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CITY OF TAMPA

Pam Iorio, Mayor Growth Management & Development Services

Land Development Coordination

Mr, David Mechanik
Mechanik Nuccio

305 S. Boulevard.
Tampa, Florida 33606

Re: Imternational Plaza- Extension of Commencement/Phase/Build Out /Expiration Dates (HB 7207)

Dear Dave: '

We are in receipt of your request to extend the build out and expiration dates of the Development Order
associated with the approval of the International Plaza Development of Regional Impact. The Florida
Legislature recently enacted House Bill 7207 in recognition of 2011 real estate conditions, which extended
certain permits issued by Florida Department of Environmental Protection and Water Management Districts.
This extension includes any local government issued development order or building permit that has an

expiration date of January 1, 2012 through January 1, 2014

. Based upon the information providéd, we have determined that the project has met the provisions of HB
7207 and is extended for four years from its approved buildout date as well as its expiration date. The new
dates are as follows:

¢ Buildout— December 31, 2017
e Expiration - December 31, 2017

Please be advised that the four year extension does not impair the authority of the City of Tampa to require the
property subject to the extension to be secured and maintained in a safe and sanitary condition in compliance
with applicable codes and regulations. In addition, the extension request is issued by the City of Tampa for
permits and development orders solely under its jurisdiction. Outside agencies which may have extra
jurisdictional authority should be contacted for permit extensions separately.

Regards,

Séan L. Johnson

DRY Subdivision Coordination
City of Tampa, Florida

Cc: John Meyer, TBRPC

.. ... 306E.JacksonSt.3E e Tampa,Florida 33602 » (813) 274-8405 » FAX:(813)274-7706 = .

“ www.tampagov.net
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CITY OF TAMPA

Pam lorio, Mayor Growth Management & Development Services

Lard Development Coordingtion

August 6, 2008,

Mr. David Mechanik
Mechanik, Nuccio et al -
305 South Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33606

Re: International Plaza — Development of Regional Impact
(Build Out Date Extension)

Dear Mr, Mechanik:

City of Tampa staff has reviewed the documentation you provided to demonstrate that the International Plaza
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 submitied, the project was under active construction
on July 1, 2007. Therefore, the projects build out is extended by three (3) years to December 31, 2013 with the

expiration date also extended by a 3 year period.

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

Regards,

Susan Johnson,
DRI Coordinator
City of Tampa, Florida

306 E. Jackson St. 3E e Tampa, Florida 33602 ¢ (813)274-8405 o FAX: (813) 274-7706
 TampaGov

www.tampagowv.net
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CITY OF TAMPA

Janett S. Martin, CMC, City Clerk Office of City Clerk

August 23 2000

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg FL 33702

File No. DZ84-93 — Ordinance 2000-220

Dear Sirs:

The City Council of the City of Tampa met in regular session on August 17, 2000. During this
session, the Ordinance was adopted, granting the Ninth Amendment to a DRI filed by Concorde
Companies, for International Plaza.

A certified copy of the ordinance is enclosed for your records.

Sincerely,—

p“/ 7L
Janett S. Mart

in, CMC
City Clerk

Enclosure: Certified Copy of Ordinance 2000-220

315 E. Kennedy Blvd., City Hall e Tampa, FL 33602 e 813/274-8396 « FAX: 813/274-8306
email: ctyclerk@ci.tampa.fl.us
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ORDINANCE NO. 2000- 250

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA,
APPROVING A NINTH AMENDMENT TO A
DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO
CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA STATUTES, FILED BY THE
CONCORDE COMPANIES, FOR INTERNATIONAL PLAZA
DRI#104,APREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF
REGIONAL IMPACT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE
HEREOF.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 8905-A, passed and ordained by the City Council of the City of
Tampa, Florida (the “City Council”), on June 13, 1985, approved a Development Order for
International Plaza (the “Development”), a Development of Regional Impact (“DRI”), (hereinafter
said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Development Order”)(the revised legal description for the
Development, as adopted by the Fifth Amendment, is attached hereto as Exhibit 2 and incorporated
herein by reference); and

WHEREAS, OrdinanceNo. 88-414, passed and ordained by the City Council on December
15, 1988, approved a first amendment to the De{/elopment Order (hereinafter said Ordinance shall
be referred to as the “First Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 90-07, passed and ordained by the City Council 0. January 25,
1990, approved a second amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First
Amendment, (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Second Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 90-08, passed and ordained by the City Council on January 25,
1990, approved a third amendment to the Developmeht Order, as amended by the First Amendmént

and the Second Amendment, (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Third

