scenario provided that the existing mall structure would be
demolished and the overall square footage reduced by 110,500 square feet GLA
to an approved total of 776,500 square feet GLA of retail and 4,500 parking
spaces as shown on Map H — Master Plan for the Alternative Development
Scenario. The Alternate Development Scenario also had a build-out date of
December 31, 2012, and an expiration date of December 31, 2017. Additionally,
the number and location of access points and median openings for the Alternate
Development Scenario were limited to those as shown on adopted Map "H".
Finally, a corrected legal description was adopted for the entire Tampa Bay
Center site.

On September 20, 2004, Ordinance No. 2004-215 (the “Fifth Amendment”)
approved utilization of a trade-off mechanism with a multiplication factor of
1.4449 for converiing approved retail square footage to office square; and
approves a second alternate development scenario (‘Alternate Development
Scenario #2") allowing 776,500 square feet of retail (or the equivalent square
footage of office utilizing the trade-off mechanism) and 5,000 parking spaces.
‘The Alternate Development Scenario #2 also had a build-out date of December
31, 2012, and an expiration date of December 31, 2017. Additionally, the
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10.

number and location of access points and median openings for the Alternate
Development Scenario were limited to those as shown on adopted Map "H-2".

Has there been a change in focal government jurisdiction for any portion of
the development since the last approval or development order was issued?
If so, has the annexing local government adopted a new DRI development
order for the project?

No.

Describe any lands purchased or optioned within Vs mile of the original DRI
site subsequent to the original approval or issuance of the DRI
development order. Identify such land, its size, intended use, and adjacent
non-project land uses within 1 mile on a project master site plan or other
map.

Not applicable.

Indicate if the proposed change is less than 40% (cumulatively with other
previous changes) of any of the criteria listed in Paragraph 380.06(19)(b),
Florida Statutes.

Not applicable.

Do you believe this notification of change proposes a change which meets
the criteria of Subparagraph 380.06(19)(e)2., F.S.

YES NO X

L
Does the proposed change result in a change to the build-out date or any

phasing date of the project? If so, indicate the proposed new build-out or
phasing dates.

This proposed change will not change the build-out date or any phasing date of
the project.

However, on February 10, 2009, the owners of the subject project requested

confirmation from the City of Tampa that the automatic three (3) year extension
of any DRI phasing, build-out and expiration dates as provided in House Bill 7203
adopted by the Florida Legislature in 2007 for any DRI under active construction
as of July 1, 2007, applies to the Tampa Bay Center DRI The automatic
extension provided by the Florida Legislature in House Bill 7203 extends the
build-out date for this DRI from December 31, 2012, to December 31, 2015, and
the expiration date is likewise extended from December 31, 2017, to December
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31, 2020.

11.  Will the proposed change require an amendment to the local government
comprehensive plan?

No.

Provide the following for incorporation into such an amended development order,
pursuant to Subsections 380.06 (15), F.S., and 9J-2.025, Elorida Administrative
Code:

12.  An updated master site plan or other map of the development portraying
and distinguishing the proposed changes to the previously approved DRI
or development order conditions.

No change is proposed o either Map H-1, depicting “Alternative Development
Scenario No. 17, or Map H-2, depicting “Alternative Development Scenario No. 2"
(as those terms are defined in the current DRI Development Order for the Tampa
Bay Center DRI).

Map H-3 attached to the current Development Order for the Tampa Bay Center
DRI depicting “Alternative Development Scenario No. 2" with the training facility
also remains unchanged. However, as part of this NOPC, we are proposing to
add an aerial sketch of the subject property depicting the areas of the site that
may be used in connection with the summer training camp, including vehicular
access points, parking areas, general public area for bleacher seating
(approximately 4,000 seats), food and beverage sales, merchandise sales and
restrooms. This Summer Training Camp Aerial Sketch is aftached hereto as
Exhibit A and is incorporated herein by this reference.

13. Pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19)(f), F.S., include the precise language
that is being proposed to be deleted or added as an amendment to the
development order. This language should address and quantify:

a.  All proposed specific changes to the nature, phasing, and build-out
date of the development; to development order conditions and
requirements; fto commitments and representations  in the
Application for Development Approval; to the acreage attributable to
each described proposed change of land use, open space, areas for
preservation, green belts; to structures or to other improvements
including locations, square footage, number of units; and other
major characteristics or components of the proposed change;

See enclosed draft Development Order attached hereto as Exhibit D.




An updated legal description of the property, if any project acreage
is/lhas been added or deleted to the previously approved plan of
development;

No change is proposed.

A proposed amended development order deadline for commencing
physical development of the proposed changes, if applicable;

No change is proposed.

A proposed amended development order termination date that
reasonably reflects the time required to complete the development;

The termination date in the existing DRI Development Order for the
Tampa Bay Center DRI has been extended from December 31, 2017, to
December 31, 2020, by virtue of House Bill 7203 enacted by the Florida
Legislature in 2007 (see response {0 Question No. 10 above). No further
change in the termination date of this DRI is being requested as a result of
this proposed change.

A proposed amended development order date until which the local
government agrees that the changes to the DRI shall not be subject
to down-zoning, unit density reduction, or intensity reduction, if
applicable; and

No change is proposed.

Proposed amended development order specifications for the annual
report, including the date of submission, contents, and parties to
whom the report is submitted as specified in Subsection 9J-2.025 (7),
F.A.C.

No change is proposed.
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SCHEDULE OF EXHIBITS

NAME OF DOCUMENT

summer Training Camp Aerial Sketch
summer Training Camp Transportation Analysis
Substantial Deviation Determination Chart

Draft Development Order

EXHIBIT
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VIP/Family Area
seating
(Approx. 400 seats)

EXHIBIT A
TO NOPC

| e v wassens

General Public
Total Parking
Approx. 2500 spots available

R

General Public area for bleacher
seating, food/beverage sales,
merchandise sales, and restrooms.
(Seating for approx. 4,000)

VIP/Family
Parking

General Public Parking
Entrance/Exit
off Himes Ave.

General Public Parking
Exit #2
off Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.
if needed
(VIP/Family, Media Entrance/Exit)

Entrance/Exit
for coaches, players, and staff

VIP/Family
Overflow Parking

Certified as true
and correct copy




Kimley-Horn
and Assaciates, Inc.

H
9 Suite 300
March:26, 2009 10117 Princess Palm Avenue
Tampa, Florida
Mr. John Meyer, DRI Coordinator 33810-8300

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
4000 Gateway Centre Boulevard, Suite 100
Pinellas Park, Florida 33782

Re:  Tampa Bay Center DRI (#16)
Notice of Proposed Change (NOPC)
Transportation Impact Analysis

Dear Mr. Meyer:

Pursuant to the February 19, 2009 submitted study methodology which was
accepted on March 4, 2009, please find the following transportation impact and
operational analysis for your review. The approved study methodology and
corresponding Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC) acceptance e-
mail is attached.

Project Description

The Tampa Bay Center DRI (#16) is located in the City of Tampa, in the
southeast quadrant of the Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (State Road 574) &
Himes Avenue intersection. The general site location is shown in Figure 1.

Construction of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate Headquarters and Training
Facility was completed in 2007 and is currently used for the Tampa Bay
Buccaneers regular season training which is not open to the public. As required
in the current Development Order, this NOPC is being filed in order to allow the
public to attend the Tampa Bay Buccaneers annual Summer Training Camp.
Summer Training Camp may be held for up to 25 days from late July to the
middle of August on the site. Practices are planned to occur up to twice daily for
a total of approximately four (4) to six (6) hours a day.

For the past four (4) years, the Buccaneers have held their Summer Training
Camp in Orlando. Given this will be the first year the Summer Training Camp
will be held at the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Training Facility, and given the
Facility has resources and accommodations that have never been available to
them in the past, the Buccaneers desire some flexibility as to the days and times
during which the summer practices will be held. In the past, the typical moming
practices occurred from approximately 8:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. and afternoon
practices from approximately 2:45 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. For the proposed Summer
Training Camp, some days there may be two practices open to the public and
other days there may only be one, and occasionally practices may be held in the
evening (i.e. after 6:00 p.m.). Based upon this information and the Buccaneers’
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Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc. Mr. John Meyer, March 26, 2009, Page 2

desire to have flexibility as to when its practices are conducted, it was determined
that the analysis would address site ingress during the highest hour of the a.m.
peak period (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and site cgress during the highest hour of the
p.m. peak period (4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.).

Public access to the site is proposed through two driveways. General public
access to Summer Training Camp practices will be provided through the Himes
Avenue & Tampa Bay Center Driveway intersection. Media and invited guest
(VIP) access will be provided through the Dr. Martin Luther King Ir. Boulevard
& Tampa Bay Center (West) Driveway.

Trip Generation )

Trip generation for the proposed Summer Training Camp practices werc
estimated during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours based upon the following
assumptions as originally presented and defined in the approved methodology:

o  Bleacher capacity of 1,000 persons
o  Vehicle occupancy rate of 3.0 persons per vehicle

However, although the approved methodology assumed a bleacher capacity for
up to 1,000 persons, revisions to the bleacher design layout may allow a bleacher
capacity of up to 4,000 persons in order to accommodate the positive public
response to the announcement of Summer Training Camp at the new Facility.
Public attendance figures for the past four years at the Buccaneers Summer
Training Camp held in Orlando have ranged from an average of 850 to 1,450
persons per day. The current analysis was conducted in a conservative fashion
and assumed traffic impacts for an average attendance of 3,000 persons, which
assumes more than twice the number of persons attending on an average
weckday as compared to historic information.

Based upon the assumption of 3,000 persons, it is estimated that a total of 1,000
vehicles in the peak hour could be associated with the proposed Summer
Training Camp practices. Again, using conservative assumptions, the analysis
assumed all vehicles enter into the site during the a.m. peak hour and all vehicles
exiting the site during the p.m. peak hour.

Trip Distribution

Trip distribution was estimated based upon existing count data obtained during
the a.m. and p.m. peak hours on Himes Avenue and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard. Reviewing the traffic count data, the following trip distribution was
assumed for both the a.m. and p.m. peak hour analyses:

Direction Distribution
o East on Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard 28%
o  West on Dr. Martin Luther King Ir. Boulevard 26%
o North on Himes Avenue 23%
e South on Himes Avenue 23%
[r———
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Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc. M. John Meyer, March 26, 2009, Page 3

This distribution was applied scparately to both the general public and media/VIP
access driveways based upon the following assumptions:

AM PM
Period Period
Intersection (Ingress) (Egress)
o Himes Avenue & Tampa Bay Center Driveway 90% 50%
o  Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard &
Tampa Bay Center (West) Driveway 10% 50%

As shown above, media/VIP traffic is assumed to account for ten (10) percent of
the total traffic impacts and will be the only vehicles to utilize the Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard & Tampa Bay Center (West) Driveway during the
a.m. peak hour. During the p.m. peak hour, it was anticipated that all vehicles
will distribute through the two driveways equally.

Existing Conditions

Vehicle turning movement volume counts were collected during the a.m. peak
period (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and p.m. peak-hour period (4:00 p.m. to 6:00
p.m.) on February 24, 2009 at the Himes Avenue & Tampa Bay Center Driveway
intersection and on March 12, 2009 at the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
& Tampa Bay Center (West) Driveway intersection. The raw counts and signal
timings are attached.

Vehicle turning movement counts at the study intersections were modified to
reflect peak-season conditions. This modification was performed using FDOT
weekly adjustment factors for Hillsborough County. The adjustment factor and
existing peak-season traffic volumes are provided in the attached turning
movement volume worksheets. The 2009 existing a.m. and p.m. peak-season
traffic volumes are summarized in Figure 2 and Figure 3, respectively.

Intersection Analysis

Intersection analyses were conducted at the Himes Avenue & Tampa Bay Center
Driveway intersection and the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard & Tampa
Bay Center (West) Driveway intersection for existing conditions during the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours, respectively. Intersection analyses were conducted using

the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) module of the Synchro software.

Future (Total Traffic) conditions were determined by adding anticipated traftic
volumes associated with the proposed Summer Training Camp practices to
existing volumes. This analysis was completed to determine if anticipated future
traffic volumes can be accommodated with the existing signal control or if a
traffic control officer or some other form of traffic control would be required.

Based upon the analysis, both study driveways/intersections are anticipated to
operate at an acceplable level of service in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. No
geometric changes are required for either intersection. The Himes Avenue site
driveway approach currently operates at LOS E in the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.
Future driveways conditions at the Himes Avenue and Tampa Bay Center (West)
driveways are expected to have similar delays_with the Buccaneers Summer
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Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc. Mr. John Meyer, March 26, 2009, Page 4

Training Camp practices. Table 1 and Table 2 summarize the anticipated levels
of service for both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, respectively.

TABLE 1
AM Peak Hour Intersections Conditions
. Adapted | Tnterseetign Approach LOS
 Intersection | ros Los | wm | sp | ©B | WB
o8 Himes Avenue & D 4 A % i E
E E Tampa Bay Center
___——/——_—— k= ;.
> Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. BL i
> ;
5| & Tampa Bay Center (West) b g Al B ALA
Himes Avenue & .
2 ('E) Tampa Bay Center ' B g B £ ) E
= | - — — . .
2 é Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl
= - gJr. bl
| & Tampa Bay Center (West) o & - L & A
Notes: ! Includes signal timing adjustments
TABLE 2
PM Peak Hour Intersections Conditions
Adopted | Intersection Approaﬁli LOS =
Intersection .. 08 LOS | N | SB. | ED
oo Himes Avenue & ' D ' A A % ) E
E E Tampa Bay Center
w | SAMPADRLSREE e
w i .
o Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. BL
& é & Tampa Bay Center (West) 7 D _ A . & B & A&
Himes Avenue & T .
=3 E Tampa Bay Center ! y B e ¢ B B ) B
H — . !  ——
O 5 | Dr. Martin Luther Ki
= r. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl
| & Tampa Bay Center (West) ; b e E D G B

Notess | Includes signal timing adjustments
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| - F Kimley-Horn
B/  and Associates, Inc. Mr. John Meyer, March 26, 2009, Page 5

Conclusion

Based upon this transportation analysis, only signal timing changes are required
at the study driveway intersections to accommodate the anticipated traffic
impacts associated with the proposed annual Summer Training Camp practices.
If in-field traffic operations in the future show the need for additional control, it
may be mandated that traffic control (i.e. police officer) be provided by the
Tampa Bay Buccaneers during the proposed hours of summer camp practices. In
addition, if a training camp practice is anticipated to occur during evening hours
(i.e. after 6:00 p.m.), traffic control (i.e. police officer) will be provided at both
driveways.

If you have any additional questions, please call at (813) 620-1460.
Very Truly Yours,

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

N\

Y T 1
Christopher C. Hatton, P.E. IPau‘ick O’Connor, P.E.
Senior Vice-President Project Manager

PMO/sdm
Enclosures

Copy to:  Susan Johnson, City of Tampa
Joe Zambito, Hillsborough County MPO
Charles White, Hillsborough County Planning & Growth Management
Les Weakland, Hartline
Bernard Piawah, FDCA
Kent Fast, FDOT
Domingo Noriega, URS

KATAM_TPTOW48773 - Bucs\Correspondence\NOPC report\Meyer 032609.doc

P
sor 130 48 iyug
A0 farrapt pam
4l COIracT conv

e SV

————




Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc.

February 19, 2009 o
Suite 300
. 10117 P Im Aven
M. John Meyer, DRI Coordinator Ta:npaf,)gllcf?;: S
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council 336106300

4000 Gateway Cenltre Boulevard, Suite 100
Pinellas Park, Florida 33782

Re: Tampa Bay Center DRI, #16, Hillsborough County
Notice of Proposed Change (NOPC) Methodology Statement
Information

Dear Mr. Meyer:

Enclosed are three copies of the NOPC Methodology Statement for the Tampa Bay
Center DRI, # 16, located in the City of Tampa.

Sincerely,

I?rlTVllLEY—HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
?

Patri

. O’Connor, P.E.
Project Manager
PMO/smep
Enclosures

Copy to:  Susan Johnson, Cityof Tampa (3) Copies
Joe Zambito, Hillsborough County MPO
Charles White, Hillsborough County Planning & Growth Management
Les Weakland, Hartline
Bernard, Piawah, FDCA
Kent Fast, FDOT
Domingo Noriega, URS

KATAM_TPTO\048773 - Bucs\Correspondence\Meyer_NOPC_meth.021909.doc
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TAMPA BAY CENTER, DRI #16
City of Tampa, Florida

NOTICE OF PROPOSED CHANGE
February 19, 2009

TRANSPORTATION METHODOLOGY
INTRODUCTION

The Tampa Bay Center DRI, #16, is located in the City of Tampa, in the southeast corner of the Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard (State Road 574) & Himes Avenue intersection. The Tampa Bay Center DRI
is an 83 acre (+/-) development and the original Development Order was adopted in 1974. The
Development Order has been amended a total of six times, with the latest occuiring on September 21,
2004 (Resolution 2004-215), which allowed for the construction of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate
Headquarters Facility.

Specifically, the latest approved Development Order consists of adding Office as an approved land use;
authorizes and approves utilization of a trade-off mechanism to allow the conversion of approved retail
square footage to office square footage; and approves a second alternate development scenario to provide
another alternative to the currently approved development scenario at the time of development. The
current DRI buildout approval does not expire until December 31, 2012, and the Development Order does
not expire until December 31, 2017.

NOPC OBJECTIVE

The Tampa Bay Buccaneers wish to conduct their annual summer training camp at the Corporate
Headquarters location where they currently conduct their regular season training. The primary difference
is that the regular season training is not open to the public and the annual summer training camp will be
open to the public and should be considered a temporary use. As stated in Section 3f of Resolution 2004-
215;

“If in the future the annual summer training camp is proposed to be open to the public, then the
Developer shall file a Notice of Proposed Change to amend this Development Order to analyze
the impacts (if any) of such a change.”

The objective of this NOPC will be to analyze the impacts of holding the summer training camp at the
Corporate Headquarters, specifically the impacts of having practices open to the public. Based upon
discussions with the Tampa Bay Buccaneers, practices are anticipated to occur twice daily for a total of
approximately four hours a day. Summer training camp will be conducted daily from the end of July to
the middle of August (approximately 23 days).

The public will access the development from Himes Avenue and Martin Luther King (MLK), Jr.
Boulevard through existing (Tampa Bay Center Driveway and One Buc Place) driveways (both currently
signalized) and park on the west side of the practice field, where paved parking areas exists.
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From: OConnor, Patrick

Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 1:38 PM

To: Troemel, David

Subject: FW: Tampa Bay Center DRI #16 NOPC Methodology -- Addendum
See below.

PATRICK M. O'CoNNOR, F.E. (FL)
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

(P) 813.620.1460
(F) 813.620.1542

From: John Mevyer [mailto:johnm@tbrpc.org]

Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 9:56 AM

To: Gina Grimes

Cc: OConnor, Patrick; Hatton, Christopher; kent.fast@dot.state.fl.us; Charles White; patrickj@hillsboroughcounty.org;
susan.johnson@tampagov.net; Pessaro, Brian

Subject: RE: Tampa Bay Center DRI #16 NOPC Methodology -- Addendum

Folks:

Having previously received written acknowledgement of acceptance of the Tampa Bay Center
Methodology from Florida Department of Transportation and Hillsborough County, the staff of
the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council will accept the Methodology as proposed.

Please include proposed Development Order Conditions within the NOPC application restricting
the frequency (in terms of # and/or dates) of the practices that are open to the public and
limitations on the hours of such events.

If you should have any question(s), please do not hesitate to contact me.

John M. Meyer

DRI, LEPC and IC&R Coordinator

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
4000 Gateway Centre Blvd., Suite 100
Pinellas Park, FL 33782

Phone - 727/570-5151 ext. 29

FAX -727/570-5118

www.tbrpc.org

From: Gina Grimes [mailto:GGrimes@hthaw.com]
sent: Monday, February 23, 2009 4:48 PM
To: John Meyer _—




Cc: patrick.oconnor@kirn!ey-hom.com : Christopher. Hatton@kimley-horn.com
Subject: RE: Tampa Bay Center DRI # 16 NOPC Methodology -- Addendum

John,

We understand your concern about setting a precedent... and any assistance you can provide re the timing will be
appreciated!

Thanks,
Gina

From: John Meyer [mailto:johnm@tbrpc.org]

Sent: Friday, February 20, 2009 8:06 AM

To: patrick.oconnor@kimley-horn.com

Cc: susan.johnson@tampagov.net; kent.fast@DOT.state.fl.us; whitece@hillsboroughcounty.org;
Domingo_Noriega@URSCorp.com; Christopher.Hatton@kimley—horn.com; Gina Grimes; bford@buccaneers.nfl.com;
zambitoj@plancom.org; weaklandl@gohart.org; Bernard.piawah@dca.state.fl.us

Subject: RE: Tampa Bay Center DRI #16 NOPC Methodology -- Addendum

Patrick:

Per our prior discussions, | do not recall agreeing to any specific period of time in which

to review your draft Methodology Statement and provide comment(s), as may he appropriate.
While | agree in the importance of establishing a time frame for review, | think the requested
for review of the initial Methodology Statement of two-weeks is too short and not a precedence
[ would like to establish. | would alternatively request that the designated review period for the
initial Methodology be extended to Friday, March 13th. Any thoughts?

John M. Meyer

DRI, LEPC and IC&R Coordinator

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
4000 Gateway Centre Blvd., Suite 100
pinellas Park, FL 33782

Phone - 727/570-5151 ext. 29

FAX -727/570-5118

www.tbrpe.org

From: patrick.oconnor@kimley—horn.com [mailto:patric:k.oconnor@kimley-horn.com]

Sent: Thursday, February 19, 2009 4:52 PM

To: John Meyer

Cc: susan.johnson@tampagov.net; kent.fast@DOT.state.fl.us; whitece@hillsboroughcounty.org;
Domingo_Noriega@URSCorp.com; Christopher.Hatton@kimley-horn.com; GGrimes@hwhlaw.com;
bford@buccaneers.nfl.com; zambitoj@plancom.org; weaklandl@gohart.org; Bernard.piawah@dca.state.fl.us
Subject: RE: Tampa Bay Center DRI #16 NOPC Methodology -- Addendum

It was incorrectly stated in the methodology that March 5, 2009 is a Wednesday. The date referenced is correct,
however, March 5, 2009 is actually Thursday. |apologize for this error.

T med s ae |
2 i LSrtinled as s |

NG CoITact SCAy - I




PATRIGK M. D'CONNOR, P.E. (FL)
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

(P) 813.620.1460
(F) 813.620.1542

From: OConnor, Patrick

Sent: Thursday, February 19, 2009 4:40 PM
To: 'johnm@tbrpc.org’

Cc: susan.johnson@tampagov.net; kent.fast@DOT.state.fl.us; '‘whitece@hillsboroughcounty.org';
Domingo_Noriega@URSCorp.com; Hatton, Christopher; Gina Grimes; 'Ford, Brian'; 'zambitoj@plancom.org;
'weaklandl@gohart.org’; 'Bernard.piawah@dca.state.fl.us'

Subject: Tampa Bay Center DRI #16 NOPC Methodology

John-
Please find attached the NOPC methodology statement for the Tampa Bay Center DRI #16. Hard copies have been sent

to individuals listed below as indicated by you.

Thank you,
Patrick O’Connor

John Meyer, TBRPC (3 COPIES)

susan Johnson, City of Tampa (3 COPIES)

Joe Zambito, Hills. County MPO

Charles White, Hills. County Planning & Growth Mngmt.
Les Weakland, HARTLINE

Bernard Piawah, FDCA

Kent Fast, FDOT

Domingo Noriega, URS

PATRICK M. O'CONNOR, P.E. (FL)
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

10117 Princess Palm Avenue, Suite 300
Tampa, Florida 33610

(P) 813.620.1460
(F) 813.620.1542
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2009 Existing AM Peak Hour Conditions
1: Tampa Bay Center & Himes Avenue

{‘\Tﬁ*\a&

EL =g e T e Zrand,

Lane Conflgurahons wY 7 4 i ¥ A
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 097 1.00 095 100 1.00 0.95
Frt 100 085 1.00 085 100 1.00
Flt Protected 0.95 100 100 100 095 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 3539 1583 1770 3539
Flt Permitted 095 100 100 100 029 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 3433 1583 3539 1583 538 3539
Volume (vph) 7 8 834 4 15 1074
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.89  0.89 080 089 089 0.89
Adj. Flow (vph) 8 9 937 4 17 1207

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 9 0 0 0 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 8 0 937 4 17 1207

Turn Type Perm Free pm+pt
Protected Phases 4 6 5 2
Permitted Phases 4 Free 2

Actuated Green, G (s) 3.7 37 138.8 160.0 146.8 146.8
Effective Green, g (s) 4.2 42 139.8 160.0 147.8 1478

Actuated g/C Ratio 0.03 003 087 1.00 092 092
Clearance Time (s) 45 45 50 50 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 30 30 20 30
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 90 42 3092 1583 528 3269
v/s Ratio Prot c0.00 0.26 0.00 c0:34
v/s Ratio Perm 0.00 0.00 0.03 _
v/c Ratio 0.09 0.01 030 0:00 003 =087
Uniform Delay, d1 760 759 17 00 07 07
Progression Factor 4,00 - 1.00 - 1.60 - 1.00 1.00.  1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 04 01 03 00 00 03
Delay (s) 165 R 520800 2 R
Level of Service E A

Approach Delay (s) R oA T

Approach LOS E A

HCM Average Control Delay = 20

HCM:Volume to Capacity ratio. - 0:86: g

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 160.0 8.0

Intersection Capacity Utilization- 40.6% A

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ -Critical Lane Group. - - . Taemed

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 3/23/2009
rm-“'ﬁ ' Page 1

Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc. Sertfiap as ru2
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2009 Existing AM Peak Hour Conditions
2 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl & Tampa Bay Center (West)

VR U N A

Lane Conﬁguranons LT % 4h P\
[deal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 0.95 1.00 1.00
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.85
Flt Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 3486 1770 1583
Flt Permitted 0.20 1.00 1.00 0.76 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 366 3539 3486 1410 1583
Volume (vph) 182 1025 0 0 966 108 0 0 0 9 0 15
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.95 0.95 005 095 095 095 095 095 095 0.95 095 095
Adj. Flow (vph) 192 1079 0 0 1017 114 0 0 0 9 0 16
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0o 13
Lane Group Flow (vph) 192 1079 0 0 1127 0 0 0 o 0 - 9. 3
Turn Type pm-+pt Free pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm
Protected Phases 1 6 5 2 4 8
Permitted Phases 6 Free 2 4 4 8 8
Actuated Green, G (s) 123.4 123.4 109.1 270 27.0
Effective Green, g (s) 124.0 124.0 109.7 28.0 28.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.78 0.78 0.69 -0:18 - 0:18
Clearance Time (s) 5.4 4.6 4.6 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 2.0 3.0 ) 30 . ) i F 3.0 30
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 374 2743 2390 247 277
v/s Ratio Prot ¢0.03 0.30 0.32 :
v/s Ratio Perm c0.36 c0.01 0.00
v/c Ratio 0.51 0.39 i 0.47 . - 0.04 0.01
Uniform Delay, d1 78 58 1.7 54.8 545
Progression Factor 1.00 100 = - 0.45 e o S i 10 S 411
Incremental Delay, d2 0.5 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.1
Delay (s) A SR E e e e LT 554 -.54.6
Level of Service A A A _ E D
Approach Delay (s) T e MR IR - N e : 54.8

D

Approach LOS A A

HCM AVerage Control Delay HCM Level o A

HEM Volume to Capacity ratio 042

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 160. OA Sum of |ost hme (s) 8.0
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56:6%  ICU Levelof Seivice - - . B
Analy5|s Period (min) 15

¢.. Critical Lane Group-- ST

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 3/23/2009
T Page 2

‘ed as - ue |
{_"1'r P
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Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc.



