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AGENDA

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING NO. 2009-02
THURSDAY

January 8, 2009 - 7:00 P.M.
City Hall Council Chambers

CALL TO ORDER:

INVOCATION:
Pastor Jerry Klemm — Covenant Presbyterian Church, Palm Bay

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
ROLL CALL:
ANNOUNCEMENTS:

1. Two (2) vacancies on the Board of Adjustments and Appeals (represents ‘architect’ and
‘fire safety’ positions).++

2. Two (2) terms expiring on the Building and Construction Advisory Committee (represents
‘remodeler’ and ‘residential contractor’ positions).+

3. One (1) vacancy on the Community Development Advisory Board (represents ‘for-profit
provider of affordable housing’ position).+

RECOGNITIONS AND PROCLAMATION:

1. Volunteer Program (five (5) years of service as City boardmember):
a) Building and Construction Advisory Committee - Frances L. Wales;
b) Code Enforcement Board — George Williams;
¢) Community Development Advisory Board — Kimberly S. Griffin; David L. Hernandez;
William M. O’Hara;
d) Turkey Creek Sanctuary Management Committee — Martha Steuart.
2. Ruth Napier, Administrative Secretary, City Attorney’s Office — Retirement.
3. American Public Works Association, Certified Public Infrastructure Inspector - Andy Rich
and Mike Steele, Engineering Inspectors, Public Works Department.

AGENDA REVISIONS:

THIS MEETING IS BROADCAST LIVE ON THE CITY'S WEBSITE AND
TELEVISED ON THE SPACE COAST GOVERNMENT TV CHANNEL.
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CONSENT AGENDA:

There will be no separate discussion on those items listed under Consent Agenda (indicated with
asterisks(*)). They will be enacted by the City Council on one motion. If discussion is desired by
the City Council, that item will be removed from the Consent Agenda by Council and will be
considered in the order that it appears on the agenda.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES:

*1.
* 2.
* 3.

Special Council Meeting No. 2008-35; November 13, 2008.
Special Council Meeting No. 2008-38; December 12, 2008;
Regular Council Meeting No. 2008-39; December 18, 2008.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1.

w5,

Ordinance No. 2009-01, amending the Comprehensive Future Land Use Map to change
the designated use of certain property from Single Family Residential Use to Multiple
Family Use with a ten units per acre cap (9.55 acres)(Case No. CP-17-2008, Waterstone
Holdings, LLC), for one reading.

Ordinance No. 2009-02, amending the Comprehensive Future Land Use Map to change
the designated use of certain property from Single Family Residential Use to Multiple
Family Use with a ten units per acre cap (8.84 acres)(Case No. CP-18-2008, Waterstone
Holdings, LLC), for one reading.

Ordinance No. 2009-03, amending the Comprehensive Future Land Use Map to change
the designated use of certain property from Single Family Residential Use to Multiple
Family Use with a ten units per acre cap (9.87 acres)(Case No. CP-19-2008, Waterstone
Holdings, LLC), for one reading.

Ordinance No. 2009-04, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 110, Business
Taxes, in order to increase the number of days per week to conduct bingo (Case No. T-32-
2008, Willis Kirk), for first reading.

Resolution No. 2009-02, granting a conditional use for dancing to music within an existing
eating and drinking establishment in CC (Community Commercial District) zoning on
property located at the northwest corner of the intersection of Palm Bay Road and
Pinewood Drive (1.1 acres)(Case No. CU-33-2008, Rancho Viejo, Inc.).

PROCUREMENTS:

Award of Bids:

* 1.

* 2.

"Other Agency" contracts utilized for the purchase of operating materials and supplies -
City Departments (approximately $1,350,000 annually).

Replacement vehicles — Florida Sheriffs’ Association Vehicle Bid No. 08-16-0908 — Public
Works Department (Garber Chevrolet, Cindy Chevrolet, Ring Power - $443,000).

THIS MEETING IS TELEVISED ON THE SPACE COAST GOVERNMENT TV
CHANNEL AND IS BROADCAST LIVE ON THE CITY'S WEBSITE.
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Award of Proposals:

1. Intersection signalization improvements (The Signal Group, Inc. - $244,960)(CONTINUED
FROM RCM 12-04-08).
* 2. Motor control center removal and installation, Troutman Plant — RFP No. 04-0-2009 —
Utilities Department (The New Florida Industrial Electric, Inc. - $97,524).
Contracts:
1. Red light safety enforcement program — RFP No. 33-0-2008 — Gatso USA.
* 2. Firefighter bunker gear ($181,665); Automated Timekeeping Solution ($145,000) — RFP

No. 07-0-2009 - SunTrust Equipment Finance and Leasing Corp. (lease/purchase).

UNFINISHED AND OLD BUSINESS:

1.

Two (2) appointments to the Board of Adjustment.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: (Non-agenda Items Only)
Only 15 minutes of public comments will be heard by the City Council on non-agenda issues.
Speakers must complete ‘Public Comment Cards’ (pink) and are limited to 3 minutes each.

COUNCIL BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS: (Ordinances are for first readings.)

*1.
* 2.

* 3.

* 4,
* 5.

6.

7.
8.

Resolution No. 2009-03, an inducement resolution relative to the proposed issuance of
research facility revenue bonds for the purpose of loaning the proceeds to Midwest
Research Institute to refinance certain indebtedness.

Ordinance No. 2009-05, extending the time period for meeting conditions for vacating the
road right-of-way known as Judy Court and portions of the road rights-of-way known as
Gran Avenue and Victor Court located within the Gran’s Subdivision of Cape Malabar
(Case No. VRW-2-2006, The Cape LLC).

Consideration of expenditures from the Palm Bay Police Department's Law Enforcement
Trust Fund ($45,000).

Consideration of the disposal of capital surplus property.

Consideration of revisions to the Interlocal Agreement for Public School Facility Planning
and School Concurrency.

Consideration of the Economic Development Task Force’s recommendation for
amendments to the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 93, Real Property Nuisances.
Consideration of City policy for the physical location of speed limit signs.

Consideration of City policy for establishing speed zones/limits.

ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL REPORTS:

PUBLIC COMMENTS/RESPONSES: Speakers are limited to 3 minutes.

THIS MEETING IS TELEVISED ON THE SPACE COAST GOVERNMENT TV
CHANNEL AND IS BROADCAST LIVE ON THE CITY'S WEBSITE.
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ADJOURNMENT:
&Quasi-judicial proceeding.

Councilmembers who are members of the Space Coast Transportation Planning Organization
(TPO) may discuss TPO issues which may subsequently be addressed by the TPO.

If an individual decides to appeal any decision made by the City Council with respect to any
matter considered at this meeting, a record of the proceedings will be required and the individual
will need to ensure that a verbatim transcript of the proceedings is made, which record includes
the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is based (FS 286.0105). Such person must
provide a method for recording the proceedings verbatim.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons needing special accommodations
for this meeting shall, at least 48 hours prior to the meeting, contact the Office of the City Clerk at
(321) 952-3414 or Florida Relay System at 711.

THIS MEETING IS TELEVISED ON THE SPACE COAST GOVERNMENT TV
CHANNEL AND IS BROADCAST LIVE ON THE CITY'S WEBSITE.



MEMO TO: Honorable Mdyor and Members of City Council

FROM: Alice Pasgmiore, City Clerk
\
DATE: January 8, 2009
SUBJECT: Two (2) Terms Expiring — Building & Construction Advisory
Committee

The terms of Terry Cunningham and Frances Wales on the above subject board will expire
on February 15, 2009.

This board is comprised of members representing various professional fields related to the
building industry. These members represent the “Residential Contractor’ and “Remodeler”
positions.

The positions need to be announced and applications solicited at tonight’'s meeting.
Appointments will be made at the regular Council meeting to be held on February 5, 2009.

If you should have any questions, please advise.

jed



MEMO TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of City Council

FROM: Alice Pas e, City Clerk
DATE: January 8, 2009
SUBJECT: One (1) Vacancy - Community Development Advisory Board

My office has been advised by the staff liaison of the above board that one (1) vacancy
exists as Claudia Vargas-Huete has been removed from the board due to excessive
absences.

The vacancy should be announced at Thursday night's meeting and applications solicited
for same.

An appointment will be made at the February 5, 2009, regular Council meeting. The

individual appointed to the position will complete Mrs. Vargas-Huete’s term which expires
June 15, 2010.

jed



Judy Denis

From: Roberta Greene

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2008 9:14 AM
To: Alice Passmore

Cc: Terese Barber; Judy Denis; Glenn Morris
Subject: Board Member Claudia Vargas-Huete
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Claudia Vargas-Huete has missed five meetings in 2008.

Roberta Greene

City of Palm Bay

Housing and Neighborhood Dev. Svs.
5240 Babcock Street NE

Suite 212

Palm Bay, FL 32905

PH: 321-952-3429

FX:321-733-3087



CITY OF PALM BAY, FLORIDA
SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING NO. 2008-35

Held on Thursday, the 13" day of November 2008, at the City Hall Council Chambers, 120
Malabar Road, SE, Palm Bay, Florida.

This meeting was properly noticed pursuant to law; the minutes are on file in the Office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Palm Bay, Florida.

The meeting was called to order at the hour of 6:30 P.M.

ROLL CALL:

MAYOR: John J. Mazziotti Present
DEPUTY MAYOR: Ed Geier Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Patrick Woodard Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Milo Zonka Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Kristine Isnardi Present
CITY MANAGER: Lee Feldman Present
CITY ATTORNEY: James Stokes Present
DEPUTY CITY CLERK: Terese Barber Present

CITY STAFF: Present were Sue Hann and Jon Lewis, Deputy City Managers.
BUSINESS:

1. Certification of the results of the Regular Municipal Election held on
November 4, 2008.

Alice Passmore, City Clerk, read the names of the candidates and the votes received for
each. The results were as follows:

Mayor:
John J. Mazziotti Unopposed

City Council Seat 2:

Brian Jacob Anderson 8,778
James Brock 7,700
William Capote 11,837

Natasha C. Logan Munnings 7,900



City of Palm Bay, Florida

Special Council Meeting No. 2008-35
Minutes - November 13, 2008

Page 2 of 5

City Council Seat 3:

Michele Paccione 12,955
Bruce Wechsler 10,299
Grace White 12,820

Registered Voters: 58,685
Ballots Cast: 47,023
Turnout: 80.1%

Motion by Mr. Woodard, seconded by Deputy Mayor Geier, to certify the election results of
the municipal election held on November 4, 2008. Motion carried with members voting as
follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Geier, Yea; Councilman Woodard, Yea;
Councilman Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea.