Amendment”); and
Ceortifled as true

and corract copy.
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WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 94-33, passed and ordained by the City Council on February 24,
1994, approved a fourth amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First
Amendment, Second Amendment and Third Amendment (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be
referred to as the “Fourth Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 94-269, passed and ordained by the City Council on December
15, 1994, approved a fifth amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First
Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment, and Fourth Amendment (hereinafter said
Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Fifth Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 96-75, passed and ordained by the City Council on April 4,
1996, approved a sixth amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First Amendment,
Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment, and Fifth Amendment (hereinafter said
Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Sixth Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 97-101, passed and ordained by the City Council on May 1,
1997, approved a seventh amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First
Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment, Fifth Amendment, and
Sixth Amendment (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Seventh Amendment”);
and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 98-0064, passed and ordained by the City Council on March 19,
1998, approved an eighth amendment to the Development Order, as amended by the First
Amendment,r Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Féurth Amendment, Fiﬁh Amendment, Sixth

Amendment, and Seventh Amendment (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Eighth

Amendment”); and
Cortified as rue

and correct copy.




WHEREAS, on May 4, 2000, The Concorde Companies (the “Developer”) filed a
Notification of Proposed Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact.

Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the International Plaza DRI (hereinafter referred to as

the “Notice of Change™); and

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2000, the Developer filed Supplemental Responses to Agency
Comments, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated hereby by reference as a part of
Composite Exhibit 1, (hereinafter the Notice of Change and the Supplemental Responses to Agency
Comments shall together be referred to as the “NOPC”); and

WHEREAS, the NOPC proposed to amend the Development Order, as previously amended
by the First Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment, Fifth
Amendment, Sixth Amendment, Seventh Amendment, and Eighth Amendment to add a right-
in/right-out site access driveway to Boy Scout Boulevard; extend the date of buildout of the
Development to Dec_ember 31,2010; and incorporate Revised Map H-1, dated May 1, 2000, attached
hereto as Exhibit 3 and incorporated herein by reference (which Revised Map H-1 reflects the
additional right-in/right-out site access driveway to Boy Scout Boulevard); all as more particularly
set forth in the NOPC (hereinafter the above ch‘anges shall together be referred to as the “Proposed
Changes”); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Changes to the Development Order, as previously amended by the
First Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment, Fifth Amendment,

Sixth Amendment, Seventh Amendment, and Eighth Amendment, will constitute the Ninth

Amendment to the Development Order; and

Certified as true
and correct copy.




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 Changes; 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, finds that there is substantial, competent 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 1;

B. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with all local land development regulations

and the local comprehensive plan;

C. That the Proposed Changes do not unreasonably interfere with achievement of the

objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to the area;

D. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with the recommendations of the Tampa

Bay Regional Planning Council,

Certlfiedd as rue
-4- and corract copy.




E. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed Changes has

been conducted by the City;
F. That the Proposed Changes do not create additional regional impacts or impacts that

were not previously reviewed nor meet or exceed any of the criteria set forth in Subsection

380.06(19)(b), Florida Statutes.

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 herein, subject only to the amendments, conditions, restrictions and
limitations set forth herein;

B. That the review by the City and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the
Proposed Changes are adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida

Statutes; and

C. That based on the foregoing and pursuant to Chapter 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, the

Px;oposed Changes are found not to be a Substantial Deviation from the previously approved
Development Order, as amended by the First Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment,

Fourth Amendment, Fifth Amendment, Sixth Amendment, Seventh4Amer1dment, and Eighth

Amendment.

Certified as true
and correct copy-
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Section 3. Order. That having made the above findings of fact and conclusions of law,
it is ordered:

A. That the Proposed Changes are hereby approved and the Development Order, as
amended by the First Amendment, Second Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment,
Fifth Amendment, Sixth Amendment, Seventh Amendment, and Eighth Amendment, is hereby

amended to incorporate the NOPC,;

B. That the Development Order, as amended by the First Amendment, Second
Amendment, Third Amendment, Fourth Amendment, Fifth Amendment, Sixth Amendment,
Seventh Amendment, and Eighth Amendment, is hereby amended as follows: h

D Add a right-in/right-out site access driveway to Boy Scout Boulevard,;

2) Extend the date of buildout of the Development to December 31, 2010; and

3) Incorporate Revised Map H-1, dated May 1, 2000, attached hereto as Exhibit
3 and incorporated herein by reference which reflects the additional right-
in/right-out site access driveway on Boy Scout Boulevard; all as more

particularly set forth in the NOPC;

Section 4. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall constitute the Ninth

Amendment to Ordinance No. 8905-A, as previously amended by Ordinance No. 88-414, Ordinance
No. 90-07, Ordinance 90-08, Ordinance 94-33, Ordinance No. 94-269, Ordinance No. 96-75,
Orciinance No. 97-101, and Ordinance No. .98-0064, which shaI.I constitute, collectively, the
Development Order for the Development as passed and ordained by the City Council. All provisions

of the Development Order, except those provisions specifically modified herein, shall remain in full

—

1
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and correct copy-




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, its

assigns, and its 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, The Concorde Companies, Attn: Mr.