{: Tampa Bay Center & Himes Avenue

2009 Existing PM Peak Hour Conditions

-

K

f

VR

Lane Configurations wR A if L
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1800
Total Lost time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 097 100 095 100 100 095
Frt 100 085 1.00 085 1.00 1.00
Flt Protected 095 100 1.00 100 095 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 3539 1583 1770 3539
Fit Permitted 095 1.00 1.00 1.00 023 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 3433 1583 3539 1583 431 3539
Volume (vph) 11 9 1100 11 12 976
Peak-hour factor, PHF 097 097 0.97 0.97 097 097
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 9 1134 11 12 1006
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 9 0 0 0 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 11 0 1134 11 12 1006
Turn Type Perm Free pm+pt
Protected Phases 4 6 5 2
Permitted Phases 4 Free 2
Actuated Green, G (s) 37 3.7 119.8 140.0 126.8 126.8
Effective Green, g (s) 4.2 42 120.8 140.0 1278 127.8
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.03 0.03 0.8 1.00 0:91 091
Clearance Time (s) 4.5 4.5 5.0 50 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 30.:730 .30 20 .30
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 103 47 3054 1583 422 3231
v/s Ratio Prot ¢0.00. c0.32 0.00 c0.28
v/s Ratio Perm 0.00 0.01 003
v/¢ Ratio 041 001 037 001 003" 0:31
Uniform Delay, d1 66.1 659 1.9 0.0 0.9 0.7
Progression Factor ~1.00- 1.00 1.00 1.00. - 1.00. - 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3
Delay:(s) ' “66:5 65.9 2.3 00 .09 10 -
Level of Service E E A
Abproach Delay (s) — :66.3- 2.3

A

Approach LOS E

Average Control Delay_ _

HCM Volume to Capacity atio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

Intersection Capacity Utilization. -~ N

Analysis Period (min)
¢ - Critical Lane Group- =

HCM Level of _

Sum of Iost time (s) ” 120

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc.

IGU Level of Service ~ + - R
3/24/2009
T Page 1
Seriifiea s s |
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2009 Existing PM Peak Hour Conditions
9- Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl & Tampa Bay Center (West)

N R U N I

Lane Conflguratlons ¥ M i % 4b ) i g

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 095 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00
Frt 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85
Flt Protected 095 1.00 095 1.00 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1770 3527 1770 1583
Fit Permitted 0.17 1.00 0.26 1.00 _ 0.76 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 318 3539 487 3527 1410 1583
Volume (vph) 11 962 0 13 1262 31 0 0 0 109 0 120
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.96 0.96 0.96 096 096 096 096 096 096 0.96 0.96 0.96
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 1002 0 14 1315 32 0 0 0o 114 0 126
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 106
Lane Group Flow (vph) 11 1002 0 14 1346 0 0 0. 0 0 114 19
Turn Type pm-+pt Free pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm
Protected Phases 1 6 5 2 4 8
Permitted Phases 6 Free 2 4 4 8 _ 8
Actuated Green, G (s) 109.2 107.2 109.2  107.2 158 15.8
Effective Green, g (s) 111.2 107.8 111.2 107.8 16.8 16.8
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.79  0.77 0:79 077 S 0.12 0.12
Clearance Time (s) 5.4 4.6 5.4 4.6 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 2.0, ..3.0 - 20 30 i 3.0 3.0
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 288 272_5 418 2716 169 190
v/s Ratio Prot ¢0.00 0.28 -0.00 ¢0.38 ' e

v/s Ratio Perm 0.03 0.03 c0.08 0.01
v/c Ratio 0.04 037 0.03 0.50 LR 0.67 0.10
Uniform Delay, d1 40 52 33 6.0 59.0 54.9
Progression Factor 1:00: 4300 .- 0.89.-:0.61 . Sepdhae - ~1.00  1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.6 10.2 0.2
Delay (s) 1 “BBY P ER. I - : 69.1  55.1
Level of Service A A A A _ E E
Approach Delay (s) e T 1 A2 =0 ' - G185

Approach LOS A A A E

HCM Average Contro1 D ay HCM Level of Serwce

HCM Volume to Capacity ratio N i
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 140.0 Sum of lost time (s) 12.0
Intersection Capacity Utilization - 50.9% iCU-Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) _ 15
¢ . Critical Lane Group- SR ¢ h S

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis ;%w.m_,w_m_ 3/24/2009
T — Page 2
‘3
Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc. - : '“!CCJ P% Fle 7



2009 Total Traffic AM Peak Hour Conditions
1: Tampa Bay Center & Himes Avenue

PRI V.

ane Conflguratlons %% it l ‘1“ i % M

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 097 100 095 100 1.00 095
Frt 100 085 100 085 100 100
FIt Protected 095 100 1.00 1.00 095 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 3539 1583 1770 3539
FIt Permitted 095 1.00 100 1.00 022 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 3433 1583 3539 1583 412 3539
Volume (vph) 7 g 857 211 708 1074
Peak-hour factor, PHF  0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89
Adj. Flow (vph) 8 9 963 237 796 1207

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 9 0 0 0 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 8 0 963 237 796 1207

Turn Type Perm Free pm+pt
Protected Phases 4 6 5 2
Permitted Phases 4 Free 2

Actuated Green, G (s) 37 37 942 160.0 146.8 146.8
Effective Green, g (s) 4.2 42 952 160.0 147.8 147.8

Actuated g/C Ratio 003 003 060 -1.00 092 - 092
Clearance Time (s) 4.5 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vélhicle Extension (s) 3.0 30 30 - 20 30
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 90 42 2106 1583 793 3269

v/s Ratio Prot 0.00 0.27 -~ _ ¢0.30 0.34

v/s Ratio Perm 0.00 c0.15 ¢0.62

v/c Ratio 0.09 0:01 046 0.15 4100 - 0:37
Uniform Delay, d1 76.0 759 180 0.0 321 0.7
Progression Factor 400, 4:00_-°1.00 - 1.00~ {00  1.00 -
Incremental Delay, d2 0.4 0.1 0.7 02 329 0.3
Deiay (s) 76507769 187 202 1649 & i B0 B
Level of Service E  E B A E A
Approach Delay (s) 162 P R ' PB4

Approach LOS E B G

225

HEM Volume to Capacity-ratio =085
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 160.0 Sum of los 4.0
intersection Capacity Utilization: 774% . 1GU Level of Serv. S e
Analysis Period (min) 15
& Critical Lane Group:: Sow g olindts o
HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 3/24/2009
s L Page 1
Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc. A et i Ty
s uf '_ (_‘ 3 G , i f-“ I
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2009 Total Traffic AM Peak Hour Conditions
9 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl & Tampa Bay Center (West)

f—*w(*“‘—‘k*’\‘i‘ﬁ\w&-«/

" fr W My

Lane Configuratlons " 4 it

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (8) 4.0 4.0 40 40 40 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 100 095 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00
Frt 100 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.85
Flt Protected 095 100 1.00 095 100 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3496 1770 1583
Flt Permitted 013 1.00 1.00 0.24 1.00 0.76 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 242 3539 1583 456 3496 1410 1583
Volume (vph) 182 1025 72 28 1218 108 0 0 0 9 0 15
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.95 0.95 095 095 095 095 095 095 095 0.95 095 095
Adj. Flow (vph) 192 1079 76 29 1282 114 0 0 0 9 0 16
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 13
Lane Group Flow (vph) 192 1079 76 29 1393 0 0 o 0 0 9 3
Turn Type pm+pt Free pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm
Protected Phases 1 6 5 2 4 8
Permitted Phases 6 Free 2 4 4 8 8
Actuated Green, G (s) 1234 115.0 160.0 109.7 106.7 27.0 27.0
Effective Green, g (s) 124.0 115.6 160.0 111.7 107.3 28.0 28.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.78 072 100 070 0.57 - - 018  0.18
Clearance Time (s) 54 4.6 5.4 4.6 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 2.0 - 30 200 .30 . : - . B0ES
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 309 2557 1583 354 2345 247 277
v/s Ratio Prot ¢0.056 0:30 0.00 0.40 ' - 2t
v/s Ratio Perm c0.43 c0.05 0.05 0.01 0.00
vic Ratio 062 042 0.05 008 0.59 T 0.04 0.01
Uniform Delay, d1 13.4 8.9 00 76 144 54.8 54.5
Progression Factor 1.00 °1.00 1.00 052 -0:588 - s el o 4.00 ©1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 2.8 0.5 0.1 0.0 1.0 0.3 0.1
Delay (s) 16,2 =54 .01 40 < SR L g - 551 *54.6
Level of Service B A A A A 7 E D
Approach Delay (s) S -E0:8 SRR ¢ 17 S o ge P B

Approach LOS A A A D

HCM Average Control Delay 9.9 HCM Level of Semce ) A

HCM:Volume to Capacity. ratio = .0.60 CEaERTTT T

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 160.0 Sum of lost tlme (s) 7 4.0

Intersection Capacity Utilization: 65:5% |CU Level of Service c
nalysm Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 3/24/2009
o — Page 2

Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc. .JSI o ag a8y
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2009 Total Traffic PM Peak Hour Conditions

1: Tampa Bay Center & Himes Avenue

‘I“/*\»l

ane Configurations w5 7 M - it ‘« A4

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 097 100 095 100 100 095
Frt 100 085 100 085 100 100
Flt Protected 095 100 1.00 100 095 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 1583 3539 1583 1770 3539
Flt Permitted 095 4100 1.00 1.00 0.18 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 7433 1583 3539 1583 340 3539
Volume (vph) 126 394 1100 11 12 1091
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 097
Adj. Flow (vph) 130 406 1134 11 12 11256
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0o 117 0] 0] 0 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 130 289 1134 11 12 1125
Turn Type Perm Free pm+pt

Protected Phases 4 6 5 2
Permitted Phases 4 Free 2

Actuated Green, G (s) 355 355 879 140.0 95.0 95.0
Effective Green, g (s)  36.0 36.0 889 140.0 96.0 96.0

Actuated g/C Ratio 026 026 064 1.00 0.69 069
Clearance Time (s) 45 45 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 30 30 30 20 3.0
l.ane Grp Cap (vph) 883 407 2247 1583 265 2427
v/s Ratio Prot 0.04 c0.32 0.00 ¢0.32
v/s Ratio Perm c0.18 0.01 0.03

v/c Ratio 0.5 071 050 001 005 046
Uniform Delay, d1 404 472 137 0.0 93 101
Progression Factor 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 0.4 10.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.6
Delay: (s) 405 573 145 0.0 9.3 108
Level of Service D E B A A B
Approach Delay (s) 532 - 144 10.8

Approach LOS D B B

HCM Average Con rol elay ; HCM Level of Service

HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.57 - t g 7
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 140.0 Sum of lost time (s) 12.0
Intersection Capacity. Utilization 61.5% ICU Level of Service B

Analysis Period (min) 15
¢ - Critical Lane Group :

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis _ 3/24/2009
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2009 Total Traffic PM Peak Hour Conditions
9 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Bl & Tampa Bay Center (West)

N O N B I T

£

N b q I

Lane Configurations LT it
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 40 40 4.0
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85
Flt Protected 095 1.00 095 1.00 0.95 1.00 0.95 1.00
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1770 3527 1770 1583 1770 1583
Flt Permitted 0.11  1.00 0.16 1.00 0.65 1.00 0.29 1.00
Satd. Flow (perm) 206 3539 304 3527 1207 1583 546 1583
Volume (vph) 11 1102 0 i3 1262 31 360 0 140 109 0 120
Peak-hour factor, PHF ~ 0.96  0.96 096 096 096 096 096 096 096 0.96 096 096
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 1148 0 14 1315 32 375 0 146 114 0 125
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 88 0 0 75
Lane Group Flow (vph) 11 1148 0 14 1346 0 0 375 58 0 114 50
Turn Type pm+pt Free pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm
Protected Phases 1 6 5 2 4 8
Permitted Phases 6 Free 2 4 4 8 8
Actuated Green, G (s) 80.4 783 80.2 782 447 44.7 447 447
Effective Green, g (s) 824 789 82.2 788 457 456.7 457 45.7
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.59 056 - 0.59 0.56 0.33 0.33 033 0.33
Clearance Time (s) 5.4 4.6 54 46 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Vehicle Extension (s) 200,305 - 20 . 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 160 1994 214 1985 394 517 i78 517
v/s Ratio Prot c0.00 -0:32 - '0.00 ¢0.38
v/s Ratio Perm 0.04 _ 0.04 c0.31 0.04 021 0.03
vlc Ratio 0.07 058 0.07 0.68 0.95 - 0.11 0.64 ~0.10
Uniform Delay, d1 16.7 19.7 147 216 46.1 33.0 40.2 32.8
Progression Factor 1.00. - 1.00 0.65 0,57 1.00- - 1.00 1,00 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 01 12 00 16 329 01 7.6 041
Delay (s) 16.7 ~21.0° 96 140 - 79.0 ~+33.1 ' -47.8.732.9
Level of Service B A B E C D C
Approach Delay (s) AR e 66.1.° - 40,0 -
B E D

Approach LOS

7

HCM Average Control Delay 26.6 HCM Level of Service

HCM Volume to Capacity ratio. - “0.76 AT TR
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 140.0 Sum of lost time (s) 12.0
Intersection Capacity Utilization - L T44% ICU. Level of Service D

Analysis Period (min) 15
¢ . Critical Lane Group. EEME TN

Npatill o e .
Jor U3 38 it

24C SOITSCT Coav

HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 3/24/2009
Page 2
Kimley Horn and Associates, Inc.
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Adeums Traffic, Ince.

P.0. Box 997

Plant City, FL 33564

Tel:(813) 763-7763 Fax:(813) 6569-8688

Turning Movement Count
Field Data Sheet

Date: 0:2/(;1 ‘//c??

Major Street: /74;44&5 ,4/54«45

Minor Street: pﬁf[dbx& La+ A)lcl ){qﬂx

City/County: (s é > /r

Phasing:

3 Cycles Measured;

pa( p)

Intersection Sketch

AUAMS  TRAFE L

Count Times:
Direction:

Direction:

Weather:

P'roject No.. |

AL (436

022

G % ‘/fél,m

N-S
E-W

Clear

Speed Limit. 70 _mph

Speed Limit: _ifﬁ_mﬂ
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MAR-10-2009 TUE 02:12 PN P. 001

City of Tampa Signal Timing Sheet
Section ID: 2407 Computer: -M CCU: 39 DROP 4

Timing Date:  2/10/2009 ~Phasa Date: 8/7/2000  Controller: ~ ECONOLITE

SHOP ID 1560

Intersection:  HIMES and SEARS
Phase Numbers 2 4 5 6
Direction SB wB  SBLT NB
g ——

Minimum Green 10 5 5 10
Wallk 9 4 -— 4
Flash Don't Walk 1 | 18 — 29
Vehicle Extension 3.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
Max. Green | 75 25 10 5
Max. Green |l 130 45 16 130
Yellow Clearance 4.0 3.5 4.0 4,0
All Red Clearance 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Phase Recall MAX — - MAX
Detector Memory - ON - —
Ped. Recall ON . o e ON
Flash Operation YEL RED - YEL
Special Modes and Times of Operations:

suyveillance Times:

Flash Source: C Times: 7-D 23:00 - 04:45

G = Contputer Flash T =Tima ClockiControllor

Special Functions: 1 AFT WB

v
0
" please Implement Within: [w£] 1 Week [ ] 1 Month o —

*UPDATED FDOT CLEARANCES. @5 18 LEADING LEFT."
“SF-1 PLAGES PERMANENT CALL ON W8 PED & PHASE 4.* -
*E.0.C. RESISTOR REQUIRED ON RECEIVE.®

“BACKUP PROTEGTION GROUP 1 -'ON'*
Submitted By: __ G Reviewed By: XS Approved By:

Date: Z=17.- ©9 Date: 2-17-09 Date:

Signal Timing Implemented: [ ] As Sent [ ] With Following Revisions

. Date.
" [ ] Signal Timing Not Implemented ~ Reasort:

Date: By: -

“~ ,..i.'." . vesa i
Jarttied a8 s

31"(“ el a sy e CC']\!
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MAR-\U*?GBQ TUE 02:12 PN

P. 002

CITY OF TAMPA COMPUTER PATTERN SHEET 2407
# 2407 - HIMES & SEARS | EFONOLITE
o o | Aﬁw ﬁIIIi4“ 10 5 5
Timing Date: 10/15/2008 YEL 4 3.5 4
RED 1 1 1
DownLd Date: f WLK 4 4
FDW 29 18
MSX: M CCU: 39 Drop: 4 | D
Min - 60 39 10 11
[ pat [ cve oS NS WB SBLT N
1 Am 0615 - 0900 160 21 || 138 11 1%
2 Am ofE 0900 - 21115 130 33 108 11 1
3  Noon 1115 - 1330 140 40 | 118 11 11
4 Pm off 1330 - 1515 130 33 || 108 11 11
é Pm 1515 — 1830 140 134 || 118 L1 11
6 Evening 1830 - 2200 130 33 || 108 11 11
7 Late 2205 - 0615 100 53 78 11 AT
g Bucs - In 100 86 50 35 15
9 Bujés - Qut 200 43 81 104 1.5
10 120 108 65 3i 24
11 140 21 go 35 25
12 200 43 || 119 48 33
13 WRE Detour MLK (AM) 200 173 115 50 35-
14
15
16 Hurricane mi—;DO %Efﬁ 119 48 33

JF. #1 - AFTER WB TO MAX.

omputer Flagh 23:00 - Q4:45 7days.

.B.C. Day Plan 1: M-Th patk 17

Day Plan 2: Fri patt 1-7 w/5 @ 14:45

Day Plan 3: S-Su patt 7 and

- ot
:l!li.: nr‘ "’-'31"‘" N 3
L Lo LN \JCF::\/
Vo

e

mmtzzﬂlomwrthms

|

e
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3 Phase Centrallerin 3 phase serni-actualed operation, Phases 2 &8
ars CNA. Ped heads and butlons on P4 only. Apply Ped Clr Protect - Cn
and Backup Profection, SBLT is lead left

Sect. [D.# 2407 | j B pg:| 1 of 1
Location: - HIMES / SEARS’ : [Preperedy et [Revieusd by
Beter— 1~ Slgnal Hgad .
40/45/2008 Numbers 2 4 6 ¥il PlPiP| P
Confroller: Econolite 214 ] §
Vehicle  |Flashiog Operafion Y R Y Iy NIA NA| NA
Movements | Phase Interval Display Sequence
1 RW G R R G 6 DWW
i : Clear fo G R R <Y} G DWW
' :‘r g2 @2 8 25 G R R G Dw
. ’ W
i 1
RW G R G G oW
_ Clearto ._ 4 R h Y Dw
H ﬁf @z 24 R R R R Dw
&
&
44 o
? o6
RW R G R R W
Ao Nt Glear Ped R G R R FDW N
. Clear to R Y R R DIy
omd All Other R R R R DW
' L o4
%ﬁ -.lv
b
|
|
| ;
|
Il [ 1
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AGE B2
@3/13/2889 13:57 8136598688 ADNiS FR(\FFIC F’

- Adaws Traffic, Ine \ ertified as true I

'P.O. Box 997 ‘ ; ec [
Plant City, FL 33564 l _ C'RC' correct COD) PrL ject No.: ﬁ)i o2

Tel:(813) 763-7763 Fax:(813) 659-8688

Turning Movement Count
Field Data Sheet

Date: ]\LIOQI Count Times: T Gane % ﬁ['(ap.u
Major Street: Dr. HL \,Q,M f ’Bg,)[{,\kfé Direction: __E-W  Speed Limit: _3§ mph,
Minor Street: ‘C.u,pa /Eaﬁpwt /wesﬂ Direction: N-S Speed Limit: gasrcp mph
City/County: T ‘ -L.Ua\uomu ‘\L\ Weather: CJW
—
Phasing: Tovpe r\ pa
i ﬂDw- =
4
3 Cycles Measured: . :
1511 ) Saplliey) 8- (1 skip) #5121 ) - 8. (1525)

/fr{m)

b (/5 js:a sla?z:-s /3@@»3 241 (C/z'z’)) 3205, gs‘?’)
Intersectlon Sketch (( i V8. 21 (s\ip ) 298(121 337s /‘{ﬂ?)

A
T g .
Ba *'1'"")\ \g-(s t

-—_TDI“ ‘HL\’—\@ + Roulevard




City/County: Tampa/Hillsborough

Turning Movement Count
Adams Traffic, Inc.
(813) 763-7763

File Name : mlk&tampabayparkwest

Weather: Clear Site Code : 00000000
Comments: Start Date : 3/12/2009
Page No :1
e Groups Printed- Passenger Vehicles - Heavy Vehicles - U-Turns
w, | TAMPA BAY PARK (WEST) DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD PARKING LOT mwﬁmmvéﬁ (CLOSED DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD
| 4 Southbound Westbound -l N Eastbound
[ SteriTime | Left [ Thru[ Right: RTOR [App. Total | Left| Thn | Rignt | RTOR | App.Total | Left| Thru| Rignt [ "RTOR [ App. Total ef | 7Thru| Right| RTOR | App. Total | Int. Total|
07-:00 AM 1 0 2 1 4] o 176 ] 0 184 | 0 0 0 0 0 30 223 0 0 253 441
07:15 AM 1 0 1 3 51 0 225 19 0 244 0 0 0 0 0 38 250 0 0 288 537
07:30 AM 3 0 2 1 6! 0 279 27 0 306 0 0 0 0 0 44 269 0 0 313 625
07:45 AM 1 0 0 p. 3| 0 266 26 1 293 0 0 0 0 0 43 249 0 0 292 588
Total 6 0 5 7 18 0 946 80 1 1027 0 0 0 0 o] 155  9e1 0 0 1146| 2181
08:00 AM 1 0 0 5 6 0 233 38 0 271 0 0 0 0 0 45 290 0 0 335 612
08:15 AM 4 0 0 5 9 o 218 19 0 237 0 0 0 0 0 56 249 0 0 305 551
08:30 AM 3 0 1 4 8 0 204 21 2 227 | 0 0 0 0 0 33 256 0 0 289 524
08:45 AM 5 0 0 1 6! 0 208 18 2 228 | 0 0 0 0 0 43 264 0 0 307 541
Total 13 0 1 15 20| 0 863 6 4 963 | 0 0 0 0 0| 177 1058 0 0 1236 | 2228
-+ BREAK ™"
04:00 PM 27 0 9 20 56 0 324 5 0 329 0 0 0 0 0 o 2923 0 0 293 678
04:15 PM 19 0 45 20 54 1 348 2 1 353 0 0 0 0 0 2 198 0 0 200 807
04:30 PM 29 0 20 14 63 ¢ 31 4 0 315 0 0 0 0 0 7 261 0 0 268 646
_0445PM 15 0 15 10 40 4 320 6 0 330 0 0 0 0 0 6 257 0 0 253 633
Total a0 0 59 B4 313 5 1304 17 1 1327 | 0 0 0 0 ol 15 1009 0 0 1024 | 2564
05:00 PM a9 0 27 12 78! 2 204 1 0 297 0 0 0 0 0 3 232 0 0 235 610
05:15 PM 23 0 15 14 521 3 350 10 0 363 0 0 0 0 0 1 258 0 0 257 672
05:30 PM 35 0 15 16 66 4 337 14 1 356 0 0 0 0 0 1 247 0 0 248 670
__ 05:45PM 1 0 8 25 44 | 0 276 7 0 283 0 0 0 0 0 § 252 0 0 258 585
Total 108 ) 85 &7 240 | g 1257 32 1 1299 | a 0 0 0 0 11 987 0 0 988 | 2537
Grand Total 217 o 130 153 500! 14 4370 225 7 4616 0 0 o 0 0| 358 4048 0 0 4404| 9520
Apprch % 434 00 260 306 03 947 49 02 00 00 00 00 81 919 00 00
Total% 23 00 14 18 53| 01 459 24 01 485! 00 00 00 QO 00| 38 425 00 00 46.3
| TAMPA BAY PARK (WEST) DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD PARKING LOT mwﬂmmvéy,« (CLOSED DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD
W , Southbound Westbound N ) Eastbound
| | orthbound
[ SanTme|  Let] Thru! Right| RTOR [App.Total | Left[ Thru [ Right | RIOR | App.Total | _Left| Thou [ Right | RTOR [ App. Total | Let! Thru| Right] RTCR [ App. Total | _Int. Total |
Peak Hour From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Intersection 07:30 AM " .
Volume 9 0 2 13 24 0 9% 110 1 1107 0 0 0 0 ol 188 1057 0 0  1245| 2376
Percert 375 00 83 542 00 900 99 01 00 00 00 00 154 849 00 00
07:30 Volume 3 0 2 1 6 0D 279 27 0 306 0 0 0 0 0 44 2869 0 0 313 625
Peak Factor 0.950
High Int. 08:15 AM 07:30 AM 6:45:00 AM 08:00 AM
Volume 4 0 0 5 9 o 279 27 0 306 0 0 0 0 0 45 290 0 0 335
Peak Factor 0.667 0.604 0.929




Turning Movement Count
Adams Traffic, Inc.