Mr. Woodard and Deputy Mayor Geier gave their parting speeches. The City Attorney
presented plaques to Deputy Mayor Geier and Councilmember Woodard for their services
rendered to the City during the past three years.

Mayor Mazziotti, Mr. Zonka, and Mrs. Isnardi thanked Deputy Mayor Geier and Mr.
Woodard for their service on Council.

2. Administering the Oath of Office to the officials for the Office of Mayor and City
Council Seats 2 and 3.

The City Attorney administered the oath of office for City Council Seat 2 to William Capote
and Seat 3 to Michele Paccione; and for the office of Mayor to John Mazziotti. Each
received a Certificate of Election.

Mr. Capote and Mrs. Paccione gave their incoming speeches and thanked everyone for
their support.

3. Selection by councilmembers of a Deputy Mayor.
Motion by Mrs. Isnardi, seconded by Mr. Capote, to select Mr. Zonka as the Deputy Mayor.
Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka,
Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.
A brief recess was taken after which time the meeting resumed.

4. Consideration of Palm Bay Community Charter School finance restructuring.

Mr. Feldman said he was seeking the Council's conceptual approval regarding the financial
restructuring for Patriot Charter School. He stated the enroliment was not where it was
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projected to be which created revenue shortfalls. The bondholders, Charter Schools USA,
the City's financial advisor, and the City's bond counsel had been meeting to develop a
structure that would allow the school to have a slower ramp-up period to accommodate the
effects of the current economy, slow housing market, and lack of projected growth. He
reviewed a modification to the restructuring plan that was submitted to Council earlier in the
week. He said the refinancing would require the City to loan the school the amount of $3.6
million which would be repaid from school revenues during the life of the charter.

Lori Davidson, Charter Schools USA, reported that the school’s current financial condition
was such that after tomorrow its financial obligations could not be met. She said Title 1
funding had been received for the year which was at the Trustee level and would not be
drawn on until there was some resolution of the matter.

Ed Stull, Senior Vice President of First Southwest, City’s financial advisor, addressed
questions posed by Deputy Mayor Zonka on the structure of the loan. Mr. Capote asked
what the plan was for attracting new students as the assessment report by the consulting
firm had shown difficulty in recruiting students to the schools. He questioned the extent of
the City’s liability.

Eric Lewis, Principal, Palm Bay Community Charter School, reviewed the strategic plan for
the school. Ivy Benardo, Charter Schools USA, Marketing Director, stated there was an
aggressive schedule starting in January with a public relations campaign for marketing the
school and elaborated on same.

There was discussion in regards to the number of students enrolling, leaving, and
graduating. Mr. Lewis said there was an overall drop in student enroliment in Area 1 of the
School District. There was discussion on the charter high school.

In response to a question posed by Deputy Mayor Zonka, Mrs. Davidson concurred that
Charter Schools USA was confident that the proposed financial plan was appropriate and
sufficient.

Deputy Mayor Zonka asked Rob Dubbelde, of Greenberg Traurig, bond counsel
representing the trustees and indirectly the bondholders, if he felt the proposed financial
plan was reasonable and sufficient to accomplish the goal. Mr. Dubbelde said there were a
few things still being reviewed. He said they needed to see a cash flow that actually
showed, under reasonable assumptions, everything being paid off. This was to be
presented to them tomorrow. Mr. Dubbelde explained how the bondholders’ investment
was being changed. In response to Mayor Mazziotti's question regarding the new amount
of outstanding bonds, Mr. Dubbelde explained that there would be four series of bonds
outstanding: $750,000 in Series A; $920,000 taxable; $16,595,000 new bonds; $4,800,000
subordinate series.



City of Palm Bay, Florida

Special Council Meeting No. 2008-35
Minutes - November 13, 2008

Page 4 of 5

Mr. Feldman said the City’s $3.6 million would be paid back from the revenues of the
school from the same seventy-five (75) percent of the excess cash flow that the sub-
ordinate B bonds and Charter Schools USA were paid from for their shares. The City’'s
bonds would be secured by the public service tax that would become available in the year
2016. The bonds that built the Municipal Complex would retire in 2016 and the money, the
public service tax, would be available to back the bonds should the cash flow not be
available from the school.

Mr. Feldman said there would be no payment on the new bonds until 2016. Interest would
accrue for the next eight (8) years. The annual payment would be approximately $800,000.
The bonds would be paid off in 2025. The total amount that would be paid over the term of
the bonds would be $8 million.

Deputy Mayor Zonka said he was not comfortable with the City being on the same seniority
level as Charter Schools USA and the bondholders based on the tremendous leap that the
City would take with the proposed financing. He felt that if all the parties were confident the
plan would work, he wanted to protect the taxpayers by having the City as senior.

Deputy Mayor Zonka said there were two (2) ultimate issues -- the bondholders, the City,
and Charter Schools USA in one note; subordinate to that was another note to Charter
Schools USA. He wanted to restructure it so the last note on the bottom to Charter
Schools USA would remain status quo with three (3) notes above that - the City being
senior for payment and the bondholders and Charter Schools second and third.

Mr. Feldman said the bondholders had made it very clear that they would not be
subordinate to anyone, including the City. Deputy Mayor Zonka said his concern was that
the plan placed the City standing with two (2) for-profit participants side by side and he did
not want to place the taxpayers in that position. This would expose the taxpayers to a
brand new liability. Mr. Feldman said the proposal could be presented to the bondholders
again.

Mr. Dubbelde said the bondholders had taken a risk and were in a default position. They
were accepting a significant change and placing the bonds in a subordinate piece. The
piece could not be marketed. They were putting in another $2 million.

Mr. Capote quoted from the summary and key recommendations of the consultant’s report,
“We conclude that the school does not have sufficient enroliment and will not achieve
sufficient enroliment in the short or medium term.” He questioned how the City would pay
the debt and concluded that the City was taking a risk.

Mrs. Isnardi said she understood why the bondholders wanted to be primary. Her concern
was the responsibility to the taxpayers as well and felt that providing for seven hundred fifty
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children was taking care of the tax payers. She felt it would be a good investment and that
the school would succeed.

Deputy Mayor Zonka said he was willing to move forward with the proposed plan, but
wanted to be in a better position than those who stood to make a profit from it. Mr.
Feldman said he would propose same to the bondholders.

Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Isnardi, to approve the plan, but structured so the
City had the first lien in the cash flow note and to propose it as an alternative. Motion
carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea;
Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

Mr. Feldman said he would advise Council of the bondholders’ response. He said there
may be a need for a special Council meeting on Monday night.

Deputy Mayor Zonka asked for information on how the City could participate with the
school in its marketing plan. Mr. Lewis said the City would be solicited for its input.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at the hour of 8:58 P.M.

John J. Mazziotti, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Terese Barber, DEPUTY CITY CLERK



CITY OF PALM BAY, FLORIDA
SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING NO. 2008-38

Held on Friday, the 12™ day of December 2008, at the City Hall Council Chambers, 120
Malabar Road, SE, Paim Bay, Florida.

This meeting was properly noticed pursuant to law; the minutes are on file in the Office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Palm Bay, Florida.

The meeting was called to order at the hour of 7:03 P.M.

ROLL CALL:

MAYOR: John J. Mazziotti Present
DEPUTY MAYOR: Milo Zonka Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Kristine Isnardi Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Michele Paccione Present
COUNCILMEMBER: William Capote Present
CITY MANAGER: Lee Feldman Present
CITY ATTORNEY: James Stokes Present
CITY CLERK: Alice Passmore Present

Also present: Sue Hann and Jon Lewis, Deputy City Managers; Robert Freeman, Bond
Counsel, of Bryant Miller Olive; Jon Hage, Charter Schools USA; Eric Lewis, Principal,
Palm Bay Community Charter School; Dean Lewallen, of Dreyfus; and Joe Gulli and John
Forst, of Lord, Abbett & Inc.

BUSINESS:
1. Consideration of Palm Bay Community Charter School finance restructuring.

Mayor Mazziotti stated the proposed plan being considered was a result of lengthy
discussions among representatives of the Palm Bay Patriot Charter School management
company, Charter Schools USA (CSUSA), and the bondholders.

Mr. Feldman stated all the parties had been working diligently to frame a resolution to the
current issues regarding the financing of the charter school. The City Council had received
a copy of the proposed restructuring transaction. Mr. Feldman highlighted the major points
as follows: 1) there would be a new issuance of tax exempt bonds that would replace the
existing 2006 bonds that would be accelerated and paid; 2) the new bonds would be in the
principal amount of approximately $15 million which would free up $2.2 million that would
be placed in an operating reserve; 3) the City would provide a maximum of $2.55 million
into an operating reserve that would be paid in over a period of time commencing October
2010 with a final payment on October 2014 predicated upon certain school performance
conditions. The conditions were: 1) the school would have to demonstrate in Fiscal Year
2009 an increase in the proficiency of students in terms of reading, mathematics, and
writing skills, and the school maintaining at least an FCAT Grade of “B” or higher for Fiscal
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Year 2010; 2) enrollment was to meet the minimum thresholds as outlined for each fiscal
year; and 3) Operating Reserve maintained a minimum balance of $50,000 through the
end of Fiscal Year 2013.

The agreement also dealt with a management fee and incentive management fee.
Commencing in Fiscal Year 2020, a School Improvement Trust Fund would be created.
The City would approve expenditures from the Trust Fund based upon recommendations
from CSUSA. Excess cash flow would be applied as follows: 1) first to CSUSA in the
amount of $447,725; 2) second to the City in the amount of $2,550,000 (or less if City
placed a lesser amount in the Operating Reserve); and 3) third to the bondholders and
CSUSA, each in the amount of $5,877,500.

Mr. Feldman stated there would be an additional reserve in the amount of $500,000
created from the proceeds of the 2009A bonds to fund a reserve fund to pay for marketing
and technology improvements as recommended by the consultants.

He said further that in exchange for the City receiving a senior lien on the building in the
amount that the City may fund pursuant to the agreement, the City agreed to increase the
term of the lease of the existing land to a maximum of ninety-nine (99) years. The
bondholders would have the option to purchase or lease the adjacent twelve (12) acres of
land (Patriot Park).