7 Certified as true
and correct copy.




Dick Corbett, 2227 N. Westshore Boulavard, Tampa, Florida 33607, 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 9 hereof.

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

FLORIDA, ON _ AUB 17 2000

CHAIRPERSON, CITY COUNCIL

) APPRO?/;D y:ne /‘?AUGJ2, it
/@thf «;j M/ (/&;/ // /@W

'CITY CLERK MAYOR
APPROVED as to form by: WM—/
| ASSISTANT CI'ZX¥ ATTORNEY
State of Florida

County of Hillsborough

This is to certify that the foregoing is 2 2 22
true and correct copy of : W/A?.@ o

on file in my office ‘
Witness my hand and official seal thw?zz—ﬁ(day 8-

of - ,20 OC)
JANETT}. MAFEEN.CIT CLERK

SANDRA 5. MARSHALL. DEPUTY CITY CLERK



COMPOSITE EXHIBIT 1
TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT ORDER

Notice of Change
Supplemental Responses to Agency Comments

Certifisd as true
and correct copy-.
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EXHIBIT 2

REVISED LEGAL DESCRIPTION
(As attached to the Fifth Amendment.)

Certified as true
and correct copy.
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EXHIBIT 3
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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, FL 32399

904/488-4925

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. I, David M. Mechanik, the undersigned authorized representative of The Concorde
Companies (f/k/a International Plaza, Inc.) , hereby give notice of a propesed 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 International Plaza development, which information is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge. 1 have submitted today, under separate cover, copies of this completed
notification to the Citv of Tampa and to the Bureau of Resource Management, Department of
Community Affairs.

/7/@@ 3, 2000 / %ﬂ/%%m

(Date) (Signature)
David M. Mechanik, Authorized Agent
for The Concorde Companies

2. Applicant (name, address, phone)

Mr. Richard A. Corbett

The Concorde Companies
2227 N. Westshore Boulevard
Tampa, Florida 33607

Phone: (813)870-1194

! Pursuant to the Sustainable Communities Agreement between the City of Tampa and the
Florida Department of Community Affairs, the Applicant is not required to file this Notification of
Proposed Change with the regional planning council.

1 Certified as true

i
and correct coPV»J
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Authorized Agent (name, address, phone)

David M. Mechanik, Esquire

Mechanik Nuccio Bentley Williams & Hearne
101 E. Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 3140
Tampa, Florida 33602

(813) 276-1920

E-mail: http://www.floridalandlaw.com

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

City of Tampa, Sections 16 and 17, Township 29 South, Range 18 East, Hillsborough
County, Florida.

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 listing the proposed changes, a history of the development order and its amendments
will be provided to clarify what is being requested.

The Development Order for the International Plaza DRI, Ordinance No. 8905-A, was
adopted by the City of Tampa on June 13, 1985 (the “Original Development Order”).

On December 15, 1988, the Tampa City Council approved the first amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 88-414, which modified the site plan to realign portions
of Westshore Boulevard and Columbus Drive and incorporated other associated revisions.

On January 25, 1990, the Tampa City Council approved a second amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 90-07, which provided an updated transportation
analysis for original Phases II and II1, effectively combined original Phases II and III into a
revised phase II (“revised Phase II”), refined the project site plan, modified the tradeoff
mechanism to allow for increased retail development totals while decreasing office totals,
and clarified the amount of retail development approved in terms of gross floor area and
gross leasable area (the “Second Amendment”).



On January 25, 1990, the Tampa City Council approved a third amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 90-08, which extended the build out date of Phase II by
two (2) years, eleven (11) months and fifteen (15) days from December 31, 1990 to
December 15, 1993 (the “Third Amendment”).

On February 24, 1994, the Tampa City Council approved a fourth amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 94-33, which extended Phase I by an additional two
years (December 15, 1993 to December 15, 1995); extended Revised Phase II one (1) year,
eleven (11) months, and fifteen (15) days (December 31, 1997 to December 15, 1999);
revised the project site plan; and addressed Phase II transportation mitigation (the “Fourth
Amendment”).

On December 15, 1994, the Tampa City Council approved a fifth amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 94-269, which consolidated Phase I and Phase II of the
Development into a single phase and extended the date of build out of the Development to
December 15, 2002; incorporated an additional 1.5 acres m.o.l. into the approved DRI site;
amended the legal description of the Development to include the additional 1.5 acres m.o.l.
incorporated into the site; authorized an additional access point to the Development; and
provided a revised Site Development Plan, Exhibit H-1, dated September 30, 1994 and
bearing the latest revision date November 11, 1994 (which Revised Site Development Plan
reflects the above-described changes); extended the termination date of the Development
Order to December 31, 2007; and addressed the requirements for the Pipeline Proportionate
Share Amount and construction of the Pipeline Improvement for Phase II by identifying
certain selected roadway improvement(s) and identifying the construction schedule and
payment schedule for such improvements (the “Fifth Amendment”).