City/County: Tampa/Hillsborough (813) 763-7763 File Name : mlk&ampabayparkwest
Weather: Clear Site Code : 00000000
Comments: Start Date : 3/12/2009
’ PageNo :2
—
| TAMPA BAY PARK (WEST) DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD PARKINGLAT mwﬂ%é? (CLOSED DR ML KING JR BOULEVARD
| - Southbound Westbound | Narthbaurid Eastbound
FSwmrTme| _Lei] Thu| Rignt| RTOR [App.Total | Left| Thuu| Right [ RTOR | App. Total | Left] Th | Right| RTOR | App.Total | _Left T Thru |__Right | RTOR [ App. Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour From 07:00 AM to 08:45 AM - Peak 1 0f1
By Approach 08:00 AM 07:15 AM 07:00 AM 07:30 AM
Volume 13 0 1 15 29 0 1003 110 1 1114 0 0 0 0 0 188 1057 0 0 1245
Percent 448 0.0 3.4 817 0.0 80.0 9.9 0.1 - - - - 15.1 84.9 0.0 0.0
High Int. 08:15 AM 07:30 AM - 08:00 AM
Volume 4 0 0 5 gl 0 279 27 0 3086 ; - - - - - 45 290 0 0 335
Peak Factor 0.808 | 0.910| - 0.929 |
Peal Hour From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Intersection 04:45 PM |
Volume 112 0 72 52 236 r 13 1301 31 1 1346 o] 0 0 0 0 11 992 o} o} 1003 2585
Percent 47.5 0.0 305 22.0 1.0 96.7 2.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 98.9 0.0 0.0
05:15 Valume 23 0 15 14 52 3 350 10 0 383 0 o] 0 0 0 1 256 0 0 257 672
Peak Factor 0.962
High Int. 05:00 PM 05:15 PM 04:45 PM
Volume 39 0 27 12 78 3 350 10 0 363 J 0 0 0 0 0 g 257 0 0 263 e
Peak Factor 0.756 | 0.927 | 0.953
Peak Hour From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
By Approach 05:00 PM 04:45 PM 04:00 PM 04:00 PM . RS
Velume 108 0 65 67 240 13 1301 31 1 1346 0 0 0 0 0 15 1008 0 0] 1024 | m.._..d_ w\.\J
Percent 45.0 0.0 271 27.9 1.0 96.7 2.3 0.1 - - - - 1.5 98.5 0.0 0.0 e U
High Int. 05:00 PM 05:15 PM - 04:00 PM TG
Volume 39 0 27 12 78 3 350 10 0 363 - - - - - 0 293 0 o} 293 %m n 3
Peak Factor 0.769 0.927 | - 0.874 o
LR Ty Vo
¢y o
T O
s €Y
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S I S

~[city of Tampa Signal Timing Sheet ﬁf

Section D 2402 Computer: M CCU: 38 DROP 3 MYLAR: 5i3 SHOPID 1363

Timing Date:  3/17/2005 Phase Date: 2/5/2002  Controller: ECONOL[TE

Intersection: 1 L KING JR and SEARS /Zgg’jﬁ ?ﬁj‘:
8

Phase Numbers 1 2 4 5 5]
Direction EBLT  WB NE  WBLT EB sB
[Minimum Green 5 10 10 5 10 10
Walk i 4 . 9 - 4
Flash Don't Walk — 1 22 — 1 22
\ahlcle Extension 2.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 3.0
Max. Green | 30 85 40 30 85 T 40
Max. Graen || 30 85 40 30 85 3 40
Yellow Clearance 3.0 3.6 3.0 3.0 3.6 3.0
All Red Clearance 24 | 1.0 2.0 2.4 1.0 2.0
Phase Recall — MAX — — | MAX —_
Detectar Memary e — QN — - ON
Ped. Recall o ON — — ON —
Flash Qperation — YEL | .| RED — YEL RED |
Special Modh‘es and Times of Qperations:

Surveillance Times:

Flash Source: G Times: 7-D 19:30 - 07;00

G = Carmputer Plash T = Time Glock/Controller

Special Functians 1 AFT N/S

2 BEF WBLT TO MAX
0

Please Implement Within: [\/{1 Week [ 11 Month ’ Comments:

UPDATED TIMINGS: NEW FLASH TIMES
E.O.C. RESISTOR REQUIRED ON RECIEVE
NOTE: NBRT LOOF TQ HAVE A DELAY DETECTOR OF 4 SEC..—

RESERVICING LEFT TURNS WITHOUT SERVICING CROSS STREET NOT ALLOWED
BAGK-UP PROTECTION APPLIED TO GROUP 1

Submitted By: e Reviewed By: ﬂﬁ Approved By: >
pate: 3~171-05 Data Date: Y

fg—Wrth Following Revlsaons
e e Lol =

-‘f"—‘f'x" ) U U

sl naleg Im[eented [‘/] As Sent

Date;_5~]2-05
[ ] Signal Timing Not implemented ~ Reasan:

Date: By: € 044N

e — N

Po as iz ]

:'., ul u\. EC ﬁOU\!'-




WkR-10-2009 TUE 02:13 PU

P. 008

CITY OF TAMPA COMPUTER PATTERN SHEET 2402
# 2402 - M. L. KING JR. & SEARS ECONOLITE
ﬁ MIN ‘10 10 5
Timing Date: 03/01/2005 YEL || 3.6 3 3
RED 1 2 2.4
DowvnlLd Date: / WLK 9 4
FDW 1 27
Wﬂf
MSX: M CCU: 39 Drop: 3 = )
) Min - 42 15 16 13
- e
Pat cyc QS5 W NS EWLT
1  Am 0615 - 0900 160 89 98 32 30
2 Am off 0900 - 1115 130 98 82 34 14
3 Noon 1115 - 1330 140 5 89 36 1.5
4 Pm off 1330 - 1515 || 130 98 g2 34 14
5  Pm 1515 - 1830 140 105 G i 45 18
¢ Tvening 1830 - 2200 130 101 g} 45 14
7 Late 2200 - 0615 100 4.4 54 33 13
34 Bucs - In 200 91 126 44 30
9 Bucsg - Out 200 166 110 62 28
10 120 25 62 40 1.8
14, 140 99 77 45 18
12 200 166 110 62 28
13 We Detour MLK (AM) 200 91 126 44 30
14
15
16 Hurmicaune 200 140 L327 33 40
j.F. #1 - After N/S to max.
1 7. #2 - Before WB/LT to max.
lomputer Flash 19:30 - 07:00 7days. .
[ ————
SBITHIRC a3 irua
R Y Tt =
_M,M_‘a WLOISCY Conv
i S S
dditional programming for Controller T.B.C. ‘
jay Plan 1: M-F patt. 1-7. Day Plan 2: §-8 patt. 7 & patt. 2 all other [cimes.
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[EXHIBIT D TO NOPC]

ORDINANCE NO. 2009-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING
THE SIXTH AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE
TAMPA BAY CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT, DRI
#16, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT, RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, IN RESPONSE TO A NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED
CHANGE FILED BY BUCCANEERS FOOTBALL STADIUM LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa (“City") adopted Resolution No.
4108-F (the “Original Development Order”), which is the Original Development Order
issued by the City pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Bay Center
Development of Regional Impact (“DRI"); and

WHEREAS, on September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F,
as the First Amendment to the Original Development Order (the “First Amendment”);
and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 1978, the City adopted Ordinance No. 6935-A (the
“Second Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the
“Third Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297
which denied the requested Fourth Amendment to the Original Development Order that
proposed an entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the
property; and

WHEREAS, on August 22, 2002, the City adopted Ordinance No. 2002-179 (the
“Fourth Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on September 20, 2004, the City adopted Ordinance No. 2004-215
(the “Fifth Amendment”) (hereinafter, the Original Development Order, together with the
First, Second, Third, Fourth and Fifth Amendments shall collectively be referred to as
the “Development Order”); and




WHEREAS, Tampa Bay Mall Limited Partnership, First Allied Development
Partners, LP and Jesuit High School of Tampa, Inc. (f/k/a St. Louis Catholic
Benevolence and Educational Association, Inc.) are the owners of the subject DRI
property (the "Owners”) more particularly described in the legal description attached
hereto as Exhibit 1 (the "Property”), and Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited
Partnership (the “Developer”) is the applicant of the subject Notification of Proposed
Change; and

WHEREAS, on March 26, 2009, the Developer filed the Notification of Proposed
Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the Property (the "NOPC"), attached hereto as
Composite Exhibit 2; and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposes that the annual summer training camp on the
Property be open to the public (the “Proposed Change”); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change to the Development Order will constitute the
Sixth Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the NOPC at a
properly noticed public hearing as well as all related testimony and evidence submitted
by the Developer concerning the Proposed Change; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the local government
having jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, requires that a
development order be amended to reflect the City Council's approval of changes to an
adopted development order;

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings of Fact. That City Council, having received the above
referenced documents, and having received all related comments, testimony and
evidence submitted by all persons and members of the general public, and having
considered the provisions of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, concerning substantial
deviations, finds that there is substantial, competent, clear and convincing evidence to
support the following findings of fact:

A. That the Developer submitted to the City the NOPC and which is incorporated
herein by reference as Composite Exhibit 2;
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B. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed
Change has been conducted by the City’s Departments, and coordinated with
other DRI reviewing agencies, including but not limited to the Tampa Bay
Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC’), and the Department of Community
Affairs (‘DCA"); and

C. That the Proposed Change is consistent with all local land development
regulations and the local comprehensive plan; and

D. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably interfere with achievement
of the objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to
the area and is consistent with the State Comprehensive Plan; and

E. That the Proposed Change is consistent with the recommendations of the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council; and

F. That the Proposed Change does not individually or cumulatively create
additional regional impacts on transportation or other public facilities nor does
it create impacts that were not previously reviewed, nor meet or exceed any
of the criteria set forth in Subsection 380.06(19)(b), Florida Statutes, and as
such no further development of regional impact review is necessary.

Section 2. Conclusions of Law. That the City Council having made the
above findings of fact, renders the following conclusions of law:

A. That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicable law
and regulations and based upon the record of these proceedings, the
Developer is authorized to conduct the development as described in the
Development Order, subject only to the amendments, conditions, restrictions
and limitations set forth herein; and

B. That the review by the City, TBRPC, DCA, and other participating agencies
and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Change is
adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes; and

C. That the City has, at its proceedings, considered all previous changes and the
Proposed Change and determined that such changes do not individually or
cumulatively constitute a substantial deviation requiring further DRI review
pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes;

D. That this Ordinance does not constitute a substantial deviation from the
Development Order, as defined in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, and nothing
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herein shall limit or modify the protection afforded under Section 163.3167(8),
Florida Statutes;

That the Proposed Change authorized by this Ordinance does not individually or
cumulatively create additional impacts or any type of impact not previously
reviewed.

Section 3. Order. That having made the above findings of fact and
conclusions of law, it is ordered that the Development Order be amended as set forth
below:

The Proposed Change, as more patticularly set forth in the NOPC, attached
hereto and made a part hereof as Composite Exhibit 2, is approved and Section
3(f) appearing on page 6 of the Fifth Amendment to the Development Order is
hereby amended and restated in its entirety as follows:

() Team practices at the athletic practice and training facility are not
open to the public. However, if the training facility is utilized for the
annual summer training camp, the annual summer training camp
may be open to the public subject to all of the following specific
conditions:

1) The annual summer training camp shall not be open to the
public for more than twenty-five (25) total days during the
months of July and August. Developer may permit the
public to attend summer training camp at any time between
the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 9:00 P.M.

2) Night practices shall occur no more than a total of six (6)
nights during each annual summer training camp, and during
said night practices Developer shall adhere to the lighting
conditons and restrictions set forth in this Amended
Development Order.

3) The average daily attendance for summer training camp
shall not exceed 3,000 members of the general public. No
later than ninety (90) days after the end of each summer
training camp the Developer shall submit a report to the City
with the daily public attendance figures for each day (and
night) the summer training camp was open to the public.
The City staff shall review said report to determine the
average daily attendance, which shall be derived by adding
the daily public attendance figure for all days of the summer
training camp (“Total Public Attendance Figure"), and then
dividing the Total Public Attendance Figure by the number of
days the summer training camp was open to the public
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which result shall be the “Average Daily Attendance.” If the
Average Daily Attendance exceeds the limit of 3,000
persons per day by more than ten (10) percent per year for
two (2) consecutive years, then the City Staff may require
the Developer to further evaluate and mitigate the impacts, if
any, of the additional public attendees.

4) The accommodations and services (bleachers, VIP/Family
seating, food, beverage and merchandise sales, and
restrooms) to be provided to the public during the summer
training camp shall occur only in the locations identified on
the “Summer Training Camp Aerial Sketch” attached hereto
as Exhibit 3. Public parking and public access points for
public ingress and egress to the summer training camp shall
occur only in the locations shown on the Summer Training
Camp Aerial Sketch.

5) At all times during summer training camp, Developer shall
comply with the noise conditions and restrictions set forth in
this Amended Development Order; and

6) The Developer shall coordinate with and assist the City
Transportation Division to ensure that signal timing changes
are implemented as determined necessary by the City at the
study driveway intersections. If in-field traffic operations
show, at any time, the need for additional traffic control, the
City may require the Developer to provide police officers (at
Developer’s cost and expense) during the hours the public is
attending the summer training camp. If summer training
camp is conducted at night (after 6:00 p.m.) and is open to
the public, Developer shall provide police officers (at
Developer's cost and expense) at both driveway access
points on the Property.

Section 4. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall
constitute the Sixth Amendment to the Development Order as originally approved by
Resolution 4108-F, and as previously amended by Resolution 7658-F, Ordinance No.
6935-A, Resolution No. 5445-G, Ordinance No. 2002-179 and Ordinance No. 2004~
215, which shall constitute, collectively, the Development Order for the Tampa Bay
Center DRI as passed and ordained by the City Council. All provisions of the
Development Order, except those provisions specifically modified herein, shall remain in
full force and effect and shall be considered conditions of the Development Order
unless inconsistent with the terms and conditions of this Ordinance, in which case the
terms and conditions of this Ordinance shall govern.
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Section 5. Definitions. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes, shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this Ordinance.

Section 6. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be binding upon the
Developer, the Owners, their assigns and successors in interest.

Section 7. Governmental Agencies. That it is understood that any reference
herein to any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future
instrumentality which may be created or designated as successor in interest to, or which
otherwise possesses any of the powers and duties of any referenced governmental
agency in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance.

Section 8. Severance. That in the event that any portion or section of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional by a court or agency 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 9. Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed to send copies of this
Ordinance, within five (5) days of its becoming a law to the Developer, c/o John B.
Grandoff Ill, Esquire, 101 East Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3700, Tampa, Florida 33602,
the Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of State Planning), and the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Section 10. Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be deemed rendered upon
transmittal of copies of this Ordinance to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes.

Section 11. Recording. That the Developer shall record a notice of adoption of
this Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12. Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall become a law as

provided in the City of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect upon transmittal

to the parties specified in Section 10 hereof.
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PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,
FLORIDA, ON ;

ATTEST:

CHAIRMAN,
CITY COUNCIL

CITY CLERK

APPROVED BY ME ON

PAM IORIO, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY:

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

976676

Certified as true
and correct copy




VIP/Family Area
seating
(Approx. 400 seats)

EXHIBIT 3
TO ORDINANCE

— e

General Public
Total Parking
Approx. 2500 spots available
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seating, food/beverage sales,
merchandise sales, and restrooms.
(Seating for approx. 4,000)

T —— - -— e

General Public Parking
Entrance/Exit
off Himes Ave.

General Public Parking
Exit #2
off Martin Luther King, Ir. Blvd.
ifneeded
(VIP/Family, Media Entrance/Exit)

Entrance/Exit
for coaches, players, and staff

VIP/Family
Overflow Parking

Certified as true
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Office of the City Clerk

Shirfey Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

September 21, 2004

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Attention: John Meyer

9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg, FL 33702

File No. DZ02-49 Tampa Bay Center DRI Amendment

Dear Sir:

The City Council of the City of Tampa met in regular session on September 16, 2004 at 9:00
a.m. During that session, the enclosed ordinance was adopted regarding the above listed petition.

This ordinance is being transmitted for your information and record keeping process.

If you have any questions, please contact my office or the office of Land Development
Coordination, at (813)274-8405.

Sincerely,

PUNETINVIEL LS

Shirley Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

SFK/sb

Enclosure: Certified Copy of Ordinance 2004-215
CERTIFIED MAIL

315 E. Kennedy Bivd., Third Floor s Tampa, Florida 33602 o (813) 274-8307 ¢ FAX: (813) 274-8306
€ Tarmpatzov

www.tampagov.net



ORDINANCE NO. 2004- }.j5

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING
THE FIFTH AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE
TAMPA BAY CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT, DRI
#16, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT, RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, IN RESPONSE TO A NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED
CHANGE FILED BY BUCCANEERS FOOTBALL STADIUM LiMITED
PARTNERSHIP; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREQF.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa ("City") adopted Resolution No.
4108-F (the "Original Development Order”), which is the Development Order issued by
the City pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Bay Center
Development of Regional Impact ("DRI"); and

WHEREAS, on September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F,
as the First Amendment to the Development Order (the "First Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 15878, the City adopted Ordinance No. 6935-A (the
“Second Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the
“Third Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297
which denied the requested Fourth Amendment to the Development Order that
proposed an entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the
property; and

WHEREAS, on August 22, 2002, the City adopted Ordinance No. 2002-179 (the
“Fourth Amendment”) (hereinafter, the Original Development Order, together with the
First, Second, Third and Fourth Amendments shall collectively be referred to as the
“Development Order"); and




WHEREAS, Tampa Bay Mali Limited Partnership is the owner of the subject DRI
property more particularly described in the legal description attached hereto as Exhibit 1
(the "Property’), and Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Parinership (ihe
“Developer”) is the applicant of the subject Notification of Proposed Change; and

WHEREAS, on May 3, 2004, the Developer filed the Notification of Proposed
Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the Property (the “NOPC"), attached hereto as Exhibit
2; and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposes to amend the Development Order to add Office
as an approved land use; authorizes and approves utilization of a trade-off mechanism
to ailow the conversion of approved retail square footage to office square footage; and
approves a second alternate development scenario ("Alternate Development Scenario
#2") to provide another alternative to the currently approved development scenarios
allowing the Developer to choose the most appropriate development scenario at the
time of development. (Hereinafter the proposal to add Office as an approved land use,
trade-off mechanism and Alternate Development Scenario #2 as an approved
development plan for the Tampa Bay Center DRI shall collectively be referred to as the
“Proposed Change"); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change to the Development Order will constitute the
Fifth Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the NOPC at a
properly noticed public hearing as well as all related testimony and evidence submitted
by the Developer concerning the Proposed Change; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the local government
having jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, requires that a
development order be amended to reflect the City Council’s approval of changes to an
adopted development order; :

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings of Fact. That City Council, having received the above
referenced documents, and having received all related comments, testimony and
evidence submitted by all persons and members of the general public, and having
considered the provisions of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, concerning substantial
deviations, finds that there is substantial, competent, clear and convincing evidence to
support the following findings of fact:
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A. That the Developer submiited to the City the NOPC attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference as Composite Exhibit 2;"

B. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed
Change has been conducted by the City’'s Depariments, and coordinated with
other DRI reviewing agencies, including but not limited to the Tampa Bay
Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC"), and the Department of Community
Affairs ("DCA™");

C. That the Proposed Change is consistent with all local land development
regulations and the local comprehensive plan;

D. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably interfere with achievement
of the objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to
the area and is consistent with the State Comprehensive Plan,

E. That the Proposed Change is consistent with the recommendations of the
Tampa Bay Regiconal Planning Council;

F. That the Proposed Change does not individually or cumulatively create
additional regional impacts on transportation or other public facilities nor does
it create impacts that were not previously reviewed, nor meet or exceed any
of the criteria set forth in Subsection 380.06(19)(b), Florida Statutes, and as
such no further development of regional impact review is necessary.

Section 2. Conclusions of Law. That the City Council having made the
above findings of fact, renders the following conclusions of law:

A. That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicable law
and regulations and based upon the record of these proceedings, the
Developer is authorized to conduct the development as described in the
Development Order, subject only to the amendments, conditions, restrictions
and limitations set forth herein;

B. That the review by the City, TBRPC, DCA, and other pariicipating agencies
and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Change is
adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes; and -

C. That the City has, at its proceedings, considered all previous changes and the
Proposed Change and determined that such changes do not individuaily or
cumulatively constitute a substantial deviation requiring further DRI review
pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes;
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D. That this Ordinance does not constitute a substantial deviation from the
Development Order, as defined in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, and nothing
herein shall limit or modify the protection afforded under Section 163.3167(8)
Florida Statutes;

¥

That the Proposed Change authorized by this Ordinance does not individually or
cumulatively create additional impacts or any type of impact not previously
reviewed.

Section 3. Order. That having made the above findings of fact and
conclusions of law, it is ordered that the Development Order be amended as set forth
below:

The Proposed Change, as more particularly set forth in the NOPC, attached
hereto and made a part hereof, is approved and the Development Order is
hereby amended as foliows:

(1) Office is added as an approved land use, and the Trade-Off
Mechanism with a multiplication factor of 1.4449 for converting
approved retail square footage to office square footage is hereby
approved; office square footage is in terms of gross sguare feet;
and

(2)  Alternate Development Scenario #2 allowing 776,500 square feet of
retail (or the equivalent square footage of office utilizing the trade-
off mechanism) and 5,000 parking spaces, is hereby approved as a
choice of development scenarios for the Tampa Bay Center DRI,
and Map H-2 - Master Plan for Alternate Development Scenario #2
{(attached as Exhibit 3} is hereby approved. Map H-2 shall govern
the location of all land uses, subject to the terms of this Order.

The Developer may select either Alternate Development Scenario

#1, as approved pursuant to Ordinance No. 2002-179, authorizing

776,500 square feet GLA of retail (See Map H-1 attached hereto as

Exhibit 4), or Alternate Development Scenario #2, as approved

herein (Map H-2), but not a combination of both. The Developer

shall notify the City, TBRPC and the DCA within thirty (30) days of
. its election.

The Proposed Change shall be subject to the foliowing conditions:

(8)  The Alternate Development Scenario #2 shall have a build-
out date of December 31, 2012;




(b)

(e)

The Alternate Development Scenario #2 Development Order
shall expire on December 31, 2017;

The number and location of access points and median
openings for the Alternate Development Scenario #2 shall be
as shown on Map H-2, attached hereto as Exhibit 3;

The proposed location of the two (2) currently planned
athletic fields is shown on Map H-3, dated May 17, 2004
(Exhibit 5); however, the exact location and number of
athletic fields may be reconfigured subject to the provisions
hereof. Any lighted practice fields and/or outdoor fields that
use crowd noise simulation shall be set back approximately
350 feet from the southern and eastern property lines;

Use of the outdoor athletic fields will occur between the
hours of 8:30 am and 4:00 pm. For a limited number of
times per year, team practices at the outdoor athletic fields
may be held at night, depending upon the number of night
games scheduled each year. Any lighting to facilitate such
practices will be shielded and shall be directed away from
the training facility's adjoining uses.

The ambient lighting and resulting light trespass (if any)
beyond the perimeter of the property from all uses on the
property will be no greater than the previously existing retail
mall parking lot lighting. Baseline measurements light
trespass (if any) and ambient lighting resulting from the
previously existing retail mall parking lot will be established
by utilizing procedures acceptable to the llluminating
Engineering Society of North America and shall, thereafter,
constitute the standards against which development of the
project is measured. All such baseline measurements will
be acquired prior to demolition of the existing mall structures,
adjacent parking structures and surfaces, and lighting
fixtures. Mitigation strategies employed by the Developer
shall:

1) identify and minimize the horizontal luminance
of the exterior surface of the adjacent uses;
2) identify and minimize the vertical luminance of

the exterior surface on the vertical surface of adjacent uses;




3) identify and employ an acceptable type of glare
shield (i.e. shroud) or cut-off characteristic of proposed light
fixtures to be used; and

4) provide that lighting plans ensure that lighting
meets the standards established herein.

Developer shall be responsible on an on-going basis for
compliance with the aforementioned lighting standards. This
obligation includes the responsibility to implement additional
approved mitigation strategies if initial measures do not
achieve compliance with the aforementioned standards.

Team practices at the athletic practice and training facility
are not open to the public and the training facility is not
currently intended to be utilized for the annual summer
training camp. if in the future the training facility is utilized
for the annual summer training camp, it will not be open to
the public. If in the future the annual summer training camp
is proposed to open to the public, then the Developer shall
file a Notice of Proposed Change to amend this
Development order to analyze the impacts (if any) of such a
change.

Limited crowd noise simulations may be conducted only
between the hours of 8:30 am. and 4:00 p.m. and are
limited to September to January practice sessions and will
occur no more than two times per week. The simulations
occur during practice of situation plays in 5-10 second
intervals for a total of approximately 15 minutes per practice.

The Developer shall submit a noise abatement plan to EPC
staff for review and approval prior to construction. The plan
shall be submitted at least 90 days prior to construction and
include but not be limited to the following: specific
descriptions of all noise abatement measures proposed,
such as adjusting the volume of the crowd noise simulation,
using permanent or temporary noise barriers, and adjusting
the location, height, and direction of the speakers. The plan
shall also include a study that demonstrates the proposed
abatement measures will ensure compliance with the noise
level limits of Section 1-10.03, Rules of the EPC. Af a
minimum, the study shall identify the nearest residential and
commercial receptors based on current and proposed land
use, and shall include instantaneous A-weighted sound level




(h)

readings and octave band sound level readings taken from
the identified receptors during crowd noise simulation. The
study shall then demonstrate that the proposed abatement
measures mitigate the noise impacts on those receptors fo
levels that comply with the noise level limits in the EPC rule.
Upon approval by EPC staff, the plan shall be filed with the
City of Tampa. After implementation of the abatement
measures described above, the Developer will submit results
of noise testing to EPC staff that demonstrate compliance.

Use of the DRI property for parking is not proposed as a
primary or singular use;

Developer shall submit an application for water and
wastewater service and, at the time of development, any
upgrades io the City water or wastewater system necessary
to provide capacity to serve the new development shall be
designed and constructed at the Developer's expense.
Plans for water and wastewater systems to serve the new
development must be submiited and approved prior to
beginning new construction. Developer acknowledges that a
wastewater capacity fee may be required. The capacity fee
is based on the number and size of the water meters
required to serve the new development. Credit shall be
given for the water meters currently serving the site;

Developer shall comply with the “City of Tampa Sireets and
Sidewalks Ordinance” as provided in Chapter 22, City of
Tampa Code of Ordinances, as amended;

Developer shall become a member of the Westshore
Transportation Management Organization (“TMO") which
employs transporiation demand management strategies;

City reserves the right to evaluate the need for the traffic
signal at the project access point on Himes Ave. The need
for the signal will be evaluated based on the development of
the retail eniitlements, and/or the final arrangement with
HARTIline with respect to bus circulation to and from the
transit stop facility on site, and/or any other relevant
condition. Removal of the traffic signal shall be at City’s sole
cost and expense. If at any point in the future the traffic




signal is required to be reinstalled, it shail be at the City's
cost and expense;

(m) The Developer shall remove, at his sole expense, the
abandoned right turn lane and raise the curb near the
intersection of Br. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. and MacDill
Ave. prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy for
the corporate headquarters facility. The developer shall be
responsible for obtaining all required permits with respect
thereto, and the City shall cooperate with Developer in
obtaining said permits. If Developer proceeds diligently and
in good faith in obtaining the required permits from all
permitting agencies and all necessary permits have not been
obtained prior to issuance of the first building permit for the
project, the City shall not withhold issuance of the building
permits provided Developer provides City with monthly
reports on the status of permit issuance,

(n) At the time of development, construction plans shall be
evaluated for compliance with fire and life safety codes.
Specifically, water supply for fire protection shall be
reevaiuated with improvemenis required for new structures,
including but not limited to fire line connections to the City of
Tampa Water Department.

(0)  The developer is subject to the assessment of transportation
impact fees pursuant to the City of Tampa Impact Fee
Ordinance, as amended.

(p)  The on-site relocation of the existing bus transit faciiities
operated by the Hillsborough Transit Authority per the note
on Map H-2 and Map H-3 attached hereto shall be
accomplished in a manner consistent with the
recommendation of the report of the Hilisborough County
Planning Commission, which was attached as an exhibit to
the original Development Order approved by City Resolution
No. 4108-F.

Section 4. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall
constitute the Fifth Amendment to the Development Order as originally approved by
Resolution 4108-F, and as previously amended by Resolution 7658-F, Ordinance No.
68935-A. Resolution No. 5445-G, and Ordinance No. 2002-179, which shali constitute,
collectively, the Development Order for the Tampa Bay Center DRI as passed and
ordained by the City Council. All provisions of the Development Order, except those




provisions specifically modified herein, shall remain in full force and effect and shall be
considered conditions of the Development unless inconsistent with the terms and
conditions of this Ordinance, in which case the terms and conditions of this Ordinance
shall govern.

Section 5. Definitions. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes, shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this Ordinance.

Section 6. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be binding upon the
Developer, their assigns, and successors in interest.

Section 7. Governmental Agencies. That it is understood that any reference
herein to any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future
instrumentality which may be created or designated as successor in interest to, or which
otherwise possesses any of the powers and duties of any referenced governmental
agency in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance.

Section 8. Severance. That in the event that any portion or section of this
Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional by a court or agency of
competent jurisdiction, such decision shall in no manner affect the remaining portions or
sections of this Ordinance which shali remain in full force and effect.

Section 9. Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed to send copies of this
Ordinance, within five (5) days of its becoming a law to the Developer, clo John B.
Grandoff 1Il, Esquire, 101 East Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3700, Tampa, Florida 33602,
the Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of State Planning), and the
Tampa Bay Regional Pianning Council.

Section 10. Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be deemed rendered upon
transmittal of copies of this Ordinance to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida
Stajutes.

Section 11. Recording. That the Developer shall record a notice of adoption of
this Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12. Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall become a law as
provided in the City of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect upon transmittal
to the parties specified in Section 10 hereof.




PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

FLORIDA, ON CEp 4 7B
ATTEST:
o . CHAIRMAN, &
A o J’L‘W/ = CITY COUNGIL
CITY CLERK

& 3 i
APPROVED BY ME ON SEP = 0 2008

/ f i

I
.!L*/ l/ B
Vi 4;::’_‘__, o \J;":\,M.,.)

