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TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY

September 30, 2013

Mr. John Meyer

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

Subject: DRI #118, Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal
Dear Mr, Meyer:

Please be advised that the DRI Land Use Trade-Off Matrix approved in the Development Order for the
above-referenced DRI has been utilized to accommodate the expansion of the Florida Aquarium.

Specifically, 15,022 sf of office was traded for an additional 34,910 sf of Aquarium uses, in accordunce
with the existing Land Use Equivalency Matrix. Development of the expansion is now under
construction. We are herewith providing notice of the trade-off usage to the Regional Planning Council
and the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity consistent with Section 3.B of the Development
Order. The City of Tampa was notified of this land use exchange.

A copy of the revised DRI Land Use Equivalency Matrix (Composite Exhibit B of Ordinance 2006-233),
the current Trade-Off Utilization Summary, and the letter from the City of Tampa approving the
Aquarium expansion are attached for your records.

Construction of the additional square footage for the Aquarium expansion will also be reported in the
Review Year 2013-14 Aonual Report due on July 1, 2014 for the DRL It is our understanding that this
will require a formal Annual Report in lieu of the abbreviated letter format used when no development
occurs, Please let me know if you need any additional information at this time.

Sincerely,

i )
( KL
Charles Klug, Esq.
Chief Legal Couns

encl.

cc: Brenda Winningham, Fl Dept. of Economic Opportunity
Ram Karcharla
Jim Renner
David Smith, Esq.
Sue Murphy

LL01 Clanucdside Deive * Tampa. Flovida 36023612 + Phone; 813-903-7676 = §00-141-2297 + Fax: 313-905-310%
wiwwtampaporteom © hdfo@ampaport.com
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TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY

September 30, 2013

Mr. John Meyer

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

Subject: DRI#118, Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal
Dear Mr. Meyer:

Please be advised that the DRI Land Use Trade-Off Matrix approved in the Development Order for the
above-referenced DRI has been utilized to accommodate the expansion of the Florida Aquarium.

Specifically, 15,022 sf of office was traded for an additional 34,910 sf of Aquarium uses, in accordance
with the existing Land Use Equivalency Matrix. Development of the expansion is now under
construction. We are herewith providing notice of the trade-off usage to the Regional Planning Council
and the Florida Department of Economic Opportunity consistent with Section 3.B of the Development
Order. The City of Tampa was notified of this land use exchange.

A copy of the revised DRI Land Use Equivalency Matrix (Composite Exhibit B of Ordinance 2006-233),
the current Trade-Off Utilization Summary, and the letter from the City of Tampa approving the
Aquarium expansion are attached for your records.

Construction of the additional square footage for the Aquarium expansion will also be reported in the
Review Year 2013-14 Annual Report due on July 1, 2014 for the DRI. It is our understanding that this
will require a formal Annual Report in licu of the abbreviated letter format used when no development
occurs. Please let me know if you need any additional information at this time.

S mcerely,

(=

Charles Klug, Esq.
Chief Legal Couns

encl.

20 Brenda Winningham, F1 Dept. of Economic Opportunity
Ram Karcharla
Jim Renner
David Smith, Esq.
Sue Murphy

1101 Channelside Drive * Tampa, Florida 33602-3612 * Phone: 813-905-7678 < 800-741-2297 * Fax: 813-905-5109

www.tampaport.com ° info@tampaport.com



CITY OF TAMPA

Bob Buckhorn, Mayor Planning and Development Department

Septemberi2, 2012

Mr. Jose Dedesus, P.E.
Stantec Engineering
2205 N. 20t Street
Tampa, Florida 33605

Re: GSC 12-01 701 Channelside Drive {Rising Tides Expansion of the Florida Aquarium)
PD-A Incremental Plan Review

Dear Mr. DeJesus:

The Development Review Committee (DRC) completed the review of the PD-A Incre mental Site
Plan for GSC 12-01,located at 701 Channelside Drive (aka The Florida Aquarium). The DRC had
no objection and is approving the proposed site plan, dated August 29, 2012, which shows the
following improve ments:

Construction of 34,019 SF multi-floor ad dition (total building square footage of 194,910 SF);
Removal of 20" 0ak, 7 Palm and 4 Holly trees (mitigation to be provided);

Construct new egressramp and stairs associated with building expansion; and

Proposed addition complies with PD-A parking ratios established pursuant to 796-42. A total of
390 parking spaces arerequired and 500 spaces are provided, in combination of surface and
structured parking.

Please note thatthe incremental plan approvalis only forthe requeststated above and noted on
the site pian and consisient with the originaisite pian dated July 25, 1996 (Z96-42). A copy of ihis
approved plan as well as thislettershould be submitted as a part of the permit application for the
property. Please do not hesitate to contact me at (813) 274-8274 should you need additional
information.

Sincerely,

Abbye Feeley
Planning & Development Coordinator
Land Development Coordination .

ToampaGov

www.tampagov.net
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT B

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX'
Garrison Seaport Center

Change from:

__Hoigl

___ Changeto: Office
Aquarium 7,324 stikst 574 st/room
Cruiseship Terminal in Peak Hour | terminal/338,400 sf N/A
Cruiseship Terminal Non-peak Hour I terminal/34,134 sf N/A
Retail
- Specialty 3,084 sfksf 762 sffroom
- Destination 366 sfiksf 90 sffroom
Entertainment Center
- High Tech Amusement 1,493 sksf 369 sffroom
- Bar/Music Complex 242 sfiksf 60 sf/room
Restaurants
- Supportative 1,111 sffksf 274 sffroom
- Destination i - 1,082 sfksf 267 sffroom
Theaters TR SERE R L )
- Movie 44 seats/ksf 11 seats/room
- Serial-Motion 330 seats/kst 82 seats/room
- Special Event 132 seats/ks{ 33 seats/room
Museum 3,350 sfksf 822 sffrcom 1
Theme Anchor 2,324 stfksf 574 sf/room

1 Land use exchanges are based on net external p.m. peak hour peak direction project traffic. Matrix equivalents will
change if peak hour operational restrictions are imposed. Use of this matrix shall be limited to the minimums and
maximums below to ensure that project impacts for ransporiation, water, wastewater, solid waste, and affordable

housing are not exceeded. Equivalency matrix does not apply to Revised Phase 1L

Equivalency Factor Formula =Approved yet unbuilt Office or Hotel External Peak Direction Trip Rate (Table 2)
Proposed Land Use External Peak Direction Trip Rate (Table 2)

Office to Specialty Retail = 0.660/ksf = 3,084 sifksf

Equivalency Factor 0.214/ksf
Land Use Minimum/Maximum®® Land Use Minimum/Maximum?® ®
Office 20,000 sf/1,000,000 sf Supportative Restaurant  0/40,000 sf
Hotel 300 rooms/600 rooms Destination Restaurant  0/30,000 st
Aquarium 160,00 s£200,000 sf Movie Theater 0/4,000 seats
Cruiseship Terminal 2/4 Serial-Motion Theater  0/300 seats
Specialty Retail 30,000 s£7100,000 sf Special Event Theater 0/6,000 seats
Destination Retail 30,000 s£100,000 sf Museum 0/100,000 sf
High Tech Amusement  0/40,000 sf Theme Anchor 0/80,000 sf
Bar/Music Complex 0/60,000 sf
A Equivalency Matrix maximums referenced in Footnote #1 are less than the maximums actually

achievable utilizing this matrix. However exchanges using this matrix shall be limited to the
maximums identified in Footaote ¥1. ’

B No additional office or hotel rooms beyond the amount originally approved are permitted under this

matrix.

2 Example Exchange - Add 30,000 sf of Speciality Retail by reducing office. 30,000 sf + 3,084 sf = 9.728; Reduce

Office by 9,728 sf.

A%
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT B

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX
UTILIZATION SUMMARY

APPROVED BASIC LAND USES

REVISED PHASE 1

REVISED PHASE I

TOTAL
LAND USE

Hotel (ropms) 600 600 1,200
Office (gs) 850,000 '600,00'0 1,450,000=*
Cruiseship Terminal 2(105,900) n/a 105,900

2 Tenminals (gsf)

Restaurant (Supporialive) 21,600 20,000 41,000
(zs0)

Retail (Specialty)  (gsf) 2,000 15,000 24,000

ALTE

' ermcmnmm MECHANISM "™

;o e T EQUIV;
LAND USE *+, REQUESTED, i
DEVELOPMENT ;
OFFICE

Cruiseship Terminal 2
(52,950 gsfeach)
Retail - Specialy (gl=) 91,000
Retail - Destination  (gla) 106,000
Restaurant - Supportative (gsf) 19,000
Restaurant - Destination  (gsf) 30,000
Aguarium  (gsf} 200,000 160,000 68,847
Museum  (gsf) 100,000
Movie Theater  (scats) -4,000
Serial-Motion Theater 300
(seats)
Speciat Event Theater 6,000

(seats)
Bar/Music Complex 60,000

o TN
High Tech Amusement 40,000

(gsf)
Theme Anchor | (gsf) 20,000

REMAINING EXCHANGE ENTITLEMENTS ™

761,153 /300

e

T4t

sas Alternative land uses require use of Equivalency Matrix.
Matrix maximum totals.

Hatel - 300 rogms

Hma CAOFFICPW PR INWPDOCS\GARRISOMRCRCOS06 WP

Equivalency Matrix does not apply to Revised Phase [1,

Maximum exchange amounts: Offies - 830,000 sf; (plus 150,000 sf if Cruiseship Tesminal operation is

Office square footage may be increased by 150,000 sfif Cruiseship Terminal aperation is restricted ffom peak hour as per D.O. condition.

Maximum Developmen plus Approved Basic Development equals Equivaleney

restricted from pesk hour); and

A
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CITY OF TAMPA

Pam Iorio, Mayor Growth Management & Development Services

Land Development Coordination

January 13, 2009

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

Re: Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal — 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 Tampa Cruise
Ship Terminal 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)(c),
Florida Statutes. :

This letter is to confirm that based upon the information submitted, the project was under active construction
on July 1, 2007. Therefore, the projects build out is extended by three (3) years to December 31, 2018 with the
expiration date also extended by a 3 year period to December 31, 2023,

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

Regards,

€
Susan Johnson,

DRI Coordinator
City of Tampa, Florida

Cc: John Meyer, TBRPC

306 E. Jackson St. 3E ¢ Tampa, Florida 33602 » (813) 274-8405 » FAX: (813) 274-7706
{Tampaﬁav

‘'www.tampagowv.net
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CITY OF TAMPA

Pam Jorio, Mayor Office of the City Clerk

Shirley Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

January 16, 2007

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Attention: John Meyer

4000 Gateway Centre, Suite 100
Pinellas Park, FL 33782

Re:  File No. DZ84-138
Tampa Cruiseship Terminal DRI No. 118
Dear Sir:

The City Council of the City of Tampa met in regular session on January 11, 2007 at 9:00 a.m. in
the City Council Chambers.

During this session, the enclosed ordinance was adopted regarding the above listed petition. This
ordinance is being transmitted for your information and record keeping process.

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

Sincerely,

Pl e Frsko /5,

Shirley Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

SFK/jc

Enclosure: Certified Copy of Ordinance 2007-2
CERTIFIED MAIL

315 E. Kennedy Blvd., Third Floor e Tampa, Florida 33602 ¢ (813) 274-8397 o FAX: (813) 274-8306
Tampalbov

www.tampagov.net
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ORDINANCE NO. 2007- 2.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 2006-233, PASSED
AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA
ON SEPTEMBER 28, 2006, WHICH APPROVED A FIFTH
AMENDMENT TO A DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE TAMPA
CRUISESHIP TERMINAL DRI NO. 118, BY SUBSTITUTING A
CORRECTED MAP H FOR AN INCORRECT MAP H THAT WAS
SUPPLIED IN ERROR; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend Ordinance No. 2006-233 to substitute a
corrected Map H for an incorrect Map H that was supplied in error.

NOW, THEREFORE,

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

Section 1. That Exhibit "C" to Ordinance No. 2006-233, which approved a fifth
amendment to a development order for the Tampa Cruiseship Terminal DRI No. 118, is
hereby amended by substituting a corrected Map H, attached as Exhibit “C”, for the
incorrect Map H that was attached as Exhibit “C” to Ordinance No. 2006-233 in error. The
corrected Map H, attached as Exhibit “C”, reflects the approved build out date of 2015.

Section 2. That all ordinances in conflict are repealed to the extent of any
conflict.

Section 3. That if any part of this ordinance is declared unconstitutional or
invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions shall remain in full
force and effect.

Section 4. That this ordinance shall take effect immediately upon becoming a
law.

| Camr e ]
¢ ertified as try,

’I '_(3}1?(:‘ ) I
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PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TAMPA, FLORIDA ON J!—\ﬂ 1 i 1007

ATTEST:
Gtmdie [Suerdilon N LA
EITY CH{RK PEPHFTC CHAIRMAN\CHgﬁRMAN\PRo-‘rEM
CITY COUNCIL
CTIANCE2 2007
APPROVED by me on
L Ao
PAM IORIO, MAYOR
PREPARED AND APPROVED AS TO
LEGAL SUFFICIENCY:
Staie of Floriga
B/S TC’::TQ; of Hilisborough
S 10 certify th R
REBECCA M. KERT U6 and crrog s the frsgoing i
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY on e on my s - No. 200
W nessmy hand and offic .
: e a g?)muc“'?, althis /6 Ty,




| LEGEND
DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY

Land e Bayaed Phaun |- 2218 Bomed Pnase f= 1997 Jatad
“_.. “““;.. —— ”.”.”“;.. &T=rD> CRUISE SHIP BERTHS AND TERMINALS
o 000 1.1 320,060 . 450,000 w1 LOCATED ALONG WATER FRONT

Loeelaly Balod 2.000 u.l. 12,600 a.l.

Qestouronl 21,000 u.f. 20000 ».l.
2

Crulsa SNp Terminal 2(103.,900 w.t1.) ufA

EXISTING AQUARIUM FACIUTY
EXISTING TERMINAL FACILITY

INTERIM TERMINAL FACILITY
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CITY OF TAMPA sl

Pam Iorio, Mayor Office of the City Clerk

Shirley Foxx-Knowles
City Clerk

Via Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested
October 2, 2006

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Attention: John Meyer

4000 Gateway Centre, Suite 100

Pinellas Park, Florida 33782

Re:  File No. DZ84-138
Tampa Cruiseship Terminal DRI No. 118

Dear Sir or Madam:

The City Council of the City of Tampa, Florida met in a regular session on September 28, 2006 at
9:00 a.m. in the City Council Chambers.

During this session, the enclosed ordinance was adopted regarding the above listed petition. This
ordinance is being transmitted for your information and record keeping process.

If you have any questions, please contact my office at (813) 274-8397 or Land Development
Coordination at (813) 274-8405.

Sincerely,

/%/ﬂ//f{/ %XX %Zﬁrgﬂk

(Mrs.) Shu‘ley F oxx—Knowles
City Clerk

SFK/ssm

Enclosure: Certified Copy of Ordinance No. 2006-233

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

www.tampagov.net



ORDINANCE NO. 2006~ :Z/ 63

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA,
APPROVING A FIFTH AMENDMENT TO A
DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO
CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA STATUTES, FOR THE TAMPA
CRUISESHIP TERMINAL DRI NO, 118; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9108-A, passed and ordained by the City Council of the City
of Tampa (“City Council”) on November 21, 1985, approved a development order for the Tampa
Cruise Ship Terminal (“Development”), a Development of Regional Impact (“DRI”),
(hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the “Original Development Order"); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9696-A, passed and ordained by the City Council on August

20, 1987, approved an amendment to the Original Development Order (hereinafter referred to as
the “First Amendment”); and

XL A

WHEREAS; Ordinance No—90-09; passed-and ordaimed-bythe-City Counciton January
25, 1990, approved an amendment to the Original Development Order (hereinafter referred to as
the “Second Amendment™); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 91-192, passed and ordained by the City Council on October
10, 1991, approved an amendment to the Original Development Order (hereinafter referred to as
the *“Third Amendment”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 96-178, passed and ordained by the City Council on August
28, 1996, approved an amendment to the Original Development Order (hereinafter referred to as
the “Fourth Amendment”); (the Original Development Order as amended by the First, Second,
Third and Fourth Amendments shall hereinafter be referred to as the “Development Order”); and

WHEREAS, on March 25, 2005, 2005, the Tampa Port Authority (the "Developer") filed
a Notification of Proposed Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact
pursuant to Subsection 380.06, Florida Statutes; and

WHEREAS, on May 27, 2005, September 14, 2005 and December 5, 2005, the
Developer filed sufficiency responses to agency comments (the Notification of Proposed Change
and sufficiency responses are hereinafter collectively referred to as the "Notice of Change” and
are attached hereto as Exhibit A); and

WHEREAS, the Notice of Change proposed to amend the Development Order to extend
the date of buildout of Revised Phase 1 of the Development by 10 years, to December 31, 2015;
to automatically extend the termination date of the Development Order by a like period of time,
to December 31, 2020; to incorporate a Revised Equivalency Matrix attached hereto as Exhibit
B; and to add residential as a permitted land use with a maximum of 250 residential units
permitted (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Proposed Changes™); and

Certified as true

and correct copy Dz g4-13%




WHEREAS, pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19)(c), Florida Statutes, an extension of the
date of buildout of a development, or any phase thereof, by seven (7) or more years shall be
presumed to create a substantial deviation; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19)(c), Florida Statutes, applicant has
submitted clear and convincing evidence rebutting these presumption; and

WHEREAS, the City Council as the governing body of the local government having
jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, is authorized and empowered to consider
the Proposed Changes and to amend the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the public notice requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, and Section
27-418, City of Tampa Code of Ordinances (“City Code”), have been fulfilled; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has conducted a duly noticed public hearing on the
Proposed Changes and has reviewed and considered the Proposed Changes, as well as all
testimony and evidence submitted by certain parties and members of the general public; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has received and considered the report and
recommendations of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC”); and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members of the public have been afforded an

opportunity to be heard at the public hearing on the Proposed Changes before the City Council,
and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the Notice of Change and the
Proposed Changes, as well as all related testimony and evidence submitted by each party and
members of the general public; and

WHEREAS, Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, requires that a development order be
amended to reflect the City Council=s approval of changes to an adopted development order; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Changes to the Development Order shall constitute the Fifth
Amendment to the Develoﬁament Order.