On April 4, 1996, the Tampa City Council approved a sixth amendment to the Development
Order, Ordinance No. 96-75, which extended by one year (to January 6, 1997) the deadline
set forth in the Development Order within which it must elect to construct a regional mall
on the DRI site; extended the deadline for completion of the Sherrill Improvement (if
selected) to January 6, 2000; extended the deadline for completion of the Westshore/Cypress
Improvement (if selected) to August 1, 1999; and extended to January 6, 1997, the deadline
for filing of an NOPC to address the payment of the Proportionate Share Payment in the
event that the Developer does not elect to construct a regional mall.

On May 1, 1997, the Tampa City Council approved a seventh amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 97-101, which extended by one year (to January 7, 1998)
the deadline set forth in the Development Order within which it must elect to construct a
regional mall on the DRI site; extended the deadline for completion of the Sherrill
Improvement (if selected) to January 6, 2001; extended the deadline for completion of the
Westshore/Cypress Improvement (if selected) to August 1, 2000; and extended to January
7, 1998, the deadline for filing of an NOPC to address the payment of the Proportionate
Share Payment in the event that the Developer does not elect to construct a regional mall.



On March 19, 1998, the Tampa City Council approved an eighth amendment to the
Development Order, Ordinance No. 98-0064, which extended by one year to January 13,
1999, the deadline set forth in the Development Order within which it must elect to construct
a regional mall on the DRI site; and to extend other related deadlines (the “Eighth
Amendment”).

On February 10, 1999, the Tampa City Council approved an amendment to the Eighth
Amendment, Ordinance No. 99-26, to incorporate Exhibit 5 (the Payment Schedule), which
was inadvertently omitted from the Eighth Amendment. Hereinafter, the Development
Order, as amended by the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, and Eighth
Amendments (including Ordinance No. 99-26), shall be referred to as the “Development
Order” unless the context indicates otherwise).

The current proposed changes to the Development Order which is the subject of this Notice
of Proposed Change is as follows (each requested change is followed by a discussion and
rationale for that change):

The first change requests the addition of a right-in/right-out site access driveway to Boy
Scout Boulevard as depicted on Revised Map H-1, dated May 1, 2000, provided in Appendix
CGA-”

Discussion & Rationale

A technical transportation analysis for the requested site access driveway (the “Proposed
Access Modification Transportation Analysis”) is provided in Appendix “B.” The Proposed
Access Modification Transportation Analysis demonstrates that the addition of the subject
site access driveway will not result in any significant regional impacts.

The second change requests an extension of the buildout date of the Project (i.e., December
15, 2002) by eight years and sixteen (16) days, with the new buildout date being December
31, 2010.

Discussion/Rationale

A technical transportation analysis for the extension of the buildout date of the Project (the -
“Extension of Buildout Transportation Analysis”) is provided in Appendix “C” The
Extension of Buildout Transportation Analysis demonstrates that the extension of the
buildout date of the Project to December 31, 2010 will not result in any significant regional

impacts.



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

No change in land use types or amounts is proposed. Accordingly, the chart has been
omitted as an attachment to this Notice of Proposed Change.

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). 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?

Please see response to item S5 above for the history of the development order and its
amendments.

There has not been a change in local government jurisdiction for any portion of the
development since the last approval or development order was issued.

Describe any lands purchased or optioned within 1/4 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.

Additional property was incorporated into the Developer’s lease; this property was identified
and included within the DRI site pursuant to the Fifth Amendment.

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.

See discussion in response to Questions #5.



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

Yes X No

10.

11.

12.

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.

Yes, the proposed changes will result in a new buildout date for the total project of December
31, 2010. Please see Item 5.B., above, for additional information.

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

No amendment to the Future of Hillsborough Comprehensive Plan for the City of Tampa will
be required by the proposed change.

Provide the following for incorporation into such an amended development order,
pursuant to Subsections 380.06(15), F.S., 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 previously approved DRI or development
order conditions.

A revised Site Development Plan, Revised Map H-1, dated May 1, 2000, is provided in
Appendix “A” of this Notice of Proposed Change identifying the additional right-in/right-out
site access driveway to Boy Scout Boulevard.



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:

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 specific language is included in the proposed Amended Development Order for the
International Plaza DRI, provided in Appendix “D” of this Notice of Proposed Change.

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 in legal description is proposed.

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

Not applicable.

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

Not applicable.

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; '

Not applicable.



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.

Not applicable.