PAM IORIO, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY:

Za\ o éa

RRIS C. MASSZV
SS!STANT CITY ATTORNE

State o Foriga
County of Hifisherough

130

This is 10 oty that the foregoing is a ‘
s & LOrFEct gy O Ord.manm atod -213

Wimness 'ﬁ; harw ang oificial s2al inis 51,\ *J

ot e&gmbgt o
ﬁ%ﬂg%&*%ﬂ@uﬁ&a)




Exhibit 1
TO ORDINANCE

L egal Description




Exhibit 2
TO ORDINANCE

Notification of Proposed Change
Responses to Reviewing Agency Comments

Services and Utility Comparison
(dated May 2004)




Exhibit 3
TO ORDINANCE

Map H-2 — Master Plan for Alternate Development Scenario #2




Exhibit 4
TO ORDINANCE

Map H-1 -- Master Plan for Alternate Development Scenario #1

-




Exhibit 5
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Map H-3 dated 5/17/04 -- Alternate Development Scenario #2 w/Training Facility

. G:\jbg'bucCANEERS DRi\Tampa Bay Center Ord - Fifth Amndmt 7.doc
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EXHIBIT 1
TO ORDINANCE

LEGAL DESCRIPTION :

A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 28 SOUTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, ALSO BEING PART OF BLOCKS 1 THRU 8
AND ADJACENT STREETS (VACATED), FAIRGROUND FARMS SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE
MAP OR PLAT RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 34, PUBLIC SECORDS OF HILLSBOROUGH
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

COMMENGCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 10, THENCE ALONG THE
WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SQUTH 00°28'38" WEST, 69.70 FEET, THENCE
DEBARTING SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SQUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 25.00 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, SAID POINT ALSO
BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 26.36 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT, MAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 75°3121%, A CHORD BEARING
AND DISTANCE OF NORTH 52°31'16" EAST, 24.48 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR.
BOULEVARD, THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER
KING JR. BOULEVARD, SQUTH 89°43'04" EAST, 1713.84 FEET: THENCE NORTH 83°39'21" EAST,
84573 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE 38.63 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT. HAVING A RADIUS OF 2500 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°48'58", A GHORD
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF SOUTH 44°56'10" EAST, 33.61 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY,
SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY DIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVEMNUE,
THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE, SOUTH 00°28"15"
WEST, 254.10 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 02°47'55" EAST, 140.23 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 00°28'18"
WEST, 762.51 FEET, THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL
AVENUE, NORTH 8%°59'23" WEST, 174.14 FEET, THENCE SCUTH D0°16'38" WEST, 215.38 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 80°0000" WEST, 880.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF OHIO AVENUE: THENCE ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO AVENUE, NORTH
00°27'54" EAST, 45.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO
AVENUE: THENCE ALONG S&ID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, NORTH 94°00'00" WEST,
1756.58 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
HIMES AVEMUE; THENCE ALGHNG SAID EASTERLY 2IGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE,
NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 182.14 FEET, THENCE DEPARTI NG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF HIMES AVENUE, SOUTH 90°00°00" EAST, 148.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°29'38" EAST, 233.00
FEET: THEMCE SOUTH 20°00°00" WEST, 145.00 FEZT TO A POINT ON THE AFCGREMENTIONED
EASTEFLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-
OFWAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, NORTH 0072838 EAST, 95064 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

COMNTAINING 80.2683 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.



Exhibit 2
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Notification of Proposed Change
Responses to Reviewing Agency Comments

Services and Utility Comparison
(dated May 2004)



Exhibit 2 To Ordinance

NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED CHANGE
TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT

SUBSECTION 380.06(19) F. S.
FOR

TAMPA BAY CENTER
A DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT

Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Partnership
c/o Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.
Bank of America Plaza, Suite 3700
101 East Kennedy Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33602

May 3, 2004



STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
DIVISION OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
BUREAU OF LOCAL PLANNING

2555 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32389

850/488-4925

NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED CHANGE TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)
SUBSECTION 380.06(19), FLORIDA STATUTES

Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, requires that submittal of a
proposed change to a previously approved DRI be made to the local government,
the regional planning agency, and the state land planning agency according to
this form.

1. | John B. Grandoff ill, Esquire, the undersigned atiorney and authorized
representative of Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Parinership, hereby give nolice
of a proposed change to a previously approved Development of Regional Impact in
accordance with Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes. In support thereof, | submit
the following information concerning the Tampa Bay Center Development of Regional
Impact (DRI No. 16) development, located in the City of Tampa, Florida, which
information is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. | have submitted today,
under separaie cover, copies of this completed notification to the City of Tampa, the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, and the Bureau of Local Planning, Department
of Community Affairs.

/%’/3 200 tf

(Date) ”

TN\
Johd B. @ﬁ‘rﬁm?zgfﬁui;é )
orney and Authorized or

uccaneers Football Stadium Limited
Parinership, Applicant



[aL]

Appiicant:

Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Partnership
c/o John B. Grandofi, lil, Esquire

Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. 0. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700

Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-33800

Facsimile Number: (8§13) 221-2900

Email Address: jarandoff@hwhlaw.com

Owner:

Tampa Bay Mall Limited Partnership
clo John B. Grandoff, lll, Esquire

Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. 0. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700
Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-3800
Facsimile Number: (813) 221-2800
Email Address: jgrandofi@hwhiaw.com

Authorized Agent:

John B. Grandoff, ili, Esquire

Hill, Ward & Henderson, P.A.

P. 0. Box 2231 (33601-2231)

101 East Kennedy Avenue, Suite 3700
Tampa, Florida 33602

Telephone Number: (813) 221-3900
Facsimile Number: (813) 221-2800
Email Address: jgrandoff@hwhlaw.com

| ocation: Section 10, Township 29 South, Range 18 East, Tampa, Hilisborough

County, Florida

[}



5. Provide a complete description of the proposed change. Include any
proposed changes to the plan of development, phasing, additional lands,
commencement date, build-out date, development order conditions and
requirements, or to the representations contained in either the
development order or the Application for Development Approval.

Indicate such changes on the project master site plan, supplementing with
other detailed maps, as appropriate. Additional information may be
requested by the Department or any reviewing agency to clarify the nature
of the change or the resulting impacts.

For purposes of general background and to put the following proposed changes
in context, the current approved Tampa Bay Center DRI Development Order, as
amended, permits two {2) development scenarios: 1) The original Development
Order, as amended by the First, Second and Third Amendments, approved
887,000 square feet of gross leasable area (GLA) for a regional shopping center
and 5,102 on-site parking spaces; 2) The Fourth Amendment to the Development
Order approved an “Alternative Development Scenario” which included a
different site configuration and a decrease in retail square footage to 776,500
square feet GLA of retail and 4,500 parking spaces. (Additional information
regarding the Developer Order and each of the four (4) amendments thereto is
set forth in the response to Question #7 below.)

PROPOSED CHANGES

The Tampa Bay Buccaneers plan to relocate their corporate offices and facilities from
One Buccaneer Place, Tampa, Florida 33607, to the subject site at the southeast
cormer of North Himes Avenue and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard. This
proposed change will be the Fifth Amendment 10 the Tampa Bay Center Development
of Regional Impact, DRI No. 16. The specific changes are as foliows:

a. Addition of Office as an Approved Land Use with Utilization of Trade-Off
Mechanism. The first change requests approvat of the addition of Office
as an approved land use, and authorizes and approves utilization of a
proposed trade-off mechanism to allow the conversion of approved retail
square footage to office square footage.

The proposal to add Cffice as an approved land use does not request
approval of additional square footage entilements for the office use.
instead, office uses may only be developed through use of the proposed
trade-off mechanism. The addition of a proposed trade-off mechanism to
allow existing approved retail square footage to be exchanged for office
square footage will ensure the proposed change will not create additional
impacts, nor impacts not previously reviewed. The “Trade-Off Mechanism
Analysis” dated December 15, 2003, prepared by Kimley-Horn Associates,

L0



inc. and attached hereto as Exhibit A, provides the rationale and analysis
to support the addition of a trade-off mechanism with a multiplication factor
of 1.4449 for converting approved retail square footage to office square
foctage.

Map H-2 — Master Plan for Alternative Development Scenario #2. The
second change requests adoption of Map H-2 — Master Plan for
Alternative Development Scenario #2, dated May 3, 2004, attached hereto
as Exhibit B. ‘

The Fourth Amendment to the Development Order approved an
“Alternative Development Scenario” (hereinafter referred o as “Alternative
Development Scenario #17), aliowing 776,500 square feet of retail and
4,500 parking spaces, as depicted on Map H to the Fourth Amendment
(hereinafter referred to as "Map H-1" and atiached hereto as Exhibit C}.

The proposed change requests approval of a Second Altermnative
Development Scenario (Atternative Development Scenario #2) allowing
776,500 square feet of retail {or the equivalent square footage of office
utilizing the trade-off mechanism) and 5,000 parking spaces, as depicted
on Map H-2 — Master Plan. Map 1.2 — Master Plan will be applicable in
the circumstance in which the trade-off mechanism is utilized to trade
retail square footage to office square footage. As indicated on Map H-Z,
portions of the existing retail mall will be demolished to accommodate
development of the proposed professional office, retail and parking uses.
The specific acreage amounts for each of the approved and proposed
iand uses is shown on Map H-2 — Master Plan.

Limitation of number and location of access points and median openings
for Alernative Development Scenario #2. The last approved NOPC
(Fourth Amendment), for the reasons stated therein and as an
accommodation to the reviewing agencies, fimited the number and
location of access points and number and location of median openings for
Alternative Development Scenario #1 as shown on Map H-1. Likewise,
this NOPC Applicant agrees to limit the number and location of access
points and median openings 10 the same as those approved in the Fourih
‘amendment. The Applicant has specifically depicted said access points
and median openings on Map H-2, attached hereto as Exhibit B.

Imposition of Proiect Build-Out Date and Development Order Expiration
Date for Alternative Development Scenario #2. Again, as was the case in
the last approved NOPC (Fourth Amendment), for the reasons stated
therein and as an accommodation to the reviewing agencies, this NOPC
Applicant agrees to the imposition of a project build-out date of December
31, 2012, for Alternative Development Scenario  #2 only, and a
development order expiration date of December 31, 2017, for Alternative
Development Scenario #2 only.

RES



Complete the attached Substantial Deviation Determination Chart for all
land use types approved in the development. If no change is proposed or
has occurred, indicate no change.

See Substantial Deviation Determination Chart attached hereto as Exhibit D.

List all the dates and resolution numbers {or other appropriate
identification numbers) of all modifications or amendments to the originaily
approved DRI development order that have heen adopted by the local
government, and provide a brief description of the previous changes (i.e.,
any information not already addressed in the Substantial Deviation
Determination Chart).

The original approved Tampa Bay Center DRI Development Order and four {4)
amendments thereta are summarized as follows:

On March 5, 1974, Resolution No. 4108-F (the "Deveiopment Order”) approved a
regional shopping center on an 83 acre site at the southeast corner of North
Himes Avenue and West Buffalo Avenue (now known as Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr. Blvd.). The approved shopping center was comprised of approximately
840,000 square feet of gross leasable area (GLA). The approved project
proposed approximately 4,650 parking spaces.

On September 30, 1975, Resotution No. 7658-F (the "First Amendment”) clarified
cerain conditions contained in Resolution No. 4108-F relating to iransportation
improvements and modifications to coincide with the project's development.

On May 11, 1678, Ordinance No. 6935-A (the "Second Amendment”) approved
an increase in the total gross leasable area to 887,000 square feet GLA of retail.

On June 12, 1979, Resolution No. 5445-G (the "Third Amendment™) approved an
increase in the number of on-site parking spaces o 5,102.

On Novernber 30, 1989, Ordinance No. 89-207 denied the requested Fourth
Amendment to the Development Order that proposed an entrance/exit onto
MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the property. This proposed
change was denied because it did not ... promote the general health, safety and
welfare of the residents in the neighborhoods to the east and south of the
nroposed entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue.”

On August 22, 2002, Ordinance No. 2002-179 {the "Fourth Amendment’)
approved an “Alternate Development Scenario” as an approved choice of
development scenarios for the Tampa Bay Center DRI, which Alternate
Development Scenario provided that the existing mall structure would be
demolished and the overall square footage reduced by 110,500 square feet GLA

on



10.

to an approved total of 776,500 square feet GLA of retail and 4,500 parking.
spaces as shown on Map H -~ Master Plan for the Aliernative Development
Scenario. The Alternate Development Scenario also had a build-out date of
December 31, 2012, and an expiraiion date of December 31, 2017. Additionally,
the number and location of access points and median openings for the Alternaie
Development Scenaric were limited to those as shown on adopted Map "H".
Finally, a corrected legal description was adopted for the entire Tampa Bay
Center site.

Has there been a change in local government jurisdiction for any portion of
the development since the last approval or development order was issued?
If so, has the annexing local government adopted a new DRI development
order for the project?

No.

Describe any lands purchased or optioned within Vs mile of the original DRI
site subsequent to the original approval or issuance of the DRI
development order. ldentify such land, its size, intended use, and adjacent

non-project land uses within ¥z mile on a project master site plan or other
map.

Not applicable.

Indicate if the proposed change is less than 40% (cumulatively with other
previous changes) of any of the criteria listed in Paragraph 380.06(19)(b),
Florida Statutes.

Mot applicable.

Do you believe this notification of change proposes a change which meets
the criteria of Subparagraph 380.06(19){(e)2., F.S.

YES NO X

Does the proposed change result in a change to the build-out date or any
phasing date of the project? If so, indicate the proposed new build-out or
phasing dates.

A build-out date was not imposed for the original Development Order, as
amended by the First, Second and Third Amendments. However, the Fourth
Amendment established a build-out date of December 31, 2012, solely for
Aliernative Development Scenario #1. AS stated in the Proposed Changes listed
in Question 5, the Applicant likewise agrees 1o a build-out date of December 31,
2012, solely for Alternative Development Scenario #2.



11.  Will the proposed change require an amendment to the local government
comprehensive plan?

No.

Provide the following for incorporation into such an amended development order,
pursuant to Subsections 380.06 (15), F.S., and 9.-2.025, Florida Administrative
Code:

12.  An updated master site plan or other map of the development portraying
and distinguishing the proposed changes to the previously approved DRI
or development order conditions.

See Map H-1 — Master Plan (attached hereto as Exhibit C), the master site plan
approved pursuant to the Fourth Amendment to the Development Order for
Alternative Development Scenario #1.

See also Map H-2 — Master Plan (attached herelo as Exhibit B), the proposed
master site plan for Alternative Development Scenario #2. For ifustrative
purposes, Map H-2 aiso delineates the footprint of the existing retail mall to be
demolished. '

13,  Pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19)(f), F.S., include the precise language
that is being proposed to be deleted or added as an amendment to the
development order. This language should address and guantify:

a. All proposed specific changes o the nature, phasing, and build-out
date of the development; to development order conditions and
requirements; to commitments and representations in the
Application for Development Approval; to the acreage attributable to
each described proposed change of jand use, open space, areas for
preservation, green belis; 10 structures or to other improvements
including locations, square footage, number of units: and other
major characteristics or components of the proposed change;

See enclosed draft Development Order attached hereto as Exhibit £.

b. An updated legal description of the property, if any project acreage

- is/has been added or deleted to the previously approved plan of
development;

No change is proposed.



A proposed amended development order deadline for commencing
physical development of the proposed changes, if applicabie;

No change is proposed.

A proposed amended development order termination date that
reasonably reflects the time required to complete the development;

A development order expiration/termination date was not adopied as pari
of the origina! Development Order, as amended by the First, Second and
Third Amendments. However, the Fourth Amendment established an
expiration/termination date of December 31, 2017, solely for Alternative
Development Scenario #1. As stated in the Proposed Changes listed in
Question 5, the applicant likewise agrees o a development order
expirationftermination date of December 31, 2017, solely for Alternative
Development Scenario #2.

A proposed amended development order date until which the local
government agrees that the changes to the DRI shall not be subject
to down-zoning, unit density reduction, or intensity reduction, if
applicabie; and

No change is proposed.

Proposed amended development order specifications for the annual
report, including the date of submission, contents, and parties to
whom the report is submitted as specified in Subsection 3J-2.025 (7),
F.AC. ~

No change is proposed.

<o



SCHEDULE OF EXHIBITS

NAME OF DOCUMENT EXHIBIT
Trade-Off Mechanism Analysis A
Map H-2 — Master Plan for Alternative Development Scenalrio #2 B
Map H-1 — Master Plan for Alternative Development Scenario #1 C
Substantial Deviation Determination Chart ‘ D
Draft Development Crder E
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EXHIBIT A

TRADE-OFF MECHANISM ANALYSIS

DECEMBER 15, 2003

PREPARED BY

Kimley-Horn Associates, Inc.
1220 Tech Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33619



TAMPA BAY CENTER DRI (#16)

NOTICE OF PROPOSED CHANGE
December 15, 2003

INTRODUCTION

The Tampa Hay Center DRI (#16) is located in the southeast comner of the Martin Luther
King I1. Boulevard (State Road 574) & Himes Avenue intersection, See Figure 1 for the
gseneral DRI location. The Tampa Bay Ceuter DRI is an 83 acre (%) development that
consists of retail land uses. The T@pa Bay Center Mall was constructed on the DRI site.
The original Development Order was adopted 1a 1874, The Development Order has been
amended 2 total of five times, with the latest occurming on August 22, 2002 (Resolution

2002-1793.

Specifically, the latest approved Development Ordar consists of approvals for 776,500
square fest of retail, The existing mall was‘recenﬂy closed and the buildings are anticipated
to be demolished. In addition, the existing HARTline transfer center is to be relocated on
site. The current DRI buildout approval does not expire until December 31, 2012, and the

Development Order does not expire uniil December 31,2017,

NOPC OBJECTIVE

The objective for this current NOPC iz to creatz 2 trade-off matrix that allows an exchange
of retail development for general office development and the preposed Tampa Bay
Duccaneers Corparate Headquarters. It should be noted that the net trip generation of the
irade-off of retail for office and the Tampa Bay Buccaneer Corporate Headguarters land
wses for this NOPC will not exceed the number of approved outbound trips for the DRI

without 2 more detailed analysis.

Atiachmans to MNOPC
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DRI TRIP GENERATION

The trip generation for the retall uses of the DRI was estimated using thp generation rates
and pass-by capturs rates published in the Institure of Transportation Engineers (TTB), Trip

Generation, Sixth Edition, 1997, and the YTE Trip Generaiion Horndbaok, March 2001,

Based upon the approved 776,500 square feet of retail, the met, new, two-way external Tips
vested by the retail land uses are 22,256 two-way, daily trip-ends and 2,123 two-way
(1,013 inbouad/1,110 cutbound), p.m. peak hour trip-ends. Pass-by capture trips were
based upon guidelines found in the Flonda Department of Transportation (FDOT) Size
Impact Handbook, April 1997, which state that pass-by capture UIps cannat excesd 10
percent of adjacent strest raffic. The Faffic valumes for the adjacent street Lo the sits,
in Luther King Boulsvard, were ohizined Trom Hillsbhorough County's Roadway Level

of Service Repare, January 2003, The AADT along Martn Luther King Boulevard is

A

12 252 vehicies and using a kg factor of O 0035, the peak hour, two-way volume is 2,004
vehicles. The FDOT 10 percent rate (306 of 3,064) for pass-by trips was utiized in the

anzlysis. The trip generanon calculations can be found in Tabic [ of the Appendix

ceneral office land use is propesed to include the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corparats

Headquarters. A5 discussed n the November 20, 2003 Methodology Meeting at the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council {TERPC), er Eontrillon rales for the proposed Tempa
Fay Buccaneers Corporats Headquarters were based wpen irip generation rates for the
puneral office land uze. The wip generation rates for the generzl office land use are slightiy

lazwer tnan those determined from a driveway count of the existing Tampz Bay Buccaneer

f orporate Headguariees. Therefore, using the genetal office land use wip rates was

LORssrvInve in eslmatng the acwual tnhp generanion of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers

[ orporate

b irade-off inatriz was developed that allows an exchange of retail development far general
oifice development, which includes the proposed Tampa BEay Buccansers Corporate
bieadguarers. Based upon the number of net, new sutbound trips generated by the exisung

land use {1,170 outhound mps), & conversion of retail square footage 1o

: fooage was developed. Shown in Table 7 of the Appendlx, & mu toplication
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Using this factor (1.4449) and the existing approved retzail square footage {776,500 square
feet), it can be expected that approximately 1,122,000 square feet of office space can be
developed on the site without exceeding the number of previously approved net, new

cutbound trips. This trip generation caleulation is shown in Table 3 of the Appendin.

The size of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate Headguarters is expecled ta be
approximataly EZ0,00G square feet. Therefore, there will be approximately 1,002,000
square fest of available affice space or, using the conversion factor, approximately 653,400
square feet of available retzil space remaining on the development site. This tfip generafion

calculation is shown in Tzble 4 of the Appendix.

CONCLUSION
In order to creaie an exchange of re evelopment for general office development and the
propased Tarapa Bay Buceaneers Corporatz Headquarters, 2 rade-off matrix was
developed. Fased upon the number of net, new outbound ps ga‘tc:aiad by the exisdng
approved rewil lend use, a multplicaton factor of 1.4449 for conv verdng retadl sguare

foatage 1o cffice cquare footage was detzrmined for the Tampz Ba y Center DEL

It should be noted that typically, traffic trade-off matmices, approved by the Tampa Bay

{*zgional Planning Counci) and the Florida Depariment of Cornrpuniry Affairs, associated

with 2 DRI are basad upon the number of two-way rips for cither daily totel or .o pezk-
bour totals. The rade-off mamix for this MOPC is based upon the oumber of parL peak-
iiour, peak-direcrional tcips, Which lmits the potental amount of available o

footzge, which could be based upen the number of p.m. peak-hour, rwo-way ADE.

Thersfare, in the future a5 additianal development is proposed, if the anticipated number of
outhound mips excezds §,170 tdps, 2 more detailed analysis would need to be performed Lo

identify potzntial off-site impacls w0 the surrounding roadway network.
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APPENDIX
Table i_ — EXISTING APPROVED RETAIL TRIP GENERATION
Table 2 - PM PEAK HOUR: LAND USE TRADE-GFFS
Table 3 - PROPOSED OFFLCE TRIP GENERATION

Taple 4 - PROPOSED BUCCANEERS CORPORATE HEADQUARTERS TEIP
GENEFRATION
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EXHIBIT C

Himes Avenue
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EXHIBIT D

SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATIOND ETERMINATION CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE

CHANGE CATEGORY

PROPOSED PLAN

ORICINAL
PLAN

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CHANGE

Attraction/Recreation

i Parking Spaces

it Speclators

it Senls

Site locational changes

Acreage, including drainage, ROW,
easemernts, elc,

External Vehicle Trips

0.0, Conditions

ADA Representations

Mot Applicable

Mot Applicable

Alrports

Note: If a response is (o be more than one sentence, atlac
i
plan drawings. The Bureau may

Runway (length)

Rumway (sirengih)

Terminal (gross square feet)

# Parking Spaces

# Gates

Apron Area {gross squarc feel)

Site locational changes

Airport Acreage, including drainage,
ROW, eagsements, elc.

Not Applicable

i a detailed description of each proposed change ant
request additional information from the developer oy his agenl.

Not Applicable

Nat Applicable

Mol Applicable

I copies of the proposcd modificd site




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATI ON CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE

CHANGE CATEGORY

Airports (conl.)

I Fxternal Vehicle Trips

1.0. Conditions

ADA representations

ORIGINAL

PROPOSED PLAN PLAN

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CHANGE

[Hospitals

i Beds

# Parking Spaces

Building (gross square feel)

Site locational changes

Acreage, including
gasemenis, cic,

drainage, ROW,

External Vehicle Trips

D.0O. conditions

ADA representulions

Mot Applicable Mot Applicable

Not Applicable

industrial

Note: If a response is to be more than one senlence, atlach a detailed descriplion of
plan drawings. The Bureau may request additiona

Acreage, including
easements, elc.

drainage, ROW,

it Parking spaces

Building (gross square feet}

# Employees

chemical storage (barrels and pounds)

Site locationa! changes

Not Applicable Not Applicable

Mot Applicahle

cach proposed change und copies ot the proposed modiled sie
{information from the developer or his agent.




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMI NATION CHART

PREVIOUS D.O.
ORIGINAL CHANGE & DATE OF
TYPE OF LAND USE CHANGE CATEGORY PROPOSED PLAN PLAN CHANGE

Indusiriai {cont.) i External vehicle trips

.0, Conditions

ADA representations

Mining Operalions Acreage mined (year)

Water withdrawal (gal/day)

Size of mine {acres), including drainage,
ROW, easements, elc.

. . § ! o ienhie Inl A icable
Site locational changes Mot Applicable Not Applicable Nol Applicahle

# External vehicle (rips

1.0, Condilions

ADA representations

Nole: If a response is (o be more lhan one senlence, allach a detaited description of cach proposed change and copies of the proposed madified site
plan drawings. The Bureau may request additional information fom the developer or his agent,




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERD IINATION CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE

CIHANGE CATEGORY

PROVOSED PLAN

OIIGINAL
PLAN

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CIHANGIE

Ofhee

Acreage, incinding
easements, elc.

drainage,

ROW,

255 MO

0

&

Building (gross square feel)

Minimum: 145,0600%
*office square
[ootage is not in
addition to approved
relpil sgquare foolage,
and may only be
developed through
ntilization of the
trade-off mechanism
and a decrease in
equivalent amount ol
relail square foolage

# Parking Spaces

5,000

4,550

3

5102 (6/12/79)
4500 (8/22/02)

ff Empioyees

200

Not Applicable.

Not Applicable

Site locational changes

Not Applicable

Mot Applicable

Not Applicable

i Gxternal vehicle tops

Mo Change

2,022 vph

2,106 vph (5/11/78)
1,867 vph (8/22/02)

.0 Condiions

(See altached
proposed
Development Order)

See Origmal
D.O. (3574

See Amendments:
930475 SIS, 612005,
and §/22/02

ADA representations

ot Applicable

Mot Applicable

Nat Apphcable

Note: 1 a response is to be more i
plan drawings. The Burean may rec

han one sentence, attach a detailed description o

{each proposed change and capies ol the proposed madified sie
juest additional information from the developer or his agent.

il




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATI ON CHARTE

PREVIOUS D.O.
ORIGINAL CHANGE & DATE OF
TYPE OF LAND USE CHANGE CATEGORY PROTOSED PLAN PLAN CHANGE

Petroleum/Chemical Storage Capacity (barrels and/or pounds)
Storage

Distance to Navigable Waters {feet)

Site locations changes

T . . j Not Applicable Mot Applicable Not Applicuble
Facility Acreage, including drainage,

ROW, easements, eic.

# External vehicle trips

D.0. Conditions

ADA representalions

Ports (Marinas) # Boals, wet storage

#f Boats, dry storage

Dredge and [l (cu. yds.)

Petroleum storage (gals.}

Not Applicable Not Applicable Mot Apphicable
Site locational changes

Port Acreage, including drainage, ROV,
easemenls, eic.

# Bxternal vehicle trips

0.0, Condiliens

ADA representations

Note: If a response is to be more than one senlence, altach o detailed description of each proposed change and copies of the proposed modified site
plan drawings. The Bureau may request additional information from the developer or his agent,




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATION CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE

Residential

CHANGE CATEGORY

# Dwelling units

Type of dwelling units

#tof lots

Acreage, including draimage, ROW,
easements, etc.

Site locational changes

# Bxlernal vehicle trips

D.0. Conditions

PROPOSED PLAN

Not Applicable

ORIGINAL
PLAN

Mot Applicable

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CHANGE

Not Applicable

Wholesale, Retail, Service

Wole: If a response is to be more than one senlence, atlac
he Bureau may request additional information from the developer or his agent.

plan drawings. T

Acreage, including drainage, ROW,
easements, clc.

No Change

o

80,274 (8/22/02)

Floor Space (gross square feet)

Mo Change

840,000 GLA

887,000 (5/11/78)
776,500 (8/22/02)

# Pariung Spaces No Change 4,650 5,102 (6/12/79)
4,500 (8/22/02)
i Employees No Change 2,350 2,482 (5/14/78)

1,942 (8/22/01}

Site locational changes

Nol Applicable

Mot Applicable

Mot Applicabie

# External vehicle {rips

No Change

2,022 vph

2,106 vph (5/11/78)
1,867 vph (8/22/02)

I a detailed description of each proposed change and copies of the propased madified site




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATION CH ART

TYPE OF LAND USE

CHANGE CATEGORY

PROPOSED PLAN

ORIGINAL
PLAN

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CHANGE

Wholesale, Retail, Service
{cont.)