NOW THEREFORE,

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

Section 1. Findings of Fact. The 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, clear and
convincing evidence to support the following Findings of Fact:

) Certified as trye
and correct copy




A. That the Applicant submitted to the City the Notice of Change attached hereto as
Exhibit A.

B. That the Notice of Change proposes to amend the Development Order to extend
the buildout date of the Development by 10 years, to December 31, 2015; to automatically
extend the termination date of the Development Order by a like period of time, to December 31,
2020, to incorporate a Revised Equivalency Matrix attached hereto as Exhibit B; and to add

residential as a permitted land use (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Proposed
Changes”).

C. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with all local land use development
regulations and the local comprehensive plan.

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

E. That the Development is not located in an area of critical state concern as
desigmated-by to Section380-05; Florida Statutes; as-amended:
F. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with the report and recommendations of

the TBRPC and satisfy the provisions of Subsection 380.06(14), Florida Statutes, as amended.

G. That the Proposed Changes are presumed to create a substantial deviation under
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes.

H. That based upon the analyses which are part of Exhibit A and the record of the
proceedings, and the conditions contained herein, the Applicant has submitted clear and

convincing evidence to rebut the presumption created under Subsection 380.06(19), Florida
Statutes.

1, The Proposed Changes do not create additional regional impacts to the previously
approved Development, nor do they create any type of regional impact not previously reviewed;

J. That all statutory procedures have been adhered to;

K. That the findings of fact and conclusions of law made in the Development Order
are hereby reaffirmed and are incorporated herein by reference, provided, however, that to the
extent that a finding of fact or conclusion of law in the Original Development Order, or any
amendments thereto, conflicts with another finding or conclusion in a different amendment, the
more recent in time shall control.

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

; Certified as true
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A. That these proceedings have been duly conducted pursuant to applicable law and
regulations, and based upon the record of these proceedings, the Development as described

herein, is authorized subject only to the amendments, conditions, restrictions and limitations sat
forth herein.

B. That the Proposed Changes are presumed to create a substantial deviation under
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes;

C. That the review by the City, TBRPC and other participating agencies and
interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Changes are adequately addressed
pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, within the terms and conditions of
this Ordinance.

D. That the Proposed Changes do not create additional regional impacts to the
previously approved Development, nor do they create any type of regional impact not previously
reviewed, and therefore do not constitute a substantial deviation pursuant to Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes;

———F——That-based-orrthe-foregoing-and-pwsuant-to-Section 380°06(19), Florida-Statutes— -
the Proposed Changes are found not to be substantial deviations to the previously approved
Development Order.

Section 3. Order. That having made the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law, it is ordered as follows:

A. The Proposed Changes are hereby approved and the Development Order is hereby
amended to incorporate the Notice of Change.

B. The Development Order is hereby amended to modify the approved Equivalency
Matrix, by incorporating the Revised Equivalency Matrix, attached hereto as Exhibit B, in lieu of
the previously approved Equivalency Matrix. At the time of selection of a land use exchange
under the Revised Equivalency Matrix, the Developer shall notify the Department of Community
Affairs (‘DCA”) and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (“TBRPC”) of said selection
and shall also provide DCA, the TBRPC and the City with cumulative land use totals and
remaining allowable quantities. The Developer shall also provide notice of the selection of a
lands use exchange in the Annual Report for the year the selection was made. Prior to approval
of a conversion to residential use, the City of Tampa shall verify the adequacy of water,
wastewater and solid waste utility capacities. This condition shall not be construed as a
requirement for an approval of a particular land use exchange so long as the desired exchange is
consistent with the formula set forth in the Revised Equivalency Matrix.

G The Development Order hereby incorporates a Revised Map H, attached to the
December 5, 2005 Supplemental Response to agency comments.

D. The date of buildout of Revised Phase I is hereby extended by 10 years to
December 31, 2015.

Certified ag frue
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E. The termination date of the Development Order is hereby extended by 10 years to

December 31, 2020. Accordingly, Section 7 of the Development Order is hereby amended and
restated to provide:

The order shall remain in effect until December 31, 2020. Any development
activity for which plans have been submitted to the City for its review and
approval prior to the expiration date of this Order, may be completed, if approved.

This order may be extended by City Council on the finding of excusable delay in
any proposed development activity.

F. The Development Order is hereby limited to a maximum of 250 residential units.

G. To offset the potential demand for park areas generated by the residential uses, the
Developer will pay an assessment of $273.47 per multi-family dwelling unit which shall be
assessed at the permit stage but payable upon the issuance of the certificate of occupancy for

each residential unit. 1f 250 multi-family units are built, a total of $68,367.50 will be the total
fee in lieu payment for park land.

~——==——H:——To offset the potential demand for schools generated by the residential uses, the

Developer will pay the prevailing Hillsborough County school impact fee upon issuance of the
certificate of occupancy for each residential unit.

L. The approved access driveway on Beneficial Drive shall be designed as a right
in/right out movement only. The developer of Parcel B shall complete design, permitting and
construction of this access driveway, at its sole cost and expense, prior to issuance of the first
certificate of occupancy for Parcel B. Parcel B is the portion of the Development bounded by
Garrison St., Channelside Dr., Beneficial Dr. and Garrison Channel, as depicted on the Revised
Map H.

J. The Developer will allow Parcel B, as depicted herein, to have an entrance only
driveway for all traffic and an access driveway for ingress and egress of service vehicles, on
Garrison Street (a private street located between Parcel A and B). The Developer will allow
Parcel B ingress and egress between Channelside Drive and Garrison Street, as stated above,
subject to local, State and Federal security requirements.

K. The Developer shall mitigate increased impact to shelter space through application of
the following formula, imposed by the Emergency Management Office of Hillsborough County:

a. Number of dwelling units (x) 2.5 (occupancy factor) = the number of potential
evacuees

b. Number of potential evacuees (x) .25 (historical public shelter demand) =
shelter space demand

¢, Number of shelter space demand (x) $129.00 = offset cost/mitigation for

shelter impact.

3 Certified as ris
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This fee shall be payable to Hillsborough County prior the issuance of a
certificate of occupancy, at which time the Developer shall provide the City with a receipt
evidencing payment of the mitigation assessment. In the event that Hillsborough County
establishes a County-wide shelter space fee in excess of the fee set forth above, such increased
fee shall be payable by the Developer for any residential units for which building permits are
obtained after two years from the effective date of this Amended Development Order.

L. Prior to obtaining construction permits for residential units, the Developer shall
obtain water and wastewater commitment letters from the appropriate City departments.

Section 4. Development Order, As Amended This Ordinance shall constitute the
Fifth Amendment to Ordinance No. 9108-A and shall constitute, collectively, the Development
Order for the DRI as passed and ordained by the City Council. All provisions of the
Development Order except those specifically modified herein, shall remain in full force and
effect and shall be considered conditions of the Development Order unless inconsistent with the
terms and conditions of this Ordinance in which case the terms and conditions of this ordinance
shall govern.

=Section s, Definitions. The Definitions contained in Chapter 380, Florida_Stafufes,
shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this Ordinance,

Section 6. Binding Effect. This ordinance shall be binding upon the Applicant, its
assigns, and its successors in interest.

Section 7. Governmental Agencies. 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. 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. The City Clerk is hereby directed to send copies of this
Ordinance, within five (5) days of its becoming a law, to the Applicant (c/o Mechanik, Nuccio,
Williams Hearne and Wester, 101 E. Kennedy Blvd, Suite 3140, Tampa, Florida 33602, Attn:
David M. Mechanik), the Florida Department of Community Affairs, and the Tampa Bay
Regional Planning Council.

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

Certified as true
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Section 11.  Recordation. The Applicant shall record a notice of adoption of this
Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12,  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become a law as provided in the City

of Tampa Home Rule Charter and shall take effect immediately upon being rendered in
accordance with law.

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAMPA,
FLORIDA, ON _ SEP 2 8 2006

ATTEST:

- Aouclea)

CITY %’ERK\BEPH‘F‘:‘-@:}WGEEH&

CHAIRMAN\CHAIRMANPRO-TEM
CITY COUNCIL

APPROVED BY ME ON @-29- 200{

o Ao

PAM IORIO, MAYOR

APPROVED as to form by: Siata of Flosida

County of Hilishorough

This s to cerify that the foregoing /
= tr ulg ;idoc%?;gc)t lcoapy ()E; : ﬁls/j 4’0?/’ iy o
REBECCA M. FERT on file on my office /)1/"7 [/C:)Z )7\9\5

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY Wltness hand and oﬁlmal seal 1h|s&)’ day
54"/%7,44 )/,7/ Doindatl

GIY-GLERY / DEPUTY CITY CLERK

FACLIENTS\T\Tampa Port Auth\Development Orders\DO Tpa Pt Auth 022206 (clean).doc



Notice of Proposed Change Application
submitted as part of
Ordinance No. 2006-233
a Development Order Amendment for
DRI #118, Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal

is located in the DRI Project File



EXHIBIT B

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX'

Garrison Seaport Center
(Revised 8/8/05)

Change to:

Change From

Office Hotel
Aquarium 2.324 sflksf 574 sflroom
Cruiseship Terminal in Peak Hour 1 terminal/338,400 sf N/A
Cruiseship Terminal in Non-Peak Hour 1 terminal/34,134 sf N/A

Retail

- SPECIALTY

3,084 sf/ksf?

762 sflroom

- Destination

366 sf/ksf

90, sf/room

Entertainment Center

- High Tech Amusement

1,493 sflksf

369 sf/room

- Bar/Music Complex 242 sflksf 60 sf/froom
Restaurants

- _Supportive 1,111 sflksf 274 sflroom
- Destination 1,082 sf/ksf 267 sflroom
Theaters

- Movie 44 seats/ksf 11 seats/room
- Serial-Motion 330 seats/ksf 82 seats/room
- Special Event 132 seats/ksf 33 seats/room
Museum 3,330 sf/ksf 822 sflroom

Theme Anchor

2,324 sflksf

574 sflroom

Residential (High Rise Condominium)

3.471 dus/ksf

1.418 dus/room

1. Land use exchanges are based on net external p.m. peak hour peak direction project traffic. Matrix
equivalents will change if peak hour operational restrictions are imposed. Use of this matrix shall be
limited to the minimums and maximums below to ensure that project impacts for transportation, water,
wastewater, solid waste, and affordable housing are not exceeded. Equivalency matrix does not

apply to Revised Phase |I.

Land Use

Minimum/Maximum”®

Land Use

Office

Hotel

Aquarium
Cruiseship Terminal
Specialty Retail

2/4

20,000 sf/1,000,000 sf
300 rooms/600 rooms
160,00 sf/200,000 sf

30,000 sf/159,000 sf

Supportive Restaurant
Destination Restaurant
Movie Theater
Serial-Motion Theater
Special Event Theater

Destination Retalil 30,000 sf/150,000 sf Museum
High Tech Amusement  0/40,000 sf Theme Anchor
Bar/Music Complex 0/60,000 sf Residential

A.

(High Rise Condominium)

Minimum/Maximum®™®

0/71,000 sf
0/75,000 sf
0/4,000 seats
0/300 seats
0/6,000 seats
0/100,000 sf
0/80,000 sf
0/250 dus

Equivalency Matrix maximums referenced in Footnote #1 are less than the maximums actually

achievable utilizing this matrix. However exchanges using this matrix shall be limited to the
maximums identified in Footnote #1.

this matrix.

9.728; Reduce Office by 9,728 sf.

Example Exchange — Add 30,000 sf of Specialty Retail by reducing office. 30,000 sf + 3,084 sf =

No additional office or hotel rooms beyond the amount originally approved are permitted under
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MECHANIK Nuccio WILLIAMS HEARNE & WESTER

A PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW
BANK OF AMERICA PLAZA, SUITE 3140
101 EAST KENNEDY BOULEVARD
TAMPA, FLORIDA 33602-5151
INTERNET ADDRESS: htto://www floridalandlaw.com

M. SCOTT ALLISON"

WENDOLYN S. BUSCH* TEL: 813/ 276-1820
ANGELA CARTER CABASSA EAX: 813/ 276-1560
ALFRED A. COLBY E-MAIL ADDRESS: dmm@floridalandiaw.com
FRANK L. HEARNE

CAROLE T. KIRKWOOD *NORTH TAMPA OFFICE: 18560 N. DALE MABRY HWY.
DAVID M, MECHANIK LUTZ, FLORIDA 33548
JOHN B. NEUKAMM TEL; 813 / 668-1002
VINCENT L. NUCCIO, JR. FAX: 813 / 968-1502
ANNE Q. POLLACK

J. MEREDITH WESTER* REPLY TO: ® TAMPA
GREGORY L. WILLIAMS " NORTH TAMPA

November 3, 2003

VIA - FACSIMILE AND US MAIL

Mzr. John M. Meyer

DRI Coordinator

9455 Koger Boulevard, Suite 219
St. Petersburg, FL 33702-2491

Re: DRI #118 — Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal 2001-2002 Annual Report
Dear John:

We hereby submit our responses to your letter dated June 3, 2003 regarding the above
referenced Development of Regional Impact (“DRI™) and provide our formal notice of selection

of a land use exchange under the approved Equivalency Matrix pursuant to Condition 3.B.
(Ordinance No. 96-178) of the Development Order.

Response to Comments 1.a. and 1.b.:

Attached hereto is our formal notice of selection of land use exchanges under the approved
Equivalency Matrix pursuant to Condition 3.B. (Ordinance No. 96-178) of the Development
Order. These exchanges are shown on the form approved by the Development Order.



Mr. John Meyer
November 3, 2003
Page 2 of 3

Response to Comment 2:

The Developer will be responsible for submitting a Notice of Proposed Change application to
formally request an extension for “Revised Phase II” prior to initiating any development
activities associated with revised Phase II. As you know, a traffic analysis is required as a
precondition to development of Revised Phase II and accordingly, the request for an extension
would be filed simultaneously with such traffic analysis.

Response te Comment 3:

A small boat dock was constructed along the existing warf which houses a dinner cruise ship.
The construction of this boat dock did not add any landside terminal square footage. It should be
noted that such docking facilities are now exempt from the provisions of Section 380.06, Florida
Statutes.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or comments regarding this
information. Thank you.
Sincerely yours,
o L
Ry AV N
"David M. Mechanik

DMM/aaz



Mr. John Meyer
November 3, 2003
Page 3 of 3

TRANSMIITAL LIST

Mr. Charles Gauthier

Division of Resource Planning & Management
Bureau of State Planning

2555 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Ms. Susan Johnson

City of Tampa

Land Development Coordination
306 E. Jackson Street, 3 Floor East
Tampa, Florida 33602

Mr. Ram Kancharla

Director, Planning & Development
Tampa Port Authority

1101 Channelside Drive

Tarmnpa, Florida 33602

Mr. Randy Coen, AICP

Senior Project Manager
WilsonMiller, Inc.

1101 Channelside Drive, Suite 400 N
Tampa, Florida 33602



Mot + 300 rooms

I  Approved 21,000 sf + 12,600 s£ = 33,600 st

SA%

Hma. CACFRICE\WPW MW PDOCSWGARRISONIRCRCO606.WPD

11/83/2883 14:12 §13-223-8889 WILSONMILLER INC PAGE
EQUIVALENCY MATRIX
UTILIZATION SUMMARY
AFPRROVED BASIC LAND-USES
REVISED:PRASEL | REVISENEHASE T TOTAL
LAND.USE o
Hoted  (rooms) 600 £00 R 1,200
Office (es) 350,000 £00,000 1,450,000°<
Cruiseship Terminat 2.(105.900) w/a ' 105,900
2 Terminals {gs0) :
Restaurant (Supportative) 2L000 20,000 41,000
{gst}
Retail (Specialty)  {gs6)
— - é@y@'r“ -
LAND USE - UREQUESTED,
UE‘VELOEQI_ENT
Cruiseship Terminal 2
{52,950 g=f sach)
Retail - Speciaity  (glg) 91,000
Retail - Destination  (gla) 100,000 67,400 184,153
Restaurant - Supponative  (gsf) 19,000 1z, 6001 11,341
Restatirant - Destination  (gsf) 30,000 ’ '3“(}'., 000 27!-, 726 ..
Aquarium - (gsf) 200,000 160,000 68,847
Muscum (g5} 160,000
Mavie Theatsr  (seats) 4,000 2,464 56,000
Serial-Motion Theater 300
(seats)
Special Event Theater 6,000
{seats)
BarMusic Complex 60,000
{gsh) '
High Tech Amusument 40,000
{e=)
Theme Anchor  (gs0) 80,000
REMAINING EXCHANGE ENTITLEMENTS™ 481,933/304
! Equivalency Matix does not apply 10 Revised Phase IL
bhd Office squarz footage may be increased by 150,000 sf if Cruiseship Terminal operition is cestricted from pesk hour as per DO, condition,
AL Alternative land wes require use of Equivalency Matrix. Maximum Development plus Approved Basic Development equals Equivalency
Matrix maximum sotafs. '
aean Maximum exchange amousnts: Office - 830,600 s (plus 150,000 s7if Cruiseship Terminal operation i restricted from peak hour), and

B2/92
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CITY OF TAMPA

Janert S. Martin, City Clerk Office of City Clerk

September 3, 1996

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg FL 33702

RE: Petition No. DZ84-138
Ordinance No. 96-178

Dear Sir:

The enclosed document is being transmitted for your information and record keeping process.
If further information is needed, please contact the office of Land Development Coordination,

at (813) 274-8405.