Appendix A:
Appendix B:
Appendix C:

Appendix D:

LIST OF APPENDICES

Revised Map H-1, dated May 1, 2000.
Proposed Access Modification Transportation Analysis
Extension of Buildout Transportation Analysis

Draft Amended Development Order



Transportation Analysis

International Plaza

Notice of Proposed Change

Proposed Access Modification

Prepared For:

Concorde Companies

Prepared By:

DKS Associates

April, 2000 Certified as true
and correct copY.
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Transportation Analysis

International Plaza
Proposed Access Modification

This analysis is part of a Notice of Proposed Change for the International Plaza Development of
Regional Impact (DRI). It provides justification for one additional access driveway to the
development on Boy Scout Boulevard. This proposed access point would be located midway
between Columbus Drive and Lois Avenue and designed to serve right tumns only in and out of
a proposed office development containing approximately 600,000 sf of gross floor area (gfa).
Figure 1 identifies the location of the office development and approximate location of the proposed
access drive. This analysis reviews the proposed driveway from the perspective of the access
management standards of the Florida Department of Transportation and traffic operations.

Access Management Standards

Boy Scout Boulevard (SR 616) is a six lane divided arterial road under the jurisdiction of Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT). lts posted speed limit is 55 miles per hour. SR616 is a
class 3 facility as defined by FDOT. According to Florida Statute 335.18, “Access Management
Act’, Administrative Rule 14-87, a minimum of 660 feet is required between driveway connections.

There is approximately 1,450 feet of frontage along SR 616 between the Lois Avenue and
Columbus Drive signals which serve as major access drives to Intemational Plaza. There is an
existing median opening located approximately 500 feet west of Columbus Drive serving the
MetLife building on the south side SR 616. This median opening is bull-nosed , and configured
for use by traffic exiting and entering the MetLife building. The requested driveway access for the
office development will be located approximately 225 feet west of this median opening (it is not
proposed to align with the existing median opening). Preliminary discussions with the FDOT

have indicated the driveway will meet their access management requirements.
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Traffic Operations

The proposed access drive will serve approximately 600,000 sf of office development. In addition
to the proposed new drive, the proposed office development will have two access points on
Columbus Drive. The additional access onto Boy Scout Boulevard will help traffic to disperse
more quickly from the site and reduce the concentration of traffic at the access- points on
Columbus. The impact of this modification on the external roadway system will be limited to
additional westbound ftraffic on the segment between Lois Avenue and Columbus Drive. An
analysis of traffic operations with and without the driveway has been performed to evaluate the
impact of the modification. The following describes the key parameters and procedures used in

this evaluation.

Table 1 summarizes the estimated PM peak hour trips generated by the proposed International
Plaza DRI. The office development served by the new drive will represent approximately 41% of
the total office development proposed for the entire DRI. This represents approximately 690 PM
peak hour trips trips (107 in and 583 out). The overall distribution of development traffic on the

external roadway system is shown on Figure 2.

Table 1
International Plaza DRI-Current Development Program
PM Peak Hour Trip Generation Estimates

Retail | 1,600 ksf 1,878 2,035 O 0{-122 -25}-15 -15] 0 0]-324 -324| 1,417 1,671
GLA

Office | 1,465 ksf 333 1,626 -25 -122| -17 -17}-21 -20] -9 -44 0 0] 262 1,424
GFA

Hotel | 300 rooms 99 103(-15 -15} -20 -21 0 0}-15 -15 0 0 49 51

Development Total: | 2,310 3,764} 40 -137|-158 62} -36 -35]-24 -59|-324 -324] 1,728 3,147

1 Retail: Ln(T)=.660Ln(X)+3.403 (48%/52%) Office (based on 4 sites @ ) : T=1.121(X) + 79.293 (17%/83%) Hotel:
Ln(T)=1.150Ln(X)-1.255 (49%/51%)

2 Office-Retail capture 7.5% of office trips, Office-Office capture 5% of inbound office trips, Hotel-Retail
capture 15% of hotel trips, Hotel-Office capture 20% of hotel trips.

e Trip Generation Handbook , October, 1998 % Pass-by = T where Ln(T) = -.291Ln(X)+5.001
3
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Traffic to and from the entire DRI development has been assigned to the external and intemal
access points based upon the overall distribution shown in Figure 2 and the configuration of the
internal circulation system. Figure 3 presents the expected PM peak hour tuming movements at
the signalized intersections immediately upstream and downstream of the proposed new access
drive. The volumes reflect DRI traffic at build out plus 2010 background traffic without the
proposed right tum only access drive. Background traffic was determined by applying traffic
growth factors, derived from the 1995 and 2010 traffic projections from the Tampa Bay Regional
Planning Model (TBRPM), to 1998 tuming movement counts. The TBRPM model indicated
negligible growth in background traffic on the section of Boy Scout Boulevard adjacent to the

Intemational Plaza DRI.