Mr. Feldman said if the Council approved the plan, the funds would be available to keep
the school operational.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mr. Capote, to approve the long term
financial restructuring plan as presented. Motion carried with members voting as follows:
Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea,;
Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

Mayor Mazziotti felt the Council had not been receiving information regarding the school in
a timely manner and asked Mr. Feldman to revise the ordinance to designate the City
Council as the Authority. Mr. Feldman would prepare same.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at the hour of 7:35 P.M.

John J. Mazziotti, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Alice Passmore, CITY CLERK



CITY OF PALM BAY, FLORIDA

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING NO. 2008-39

Held on Thursday, the 18" day of December 2008, at the City Hall Council Chambers, 120
Malabar Road, SE, Palm Bay, Florida.

This meeting was properly noticed pursuant to law; the minutes are on file in the Office of
the City Clerk, City Hall, Palm Bay, Florida.

The meeting was called to order at the hour of 7:07 P.M.

Pastor David Meyers, First Pentecostal Church of Palm Bay, gave the invocation, which
was followed by the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.

MAYOR: John J. Mazziotti Present
DEPUTY MAYOR: Milo Zonka Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Kristine Isnardi Present
COUNCILMEMBER: Michele Paccione Present
COUNCILMEMBER: William Capote Present
CITY MANAGER: Lee Feldman Present
CITY ATTORNEY: James Stokes Present
CITY CLERK: Alice Passmore Present

CITY STAFF: Present were Sue Hann and Jon Lewis, Deputy City Managers; Jim Proce,
Public Works Director.

ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Mayor Mazziotti announced the following vacancies and terms expiring and solicited
applications for same:

1. Two (2) vacancies on the Board of Adjustments and Appeals (represents
‘architect’ and ‘fire safety’ positions).
2. Two (2) terms expiring on the Board of Adjustment.

RECOGNITIONS:

1. Volunteer Program (one (1) year service as City boardmember): a) Code
Enforcement Board — Orlando Gatell; b) Library Advisory Board —Helene DeGroodt-
Belt; Mary Greene. Mayor Mazziotti recognized Mrs. DeGroodt-Belt for her one (1) year
service to the City. Mr. Gatell and Mrs. Greene were not in attendance.

2. Certificates of Completion, Small Business Technical Assistance Program — Bill
Pehaim, Community Assistance Manager, Housing and Neighborhood Services
Division. Mr. Pehaim elaborated on the program and recognized the seven (7) graduates.
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3. Palm Bay Holiday Parade — trophies and certificates — winning entries. Joe
Fazekas, Recreation Division Manager, recognized the sponsors and winners of the
various categories of the Holiday Parade. He also thanked all the City departments
involved for their assistance.

AGENDA REVISIONS:

There were no agenda revisions. (Later in the meeting, Mrs. Isnardi added as Iltem No. 11,
under New Business, discussion on the solar energy alternative for the City’s water plant.)

CONSENT AGENDA:

All items of business marked with an asterisk were considered under Consent Agenda and
enacted by the following motion:

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Paccione, that the Consent Agenda be
approved as presented with the removal of Item No. 1, under Award of Proposals, and ltem
No. 2, under Contracts, from consent. Motion carried with members voting as follows:
Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea;
Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES:

*1. Regular Council Meeting No. 2008-37; December 4, 2008.

The minutes, considered under Consent Agenda, were approved as presented.
PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1. Ordinance No. 2008-70, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 185, Zoning
Code, by modifying certain parking requirements (Case No. T-30-2008, City of Palm
Bay), for final reading.

The City Attorney read the ordinance in caption only. The public hearing was opened and
closed as there were no comments.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mr. Capote, to adopt Ordinance No.
2008-70. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Counciwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

2. Ordinance No. 2008-71, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 185, Zoning
Code, by modifying certain landscaping requirements (Case No. T-31-2008, City of
Palm Bay), for final reading.
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The City Attorney read the ordinance in caption only. The public hearing was opened and
closed as there were no comments.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Isnardi, to adopt Ordinance No.
2008-71. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

#3. Ordinance No. 2008-72, rezoning property located at the southeast corner of the
intersection of Lipscomb Street and Florida Avenue from RS-3 (Single Family
Residential District) to IU (Institutional Use District) (8.03 acres)(Case No. Z-27-2008,
Mt. Moriah Missionary Baptist Church), for final reading.

The City Attorney read the ordinance in caption only. The public hearing was opened.
Reverend Riley, applicant, presented the request to Council. The public hearing was
closed.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mr. Capote, to adopt Ordinance No.
2008-72. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

BOARD AND COMMITTEE REPORTS:

1. Greater Palm Bay Chamber of Commerce — Kathleen Bishop, President, provided
Council with updates regarding the Chamber.

2. Space Coast Transportation Planning Organization — Deputy Mayor Zonka said there
was a presentation of the work program and legislative priorities.

3. Mrs. Isnardi asked that discussion on the solar energy alternative for the City’s water
plant be added to the agenda as Item No. 11, under New Business.

PROCUREMENTS:
Award of Proposals:

1. Jupiter Boulevard intersections and bridge improvements ~ RFP No. 52-0-2008
(Lucas Marine Construction, LLC - $3,999,173).

Staff Recommendation: Award the proposal for the Jupiter Boulevard intersection and
bridge improvements to and authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement with
Lucas Marine Construction, Inc., in the amount of $3,999,172.65.
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Deputy Mayor Zonka said the projects were large and had an impact on the community.
Mr. Feldman provided a summary on the projects.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mr. Capote, to award the proposal to Lucas
Marine Construction, Inc., in the amount of $3,999,712.65. Motion carried with members
voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi,
Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

* 2. Outside laboratory services — RFP No. 57-0-2008 - Utilities Department (Pace
Analytical Services; Flowers Chemical Laboratories).

Staff Recommendation: Award the proposal for outside laboratory services to Pace
Analytical Services at an estimated annual cost of $56,883 and Flowers Chemical
Laboratories, at an estimated annual cost of $69,585.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 3. Vending operation, McGriff Skate Park — RFP No. 61-0-2008 (Disk8, Inc.).

Staff Recommendation: Approve the final ranking for the proposal for the McGriff Skate
Park vending operation with the top-ranked company, Disc8, Inc., Melbourne. If an
agreement cannot be reached, conduct negotiations with The Park, Melbourne.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

Contracts:

*1. Roadway reconstruction and asphalt paving, 2006 Road Program (The Miller
Group, Inc. - $500,000; APAC Southeast - $610,000).

Staff Recommendation: Authorize road reconstruction and the purchase of asphait to
complete road work on Malabar Road west (Palm Bay West Plaza to Melbourne Tillman
Canal No. 10), Osmosis Drive (DeGroodt Road to MTWCD Canal No. 13) and potentially
Olsmar Street and Fitchburg Street utilizing The Miller Group, Inc., contract awarded on
November 16, 2006, for estimated cost $500,000; and the APAC Southeast contract
awarded on November 2, 2006, estimated cost $610.000.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

2. Water main construction services, USA 31 (Tri-Sure Corporation - $3,997,864).

Staff Recommendation: Authorize the City Manager to negotiate and execute the Tri-Sure
Task Order No. 2, Unit 31, when financing becomes available.
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Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Paccione, to approve the water main installation
by Tri-Sure. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman lIsnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

* 3. State lobbying services, renewal (Ronald L. Book, P.A. - $60,000).

Staff Recommendation: Authorize the City Manager to execute the amendment to the
agreement for renewal of the contract for a period of one (1) year through January 31,
2010.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

UNFINISHED AND OLD BUSINESS:
1. Two (2) appointments to the Community Development Advisory Board.

The individuals making application for the ‘real estate professional’ position were rated by
the City Council due to the number of applications exceeding the number of vacant
positions. No. 1 represented the first choice of each councilmember and so on. The
individual(s) receiving the lowest number(s) to the position(s) were considered for
appointment to the board.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Isnardi, to appoint Collin Forde to fill the
‘real estate professional’ position and Christopher Duncan, Jr. to fill the ‘advocate for low
income persons’ position. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti,
Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione,
Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

2. Three (3) appointments to the Economic Development Task Force (Mayor
Mazziotti, Councilmembers Paccione and Capote).

Mayor Mazziotti reappointed Tres Holton; Mrs. Paccione appointed Kathleen Bishop; and
Councilman Capote appointed Collin Forde.

Motion by Mrs. Paccione, seconded by Mr. Capote, to accept the appointments. Motion
carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea;
Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

3. One (1) appointment to the Municipal Charter School Authority.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Paccione, to appoint Mary Baker
Ohwovoriole to the Authority. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor
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Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman
Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

4. One (1) appointment to the Palm Bay Regional Park Citizens Advisory
Committee.

The individuals were rated by the City Council due to the number of applications exceeding
the number of vacant positions. No. 1 represented the first choice of each councilmember
and so on. The individual(s) receiving the lowest number(s) to the position(s) were
considered for appointment to the board.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Isnardi, to appoint Orlando Gatell, to the
Committee. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea,
Councilman Capote, Yea.

5. One (1) appointment to the Recreation Advisory Board.
The individuals were rated by the City Council due to the number of applications exceeding
the number of vacant positions. No. 1 represented the first choice of each councilmember
and so on. The individual(s) receiving the lowest number(s) to the position(s) were
considered for appointment to the board.
Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mr. Capote, to appoint Christopher Cleasby
to the board. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy

Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

6. One (1) appointment to the Space Coast Transportation Planning Organization
(TPO).

The consensus of the City Council was to appoint Mayor Mazziotti as a member to the
TPO to replace Mrs. Paccione.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: (Non-agenda Items Only)
There were no public comments.
COUNCIL BUSINESS:

Councilmembers thanked City staff and Council, and wished everyone happy holidays.
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MAYOR MAZZIOTTI:
1. Questioned when the Palm Bay Vernacular would be submitted to Council for
consideration. Mr. Feldman said sometime in February or March.

NEW BUSINESS:

*1. Consideration of a State Financial Assistance Agreement with the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection for Basin 9 stormwater improvements.

Staff Recommendation: City had been granted funding for Basin 9 Stormwater
Improvements — construction of ponds and re-grading the existing ditch system. The
property had not yet been acquired; an agreement would be drafted with Harris
Corporation for the acquisition. This acquisition had been authorized in 2006 by the City
Council. Authorize the City Manager to execute the agreement.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 2. Consideration of a Sovereignty Submerged Land Lease Agreement with the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection for the Pelican Harbor Marina.