Sincerely,
).
# :‘/’,.
anett S. Martin
City Clerk
IM/gg

Enclosure: Certified copy of Ordinance 96-178

cc: Land Development Coordination

Certified Mail

315 E. Kennedy Blvd,, City Hall « Tampa, Florida 33602 * 813/274-8306 * FAX: 813/274-8306

/
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ORDINANCE NO. %4~/ 7F

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO
A DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA
STATUTES, FILED BY THE TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY FOR THE DOWNTOWN CRUISE
SHIP TERMINAL, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT,
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9108-A, passed and ordained by the City Council of the City of
Tampa, Florida (the "City Council"), on November 21, 1985, approved a development order for the
Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal (the "Development”) , a Development of Regional Impact ("DRI”)
(hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as the "Development Order”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9696-A, passed and ordained by the City Council on August 20,
1987, approved a first amendment to the Development Order (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be
referred to as the "First Amendment”); and

WHERFEAS, Ordinance No. 90-09, passed and ordained by the City Council on January 25,
1990, approved a second amendment to the Development Order (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be
referred to as the "Second Amendment"); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 91-192, passed and ordained by the City Council on October 10,
1991, approved a third amendment to the Development Order (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be
referred to as the "Third Amendment"); (hereinafier, the Development Order, as amended by the
First, Second, and Third Amendments, shall collectively be referred to as the "Development Order”
unless the context expressly provides otherwise); and

WHEREAS, on March 20, 1996, the Tampa Port Authority (the"Developer") filed a
Notification of Proposed Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact (DRI)
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal DRI (the "Notice
of Change"); and

WHEREAS, the Notice of Change proposed to amend the Development Order to modify the
approved Equivalency Matrix, which allows for the simultaneous exchange of approved land uses,
to incorporate additional uses; to incorporate additional property located adjacent to the original DRI
site; to revise the approved Master Plan (Map H) by including a Revised Map H-Master Plan; to
modify the condition restricting the loading and off-loading of passengers in the peak hour; to extend
the buildout date of Revised Phase I to December 31, 2005, and to extend the termination date of the
Development Order to December 31, 2010, all as more particularly set forth in the Notice of Change
{hereinafter said changes shall collectively be referred to as the "Proposed Changes"); and

—
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WHEREAS, on August 2, 1996, the Developer filed a Response to Comments which shall,
together with the Notice of Change filed on March 20, 1996, be hereinafter referred to as the “Notice
of Change”; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Changes to the Development Order shall constitute the Fourth
Amendment to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the Notice of Change 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, is authorized and empowered to consider the
Proposed Changes and to amend the Development order; and

WHEREAS, the public notice requirements have been fulfilled; and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members of the public have been afforded an
opportunity to be heard at the public hearing on the Proposed Changes before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the above-referenced documents
as well as all testimony and evidence submitted by certain parties and members of the general public;
and

WHEREAS, Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, requires that a development order be amended
to reflect the City Councils 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 Notice of Change, attached hereto as
Composite Exhibit "A”, and incorporated herein by reference, which proposed to amend the
Development Order to modify the approved Equivalency Matrix, which allows for the simultaneous
exchange of approved land uses, to incorporate additional uses; to incorporate property to the DRI
site, which is located adjacent to the original DRI site, and which has been previously developed; to
revise the approved Master Plan (Map H) by including a Revised Map H-Master Plan; to modify the
condition restricting the loading and off-loading of passengers in the peak hour; to extend the
buildout date of Revised Phase I to December 31, 2005; and to extend the termination date of the
Development Order to December 31, 2010, all as more particularly set forth in the Notice of Change

1
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(hereinafier, the proposed changes shall collectively be referred to as the "Proposed Changes”).
B. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with the State Comprehensive Plan.

C. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with all local land development regulations
and the local comprehensive plan.

D. That the Proposed Changes do not unreasonably interfere with the achievement of the
objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable to the area.

E. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with the Report and Recommendations of
the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

F. That the Proposed Changes are presumed to create a substantial deviation under

. Subsection 380.06, Florida Statutes.

G. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed Changes has
been conducted by the City and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

H. That the Proposed Changes do not create additional regional impacts or impacts that
were not previously reviewed nor do they 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, the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council and other
participating agencies and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the Proposed Changes are
adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, within the terms
and conditions of this ordinance.

C. That based upon the analyses which are part of Composite Exhibit "A” and the record
of the proceedings, and the conditions contained herein, the Developer has submitted clear and
convincing evidence to rebut the presumption created under Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes.

D. That based on the foregoing and pursuant to Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes,
the Proposed Changes are found not to be a substantial deviation to the previously approved
Development Order.

Section 3. Order. That having made the above findings of fact, and conclusions of law, it is

3
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ordered:

A. That the Proposed Changes are hereby approved and the Development Order is hereby
amended to incorporate the Notice of Change;

B. The Development Order is hereby amended to modify the approved Equivalency
Matrix, by incorporating the Revised Equivalency Matrix and Equivalency Matrix Utilization
Summary, attached hereto as Composite Exhibit "B" and incorporated herein, in lieu of the previously
approved Equivalency Matrix, which allows for the simultaneous exchange of previously approved
land uses under the Development Order. At the time of selection of a land use exchange under the
Equivalency Matrix, the Developer shall notify the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) and the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC) of said selection and shall also provide DCA,
TBRPC and the City with cumulative land use totals and remaining allowable quantities. This
condition shall not be construed as a requirement for an approval of a particular land use exchange
so long as the desired exchange is consistent with the formula set forth in the Revised Equivalency
Matrix;

C. The legal description of the property subject to the Development Order is hereby
amended to add property consisting of 8.56 acres (m.0.1.) to the DRI site which is located adjacent
to the original DRI site and which has been previously developed (the "Additional Property") in lieu
of the previously approved legal description. Accordingly the legal description of the property
subject to the Development order is hereby amended as reflected in the legal description attached
hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated herein.

D. The approved Master Plan (Map H) is hereby amended by including Revised Map H-
Master Plan, attached hereto as Exhibit "C" and incorporated herein, in lieu of the previously
approved Master Plan (Map H) , in order to effectuate the changes to the Equivalency Matrix and
the inclusion of the Additional Property;

!

E. Section 4. H.H. is hereby restated in its entirety as follows:

Operation of the cruise ship terminals shall be permitted on weekends and weekdays
during peak hours and off-peak hours provided that upon the completion of two (2) cruise
ship terminals, 850,000 square feet of office space, 600 hotel rooms, 21,000 square feet of
restaurant space and 9,000 square feet of retail space, the developer shall elect one of the
following options:

1. The times for operation of Cruise Ship Terminal shall be changed as follows:
cruise ship operations shall be permitted on weekends and weekdays provided that passengers
shall not be accepted for processing during the peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00
p.m. to 6:00 p.m.). In the event the Developer selects this Option 1, the Developer may
construct the Development totals provided in Section 1. of the Development Order (Section
3.H. of this Order), in accordance with the requirements of Section 4.E.4. of the Development
Order; or

[



2. The Developer shall submit a revised and updated traffic analysis pursuant
to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, in accordance with provisions in Section 4.E.4. of the
Development Order. In the event the Developer elects this Option 2, the Developer shall not
be required to submit another traffic analysis under the provisions of Section 4.E.4., until it
proposes to commence Revised Phase {I development.

F. The date of buildout of Revised Phase I is hereby extended to December 31, 2005;

G. The termination date of the Development order is hereby extended to December 31,

2010. Accordingly, Section 7 of the Development Order is hereby amended and restated to provide:

restated in its entirety as follows:

This Order shall remain in effect until December 31, 2010. Any development activity
for which plans have been submitted to the City for its review and approval prior to
the expiration date of this Order, may be completed, if approved. This Order may be
extended by City Council on the finding of excusable delay in any proposed
development activity.

H. The land use schedule, as set forth in Section 3.B.1. of the Third Amendment is hereby

APPROVED DEVELOPMENT!
Land Use Revised Phase 120035 Revised Phase I-1997 Total
Hotel 600 rooms 600 rooms 1,200 rooms
Office 850,000 s.P 600,000 1,450,000
Specialty Retail* 9,000 s.f. 15,000 24,000
Restaurant 21,000 s 20,000 41,000
Cruise Ship Terminal® " 2(105,900s.) 2
1 Revised Phase I is specifically approved. Revised Phase II is also specifically approved except with respect to traffic issues,

which issues are governed by Subsection 4.E
be modified pursuant to the Land Use Equiva
part of this Order. The Land Use Equivaleacy
uses, with & concomitant reduction in the approved office and/or

4. of the Development Order, The above land use types ond land use totals may
lency Matrix attached herelo os part of Composite Exhibit “A”, and approved as
Matrix provides for the simultancous increase and decrease of approved land
hotel uses exhibited in the land usc table, sbove.

2 The two terminals provide for the aperation of a 700 passenger ship and & 1,000 passenger ship.

W

The First Amendment to the Development Order suthorized the peak hour operation of both cruise ship terminals. Upon
completion of the specifically approved cumulative Revised Phase 1 development total shown nbove, the Developer may
construct an additional 150,000 square feet of office with specific approval if the cruise ship lerminals are restricied from peak
hour operations.

Specialty Retail shall be defined as a commercial establishment that caters to the particularized markels necessary for the support
of tenaunts and patrons of the Development. An initial 9,000 gross square fect increment of retail development will be permitted
prior to the construction of the Aquarium snd related facilitics, The remuining retail squarc footages will be phascd such that
100,000 gross square fect of additional retail development may be constructed after the first building permit for the Aquarium
is issued and 41,000 gross square feet of additional retail development may be constructed afier the first building permits for
the Amphitheater is issued.



I The findings of fact and conclusions of law made in the Development Order are hereby
reaffirmed and are incorporated herein by reference, provided, however, that to the extent that a
finding of fact or conclusion of law in the original Development Order, or any amendment thereto,
conflicts with another finding or conclusion in a different amendment, the more recent in time shall
control.

Section 4. Development Order, as Amended. This Ordinance shall constitute the Fourth
Amendment to Ordinance No. 9108-A, as previously amended by Ordinance No. 9696-A, Ordinance

No. 90-09, and Ordinance No. 91-192, which shall 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 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 Apencies. 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 being passed and ordained by the City Council, to the Developer, 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.

i__...w. - . -
|

=
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT A



COMPOSITE EXHIBIT B

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX'
Garrison Seaport Center

Change {rom:

Change to: Office I Hotel
Aguarium 2,324 sfksf 574 st/room
Cruiseship Terminal in Peak Hour 1 terminal/338,400 sf N/A
Cruiseship Terminal Non-peak Hour 1 terminal/34,134 sf N/A
Retail
- Specialty 3,084 st/ksf? 762 sf/room
- Destination 366 sfksf 90 sf/room
Entertainment Center
- High Tech Amusement 1,493 st/ksf 369 sf/room
- Bar/Mausic Complex 242 sfiksf 60 sffroom
Restaurants .
- Supportative L1tk sf/ks 274 sffroom
- Destination 1,082 sffksf 267 sffroom
Theaters
- Movie 44 seaws/ksf 11 seats/room
- Serial-Motion 330 seats/ks{ 82 seats/room
- Special Event 132 seats/ksf 33 seats/room
Museum 3,330 st/ksf 822 sffroom
Theme Anchor 2,124 sfiksf 574 sf/froom

{ Land use exchanges are based on net external p.m. peak hour peak direction project traffic. Matrix equivalents will
change if peak hour operational restrictions are imposed. Use of this matrix shall be limited to the minimums and
maximums below to ensure that project impacts for transportation, water, wastewater, solid waste, and affordable
housing are not exceeded. Equivalency matrix does not apply to Revised Phase Il

Equivalency Factor Formula =Approved yet unbuilt Office or Hotel Externa} Peak Direction Trip Rate ( Table 2)

Proposed Land Use External Peak Direction Trip Rate (Table 2)

Office to Specialty Retail = 0.660/ksf{ = 3,084 stksf
Equivalency Factor 0.214/ksf

and Minimum/Maximum**® Land Use Minimum/Maximum*™®
Office 20,000 sf/1,000,000 sf Supportative Restaurant  0/40,000 sf
Hotel 300 rooms/600 rooms Destination Restaurant  0/30,000 sf
Aguarium 160,00 s£/200,000 sf Movie Theater (/4,000 seats
Cruiseship Terminal 24 Serial-Motion Theater  0/200 seats
Specialty Retail 30,000 s/100,000 sf Special Event Theater  0/6,000 seats
Destination Retail 30,000 s&/100,000 sf Museum 0/100,000 sf
High Tech Amuscment  0/40,000 sf Theme Anchor 0/80,000 sf
Bar/Music Complex 0/60,000 sf
A Equivalency Matrix maximums referenced in Footnote #1 are less than the maximums actually

achievable utilizing this matrix. However exchanges using this matrix shall be limited to the
maximums ideatified in Footnote #1.

B No additional office or hotel rooms beyond the amount originally approved are permitted under this
matrix.

- 2 Example Exchange - Add 30,000 sf of Speciality Retail by reducing office. 30,000 sf + 3,084 sf = 9.728; Reduce
S22 Office by 9,728 sf.

SAY



COMPOSITE EXHIBIT B

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX
UTILIZATION SUMMARY
APPROVED BASIC LAND USES
REVISED PHASE | REVISED PHASE I TOTAL
LAND USE
Hotel {rooms} 600 600 1,200
Office {gsf) 850,000" 600,000 1.450,000°°
Cruiseship Terminal 2(105,900) nfa 105,900
2 Terminals (gsf)
Restaurant (Supportative) 21,000 26,000 41,000
{es0)
Retail (Specialty)  (gsf) 9.006 15,000 24,000
ALTERNATIVE LAND USES UTILIZING TRADE-OFF MECHANISM™
EQUIVALENT AMOUNT
LAND USE MAXIMUM REQUESTED QFFICE / HOTEL
DEVELOPMENT DEVELOPMENT
QFFICE HOTEL
Cruiseship Terminal 2
(52,950 gsfeach)
Retail - Specially {glta) 91,000
Retail - Destination  {gha} 100,000
Restauran! - Supportative  {gsf} 19,600
Restayrant - Destination  {gs) 36,000
Aquarium  (gsf) 200,000 160,000 68,847
Muscum  (gsf) 100,080
Movie Theater  {seats) 4,000
Seriat-Motion Theater 360
(seats)
Special Event Theater ‘ 6,000
{scats)
BarMusic Complex 60,000
{gsf)
High Tech Amuscment 40,006
(gsh)
‘Theme Anchor  (gsB £0,000
REMAINING EXCHANGE ENTITLEMENTS™ 761,133/ 300
. Lquivalency Matrix docs not apply 0 Revised Phase i
e Office square footage may be increased by 150,000 s{if Cruiscship Terminal operation is restricted from peak hour as per D.0. condition.
1ed Altermative Jand uses require use of Equivatency Matrix. Maximum Development plus Approved Basic Development equals Equivalency
Matrix maximum totals.
soee Maximum cxchange amounts: Office - 830,000 sf, {plus §50.000 sf if Cruiseship Terminal operation is restricted from peak hour); and

Hotet - 300 rooms

T CAOFFICEWIRWIN WEPDOCRGA BRRISOMNRCRCO606. WD



CITY OF TAMPA

_ j ol Frances Henriquez, City Cierk OFFICE OF CITY CLERK
Cctaber 11, 1991 E@@HWE
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council 087:171991 |
9455 Koger Boulevard
St. Petersburg FL 33702 Tampa Bay Regional

Planning Council
RE: Petition No. DZ84-138.
Ordinance No. 91-192
Dear Sir:

The enclosed document is being transmitted for your information
and record keeping process.

If further information is needed, please contact Susan Swift,
Manager, Land Development Coordination, 223-840S5.

Sincerely,

jﬁ maded \o‘ﬁ,‘l\

(Mrs{; Frances Henriquez
City Clerk
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Enclosure: OQOrdinance
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cc: Susan Swift, Land Development Coordination

315 E. Kennedy Bivd. City Hall 8 Tampa, Florida 33602 @ 813/223-8396



ORDINANCE NO. 4/~ /fﬁ’

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING A THIRD
AMENDMENT TO A DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER
380, FLORIDA STATUTES, FILED BY THE TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY FOR THE
DOWNTOWN CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED DEVELOPMENT
OF REGIONAL IMPACT, AND SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENT THERETO; PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9108-A passed and ordained by the City Council of
the City of Tampa, Florida, on November 21, 1985, approved a Development Order
for the Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal (the "Development"), a Development of
Regional Impact (the "Development Order"); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9696-A passed and ordained by the City Council of
the City of Tampa, Florida, on August 20, 1987, approved an Amendment to the
Development Order ("First Amendment"}, which was not a substantial deviation to
the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 90-09 passed and ordained by the City Council of
the City of Tampa, Florida, on January 25, 1990, approved an Amendment to the
Development Order ("Second Amendment"), which was not a substantial deviation
to the Development Order; and

WHEREAS, the Tampa Port Authority (the "Developer") has filed a Notification
of Proposed Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact along
with Response to Agency Comments, a letter dated September 16, 1991 to the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council, a letter dated September 23, 1991 to the State of
Florida Department of Community Affairs, a letter dated September 25, 1991 to the
State of Florida Department of Community Affairs, and Revised Map H {collectively
referred to as the "Notification"), attached hereto as Composite Exhibit "A"; and

WHEREAS, the Notification proposes to amend the Application for Development
Approval (the "ADA") as approved in the Development Order to add an aquarium,
related facilities and accompanying land uses, as approved land uses, to incorporate
a land use equivalency matrix in order to maintain a net zero increase in approved
DRI traffic impacts and other modifications, all as more specifically deseribed below
(hereinafter all proposed modifications as set forth in the Notification shall be
referred to as the "Proposed Changes"); and

WHEREAS, the addition of an aquarium, related facilities and accompanying
land uses, as approved land uses and the other proposed modifications deseribed
herein shall constitute the Third Amendment to the Development Order ; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the Notification, 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, is authorized and

empowered to consider the Proposed Changes and to amend the Development Order;
and

WHEREAS, the public notice requirements of Chapter 380, Florida Statutes,
and Section 27-418, City of Tampa Code, have been fulfilled; and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members of the public have been afforded
an opporiunity to be heard at the public hearing on the proposed Third Amendment
before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a duly noticed public hearing on the
proposed Third Amendment to the Development Order and has reviewed and
considered the Notification, as well as all testimony and evidence submitted by
certain parties and members of the general public; and

WHEREAS, Scetion 380.06, Floride Statutes, requires thata development order
Le amended to reflect the City Council's approval of changes to the approved
development erder;



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
Notification, 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 Notification attached
hereto as Composite Exhibit "A".