0.0, Conditions

Mo change

See Original
0.0, (3/5/74)

See Amendments:
G/30/75: SIT1/T8.;, /12178,
and §/22/02

ADA representations

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Totel/Motel

i Rental Units

Floor space (gross square feel)

# Parking Places

#t Employees

Site locational changes

Acreage, including drainage, ROW,

ecasements, elc.

# External vehicle (nps

D.0O. Conditions

ADA represenlations

Mot Applicable

Nol Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

V. Park

Note: 1f a response is to be more
pian drawings. The Bureau may request additiona

Acreage, including drainage, ROW,

cusements, elc.

# Parking Spaces

Buildings (gross square feet)

# Employees

Site localional changes

Noi Applicable

lot Applicable

fhan one sentence, attach a detailed deseription of cach propused change ad copies
Uinformation front the developer or his agent.

Mol Applicable

af the proposed muodificd sie




SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATION CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE

CHANGE CATEGORY

R.V. Park (conl.)

# Extemnal vehicte trips

D.0. conditions

ADA representalions

PROPOSED IPLAN

ORIGINAL
PLAN

PREVIOUS D.O.
CHANGE & DATE OF
CHANGE

Open Space (Al natural
and vegelaled non-
impervious surfaces)

Acreage

Site locational changes

Type of open space

D.0O. Conditions

ADA representalions

Mol Applicable

Not Applicable

Mot Applicable

Preservation, Buller or
Special Protection Areas
Preservalion (cont.)

Acroage

Site lecational changes

Development of site proposed

[.0. Canditions

ADA representalions

Mot Applicable

Mot Applicable

Mol Appheable

GAAGUCCANEERS DRIMGFC (GKG).nl

Note: If a response is lo be more than one senlence, uttach a detailed description of each proposed change

plan drawings. The Bureau may request additional informalion from the developer or his agent.

and copies ol the praposed modilicd su




Exhibit 2 To Ordinance

RESPONSES TO REVIEWING AGENCY COMMENTS

CITY OF TAMPA

Land Development Coordination

1.

Define the types of uses contained within the proposed Buccaneers
Corporate Headquarters.

The uses that will comprise the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate-Headquarters
Facility will include the executive/corporate and administrative offices and various
uses specifically related thereto, including but not limited to: media and public
relations offices and an athletic practice-training facility, including athletic practice
fields.

The existing Buccaneers facility (One Buc Place) has an outdcor training
facility. ldentify the location of any similar facility on Alternate Scenario #2.
Given the proximity to adjacent residential uses and hospital, provide detail
on hours of operation, days of utilization and whether the facility is open to
the public.

The proposed location of the two (2) planned athletic practice fields is shown on
Map H-3, dated May 17, 2004, (Exhibit 1) attached hereto for informational
purposes onty.

As will be the case with the corporate and administrative offices, the athletic
practice and training facility will be open year round. The administrative staff,
players, and coaches arrive and leave the facility at different times during the
day; many of the players do not use the facility during the off-season. The
nroposed hours of operation for the athletic practice and training facility are 6:.00
am to 6:00 pm, with occasional use at other hours: however, outdoor team
practices will generally occur between the hours of 8:30 am and 4:00 pm,
although potentiaily -3 times per year, leam practices may be held at night,
depending upon the number of night games scheduled each year.

£s is currently the case at One Buc Place, team practices are not open to the
general public. The proposed new training facility is not intended to be utilized
for the annual summer training camp which is cusrently heid in Orlando and is
open to the fans and patrons.



The existing outdoor training facility simulates game situations using
simulated crowd noise. Will this be utilized at this facility? If so, given the
proximity to residential and institutional uses, please provide noise
analysis detailing expected noise levels from these uses. [f the facility is
utilized at night, please provide information on lighting.

During certain practice sessions, limited crowd noise simulations will be
conducted. Based on past experience these simulations are only conducted one
or two times per week during the September to January practice sessions. The
simulations occur during practice of situation plays in 5-10 second intervals for a
total of approximately 15 minuies per practice, i.e., atotal of 15 to 30 minutes per
week.

As requested by the City, a Noise Analysis prepared by Jeff Palmquist, ELT., of
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., is attached hereto (Exhibit 2).

As to night practice sessions, based on past experience generally night practices
are not held: however in the event such practices are conducted, they would not
he held more than 1-3 times per year. Any lighting to facilitate such practices
would be shielded and directed away from the training facility adjoining uses. A
copy of the preliminary foot-candle analysis and light fixture data sheets for the
proposed field lighting are attached. The ambient lighting beyond the perimeter
of the field will be similar to the current mall parking lot lighting as illustrated.

The original project approvals consisted of 4650 parking spaces. Alternate
scenario #2 increases the total number of parking spaces over alternate
scenario #1 by 500 spaces. Given the increase, is parking as a primary use
being requested? Will a parking garage be constructed?

While Aternative Scenario #2 includes 5000 parking spaces, the number of
spaces proposed for Alternative Scenario #2 is a decrease from the number of
spaces approved under the original Development Order as amended
(Resolution No. 5445-G) which approved 5,102 parking spaces. Therefore,
Alternative Development Scenario #2 does not propose a change which would
result in additional regional impacts or impacts not previously reviewed.

Additionally, parking is not proposed as a primary/singular use, nor are there
currently pians to construct a parking garage; however, in the future it is possible
that @ parking garage could be constructed in conjunction with development of
other approved Uses.



-~

It is my understanding that HART has an agreement addressing transit with
the previous property owner. If so, identify possible transit locations and
status of discussions with HART on possible relocations of the transfer
facility.

Discussions between the Applicant's representative and Les Weakland of
HARTIne are still ongoing. It is the Applicant’s intent to have this issue resclved
prior to the July 15, 2004 public hearing. As soon as an agreement has been
reached relative to this issue, the Applicant will advise all reviewing agencies.

The property carries Commercial Intensive (Cl) zoning with a maximum
FAR of 1.0, with surface parking. Does the approved site acreage allow
development of 1.2 million square feet of office development?

The existing site acreage is 80.2 acres, which equates to 3,493,512 square feet
of allowable building area, based on the current zoning. However, as indicated in
the DRI Trade Off Mechanism Analysis, dated Dec. 15, 2003, prepared by
Christopher Hatton, P.E., of Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., the maximum
amount of office square footage that can be developed utilizing the transporiation
irade-off mechanism is 1,200,000 sq. ft., which is well below (almost 1/3) the
FAR limit.

Acknowledge that the office square footage will be approved as gross
square feetl.

it is acknowledged that the office square footage is in terms of gross sguare fest.

City of Tampa Transportation Division

a.

In order to fuily evaluate the proposed change, a more detailed internal
circulation plan is needed. The submitted conceptual plan is too general
and does not provide us with sufficient information to evaluate traffic
loading and circulation.

il is aniicipated that the existing site access points and general internal
circuiation patterns will be unchanged and that the traffic generation potential for
the site will be maintained. Map H-3 dated May 17, 2004, further defines the
access easements and internal circulaton of the proposed and  future
developments.



10.

11.

12.

The developer needs to evaluate the need for two signals at the site access
onto Martin Luther King Boulevard. Depending on the proposed internal
circulation, two signalized access points may not be necessary.

It is anticipated that the existing site access points and traffic patterns wil be
unchanged and that the traffic generation potential for the site will be maintained,
therefore, the two signalized access points along Martin Luther King Boulevard,
and the signalized access point on Himes Boutevard, are expected to continue to
be warranied in the future. In addition, there are existing office land uses located
north of Martin Luther King Boulevard that currently use the two signals for
ingress and egress.

Please show any proposed HARTline bus staging / circulation.

Discussions between the Applicant's representative and Les Weakland of
LARTIne are still ongoing. } is the Applicant's intent to have this issue resolved
prior to the July 15, 2004 public hearing. As sooOn 28 an agreement has been
reached relative to this issue, the Applicant will advise all reviewing agencies and
will address the bus staging/circulation at that time.

The abandoned right turn lane on Martin Luther King Boulevard needs to
be remaoved and the curb raised.

The Applicant has no objections to the removal of the right-turn tane along Martin
Luther King Boulevard. However, since the Applicant is not proposing a change
that necessitates the removal, the Applicant suggests that the City coordinate
with the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) in order to remove the
right-turn lane.

The Consultant needs to provide this office with a copy of the trip
generation study prepared for the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate
Headquariers.

e Applicant has attached a copy of the DRI Trade Off Mechanism Analysis,
dated Dec. 15, 2003, prepared by Christopher Hation, P.E., of Kimley-Horn and
Assaciates, Inc., (conducted at One Buc Place), which includes a DRI Trip
Generation Study (Exhibit 3).

The passer by trip rate used to derive the retail trips is much lower than
what a typical mall of this size would normally generate. Please clarify.

Pass-by capture trips were determined hased upon information found in the
institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Handbcok, March
2003. Afier the pass-by capture rate was determined, the number of pass-by
capture trips was compared to the adjacent Martin Luther King Boutevard tratiic.
Eased upon guidelines found in the EDOT Site impact Handbook, April 1997, the



14.

number of pass-by capture trips should not exceed ten {10} percent of the
adjacent street traffic. it was determined that the pass-by capture rate
determinad was greater than 10 percent of the Martin Luther King Boulevard
traffic, and therefore, was reduced.

Page 4 of the NOPC lists Parking as a use. Since the existing and
proposed additional parking spaces will be used for events, the “new” net
external trips may increase. This should be accounted for when
calculating the trade off mechanism.

The NOPC considered the PM Peak Hour (rather than Daily, AM Peak Hour,
Weekend, eic.) as the worst-case (conservative) time period in order to
determine the appropriate net, new external trips for the trade-off mechanism. it
should be noted that “Parking”, however, is not expected to generate any traffic
during the weekday PM Peak Hour, with the rare exception of weekday full-
capacity events at Raymond James Stadium which would occur regardless of
any development proposed as part of this NOPC.

HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

1.

b

The site is designated Urban Mixed Use-60, the purpose of which is to
designate areas suitable for medium high density residential, professional
office and commercial development. Designated areas are determined to
he appropriate for such uses due to market demands and availability of
adequate community Tacilities.

Planning Commission staff requests that the applicant provide further
detail on the acreage of the siie and where the additional office use will be
piaced so that a review of appropriate land coverage on the site can be
determined as it relates to the floor area ratio permitied by the plan
category.

See response to Questions No. 1 and No. 6 under City of Tampa commenis as
well as Map H-2 which identifies the proposed locations for office use.

The NOPGC relies heavily on a parking space analysis, and does not address
alternative modes of transportation. Planning Commission staff requests

“that the NOPC address transportation Demand Management strategies,

which are inciusive of coordination with the Hillsborough Area Transit
Authority (HARTIine), promoting bicycle activity, and a walkable
environment as outlined in the following policies of the Tampa
Comprehensive Plan.

The NOPC considered the PM Peak Hour (rather than Daily, AM Peak Hour,
Weskend, =ic.) as the worsi-case {conservative) time period in order to

“n



determine the appropriate net, new external trips for the trade-off rmechanism. i
should be noted that "Parking”, however, is not expected to generate any traffic
during the weekday PM Peak Hour, with the rare exception of weskday full-
capacity events at Raymond James Stadium which would occur regardiess of
any development proposed as part of this NOPC.

3. Planning Commission staff would further request information on the type
and location of the requested access point.
No additional site access points are being requested in this NOPC. ltis expected
ihat the existing site access poinis along Martin Luther King Boulevard and
Himes Avenue will be maintained.

HARTLINE

1. If the owner implements the “Alternative Development Scenario” which

this pending NOPC references as being part of the Fourth Amendment to
the DRI, then transit requirements are fulfilled under the terms of the HART
- Property Owner's Agreement dated 8/7/02. The only mention of transit in
the pending NOPC proposing a third {3d) alternative is an asterisk on map
H-2 reading: “Existing Bus Termina! to be relocated on site as part of
future development.” It is, therefore, not clear how fransit requirements
would be fulfilled under the requested change. If this third {3d) alternative
will also implement the 8/7/02 agreement, HART will understand the intent
and how the developer and owner plan to meet these conditions. Based
upon the present information, HART does not understand how the
developer and owner intend to honor transit conditions.

Discussions between the Applicant’s representative and Les Weakland of
HARTIline are still ongoing. ltis the Applicant's intent to have this issue resolved
prior to the July 15, 2004 public hearing.



TAMPA BAY REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL

1. Assuming that the proposed Land Use equivalency Matrix was based
exclusively on trip generation factors (transportation}, please identify how
the public utilities impacts (i.e., potable water demand, wastewater and
solid waste generation) would be affected. Please complete the following
table which would constitute the two development extremes available to
the applicant. It is understood that the project could contain a combination
of each use.

(For this comparative analysis, conversion of 776,500 sq. ft. of Retail to
Office at a rate of 1,000 sq. ft. of Retail equals 1,444.9 sq. ft. of Office would
yield 1,121,965 sq. ft. of Office space maximum)

On May 28, 2004, the NOPC Applicant submitted to all reviewing agencies a
“Services and Utilities Comparison” prepared by Matthew Campo, P.E., of
Burcaw & Associates Engineering, inc., which the Applicant believes addresses
the questions raised herein and provides the technical hasis for the responsive
information set forth in the table herein below.

LAND USE/ POTABLE WATER WASTEWATER SOLID WASTE
ENTITLEMENTS
; {gpd) | (gpd) {Lbs./Day)
b '
776,500 Sq. Ft. of Retail 194,125 gpd 155,300 gpd 31,060 Ibs/day
1,121,865 Sq. Ft. of 4,245 gpd 75,171 gpd 11,219 ibs/day
Office
MET DIFFERENCE — 19,880 gpd {less) 50,129 gpd (fess; 19,841 lbsiday {less)

if the proposed conversion of retail to office would yield an increase in
notable water demand, wastewater generation andfor solid waste
generation, does the City have the wiilingness and ability to meet the
additional public utility demand(s)? If so, please provide correspondence
from the City indicating such.

Since the above table establishes that the impact on services and utilities would

he less under Alternative Development Scenario #2, it is the Applicants
understanding that no further response is necessary.
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While attending a Buccaneer practice session, it was observed that large
speakers were sporadically placed around the football field and utilized to
simulate crowd noise during practice. How will the surrounding residential
neighborhoeod(s) and adjacent hospital be shielded from the loud crowd
simulation noises?

See the response to Question #3 under City of Tampa commenis and the Noise
Analysis prepared by Jeff Palmquist, E.LT., of Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.,
attached hereto (Exhibit 2).

Additionally, the outdoor practice fields will be surrounded with an eight (8) to ten
(10) foot high fence covered with windscreen and buffered with 2 landscaped
hedge. Further, the speakers utilized for crowd noise simulation will be directed
towards the practice fields and away from the surrounding land uses; the ambient
noise level is significantly ess behind the crowd-noise-simulation speakers.

Who currenily owns the parcel located in the southwest corner of the site
that is designated “Existing Office and Parking/Not included” and
proposed “Map H-2"7 Is it possible that this parcel could be acquired by
the applicant and somehow aggregated into the current development
scheme?

According o information obiained under the Hillsborough County Property
Appraiser's web site, the record owner of the property Is Stadium Plaza
Associates, LLC. The NOPC Applicant has no pians to incorporate this parcel
into the current development scheme.

it is noted that the applicant proposes 4 “minimum of 145,000 sq. ft. of
office space” within the project site. What was the basis for determining
the minimum office criteria? Is this actually for a new Buccaneers
headquarters? Where would this office space be located within the
nurview of the proposed Master Development Plans (Maps H-1 & H-2)7 If
the applicant is proceeding with two development scenarios (Map H-1 & H-
2), it would then be necessary to modify Map H-1 to depict this minimum
145,000 sq. ft. of office space requirement.

The proposed Buccaneer's Corporate Headquariers Facility includes 145,000
square feet of office space as shown on Map H-3. The area designated as
Parcel A on Map H-2 is the proposed location of the Buccaneer's Corporate
Headquariers Faclility.

£



The Applicant is not proceeding with two (2) development scenarios, or a
combination of two (2) development scenarios. The development scenarios are
alternative development scenarios.  Therefore, if Alternative Development
Scenario #2 is chosen, then Map H-2 would govern development of the site. if
Alternative Development Scenario #1 is chosen, then Map H-1 would govern. If
neither Aliernative Development Scenario #1 or #2 is chosen, then the original
Map H would govern. Map H-2 was included in this NOPC application primarily
for ease of reference to illustrate the previously approved DRI amendments.

it is stated that there will be 200 employees under the proposed plan of
development. What assumptions were made to atfain the employment
figures regarding office space (other than Buccaneer headquarters) and/or
potential retail uses?

This information was based on the current empioyee count for the Buccaneers'
Corporate Headguarters Facility, which includes staff members, players,
coaches, and other team-related personnel, and is consistent with other NFL
team employee figures throughout the League; there are significant portions of
lha building that are intermittently used or occupied by ihe teamn staff and
players. No additional changes are proposed for the Corporate Headquarters
Facility.

Transportation

6.

=~

Dlease identify how many PM peak hour trips, by direction, were analyzed
in the original Appilication for Development Approval or latest NOPC
application that modified the number of approved trips for this
development of regional impact. These are the number of trips that were
approved for the development and should be the number used in the
comparison for the trade-off to office.

he number of net, new exiernal trips approved in the latest NORC application is
| (312 inbound trips and 1,110 outbound trips.  The trade-off matrix was then
eveloped based upon the number of approved, cutbound trips {1,1 10).

The second paragraph on Page 3 of 4 of the analysis indicates how pass-by
capture was limited to 10% of the traffic on the adjacent road. The
calculation of allowable pass-by capture is @ two step process. First, the
maximum number of pass-by trips needs to be calculated using the
appropriate formula from the institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Trip Generation Handbook, 2001. Then the number should be limited to
10% of the background traffic on the adjacent roads. The calculation of
trips on the adjacent roads indicated in the analysis is of the total peak
nour volume. Project traffic, if any, needs to be subtracted from the total

8]



traffic to obtain background traffic. Please revise the analysis to comply
with the above described method.

Pass-by capture trips were deiermined based upon infarmation found in the
Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Handbook, March
2003. After the pass-by capture rate was determined, the number of pass-by
capture trips was compared to the adjacent Martin Luther King Boulevard traffic.
Pased upon guidelines found in the FDOT Site Impact Handbook, April 1997, the
number of pass-by capture trips cannot exceed ten (10) percent of the adjacent
street traffic. It was determined that the pass-by capture rate determined was
greater than 10 percent of the Martin Luther King Boulevard traffic, and therefore,
was reduced

Map H-2 provided as Exhibit B indicates that the office and or retail will be
developed around the site in a number of separate areas. According to the
ITE Trip Generation Report, 2003, the office trip generation should be
calculated according to the size of each separate area. Please identify the
number of square feet of office or retail expected in each area and
complete the analysis using the appropriate trip generation for each area.

The specific land use combinations and sizes for office and retail have not yet
peen determined. It is expected that the trade-off matrix agreed upon in this
NOPC will be used to deterrmine the split of office and retail land uses that can be
constructed on the site.

Master Development Plan (Méo H-2)

5.

It is noted that Map H-2 includes a citation that “Existing Bus Terminal to
be relocated on site as part of future development.” Does this suggest that
the current location is tentative and would be relocated elsewhere on site?
Would the new location need to be mutually agreeable with Hilisborough
Area Regional Transit (HART)?

Discussions between the Applicant's represeniative and Les Weakland of
HARTIine regarding this issue are still ongoing. Itis the Applicant’s intent to have
this issue resolved prior to the July 15, 2004 public hearing. As socon as ar
agreement has been reached relative to this issue, the Applicant will advise all
reviewing agencies.

Slease revise the Master Development Plan to denote the location of the
nractice fields.

The location of the two (2) proposed athletic practice fields is shown on Map H-3
dated May 17, 2004, attached hereto for informational purposes only.



11.

12

13.

14.

it is noted that the applicant has agreed to limit the number and locations
of project access points and median openings to those currently approved.
Why are the existing project median openings not depicted on either of the
proposed DRI Master Plans (Map H-1 or Map H-2)?

The median openings are located off site and since no changes thereto are
proposed, they are not shown on the DRI Master Plans.

Map H-2 labeled the 2.47 acre and 5.1 acre retention ponds as existing. The
alternative development scenario (Map H-1) allows for a reduction of 0.93
acres in stormwater retention. Would this reduction be attributable to the
alternative development scenario?

Alternative Development Scenario #2 does not propose a reduction in
stormwater retention areas. Map H-2 reflects the current locations and sizes of
ihe stormwater retention ponds existing on site. No reduction in the size of the
retention ponds is currently being proposed.

Please define “Parking/Circuiation” as designated on Map H-2.

The term “parking circulation” on Map H-2 is defined as the paved parking lots
and internal vehicle circulation required for future development of the site. The
parking circulation areas shown on Map H-2 and H-3 reflect what was previously
approved as part of the other NOPC/DR! amendments for this site.

Please confirm that the applicant proposes 10 partially restore some of the
parking spaces veluntarily forfeited as part of the last NOFG application
submitted for the Tampa Bay Center DRI (to 4,500 parking spaces). itis
understood that the Buccaneer training facility is not open to the public
and thus traffic volume would be reduced. The current application
requests an increase of 500 parking spaces. What are the current City
standards for parking spaces per 1,000 sq. it. of office and per 1,000 sq. ft.
of retail development?

See response to Question #4 under City of Tampa comments regarding the
number of approved parking spaces. Again, it is the Applicant's position that
5000 parking spaces is not an increase 1o the number of spaces previously
approved; in fact, it is a decrease in the number of spaces approved under the
original development,

For informational purposes, City of Tampa Code Section 27-242 sets forth the
parking requirements for office and retail uses. The number of spaces required
tor office is 3.3 spaces per 1,000 square feet. The number of parking spaces
required for retait depends on the type of retail use. For a freestanding retall
csiablishment, such as a depariment siore, the number of required parking



spaces is 3 spaces per 1,000 square feet. For a grocery store, regional mall,
strip center or any other type retall, the number of required parking spaces is 4
spaces per 1,000 square feet. At the time of actual development of the sile, the
Applicant shall comply with the applicable city codes.

GAJBG\BUCCANEERS DRIResponses to Reviewing Agencies.dog

R



EXHIBIT LIST

Exhibit 1 Map H-3, dated May 17, 2004
Exhibit 2 Buccaneers Crowd Simulation Noise Analysis

Exhibit 3 Trade-Off Mechanism Analysis dated December 15 2003 (which includes
a DRI Trip Generation Study)



?ﬁ Fimizy-Horn
17 __ Y and Associales. inc.

July 6, 2004

Mr. Willlam A. Hayward, Jr., R.A.

{ne Buccaneer Place ?
i Suife 400
Tampa Bay, FL 33607 a2 St
{3 13 ) 554-1314 Verp Beach, Fleridh
32830

Re:  Buccaneers Crowd Simulation Noise Analysis

A noise analysis was conducied on June 24, 2004 at the Tampa Bay Buccaneers
Corporate Headquarters & Training Facility proposed site, located at the Tampa Bay
Center Mall on Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, in Tampa, Florida. The analysis was
1o estimate the expected increase in sound levels associated with the team’s training
activities for adjacent noise sensitive receivers. The noise source that the analysis
focused on was the electronically generated crowd noise simulation that the team will
intermittently utilize during the proceedings of a practice session.

The simulated crowd noise is typicaily utilized during one or two practices per week
during the regular season, which extends from September io January. Dunag the umes of
operation, the crowd simulation intervals are activated for 10 to 15 seconds each,
depending on the complexity and the execution tme of any given single play. The
frequency of which these crowd noise intervals are activated ranges from every 20 to 35
ceconds. In general, this operating sequence will extend fora 10 to 15 minute time span
during the practice session. In order to accurately portray the expected notse levels that
(hé crowd simulation will generate, the four speakers used by the team were positioned in
\heir future operating location at the Tampa Bay Center. Upen identification of noise
.ensitive areas, the simulated crowd noise was implemented in a manner that is consistent
wnth a real practice session and noise level readings were recorded.

I'wo areas neighboring the site were identified as noise sensitive ereas. The first was the
hospital on the east side of MacDill Avenue and the second was the residential area to the
\nmediate south and southeast of the subject property. Noise levels in this memorandurm
are cxpressed in dBA, measured as an hourly L. The hourly L 1s the equivalent
steady-siate sound level, which n an hour contains the same acoustic energy as the time-
varving sound level during the same time penod. In other words, the fluctuating sound
fevels of the noise are represented in terms of a sizady noise level with the same energy
Lonient.

EXRIBIT 2



Kimlsy-Horn
and Associates, Inc.

For purposes of establishing a reference datum, the following table provides typical
sound levels from various familiar sources and activities:

RELATIVE SCALE OF SOUND LEVELS (dB)

Common Noise Source Distance From Source(ft) Sound Pressure Level(dB)
Jet Take-OIf 330 125
Gas Lawn Mower 3 G5
Diesel Truck 5 85
Gas Lawn Mower 160 70
Vacuum Cleaner 10 70
Neormal Speech 3 65

Existng noise levels at the hospital without the crowd simulation measured 62.9 dBA.
The majority of that noise can be atmbuted to the existing traffic on MacDill Avenue.
During the occasions when the crowd simulation is operaiing, the outdoor noise levels at
the hospital can be expected to increase to 66 dBA. For a typical human car, 2
Nuctuation of 3 dBA represents the lower limit of sensitivity where a change in sound
may he percerved.

jcadings were also taken at the southern property line of the proposed site to establish
sound levels for the residential arca to the south of the site. Existng noise levels
measured 49.6 dBA. With the crowd simulation functioning, the level of outdoor noise
cin he expected 1o increase to 53.3 dBAL

in addition 10 sound level measurements of the crowd simulation, further readings were
nhiained dunng the leam’s mini-camp praciice session (o oblain common team noise.
The readings were 1aken at a distance of 10 feet from the sideline of the praciice field for
a period of 15 minutes. Sound levels produced by the team at this proximity were 69.8
dBA. During typical praciice sessions when the crowd simulation is not operating, the
typical sound levels at the hospital are not expected to be influenced by common ieam
noise. Al the residentzl area to the south of the subject property, noise levels may
merease by | dBA with the introduction of the commen team noise. Dunng the sporadic
periads that the crowd simulator is in use, the addition of the team noise will be a minor
and neghgible supplement.



B = ?ﬁ Himiey-Homn
oS and Associates, Ine.

In conclusion, due to Lhe marginal and intermittent usage of the Buccaneers crowd
simulator and the minimal sound level increases experienced by the adjacent noise
sensitive receivers, it is the findings of this analysis that the noise generated by the
simutator and the typical noise produced by the team in a norma!l practice session is not
expected to pose any sigmficant irnpact 1o the neighboring areas. Furthermore, the
Tampa Code of Ordinances Chapter 14 OFFENSES, Article LIl NOISE states:
Section 14-151. Loud and unreasonable noises—Prohibited. The creation of any
avoidable and unreasonably loud, disturbing and unnecessary noise within the corporate
limits of the city is hereby prohibited. Noise or disturbances of such character, intensity
and duration as o be and tending lo be detrimental to the life, heaith or normal comicrt of
any individual is prohibited.

(Consistent with the requirements set forth by the Code, the noise analysis illustrates that
the noise produced from the practice sessions are at an acceptable level at the property

timits of the Tampa Bay Buccaneers Corporate Headguarters & Training Facility
proposed site.

If you should have any questions regarding the analysis or the accompanying
memorandum, feel free to contact me at (772)794-41(H.