Staff Recommendation: Authorize the City Manager to enter into a Sovereignty
Submerged Lands Lease with the State of Florida Board of Trustees of the Internal
Improvement Trust Fund for submerged lands at the Pelican Harbor Marina.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 3. Consideration of request to Brevard County to fund a signal modification at the
intersection of Palm Bay Road and Bottlebrush Drive.

Staff Recommendation: Bottlebrush Drive residents had requested the redesigning of the
intersection of Palm Bay Road and Bottlebrush Drive to include a full median opening with
full signalization. Estimated cost: median modification - $10,000; signal modification -
$91,000. Authorize the City Manager to formally request that Brevard County fund the
signal.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 4, Consideration of the Affordable Housing Incentives for the State Housing
Initiative Program’s Local Housing Incentive Program.
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Staff Recommendation: Accept the recommendations of the Community Development
Advisory Board to approve the affordable housing incentives.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 5. Consideration of expenditures from the Palm Bay Police Department's Law
Enforcement Trust Fund ($8,500).

Staff Recommendation: Approve the funding needed for the listed items.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

* 6. Consideration of the disposal of the City’s capital surplus property.

Staff Recommendation: Approve the disposal of the capital surplus property as identified
on the list.

The item, considered under Consent Agenda, was approved as recommended by City
staff.

7. Consideration of submitting to the Florida Department of Transportation and the
Space Coast Transportation Planning Organization comments regarding the
Tentative Work Program for Fiscal Years 2009-2010 through 2013-2014.

Mr. Feldman said the tentative work program had been distributed to Council as well as a
draft of his comments. He reviewed the comments and recommendations.

Mr. Feldman, in response to Deputy Mayor Zonka, said the State had decided it did not
have the ability to advance funds for the ‘safe route to schools’ program. Deputy Mayor
Zonka asked that other means be pursued as available.

Motion by Deputy Mayor Zonka, seconded by Mrs. Isnardi, to approve the comments for
submission to the Florida Department of Transportation. Motion carried with members
voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman Isnardi,
Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea; Councilman Capote, Yea.

8. Discussion of the City’s street light policy.

Mr. Feldman said City staff had reviewed various alternatives for funding street lights. Mr.
Proce said in the summer of 2007, the City had ceased to install any new street lights due
to insufficient funding for the program. Requests from residents for street lights were
accepted, but held in abeyance. He reviewed various alternatives and funding sources for
each.
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Deputy Mayor Zonka felt the focus should be on the main roads used by the public. He felt
the option of a special assessment district should be available to neighborhoods that may
wish to pursue same.

Mr. Feldman recommended that the special assessment district option be incorporated into
an ordinance. Council concurred.

9. Consideration of scheduling workshop and special Council meetings.
The City Council scheduled the meetings as follows:

a) Special Council meeting - City of Palm Bay versus Brevard County (EMS) - Thursday,
January 15", at 6:00 P.M.;

b) Workshop meeting - South Palm Bay Planning Effort — Thursday, January 15" at7:30
P.M. (to follow special Council meeting);

c) Special Council meeting - Thursday, January 22", at 6:30 P.M. - State of the City
Message;

d) Special Council meeting - City of Palm Bay versus Your Dreams, Inc. - Thursday,
January 29", at 6:00 P.M,;

e) Workshop meeting - 2009-2010 Budget Process ~ January 29" at 7:00 P.M. (to follow
special Council meeting).

10. Consideration of councilmembers attending the Institute of Elected Municipal
Officials.

Mrs. Paccione and Mr. Capote would be attending the Institute.

Deputy Mayor Zonka asked for approval to travel to Toledo, Ohio, to attend an economic
development project meeting. City staff would also be attending. Council concurred.

<11. Solar Alternative Energy, Inc. - South Regional water plant.

Mrs. Isnardi stated that Solar Alternative Energy, Inc. (SAE) had approached the City to
partner with it in a solar pilot plant project for the water plant on Osmosis Drive. SAE had
made application for a grant through the State of Florida Energy and Climate Control
Commission. The Utilities Advisory Board had unanimously voted to pursue the project.
Mrs. Isnardi felt it would be beneficial to the City to participate in same.

Mr. Feldman stated a letter had been sent indicating the City’s support contingent upon
approval by the City Council. The City’s share would be $150,000 in cash and in-kind
services. He stated the business terms between SAE and the City had not been
discussed. He recommended that SAE execute a document holding the City harmless
should the grant be received and the terms could not be reconciled in favor of the City.

He said the letter could be revised to indicate the Council’'s approval to pursue the project.
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Motion by Mrs. Isnardi, seconded by Deputy Mayor Zonka, to authorize the City Managerto
send a letter of commitment/support to SAE relevant to its grant, subject to SAE executing
a document holding the City harmless. The revised commitment letter, to be prepared by
the City Manager, and the agreement, to be prepared by the City Attorney, would be done
by Tuesday. Motion carried with members voting as follows: Mayor Mazziotti, Yea; Deputy
Mayor Zonka, Yea; Councilwoman lIsnardi, Yea; Councilwoman Paccione, Yea;
Councilman Capote, Yea.

ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL REPORTS:
1. Mr. Stokes requested executive sessions for the following dates and times:

a) City of Palm Bay versus Brevard County (EMS) - Thursday, January 15th, at 6:00 P.M_;
b) City of Paim Bay versus Your Dreams, Inc. - Thursday, January 29" at 6:00 P.M.

Council concurred.

PUBLIC COMMENTS/RESPONSES:

Residents commented on the solar energy alternative.
ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at the hour of 8:32 P.M.

John J. Mazziotti, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Alice Passmore, CITY CLERK

* ldentifies items considered under the heading of Consent Agenda.
«Indicates quasij-judicial proceeding.
# Indicates item was considered out of sequence or added to the agenda.



MEMO TO:
FROM:
DATE:

SUBJECT: Comprehensive Plan Amendment — Waterstone Holdings, LLC

Waterstone Holdings, LLC (Rochelle Lawandales) has submitted a request for a change to
the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map from Single Family Residential Use to
Multiple Family Residential Use with a ten units per acre cap on property located east of
Babcock Street, north of the proposed Palm Bay Parkway, and contains 9.55 acres, more
or less.

Staff Recommendation:
Approval of the requested Future Land Use amendment as a small scale
amendment pursuant to Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, and subject to all staff
comments being addressed.

Planning and Zoning Board Recommendation:
Unanimous approval of the request.

Ordinance No. 2009-01 has been prepared for consideration at tonight's meeting. If you
should have any questions, please advise.
tmb

Attachments

Case No. CP-17-2008
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COMPRLAENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATION

This application must be completed, legible, and returned, with all enclosures referred to herein, to the Planning
Division, Palm Bay, Florida, no later than April 1st by 5:00 p.m. for spring amendments or October 1st by 5:00 p.m.
for fall amendments. Contact the Planning Division at (321) 952-3426 to determine the schedule for public
hearings. This application will be referred to the Local Planning Agency for study and recommendation to the City
Council. You or your representative are required to attend the meeting(s) and will be notified by certified mail of the
date and time of the meeting(s). Meetings will be held beginning at 7:00 p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers,
120 Malabar Road, SE, Palm Bay, Florida, unless otherwise stated.

1y

2)

3)

4

5)

6)

7

8)

NAME OF APPLICANT (type or print) Waterstone Holdings, LLC / Rochelle Lawandales, Representative

ADDRESS 770 North Drive, Suite A

CITY Melbourne STATE FL ZIP 32934

PHONE# 321-727-2819 FAX# 321-727-2818

COMPLETE LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY COVERED BY APPLICATION:

MF-1 (See Attached)

SECTION 3 TOWNSHIP 30 South RANGE 37 East

SIZE OF AREA COVERED BY THIS APPLICATION (calculate acreage): 9.550 acres

LAND USE CLASSIFICATION AT PRESENT OR PLAN SECTION AFFECTED (ex.: Commercial,
Single Family, Policy CIE-1.1B, etc.): Residential

LAND USE CLASSIFICATION DESIRED OR PROPOSED TEXT CHANGE): Multi-Family Residential

Maximum of 10 units per acre

PRESENT USE OF THE PROPERTY: vacant

ARE ANY STRUCTURES NOW LOCATED ON THE PROPERTY: no

HAS A REZONING APPLICATION BEEN FILED IN CONJUNCTION WITH THIS APPLICATION:
no

(If no rezoning application is filed, the City must assume the maximum impact permissible by the land use
classification desired. Impacts to transportation facilities, water and sewer facilities, drainage, recreation
facilities, and solid waste must be examined and justified before acceptance by the Florida Department of
Community Affairs and the City of Palm Bay.)
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMEIN\DMENT APPLICATION
PAGE 2

9) JUSTIFICATION FOR CHANGE (attach additional sheets containing supporting documents and evidence of
necessary):

The subject property is adjacent to the Waterstone Commercial District and within 2 mile of the proposed

Intersection of the St. Johns Heritage Parkway and Babcock Street. Medium and low density multifamily

Development is conducive to the proposed commercial district, parkway location and nearby proposed

Interchange.

10) SPECIFIC USE INTENDED FOR PROPERTY: Multi-Family Residential with maximum 10 units/acre

11) THE FOLLOWING ENCLOSURES ARE NEEDED TO COMPLETE THIS APPLICATION:
*$1000.00 Application Fee. Make check payable to "City of Palm Bay."

Property map showing adjacent properties and clearly outlining the subject parcel (for land use
amendment(s)).

A listing of legal descriptions (for land use amendments) of all properties within a 500 foot radius of
the boundaries of the property covered by this application, together with the names and mailing
addresses (including zip codes) of all respective property owners within the above referenced area.
(This can be obtained from the Property Appraiser's Office/GIS Department at 264-6707, ext. 41217,
or on the Internet at www.appraiser.co.brevard.fl.us) List shall be legible and the source of that
information stated here:

12) WHERE PROPERTY IS NOT OWNED BY THE APPLICANT, A LETTER MUST BE ATTACHED
GIVING THE NOTARIZED CONSENT OF THE OWNER FOR THE APPLICANT TO REQUEST THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT.
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I, THE UNDERSIGNED, UNDERSTAND THAT THIS APPLICATION MUST BE COMPLETE AND
ACCURATE BEFORE CONSIDERATION BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD/LOCAL PLANNING
AGENCY, AND CERTIFY THAT ALL THE ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS IN SAID APPLICATION, AND
ALL DATA AND MATTER ATTACHED TO AND MADE A PART OF SAID APPLICATION ARE HONEST
AND TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF.