B. That the Developer proposes to amend the ADA approved in the
Development Order to add an aquarium, related facilities and accompanying land
uses, as approved land uses, to add a land use equivalency matrix in order to
maintain a net zero increase in approved DRI traffic impacts, to extend Phases I, 11
and III of the Development to December 31, 1997; to modify the phase designations
so that Phase I and that specifically approved portion of Phase II (as defined in the
Development Order) be treated as a single phase and referred to as "Revised Phase
I" with the remainder of the Development being treated as a single phase and
referred to as "Revised Phase II"; to increase the size of the cruise ship terminal
structure; to modify the general development plan to depict the Proposed Changes;
to extend the period of effectiveness of the Development Order to December 31,
2002; and to delete the requirement for an area-wide transportation study, since
such condition has been satisfied.

C. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with all local land use
development regulations and the local comprehensive plan.

D. That the Proposed Changes do not unreasonably interfere with the
achievement of the objectives of the adopted State Land Development Plan applicable
to the area.

E. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with the report and
recommendations of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

F. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by the Proposed
Changes has been conducted by the City and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning
Council.

G. 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 (1989).

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
to the terms and conditions of the Development Order, First Amendment, Second
Amendment and the amendments, conditions, restrictions and Lmitations set forth
herein.

B. The review by the City, the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council and
other participating agencies and interested citizens concludes that the impacts of the
Proposed Changes are adequately addressed pursuant to the requirements of
Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, within the terms and conditions of this Ordinance.

C. That the Proposed Changes are presumed to create a substantial
deviation under Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes. -

D. That based upon analyses which are part of Composite Exhibit "A" , the
record of the proceeding and the aforementioned reviews, and the conditions
contained herein, the Developer has submitted clear and convincing evidence to
rebut the presumption created under Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes.




E. That based on the foregoing and pursuant to Section 380. 06(19), Florida
Statutes (1989}, the Proposed Changes are found not to be substantial deviations to
the previously approved Development Order and the First and Second Amendments
thereto.

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 subject to the
following conditions, limitations and restrictions:

1. The Developer shall comply with the ('Zity of Tampa Code, as
amended, regulating storm water management in effect at the time
of permitting.

2. At the time the application for commercial site plan approval for
the aquarium, related facilities and accompanying land uses is
submitted and during build-out of the Development, the
Developer shall submit information regarding potable water
demands to ensure such demands shall not exceed the total daily
water requirements of 449,900 gallons per day referenced in the
Development Order. Cumulative totals of potable water demands
shall be submitted with each Annual Report submitted under
Section 4.B. of the Development Order.

3. At the time the application for commercial site plan approval for
the aquarium, related facilities and accompanying land uses is
submitted and during build-out of the Development, the
Developer shall submit information regarding average daily flows
of waste water to ensure such flows shall not exceed the average
daily flows of 339,500 gallons per day referenced in the
Development Order. Cumulative totals of average daily flows of
waste water shall be submitted with each Annual Report
submitted under Section 4.B. of the Development Order.

4. Any hazardous waste and materials generated by the aquarium,
related facilities and accompanying land uses shall be stored or
disposed of in accordance with all applicsble statutes and
regulations regarding hazardous waste and materials.

5. Any solid waste generated by the aquarium, related facilities and
accompanying land uses shall be disposed of in accordance with
all applicable statutes and regulations regarding solid waste, As
part of commercial site plan review, the Developer shall submit
information regarding solid waste generation. Solid waste to be
generated by the Development shall not exceed the totals for
solid waste generation of 24,400 pounds per day referenced in
the Development Order. Cumulative totals of average daily solid
waste generation shall be submitted with each Annual Report
submitted under Section 4.B. of the Development Order.

6. At the time of selection of a land use trade-off under the
Equivalency Matrix approved under Subsection 3.B.1. » below,
the Developer shall notify the Department of Community Affairs
of said selection and shall also provide the Department of
Community Affairs, TBRPC and the City with cumulative land use
totals and remaining allowable quantities. This condition shall
not be construed as a requirement for an approval of a particular
land-use tradeoff so long as the desired tradeoff is consistent
with the conversions set forth in the Equivalency Matrix.

7. The Special Events Theatre performances shall not be scheduled
to commence or finish during the weekday hours of 7:00 a.m. to
10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

8. The Developer shall comply with applicable provisions of Chapter
1-10 (Noise) of the Rules of the Hillsborough County
Environmental Protection Commission.

~3-



B. That the Development Order, as amended by the First and Second
Amendments, is hereby amended as follows:

1. Section 1 of the Development Order, as amended by the First and
Second Amendments, is hereby amended to incorporate the Notification. The
following establishes the revised land use schedule for the Development.

APPROVED DEVELOPMENT?

Land Use Revised Phase I-1897 Revised Phase I1-1997 Total
Hotel 600 rooms 800 rooms 1,200 rooms
Office 850,000 s.f.° 600,000 1,450,000
Specialty Retail® 9,000 s.f. 15,000 24,000
Restaurant 21,000 s.f. 20,000 41,000
Cruise Ship Terminal®* 2 (105,900 s.f.) 2

1 Revised Phase I is specifically approved. Ravigsed Phase II is also specifically approved except with

respect to traffic issues, which issues ars governed by Subsection 4.E.4. of the Development Order
{Subsection 3.8.10. of this Order)., The above land use types and land use totals may be modified pursuant
to the Land Use Equivalency Matrix attached hereto as Exhibit “B", and approved as part of this Order.
The Land Use Equivalency Matrix prevides for the simultaneous inereass and decreass of &pproved land uses
as well as thae additlon of Attraction land uses which includs a 200,000 square foot Aquarium facility,
a 650,000 square foot museum, a 300 seat serial performance theater, and a 12,000 peat apecial events
theater with a concomitant reduction in the approved office and/or hotel uses exhibited in the land use
table, above.

2 The two terminals provide for the operation of a 700 passenger ship and a 1,000 passangar ship.

3 The First Amendment to the Development Order aunthorized the peak hour operation of both Cruise 3Jhip
terminals. Upon completion of the specifically approved cumulative Revised Phage T development total
shown above, the Developer may censtruct an additional 150,000 square foot of office with spocific
approval if the cruiss ship tarminals are restricted from peak hour operations.

4 Specialty Retail shall be defined as a commercial establishment that caters to the particularized markets .
necessary for the support of tenanta and patrons of the Development. An initial 9,000 gross square foot
increment of retail development will be permitted prior to the construction of the Aquarium and related
facilities. The remaining retail square footages will ba phased such that 100,000 gross squsre foot of
additional retail develeopment may be constructad aftar the first building permit for the Aguarium 1is
isnued and 41,000 gross square feot of additional retai] development may bo constructed after the first
building permits for the Amphitheatar is issued.

2. Section 2 of the Development Order, as amended by the First and
Second Amendments, is hereby amended to incorporate the Notification.

3. Section 4.B.6. is hereby restated in its entirety as follows:

A p.m. peak hour traffic count taken at all established access
points from public right-of-way to the development site;

4. Section 4.E.1. of the Development Order is hereby deleted due
to the satisfaction of all conditions contained therein.

5. Section 4.E.2. of the Development Order is hereby restated in its
entirety as follows:

Transit measures were assumed in the evaluation and assessment
of transportation impacts of the Development. The projections
for modal splits as a result of these measures are as follows:

Transit Modal Splits by Year

1997 (Revised Phase ) ~ Peak = 12%
1997 (Revised Phase 11} - Peak = 17%



Accordingly, the Revised Phase I p.m. peak hour ridership are
assumed to be 121 inbound person trips and 259 outbound person
trips. Ridership for Revised Phase II shall be estimated as part
of the transportation analysis required for Revised Phase II
under Subsection 4.E.4. of the Development Order (Subsection
3.B.10 of this Order). The Developer's annual report after
issuance of certificates of occupancy shall include a yearly
assessment of the actual achievement of vehicle trips diverted
from the peak hour as a result of the transit measures and other
circumstances., This assessment shall also include sufficient and
appropriate documentation for all diversions claimed as a result
of implementation of transit measures. If an annual report is not
submitted, or if the report indicates that the total trip diversions
are not being met, the Developer shall submit such event for a
substantial deviation determination pursuant to Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes (1989), to determine whether this
Development Order should be amended to change transit
objectives and/or require those roadway improvements that were
not included in this Development Order in contemplation of the
transit measures' being successful. The results of this
assessment may serve as a basis for the Developer or reviewing
agencies to request Development Order amendments.

The four stipulations indicated in the letter from the
Hillsborough Area Regional Transit (HART) officials to the
Developer (dated August 13, 1984 and included in the ADA)
concerning a proposed mode split shall be required and monitored
with each annual report pursuant to this Section 4.E.2. Until
such time as the "Bus Staging" area is constructed (as defined
in the August 3, 1984 HART letter), the Developer shall provide
for the Aquarium an interim public bus stop with accessibility for
the handicapped at a location mutually agreed upon among the
City, HART and the Developer. When the "Bus Staging" area is
constructed and operational, the Developer may discontinue use
of the interim public bus stop. This "Bus Staging" area shall be
in addition to the bus stage and loading/unloading areas
provided for non-HART buses at the Aquarium, described below.

A loading/unloading area and a staging area for non-HART buses
shall be provided for the Aquarium in accordance with HART and
City standards.

The design of the transit amenities, as described above, shall be
subject to review by the Hillsborough Area Regional Transit
Authority ("HART") and shall be mutually agreed upon among
the City, HART and the Developer.

(The above revisions are made to effectuate the redesignation of the phases and

6.

to reflect the change in phase dates.)

Section 4.E.3.(a) of the Development Order is hereby amended

to refer to "Revised Exhibit C" dated May 1, 1991, attached hereto and made a part
hereof, in lieu of original Exhibit "C" of the Development Order.

(The above revision is made to effectuate the redesignation of the phases and to

7.

reflect the change in phase dates.)

Sections 4.E.3.(b)}&(c}(1)&(2) of the Development Order are

modified to add the following notation:

8

(Except as provided in Section 4.E.3.(g) of the Development
Order, as amended by this Third Amendment, all at-grade
payments have been made by the Developer in accordance with
the above requirements. Accordingly, no revision to the phase
designations are shown in these subsections.)

Section 4.E.3.(d) of the Development Order is hereby amended

to refer to "Revised Exhibit C" dated May 1, 1891, in lieu of original Exhibit "C" of
the Developmont Ordor,



(The above revision is made to effectuate the redesignation of the phases and to
reflect the change in phase dates.)

Section 4.E.3.(g) is hereby restated in its entirety as follows:

(g) (1)

(2)

(3)

In the event that the City needs to acquire right-of-
way for the construction of the improvement listed
on "Revised Exhibit C" as "Revised Phase I, #7"
("Improvement #7"), the Developer shall pay to the
City the amount the City estimates to expend to
acquire such right-of-way up to a maximum amount
of Two Hundred Ninety-Nine Thousand Dollars
($299,000.00) (the "Maximum Right-of-~Way
Amount"). Within 30 days after the City notifies the
Developer of the amount the City reasonably
estimates will be necessary to acquire such right-
of-way, the Developer shall pay to the City such
necessary amount (the "Projected Cost"), not to
exceed the Maximum Right-of-Way Amount. The
City shall notify the Developer of the Projected Cost
no sooner than six (8) months before the proposed
acquisition date of the right-of-way or on the date
that the first construction permit for Revised Phase
11 is issued, whichever is later. In the event that
the actual cost of the right-of-way is more than the
Projected Cost, the Developer shall pay to the City
such additional amount, provided that the total
payment due from the Developer to acquire the
right-of-way shall not exceed the Maximum Right~
of-Way Amount. In the event that the actual cost of
the right-of-way is less than the Projected Cost,
the City shall refund the difference in the two
amounts to the Developer. If the City is unable to
acquire any necessary right-of-way for any reason,
the City shall determine an alternative improvement
(the "Alternative Improvement") to serve in lieu of
Improvement #7. The Alternative Improvement shall
be designed to serve the same purposes as
Improvement #7.

In the event that Revised Phase II does not
commence by December 31, 1997, (but only in such
event) the Developer shall pay to the City the sum
of Twenty-one Thousand Five Hundred Dollars
($21,500) for construction of the improvement listed
on "Revised Exhibit C" as "Revised Phase I, #9,"
which amount shall be paid to the City on said date.

The amounts that may be payable to the City
pursuant to the provisions of this Section4.E.3.(g)
shall be in addition to the amount set forth in
Section 4.E.3. (b}, provided that in no event shall
the Developer's assessment for right-of-way and
construction costs incurred for the installation of
the Alternative Improvement exceed the amount the
Developer could have paid for right-of-way and
construction costs for Improvement #7 pursuant to
the provisions of this Order.

(The above revisions are made to effectuate the redesignation of the phases and
to reflect the change in phase dates.)

10.

Section 4.E.4. is hereby restated in its entirety as follows:

The foregoing transportation conditions set forth in Section
4.E.3. of the Development Order only address needed at-grade
improvements to accommodate development and background
traffic through buildout of the Development. However, the
Revised Phase IT interstate and other non at-grade improvements

a

("Freeway Improvements”, Revised Phase II) listed in "Revised

-5



Exhibit C" are not needed for Revised Phase II development until
the completion of Revised Phase I. Consequently, prior to the
issuance of construction permits in excess of the development
totals approved for Revised Phase I, the Developer shall submit
a revised and updated traffic analysis pursuant to Section
380.068, Florida Statutes, together with a Notice of Proposed
Change to a Previously Approved DRI to be filed pursuant to
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes. Both the traffic counts
and projections of traffic volume shall be prepared consistent
with generally accepted traffic engineering practices. The
analysis shall serve to verify the findings of the ADA traffic
analysis or shall indicate alternate transportation
improvements/measures which, if implemented, would maintain
the regional roadways at a satisfactory Level of Service, (Level
of Service C daily, D peak hour). Funding commitments shall be
secured from the responsible entities for the needed Revised
Phase Il improvements/measures identified in this analysis prior
to any development in excess of the Revised Phase I land use
amounts. The securing of the needed funding commitments shall
be the only criteria used to determine whether development in
excess of the above stated land use amounts may be commenced,
provided all other conditions of this Order are met. In no event
shall the Developer be required to expend or pay an amount in
excess of the sums set forth in Section 4.E.3.(b) and (g).

(The above revision is made to effectuate the redesignation of the phases.)
11. Section 4.E.8. is hereby restated in its entirety as follows:

If the p.m. peak hour traffic count referenced in Section 4.B.8.
reflects that the total actual development traffic exceeds the total
trips estimated in the ADA for the Development at the end of the
present development phase by more than 10%, such increase shall
be subject to a substantial deviation determination pursuant to
Section 380.06, Florida Statutes (1989), as amended.

12. Section 7 of the Development Order is hereby restated in its
entirety as follows:

That this Order shall remain in effect until December 31, 2002.
Any development activity for which plans have been submitted to
the City for its review and approval prior to the expiration date
of this Order, may be completed, if approved. This Order may
be extended by City Council on the finding of excusable delay in
any proposed development activity.

Section 4. Development Order, As Amended. This Ordinance shall constitute
the Third Amendment to Ordinance No. 9108-A, Ordinance No. 9696-A and Ordinance
No. 90-09 which shall constitute, collectively, the Development Order as passed and
ordained by the City Council. All provisions of the Development Order and First and
Second Amendments, except those provisions specifically modified herein, shall
remain in full force and effect and shall be considered conditions of the Development
unless inconsistent with the terms and conditions of this Ordinance, in which case
the terms and conditions of this Ordinance shall govern.

Section 5. Definitions. 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.

~7-



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 effective date to the Developer, the
Florida Department of Community Affairs (Bureau of Land and Water Management),
and the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Sectjon 10. Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be deemed rendered upon
transmittal of the 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 take effect immediately
upon being rendered in accordance with law.

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUKCY, OF THE OF TAMPA
FLORIDA, ON OCT 40 199 . M

AIRMAN, CITY COUNCIL ___,

APPROVED by me onOCT l “ 199!

ATTEST: ;
* / ﬁ "/{ / ‘% —
W L AR LD T
CTTY CLERK MAYOR

APPROVED as to form by:

-

’ State of Florida
County of Hillsborough

JSSISTANT CTTY ATTORNEY s s to certify that the frecoing 88 e

<o oand earrect cONY OF
o file in my offiee

Witn v hand and official seal thxa’&é'-—d”
of__&,




COMPOSITE EXHIBIT "A"

NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED CHANGE,
RESPONSE TO AGENCY COMMENTS,
LETTER TO TBRPC DATED SEPTEMBER 18, 1991,
LETTER TO DCA DATED SEPTEMBER 23, 1991,
LETTER TO DCA DATED SEPTEMBER 25, 1991 AND
REVISED MAP H



TO To
Change Change
To From
Ooffice
Hotel

Specialty Retail?
Restaurant
Aguarium

Museum

Serial Theater

Special Event Thea

EXHIBIT "a"

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX, /2.7

Office Hotel
Factor s.f./unit Factor Rooms/Unit
N/A N/ 6.7366% 6.74 roamv/k.s.f.
0.1484°% 148 s.f./room N/A N/A
0.5765 577 8.f./k.s.f. 3.8834  3.88 roams/k.s.f.
0.5353 535 s.f./k.s.f. 3.6061 3.6l rcom/k.s.f.
0.2553 255 s.f./k.8.£. 1.718 1.72 rooms/k.a.f,
1.5307 1,531 8.f./k.8.£f. 10.4364 10.44 roams/k.s.f.
0.0029% 3 s.f./seat  0.0194  0.02 rooms/seat
ter 0.0043 4.3 8.f./seat 0.02912 0,03 rooms/seat

rooms into a
Reviged Phas

2 The followin
Minimu

Matrix allows for the exchange of approved Office square footage and Hotel

11l other approved uses. All exchanges based on DRI approved
e I net external outbound pm peak hour traffic.

g minimums and maximums shall apply:

mg: Office - 200,000 s.f.; Hotel ~ 300 rooms; Special Event

Theater - 10,000 seats; Restaurant and Specialty Retail will not
decrease below approved square feet.
Maximums: Office square feet and Hotel rooms shall not exceed

specif
a8.f.;
geatn;

ically approved levels; Aquarjum 200,000 s.f.; Museum 60,0600
Serial Theater 300 seats; and Special Event Theater 12,000
and Specialty Retail 150,000 a.f.