FIEALEY-HORN AND ASSOCLATES, IMNC.
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TRADE-OFF MECHANISM ANALY SIS

DECEMBER 15, 2003

PREPARED BY

Kimiey-Hom Associates, Inc.
1220 Tech Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33619

EAHIBIT 3



TAMPA BAY CENTER DRI (#16)

NOTICE OF PROPOSED CHANGE
December 15, 2003

INTRODUCTION

The Tampa Bay Ceater DRI (#16) is located in the southeast corner of the Martin Luther
Eing Ir. Boulevard (State Foad 574) & Elimes Aveoue intersection. See Figure 1 for the
seneral DRI tocation. The Tampa Bay Center DRI is an 83 acrs (=) development that
cousists of retail land uses. The Tempa Bay Center Mall was consrructed on the DRI site.
The original Development Order was acopted in 1974, The Development Crder bas been
amendsd a total of Bve tmes, with the latest occurning on August 27,2007 (Fesclution

2002-179).

Specifically, the latest epproved Development Order consists of approvals for 776,500
square feet of retail. The existing mall was rec ently closed and the bulldings are anticipated
v b demnalizhed. In addition. the saistng HARTIue transfer center is 1o be relocated on
e, The cwrent DRI buidout approval does not expire untl December 31, 2017, and the

Prevelopment Urder does not s2pire von! Decernper 41, 2017

NOPC ODIECTIVE

e obectrve for i current HOPT e ercalz a rade-obf metnz that aliows an cxchange
of reiad developrnesnt for geaeral obiloe development and the propoced Tampa Bay

buccancers Corporate Hesdguarterz, | s4suld be noted that the net mip geoeraban of the

(

tride-ofl of retail for office and the Lampa Buy Buccancer Lomporate Headguarters land
e for i MOPC will not cxoeed the nuunbor of oppt?” ced outhbound mips Tor the DRI

wiithou! & more detied analysis.
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developed on the site without exceeding the awnber ©

outbound trips. This teip generation caleulation is shown 1n Table
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APPENDIX

Fable 2 - P PEAY HOUR: LAND USE TFLDE-TFFS
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Exhibit 2 To Ordinance

TAMPA BAY CENTER DRI
Notice of Proposed Change

SERVICES AND UTILITIES COMPARISON

Prepared For:

Buccaneers Football Stadium Limited Partnership

Prepared By:
Matthew D. Campo, P.E.
Florida Reg No. 53988
Burcaw & Associates Engineering, Inc.
6402 W. Linebaugh Avenue
Tampa, Florida 33625

May 2004

Burcaw Project No. 03498
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Tampa Bay Center DRI
Notice of Propesed Change
Services and Utilities Comparison

INTRODUCTION

The intent of this report is to assess the impact of the DRI amendment (Notice of
Proposed Change) on various utilities and services in the DRI area. The
proposed DRI amendment allows the conversion of approved retail square
footage to office square footage. The proposed DRI amendment and site plan, as
Hlustrated in this report, will not have an increased impact to the current utllities
and stormwater facilities serving the site. The proposed office uses will, in effect,
have a reduced impact to utilities and stormwater runoff compared with current

(and approved) retail uses.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site is the former Tampa Bay Center Mall, located on the south side
of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr Boulavard between Himes Avenug and MacDill

Avenue, in Section 10, Township 29, Range 18, SEE LOCATION MAP.

The site contains an existing mall structure with approximately 887,000 square
feet (SF) of developed retail space. The approved DRI Development Order
permits an alternative development scenario with 778,500 SF of retail space.
The proposed DRI amendment requests approval of a trade-off mechanism
based on a transportation trip eguivalency ratio hetween approved retail square
iootage and proposed office square footage. Utilizing the proposed trade-off
mechanism, conversion of 2l approved retail square footage (776,500 SF) would
cesult in a maximum of 1,122,000 SF of office space in terms of equivalent

vehicle trips.

The proposed DRI amendment and future development of the site anticipates a

portion of the site o be used io consiruct & new corporate office building
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Tampa Bay Center DRI

Notice of Proposed Change

Services and Utllities Comparison

(including a training facility) preliminarily including, but not limited io, 145,000 SF
- 225,000 SF of building area, two (2) natural-grassed turf fields, related parking
area, and other required improvements. The balance of the site is anticipated to
he used to develop other future retail, professional office space, or other uses as

outlined by the DRI site ptan.

A portion (approximately one-third) of the existing mall will be demolished for the
proposed new development. The balance (approximately two-thirds) of the mall

may be demolished in the future.

1. SERVICES/PUBLIC UTILITIES

Demand rates were determined for water, sewer, and solid waste services for

each land use for comparison, Usage rates were factored per day lo represent
1.000 SF of usable floor area. Table 1, comparing these rates, is shown at the
=nd of this section. As a result of the proposed DRI amendment and site plan,
‘here will be a net reduction of demand on the utility services currently being

provided to this site, as outhned below.

Water

Water is currently available o the site from the City of Tampa via a 12" line on
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard. Water use raies for retail and office uses
were hased on studies of similar land uses. Retail usage was determinec to be
250 gallons per day (GPD) per 1000 SF Office water usage was determined
1o be 84 GPD per 1000 SF, or (1/3) one-third the usage of retail.

The 776,500 SF gross leasable area (GLA) of Retail allowed by the approved
PRI Development COrder would use 194 125 GPD of water. The same water
usage would equate 1 2.311,012 SF of office space for the entire site, and
950 070 SF of office space for the portion of the site that will include the

proposed office development.

Burcaw & Associaies, Inc. May 2004



Tampa Bay Center DRI
Notice of Proposed Change
Services and Utilities Comparison

Sewer

Sewer is currently available to the site from the City of Tampa via a 12" force
main on Ohio Avenue. Standard utility engineering practice is to estimate sewer
fiows to by 80% of water usage. Retail.sewer flows were determined to be 200
gallons per day (GPD). Office sewer flows were determined to be 67 GPD, or
(1/3) one-third the usage of retail.

The 776.000 SF GLA of retail uses approved under the current DRI Development
Order would produce 155300 GPD of sewage. The same sewer flow wouid
allow 2,311,012 SF of Office space for the entire site, and 959,070 SF of office

space for the portion of the site that will include the proposed office development.

Water Reuse

Currently, water reuse is not available at the site.

Solid Waste

Solid waste collection is provided by Waste Management, Inc. through the City of
Tampa. Solid waste usage rales were provided by the City of Tampa Salid
Wasie Depariment. Retail use produces 40 pounds per day {(PPD) of solid
waste per 1000 SF, while office use produces 10 PPD per 1000 SF, or {1/4)

on-fourth of what a retail use produces.

The 776.500 SF GLA of retail approved under the current DRI Development
Order would produce 21,060 PPD of solid waste. The usage would allow
3 106,000 SF of office space for the entire site, and 1,288,890 SF of office space

{or the portion of the site that will include the proposed office development.

w & Assaciaies, Inc. May 2004



Tampa Bay Center DRI
Notice of Proposed Change
Services and Utilities Comparnison

Irrigation
The consiruction of the proposed office development includes a training facility

containing two (2) natural-grassed turf fields. This resulting increase in grassed
areas, will affect an increase in the irrigation water demand to the site. lrrigation

shall be addressed in two parts, described as follows:

1. An irrigation meter will be acquired from the City of Tampa to
handle the microirrigation systems.

2. An irrigation well systern will be used to service the proposed
practice fields. The well is a ground water source and will not affect

the demand on the municipality servicing the site.

Stormwater

The proposed office development described on the proposed DRI site plan will
result in a net reduction of approximately 366,000 SF of building footprint area
and pavement areas being replaced by the two (2) natural-grassed turf fields and
open space. This will reduce the quantity of stormwater runoff and decrease the

poliutants commoniy found in stormwater.
V. UTILITIES
Electric
Electricity is currently available to the siie through Tampa Electric Company

(TECO). An 11-15 TECO Easement exists along the north property line of the

site.

Burcaw & Associates, Inc. May 2004



Tampa Bay Center DRI
Notice of Proposed Change
Services and Utilites Comparison

Gas
Naiural gas service is currently available to the site provided by TECO-Peoples

Gas. A 2" inch service line has been constructed on the south side of the

property from Ohio Avenue.

Telephone
Telephone service is available to the site through Verizon.

V. CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, the proposed DRI amendment approving the conversion
of approved retail square foctage to office square footage will not have an increase
in impacts to the current utilities serving the site, and will resultin a reduced

impact to utilities and stormwater runoff compared with current (and approved)

retail uses,

GAUBSBUCCANEERS DRIServices and Utlites Companson {May 2004).0ocC

Burcaw & Asscciaies, Inc.
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TABLE 1

RETAIL VS OFFICE DEVELOPMENT - PUBLIC UTILITY CONVERSION RATE

WATER |
Retail Retail to Office Conversion Hate
1000 SF X 0.25C GPD/SF = 250 GPD
Office 250 / 84 = 2.98 *
1000 SF X 0.084 GPD/SF = 84 GPD
SEWER'* |
Retail
1000 SF X 0.200 GPD/SF = 200 GPD”
Office 200 / 672 = 298"
1000 SF x 0.067 GPD/ISF = 67.2 GPD-
SOLID WASTE B
Retail
1000 SF X 0.040 PSF = 40 PPD
Offica 40 / 10 = 400
1000 S5F by 0.010 PSF = 10 PPD

* Sewer flows are estimated ta be B0% of waler flows.
** Table ilustrates that usage rates for retail exceed office usage by thase lactors.
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Galions or Pounds Per Day
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Retail Office
Squ: Water-Ret: Sewer-Ret Solid Wasie-t Water-Offic Sewer-Offi Solid Waste-Office

0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
5 1250 1060 200 420 336 50
10 2500 2000 400 840 672 100
15 3750 3000 600 1260 1008 150
20 5000 4000 800 1680 1344 200
25 6250 5000 1000 2100 1680 250
30 7500 6000 1200 2520 2016 30C
35 8750 7000 1400 2840 2352 350
40 10000 8000 1600 3360 2688 400
45 11250 9000 1800 3780 3024 450
50 12500 16000 2000 4200 3360 500
55 13750 11000 2200 4620 3696 550
86 15000 12000 2400 5040 4032 800
65 168250 13000 2600 5460 4368 850
70 17500 14000 2800 5880 4704 700
75 18750 15000 3000 65300 5040 750

80 20000 16000 320G 6720 5376 800



Exhibit 3
TO ORDINANCE

Map H-2 — Master Plan for Alternate Development Scenario #2
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Exhibit 4
TO ORDINANCE

Map H-1 -- Master Plan for Alternate Development Scenario #1
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Exhibit 5
TO ORDINANCGCE

Map H-3 dated 5/17/04
Alternate Development Scenario #2 w/Training Facility
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72, CITY OF TAMPA

A
.
O
. } Janett S. Martin, CMC, City Clerk Office of City Clerk

August 29, 2002

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Attention: John Meyer, DRI Coordinator
9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg FL 33702

RE: File No. DZ02-49, Tampa Bay Center
ORDINANCE: 2002-179

Dear Sirs:

The City Council of the City of Tampa met in regular session on August 22,2002, at 9:00 a.m.
During this session, the enclosed ordinance (2002-179) was adopted, approving an ordinance
creating the fourth amendment to the DRI for Tampa Bay Center.

Sincerely,

e
e R g ;, e
Lo S Sl g AL
/\‘/ P S St o ¢
. P
i i
o v

Gail A. Anderson
Deputy City Clerk

GAA/gsg

Enclosure: Certified copy of Ordinance 2002-179 by certified mailing.

315 E. Kennedy Blvd., City Hall * Tampa, FL 33602 * 813/274-8396 * FAX: 813/274-8306
I: ctyclerk(@ci.tampa.fl.us



ORDINANCE NO. 2002- / 7%

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING
THE FOURTH AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR
THE TAMPA BAY CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT,
DRI #16, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT, RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, IN RESPONSE TO A NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED
CHANGE FILED BY TAMPA NORTHWEST, LTD.; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa (“City”) adopted Resolution No. 4108-
F (the “Original Development Order”), which is the Dei’elopment Order issued by the City

pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Bay Center Development of Regional

Impact (“DRI”); and

WHEREAS, on September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F, as the
First Amendment to the Development Order (the “First Amendment™); and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 1978, the City adopted Ordinance No. 6935-A (the “Second
Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the “Third
Amendment”); and |

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297 which
denied the requested Fourth Amendment to the Development Order that proposed an
entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the property (hereinafter, the
Original Development Order, together with the First, Second, and Third Amendments shall

collectively be referred to as the “Development Order”); and

i - ', RN
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WHEREAS, Tampa Northwest, Ltd., (the “Developer”) is the owner of the Tampa Bay
Mall which is described in the legal description attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and which is the
subject of the Notification of Proposed Change (the “Property”); and

WHEREAS, on February 19, 2002, the Developer filed the Notification of Proposed
Change to a Pr'eviously Approved Development of Regional Impact Subsection 380.06(19),

Florida Statutes, for the Property (the “NOPC”), attached hereto as Exhibit “B;” and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposes to amend the Development Order to incorporate an
alternate development scenario (“Alternate Developmént S—cenario”) to provide an alternative to
the currently approved development scenario allowing the Developer to choose ‘the most
appropriate developmer;t scenario at the time of development. The proposed Alternate
Development Scenario incorporates the following: i) a master plan -for the Alternate
Development Scenario (“Map H”), attached as Exhibit “C;” and ii) a corrected legal description,
attached as Exhibit “A.” (Hereinafter the inclusion of the Alternate Development Scenario as an
approved development plan for the Tampa Bay Center DRI shall be referred to as the “Proposed
Change™); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change to the Development Order will covnstitute the Foufth
Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the NOPC as well as all

related testimony and evidence submitted by the Developer concerning the Proposed Change;

and




WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the local government having

jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, requires that a development order be

amended to reflect the City Council’s approval of changes to an adopted development order;
NOW, THEREFORE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL

OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings of Fact. That City Council, having received the above

referenced documents, and having received all related comments, testimony and evidence
submitted by all persons and members of the general public, and having considered the

provisions of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, concerning substantial deviations, finds that there is

substantial, competent, clear and convincing evidence to support the following findings of fact:

A. That the Developer submitted to the City the NOPC attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference as Composite Exhibit “B;”

B. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed Change
has been conducted by the City’s Departments, and coordinated with other DRI reviewing
agencies, including but not limited to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC;’),
and the Department of Community Affairs (“ADCA”);

C. That the Proposed Change is consistent with all local land development
regulations and the local comprehensive plan;

D. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably interfere with achievement of
the objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to the area and is

consistent with the State Comprehensive Plan;



E. That the Proposed Change is consistent with the recommendations of the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council;

F. That the Proposed Change does not individually or cumulatively create additional
regional impacts on transportation or other public facilities nor does it create impacts that are not
previously revie-wed, nor meet or exceed any of the .criteria set forth in Subsection 380.06(19)(b),

Florida Statutes, and as such no further development of regional impact review is necessary.

Section 2. Conclusions of Law. That the City Council having made the above

findings of fact, renders the following conclusions of law:

A. That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicablé law and
regulations and based ﬁpo'n the record of these proceedings, the Developer is authorized to
conduct the development as described in the Development Order, subject only to the
amendments, conditions, restrictions and limitations set forth herein;

B. That the review by the City, TBRPC, DCA, and other participating agencies and
interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Change is adequately addressed

pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes; and

C. That the City has, at its proceedings, considered all previous changes and the
Proposed Change and determined that such changes do not individually or cumulatively

constitute a substantial deviation requiring further DRI review pursuant to Section 380.06,

Florida Statutes;

D. That this Ordinance does not constitute a substantial deviation from the

Development Order, as defined in Chapter 380, Elorida Statutes, and nothing herein shall limit or

modify the protection afforded under Section 163.3167(8), Florida__SﬁgEutgs;

4



E.

That the Proposed Change authorized by this Ordinance does not individually or

cumulatively create additional impacts or any type of impact not previously reviewed.

Section3.  Order. That having made the above findings of fact and conclusions of

law, it is ordered that the Development Order be amended as set forth below:

A.

The Proposed Change is approved and the Development Order is hereby amended

to approve the Alternate Development Scenario as an approved choice of development scenarios

for the Tampa Bay Center DRI and to include Map H and the corrected legal description. The

Proposed Change shall be subject to the following con.ditiohs:

1)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Under the Alternate Development Scenario, the existing mall structure shall be

demolish.ed and the overall square footage shall be reduced by 110,500 square feet

- Gross Leaseable Area (“GLA™), leaving an approved total of 776,500 square feet

GLA;

The Alternate Development Scenario shall have a buildout date of December 31,
2012;

The Alternate Development Scenario Development Order shall expire on
December 31, 2017, |

The number of access points for the Alternate Development Scenario shall be as
shown on Map H, attached hereto as Exhibit “C;”

The number of median openings for the Alternate Development Scenario shall be
as shown on Map H, attached hereto as Exhibit “C;” and

There shall be no increase in impervious area for the Alternate Development

Scenario;

S



all as more particularly set forth in the NOPC.
B. The corrected legal description shall also apply to the existing development order.

Section 4. Notice. The Developer shall provide notice to the City, the Tampa Bay

Regional Planning Council, and the Florida Department of Community Affairs of its intent to
implement the Alternate Development Scenario.

Section 5. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall constitute the

Fourth Amendment to Resolution 4108-F, as previously amended by Resolution 7658-F,
Ordinance No. 6935-A, Resolution No. 5445-G, (aﬁd Ofdinance No. 89-297 which denied a
requested Fourth Amendment to the Development) which shall constitute,xcollect:wely, the
Development Order for ;(hé Tampa Bay Center DRI as passed and ordained by the City Council.
All provisions of the Development Order, except those provisions specifically modified herein,
shall remain in full force and effect and shall be considered conditions of the Development
unless inconsistent with the terms and conditions of this Ordinance, in which case the terms and

conditions of this Ordinance shall govern.

Section 6. Definitions. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida

Statutes, shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this Ordinance.

Section 7. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be binding upon the Developer,

their assigns, and successors in interest.

Section 8. Governmental Agencies. That it is understood that any reference herein

to any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future instrumentality which may be



created or designated as successor in interest to, or which otherwise possesses any of the powers

and duties of any referenced governmental agency in existence on the effective date of this

Ordinance.
Section 9. Severance. That in the event that any portion or section of this Ordinance
is determined to be invalid, illegai, or unconsiiudoia: vy, & cou o7 202nev 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 10.  Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed to send .copies of this

Ordinance, within five &5)'days of its becoming a law to the Developer, Tampa Northwest, Ltd.,
c/o David M. Mechanik, Esquire, 101 East Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3140, Tampa, Florida
33602, the Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of State Planning), and the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council.

Section 11.  Rendition.  That this Ordinance shall be deemed rendered upon

transmittal of copies of this Ordinance to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida

Statutes.

Section 12. Recording. That the Developer shall record a notice of adoption of this

Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 13.  Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall become a law as provided in the

City of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect upon transmittal to the parties specified

in Section 9 hereof. e



PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

AUG 2 2 2062

FLORIDA, ON

ATTEST:

iy & L2,

CITY CLERK/DEPUTY CITY CLERK

APPROVED as to form by:

A e

A K. GRIMES
EF ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

i,ﬁm

CHAIRMAN, CITY COUNCIL

APPROVED by me on

Vd _."‘ 7’ ( / \// // & r:"/;/-,
‘» ‘:_*, ,' 4‘7 /;"’ /\—/‘7 DV“/'
N /uf -

DICK A. GRECO, MAYOR

State of Floride.
County of Hilisborough

This is o certify that the | equIng is &
true and correct copy o Retermsrai 2O~ T T
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Exhibit “A”
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Legal Description




LEGAL DESCRIPTION :

A'PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 29 SOUTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, ‘HiLLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, ALSO BEING PART OF BLOCKS 1 THRU 9
AND ADJACENT STREETS (VACATED), FAIRGROUND FARMS SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE
MAP OR PLAT RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 34, PUBLIC RECORDS OF HILLSBOROUGH .
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 10, THENCE ALONG THE
WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, ‘SOUTH 00°29'36" WEST, 69.70 FEET; THENCE
DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 25.00 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, SAID ROINT ALSO
BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 26.36 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 75°3121", A CHORD BEARING
AND DISTANCE OF NORTH 52°31'16" EAST, 24.49 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR.
BOULEVARD, THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF.DR. MARTIN LUTHER
KING JR. BOULEVARD, SOUTH 89°43'04" EAST, 1713.64 FEET; THENCE NORTH 89°39'21" EAST,
846.73 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE 39.63 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET, A-CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°48'58", A CHORD
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF SOUTH 44°56'10" EAST, 35.61 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY,
SAID POINT ALSO, BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE;
THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY 'LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE, SOUTH 00°28'19"
WEST, 254.10 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 02°47'55" EAST, 140.23 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°28'19" -
WEST, 76251 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL
AVENUE, NORTH 89°5¢'23" WEST, 174.14 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°16'38" WEST, 215.39 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 90°00'00" WEST, 680.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF OHIO AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO AVENUE, NORTH
00°27'54" EAST, 45.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO
AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, NORTH 90°00'00" WEST,
1756.59 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE,
NDRTH 00°29'36" EAST, 162.14 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF HIMES AVENUE, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 146.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 233.00
FEET; THENCE SOUTH 90°00'00" WEST, 146.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED
EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-
OF-WAY .LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, NORTH 00°29' 36 EAST, 950.64 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING. : . '
| L
CONTAINING 80.2663 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. ' ' T




Exhibit “B”
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Notification of Proposed Change



FORM RPM-BSP-PROPCHANGE-1
Effective Date
11/20/90

STATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

DIVISION OF RESOQURCE PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT
BUREAU OF STATE PLANNING :

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2100

850/487-4545

NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED CHANGE TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED
DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)
SUBSECTION 380.06(19), FLORIDA STATUTES

Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, requires that submittal of a
proposed change to a previously approved DRI be made to the local government,
the regional planning agency, and the state land plannmg agency according’ t0'
- this form. ,

1. [, David M.-Mechanik, the undersigned authorized representative of Tampa Northwest.
Ltd., hereby give notice of a proposed change to a previously approved Development of
Regional Impact in accordance with Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes. In support thereof,

I submit the following information concerning the Tampa Bay Center DRI development located -

in Tampa, Florida, which information is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. [ have
submitted today, under separate cover, copies of this completed notification to 'the City of

Tampa, to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, and to the Bureau of State Planning,

Department of Community Affairs. ' 1,7 | P
Z/19/ / (207,) /// /// . /zm/
(Date) 7 (Signature)
David M. Mechanik, Authonzed Representative

!
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Tampa Northwest, Ltd. e

("",t i S

Yo e

b
!
: YL e

Lo
[

S

- EXHIBIT “B”.



Applicant (name; address, phone):

Mr. David M. Mechanik, Esquire

Mechanik Nuccio Bentley Williams Hearne & Wester, P.A.
101 East Kennedy Boulevard — Suite 3140

Tampa, Florida 33602

Phone: (813) 276-1920

Fax (813) 276-1560

Authorized Agent (name, address, phone):

Mr. Randy Coen

WilsonMiller, Inc. »
1101 Channelside Drive, Suite 400 N
Tampa, Fiorida 33602

Phone: (813) 223-9500

Fax: . (813) 223-0009

Location (City, County, Township/Range/Section) of approved DRI and proposed
change:

Tampa, Hillsborough County, Fiorida. _
Section 10, Township 29 South, Range 18 East.

Provide a complete description of the proposed change. Include any proposed
changes to the plan of development, phasing, additional lands, commencement
date, build-out date, development order conditions and requirements, or to the
representations contained in either the development order or the Application for
Development Approval.

Indicate such changes on the project master site plan, supplementing with other
detailed maps, as appropriate. Additional information may be requested by the
Department or any reviewing agency to clarify the nature of the change or the
resulting impacts.

Prior to describing the proposed changes, a brief history of the project is presented
below to orient the reviewer as to the evolution of the project. '

On March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa adopted Resolution No. 4108-F (the Development
Order) that approved a regional shopping center on a +83 acre site at the southeast
corner of North Himes Avenue and West Buffalo Avenue (now known as Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. Boulevard). The approved shopping center was comprised of
approximately 840,000 square feet of gross leaseable area (GLA). The approved project
proposed approximately 4,650 parking spaces.

On September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F (the First Amendment)
that clarified certain conditions contained in Resolution No.-4108-F (the. Development



Order) related to transportation improvements and modifi catlons to coincide with the
project's development.

On May 11, 1978, the City adopted Ordinance No. 6335-A (the Second Amendment)
that approved an increase in the total gross leaseable area in the project to 887,000
square feet GLA. .

On June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the Third Amendment) that
approved an increase in the number of on-site parking spaces to 5,102.

On November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297 that denied the
requested Fourth Amendment to the development order that proposed an entrance/exit
onto MacDill. Avenue along the eastern boundary of the property. Although the City
found that the proposed amendment did not constitute a substantial deviation as defined
in Section 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, the proposed change was denied because it did
not "promote the general health, safety and welfare of the residents in the
neighborhoods to the East and South of the proposed entrance/exit onto MacDill

Avenue."

Tampa Northwest, Ltd., is the owner of Tampa Bay Center. It desires to sell to a party
that wants to demolish the existing structures and build in their place a reconfigured
center with the same mix of uses as Tampa Bay Center. This new commercial center,
which will have less offsite impacts than Tampa Bay Center, is referred to as the
Alternate Development Scenario. The proposed changes to the Development Order
are proposed solely as an Alternate Development Scenario and are as follows (each
requested change is followed by a discussion and rationale for each change):

A. The first change requests the establishment of aﬂprrbvje'c't b&ildout-date of December
31, 2012 for the Alternate Development Scenario.

Diséussipn and Rationale

Neither the original Development Order nor subsequent amendments established a
project buildout date. The subject DRI was originally approved in 1974 under the
same statutes and rules that governed the Killearn Lakes DRI that was the subject
of litigation governing the applicability of a buildout date. In 1991, the First District
Court of Appeals found in the Killearn Lakes case that a buildout date could not be
imposed on the project because, under the statutes and rules in effect prior to 1977,
a buildout date was not a requirement and no such buildout date was specified in the
development order. However, as an accommodation to the reviewing agencies, the
potential purchaser has agreed to a date so long as it applies solely to its Alternate
Development Scenario.

B. The second change requests the establishment of a development order expiration
date of December 31, 2017 for the Alternate Development Scenario. -

Discussion and Rationale

See previous explanation.



C. The third change requests the creation of a Development Order condition that would
limit the number of access points for the Alternate Development Scenario.

Discussion and Rationale

As currently approved, there are no limitations on the number of access points that
can be approved for the Alternate Development Scenario. In an effort to
accommodate the reviewing agencies, the Developer is proposing to limit the
number of access points in the Afternate Development Scenario to those shown
on Map H, described below and appended hereto as Exhibit 1.

D. The fourth change requests creation of a Developmebnt Order condition that prohibits
additional median openings for the project.

. Discussion and Rationale

As currently approved, there are no limitations on the number or location of median
openings along Himes Avenue or Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard. In an effort
to accommodate the reviewing agencies, the Developer is proposing to fimit the
number of median openings in the Alternate Development Scenario to those
shown on Map H, described below and appended hereto as Exhibit 1.

E. The fifth change requests the adoption of a Map H - Master Plan for the Alternate
Development Scenario. '

Discussion and Rationale.

 To accommodate the reviewing agencies, the proposed Alternate Development
Scenario depicted on Map H - Master Plan, appended, is proposed. The Master
lan envisions a plan whereby the development is constructed in a traditional
shopping center arrangement with the major anchor stores focated with parking
fields in front of the stores and with free-standing stores located around the
perimeter of the development parcel. Stormwater facilities and project access points
(as discussed previously) are also indicated. An approved, yet unbuilt, right in /right
out access point along Himes Avenue south of the existing signalized access point is
requested herein to be relocated along Himes Avenue north of the existing
signalized access point, subject to the approval of the City of Tampa Transportation
Department. A copy of the previously approved Hlustrative Site Plan is also
appended hereto as Exhibit 2.