Based on the directional distribution of development traffic previously described and the relative
operating efficiency of the local traffic access and circulation system serving the office
development site, the proposed additional access drive is expected to be utilized by 25 inbound
and 193 outbound trips during the PM peak hour period. The inbound movement represents
westbound trips on Boy Scout Boulevard which would otherwise turn right at Coiumbus Drive. The
outbound trips represent southbound trips from the site which would have otherwise exited at
Lois Avenue, either tuming right or proceeding straight through its intersection with Boy Scout
Boulevard. The parenthetical numbers in Figure 3 identify the increases and decreases in tuming

movement volumes associated with the new proposed access drive.

Level of service calculations were performed for conditions with and without the new proposed
access drive using the procedures of the 1997 (Third Edition) Highway Capacity Manual. Level
of Service D operations are projected for both the intersection of Lois Avenue and Boy Scout
Boulevard and the intersection of Columbus Drive and Boy Scout Boulevard (with and without
the right tum access drive). The results indicate a negligible change in operating conditions

compared to conditions without the right tum access drive.

~ No change in the level of service designations at the adjacent signalized intersections is
anticipated to result from the proposed access modification. The proposed access drive does not

create additional impacts and therefore does not represent a substantial deviation.
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Appendix



‘ International Plaza DRI
" Current Plan--Without Right Turn Access on Boy Scout
Lois & Boy Scout 2010 PM Peak Hour Volumes

SIGNAL97/TEAPAC[Ver 1.00] - Display of Intersection Parameters
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International Plaza DRI
Current Plan--Without Right Turn Access on Boy Scout
Lois & Boy Scout 2010 PM Peak Hour Volumes

SIGNALY97/TEAPAC[Ver 1.00]

Intersection Averages for Int #
Degree of Saturation (v/c) 0.83 Vehicle Delay 50.3

- Capacity Analysis Summary

2 - Lois @ Boy Scout

- — o —————— — - — > T —— —— ——— {00 S T T ——— - -

05/01/00
13:58:01

Level of Service D

Sq 44} Phase l | Phase 2 | Phase 3 | Phase 4 |
**/** _________________________________________________
| * A I + * | + | » |
. | * ++++] 4+ * | + i ++++ |
/1N *> |<+ * <+ I <+t |
| | | v | A Fekkx | A |
| | | A j++++ v [++++ |
North | <+ | + +>] +> | khkk }
| | ++++ + | + + | + | ++++ |
| v + | + + | + | v }
| 6/Cc=0.149 | G/C=0.204 | G/C=0.114 | G/C=0.351 |
| G= 16.4" | G= 22.4" | 6= 12.6" | 6= 38.6" |
| Y+R= 5.0" | Y+R= 5.0" | Y+R= 5.0" | Y+R= §.0" |
| OFF= 0.0% | OFF=19.4% | OFF=44.4% | OFF=60.4% |
C=110 sec G= 90.0 sec = 81.8% Y¥=20.0 sec = 18.2% Ped= 0.0 sec = 0.0%
| Lane |Width/| g/cC | Service Rate]| Adj | ] HCM | L |90% Max]
| Group | Lanes| Regd Used | GE (vph) QE |Volume| wv/c | Delay | S | Queue |
N Approach 63.2 E+
| RT | 12/1 }0.159 |0.364 | 560 | 560 | 222 |0.396 | 26.5 | C+| 218 ft|
} TH | 24/2 }0.197 {0.204 | 722} 722 | 700 |0.870 | 69.5 [*E | 431 ft|
| T | 24/2 10.143 |0.149 | 499 | 499 | 478 |0.935 | 71.1 |*E | 314 ft}
S Approach 44.2 D+
| RT } 12/1 10.166 |0.364 | 560 | 560 | 234 {0.418 | 26.7 | C+} 230 ft|
| TH | 24/2 10.153 [0.204 | 722 | 722 | 530 [0.734 | 44.9 | D+] 326 ft|
] LT | 24/2 10.123 |0.149 | 499 | 499 | 404 |0.791 | 53.4 | D | 266 ft|
E Approach 38.9 D+
J RT l-12/1 |0.160 |0.545 | 839 | 839 | 225 |0.268 | 13.5 | B+| 158 ft|
| TH | 36/3 10.279 |0.351 | 1783 | 1783 | 1498 |0.840 | 34.8 | C | 501 ft|
| LT | 24/2 10.110 |0.114 | 372 | 372 | 356 |0.906 | 72.1 |*E 244 £t]
W Approach 55.9 E+
| RT | 12/1 10.252 |0.545 | 839 | 839 | 379 |0.452 | 15.5 B 267 ft|
] TH | 36/3 ]0.338 {|0.351 | 1783 | 1783 | 1847 [1.036 | 64.9 |*E+| 618 ft|
| LT | 12/1 10.000 [0.114 | 266 | 266 | 34 ]0.125 ] 18.0 | B | 26 ft|
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' International Plaza DRI