UNDER PENALTIES OF PERJURY, I DECLARE THAT I HAVE READ THE FOREGOING
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATION AND THAT THE FACTS STATED IN IT
ARE TRUE.

Signature of Applicant J [‘ 7#——— Date %g@f

Printed Name of Applicant

*NOTE: APPLICATION FEE IS NON-REFUNDABLE UPON PAYMENT TO THE CITY



CITY OF PALM BAY

DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP INTERESTS - PROPERTY

TO: CITY OF PALM BAY GROWTH MANAGEMENT DIRECTOR, OR HIS OR HER OFFICIALLY
DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF BREVARD

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, this day personally appeared
Benjamin E. Jefferies , hereinafter referred to as “Affiant,” who being by me
first duly sworn, under oath, deposes and states as follows:

1. Affiant is the [ ] individual or [ ] Managing Member [position-e.g.,
president, partner, trustee] of [position-e.g., president, partner, trustee] of Waterstone Holdings, LLC
[name and type of entity-e.g., ABC Corporation, XYZ Limited Parinership] that holds an
ownership interest in real property legally described on the attached Exhibit “A” (the “Property”).
The Property is the subject of an application for Comprehensive Plan amendment or
Development Order approval with the City of Paim Bay.

2. Affiant’'s address is: 770 North Drive, Suite A, Melboumne, FL 32934

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit “B” is a complete listing of the names and addresses of every person
or entity having a five percent or greater interest in the Property. Disclosure does not apply to
an individual's or entity’'s interest in any entity registered with the Federal Securities Exchange
Commission or registered pursuant to Chapter 517, Florida Statutes, whose interest is for sale to
the general public.

4. Affiant acknowledges that the Affidavit is given to comply with City of Palm Bay Resolution No.
2008 - 19, and will be relied upon by the City of Paim Bay in its review of application for
Comprehensive Plan amendment or Development Order approval affecting the property.
Affiant further acknowledges that he or she is authorized to execute this Disclosure of
Ownership Interests on behalf of any and all individuals or entities holding a five percent or
greater interest in the Property.

5. Affiant further acknowledges that he or she shall by affidavit amend this disclosure to reflect
any changes to ownership interests in the Property that may occur before the date of final public
hearing on the application for Comprehensive Plan amendment or Development Order approval.

6. Affiant further states that Affiant is familiar with the nature of an oath and with the penalties
provided by the laws of the State of Florida for falsely swearing to statements under oath.

7. Under penalty of perjury, Affiant declares that Affiant has examined this Affidavit and to the best
of Affiant’'s knowledge and belief it is true, correct, and complete.
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Public Works
Traffic Operations
Study Name : Wyoming and Walden Dec 08

. Study Date :12/11/08
Signal Warrants - Summary Page No. :2
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Major Street - Total of Both Directions (VPH)

Analysis of 8-Hour Volume Warrants:

Hour | Major | Higher Minor War-1A War-1B War-1A&B

Begin | Total Vol Dir | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets? | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets? | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets?
00:00 24 5 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No ---
01:00 11 4 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No -
02:00 13 3 SB 500-No 150-No - 750-No 75-No --- 600-No 120-No
03:00 6 2 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No
04:00 6 4 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No -
05:00 14 13 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No -
06:00 47 52 SB 500-No 150-No - 750-No 75-No - 600-No 120-No
07:00 180 192 SB 500-No 150-Yes = Minor | 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-Yes = Minor
08:00 176 104 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No -
09:00 144 62 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No -
10:00 139 69 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No - 600-No 120-No
11:00 | 167 83 SB 500-No 150-No - 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No
12:00 142 72 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No ---
13:00 137 82 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No ---
14:00 209 105 SB 500-No 150-No --- 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No -
15:00 | 219 122 SB 500-No 150-No --- 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-Yes = Minor
16:00 | 247 129 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-Yes Minor | 600-No 120-Yes = Minor
17:00 | 267 112 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No
18:00 | 166 90 SB 500-No 150-No - 750-No 75-Yes Minor { 600-No 120-No
19:00 97 80 SB 500-No 150-No --- 750-No 75-Yes Minor 600-No 120-No -
20:00 105 63 SB 500-No 150-No --- 750-No 75-No - 600-No 120-No
21:00 78 56 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No -
22:00 53 29 SB 500-No 150-No 750-No 75-No - 600-No 120-No -
23:00 37 20 SB 500-No 150-No - 750-No 75-No 600-No 120-No




City Of Palm Bay

Public Works
Traffic Operations
Study Name : San Filippo and Cogan dec 08
Study Date :12/11/08

Signal Warrants - Summary Page No. 1
Major Street Approaches Minor Street Approaches
Northbound: San Filippo Eastbound: Cogan

Number of Lanes: 1 Number of Lanes: 1

Approach Speed: 46

Total Approach Volume: 1,860 Total Approach Volume: 1,462
Southbound: San Filippo Westbound: Cogan

Number of Lanes: 1 Number of Lanes: 1

Approach Speed: 45

Total Approach Volume: 2,120 Total Approach Volume: 1,356

Warrant Summary (Rural values apply.)

Warrant 1 - Eight Hour Vehicular VOIUMES .........coooiiiieiiiiie e e e s me e e s mmnnes Not Satisfied

Warrant 1A - Minimum Vehicular VOIUME ...t ccers s st e s sn e ss s sme s s e s Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for O hours, 8 are needed

Warrant 1B - Interruption of Continuous Traffic ........cccceermrrsmmrrce st e Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for O hours, 8 are needed

Warrant 1 A&B - Combination of Warrants ... sessess e sssssssssssanes Not Satisfied
Required volumes reached for O hours, 8 are needed

Warrant 2 - FOUr HOUR VOIUMES ...ttt s cs s s n s s s s s s s e msmn s e e e n e e eneeeneeneean Not Satisfied
Number of hours (0) volumes exceed minimum < minimum required (4).

A4 = =Y L T == 1l o ] U N Not Satisfied

Warrant 3A - Peak HoUr Delay ..usssssisssasisasuienmsaisoniasssasnssssssonsssssssniannsnsnssassusnsassansissssssananansnnarsaninse Not Satisfied
Approach volumes on minor street don't exceed minimums for any hour. Delay data not evaluated.

Warrant 3B - Peak Hour VOIUMES: .usussussrsusivissmussussessusesseasssssiseesshyasmssns os s a5e4anse 45 susnFanss suas ssnmassn Not Satisfied
Volumes do not exceed minimums for any hour.

Warrant 4.- Pedestrian VOIUMES: ....c...cciussiimisrmiisisumssmtsisssinnsssiissssoisssnsissaiisnsssaniasssases fisiseeassnnsnsnsane nnnas Not Evaluated
Warrant 5. SCROOI CTOSSING -...ccooormerrisiiossonmennsanmennenssnsmnmnssesssssssss s s s 65885 § 0354 ERE RS ST RS HREE FHbER TN Not Evaluated
Warrant 6 - Coordinated Signal SyStem ... ———— Not Evaluated
Warrant 7 - Crash EXPEri€nCe ........cccciiiiiieeiiiiiiieee s e s aan e e snnnns Not Satisfied

Number of accidents (5) meet minimum (5) but volumes do not.

Warrant 8 - Roadway NetWOTrK .........ceiiiiiiiiiicccreircir s s es s e r e nasssss s s s e n e e e e rrnnnanas Not Evaluated
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Analysis of 8-Hour Volume Warrants:

Hour | Major | Higher Minor War-1A War-1B War-1A&B

Begin | Total Vol Dir | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets? | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets? | Major Crit Minor Crit Meets?
00:00 32 12 EB 350-No 105-No - 525-No 53-No - 420-No 84-No
01:00 13 4 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-No - 420-No 84-No
02:00 10 4 EB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-No -- 420-No 84-No
03:00 19 6 EB 350-No 105-No --- 525-No 53-No - 420-No 84-No
04:00 23 5 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-No --- 420-No 84-No
05:00 54 17 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-No - 420-No 84-No
06:00 170 59 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No
07:00 315 129 EB 350-No 105-Yes Minor 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
08:00 269 93 WwB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
09:00 188 72 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No ---
10:00 162 59 EB 350-No 105-No - 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No -—-
11:00 161 66 EB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No
12:00 203 92 WB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
13:00 229 71 WB 350-No 105-No - 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No
14:00 251 87 WB 350-No 105-No - 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
15:00 317 107 WB 350-No 105-Yes Minor 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
16:00 314 146 EB 350-No 105-Yes Minor 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
17:00 349 148 EB 350-No 105-Yes Minor 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
18:00 283 133 EB 350-No 105-Yes Minor 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-Yes Minor
19:00 187 76 EB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No ---
20:00 167 74 EB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No -
21:00 111 7 EB 350-No 105-No 525-No 53-Yes Minor 420-No 84-No
22:00 92 41 EB 350-No 105-No --- 525-No 53-No - 420-No 84-No
23:00 61 24 EB 350-No 105-No -—- 525-No 53-No 420-No 84-No
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CHAPTER 4C. TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAL NEEDS STUDIES

Section 4C.01 Studies and Factors for Justifving Traffic Control Signals
Standard:

An engineerlng study of traffic conditions, pedestrian characteristics, and physical characteristics of
the location shall be performed to determine whether installation of a traffic control signal is justified at a
particular location.

The investigation of the need for a traffic contro! signal shall include an analysis of the applicable
factors contained in the following traffic signal warrants and other factors related to existing operation
and safety at the study location:

Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume.

Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume.

Warrant 3, Peak Hour.

Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume.

Warrant 5, School Crossing.

Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System.

Warrant 7, Crash Experience,

Warrant 8, Roadway Network.

The satisfaction of a traffic signal warrant or warrants shall not in itsell require the installation of a
tralfic control signal.

Support:

Sections BD.07 and 10D.05 contain information regarding the use of traffic control signals instead of gates
and/or flashing light signals at highway-railroad grade crossings and highway-light rail ransit grde crossings,
respectively.

Guidance:

A traffic contro! signal should not be installed unless one or more of the factors described in this Chapter
are met.