Assumes one fourth of all additional Specialty Retail vehicle trip will be

external vehicle trips.

Example:

Example:

Example:

Add 20,000 s.f. of Office by reducing Hotel

20.0 k.s.f. (20,000 s8.f. of office) x 6.7336 = 134.73 = 135
rooms

Add 150 rooms of Hotel by reducing Office

150 rooms x .1484 = 22,260 k.s.f. = 22,260 B.f.

Add 300 seats (1 screen) Serial Theater by reducing Office
300 seats x .0029 = 0,87 k.s.f, = 870 s.f.

Use of this matrix shall be limited to the extent necesgary to ensure that

the total water requirements, waste water flows and solid waste amount
generated shall not exceed DRI approved amount as set forth in Section
3.A. of this Order.



Improvement Type®

At Grade 1.
At Grade 2.
At Grade 3.
At Grade q,
$82,000

At Grade 5.

"REVISED EXHIBIT C"

Roadway Improvements for
Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal

Improvement Cost

Revised Phase |

Meridian & Platt - provide: $79,200

* Signalization®

* NB - 2 left turn lanes, one
thru lane

* EB ~ 1 left/thru lane, one thru
lane, one right turn lane

* SB - Existing geometry
satisfactory

* WB - Existing geometry
satisfactory

Platt - 13th Avenue - provide: Site Specific®

Improvement
* One site entrance driveway to
be provided allowing right~
in/right-out access with
exclusive accei/decel lane
for each movement.

Meridian & Twiggs - provide: $56,000

* Signalization

Cumberland & 13th - provide:*

* Signalization

* NB - 1 left turn lane, 2
thru lanes

* EB - signing and marking to
provide one-way westbound
flow on existing two-lane
section

* WB ~ one left turn lane
one thru lane, one
thru/right lane

* SB - Existing geometry
satisfactory

Platt -~ 13th Avenue - provide: Site Specific?
Improvement
* Second right-in/right-out
driveway to be provided with
exclusive accel/decel lane for
each movement



Improvement Type’ Improvement Cost

At Grade 6. Meridian & Cumberland - provide: Cost included in
Phase I, Item 7

* Signalization

* WB - signing & marking to provide
one~way westbound flow on
existing two lane section

* EB - See Item 7

* NB - Pavement markings to indicate
left and left/thru lanes

* SB - Existing geometry
satisfactory

At Grade 7. Cumberland Avenue - provide: $207,000

* Connection of Cumberland
Avenue between Caesar Street.
Meridian to allow continuous
one-way flow between 13th
Avenue and Jefferson Street.
All necessary signing and
marking changes also to be
provided with any necessary
railroad crossing coordination
and equipment.

At Grade 8. Jefferson & Brorein/Cumberland - $109,200
provide:

* Signalization®
* NB - (Jefferson) - 1 left thru
lane, 1 thru lane
* WB - (Cumberland) - 2 thru
lanes, 2 right turn lanes
* NWB -Existing geometry
satisfactory
* North Leg -~ (Jefferson) - 2 thru
lanes NB to receive 2 lanes of
traffic
* West Leg - (Brorein) Existing
geometry satisfactory

9. Meridian and Platt - provide: $21,500°

* SB - separate right turn lane

Subtotal Revised Phase $533,400

Revised Phase II

Freeway 1. NB Orange & Scott - at this location N/AT
improvements proposed per the CBD
DRI will result in satisfactory
service levels in 1997 (and in
Phase 1I). Should these improvements
not be in place by Revised Phase I, the
addition of a third thru lane to




Improvement Type!

Freeway

Freeway 3.
Freeway 4,
Freeway 5.
At Grade 8.
Freeway 8.

Improvement

access the Interstate on-ramps will
be required.

Construct two NB through lanes and
three southbound lanes on [-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
I~275/4 interchange bringing the
total to six lanes in each direction.
These through lanes should have
termini in accordance with proper
design standards.

Construct two northbound through
lanes and two southbound through
lanes on I-275 from Busch Boulevard
to Fowler Avenue bringing the total

to four lanes in each direction.

These through lanes should have their
termini in accordance with proper
design standards.

Construct three through lanes
eastbound and three through
lanes westbound on I-4 from
22nd Street ramps to 50th Street
ramps bringing the total to

five lanes in each direction.
These through lanes should have
their termini in accordance with
proper design standards.

Construct one eastbound through
lane and one westbound through
lane on the Crosstown Expressway
from 22nd Street to 50th Street
bringing the total to three lanes in
each direction. These through lanes
should have termini in accordance
with proper design standards.

Meridian & Platt - provide:

¥ NB - 1 left turn lane, 2 thru
lanes

Platt - 13th - provide:

* Third right in/right-out
driveway with exclusive
accel/decel lane for each
movement.

Construct and additional through
lane in each direction on I-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
[-275/1-4 interchange bringing
the total to seven lanes in each
direction. These through lanes

-3=

Cost

N/A’

N/AT

N/AT

N/AT

Site Specific?
Improvement

Site Specific?
Improvement

N/AT



Improvement 'I‘ype1 Improvement Cost

should have their termini in
accordance with proper design
standards.

Freeway 6. Construct an additional through N/A7

lane in each direction on the
Crosstown Expressway between 22nd
Street and Kennedy Boulevard
bringing the total to three lanes

in each direction. These through
lanes should have their termini in
accordance with proper design
standards.

Subtotal Revised Phase II N/A
GRAND TOTAL REVISED PHASES I-II $533,400°

At grade improvements were specified by the City of Tampa and the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Counecil.

Signal design to coordinate with adjacent Harbour Island Signal.

Site improvement for ingress and egress to site. Developer responsible for
100 percent of costs.

Developer shall construct site specific improvement on westbound approach
to intersection of Cumberland and 13th Street. Developer shall construct this
portion of the improvement at its expense in conjunction with the City's
construction of the remaining improvements at this location.

Signal design to coordinate with adjacent signal at Crosstown ramp.

Improvement only if Revised Phase II does not commence by December 31,
1997. If Phase Il is not commenced by such date, the Developer shall pay to
the City the sum of $21,500 for this improvement, which is in addition to the
amounts set forth in Section 4.E.3.(b).

N/A - Not applicable. No developer fair share cost required. Subject to
future traffic analysis as provided for in Development Order.

Off-site improvements for Revised Phase II are included in the improvements
for Revised Phase I,
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P.0. Box 31848 (336831-3416)

71 Waest Courtnay Campbail Causeway
Ta. _4, Florida 33607-1482

A AL

C2469.00
September 16, 1991

Ms. Suzanne Cooper

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Hendry Building, Suite 219

9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Reference: Tampa Downtown Cruise Ship NOPC

Dear Ms. Cooper:

This letter provides responses to the concerns raised by you and Ms. Linda Hallis on
behalf of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council at our mecting of Thursday,
August 29, 1991 at the City of Tampa. The responses are presented in the order in

which the concerns were raised.
Speclal Event Theater Internalization Rate

A meeting was held at TBRPC on Monday, September 9, 1991 regarding this issue.
The conclusions reached by the TBRPC transportation consultant indicated that the
internalization rate was within acceptable limits given the rather minor effect any
variation this internal rate would have on the overall external vehicle trips. In
addition, the proposed Amended Development Order (copy attached) requiring annual
p.m. peak hour external traffic monitoring and the scheduling of Special Event
Theater functions outside of the a.m. and p.m. peak hours provide significant
assurances regarding the operation and potential impacts associated with this ¢lement

of the development.
Special Event Theater Market Demand and Economic Benefit

TBRPC staff cited 21.4.5 of the Regional Policy Plan as their authority for requesting
this information. If, and to the extent that, these concerns are expressed in order 10
address how one development might compete with another, the applicant believes that
the DRI reviewing agencies lack the authority to consider such factors in determining
whether a DRI amendment should be approved. Further, the applicant believes that
the cited policy is not intended to address this aspect of the economic impact of a
development. Nevertheless, the applicant supplies the requested information in order
to fully inform the TBRPC of the characteristics of the proposed uses.

Market Demand

The tremendous growth in the contemporary music industry has created the need for
venues which are designed to showcase the musical performer in an eavironment that
the promoter can control. This need has resulted in the creation of the modern
outdoor music amphitheater, first introduced in 1977 at the Poplar Creck
Amphitheater, Chicago, Illinois. In the following ycars, the idea caught on and there
are now fifty such lacilities around the country. These facilities are all outdoors with
a roof covering most of the seating arca. They offer excelient acousties;-pleasant

L .- ]
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environments and ideal musical production features, but because they are outdoors,
they function only from Spring through Fall. There is now an amphitheater in each
of the 20 largest cities in the U.S. except for those cities whose summer weather is
excessively hot, humid and unpredictable. (Tampa, Orlando, Miami and New Orieans).
Dallas, Houston and Atlanta have outdoor venues despite their weather. Similarly, it
is clear that the industry has determined that this market is ready for an
amphitheater, as is ¢videnced by the fact that several amphitheater developers are
currently secking to establish locations in west central Florida. Similar outdoor
facilities are planned for Oriando and Miami. The Tampa Bay market, with 3 million
pcople within a 45 minute drive, has become too large for the industry to ignore.

The Special Event Theater (a.k.a., MusicDome) is a facility designed strictly for the
presentation of live contemporary music performances to audiences of 10 to 12
thousand people (see Equivalency Matrix Exhibit B of the Amended Development
Order). The only venues in the area designed for live music presentations are the
performing arts centers which can seat a2 maximum of 2500. There is no music
dedicated venue available in the Tampa Bay market for any act which draws over
2500 people. All other potential venues, existing or proposed, are sports facilities
which must be substantially modified to serve temporarily as music venues.

Sports facilities are designed to function well for their intended purpose, but do not
meet the needs of the music industry. The sports facilities fall short in the arcas of
acoustics, staging, lighting, scat alignment to the stage, excessive spatial volume,
difficult and expensive production logistics, and numerous other factors which are
essential .both to the consumer’s enjoyment and to the producer’s economic success,
The only current viable options for an act with a large draw is to play a sports
facility with inadequate acoustics or bypass the Tampa Bay market. Unfortunately
for the music consumers of the Tampa Bay market, most acts are choosing a0t to come.

There are now approximately 100 concert nights available to an appropriately
designed music venue ecach year. The amphitheater acts tour the “circuit” and appear
at facilities designed for the presentation of live music. Because Tampa has no such
facility, the great majority of these acts bypass the area. In fact, in 1989 the Tampa
Bay market landed only seven such tour nights and in 1990 achieved just I3.

In summary, the MusicDome concept is to take the positive attributes of a suburban
amphitheater and bring them to an urban location in an all weather structure which
can operate year round. The unique features of the MusicDome include:

*  Excellent Acoustics
*  Built-in staging and production support facilities.
¢  State of the art lighting and cable systems.



Ms. Suzanne Cooper
September 16, 1991

C2469.00
Page 3
¢  Permanent video installations
* Intimate seated, unencumbered by a large sports floor area.
*  All seats face the stage.
s Operable roof allowing fresh air when the weather is pleasant and climate

control For inclement nights.
Dynamic urban waterfront setting as the backdrop to the stage.

*  Night time use of the transportation, parking, and utility networks aiready
in place to serve downtown Tampa and the Tampa Downtown Cruise Ship

development.
E ic Benefi

The MusicDome will lease the air rights over the cruise terminals which the Port of
Tampa intends to build, and use the parking, drive, plazas, bulkheads and other
infrastructure which the Port will be constructing for the terminals and the adjacent
Florida Aquarium. Unlike the aquarium, the MusicDome is to be privately developed
and privately financed. There will be no public investment in the facility, and no

public guarantee of the financing.

The Tampa Port Authority and the MusicDome developer have signed a Letter of
Intent to enter into a participating lease which is expected to produce annual rents to
the port of between $500,000 and $1,000,000. This again contrasts with the Florida
Aquarium, which is expected to produce little revenue for the Port in the early years.

The MusicDome revenue can be used by the port to finance the construction of the
cruise terminals and infrastructure necded to support the Aquarium. Additionally, the
night parking for the MusicDome will generate substantial additional revenue for both
the Port and the aquarium by using parking lots that would otherwisc be empty. To
the city, the MusicDome will bring nearly one million annual visitors to the downtown
waterfront in the evening, moving Tampa towards its 24 hour city goal.

The MusicDome will stimulate the dowatown economy, especially restaurants, hotels,
Ybor City, the Convention Center and cruise ship attraction by the virtue of its
“draw®. In addition, the MusicDome¢ wiil enhance the redevelopment of the
convention/tourist district, benefiting the dowatown property tax base and tourist

refated tax revenues.

The proposed amendment to the Cruise Ship DRI involves the reduction of approved
office space in order to permit the MusicDome and other attractions on the Port’s
Downtown Cruise Ship DRI property. This exchange of uses will provide an economic
benefit to the region by reducing the amount of approved office space in the area, for
which there is currently an overabundance, both in terms of existing unoccupied space
as well as approved, but unbuilt space. Morcover, the proposed amendment will

further TBRPC Regional Policy 21.2.4 which provides:

,
I8!
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"“The Tampa Bay Region will continue to strive to build on its

attractiveness, making itself a leader in the visual and performins arts, and

in all phases of film, television, and recording production.” [Emphasis
added]

Special Event Theater Equivalency Matrix

At the request of the TBRPC, the matrix has been revised to identify a minimum
number of seats to be constructed in the Special Event Theater. A review of footnote
2 of the Equivalency Matrix attached as Exhibit B of the Amended Development
Order identifies a minimum of 10,000 seats and a maximum of 12,000 seats.

Project Phasing

As previously agreed to with the City of Tampa, the proposed Amended Development
Order (submitted to TBRPC under separate cover) includes a revised land use schedule
and phasing which clearly identifies the development of the project. In addition, the
Equivalency Matrix, together with applicable minimum and maximum development
criteria is provided as Exhibit B to the Amended Development Order.

Parking

As agreed to at our meeting a worst-case parking calculation has been completed for
the project, considering the various land use combination available under the
Equivaléacy Matrix. The inclusion of the Aquarium (for office square footage) and
development of the remainder of the originally approved land uses represents the
worst-case peak parking demand. The demand is calcuiated at 4,362 gross spaces,
which is 708 spaces greater than the 3,654 spaces currently identified.

However, the 3,654 spaces currently identified reflect the utilization of previously
approved shared parking. The current parking demand estimate assumes no shared
parking. However, there will be shared parking, based on the complimentary land
uses provided. Using the shared parking criteria documented in the original
application, the actual anumber of spaces needed to meet peak parking demands would
be 3,617 spaces or 37 spaces less than that currently approved, The applicant will
submit shared parking analyses as a part of the City of Tampa Commercial Site Plan
approval process; but, in any cvent, can accommodate the worst-case parking demands

on-site, if necessary.

The Special Event Theater was eliminated from this analysis since the peak parking
demands associated with this land use will occur after peak hours. The peak parking
demand for the Special Event Theater is 3,600 spaces, which is slightly less than the
total spaces which will be provided for the project. e
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Affordable Housing

Table 1, attached, presents a comparison of the employment characteristics associated
with the entertainment land uses (i.¢, aquarium, serial theater, special events theater,
and museum) and their corresponding Equivalency Matrix amount in office or hotel
employment. In both cases, the matrix equivalent in terms of square feet (office) and
rooms {(hotel} results in more employees for these approved uses by cach income group
than the entertainment employment. As a result, the use of the equivalency matrix
for the inclusion of entertainment land uses will result in a lower number of
employees in each of the income groups. Thus, any potential demand for affordable
housing resulting from this amendment will be less than that currently approved for
the development, and no additional impact will occur as a result of the proposed
change.

Aquarium Salt Water Supply

It is anticipated that saltwater for the aquarium will be collected from 4 to 10 miles
outside of Tampa Bay, in the Gulf of Mexico and barged to the site. After initial fill
ups, a closed re-use system will be provided for recycling salt water. Any emergency
salt water discharged from the site will be treated on-site, as necessary, prior to
discharge and will meet city of Tampa wastewater criteria standards, at a minimum,.
This matter has been fully discussed with the city of Tampa and they have concluded
that the resulting water quality is acceptable and the potential water quantities are
within the limits established during the DRI review,

We have responded to your concerns as fully as possible and trust that you will find
them satisfactory.

Sincerely,

GREINER, INC.

ARG

Randy Coen
Senior Project Manager

RGC:vh

c¢:  Susan Johnson !
Joe Valenti
Jim Egnew
Dave Mechanik
Marina Pennington




TABLE 1
EMPLOYMENT COMPARISON!

Equivalent“ Equ!va!enls
Income? Entertslnmeut3 Offlce Hotel

Group Employment Employment Employment
0-4,999 0 0 0
5,000-6,999 3 9 8
7,000-9,999 3 91 82
10,000-14,999 86 251 228
15,000-24,959 43 146 133
225,000 27 28 19
TOTAL 190 585 530

See appended calculations for detailed information relating to this table.
Income Group structured to replicate original application Table 20.4. This
table was also used for distribution of Office and Hotel employees.
Entertainment Employment includes permanent full and part-time
employees for the Aquarium, Serial Theater, Special Event Theater, and
Museum. '
Employees based on matrix square foot equivalence and original
application employment ratio of 3 employees/1,000 s.f. s
Employees based on matrix room equivalence and original application

employment ratio of .4 employees/room.