Current Plan--With Right Turn Access on Boy Scout
Lois & Boyscout 2010 PM Peak Hour Volumes

SIGNALS7/TEAPAC[Ver 1.00]

- Display of Intersection Parameters
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International Plaza DRI

Current Plan--With Right Turn Access on Boy Scout
Lois & Boyscout 2010 PM Peak Hour Volumes

SIGNAL97/TEAPAC[Ver 1.00] - Capacity Analysis Summary

Intersection Averages for Int #
Degree of Saturation (v/c) 0.87 Vehicle Delay 53.9

2 - Lois @ Boyscout

05/01/00
13:54:32

Level of Service D

Sq 44| Phasel | Phase 2 | Phase 3 | Phase 4 |
**/** _________________________________________________
| * A |+ * I+ i A |
. | * 4+t ] + | + ] ++++]
/N *> <+ % |<+ I <H+++|
| ! | v | A kR » I
| | | A | ++++ v [ ++++ |
North | <+ | + +>] IS SE2 115 I
I [++++ + | + + | + | ++++ i
| v + | + + | + | v |
| 6/Cc=0.149 | G/C=0.182 | G/C=0.138 | G/C=0.350 |
| G= 16.3" | 6= 20.0" | G= 15.1" | G= 38.5" |
| Y+R= 5.0" | ¥Y+R= 5.0" | Y+R= 5.0" | ¥+R= 5.0" |
| OFF= 0.0% | OFF=19.4% | OFF=42.1% | OFF=60.4% |
C=110 sec G= 90.0 sec = 81.8% Y¥=20.0 sec = 18.2% Ped= 0.0 sec = 0.0%
| Lane IWidth/ | g/cC | Service Rate| Adj | | HCM | L ]90% Max]|
| Group | Lanes| Reqd Used | GE (vph) GE |Volume| v/c | Delay | S | Queue |
N Approach 68.7 E
| RT | 12/1 ]0.083 |0.365 | 561} 561 | 104 }0.185 | 24.0 | C+| 102 ft|
| TH | 24/2 10.177 ]0.182 | 643 | 643 | 624 |10.969 | 72.5 |*E | 395 ft|
| LT ] 24/2 }0.145 ]0.149 | 498 | 498 | 483 |0.947 | 73.5 |*E | 318 f£t]
S Approach 47.9 D
[ RT | 12/1 10.168 |0.365 | 561 | 561 | 237 |0.422 | 26.7 | C+| 233 ft|
| TH | 24/2 10.154 |0.182 | 643 | 643 | 536 |0.832 | 52.5 | D | 339 ft]|
] LT | 24/2 10.125 |0.149 | 498 | 498 | 408 {0.800 | 54.1 | D | 269 ft]
E Approach 44.1 D+
] RT | 12/1 |0.161 |0.544 | 838 | 838 | 227 |0.271 | 13.6 | B+| 160 ft|
| TH | 36/3 |0.302 [0.350 | 1781 | 1781 | 1634 |0.917 | 40.3 | D+| 547 ft|
| T | 24/2 |0.134 |0.138 | 457 | 457 | 443 |0.939 | 73.7 |*E | 295 ft]
W Approach 59.1 E+
| RT | 12/1 }]0.254 |0.544 | 838 | 838 | 383 |0.457 | 15.6 | B | 270 ft|
| TH | 36/3 10.341 0.350 | 1781 | 1781 | 1866 |]1.048 | 68.8 [*E | 625 ft]|
| LT | 12/1 [0.000 |0.138 | 307 | 307 | 35 |0.113 | 18.2 | B | 25 ft|



'International Plaza DRI 05/01/00
Current Plan--Without Right Turn Access on Boy Scout 14:02:31
Columbus & Boy Scout 2010 PM Peak Hour Volumes

SIGNALS7/TEAPAC[Ver 1.00] - Display of Intersection Parameters
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HCS: Unsignalir-1 Intersections Release 3.1c

TWO-WAY STOr CONTROL (TWSC) ANALYSIS

et

Analyst: bcj

Intersection: Boy Scout @ Access Drive
Count Date: 2010 w Intermational Plaza DRI
Time Period: PM Peak :

Intersection Orientation: East-West Major St.