A traffic control signal should not be installed unless an engineering study indicates that installing a traffic
control signal will improve the overall safety and/or operation of the intersection.

A traffic conirol signal should not be instailed if it will seriously disrupt progressive traffic flow.

The study should consider the effects of the right-turn vehicles from the minor-street approaches.
Engineering judgment should be used to determine what, if any, portion of the right-turn traffic is subtracted
from the minor-street traffic count when evaluating the count against the above signal warrants.

Engineering judgment should also be used in applying various traffic signal warrints to cases where
approaches consist of one lane plus one left-turn or right-turn lane. The site-specific traffic characteristics dictate
whether an approach should be considered as one lane or two fanes. For example, for an approach with one lane
for through and right-tuming traffic plus a left-turn lane, engineering judgment could indicate that it should be
considered a one-lane approach if the traffic using the left-turn lane is minor. In such a case, the tolal traffic
volume approaching the intersection should be applied against the signal warrants as a one-lane approach. The
approach should be considered two lanes if approximately half of the traffic on the approach turns left and the
left-turn lane is of sufficient length to accommodate all left-turn vehicles.

Similar engineering judgment and rationale should be applied to a street approach with one lane plus a right-
tum lane, In this case, the degree of conflict of minor-street right-tumn traffic with traffic on the major street
should be considered. Thus, right-turn traffic should not be included in the minor-street volume if the movement
enters the major street with minimal conflict. The approach should be evaluated as a one-lane approach with
only the traffic volume in the through/left-tum lane considered.

At a location that is under development or construction and where it is not possible to obtain a traffic count
that would represent future traffic conditions, hourly volumes should be estimated as past of an engineering study
for comparison with traffic signal warrants. Except for locations where the eaginecring study uses the
satisfaction of Warrant 8 to justify a signal, a traffic control signal installed under projected conditions should
have an engineering study done within 1 year of putting the signal into stop-and-go operation to determine if the
signal is justified. If-not justified, the signal should be taken out of stop-and-go operation or removed.

For signal warrant analysis, 2 location with a wide median, even if the median width is greater than
9 m (30 ft), should be considered as one intersection.

SecL 4C.01

Page 4C-2 2003 Edition

Option:

At an intersection with a high volume of left-turn traific from the major street, the signal warrant analysis
may be performed in a manner that considers the higher of the major-street left-tum volumes as the “minor-
street” volume and the corresponding single direction of opposing traffic on the major street as the “major-street”
volume.

For signal warrant analysis, bicyclists may be counted as either vehicles or pedestrians.

Support:

When performing a signal warrant analysis, bicyclists riding in the street with other vehicular traffic are
usually counted as vehicles and bicyclists who are clearly using pedestrian facilities are usually counted as
pedestrians,

Option:
Engineering study data may include the following:

A. The number of vehicles entering the intersection in each hour from each approach during 12 hours of an
average day. It is desirable that the hours selected contain the greatest percentage of the 24-hour traffic
volume.

Vehicular volumes for each traffic mo from each approach, classified by vehicle type (heavy
trucks, passenger cars and light trucks, public-transit vehicles, and, in some locations, bicycles), during
each 15-minute period of the 2 hours in the moming and 2 hours in the afternoon during which total
traffic entering the intersection is greatest.

C. Pedestrian volume counts on each crosswalk during the same periods as the vehicular counts in liem B
above and during hours of highest pedestrian volume. Where young, eiderly, and/or persons with
physical or visual disabilities need special consideration, the pedestrians and their crossing times may be
classified by general observation.

D. Information about nearhy facilities and activity centers that serve the young, elderly, and/or persons with
disabilities, including requests from persons with disabilities for accessible crossing improvements at the
location under study. These persons might not be adequately reflected in the pedestrian volume count if
the absence of a signal restrains their mobility.

E. The posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the uncontrolled approaches to the
location,

F. A condition diagram showing details of the physical layout, including such features as intersection
geometrics, channelization, grades, sight-distance restrictions, transit stops and routes, parking
conditions, pavement markings, roadway lighting, driveways, nearby railroad crossings, distance to
nearest traffic control signals, utility poles and fixtures, and adjacent land use.

G. A collision diagram showing crash experience by type, location, direction of movement, severity,
weather, time of day, date, and day of week for at least 1 year.

The following data, which are desirable for a more precise understanding of the operation of the intersection,

may be obtained during the periods specified in liem B of the preceding paragraph:

. Vehicle-hours of stopped time delay determined separately for each approach.

. The number and distribution of acceptable gaps in vehicular traffic on the major street for entrance from
the minor street.

C. The posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on controlled approaches at a point near

lo the intersection but unaffected by the contral. X

D. Pedestrian delay time for at least two 30-minute peak pedestrian delay periods of an average weekday or
like periods of a Saturday or Sunday.
E. Queue length on stop-controlled approaches.

Section 4C.02 Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume
Support:

The Minimum Vehicular Volume, Condition A, is intended for application at locations where a large volume
of intersecting traffic is the principal reason to consider installing a traffic control signal.

The Interruption of Continuous Traffic, Condition B, is intended for application at locations where Condition
A is not satisfied and where the traffic volume on a major street is so heavy that traffic on a minor intersecting
street suffers excessive delay or conflict in entering or crossing the major street.

Itis intended that Warrant 1 be treated as a single warrant. If Condition A is satisfied, then the criteria for
‘Warrant 1 is satisfied and Condition B and the combination of Conditions A and B are not needed. Similarly, il
Condition B s satisfied, then the criteria for Warrant 1 is satisfied and the combination of Conditions A and B is
not needed.

=

W
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Table 4C-1. Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume

Condition A—Mini Vehicular Volume

Vehicles per hour on
higher-volume
Number of lanes for Vehicles per hour on major street| minor-streat approach
moving traffic on each approach (total of both approaches) (one direction only)

Major Streat  Minor Street 100%" B80%" 70%" 56%" | 100%" BO%" 70%" 56%"

1 1 500 400 350 280 150 120 105 B84
2 or more... | [ 600 480 420 336 150 120 105 B84
2 ormore... 2 or more... 600 480 420 336 200 160 140 112
) SRR 2 or more.... 500 400 350 280 200 160 140 112

Condition B—Interruption of Continuous Traffic

Vehiclas par hour on
highar-voluma
Number of lanes for Vehicles per hour on major street| minor-street approach
moving traffic on each approach {total of bath approaches) (one direction only)

Maor Street Minor Street 100%' B80%' 70% 56%‘ | 100%" BO%® 70%" 56%*

1 1 750 600 525 420 75 80 53 42
2 ormore... ) TR - 900 720 630 504 75 60 53 42
2 ormore... 2 ormore ... 9500 720 630 504 100 80 70 56
LI—— 2 ormore.... 750 600 525 420 100 B0 70 56

+ Basic minimum hourly volume.
Used for combination of Conditions A and B after adequais irial of othar remedial measures.

“May be used when the major-streat speed exceeds 70 lanh or @xcoads 40 mph or in an Isclaied communlty with &
population of fesa than 10,000.

? May be used for combination of Conditions A and B aler adequala trial of other mmedial measures when the majar-
stroet speed exceads 70 km/h of exceeds 40 mph or in an isalated community with a poputation of less than 10,000.

Standard:

The need for a traffic control signal shall be idered if an engineering study finds that one of the
following conditions exist for each of any 8 hours of an average day:

A. The vehicles per hour given in both of the 100 percent columns of Cendition A in Table 4C-1 exist
on the major-street and the higher-volume minor-street approaches, respectively, to the
intersection; or

B. The vehicles per hour given in both of the 100 percent columns of Condition B in Table 4C-1 exist
on the major-street and the higher-volume minor-sireet approaches, respectively, to the
intersection.

In applying each condition the major-street and minor-street volumes shall be for the same 8 hours. On
the minor street, the higher valume shall not be required to be on the same approach during each of these
8 hours.

Option:

If the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the major street exceeds 70 km/h or
exceeds 40 mpb, or if the intersection lies within the built-up area of an isolated community having a population
of less than 10,000, the traffic volumes in the 70 percent columns in Table 4C-1 may be used in place of the 100
percent columns.

Secy, 4C.02
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Guidance:

The combination of Conditions A and B is intended for application a1 locations where Condition A is not
satisfied and Condition B is not satisfied and should be applied only after an adequate trial of other altcrnatives
that could cause less delay and inconvenience to traffic has failed to solve the traffic problems.

Standard: -

The need for a traffic control signal shall be idered if an engineering study finds that both of the
following conditions exist for each of any 8 hours of an average day:

A. The vehicles per hour given in hoth of the 80 percent columns of Coendition A in Table 4C-1 exist
on the major-street and the higher-volume minor-street approaches, respectively, to the
interseclion; and

B. The vehicles per hour given in both of the 80 percent columns of Condition B in Table 4C-1 exist
on the major-street and the higher-volume minor-street approaches, respectively, to the
intersection.

These major-street and minor-street volumes shall be for the same 8 hours lor each condition; however,
the 8 hours satisfied in Condition A shall not be required to be the same 8 hours satisfied in Condition B.
On the minor strget, the higher volume shall not be required to be on the same approach during each of
the 8 hours.

Option:

IF the posted or Statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the major street exceeds 70 knmv/h or
exceeds 40 mph, or if the intersection lies within the built-up area of an isolated community having a population
of less than 10,000, the traffic volumes in the 56 percent columns in Table 4C-1 may be used in place of the 80
percent columns.

Section 4C.03 Warrant 2. Four-Hour Vehicular Volume
Support:

The Four-Hour Vehicular Volume signal warrant conditions are intended to be applied where the volume of
intersecting traffic is the principal reason to consider installing a traffic control signal.
Standard:

The need for a traffic control signal shall be considered if an ing study finds that, for each of
any 4 hours of an average day, the plotted points representing the vehicles per hour on the major street
(tolal of bath approaches) and the corresponding vehicles per hour on the higher-volume minor-street
approach (one direction only) all fall above the applicable curve in Figure 4C-1 for the exisling
combination of approach lanes. On the minor street, the higher volume shall not be required to be on the
same approach during each of these 4 hours.

Option:

If the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the major street exceeds 70 km/h or
exceeds 40 mph or if the intersection lies within the built-up area of an isolaled community having a population
of less than 10,000, Figure 4C-2 may be used in place of Figure 4C-1,

Section 4C.04 Warrant 3, Peak Hour
Support:

The Pesk Hour signal warrant is intended for use at a location where traffic conditions are such that for a
minimum of 1 hour of an average day, the minor-street traffic suffers undue delay when entering or crossing the
major street.