ATTACHMENT

Employment Calculations




Question 12(3)
Table 20.2
Estimated Permanent Employees

Project Element Employees Annual Payroll
Office 4350* $65,250,000
Hotel 480 5,600,000
Cruise Terminal 200** 500,000
Retail/Restaurant 70 900,000
TOTAL .5100 $72,250,000

*Based on 3 employees per 1000 square feet (Inst. of Transportation Engineers)

**Fyl11-time and part-time.

Revised 1-16-84
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Table 20.4.
Employment by Income Group
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Groiner, inc.

P.O Box 318486 (33631-3418)

7 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Ta:. 4, Florids 33807-1482

(813} 288-1711

FAX: {B13) 287-85391

C2469.00
September 23, 1991

Ms. Marina Pennington

Florida Department
Division of Resource

of Community Affairs
Planning & Management

Bureau of State Planning
2740 Centerview Drive
The Rhyne Building

Tallahassee,

Reference:

Dear Ms. Pennington:

Enclosed p

Thursday, September
possible if you require

Sincerely,

GREINER, INC.

Randy %{wn

Senior Project Manager

RGC:vh

cC:

Suzanne Cooper
Susan Johnson
Jim Egnew
David Mechanik

lease find responses to th

Florida 32399
Tampa Downtown Cruise Ship NOPC

e concerns raised during our telephone conversation of

19, 1991, regarding the referenced project. Please call as soon as

any further clarification.




RESPONSES TO
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS (DCA)
Verbal Comments of September 19, 1991

TAMPA DOWNTOWN CRUISE SHIP NOPC

The additional information which follows responses 10 verbal comments received from
DCA during a telephone conversation which occurred on Thursday, September 19, 1991.
These comments were confirmed with DCA on Friday, September 20, 1991 during a
subsequent telephone conversation.

1. Status of Transportation Mitigation

The developer has fully satisfied the transportation mitigation requirements set forth
in the Development Order for Revised Phase L.

2. Comparison of 1990 and 1997 Project and Total Traffic

DCA requested that an "apples to apples” comparison of the current specifically
approved development (i.e., Phase 1and the specifically approved portion of Phase I
as set forth in Section 4.E.4 of the Development Order and redefined in the NOPC as
"Revised Phase 1"} be made with the Revised Phase | development analyzed in the
NOPC. The Revised Phase I traffic characteristics provided in the NOPC (Table 2
for gross, or unadjusted project traffic and Table 3 for external, or adjusted project
traffic) reflects the updated traffic characteristics requested for the current
specifically approved development (i.e., Phase I and the specifically approved portion
of Phase II) since it is identical to the Revised Phase 1 development.

Tables 2 and 3 of the NOPC document also provide an "apples to apples” calculation
of project trips (unadjusted or adjusted) associated with the new land uses included in
the NOPC. The proposed Equivalency Matrix is based exclusively on these tables so
that the "apples to apples” equivalency is maintained. Tables 2 and 3 also reflect and
document that the cumulative effects of Revised Phase I are being assessed by virtue
of the quantities (i.e., rooms, square feet and seats) upon which project traffic is
calculated.




Tables 7 and 8 of the NOPC document, the areawide and CBD roadway tables,
respectively, have also been modified to reflect an "apples to apples” analysis of 1990
traffic conditions for the current specifically approved project traffic and resulting
identification of transportation impacts. These modified tables have been labelled
Tables 7A and 8A, and are attached. The modified tables provide 1990 background
wraffic as calculated in the original DRI application and the identical calculations of
project traffic, service volumes, capacity and project traffic percentage of the level of
service D (LOS D) service volume used in the NOPC 1997 analysis.

A review of Tables 7A and 8A indicate that project traffic as a percentage of LOSD
does not change since the "apples to apples’ comparison results in no change in
project traffic volumes or distribution of project traffic (see response to Item 3 -
Distribution, below). While the LOS designations vary somewhat, it must first be
realized that 10% is the threshold for determining regionally significant impact (this
is also a constant between the original DRI analysis and the NOPC analysis).

No project traffic percentages of LOS D on attached Table 7A or Table 7 of the
NOPC document exceed 109%; therefore, no further discussion is required. Attached
Table 8A and Table 8 of the NOPC document identify the same six segments as
having project traffic percentages which exceed 10%. Attached Table-8A (the 1990
updated comparison table) shows that only one of these six segments operates below
LOS D. Table 8 of the NOPC document shows that none of these six segments
operate below LOS D.

As a result, the extension of Revised Phase I from its original approved buildout date
of 1990 to the NOPC buildout date of 1997 does not result in any additional
regionally significant adverse transportation impacts. In fact, with the extension to
1997 there are less impacts than projected in the original analysis for 1990.



Project Traffic Distribution

The distribution of project traffic during the PM peak hour does not change as a
result of the addition of the entertainment land uses. There are four factors on which
this is based. First, the entertainment land uses are similar in nature to one of the
currently approved anchor land uses, the cruise ship terminals, Both land uses serve
the same market and are similar in attraction characteristics, i.e., special generators
having similar attraction characteristics from a modeling standpoint.

Second, access 1o the site is significantly effected by its location within the Tampa
Central Business District, adjacent to Garrison and Ybor Channels. During the
original DRI analysis it was found that due to these access factors the distribution of
project traffic for all on-site land uses were the same regardless of their individual
land use differences.

Third, the previous NOPC analysis reviewed and approved for the aquarium land use
(i.e, the Florida Aquarium at Harbour Island) immediately across Garrison Channel
from this site concluded that no changes in approved project traffic distribution
resulted from the inclusion of an identical aquarium land use into a mixed-use project
with significant office, hotel, restaurant and retail development.

Finally, the special event theater (i.e., the amphitheater) has been restricted in the
proposed Amended Development Order so that it will not be open to the public
during the PM peak hour. Thus, the special event theater will have no effect on the
distribution of PM peak hour project traffic.

In summary, the NOPC entertainment land uses are sirnilar to a previously approved
on-site land use. The location of the site prohibits significant changes in approach
and departure patterns to and from the site due to pre-existing physical limitations.
Of the two major entertainment land uses, one (the aquarium) has previously been
documented to have no effect on the equivalent distribution of the office and/or

™ e R (e
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hote! traffic, and the other (the amphitheater) by virtue of development order
restrictions will not effect PM peak hour project traffic distribution since it is
prohibited from operating during that time period.

Internalization

A response to this concern was provided in the September 16, 1991 letter to TBRPC,
a copy of which was provided to DCA. Tt has been concluded by the TBRPC traffic
consultant and the City of Tampa that the internalizations are acceptable based on
the analysis and proposed Amended Development Order conditions. A second copy
of this letter is attached.

Background Traffic Growth Rates

A detailed comparative analysis of background traffic growth rates was provided to
the City of Tampa in a letter dated August 26, 1991. The growth rates used in the
NOPC analysis are conservative, in that they exceed the growth rates documented by
the City of Tampa. A copy of the City of Tampa letter is attached.

Equivalency Matrix

A review of the recently revised (September 23, 1991) Amended Development Order
language will reveal that the Equivalency Matrix is limited to Revised Phase I, as
requested. The revised Amended Development Order is being provided under
separate cover.

Parking

The parking concerns identified by DCA are addressed in part by the TBRPC letter
of September 16, 1991 which was previously introduced in response o Item 4 -
Internalization, above.

As indicated during our telephone conversation, the difference in parking space
numbers between Table 1 and the response to TBRPC Comment #9 of the August

] s



1991 Response to Agency Comments document are not in consistent. Table 1
indicates the tentative number of parking spaces to be physically constructed by
building parcel. The response to TBRPC Comment #9 provides the anticipated
allotment of parking spaces by land use. Due to the development of a staged parking
structure and shared parking among the on-site land uses, it is impossible to parcel
parking in the same manner in which buildings are parceled.

Master Plan - Parking, Acreage and Building Quantities

The Revised Master Plan contained in the proposed Amended Development Order
provides the information required as a result of this change; i.e., the designation of
Revised Phase I and Revised Phase II along with individual land use quantities of
development and phase buildout dates. In absence of the utilization of the
Equivalency Matrix, the acreage and parking space allotments remain unchanged
from that previously approved. In the event that the Equivalency Matrix is used, the
resulting changes in quantities of development, acreage allotments and parking space
allotments for the effected land uses will not be known until such time as the
conversions are made. Thus, the matrix-related land use changes can not be
identified until such changes are made. This procedure is consistent with numerous
other DCA approved Development Orders and Amended Development Orders
containing equivalency matrices.

Amended Development Order Transit Language

The proposed Amended Development Order, previously referred to in Item 6 -
Equivalency Matrix, above, has included specific estimates of transit person trips for
Revised Phase I during the PM peak hour. Daily and AM peak hour ridership
estimates have been omitted since they are no longer required under TBRPC or
DCA policies. Estimates for Revised Phase II have not been provided, however, a
Development Order condition requiring their inclusion in the updated transportation
study required prior to commence of Revised Phase II has been included in the
proposed Amended Development Order.
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Groiner, Inc,

P." Box 31848 (33831-3418)

7 West Courtnay Campbell Cousowsy
Toi.u8, Florida 33807-1482

{813) 2881711

0% 7T o
@ 2imner FAX: (813) 287-8591

C2469.00
September 16, 1991

Ms. Suzanne Cooper
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council

Hendry Building, Suite 219
9455 Koger Boulevard
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Reference:  Tampa Dowantown Cruise Ship NOPC

Dear Ms. Cooper:

This letter provides responses to the concerns raised by you and Ms. Linda Hallis on
behalf of the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council at our meeting of Thursday,
August 29, 1991 at the City of Tampa. The responses are presented in the order in

which the concerns were raised,

Spectal Event Theater Internalization Rate

PC on Monday, September 9, 1991 regarding this issue.
The conclusions reached by the TBRPC transportation consultant indicated that the
internalization rate was within acceptable limits given the rather minor effect any
variation this internal rate would have on the overail external vehicle trips. In
addition, the proposed Amended Development Order {copy attached) requiring annual
p.m. peak hour external traffic monitoring and the scheduling of Special Event
Theater functions outside of the a.m. and p.m. peak hours provide significant
assurances regarding the operation and potential impacts associated with this clement

of the development.

A meeting was held at TBR

Special Event Theater Market Demand and Economic Beneflt

TBRPC staff cited 21.4.5 of the Regional Policy Plan as their authority for requesting
this information. If, and to the extent that, these concerns are expressed in order to
address how one development might compete with another, the applicant believes that
the DRI reviewing agencies lack the authority to consider such factors in determining
whether 2 DRI amendment should be approved. Further, the applicant belicves that
the cited policy is not intended to address this aspect of the economic impact of 2
development. Nevertheless, the applicant supplies the requested information in order
to fully inform the TBRPC of the characteristics of the proposed uses.

Market Demand

The tremendous growth in the contemporary music industry has created the need for
venues which are designed to showcase the musical performer in an environment that
the promoter can control. This need has resuited in the creation of the modern
outdoor music amphitheater, first introduced in 1977 at the Poplar Creek
Amphitheater, Chicago, [llinois. In the following years, the idea caught on and there
are now fifty such facilities around the country. These facilities are all outdoors with
a roof covering most of the scating area. They offer ex coustics, pleasa
Cotilind o3 rua
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environments and ideal musical production features, but because they are outdoors,
they function only from Spring through Fall. There is now an amphitheater in each
of the 20 largest cities in the U.S. except for those citics whose summer weather is
excessively hot, humid and unpredictable, (Tampa, Orlando, Miami and New Orleans).
Dallas, Houston and Atlanta have outdoor venues despite their weather. Similarly, it
is clear that the industry has determined that this market is ready for an
amphitheater, as is evidenced by the fact that several amphitheater developers are
currently sceking to establish locations in west central Florida. Similar outdoor
facilities are planned for Orlando and Miami. The Tampa Bay market, with 3 million
people within a 45 minute drive, has become too large for the industry to ignore.

The Special Event Theater {a.ka., MusicDome) is a facility designed strictly for the
presentation of live contemporary music performances to audiences of 10 to 12
thousand people (see Equivalency Matrix Exhibit B of the Amended Development
Order). The only venues in the arca designed for live music presentations are the
performing arts centers which can seat a2 maximum of 2500. There is no music
dedicated venue available in the Tampa Bay market for any act which draws over
2500 people. All other potential venues, existing or proposed, are sports facilities
which must be substantially modified to serve temporarily as music venues.

Sports facilities arc designed to function well for their intended purpose, but do not
meet the needs of the music industry. The sports facilities fall short in the arcas of
acoustics, staging, lighting, seat alignment to the stage, excessive spatial volume,
difficult and expensive production logistics, and numerous other factors which are
essential .both to the consumer’s enjoyment and to the producer’s ¢conomic success.
The only current viable options for an act with a large draw is to play a sports
facility with inadequate acoustics or bypass the Tampa Bay market. Unfortunately
for the music consumers of the Tampa Bay market, most acts are choosing not to come,

There are now approximately 100 coacert nights available to an appropriately
designed music venue each year. The amphitheater acts tour the "circuit” and appear
at facilities designed for the presentation of live music. Because Tampa has no such
facility, the great majority of these acts bypass the area. In fact, in 1989 the Tampa
Bay market landed only seven such tour nights and in 1990 achieved just 13.

in summary, the MusicDome concept is to take the positive attributes of a suburban
amphitheater and bring them to an urban location in an all weather structure which
can operate year round. The unique features of the MusicDome include:

¢  Excecllent Acoustics
*  Built-in staging and production support facilities.
s State of the art lighting and cable systems.
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®  Ppermanent video installations
¢ Iatimate seated, unencumbered by a large sports floor area.
*  All seats face the stage.
¢ QOperable roof allowing fresh air when the weather is pleasant and climate

control for inclement nights.
Dynamic urban waterfront setting as the backdrop to the stage.

*  Night time use of the transportation, parking, and utility networks already
in place to serve downtown Tampa and the Tampa Downtown Cruise Ship

development.

E ic Benefi

e will lease the air rights over the cruise terminals which the Port of
and use the parking, drive, plazas, bulkheads and other
infrastructure which the Port will be constructing for the terminals and the adjacent
Florida Aquarium. Unlike the aquarium, the MusicDome is to be privately developed
and privately financed. There will be no public investment in the facility, and no

public guarantee of the financing.

The MusicDom
Tampa intends to build,

The Tampa Port Authority and the MusicDome developer have signed a Letter of
Intent to enter into a participating lease which is expected to produce annual rents to
the port of between $500,000 and $1,000,000. This again contrasts with the Florida
Aquarium, which is expected to produce little revenue for the Port in the early years.

The MusicDome revenue can be used by the port to finance the construction of the
cruise terminals and infrastructure nceded to support the Aquarium. Additionally, the
night parking for the MusicDome will generate substantial additional revenue for both
the Port and the aquarium by using parking lots that would otherwise be empty. To
the city, the MusicDome will bring nearly one million annual visitors to the downtown
waterfront in the evening, moving Tampa towards its 24 hour city goal

The MusicDome will stimulate the downtown economy, especially restaurants, hotels,
Ybor City, the Convention Center and cruise ship attraction by the virtue of its
“draw".. In addition, the MusicDome will enhance the redevelopment of the
convention/tourist district, benefiting the downtown property tax base and tourist

related tax revenues,

The proposed amendment to the Cruise Ship DRI involves the reduction of approved
office space in order to permit the MusicDome and other attractions on the Port's
Downtown Cruise Ship DRI property. This exchange of uses will provide an economic
benefit to the region by reducing the amount of approved office space in the area, for
which there is currently an overabundance, both in terms of existing unoccupied space
as well as approved, but unbuilt space. Moreover, the proposed amendment will

further TBRPC Regional Policy 21.2.4 which provides:

e
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*“The Tampa Bay’ Region will continue to strive to build on its
attractivencss, makine itself a lcader in the visual and performing arts, and

in all phases of film, television, and recording production.” [Emphasis
added)

Special Event Theater Equivalency Matrix

At the request of the TBRPC, the matrix has been revised to identify a minimum
number of seats to be constructed in the Special Event Theater. A review of footnote
2 of the Equivalency Matrix attached as Exhibit B of the Amended Development
Order identifies a minimum of 10,000 seats and 2 maximum of 12,000 seats.

Project Phasing

As previously agreed to with the City of Tampa, the proposed Amended Development
Order (submitted to TBRPC under separate cover) includes a revised land use schedule
and phasing which clearly identifies the development of the project. In addition, the
Equivalency Matrix, together with applicable minimum and maximum development
criteria is provided as Exhibit B to the Amended Development Order.

Parking

As agreed to at our meeting 3 worst-case parking calculation has been completed for
the project, considering the various land use combination available under the
Equivaleacy Matrix. The inclusion of the Aquarium (for office square footage) and
development of the remainder of the originally approved land uses represents the
worst-case peak parking demand. The demand is calculated at 4,362 gross spaces,
which is 708 spaces greater than the 3,654 spaces currently identified.

However, the 3,654 spaces currently identified refiect the utilization of previously
approved shared parking. The current parking demand cstimate assumes no shared
parking. However, there will be shared parking, based on the complimentary land
uses provided. Using the shared parking criteria documented in the original
application, the actual number of spaces needed to mect peak parking demands would
be 3,617 spaces or 37 spaces less than that currently approved. The applicant will
submit shared parking analyses as a part of the City of Tampa Commercial Site Plan
approval process; but, in any event, can-accommodate the worst-case parking demands

on-site, if necessary.

The Special Event Theater was eliminated from this analysis since the peak parking
demands associated with this land use will occur after peak hours. The peak parking
demand for the Special Event Theater is 3,600 spaces, which is slightly less than the
total spaces which will be provided for the project.