Development totals for the Alternate Development Scenario are indicated on the
Map H - Master Plan (Exhibit 1) and are reduced in total from the previously
approved and constructed -development. There will be no. increase in impervious
area for the Alternate Development Scenario, therefore there will be no increase in
stormwater impacts. Additionally, the Alternate Development Scenario will
generate fewer trips than the existing approval for the Tampa Bay Center DRI. At
the request of the Tampa Bay Regional Pianning Council, a letter was prepared
comparing the trip generation of the approved -development with that of the
Alternate Development Scenario. A copy of that letter is appended hereto as
Exhibit 3. e



F. The sixth change requests the update of the legal descriptioh for the property.

Discussion and Rationale

In the course of preparing this NOPC, the Applicant's consultant became aware that
the legal description included in the Application for Development Approval that was
adopted by the 1974 DRI Development Order is incorrect. It is clear from the records
of this DRI, that the DRI.was intended to cover the entire Tampa Bay Center site.
Accordingly, a corrected legal description is'included as Exhibit 4. ‘

Complete thé attached Substantial Deviation Determination Chart for all land use
types approved in the development. If no change is proposed or has occurred,
indicate no change.

See chart, appended.

List all the dates and resolutions numbers (or other appropriate identification
numbers) of all modifications or amendments to the original approved DRI
development order that have been adopted by the local government, and provide
a brief description of the previous changes (i.e., any information not already
addressed in the Substantial Deviation Determination Chart).

A complete listing and description of the modifications or amendments has been
provided in response to Question 5, above. Please review the response to that questlon
for pertinent information.

Haé there been a change in local governrhent jurisdiction for any poﬁioh of the
development since the last approval or the development order was issued? If so,
has the annexing local government adopted a new DRI development order for the
project?

No.

Describe any lands purchased or optioned within % mile of the original DRI site
subsequent to the original approval or issuance of the DRI development order.
Identify such land, its size, intended use, and adjacent non-project land uses
within 2 mile on a project master site plan or other map.

Not applicable.

Indicate if the proposed change is less than 40% (cumulatively with other
previous changes) of any of the criteria listed in Paragraph 380.06(19)(b), Florida
Statutes.

. Not applicable.



10.

11,

12.

13.

Do you believe this notification of change proposes a change which meets the
criteria of Subparagraph 380.06(19)(e)2., Florida Statutes. :

Yes No X » -

Does the proposed change result in a change to the build-out date or any phasing
date of the project? If so, indicate the proposed new build-out or phasing dates.

No. One .of the proposed changes would establish December 31, 2012 as the buildout
date solely for the Alternate Development Scenario.

Will the proposed change require an amendment to the local government
comprehensive plan?

No.

Provide the following for incorporation into such an amended development order,
pursuant to Subsections 380.06(15), Florida Statutes and 9J-2.025, Florida
Administrative Code: '

An updated master site plan or other map of the development portraying and
distinguishing the proposed changes to the prevnously provided DRI or
development order conditions.

Map H - Master Plan for the Alternate Development Scenario is provided as Exhibit 1.

Pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19)(f), Florida Statutes, include the precise
language that is being proposed to be deleted or added as an amendment to the
development order. This language should address and quantify:

a. All proposed specific changes to the nature, phasing, and build-out date of
the development; to development order conditions and requirements; to
commitments and representations in the Application for Development
Approval; to the acreage attributable to each described proposed change of
land use, open space, areas for preservation, green belts; to structures or to
other improvements including locations, square footage, number of units;
and other major characteristics or components of the proposed change;

The Amended Development Order language is provided as Exhibit 5.

b. An updated legal description of the property, if any project acreage is/has
been added or deleted to the previously approved pian of development.

A cor(écted legal description is included as Exhibit 4.

c. A proposed amended development order deadline for commencmg physxcal
deveiopment of the proposed changes, if apphcable T .




Not applicable, constmction has commenced.

A proposed amended development order termination date that reasonably
reflects the time required to complete the development

One of the proposed changes would establish December 31, 2017 as the
Development Order termination date solely for the Alternate Development
Scenano :

A proposed amended development order date until which the local
government agrees that the changes to the DRI shall not be subject to down-
zoning, unit density reduction, or intensity reduction, if applicable; and

No change. - o ..

Proposed amended development order specifications for the annual report,
including the date of submission, contents, and parties to whom the report is
submitted as specified in Subsection 9J-2.025(7), Florida Administrative
Code.

Not Applicable



APPENDIX
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LIST OF EXHIBITS

1. Map H - Master Plan for the Alternate Develoﬁment Scenario
2. Previously Approved Hlustrative Site Plan
3. Letter to Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
4. Corrected Legal Description

5 Amended Development Order



EXHIBIT 1

Map H - Master Pian for the Aiternate Deveiopment Scenario
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EXHIBIT 2

.- Previously Approved lllustrative Site Plan
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 EXHIBIT 3

Letter to TBPRC Comparing Trip Generation



WilsonMiller

New Directions In Planning, Design & Engineering

February 19, 2002

Mr. John Meyer
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Councx!
9455 Koger Blvd., Suite 219

~—

St Pelersuus, L 33702

REFERENCE: Tampa Bay Center NOPC

Dear Mr. Meyer:

Enclosed piease find 2 PM Peak Hour Trip Generation Table that documents the vehicle
trip characteristics for the Tampa Bay Center DRI as approved and the Alternative
Development Scenario currently being proposed. As shown in the table, the Altemative
Development Scenario results in a significant reduction in project traffic, i.e., an 11.35%,
or a 230 vph reduction in net external vehicle traffic (1,876 vph vs. 2,106 vph)

The Alternative Development Scenario trip generation ca!culatxons are based on a
hypothetical development encompassing a number of different retail uses and presents
a very conservative calculation of the potential net external traffic associated with the
proposed redevelopment of the site. Using the more acceptable overall ITE Shopping
Center (Land Use Code 820) trip generation calculation procedure results in less net
external vehicle trips than that identified above for the Altemative Development

Scenario,

A copy of this letter and the enclosed table are being provided directly to your
transportation consultant, Mr. Roy Chapman, as previously requested. Please note that
the enclosed table was revised based on comments received from Mr. Chapman on
your behalf and items arising out of the research stemming from the preparation of the

subject NOPC.

Sincerely,

Randy Coe =
Vice Presxdent
Manager, Planning & Transportation Services

Enclosure

Xc: Mr. David M. Mechanik, Esq. (w/encl.)

Naples Fort Myers -Sarasota Bradenton Tampa Tallahassee
1101 Channetside Drive. Suite 400N~ Tampa, Florida 33602 813-223-9500 & 813-223-0009 ¥%

iy wilenrnmitlor anm



EXHIBIT 4
LEGAL DESCRIPTION :

A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 10, TOWNSHIP 29 SOUTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA, ALSO BEING PART OF BLOCKS 1 THRU 9
AND ADJACENT STREETS (VACATED), FAIRGROUND FARMS SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE
MAP OR PLAT RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 34, PUBLIC RECORDS OF HlLLSBOROUGH
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

COMMENCE AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 10, THENCE ALONG THE
WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SOUTH 00°29'38" WEST, 69.70 FEET, THENCE
DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF SECTION 10, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 25.00 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE, SAID POINT ALSO
BEING THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 26.36 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE
RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 75°31'21", A CHORD BEARING
AND DISTANCE OF NORTH 52°31'16" EAST, 24.49 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR.
BOULEVARD, THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER
KING JR. BOULEVARD, SOUTH 89°43'04" EAST, 1713.64 FEET; THENCE NORTH 89°3921" EAST,
846.73 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE 39.63 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°48'58", A CHORD
BEARING AND DISTANCE OF SOUTH 44°56'10" EAST, 35.61 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY,
SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE;
THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL AVENUE, SOUTH 00°28'1¢"
WEST, 264.10 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 02°47'55" EAST, 140.23 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°28'1¢"
WEST, 762.51 FEET, THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF MACDILL
AVENUE, NORTH 89°6923" WEST, 174.14 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 00°16'38" WEST, 215.39 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 80°00'00" WEST, 680.94 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF OHIO AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO AVENUE, NORTH
00°27'54" EAST, 45.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OHIO
AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, NORTH $0°00'00" WEST,
1756.59 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
HIMES AVENUE, THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE,
NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 162.14 FEET, THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF HIMES AVENUE, SOUTH 90°00'00" EAST, 146.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 233.00
FEET, THENCE SOUTH 90°00'00" WEST, 146.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED
EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE; THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-
OF-WAY LINE OF HIMES AVENUE. NORTH 00°29'36" EAST, 950.64 FEET TO THE POINT OF

BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 80.2663 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.



EXHIBIT 5

Amended Development Order



ORDINANCE NO. 2001-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,FLORIDA, APPROVING THE
FOURTH AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE
TAMPA BAY CENTER DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT, DRI
#16, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT, RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, IN RESPONSE TO A NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED
CHANGE FILED BY TAMPA NORTHWEST, LTD.; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City of Tampa (“City") adopted Resolution No. 4108-F
(the “Original Development Order”), which is the Development Order issued by the City pursuant

to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Bay Center Development of Regional Impact

("DRI"); and

WHEREAS, on September 30, 1975, the City adopted Resolution No. 7658-F, as the First
Amendment to the Development Order (the “First Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 1978, the City adépted Ordinance No. 6935-A (the “Second
Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 1979, the City adopted Resolution No. 5445-G (the *“Third
Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1989, the City adopted Ordinance No. 89-297 which denied
the requested Fourth Amendment to the Development Order that proposed an entrance/exit onto
MacDill Avenue along the eastern boundary of the property (hereinaftér, the Original Development

Order, together with the First, Second, and Third Amendments shall collectively be referred to as

the “Development Order™); and



WHEREAS, Tampa Northwest, Ltd., (the “Developer”) is the owner of the Tampa Bay Mall
which is described in the legal description attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and which is the subject

of the Notification of Proposed Change (the “Property™); and

WHEREAS, on February 19, 2002, the Developer filed the Notification of Proposed Change

to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impac;‘ Subsection 380.06(1 9); Florida Statutes.
for the P'roperry‘ -(the *NOPC”), attached hereto as Exhibit “B;” and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposes to amend the Development Order to ingoq_;orate an
alternate development scenario (“Alternate Development Scenario™) to provide an alternative to the
currently approved development scenario allowing the Developer to choose the most appropriate
development scenario at the time of development. The pfoposed Alternate Development Scenario
incorporates the following: i) a site plan for the Alternate Development Scenario (_“Map H™).
attached as Exhibit “__ :” and ii) a corrected legal description, artached as Exhibit .
(Hereinafter the i'nclusion of the Alt;,matelDevelopment Scenario as an approved development plan
tor the Tampa Bay Center DRI shall be referred to as the “Proposebd Change™); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change to the Development Order will constitute the Fourth
Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the NOPC as well as all related
testimony and evidence submitted by the Developer concerning the Proposed Change; and

WHEREAS., the City Council, as the governing bodv of the local government having

Jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, requires that a development order be amended

1o reflect the City Council's approval of changes to an adopted development order;

CEI



NOW, THEREFORE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. Findings of Fact. That City Council, having received the above referenced

documents, and having received all related comments, testimony and evidence submitted by all

persons and members of the general public, and having considered the provisions of Chapter 380,

Florida Statutes, gonce'rning substantial deviations, finds that there is substantial, competent, clear
and convincing evidence to support the following findings of fact:

A.  Thatthe Developer submitted to the City the NOPC attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference as Composite Exhibit "B_;”

B. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed Change has
been conductedv by the City’s Departments, and coordinated with other»DRI reviewing agencies,
including but not limited to the Tampa Bay RAeg.i.c‘)-naI Planning Council ("TBRPC"), and the
Department of Community Affairs (“DCA”);

C. That the Proposed Change is consistent with all local land development regulations
and the local comprehensive plan;

D. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably interfere with achievement of the
objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to the area and is consistent with

the State Comprehensive Plan:

E. That the Proposed Change is consistent with the recommendations of the Tampa Bay

Regional Planning Council;



F. That the Proposed Change does not individually or cumulatively create additional -
regional impacts on transportation or other public facilities nor does it create impacts that are not
previously reviewed, nor meet or exceed-any of the criteria set forth in Subsection 380.06(19)(b),

Florida Statutes. and as such no further development of regional impact review is necessary.

Section 2: Conclusions of Law. That the City Council having made the above ﬁndings‘
qf fact, renders the following conclusions of law: .

A. That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicable law and
regulations and based upon the record of these proceedings. the Developer is authorized to conduct
the development as described in the Development Order, subject only to the amendments,
conditions, restrictions and limitations set forth herein;

B. That the rgvie\\{ by the City, TBRPC. DCA, and other participating agencies and -

interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Change is adequately addressed

pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes; and
C. That the City has, at its proceedings, considered all previous changes and the

Proposed Change and determined that such changes do not individually or cumulatively constitute

a substantial deviation requiring further DRI review pursuaht to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes;
D. That this Ordinance does not constitute a substantial deviation from the Development

Order, as defined in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, and nothing herein shall limit or modify the

protection afforded under Section 163.3167(8), Florida Statutes:

E. That the Proposed Change authorized by this Ordinance does not individually or

cumulatively create additional impacts or any type of impact not previously reviewed.

4



Section3. . Order. Thathaving made the above findings of fact and conclusions of law,

it is ordered that the Development Order be amended as set forth below:

A.

The Proposed Change is approved and the Development Order is hereby amended to

approve the Alternate Development Scenario as an approved choice of development scenarios for

the Te{mpa Bay Center DRI and to include the Master Plan (Map H) and the corrected legs!

description. The Proposed Change shall be subject to the following conditions:

9]

4)

5)

The Alternate Development Scenario shall have a buildout date of December 31,
2012;

The Alternate Development Srenario Development Order shall expire on December
31,2017,

The number of access points for the Alternate Development Scenario shall be as

shown on Map H;

The number of median openings for the Alternate Development Scenario shall be as

shown on Map H; ahd

There shall be no increase in impervious area for the Alternate Development

Scenario;

all as more particularly set forth in the NOPC.

B.

The corrected legal description shall also apply to the existing development order.

Section 4. Notice. The Developer shall provide notice to the City, the Tampa Bay

Regional Planning Council, and the Florida Department of Community Affairs of its intent to

implement the Alternate Development Scenario.



Section 5.  Development Order. as Amended. This Ordinance shall constitute the

Fourth Amendment to Resolution 4108-F, as previoﬁsly amended by Resolution 7658-F, Ordinance
No.6935-A, Resolution No. 5445-G, (and Ordinance No. 89-297 which denied a réquested Fourth
Amendment to the D'evelopment) which shall constitute, collectively, the Development Order for
the Tampa Bay Center DRI as passed and ordained by the City Council. All provisions of the
Developrhent Or.der_. excevpt‘tho‘se provisions spec.:.iﬁcally modified herein, shall remain in full force

and effect and shall be considered conditions of the Development unless inconsistent with the terms

and conditions of this Ordinance, in which case the terms and conditions of this Ordinance shall

govern.

Section 6. Definitions. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this'Ordinance.

Section 7. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be binding upon the Developer,

their assigns, and successors in interest.

Section 8. Governmental Agencies. That it is understood that any reference herein to

any governmental agency shall be construed to mean any future instrumentality which may be
created or designated as successor in interest to, or which otherwise possesses any of the powers and

duties of any referenced governmental agency in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance.



- Section 9.  Severance. That in the event that any portion or section of this Ordinance is
determined to be invalid, illegal, or unconstitutional by a court or agency 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 10. Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed to send copies of this
Ordinance, within five (5) dgys ofits becoming a law to the Developer, Tampa Northwest, Ltd., ¢c/o
David M. Mechanik. Esquire, 101 East Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3140, Tampa, Florida 33602, the

Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of State Planning), and the Tampa Bay Regional

Planning Council.

Section 11.  Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be dee;ned rendered upon transmittal

of copies of this Ordinance to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12.  Recording. That the Developer shall record a notice of adoption of this

Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380. Florida Statutes.

Section 13.  Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall become a law as provided in the

City of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect upon transmittal to the parties specified in

Section 9 hereof.



PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

FLORIDA, ON

CHAIRPERSON, CITY COUNCIL
- APPROVED by me _
CITY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED as to form by:

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

e ————



: : Exhibit “A" ,
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER
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Exhibit “B” .
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER
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Exhibit “C” . .
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER




Exhibit “D”.

TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER
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Exhibit “C”
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Alternate Development Scenario Master Plan (“Map H”)
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CITY OF TAMPA

Frances Henriquez, City Clerk OFFICE OF CITY CLERK

December 8, 1989

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Blvd.
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Re: File No. Z74-1A
Ordinance No. 89-297

Dear Sirs:

The enclosed document is being transmitted for your information and
record keeping process.

If further information is needed, please contact Susan Mihalik, Manager
of Land Development Coordination, at 223-8405.

Sincerely,

(Mrs.) Frances HW
City Clerk

FH/ssm

Enclosure

CERTIFIED MAIL

cc: Susan Mihalik, Land Development Coordination

315 E. Kennedy Blvd. City Hall ® Tampa, Florida 33602 @ 813/223-8396
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o HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

(T)DRI74-1
4. Prior to the construction of any entrance/
exit onto MacDill Avenue and prior to the issuance of any curb cut permit from
the City of Tampa, the plans and impact for said construction shall be submitted
to the Hillsborough County Planning Commission for review and recommendation.
Said recommendation shall be forwarded to Tampa City Council for consideration

and final action.

*

o



f. That the impacts generated by Proposed Change have a
detrimental effect on the residential neighborhood to
the east and south of the proposed entrance/exit onto
MacDill Avenue in that said Proposed Change will cause
commercial traffic to wutilize local streets in said
residential neighborhoods thereby threatening the
safety, charater and general welfare of the residents.

Section 2. That 1in accordance with the foregoing findings of
fact, and in consideration of the applicable laws and regulations,
the City Council makes the following conclusions of law:

a. The Proposed Change, the construction of an
entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue for the Tampa Bay
Center, does not consititute a substantial deviation, as
defined in Section 380.06(19), Florida Statutes.

b. The Proposed Change shall not be subject to further
review under Section 380.06, Florida Statutes.

c. The proposed Change does not promote the general health,
safety and welfare of the residents in the neighborhoods
to the East and South of the proposed entrance/exit onto
MacDill Avenue.

Section 3. That, having made the above findings of fact and
conclusions of 1law, it is ordered that the Proposed Change is
hereby denied.

Section 4. That if any part of this Ordinance shall be declared
unconstitutional or invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction,
the remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 5. That the City Clerk 1is hereby directed to send
certified copies of this Ordinance, within five (5) days of the
effective date of this Ordinance to the Department of Community

Affairs, Tampa Bay Regional Planning council and Tampa Northwest,
Ltd.

Section 6. That this Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon
becoming a law.

PASSED AND ORDAINEBVBY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

ON 20 1989 , \198 N
T N (Mo b
LN e e N
CHAIRMAN, CITY COUNCIL
ATTEST: / .
CITY CLERK
04
z ' 7( Z * APPRéED BY ME 0_71— qec 1989,1989
™ '7
ina K. Grimes SANDRA W. FREEDMAN, MAYOR

Assistant City Attorney
stats of Florida)
County of Hillsborough)

This is to certify that the foregoing 1s a
true and correct copy ) .

on file in my office. /{Py— 07907&’

Witness my hand and official seal this LdaY

Df-_’g&_. 19 _22 FRANCES *}%Rlouéa. CITY CLERK
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OFFICE OF C I TY C LER K THIRD FLOOR, CITY HALL, TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602 ® 813/223-8396

FRANCES HENRIQUEZ
City Clerk

May 17, 1978

Mr. Scott D. Wilson, Executive Director
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
3151 Third Avenue North, Suite 540

St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Re: Ordinance No. 6935-A

Dear Mr. Wilson:

| am transmitting the above ordinance adopted by the Tampa City
Council on May 11, 1978 and approved by the Mayor on May 16, 1978,

This ordinance determines that the expansion plan of the Tampa
Bay Center is not a substantial deviation.

Enclosed, please find a copy of this ordinance for your information.

Sincerely,

- /
\72/&44%’1/@ o

Al
(Mrs) Frances Henriqdééﬂ“4>t225}Lai?7”o
City Clerk

eph

Enclosure - 2
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STATE OF FLORIDA , S

¥

‘ ¢ & be

Begpartment of Administration

Division of State Planning

Reubin O'D. Askew
GOVERNOR

660 Apalachee Parkway - IBM Building

TALLAHASSER _

R.G Whittle, Jr 32308 Lt. Gov. J. H. "Jim"~ Wi{iliams
SYATE PLANNING DIRSCTOR SECAEYARY OF ADMIHISTRATION

(904) 488-4925

April 27, 1976 ;

Mr. Jacob D. Varn
Post Office Box 3239 :
Tampa, Fliorida 33601

Dear Mr., Varn: ;

Pursuant to your telephone conversation with Gil Backenstoss on
April 23, 1976, I am able to verify the information you requested regarding
the Tempa Ray Center project (f/¥/a Tampa Northwest, Ltd., shopping center
project).

On March 15, 1976, the Division of State Planning received from the
City of Tampa a copy of Resolution Number 7658-F, passed and adopted by
the City Council of the City of Tampa, Florida on September 30, 1975. This
resolution clarifies certain conditions contained in the original develop-
ment order for this development of regional impact and therefore becomes
an amendment to the development order,

The Division of State Planning has reviewed the development order
amendment and has not taken action to appeal. The 30 day period for filing
a notice of appeal to the Florida Land and Water Adjudicatory Commission
pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, has expired for this amend-

- ment to the DRI development order,

If you have further questions on this matter, please do not hesitate

to write or call.

I'4
R. /. whittle, Jr.
Director
Division of State Planning

Sincerely,

RGWj;;gb/sl

cc: YMr. Scott Wilson
Mr. Tim Powell

s
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. Agenda Item #12B

Tampa Bay Center
(Rouse Mall DRI #16)

Summary of Development Order Revisions

On March 15, 1976, the Council received a copy of the revised Develop-
ment Order for the Tampa Bay Center (Rouse Mall). The staff has re-
viewed the revised Order to determine its consistency with the original
Development Order and with the Council's report and recommendations
dated February 11, 1974, Based on the findings and comparisons out-
lined below, it is the recommendation of the staff that the Development
Order revision not be appealed.

The Development Order revision pertains exclusively to transportation
issues. The transportation stipulations of the original Development
Order, dated March 5, 1974, are listed below along with the modifica-
tions indicated in the Development Order revision, dated September
17, 1975.

Original Development Order

That, "In order for the highway network to be able to move the traffic
generated by the proposed regional shopping center, the following improve-
ments and modifications must be made to the existing systems to coincide
with the project's development:

-- Presently planned or committed

a. Widen Himes Avenue to four lanes divided between Buffalo
Avenue and Tampa Bay Boulevard and make appropriate
intersection improvements,

b, Widen Dale Mabry Highway between Kennedy Boulevard and
Columbus Drive to six lanes and make appropriate inter~
section upgrading and improvements.

Cc. Widen and improve Buffalo Avenue between Highland and
I-75.

d. Construction of at least one entrance/exit with accelera-
tion and deceleration lanes on Himes Avenue in addition
to improvement 1.

e. Construction of at least two entrance/exits on Buffalo
Avenue with acceleration and deceleration lanes.

f. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes
divided from Tampa Bay Boulevard south to Columbus Drive
concurrently with construction of shopping center and
make appropriate intersection improvements at Columbus

‘)gg (Lﬁ Drive.




. ¢

‘.

g. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes
from Buffalo to Hillsborough with a completion date
not later than two years from completion of shopping
center construction to coincide with Phase II of the
project."”

WHEREAS, The beforementioned section of the Plannlng Commission
recommendation specifically excludes: . -

"-- Not presently planned but committed

a. The entrance/exit onto the proposed MacDill extension
must be deleted. 1Inclusion of this facility could
change the functional character of the roadway and
would thereby have a detrimental effect on the resi-
dential areas to the south and east."

Revised Development Order Stipulation

"That the widenings and other improvements of Himes Avenue, Buffalo Aveénue
and Dale Mabry Highway by the developer have been completed to the extent
required by the development order; in the event that the City of Tampa or
the Florida Department of Transportation fails to construct those improve=
ments or modifications planned or committed to by them and set out in Para=
graph 2 of the February 18, 1974, resolution, such failure shall not impair
the validity of the development order.”

Based on discussions with officials of the City of Tampa,it appears that
all of the transportation improvements required of the developer have been
made and that the remaining improvements or modifications will be completed
by the Florida Department of Transportation.
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OFFICE OF C l TY C LER K THIRD FLOOR, CITY HALL, TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602 ® 813/223-8396

FRANCES HENRIQUEZ
City Clerk

March 11, 1976

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
3151 - 3rd Avenue North

Suite 540

St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Gentlemen:

Transmitting a certified copy of Resolution No. 7608-F clarifying
certain conditions relating to a regional shopping center by the
Rouse Company and Tampa Northwest, Ltd., at the intersection of

Himes Avenue and Buffalo Avenue.

If further information is needed, please do not hesitate to con-
tact my office.

Sincerely,
(Mrs) Frances Henriquez
City Clerk

FH/eph :

Enclosure

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MUNICIPAL CLERKS ¢ FLORIDA ASSOCIATION OF CITY GLERKS. INC e AMER!CAN RECORDS MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION ® SUNCOAST LEAGUE OF MUNICIPALITIES r”
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OFFICE OF C | TY C LER K THIRD FLOOR, CITY HALL, TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602 ® 813/223-8396
FRANCES HENRIQUEZ

City Clerk 2
(4

February 22, 1978

Mr. Scott Wilson, Director

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
3151 - 3rd Avenue North

Suite 540

St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Re: File No. z74-1A

Dear Mr. Wilson:

The Tampa City Council held their regular meeting on February 21,
and adopted a motion concerning Resolution No. 2556-G calling
for a public hearing to determine whether or not a planned
addition to the Tampa Bay Center constitutes a substantial
deviation from the DRI previously approved by City Council.

Council requested that the Hillsborough County Planning

Commission and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council be

requested to appear and make recommendations on March 28 at

10:15 AM. —
-

Enclosed, please find a copy of the above mentioned

resolution for your information. |If further assistance is

needed, please do not hesitate to contact my office,

Sincerely, ;

Qézuwcfg

(Mrs) Frances Henriquez
City Clerk

eph

Enclosure - 1 3

NTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MUNICIPAL CLERKS e FLORIDA ASSOCIATION OF CITY CLERKS, INC  AMERICAN RECORDS MANAGEMENT ASSOC!IATION ® SUNCOAST LEAGUE OF MUNICIPALITIES

DEL  FemelipreX 0oy Rl gy,
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RESOLUTION NO. <oDb -G .

A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, CONCERNING A PLANNED ADDITION TO A DEVELOP-
MENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT.

WHEREAS, on March 5, 1974, the City Council approved, by
Resolution No. 4108-F, an application by Tampa Northwest, Ltd. for
a development of regional impact commonly known as Tampa Bay Center;
and,

WHEREAS, that development provided for the construction of a
shopping center with a gross leasable area of 840,000 square feet; and,

WHEREAS, Section 380.06 (2), Florida Statutes, provides that
the local government shall be the determining body for deciding whether
additions to developments of regional impact constitute "substantial
deviations"; and, '

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Tampa has determined
that it is in the best interests of the citizens of the City of Tampa
to call a public hearing to assist it in making the determination of
whether or not the increase above cited constitutes a substantial
deviation; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. That a public hearing be held by the City Council
of the City of Tampa on . MAR 2824073 11-1 5 ay in Council
Chambers, City Hall, 3rd Floor, in the City of Tampa, Florida, at which
public hearing all parties in interest and citizens may appear and be
heard as to any and all matters pertinent to the proposed addition to
the development of regional impact, and the determination of-whether or
not that addition constitutes a substantial deviation.

.Section 2. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to publish
notice of said public hearing as provided by law.

Section 3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon
its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,
FLORIDA, ON FEB 211978 ]

CHAIRMAN, CITY COUNCIL

ATTEST:

0/ '

{’q‘, ? ~

hjﬂﬂ«’@/:"&‘f{iﬂj 7 ‘}"’fﬁ-{:”lf’&i’.’)ﬁ?;%
ey !