Standard:

This signal warrant shall be applied only in unusual cases, such as office complexes, manufacturing
plants, industrial plexes, or high pancy vehicle facilities that attract or discharge large numbers
of vehicles over a short time.

The need for a traffic control signaf shall be considered il an engineering study finds that the criteria
in either of the lollowing two categories are met:

A. Irall three of the following conditions exist for the same 1 hour (any four consecutive 15-minute

periods) of an average day: ’

1. The tolal stopped time delay experienced by the traffic on one minor-street approach (one
direction only) controlled by a STOP sign equals or exceeds: 4 vehicle-hours for a one-lane
approach; or 5 vehicle-hours for a two-lane approach, and

Sect 4C.02 0 4C.04
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Figure 4C-1. Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume
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Flgure 4C-2. Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume (70% Factor)
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2. The volume on the same minor-sireet approach (one direction only) equals or exceeds 100
vel&idu per hour for one moving lane of traffic or 150 vehicles per hour for two moving lancs,
ani :

3. The total entering volume serviced during the hour equals or exceeds 650 vehicles per hour for
intersections with three approaches or 800 vehicles per hour for intersections with four or
more approaches.

B. The plotted point representing the vehicles per hour on the major street (total of both approaches)
and the corresponding vehicles per hour on the higher-volume minor-street approach (one
direction only) for 1 hour (any four consecutive 15-minute periods) of an average day falls above
the applicable curve in Figure 4C-3 for (he existing combination of approach lanes,

Option:

If the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the major street exceeds 70 km/h or
exceeds 40 mph, or if the intersection lies within the built-up area of an isolated community having a population
of less than 10,000, Figure 4C-4 may be used in place of Figure 4C-3 to satisfy the criteria in the second
category of the Standard.

Section 4C.05 Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume
Support:

The Pedestrian Volume signal warrant is intended for application where the traffic volume on a major street
is so heavy that pedestrians experience excessive delay in crossing the major street.
Standard:

The need for a traffic control signal at an inlersection or midblock crossing shalf be considered if an
engineering study finds (hat both of the following criteria are met:

A. The pedestrian volume crossing the major street at an intersection or midblock location during an

average day is 100 or more for each of any 4 hours or 190 or more during any 1 hour; and

B. There are {ewer than 60 gaps per hour in the tralfic stream of adequate length to allow pedestrians

to cross during the same period when the pedestrian volume criterion is satisfied. Where there is a
divided street having a median of sufficient width for pedestrians to whait, the requirement applies
separalely to each direction of vehicular traffic.

The Pedestrian Volume signal warrant shall not be applied at locations where the distance to the
nearest traflic control signal along the major street is less than %0 m (300 [t), unless the proposed traflic
control signal will not restrict the progressive movement of traffic.

If this warrant is met and a traffic control slgnal is justified by an engineering study, the traffic control
signal shall be equipped with pedestrian signal heads conforming to requirements set forth in Chapter 4E,
Guidance:

If this warrant is met and a traffic control signal is justified by an engineering study, then:

A. If at an intersection, the traffic control signal should be traffic-actuated and should include pedestrion

detectors.
B. If at a nonintersection crossing, the traffic control signal should be pedestrian-actuated, parking and other
sight obstructions should be prohibited for at least 30 m (100 ft) in advance of and at least 6.1 m (20 ft)

beyond the crosswalk, and the installation should include suitable standard signs and pavement markings.
C. Furthermore, if installed within a signal system, the traffic control signal should be coordinated.
Option:
The criterion for the pedestrian volume crossing the major roadway may be reduced as much as 50 percent if
the average crossing speed of pedestrians is less tban 1.2 m/sec (4 fi/sec).

A traffic control signal may not be needed st the study location if adjacent coordinated traffic control signals
consistently provide gaps of adequate length for pedestrians to cross the street, even if the rate of gap occurrence
is less than one per minule.

Section 4C.06 Warrant 5, School Crossing
Support:

The School Crossing signal warrant is intended for application where the fact that school children cross the
major street is the principal reason to consider installing a traffic control signal.

Sect 4C.04 10 4C.06
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Figure 4C-3. Warrant 3, Peak Hour
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Standard:
The need for a trafTic control signal shall be idered when an engineering study of the [requency

and adequacy of gaps in the vehicular trafTic stream as related (o the number and size of groups.of school
children at an established school crossing across the major street shows that the number of adequate gaps
in the traffic stream during the period when the children are using the crossing is less than the number of
minutes in the same period (see Section 7A.03) and there are a minimum of 20 students during the highest
crossing hour.

Bel'nre a decision is made to mslall a traffic control signal, consideration shall be given to the
i tation of other ¢ di es, such as warning signs and flashers, school speed zones, school
crnssmg guards, or a grade-separated crossing.

The School Crossing signal warrant shall not be applied at locations where the distance to the nearest
traflic control signal along the ma jor street is less than 90 m (300 1), unless the proposed traflic control
signal will not restrict the progressive movement of trafflic.

Guidance:

If this warrant is met and a taffic control signal is justified by an engineering study, then:

A. If at an intersection, the traffic control signal should be traffic-nctuated and should include pedestrian

detectors.

B. If at a nonintersection crossing, the traffic control signal should be pedestrian-actuated, parking and other
sight obstructions should be prohibited for at least 30 m (100 ft) in advance of and at least 6.1 m (20 ft)
beyond the crosswalk, and the installation should include suitable dard signs and p markings.

C. Furthermore, if instalied within a signal system, the traffic control signal should be coordinated.

Section 4C.07 Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System
Support:

Progressive movement in a coardinated signal system sometimes necessitates installing traffic control signals
at intersections where they would not otherwise be needed in order to maintain proper platooning of vehicles.
Standard:

The need for a traflic control signal shall be idered il an engineering study finds that one of the
following criteria is met:

A. On a one-way street or a street that has traflic predominantly in one direction, the nd_}ncent traffic

control signals are so [ar apart that they do not provide the y degree of v
platooning,

B. On a two-way street, ndjacen! trailic controf signals do not provide the necessary degree of

g and the proposed and adjacent traiTic control signals will collectively provide a
pmgresswe operation.
Guidance:
The Coordinated Signal System signal warrant should not be applied where the i pacing of traffic

control signals would be less than 300 m (1,000 It).

Section 4C.08 Warrant 7, Crash Experience
Support:
The Crash Experience signal warrant conditions are intended for application where the severity and
frequency of crashes are the principal reasons to consider installing a traffic control signal.
Standard:
The need for a traffic control signal shall be idered il an engineering study finds that all of the
following criteria are met:
‘A. Adequale trial of alternatives wilh satisfactory ohservance and enforcement has failed to reduce
the crash frequency; and
Five or more reported crashes, of types susceptible to correction by a trallic conlrol signal, have
occurred within a 12-month period, each crash involving personal injury or property damage
apparently exceeding the applicable requirements for a reportable crash; and
C. For each of any 8 hours of an average day, the vehicles per hour (vph) given in both of the §0
percent columns of Condition A in Table 4C-1 (see Section 4C.02), or the vph in both of the 80
percent columns of Condition B in Table 4C-1 exists on the major-street and the higher-volume
minor-street approach, respectively, to the intersection, or the vol of pedestrian trafTic is not

B
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Tess than 80 percent of the requirements specified in the Pedestrian Yolume warrant. These major-
street and minor-street volumes shall be for the same 8 hours. On the minor street, the higher
volume shall not be required to be on the same approach during each of the 8 hours.

Option:

If the posted or statutory speed limit or the 85th-percentile speed on the major street exceeds 70 km/h or
exceeds 40 mph, or if the intersection lies within the built-up area of an isolated community having a population
of less than 10,000, the traffic volumes in the 56 percent columns in Table 4C-1 may be vsed in place of the B0
percent columns.,

Section 4C.09 Wayrant 8, Roadway Neiwork
Support:
Installing a traffic control signal at some intersections might be justified to encourage concentration and
organization of traffic fiow on a roadway network.
Standard:

The need for a traffic control signal shall be considered il an engineering study finds that the common
intersection of two or more major routes meets one or both of the following criteria:

Tiodal s ntad

A. The intersection has a total existing, or i y proj , entering vol of at Jeast 1,000
vehicles per hour during the peak hour of a typical weekday and has 5-year projected traffic
volumes, based on an engineering study, that meet one or more of Warrants 1, 2, and 3 during an
average weekday; or

B. The intersection has a total existing or immediately projected entering volume of at least 1,000
vehicles per hour for each of any 5 hours of a nonnormat business day (Saturday or Sunday).

A major route as used in this signal warrant shall have one or more of the following characteristics:

A. It is part of the street or highway system that serves as the principal roadway network for through
tralfic flow; or

B. Itincludes rural or suburban highways outside, entering, or traversing a City; or

C. It appears as a major route on an official plan, such as a major street plan in an urban area traffic
and transportation study.
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Crash Data

Intersection Date HSMV Number Type Injury
Walden and Wyoming -|10/21/2008| 4266363 Left Turn 0
Walden and Wyoming | 5/3/2006 6489919 Left Turn 0
Emerson and Walden | 4/17/2008 4309621 sideswipe 0
Emerson and Walden | 5/21/2008 4309856 Angle 0
Emerson and Walden 6/2/2008 4310472 Angle 0
Emerson and Walden 9/3/2008 10419267 Rear End 0
Emerson and Walden |10/31/2008 4268300 Angle o
Emerson and Walden 4/30/2007 4266700 Angle -0
Emerson and Walden 1/20/2006 6850657 Rear End 0
Emerson and Walden 2/28/2006 6851383 Backed into 0
Emerson and Walden 9/20/2006 6574161 Rear End 0
Emerson and Walden |11/10/2006 6574175 Backed into 0
San Filippo and Cogan 6/3/2008 73594451 Angle yes
San Filippo and Cogan | 6/6/2008 73594452 Angle yes -
San Filippo and Cogan | 6/27/2008 4310938 0
San Filippo and Cogan 7/15/2008 10419150 Rear End 0
San Filippo and Cogan | 11/4/2008 73590702 Angle yes