Greiner

Ms. Suzanne Cooper
September 16, 1991
C2469.00

Page 5

Affordable Housing

Table I, attached, presents a comparison of the employment characteristics associated
with the entertainment land uses (i.e, agquarium, serial theater, special events theater,
and museum) and their corresponding Equivalency Matrix amount in office or hotel
employment. In both cases, the matrix equivalent in terms of square feet (office) and
rooms (hotel) results in more employees for these approved uses by each income group
than the entertainment employment. As a result, the use of the cquivalency matrix
for the inclusion of entertainment land uses will result in a lower number of
employees in cach of the income groups. Thus, any potential demand for affordable
housing resulting from this amendment will be less than that currently approved for
the development, and no additional impact will occur as a result of the proposed

change.
Aquarium Salt Water Supply

It is anticipated that saltwater for the aquarium will be collected from 4 to 10 miles
outside of Tampa Bay, in the Gulf of Mexico and barged to the site. After initial fill
ups, a closed re-use system will be provided for recycling salt water. Any emergency
salt water discharged from the site will be treated on-site, as necessary, prior to
discharge and will meet city of Tampa wastewater criteria standards, at 2 minimum.
This matter has been fully discussed with the city of Tampa and they have concluded
that the resulting water quality is acceptable and the potential water quantities are
within the limits established during the DRI review.

We have responded to your concerns as fully as possible and trust that you will find
them satisfactory.

Sincerely,
GREINER, INC.

ERAGD

Randy Coen
Senior Project Manager

RGC:vh
¢c:  Susan Johnson

Joe Valenti
Jim Egnew

Dave Mechanik
Marina Pennington Coot
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Income?

Group

0-4,999
5,000-6,999
7,000-9,999

10,000-14,99%
15,000-24,999
225,000
TOTAL

TABLE 1
EMPLOYMENT COMPARISON!

Equlvalent“
Entertalnment3 Offlce

Emplovment Employment

0 0

3 9

31 o1

86 251

43 146

21 28

190 585

Equiralents
Hotel

Employment

0

8
82
228
133
13
530

1 Sece appended calculations for detailed information relating to this table.

2 Income Group structured to replicate original application Table 20.4. This
table was also used for distribution of Office and Hotel employces.

3 Entertainment Employment includes permanent full and part-time
employces for the Aquarium, Serial Theater, Special Eveat Theater, and

Muscum.

4 Employces based on matrix square foot equivalence and original
application employment ratio of 3 employees/1,000 sf.
5 Employees based on matrix room equivalence and original application

employment ratio of .4 employees/room.
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Question 12(3)

Table 20.2
Estimated Permanent Employees

Project Element Employees Annual Payroll
Office 4350* $65,250,000
Hotel 480 5,600,000
Cruise Terminal 200** 500,000
Retail/Restaurant 70 900,000
TOTAL ,5100 $72,250,000

*Based on 3 employees per 1000 square feet (Inst. of Transportation Engineers)

*#Fy11-time and part-time.

Revised 1-16-84
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Table 20.4
Employment by Income Group

Incoma ' Construction Burerd ¥ Pemanant*‘#(
Sroup ‘ Employees Resc X Lep- Employeas
0-4,999 -0- © -0-
5000-6,999 -0- i< 100
7000-9,999 60 469 1010
10000-14,999 260 (301 2810
15,000-24,999 48§ Rale 1630
25,000 _J0 ikl __980

- TOTAL . 875 02T 65307 ¢

' * ot bieod an Phosel 23 P TTA davebprart grcuchy spved & et
) S Eplajaill edoca b <100, <ece Ramed Tihle 20.2 , dated \[I5/84-
' EMROCMET, By TaoomE CRzot™
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Grri-ar, Inc,

P, ox 31846 (33831-3418}

78%0 West Courtney Campbelt Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1462

{813) 2861711

FAX: (813) 287-85891

C2469.00
August 26, 1991

Mr. Mahdi Mansour
Transportation Planning Engineer
City of Tampa

Transportation Division

City Hall Plaza, 4E

Tampa, Florida 33602

Reference: Cruiseship DRI/NOPC

Dear Mr. Mansour:

In your absence, 1 discussed the three comments contained in your Memorandum,
dated August 22, 1991, with Mr. Richard Ranck on Friday, August 24, 1991. The
following paragraphs summarize our discussion and provide additional information

which addresses ¢ach of your comments.

The applicant is satisfied that the internalization rates are conservative (i.c., somewhat
understated) and appropriate. However, at the same time, we understand your
concerns and have in fact addressed them in the manner suggested in your
Memorandum. During our mecting of Wednesday, August 21, 191, with Ms. Johnson,
Ms. Grimes, and Ms. Swift it was agreed that Condition 4.B.6 (page 3) of the original
Development Order will be amended to require annual monitoring of the p.m. peak
hour cxternal project trips as a part of the annual report. This additional
Development Order amendment specifically addresses your concerns and provides the
City with the requested annual monitoring procedure.

Regarding the second comment, the background growth rate comparison, a
methodology different than that used by you was used in preparing our previous
response. However, we find your methodology equally appropriate. Upon review of
your table we found one inconsistency which resulted in your conclusion that the
City's current model reflects a higher growth rate than that presented in our analysis.

The 1995 Conc. Vol contains the Cruiseship project as a vested DRI, The *1997
Estim. Vol." used in your table reflects the NOPC background traffic volumes. The
NOPC background traffic volumes do not include the Cruiseship DRI traffic.

The attached table replicates your table, but uses the NOPC background plus project
traffic volumes. Since the project traffic volumes do not change as a result of this
amendment, the attached table provides a direct and consistent comparison. The
attached table indicates that the NOPC, or DRI study as it is labeled in the table,
growth rate exceeds the City growth rate within the CBD and within the entire study
area. As a result, the NOPC analysis has conservatively (slightly overestimated)

backgrouad traffic growth.

Aquarium transit ridership, the final concern, is casily addressed but requires
considerable knowledge of the original Cruiseship DRI nalysis gnd_the original
Decvelopment Order conditions regarding transit. First, hcptraff_ic character]

R T g trua
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Mr. Mahdi Mansour
C2465.00

August 26, 1991
Page 2

associated with the Florida Agquarium were established, reviewed, and approved as a
part of the recent Harbour Island NOPC. The aquarium proposed in the Cruiseship
NOPC is the Florida Aquarium and contains the same amount of mass vchicle usage
(26 tour buses per day) as previous reviewed.

Unlike the Harbour Island site which relies on the extension of the CBD transit
system. The Cruiseship DRI negotiated a unique transit split of 8% daily and 15%
peak hour (see Development Order Condition 4.E.2, page 3, specifically Phase II which
is equivalent to the NOPC Revised Phase I). This transit split is based on the
agreement the applicant entered into with HART and the binding payment made by
the applicant to HART of the funds identified in the agreement.

As a result, the Cruiseship DRI development has equal or better transit access than
that of the CBD and yet assumes no increase in transit usage above that approved
when the aguarium was to be built on Harbour Island adjacent to the CBD.

I will telephone you this afternoon (ietter being sent by FAX) to review this letter and
determine if any additional information is needed.

Sincerely,

GREINER, INC.

Randy Coen
Senior Project Manager

RGC:vh

ce:  David Mechanik
Jim Egnew
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GROWTH RATES COMPARISON

Bowntown Cruisaship Terminal
MPQ MPO

Exist FSUTMS FSUTMS
LINK (1990) 2010 1997
INDEX ADT ADT ADT
cBD ROADWAYS
i1 118,758 193,100 144,776
2 144,754 248,400 161,030
2] 110,857 186,000 137,157
X-1 31,184  BS200 50077
x-2 32289 142,900 71,003
A3 19,684 52,200 31,085
81 13,673 14,700 14,032
T 10,852 21,830 14,729
F-1 14,577 20,100 16,510
F-2 11,538 16,075 14,178
G-1 7.314 14,085 9,684
J-1 £,058 14,100 8,879
K-1 22,974 42,150 29,688
N-1 as3s 27900 15315
U1 12,670 18,450 14,693
W-i 5,742 7,800 6,482
P2 10,509 11,000 10,681
P-3 11,878 13,600 12,478
TOTAL CBD 553,835
AREAWIDE RCADWAYS
+3 106,328 142,500 118,888
H 117,371 187,716 141892
5 B4,433 174200 115,851
+7 110,857 180,800 135372
-8 122,585 194,800 148517
9 111,958 183,200 138,669
10 88,833 204,500 129,188
(23] 78259 181,900 115033
X7 32232 168028 79760
%8 24778 167,591 74,763
B2 7,727 7,788 7.748
H1 11,582 20,000 14,509
H2 24,887 44600 31,787

CBD+AREAWIDE 1,518,465

11,009
3,654

1,530
4819

2,285
490

3,323
3

gn

5755

1887
1,450

4,262

12,358

7.080
5874
4,114
3,657

4,249
3977
3,7

5,200
4,842

740

1,481
2,343

1997
TOTAL

144,778
182,038
140,811

51,607
582

31,133
16317
15,220

19,833
17,898

10,655
14,635
30,223
17,302
16,143
10,825

11,617
24,838

841,690

126,078
147,866
119,865
129,029
151,443
142918
133,163
121,738

85,053
79,608
8,458

15,890
34,130

2,147,154

Tables
1995
ADT

112,458
154,654
134,457

60,214
71,889

29,995
15,731
11,436

19,967
16,831

8,200
13,133
19,074
14,638
2170

6,082

21,35
19,628

751,982

118,128
105,485

78,233
127,557
153,662
139,658
119,283

90,659

47,587
24,178

11,827

15,952
29,2857

1,809,518




GROWTH COMPARISON:

cel: Tota! Growth, City Tables
Growth/yoar

Totad Tyr Growth, DRI study
Growth/year

CBO+AREAWIDE Total Growth, City Tablss
Growth/year

Total Tyr Growth, DRI study
Growth/yoar

1.2683
1.0484

1.4174
1.0511

1.1932
1.0360

1.4159
1.0508
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QUESTION 31
RESPONSE TO CITY OF TAMPA Iea
COMMENT PAGE 31-45
isit

e
RESPONSEUESTION 3
TO CITY QF TAMPA
COMMENT APPENDIX A - etoes:
1 4
JLSON
Vice-Chawman
Commsaioner
Hiltsborough County
Mr. Thomas J. O'Connor C LAWRENCE STAGG
Director of Administrative Services Secretary
Tampa Port Authority " Bogwn;rmsz
P. 0. Box 2192 m..L::‘és;wL:omm
Tampa, Florida 33601 : NARD
RICHARD MAURER
Re: Tampa Port Authority Downtown Cruise Ship LAWRENCE J. ONER
DRI - Transit Mode Split ALTON WHITE
JOHN M KING
GCounciman
pear Mr. O'Connor Tompin Tertace
Exgsculive Adminisiraior
It was a pleasure to meet with you and representatives HARRY F ORR
of Greiner Engineering on Thursday, August 9, 1984,
to discuss the above referenced project.
To briefly summarize our discussion, the main issue was
this development's ability to appreclate the following
transit modal splits by year:
' 1988 (Phase I) - Peak = 12%
Daily = 8%
1990 {Phase I1) - Peak = 15%
Daily = 8%
1992 {Phase III} =~ Peak = 17%
Daily = 8%
Transit person trips provided were:
i M
Daily IN  ouT IN ouT
1988 2,522 89 246 290 68
1990 2,757 106 366 418 81
1992 6,291 261 T 883 187
1t is HART's position that comparable transit mode splits to
the downtown CBD would require a commitment to transit
"-"-'--—
[ o
* f C'—E‘-f-;-‘;,‘-_,:‘--:\;’,ﬁ
i - j t ..
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Mpr. Thomas J. O'Connor'
August 13, 1984
page 2

accessibility and amenities, Most important would be the actual
provision of service to your development which would require
capital and operating financing.

The relative location of your proposed development and the down-
town core area could very well permit service of some type such
as a shuttle, to permit convenient accessibility to all our

routes serving downtown Tampa.

As discussed with you, HART could support the transit trips
submitted above provided rhat the following requirements be

met:

1. Capital Financing - Initial fleet requirements of
an additional five buses would be needed to service
the site. Based on iocal funds required and UMTA
funding, the developer's cost is calculated to be
$103,125. In order to process grants and secure
the vehicles, this amount would be paid to HART
18 months prior to veginning service,

2. Operating Subsidy - The developer will assist in
the provision of transit service DY funding the
first five years of operating costs based on
deficits according to the following schedule:

Year Subsidy

$50,000
$45,000
$40,000
$35,000
$30,000

m‘.UN““

The subsidy will be due prior to beginning service
and annually thereafter on the anniversary of
starting service.

3. Transit Accessibility - HART shall designate the
approach and location of boarding and alighting
in the area denoted in the plans as npys Staging".
The developer will provide necessary signage and
public schedule /information displays as prescribed

by HART.
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Mr., Thomas J, ¢'Connor
August 13, 1984
page 3

L. Transit Incentive programg - The developer
7111 actively promote and work with HART
{n developing and maintaining Bus Pass Programs
with tenants of the project.

should you have any questions regar Jing the requirements above,
please feel free to contact me. HART looks forward to working
with you on this impressive project.

Sincerely,

A R A4
o A : -
Harry F. Orr
Executive Administrator

HFO/nas
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Grolr~t, Inc.

P.O { 31646 {33021-3416)
7660L West Courtney Campbell Causewasy

Tampa, Florids 33607-1462

)
Greiner (813) 2681711 o1

C2469.00
September 25, 1991

Ms. Marina Pennington

Florida Department of Community Affairs
Division of Resource Planning & Management
Bureau of State Planning

2740 Centerview Drive

‘The Rhyne Building

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Reference:  Tampa Downtown Cruise Ship NOPC

Dear Ms. Pennington:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, Tables 7A and 8A have been revised to reflect the
original specifically approved development (Phase I and the specifically approved portion

4

of Phase 11), i.e., 1,000,000 s.£. of Office and the Cruise Shif Terminals restricted from peak

hour operation. For the purpose of clarity, the revise
labelled Table 7B and 8B, respectively.

Tables 7A and 8A have been

In addition Tables 2 and 3 of the NOPC have been revised to reflect an "apples to apples”
estimate of gross and net external trips associate with the original development scenario.

These revised tables have been labelied Table 2A and 3A, respectively.

As a bottom line, the results identified in my letter of September 23, 1991 regarding the
comparison of original and NOPC traffic impacts remain unchanged. The extension of
Revised Phase I from its original approved buildout date of 1990 to the NOPC buildout

+

date of 1997 does not result in any additional regionally significant adverse transportation

impacts. In fact, with the extension to 1997, there are less impacts than projected in the

original analysis for 1990.
Please call as soon as possible if you require any further clarification.
Sincerely,
GREINER, INC.
SAG

Randy Coen
Senior Project Manager

RGC:vh

cc:  Suzanne Cooper
Susan Johnson

Jim Egnew i
David Mechanik Cs-

ke b,
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EXHIBIT “B"

EQUIVALENCY MATRIX,! %7

To To
Change Change

To From Office Hotel

Factor g.f./unit Factor Rooms/Unit

office N/A N/A 6.7366% 6.74 roam/k.a.f.
Hotel 0.14848% 148 s.f./room N/A N/A
Specialty Retail? 0.5765 577 a.f./k.8.f. 3.8834  3.88 rcam/k.s.f.
Restaurant 0.5353 535 g,f./k.8.£f. 3.6061 3.61 rcaw/k.s.f.
Aquarium 0.2551 255 g.f./k.a.f. 1.718 1.72 roae/k.s. £.
Museum 1.5307 1,531 8.£./k.8.£. 10.4364 10.44 roams/k.8.£.
Serial Theater 0.0029°% 3 8.f./seat 0.0194 0.02 rooms/seat
Special Event Theater  0.0043 4.3 s8.f./seat 0.02912 0.03 rooms/seat

Matrix allows for the exchange of approved Office square footage and Hotel
rooms into all other approved uses. All exchanges based on DRI approved
Revised Phase 1 net external outbound pm peak hour traffic.
The following minimums and maximums shall apply:
Minimume: Office — 200,000 s.f.; Hotel - 300 rooms; Special Event
Theater - 10,000 seats; Restaurant and Specialty Retail will not
decrease below approved square feet.
Maximums: Office sgquare feet and Hotel rooms shall not exceed
specifically approved levels; Aquarium 200,000 s.f.; Museum 60,000
g.f.; Serial Theater 300 seats; and Special Event Theater 12,000
peats; and Specialty Retail 150,000 s.f.
Assumes one fourth of all additional Specialty Retail vehicle trip will be
external vehicle trips.
Example: add 20,000 s.f. of Office by reducing Hotel
20.0 k.s.f. {20,000 s.f. of office) x 6.7336 = 134.73 = 135

rooms
Example: add 150 rooms of Hotel by reducing Office
150 rooms x .1484 = 22,260 k.e.f. = 22,260 s.f.
Example: add 300 seats (1 screen) Serial Theater by reducing Office

300 seats x .0029 = 0.87 k.a.f. = 870 s.f.
Use of this matrix shall be limited to the extent necessary to ensure that
the total water requirements, waste water flows and golid waste amount
generated shall not exceed DRI approved amount as set forth in Section
3.A. of this Order.



Improvement Type'

At Grade 1.
At Grade 2.
At Grade 3.
At Grade 4.
$82,000

At Grade 5,

"REVISED EXHIBIT C"

Roadway Improvements for
Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal

Improvement Cost

Revised Phase I

Meridian & Platt - provide: $79,200

* Signalization®

* NB - 2 left turn lanes, one
thru lane

* EB - 1 left/thru lane, one thru
lane, one right turn lane

* SB - Existing geometry

satisfactory
* WB - Existing geometry
satisfactory
Platt - 13th Avenue - provide: Site Specific’
Improvement
* One site entrance driveway to
be provided allowing right-
in/right-out access with
exclusive accel/decel lane
for each movement.
Meridian & Twiggs - provide: $56,000
* Signalization
Cumberland & 13th - provide:*
* Signalization
* NB - 1 left turn lane, 2
thru lanes
* EB - signing and marking to
provide one-way westbound
flow on existing two~lane
section
* WB - one left turn lane
one thru lane, one
thru/right lane
* SB ~ Existing geometry
satisfactory
Platt - 13th Avenue ~ provide: Site Specific®
Improvement

* Second right-in/right-out
driveway to be provided with
exclusive accelf/decel lane for
each movement



Improvement Type'

At Grade 6.
At Grade 7.
At Grade 8.