Vehicle Volume Data:

Movements: 2 5 6 12
Volume: 2424 1996 25 193
HFR: 2552 2101 26 203
PHF: 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
PHV: 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01

Pedestrian Volume Data:

Movements:

Flow:

Lane width:
Walk speed:
% Blockage:

Median Type: Raised Curb
# of vehicles: 0

Flared approach Movements:
# of vehicles: Northbound 0
# of vehicles: Southbound 0

Lane usage for movements 1,2&3 approach:

Lane 1 Lane 2 Lane 3
L T R L T R I T R
- N Y N N Y N N Y N
Channelized: N
Grade: 0.00
Lane usage for movements 4,5&6 approach:
Lane 1 Lane 2 Lane 3
L T R L T R L T R
N Y N N Y N N Y Y
Channelized: N
Grade: 0.00
Lane usage for movements 7,8&9 approach:
Lane 1 Lane 2 Lane 3
L T R L T R L T R
N N N N N N N N N
Channelijzed: N
Grade: 0.00
Lane usage for movements 10,11&12 approach:
Lane 1 Lane 2 Lane 3
L T R L T R L T R

A-¢C




N N Y N N N N

,Channelized: N

Grade:’ 0.00

Upstream Signal Data:

Approach:Westbound

L prot T
Distance: 725
Progression Speed: 55
Cycle Length: 110
Green Time: 0 55
Arrival Type: 3 4
Saturation Flow Rate: 1700 1700
Progressed Flow: 0 1700

Data for Computing Effect of Delay to Major Street Vehicles:

Eastbound
Shared 1n volume, major th vehicles: 0
Shared 1ln volume, major rt vehicles: 0
Sat flow rate, major th vehicles: 1700
Sat flow rate, major rt vehicles: 1700
Number of major street through lanes: 3

Length of study period, hrs: 0.25

Worksheet 4 Critical Gap and Follow—-up time calculation.

Critical Gap Calculations:

Westbound
0
0
1700
1700

Movement 12
t ¢,base 6.9
t c,hv 2.0
P hv 0.01
t c¢,g 0.1
G 0.00
t 3,1t 0.0
t ¢, T:

1 stage 0.00
t ¢

1 stage 6.9
Follow Up Time Calculations:
Movement 12
t f,base 3.3
t £,HV 1.0
P hv 0.01
t £ .3

Worksheet 5a. Effect of Upstream Signals (Computation 1)

Movement S

Queue Clearance Time at Upstream Signal: vt
V prog 1700
Total Saturation Flow Rate, s (vph) 5100
Arrival Type 4
Effective Green g eff (sec) 55
Cycle Length, C (sec) 110

1.333

Rp (from table 9-2)
Proportion of vehicles arriving on green P

g 4ql

0.666
12.2

A-7



Worksheet 5b. Effect of upstream signals (computation 2)

Movement 5

Proprtion of time blocked vt
alpha 0.350
beta 0.741
t a 8.967
F 0.301
£ 0.799
V ¢, max 4074
V ¢, min 3000
tp 20.1
P 0.183

Worksheet 5c¢c. Effect of upstream signals (computation 3)

Platoon Event Periods Result
p2 0.000
PS5 0.183
p dom 0.183
p subdom 0.000
Constrained or unconstrained? U

Proportion unblocked

for minor movements, px

(1)

1 stage
pl 0.817
p4 1.000
p7 0.817
P8 0.817
ro 1.000
plo 0.817
pll 0.817
pl2 0.817

of upstream signals {(computation 4)

Movement
1l stage 12
V c,x 714
s 5100
Px 0.817
V c,u,x 0

Worksheet 5e. Effect

of upstream signals (computation 5)

Movement
1 stage 12
Px 0.817
Cr,x 1088
C plat,x 889




Worksheet 6 Impedance and capacity equations

Approach LOS

Step 1: RT from Minor St. 12
it
Conflicting Flows 714
Potential Capacity 889
Pedestrian Impedance Factor 1.00
Movement Capacity 889
Probability of Queue free St. 0.77
Worksheet 10 delay, queue length, and LOS
Movement 1 4 7 10 11 12

| 1

| H

| I
v (vph) 203
C m(vph) 889
v/c 0.23
95% gqueue length
Control Delay 10.2
LOsS B
Approach Delay 10.2

B

A-7
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Transportation Analysis
International Plaza
Extension of Build Out

international Plaza is an approved DRI adjacent to Tampa Intemational Airport in the Westshore
Business District of Tampa, Florida. The original Development Order was adopted by the City of
Tampain June of 1985. Since then, modifications to the project phasing and build out dates have
been approved through a series of amendments to the original Development Order. Based upon
these amendments, the project phases have been consolidated into a single phase and the build

out for the project has been extended to December 31, 2002.

This transportation analysis was undertaken to address the transportation impacts of extending
the proposed build out date from December 15, 2002 to December 31, 2010. The analysis
compares the impacts determined in the last full update of the development transportation study

to the impacts projected under current conditions.

Previously Approved Transportation Analysis

The last full updated transportation study for Intemational Plaza was performed in October of
1989. The Updated Subsection 380.06 Transportation Analysis for Interational Plaza, submitted
in support of the second development order amendment, addressed the regional transportation
impacts of a