San Filippo and Cogan  |11/21/2008| . 10419793 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan 9/8/2007 4310056 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan | 2/19/2007 6489873 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan 3/3/2007 4266550 Left Turn 0
San Filippo and Cogan 9/8/2007 4310056 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan | 9/26/2007 73593966 Angle 2
San Filippo and Cogan | 3/28/2006 6851066 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan 4/3/2006 6563486 Angle 0
San Filippo and Cogan 4/3/2006 73592281 Angle yes
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(1 EA)E G3s=1=11
(25 \F)[§30-1=12 ]

EL 23.19
N 1,305,591.86
E 770,162.37
(10 L[ e30-1-12
(1 EA) [
(1 EA)[649-31-301

(1 As)
(100 LF,
(1 EA)

(2 A3) [660-2-102

L-2

R 1,305,567.01

CEIROPT

SLlROnT I

@

/ £ TEODT I

E 770,181.82

Ty, e o, (

R/W LINE |

s
s

\
A

\
i

L 24.3
1,305552.45
£ 770,248.85

-~ x/; %

836—1-22
Y[ e38=2-1
:

®

OVERHEAD SIGNS

PRE—EMPTION SEQUENCE

(oo o o ) oo o

2 EA)

(SPEED LIMIT = J0MPH)

COGAN DRIVE

§30~1-12
832-7-1
560~1—101
860-1-102
663-74—11
670-5-112
| PoLECT)
| EL _23.55
! ) N 1,305,653.65
| | € 770,219.30

700-48-18

(2 EA)
2.5' X &'

T0
NORMAL

NORUAL
OPERAMHON OPERATION
——] ———

T
Scalef 17 =30}
N ! P

Ty

POWER SUPPLY
630—1- "

/ R/W LINE

M I €30-1-12 |(10 LF)
) [ 835-1=11 | (1 EA)

€30—1-12

EL 24.55
N 1,305,627.16 1
E 770,267.80 11

;4 )
B LB O T

R

N 1,305,602,96
E 770,286.74

AN

Authorization No.

PHASING SEQUENCE POLE(S) =1z | (10 LF)
N EL 23.81 . (1 EA)
N 1,305,830.46 N H 150 1-301) (1 EA)
~—2 4 { E 770,220.48 = !
— [T 53%:3‘;:::1% s NoTeS:
(1 EA){B49-31-301 % (z’ AS) 1. THE MAJOR STREET IS SAN FILIPPO DRIVE. THE MINOR
STREET )S COGAN DRIVE.
(8 As) | w ’ 2. PAVEMENT MARKINGS ARE FOR INFORMATION ONLY.
" ST — e e CirY, OF, FALY, PAY SIGNALIZATION PLAN e
New Northakls Drive PALM BAY, FL 32807 3
m Sume 400 - ’@NT COUNTY FIRANGIAL FRGJECT 15 SAN FILIPPO DRIVE &
Sovinen T P (670 217 28 COGAN DRIVE T4

SDATES

STIMES SFICES



(10 LF)

830-1-12
635-1-11

26,47
N 1,314,705.18
£ 792,760.23

N 1,314,725.47
E 772,781.86

P T
|
(5 L)) 830-1-12 i
[ conTRolLer TiMies ((f -t \} NOTES:
MOVEMENT NUMBER 1|2 [3]4lsie|7)8 ‘ 1. THE MAJOR STREET IS WYOMING DRIVE. THE MINOR
WINIMUM GREEN 4 s 7] ® ! STREET 1S WALDEN BOULEVARD.
PEDESTALA
EXTENSION 351 130] |35 N 131475260 E 2. PAVEMENT MARKINGS ARE FOR INFORMATION ONLY.
5 [MAXIMUM_GREEN 45 30 45 £ Traesi o 10 20
O | YELLOW CLEARANCE 4.0 4.0 4.0 - t 3, CURBS AND GUTTERS WILL BE PLACED AT THIS E
Slall reo 10 ) 10 | INTERSECTION, THE DESIGN OF CURB AND GUTTER
3 [PEDESTRAN WALK 7 5 WILL BE UNDER A SEPARATE COVER, Seale: 1* = 30°
© |PED. CLEARANCE 9 15
?_TRECALL MIN OFF MIN PHASING SEQU PRE—EMPTION SEQUENCE
DETECTOR Now (40 LF) [630-1-12 ENCE
J FUNCTION Lock LoCK LocK
FLASHING Y R Y pou;(D —-2
- EL 2527 ~—-:c 4 P4
LOOPS/DETECTORS : ';;;“'72:;9‘ PEDESTAL(B) 2— * '
Loop NO. OF | NO. OF | DELAY (10 F) [ 830~1=12 N 1.514,772.27 A
LOOPS | DETS. | TIME (SEC (2 £A) [Ce35=1—11 E 772.740.71
L-2 1 1 (1 EA) [848-31-301 €30-1=12 | (10 LF)
[ [ i s
: >

i i EL 25.52
(1 EA) ; :
- L P (i £
g , 13 % :LOL;ga £303-12 gi",ﬁn SIGNAL HEAD CONFIGURATION o
PR OVERHEAD SIGNS ] N 131471754 e o ala Oucs
g i li @‘_— 2 ) ) € 772,761.35 860-1-102 | (1 EA) A& Ay,
= b 10 1F)[ §30-1-12 ) 56357411 (2 EA
0000 e = s R i
g { Wyaming Dr j L Walden Bivd ] “ [P4]re] ksl
Col i .
L e8] ‘1 G (&
R =v
= | 2(5: ::(A)G- 2(52 E(A)s. ! [e%3=i82 ] [es3-1mt
e 2 (6 AS) (t a5) (2 49)
REVISIONS Engineer of Record: John Z. Luh CITY OF PALM BAY
DAY “DCSCAPTON. 2 e v 128 WaLkEaR Foud SIGNALIZATION PLAN o
lw g I . HOAD 10 COUNTY | FINANGIAL PROJECT 1D WYOMING DRIVE &
(678) 27~ _
Gt ! e 20 e Pooeom WALDEN BOULEVARD T-5
S0ATES STIMES

#FILES



R/W LINE

SR U - P

e o e WV

OVERHEAD SIGNS Wreduo| = B = PEDESTAL(D)
— A SPEEDy | H 4 AS; N 1,311,106.30
SIGNAL HEAD CONFIGURATION ® (10 LF) [B30=T-12 A SPEED LIMAT—f E 769,639.43
(1 EA) [ 635-1-11 | { 0 Ml F LOOPS /DETECTORS
R2-
; A( ) LooP NO. OF | No. OF | OELAY
(150 u') : ’E LOOPS | DETS. | TME (SE€)
: 3 ] 1 1 5
, % L-24, L~28| 2 2
z(g E(A) 184 WoE + o - | <
‘X & ICRETE Wil -
g5 X 0 10 30
DRIVEWAY Er E 769,645.54 L8 ! ! 5 —
(10 I-F) z:‘:;' =12 ] (10 LF) L—BA, L~68 12 ‘z ;
WQ|d.n Bivd [¢ EA) m 2 a
(M)
wa
[7eo=25=18) s Lr) -1
: 2(5' E(A)s PEDESTAL(E)
NOTES: N 1,317,102,62
(2 SIDED) E 769,543.88
1. THE MAJOR STREET IS EMERSON DRIVE. THE MINOR (10 LF)
STREET IS WALDEN BOULEVARD. (2 EA) .
(1 As) EL 25.99
2. PAVEMENT MARKINGS ARE FOR INFORMATION ONLY. g EE:;

[ 638-1-13 j{10 L) =

5685 New Northsids Drive
uite 400

Allanto, Gk 30328-4517
(676) 247-2608
wwrw.pba.com

Carfificate of a

Authorization No, 24

PALK_BAY, FL 32907

ROAD_NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT 10

EMERSON DRIVE &
WALDEN BOULEVARD

5 \F -
o L,; y | WALDEN BLVD (SPEED LIMIT = 3SMPH)
R T Ay + { . A - oFg - . . .
R SPEED LIMIT SIGN 2
DELAY e ; ) 555-1-1_](60 35 MPH Mak
i ] 1 NOCeso=i=1z (120 ) (R2-1)
(10 L) [@35-1=12 ] I ‘ ‘ / e
0 ey [Te3s=1=11 se0-2-108 ] | |& T2 *
. : (4 AS) NI, n,m 55
A—R/”;’AE UT ooy VY o U e : (CRR I .
INE — ' ' K — Ty —————— =
(40 L) 630-7-72 ] PEDESTAL(D) ; POLE
N1.317,084.55 i EL 24,
PRE-EMPTION SEQUENCE £ T69.544.16 ! RS ‘ lox
(o 7 E 763,646.36 i R LINE—
(2 EA) P PEDESTAL(C) égu_c}a%rts [ 830-1-12 ] (10 LF) i PRIVEWAY W
(1 AS) 5 N 13770958 AORIVEWAY (2 EA) 1
(1 EA) AT F Tenbath 649-31-301] (1 EA) '
(1 EA) —AH-H < 10 17 |
(1 As)
(1 EA)
A} (1 EA)
CONTROLLER  TIMINGS
wiRow PHASING SEQUENCE 3 - BS01=T2 ] (45 LF)
ORERATION — — o Ir B351=13 (10 LF) MOVEMENT NUMBER 12 [3][4]5]6]7]8
. MINIMUM_GREEN 5 (18 6|6 |16 [
~ 1 * §30-1=12 ](10 LF) EXTENSION 3.0)3.5 3.0/3.0{35 3.0
; s22 S35-1-11 ] {1 EA) _ [MAXIMUM_GREEN 20] 45 30 20( 45 30
L 68 — S [YELLOW CLEARANCE |3.5] 4.0 40[35[40] 40
- * ‘ ' ' — S (AL RED 10l10] [1oltolte] 1o
s \ ITTYER 2P2 A—L- L | PEDESTRIAN WALK 7 7
* ‘ l_. ' D N 830~1-12 g PED. CLEARANCE 15 12
s TETTEN (156 1) 2 [RecaLL OFF | MIN ofF{oFF|MIN] | OFF
) 8 R OETECTOR NON | oo INON [NON |, o NON
ERR ) (lo LF) FUNCTION Lock e cK
; 3 [ 635-1-11 | (1 EA) FLASHING —- 1y R| - R
REVISIONS Englnesr of Record: John Z. Luh 7" Y
o AR Il o™ SIGNALIZATION PLAN steer

SOATET

$TIMES SFILES