CITY CLERK

Y




August 27, 1975

Mr. Henry Echezabal, Chairman
Hillsborough County Court House
Tampa, Florida 33602

rﬂ
Hillsborough County Planning Commission é%

Re: File No. Z74-1
Dear Mr. Echezabal:

The Tampa City Council held their regular meeting on August

26, 1975 and adopted a motion to invite the Planning Commission,
Assistant City Attorney Morison Buck, and Mr. Scott Wilson

from the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council to discuss /

the recommendations from the Hillsborough County Planning”’ﬂfj/

/

Commission concerning the Rouse DRI (Shopping Center at
Himes and Buffalo Avenue) on September 2, 1975 at 10:30 AM.

If further information is needed, please do not hesitate
to contact my office.

Sincerely,

(Mrs) Frances Henriquez
City Clerk

FH/peh

cc: Mr. John Crislip, Director
Mr. Morison Buck, Assistant City Attorney
V' Mr. Scott Wilson, Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council




TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602

March 5, 1974

Tampa Bay Regional Council
3151 3rd Avenue North

Suite 540

St. Petersburg, Florida 33713

Attention: Mr. Bill Buzick

Dear Sir:

A certified copy of Resolution No. 4108-F approving a develop-
ment of regional impact on petition of Tampa Northwest, Ltd.
is enclosed for your information.

Also, the City Council at its meeting of February 26, 1974
unanimously adopted a motion as urgently requesting the

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council not to appeal council's
decision.

Please let me know if further information is needed.

Sincerely yours,

\

(Mrs. FrancZi Henriquez

City Clerk

FH/eph

Enclosures




A 7 Y, %“;f?@fﬁﬁl

4108

RESOLUTION NO. -F

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT
COMPRISED OF A REGIONAL SHOPPING CENTER BY TAMPA NORTH-
WEST, LTD., ON THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF HIMES AVENUE AND
BUFFALO AVENUE.

WHEREAS, Tampa Northwest, Ltd. filed an application
for development approval for a development of regional impact,
pursuant of Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, with the City
Council of the City of Tampa, Florida; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City ¢ Tampa,
Florida, held a public hearing duly and properly held
before the City Council on February 19, 1974, pursuant to a
notice as provided in Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, to
consider whether the development of Tampa Northwest, Ltd., as
described in its application for development approval and
supplements A, B, C and D thereto, shall be approved, denied
or approved subject to conditions, restrictions or limitations,
and ‘

WHEREAS, at said hearing the City Council did receive
evidence on the nature, extent and impact of the development
from all parties present, including the Tampa Bay Regional
Planning Council and the Hillsborough County Planning Commission,
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to subsection 380.06, Florida Statutes,
the City Council has reviewed and carefully considered the
evidence presented. Now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TAMPA,FLORIDA:

Section 1. That the development, as described in the
application and amendments, herein described, is hereby approved,
subject to the conditions set forth in the Hillsborough County
Planning Commission Resolution, dated February 18, 1974, and
attached hereto as Exhibit A.

Section 2. That this resolution shall constitute a :
development order, as required by Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 3. That after the effective date of this
resolution, copies of said resolution shall be filed with the
City Clerk, the Division of State Planning of the Department of
Administration, and Tampa Northwest, Ltd.

Section 4. This resolution shall take effect immediately
upon its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY CQUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, ON 5 974

S A

e H ARRPNEB Y TY COU
Phis is 10 oartiry that thé fo:"ﬁeiﬂ& is f—l

‘_/_\/‘?_@/_v 7/ 7/ /‘%M: %true end correct copy of

l¢ in my office.

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK _ " Witness my hend and official seal thig _......a!’
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~ - HILLSBORtU JGH COUNTY PLANNING CO‘ }ISSION
1 nCerC Flie No.
J Zoning = - - MEETING DATE )
_| Subcivision _ - LTDRITL =1
Capital Improvement Referral February 18, 1974 Agency Flile No.
1 Other ‘
mbers* - Aye Nay Abstain Absent
e o - AR
, Ames X : A : / el -
s, Davis , " j :
, Echezabal X ’ S -
, Fernandez X
,Hearn X L Theodore J. Couch, Cholrman
, Rampello E( : Attest: j ;o :
.Sweat X é/
, Taylor - X AR
m, or acting Chm. votes anly on tie \/John A, Crislip, E£xecutive Director
motion of Mr. Schezabal Seconded by Mr. Torpnandez

The following resolution was adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Hillsborough County
.anning Commission and its staff has reviewed at the request of the City of Tampa the -
jplication for development approval of the Development of Regional Impact proposed by

e Rouse Company known as Rouse Shopping Center. |

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the application
; filed be apprbved in accord with the repprt a:.nd recommend_ation attached hereto and the
llowing:

1 .;I‘he standards and guidelines as submitted in
e Development of Regional Impact Application and Suppiement A, B, C,. D as attached.

2. M order for the hbighwéy-network to be able
 move the traffic generated by the proposed regional shopping center, the following
nprovements and modifications must be made to the existing systems to coincide with the
~oject's deveiopment:

-- Prescatly planned or committed

a. Widen Himes Avenue to four lanes divided between Buffalo
Avenue and Tampa Bay Boulevard and make approprlate
'mtersectlon 1rnprovements.

b. Widen Dale Mabry Highway bet ween Kennedy Boulevard and
Columbus Drive to six lanes and make appropnate intersection
) upgrading and improvements.

C. Widen and improve Buffalo Avenue between Highland and I-75.

d. Construction of at least one entrance/exit with acceleration and
deceleration lanes -on Himes Avenue in additionto improvement 1L

| E/{/f//?’/ 7 /§ Con't

i AR
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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

(T)DRI74 - 1

ff e. Construction of at least two entrance/exits on Buffalo Avenue
with acceleration and deceleration lanes.

f. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes divided
from Tampa Bay Boulevard south to Columbus Drive concurrently
with construction of shopping center and make appropriate
intersection improvements at Columbus Drive,

g. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes from
Buffalo to Hillsborough with a completion date not later then
two years from completion of shopping center construction to
coincide with Phase II of the project.

- Not Presently planned but committed

a. The entrance/exit onto the proposed MacDill extension must
be deleted. Inclusion of this facility would change the functional
character of the roadway and would thereby have a detrimental
effect on the residential areas to the south and east.

3. Based on one-third advanced ticket sales,'
the Rouse shopping center's three main generators, and any other commercial
enterprise that the Rouse Corporation deems necessary, may be req u'i;;,gg_xp
i‘gm-g_ig__x  closed on-Sundays-that-have a scheduled pre-season, regular season, or

post season football game.

T i

4, | A written request addressed to the Tampa
Bay Rapid Transit Authority pointing oﬁt the transportation needs of the proposed
shopping center as it relates to the contiguous major generators and giving

assurances of full covoperation in the efforts of establisﬁing a major station point

in the vicinity of these major generators.
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OFFICE OF C I TY C LER K THIRD FLOOR, CITY HALL, TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602 ® 813/223-8396

FRANCES HENRIQUEZ
City Clerk

June 13, 1979

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Boulevard
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Attention: Scott Wilson

Re: Resolution No. 5445-G

Dear Mr. Wilson:

The Tampa City Council held their regular meeting on June 12,
and adopted the above resolution that determines that the pro-
posed expansion of the parking facilities at the Tampa Bay
Center is not a substantial deviation and shall not be subject

to further review.

If further information is needed, please do not hesitate to
contact my office.

S8incerely,

(Mrs) Frances Henfiquez
City Clerk

eph

Enclosure ~ 1

NTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MUNICIPAL CLERKS e FLORIDA ASSOCIATION OF CITY CLERKS, INC @ AMERICAN RECORDS MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION ¢ SUNCOAST LEAGUE OF MUNICIPALITIES

Onrged O 70 5 Lo ocar Ble
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5445

RESOLUTION NO. -G

A RESOLUTION FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF
PARKING FACILITIES AT TAMPA BAY CENTER IS NOT A SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION
AND SHALL NOT BE SUBJECT TO FURTHER REVIEW UNDER CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES.

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Tampa, Florida,
pursuant to procedures required by Section 380.06, Florida Statutes,
on February 19, 1974, adopted Resolution No. 4108-F approving, subject
to certain conditions, the Application for Development Approval of
Tampa Northwest Ltd., for its shopping center development known as
Tampa Bay Center; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council subsequently clarified certain con-
ditions contained in Resolution No. 4108-F by the adoption of Resolu-
tion No. 7658-F and entered its determination, by Ordinance No. 6935-A,
that modification of plans for Phase II of Tampa Bay Center to result
in an increase in gross leasable area to 887,000 square feet would not
constitute a substantial deviation; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council has been requested by Tampa Northwest,
Ltd., to consider whether an increase in the number of parking spaces
above that proposed previously for Tampa Bay Center would constitute a
substantial deviation from the terms of the City Council's previous
approvals of Tampa Bay Center, and having been fully advised by adminis-
trative staff in the matter which came on to be heard before City Council
at its regularly scheduled public meeting on June 12, 1979, in Council
Chambers in the City of Tampa, Florida, at which time all parties
present were given an opportunity to be heard, now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. That the City Council of the City of Tampa finds
that the proposed increase in the number of parking spaces to be pro-
vided at Tampa Bay Center will not create additional adverse regional
impacts as compared with the impacts projected in the original Applica-
tion for Development Approval, nor will it create any other regional
impact not reviewed in the original proceeding leading to adoption of
Resolution No. 4108-F.

Section 2. That the expansion of parking facilities at Tampa
Bay Center in conjunction with construction of Phase II to include a
total of 5,102 parking spaces will not constitute a substantial devia-
tion as defined in Section 380.06(7) (g), Florida Statutes, and shall
not be subject to further review under Section 380.06, Florida Statutes.

Section 3. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit
copies of this Resolution to the Division of State Planning, Tampa Bay

Regional Planning Council, and Tampa Northwest, Ltd.

Section 4. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon
its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,

FLORIDA, ON JUN12 1919 .
ATTEST: CHAIRMAN, CITY COUNCIL
e

CITY CLERK
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ORDINANCE NO. QQCBS -A

AN ORDINANCE FINDING AND DETERMINING THAT THE EXPANSION PLAN OF THE
TAMPA BAY CENTER IS NOT A SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION AND SHALL NOT BE
SUBJECT TO FURTHER REVIEW UNDER CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA STATUTES.

WHEREAS, by letter dated February 14, 1978, Tampa Northwest Ltd.
requested the Tampa City Council to determine whether certain changes
to the Tampa Bay Center constituted a substantial deviation, as defined
in Section 380.06 (7) (g), F.S.:; and,

WHEREAS, this matter came on to be heard by the Tampa City
Council at a public hearing on March 28, 1978. Said public hearing,
being duly and properly noticed, was conducted in the Council Chambers,
city Hall, 3rd Floor, in the City of Tampa, Florida, and all parties
hereto were present or given the opportunity to be present, and together
with the general public, were given an opportunity to present testimony
and evidence; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council having reviewed Tampa Northwest Ltd.'s
request and all documents in the File of Record, including, but not
limited to, letter dated February 14, 1978, to David Carr, memorandum
dated February 10, 1978, a traffic engineering report by Barr, Dunlop
and Associates, dated February 1978, a site plan for the Tampa Bay
Center, dated July 2, 1974, and revised through December 20, 1974,
letter dated March 27, 1978, to members of City Council and the
Hillsborough County Planning Commission resolution of March 20, 1978,
having heard testimony, and having received and examined all documentary
evidence makes the following findings of fact:

1. By Resolution No. 4108-F, dated March 5, 1974, the Tampa
City Council approved, subject to certain terms and conditions expressly
stated therein, Tampa Northwest Ltd.'s application for development
approval (ADA), for a development of regional impact, known as the
Tampa Bay Center. As approved, Tampa Bay Center would be constructed
in two phases, have a total of 840,000 square feet of gross leasable
area, be a one story structure, have 4600 parking spaces and have three
major department stores.

2. The first phase of construction was completed in August 1976
and contains 154 specialty shops and two major department stores for
a total of 725,000 square feet in the two story structure.

3. Tampa Northwest Ltd. proposes .to add the third major depart-
ment store with 150,000 square feet and an additional 12,000 square
feet of leasable area. These improvements will constitute the second
phase of construction.

4. With completion of construction of the proposed second phase,
the Tampa Bay Center will have 887,000 square feet of gross leasable
area in a two story structure.

5. The impacts resulting from the Tampa Bay Center with the
proposed second phase construction when compared with the impacts
projected in the original ADA are not additional adverse regional impacts.
In addition, the Tampa Bay Center, if completed as proposed, will not

. create any other regional impact not contained in the ADA, which was

;
!
t
|
|
|
|
|




previously reviewed by the Tampa City Council, Hillsborough County
Planning Commission, and Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council and
which was ultimately approved by the City Council, in Resolution

" No. 4108-F.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. That in accordance with the foregoing findings _
of facts, and in consideration of the applicable laws and regulations,
the City Council makes the following conclusion of law:

a. The changes made and proposed herein to the
Tampa Bay Center do not constitute a sub-
stantial deviation, as defined in Section 380.06
(7) (g), Florida Statutes.

b. The changes made and proposed herein to the
Tampa Bay Center shall not be subject to
further review under Section 380.06,
Florida Statutes.

Section 2. That the proposed additional construction to the
Tampa Bay Center shall be subject to all other applicable provisions
of the City of Tampa Code.

Section 3. That all ordinances or parts of ordinances in
conflict herewith be, and the same are hereby repealed.

Section 4. That this Ordinance shall be published and posted
as provided by law and it shall take effect immediately upon its
publication.

‘ Section 5. That copies of this Ordinance shall be transmitted
by the Clerk to the Division of State Planning, Tampa Bay Regional
Planning Council, Hillsborough County Planning Commission, and Tampa
Northwest Ltd.

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,
FLORIDA, ON MAY 11 1978 )

» CITY/COUNCIL

ATTEST:

N

\\/-ﬂ”' /ﬂ/

MAY 16 1978

APPROVED BY ME ON

~

CITY CLERH /

WILLIZM F. POE, MAYOR




% qr/j"/ .
i ¢ MB

17 September 1975 JC

RESOLUTION NO. ~-F

A RESOLUTION CLARIFYING CERTAIN CdﬁbITIONS CONTAINED IN RESOLUTION
NO. 4108-F, RELATING TO A REGIONAL SHOPPING CENTER BY THE ROUSE
COMPANY AND TAMPA NORTHWEST, LTD., AT THE INTERSECTION OF HIMES
AVENUE AND BUFFALQO AVENUE.

WHEREAS, On February 18, 1974, the Hillsborough County
Planning Commission, by resolution, recommended to the City of
Tampa, subject to certain terms and conditions, approval of an
applicatién for development approval for a development of regional
impact by The Rouse Company; and

WHEREAS, The proposed development of regional impact is
a regional shopping center to be known as the Tampa Bay Center to
be located at -the intersection of Himes and Buffalo Avenue; and

WHEREAS, In recommending approval the Hillsborough County
Planning Commission incorporated into its resolution a portion of
its staff report; and

WHEREAS, That part of the staff report as to planned
highway iﬁprovements and modification incorporated as part of
Paragraph 2 of the February 18, 1974, resolution provides in part
as follows, "In order for the highway network to be able to move.
the traffic generated by the proposed regional shopping center, the
following improvements and modifications must be made to the
existing systems to coincide with the project's development:

- =~ Presently planned or committed

a. Widen Himes Avenue to four lanes divided between
Buffalo Avenue and Tampa Bay Boulevard and make
appropriate intersection improvements.

b. Widen Dale Mabryv Highway between Kennedy Boulevard
and Columbus Drive to six lanes and make appropriate
intersection upgrading and improvements.

c. Widen and improve Buffalo Avenue between Highland
and I-75.

d. Construction of at least one entrance/exit with
acceleration and deceleration lanes on Himes

Avenue in addition to improvement 1.
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e. Construction oflatrieast two entrance/exits
on Buffalo Avenue with acceleration and
deceleration lanes.

f. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to
four lanes divided from Tampa Bay Boulevard south
to Columbus Drive concurrently with construction
of shopping center and make appropriate intersection
improvements at Columbus Drive.

g. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes
from Buffalo to Hillsborough with a completion date
not later than two years from completion of shopping
center construction to coincide with Phase II of the
project."

WHEREAS, The beforementioned section of the Planning

Commission recommendation specifically excludes:

"-- Not presently planned but committed

a. The entrance/exit onto the proposed MacDill extension
must be deleted. Inclusion of this facility could
change the functional character of the roadway and
would thereby have a detrimental effect on the
residential areas to the south and east."”

WHEREAS, The City of Tampa incorporated into its
development order of March 5, 1974, (Resolution No. 4108-F) the
Hillsborough County Planning Commission's resolution of recommendation
of February 18, 1974; and '

WHEREAS, The Tampa Bay Center is now under construction
and in connection with the construction and permanent financing, the
developers and its lenders have asked for a clarification of that |
portion of Paragraph 2 6f the Hillsborough County Planning Commission's
resolution of recommendation of February 18, 1974, as to planned
highway improvements and modifications; and

WHEREAS, As a result of the developer's and lender's
request for a clarification of the terms and conditions of the
development order, the Hillsborough County Planning Commission adopted

a certain resolution dated August 18, 1975, clarifying its earlier

resolution of recommendation.
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BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TAMPA, FLORIDA:
Section 1. That the City Council adopts and concurs

in the terms and conditions of the Hillsborough County Planning

"7

[

Commission's resolution of August 18, 1975 and incorporates by &p
reference herein that resolution.

Section 2. That the widenings and other improvements
of Himes Avenue, Buffalo Avenue and Dale Mabry Highway by the
developer have been completed to the extent required by the:
development‘order; in the event that the City of Tampa or the
Florida Department of‘Transportation fails to construct those
improvements or modifications planned or committed to by them and
set out iﬁ Paragraph 2 of the February 18, 1974, resolution, such
failure shall not impair the validity of the development order.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately
upon its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY

OF TAMPA, FLORIDA ON SEP 30 1975 )

/\7‘//%4 AL /& P L—ﬁ/«fj \‘%ﬂ/ M

ATTEST, CITY CLERK Chairman, City Council

State of Florida)
County of Hillsborough)

This is to certify that the foregoing is a
true and correct copy of Resolution No. 7658-F
on file in my office.

Witness my hand and official seal this 1lth
day of March, 1976,

City Chark
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-

z : . 3 . HCPC Frile No.
Zoning . . MEETING DATE

Subdivision (T)DRI74 -1 :
Capital Improvement Referral February 18, 1974 Agency File No,

Other I

[embers* Aye Nay Abstain Absent

[r. Couch, Chm.
. Theodore J. Couch, Chairman

[r. Ames
. | Attest: % Z/ Z/vvd/%
y

[rs. Davis
John A, Cnslip, Executive Director

[r. Echezabal
[r. Fernandez
[r.Hearn

[r. Rampelio
fr.Sweat

[r. Taylor

b4 b b b4 bd B M b

‘hm. or acting Chm. votes aonly on tie

n motion of Mr. __ Echezabal Seconded by Mr. _ vwornanges
The following resolution was adopted:

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Hillsborough County

Planning Commission and its staff has reviewed at the request of the City of Tampa the

application for development approval of the Development of Regional Impact proposed by

the Rouse Company known as Rouse Shopping Center. . ;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the application
as filed be approved in accord with the report and recommendation attached hereto and the

following:
| 1 'The standards and guidelines as submitted in
the Development of Regional Impact Application and Supplement A, B, C,. D as attached.

. 2. IM order for the highway network to be able
to move the traffic generated by the proposed regional shopping center, the following
improvements and modifications must be made to the existing systems to coincide with the
project's deveiopment:

- Presently planned or committed

a. Widen Himes Avenue to four lanes divided between Buffalo
Avenue and Tampa Bay Boulevard and make appropriate
i intersection improvements.

b. Widen Dale Mabry Highway between Kennedy Boulevard and
Columbus Drive to six lanes and make appropriate intersection
" upgrading and improvements.

c. Widen and improve Buffalo Avenue betWeen Highland and I-75.

d. Construction of at least one entrance/exit with acceleration and i
deceleration lanes on Himes Avenue in additionto improvement 1.

Con't




'HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PL ANNING COMMISSION

(T)DRI74 - 1

e. Construction of at least two entrance/exits on Buffalo Avenue
with acceleration and deceleration lanes,

f. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes divided
from Tampa Bay Boulevard south to Columbus Drive concurrently
with construction of shopping center and make appropriate
‘intersection improvements at Columbus Drive.

g. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes from
Buffalo to Hillsborough with a completion date not later then
two years from completion of shopping center construction to
coincide with Phase II of the project.

.- Not Presently planned but committed

a. The entrance/exit onto the proposed MacDill extension must
be deleted. Inclusion of this facility would change the functional
character of the roadway and would thereby have a detrimental
effect on the residential areas to the south and east.
3. Based on one-third advanced ticket sales,
the Rouse shopping center's three main generators, and any other commercial
enterprise that the Rouse Corporation deems necessary, may be required to

remain closed on Sundays that have a scheduled pre-season, regular season, or

post season football game.

4, | A written request addressed to the Tampa
Bay Rapiﬁ Transit Authority pointing but the transportation needs of the proposed
shopping center as it relates to the contiguous ma];or generators and giving

assurances of full cooperation in the effofts of establishing a major station point

in the vicinity of these major generators.
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HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

“oning MEETING DATE HCPC File No.
yabdivision (T)DRI74 - 1
Capital Improvement Referral August 18, 1975 Agency File No.
dther Rouse DRI Clarification Stateme .

mbers Aye Nay Abstain Absent
hezabal,Chm. 1 X
nes X _ / :
~unhild : X
yuch X
»rnandez X Joe H, Taylor, Vicé&Chairman
:arn X Henry-A—FEehezabal,—Chairman
umpello X
reat X
1iylor X

Joh(x/A Crislip, Executive Director
:ion of Mr. Rampello Seconded by Mr. Ames

The following resolution was adopted:

e —
.. . WHE.:.REAS, On February 18, 1974, the Hillsborough
Planning Commission, by resolution, recommended to the City of Tampa, subject to
1 terms and conditions, approval of an'application for development approval for a
oment of regional impact by The Rouse Company; and
. WHEREAS, The proposed development of regional
is a regional shopping center to be known as the Tampa Bay Center to be located at
ersection of Himes Avenue and Buffalo Avenue; and
WHEREAS, In recommending approval the Hillsborough
‘Planning Commission incorporated into its resolution a portion of its staff report; and
WHEREAS, That part of the Vstaff report as to planned
y improvements and modification incorporated as parp of Paragraph 2 of the February 1§
'‘esolution provides in paﬂ: as follows, "In order for the highway network to be able to
he traffic generated by the pro\posed regicnal shopping center, the following improve-
and modifications must be made to the existing'systems to <-:oincide with the project's

ment:

-= Presently planned or committed

a. Widen Himes Avenue to four lanes divided between
Buffalo Avenue and Tampa Bay Boulevard and make

appropriate intersection improvements.
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b. Widen Dale Mabry Highway between Kennedy Boulevard
and Columbﬁs Drive to six lanes and make appropriate
intersection upgrading and improvements.

c. Widen and improve Buffalo Avenue between Highland
and I-175. |

d. Construction of at least one entrance/exit with '
acceleration and deceleration lanes on Himes Avenue
in addition to improvement 1,

e. Construction of at least two entrance/exits on Buffalo
Avenue with acceleration and deceleration lanes.

f. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes
divided from Tampa Bay Boulevard south to Columbus !
Drive concurrently with construction of shopping center
and make appropriate intersection improvements
at Columbus Drive.

g. Undertake the widening of Himes Avenue to four lanes
from Buffalo to Hillsborough with a completion date
not later than two years from completion of shopping
center construction to coincide with Phase II of the
project. "

WHEREAS, The beforementioned section of the

Planning Commission recommendation specifically excludes:

-= Not presently planned but committed

a. The entranc:e/ exit onto the proposed MacDill
extension must be deleted. Inclusion of this facility
could change tﬁe functional character of the roadway
and w:)uld thereby have a detrimental effect on the

residential areas to the south and east. !
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WHEREAS, The City of Tampa incorporated into
its development order of March 5, 1975, (Resolution No. 4108-F) the
Hillsborough County Planning Commission's resolution of recommendation of
February 18, 1974; and

WHEREAS, The Tampa Bay éenter is ﬂow under
construction and in connection with the construction and permanent financing,
the developers and its lenders have asked for a clarification of that portion of
Paragraph 2 of the Hillsborough County Planning Commission's resolution of
recommendation of February 18, 1974, as to planned highway improvements and
mo.difications.

. Bﬁ IT RESOLVED, That thé Hillsborough County
Plarfﬁing Commission recommends to the Tampa City Council that the foilowing
clarification statements are made:

| It was the intent of the Hillsborough County
Planning Commission in adopting its resolution of February 18, 1974, that its
recommendation of approval was conditioned on the fact that all of the improve-
ments and modifications set out in the staff report and resolution must have been
either planned or committed to by the developer, the City of Tampa or the Florida
Department of Transportation at the time of approval.

2. As of February 18, 1974, the information
contained in the Development of Regional Impact Application and Supplements
A, B, C, and D thereto, and the Hillsborough County Planning Commission's
staff report did reflect that all of these improvements and modifications were
planned or committed to by the developer, the City of Tampa or the Florida
Department of Transportation.

.. 3. It was the intent of the Hillsborough County
Planning Commission that the failure of the City of Tampa or Florida Department
of Transportation to construct the improvements or modifications planned or
committed to by them as of February 18,_ 1974, would not constitute a substantial
deviation from the Hillsborough County Planning Commission'sv resolution of

‘recommendation, dated February 18, 1974
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, DENYING AN AMENDMENT
TO A DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, FILED BY TAMPA NORTHWEST LTD./THE ROUSE COMPANY, FOR
TAMPA BAY CENTER, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL
IMPACT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Tampa Bay Center, a regional shopping mall on
the southwest corner of Himes Avenue and Buffalo Avenue, is a
development of regional impact as defined in Chapter 380, Florida
Statutes, and following review pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida
Statutes, has received approvals from the Ctiy of Tampa for
construction of the mall by virtue of the "Development Order"
(Resolution No. 4108-F, Resolution No. 7658-F and Ordinance No.
6935-A); and

WHEREAS, by letter dated April 11, 1989, Tampa Northwest,
Ltd./The Rouse Company, the developer of the Tampa Bay Center, has
filed a "Notification Of A Proposed Change To A Previously
Approved Development of Regional Impact (DRI)", hereinafter
"Proposed Change", attached hereto and made a part hereof
as Exhibit A,; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Change is to construct an entrance into
and an exit from the Tampa Bay Center onto MacDill Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has requested the Tampa City Council
to determine whether the proposed entrance/exit constitutes a
substantial deviation, as defined in Section 380.06(19), Florida
Statutes and to otherwise approve said Proposed Change;

WHEREAS, this matter came on to be heard by the Tampa City
Council at a public hearing on August 24, 1989. Said public
hearing, being duly and properly noticed was conducted in the
City Council Chambers, City Hall, in the City of Tampa, and all
parties hereto were present or given the opportunity to be
present, and together with the general public, were given an
opportunity to present testimony and evidence; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TAMPA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. The City Council having reviewed the applicant's
Proposed Change, having heard testimony, and having received and
examined all documentary evidence makes the following findings of
fact:

a. The proposed entrance/exit onto MacDill Avenue does not
create a reasonable likelihood of additional regional
impact or any type of regional impact not previously
reviewed by the regional planning agency.

b. The proposed entrance/exit does not meet or exceed any
of the criteria listed in Section 380.06(19)(b), Florida
Statutes.

c. That the Proposed Change does not unreasonably

interfere with the achievement of the objectives of the
adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to the

area.

d. That the Proposed Change is consistent with the report
and recommendations of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Council.

e. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by

the Proposed Change has been ‘conducted by the City and
the Tampa Bay Regional Planning_ESEEEiL»»«’“””’ i
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