Improvement

Meridian & Cumberland ~ provide:

* Signalization

* WB - signing & marking to provide
one-way westbound flow on
existing two lane section

* EB - See Item 7

* NB - Pavement markings to indicate
left and left/thru lanes

* SB - Existing geometry
satisfactory

Cumberland Avenue - provide: $207,000

* Connection of Cumberland
Avenue between Caesar Street.
Meridian to allow continuous
one-way flow between 13th
Avenue and Jefferson Street.
All necessary signing and
marking changes also to be
provided with any necessary
railroad crossing coordination
and equipment.

Jefferson & Brorein/Cumberland - $109,200

provide:

* Signalization®
* NB - (Jefferson) - 1 left thru
lane, 1 thru lane
* WB - (Cumberland) - 2 thru
lanes, 2 right turn lanes
* NWB -Existing geometry
satisfactory
* North Leg - (Jefferson) - 2 thru
lanes NB to receive 2 lanes of
traffic
* West'Leg ~ (Brorein) Existing
geometry satisfactory

Cost

Cost included in
Phase I, Item 7

Meridian and Platt - provide: $21,500°
* SB - separate right turn lane
Subtotal Revised Phase I $533,400
Revised Phase Il
Freeway NB Orange & Scott - at this location N/A'

improvements proposed per the CBD
DRI will result in satisfactory

service levels in 1997 {and in

Phase II). Should these improvements
not be in place by Revised Phase 11, the
addition of a third thru lane to

-9



Improvement Type'

Freeway 2.
Freeway 3.
Freeway 4.
Freeway 5.
At Grade 6.
Freeway

Improvement

access the Interstate on-ramps will
be required.

Construct two NB through lanes and
three southbound lanes on I-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
I-275/4 interchange bringing the
total to six lanes in each direction.
These through lanes should have
termini in accordance with proper
design standards.

Construct two northbound through
lanes and two southbound through
lanes on 1-275 from Busch Boulevard
to Fowler Avenue bringing the total
to four lanes in each direction.

These through lanes should have their

termini in accordance with proper
design standards.

Construct three through lanes
eastbound and three through
lanes westbound on I-4 from
929nd Street ramps to 50th Street
ramps bringing the total to

five lanes in each direction.
These through lanes should have
their termini in accordance with
proper design standards.

Construct one eastbound through
lane and one westbound through
lane on the Crosstown Expressway
from 22nd Street to 50th Street
bringing the total to three lanes in
each direction. These through lanes
should have termini in accordance
with proper design standards.

Meridian & Platt - provide:

* NB - 1 left turn lane, 2 thru
lanes

Platt - 13th - provide:

* Third right in/right-out
driveway with exclusive
accel/decel lane for each
movement.

Construct and additional through
lane in each direction on 1-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
1-275/1-4 interchange bringing
the total to seven lanes in each
direction. These through lanes

T

Cost

N/A7

N/A’

N/AT

N/AT

Site Specific’
Improvement

Site Specific’
Improvement

N/A'



Improvement ’I‘ypex Improvement Cost

should have their termini in
accordance with proper design
standards.

Freeway 6. Construct an additional through N/A’

lane in each direction on the
Crosstown Expressway between 22nd
Street and Kennedy Boulevard
bringing the total to three lanes

in each direction. These through
lanes should have their termini in
accordance with proper design
standards.

Subtotal Revised Phase 1l N/A

GRAND TOTAL REVISED PHASES I-11 $533,400°

At grade improvements were specified by the City of Tampa and the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council.

Signal design to coordinate with adjacent Harbour Island Signal.

Site improvement for ingress and egress to site. Developer responsible for
100 percent of costs.

Developer shall construct site specific improvement on westbound approach
to intersection of Cumberland and 13th Street. Developer shall construct this
portion of the improvement at its expense in conjunction with the City's
construction of the remaining improvements at this location.

Signal design to coordinate with adjacent signal at Crosstown ramp.

Improvement only if Revised Phase II does not commence by December 31,
1997. If Phase II is not commenced by such date, the Developer shall pay to
the City the sum of $21,500 for this improvement, which is in addition to the
amounts set forth in Section 4.E.3.(b).

N/A - Not applicable. No developer fair share cost required. Subject to
future traffic analysis as provided for in Development Order.

Off-site improvements for Revised Phase 11 are included in the improvements
for Revised Phase I.
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TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED
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Prepared For:

THE TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY
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Prepared By:

Greiner, inc.
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May 1991
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OFFICE OF CITY CLERK CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD

January 29, 1950

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Boulevard
St. Petersburg FL 33702

RE: TFile No. DZz84-138
Ordinance No. 90-09

Dear Sir:

The enclosed document is being transmitted for your information and
record keeping process.

If further information is needed, please contact Susan Swift Mihalik,
Manager, Land Develomment Coordination, 223-8405.

Sincerely,

(Mrs.) Frances Henridquez i q

City Clerk Md H%Ol ©
MCowed \\Sl '40

FH/gg

Enclosure: Ordinance 90-09

CERTIFIED MATL

cc: Susan Swift Mihalik, Land Development Coordination

315 E. Kennedy Blvd. City Hall ® Tampa, Florida 33602 ¢ 813/223-8306



I .'1 :;!’
[ Z PR

ORDINANCE NO. 40"09

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, APPROVING AN
AMENDMENT TO A DEVELOPMENT ORDER RENDERED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER
380, FLORIDA STATUTES, FILED BY THE TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY FOR THE
TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL, A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED

DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE
HEREOF,

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9108-A, passed and ordained by the
City Council of the City of Tampa, Florida, on November 21, 1985
approved a Development Order for The Tampa Port Authority Cruise
Ship Terminal (”the Development”), a Development of Regional
Impact (DRI) (hereinafter said Ordinance shall be referred to as
the ”"Development Order”); and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 9696~A passed and ordained by the
City Council of the City of Tampa, Florida, on August 20, 1987,
approved a first amendment to the Development Order (hereinafter

said Ordinance shall be referred to as the ”First Amendment?”) ;
and

WHEREAS, on December 22, 1989, The Tampa Port Authority (the
"Developer”) filed a Notification of Proposed Change to a
Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact Subsection
380.06(19), Florida Statutes, for the Tampa Port Authority Cruise
Ship Terminal DRI (the “Notification”), attached hereto as
Composite Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the Notification proposed to amend the Development
Order as amended by the First Amendment to provide an extension
of the dates of buildout of development of Phase I and Phase 1T,
each by a period of two (2) years, eleven (11) months and fifteen
(13) days (hereinafter said changes are collectively referred to
as the ”Proposed Changes”); and

WHEREAS, Subsection 380.06(19) (e)2., Florida Statutes,
provides that a proposed change which involves an extension of
the date of buildout of a development, or any phase thereof, by
less than three (3) years is not a substantial deviation and is
not subject to a public hearing pursuant to subparagraph
380.06(19) (f)3., Florida Statutes, or a determination pursuant to
subparagraph 380.06(19) (f)5., Florida Statutes; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Changes to the Development Order as
amended by the First Amendment shall constitute the Second
Amendment to the Development Order:; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the
Notification 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, is authorized and empowered to consider the

Proposed Changes and to amend the Development Order as amended by
the First Amendment; and

WHEREAS, the public notice requirements have been fulfilled;
and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members of the public
have been afforded an opportunity to be heard at the public
hearing on the Proposed Changes before the City Council:; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed and considered the
above referenced documents as well as all testimony and evidence

submitted by certain parties and members of the general public;
and



WHEREAS, Section 380.06, 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
Notification attached hereto as Composite Exhibit A.

B. That the Proposed Changes are consistent with all local
land use development regulations and the local comprehensive
plan.

C. That the Proposed Changes do not unreasonably interfere
with the achievement of the objectives of the adopted State Land
Development Plan applicable to the area.

D. That in accordance with Subsection 380.06(19) (e)2.,
Florida Statutes, the Proposed Changes are not substantial
deviations under the provisions of Subsection 380.06(19), Florida
Statutes, and are not subject to a public hearing pursuant to
Subparagraph 380.06(19)(f)3., Florida Statutes, or a
determination pursuant to Subparagraph 380.06(19) (f)5., Florida
Statutes.

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

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 based on the foregoing and pursuant to Subsection
380.06 (19)(e)2., Florida Statutes, the Proposed Changes are
found not to be substantial deviations under the provisions of
Subsection 380.06(19), Florida Statutes, and are not subject to a
public hearing pursuant to subparagraph 380.06{19) (f)3., Florida
Statutes, or a determination pursuant to subparagraph
380.06(19) (£)5., Florida Statutes.

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 is hereby
amended to incorporate the Notificatinn

B. That the Development Order as amended by the First
Amendment 1is hereby amended to extend the dates of buildout of
development of Phase I and Phase II, each by a period of two (2)
Years, eleven (11) months and fifteen (15) days.

Section 5. Development Order, as Amended. This
Ordinance shall constitute the Second Amendment to Ordinance No.
2108-A, as amended by Ordinance No. 9696~A, and shall 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 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 s. Definitions. The definitions contained in
Chapter 380, Florida Statutes, shall control the interpretation
and construction of any terms of this Ordinance.

Section 7. Binding Effect. That this Ordinance shall be
binding upon the Developer, its assigns, and its successors in
interest.

Section 8. Governmental Agencies. That it is understood
that any reference herein to any governmental agency shall be
construed to mean any future instrumentality which may be created
or designated as successor in interest to, or which otherwise
possesses any of the powers and duties of any referenced

governmental agency in existence on the effective date of this
Ordinance.

Section 9. Severance. That in the event that any portion
or section of this Ordinance is determined to be invalid, illegal
or unconstitutional by a court or agency of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall in no manner affect the
remaining portions or sections of this Ordinance which shall
remain in full force and effect.

Section 10. Transmittals. That the City Clerk is directed
to send copies of this Ordinance, within five (5) days of its
effective date to +the Developer, the Florida Department of
Community Affairs (Bureau of Land and Water Management), and the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Section 11. Rendition. That this Ordinance shall be
deemed rendered upon transmittal of the copies of this Ordinance
to the recipients specified in Chapter 380, Florida Statutes.

Section 12. Recording. That the Developer shall record a
notice of adoption of this Ordinance pursuant to Chapter 380,
Florida Statutes.

Section 13. Effective Date. That this Ordinance shall

take effect immediately upon being rendered in accordance with
law.

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

FLORIDA, ON NZ25bH
e

, ol i S
CHAIRMAN} CITY COUNCIL

APPROVED by me __ JAN 2.9 1990

ATTEST:

e s ‘
i tra'{m_w S F AT e e '“’f/
Frh _‘*f I

CITY CLERK v

APPROVED as to form by: QﬁLAQﬁJ '%{. kfivaLLZl

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

----------



ORDINANCE CHLCT r  -a

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, RENDERING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT ORDER FOR THE TAMPA PORT
AUTHORITY CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT OF REGIOCNAL
IMPACT, CITY OF TAMPA ORDINANCE NO. 9108-A, PURSUANT TO
CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA STATUTES, ON A NOTIFICATION OF A
PROPOSED CHANGE TO THE TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY CRUISE SHIP
TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT DEVELOPMENT
ORDER; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, on October 15, 1984, the Tampa Port Authority (the
"Developer") filed an Application for Development Approval, a
Response to Agency Comments dated March, 1985, (hereinafter the
above reference documents are collectively referred to as- the
"ADA") for a Development of Regional Impact ("DRI") with the City
of Tampa (the "City"), pursuant to the provisions of Section
380.06, Florida Statutes (1985), as amended, {("Chapter 380") and
Section 43-96.2, City of Tampa Code; and

WHEREAS, on November 21, 1985, the City adopted, by Ordinance
No. ©9108-A, a Development Order ("Order") for the Tampa Port
Authority Cruise Ship Terminal Development, a copy of which is
attached hereto as Exhibit "A"; and

WHEREAS, on April 23, 1987 the Developer filed a document
entitled "Notification of a Proposed Change to a Previously
Approved Development of regional Impact (DRI)" with the City, the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council ("TBRPC") and thé State of
Florida Department of Community Affairs ("DCA"™), pursuant to the
provisions of Chapter 380, and Section 43-%6.2, City of Tampa
Code; which request, together with the response to agency comments
dated July 23, 1987, shall constitute the entire application for
amendment of the Order and shall be hereinafter referred to as the
"Proposed Amendment" and attached hereto as Composite Exhibit
nBY;

WHEREAS, the Developer proposes modifications to the COrder as
are more fully described in Section 1, below; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the local
government having Jjurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, is
authorized and empowered to consider requests for amendments to

the Order; and

DL

)



" WHEREAS, the public notice requirements of Chapter 380 and
the City of Tampa have been satisfied; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has, on August 6, 1987 and on

, held a duly noticed hearing on the

Proposed Amendment and has heard and considered testimony and
documents thereon; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has received and considered the
report and recommendations of the TBRPC; and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members  of the public
were afforded the opportunity to participate in the public hearing
on the Proposed Amendment before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the above referenced
documents, as well as all related testimony and evidence submitted
by all persons and members of the general public.

NCW, THEREFORE,

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

Section 1. 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 Proposed
Amendment attached hereto as Composite "B".
B. That the developer proposes an amendment to the Order
that would allow the loading and unloading of cruise ships on
weekdays during the peak hours, subject to certain
conditions, all of which are more particularly described in
Exhibit "B" and Section 4, below.
C. That the Development 1is not located in an area of
critical state concern as designated pursuant to Section
380.05, Florida statutes (1985), as amended.
D. That the Project is consistent with all local land
development regulations and the local comprehensive plan.
E. That this Ordinance 1is consistent with the report and
recommendations of the TBRPC and satisfies the provisions of

Section 380.6(14), Florida Statutes, as amended.



F. That the Development will not unreasonably interfere with
the achievement of objectives of the adopted state land
development plan applicable to the area.

G. That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by
the Proposed Amendment has been conducted by the City
departments and the TBRPC.

Section 2. That the City Council having made the above

findings and fact, reaches 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 this proceeding, the various departments of the City and
the Developer are authorized to approve/conduct development
as described herein subject to the conditions, restrictions
and limitations set forth herein.

B. That the review by the City, the TBRPC and other
participating agencies and interested citizens reveals that
the impacts of the Proposed Amendment are adequately
addressed pursuant to the requirements of Chapter 380, within

the terms and conditions of the Order and the Proposed

Amendment, to the extent not inconsistent with this
Ordinance.
C. That the Proposed Amendment does not constitute a

substantial deviation from the Order.

Section 3. That having made the above findings of fact drawn
the above conclusions of law, it 1is ordered that the Proposed
Amendment is hereby approved, subject to the following conditions,
restrictions and limitations:

A. The Developer's commitments set forth in the Proposed

Amendment shall be honored, except as they may be superseded

by specific terms of this Ordinance.

Section 4. That having made the above findings of fact and
drawn the above conclusions of law, it is further ordered that the
Order is hereby amended as follows:

Section 4.H.H., of the Order, is restated in its entirety as

follows:



A. Operation of the cruise ship terminals shall be
permitted on weekends and weekdays during peak hours and
off-peak hours provided that upon the completion of two
(2) cruise ship terminals, 850,000 sguare feet of office
space, 600 hotel rooms, 21,000 square feet of restaurant
space and 9,000 square feet of retail space, the
developer shall elect one of the following options:
1. The times for operation of Cruise Ship Terminal
shall be changed as follows: cruise ship
operations shall be permitted on weekends and
weekdays provided that loading and unloading of
passengers on weekdays shall not occur during the
peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to
6:00 p.m.) and provided further that during
weekdays not more than one cruise ship shall be
permitted to load and unload passengers during each
weekday. In the event the Developer selects this
Option 1, the bDeveloper may construct the
Development totals provided in Section 4.E.4. of
the Development Order, in accordance with the
requirements of Section 4.E.4. of the Development
Order; or
2. The Developer shall submit a revised and
updated traffic analysis pursuant to Section
380.06, Florida Statutes, in accordance with
provisions in Section 4.E.4. of the Development
Order. In the event the Developer elects this
Option 2, the Developer shall not be reguired to
submit another traffic analysis under the
provisions of Section 4.E.4., until it proposes to
commence Phase III development.

Section 5. That definitions contained in chapter 380 shall
control the interpretation and construction of any terms of this
Amendment to the Order.

Section 6. This Ordinance shall constitute the Amendment to

the Order in response to the Proposed Amendment. All provisions
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of the Order, except as amended hereby, shall be and remain in
full force and effect and shall be considered conditions of this
Amendment to the Order, unless inconsistent with the terms and
conditions of this Amendment to the Order, in which case the terms
and conditions of the Amendment to the Order shall control.

Section 7. That this Amendment to the Order shall be binding
upon the Developer, its assigns or successors in interest.

Section 8. It is understand 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 Amendment to the Order.

Section 9. That in the event any portion or section of this
Amendment to the Order is determined to be invalid, illegal or
unconstitutional by a court or agency of competent Jjurisdiction,
such decision shall in no manner affect the remaining portions or
sections of this Amendment to the Order, which shall remain in
full force and effect.-

Section 10. That the City Clerk is directed to send coples

of this Amendment to the Order, within five (5) days of the
effective date of this Ordinance, to the Developer, Hillsborough
County, the Florida Department of Transportation, the DCA and the
TBRPC.

Section 11. That this Amendment to the Order shall be deemed

rendered upon transmittal of the copies of this Order to the
recipients specified in Chapter 380,

Section 12. That the Developer shall record a Notice of

Adoption of this Amendment to the Order pursuant to Chapter 380.

Section 13. That this Ordinance shall take effect

immediately upon becoming a law. A copy hereof shall be posted on



the bulletin board in the hall of the first floor of the City Hall
in the City of Tampa, Florida, for the convenience of the public.

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

FLORIDA, on  AUG 20 1987
P
<
mmx.; CITY COUNTTL.
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ATTEST:
e . i f APPROVED BY ME ON:
Do et B s AUG 2 4 1997
CITY CLERK

}J:'/z«%@ s f{ s .,

SANDRA W.~FREEDMAN; ~MAYOR =

Prepared and Approved by:

a3

PAMELA K. /AKIN
Chief Assistant City Attorney




ORDINANCE NO. 4/0 5/ -A

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF TAMPA, FLORIDA, RENDERING A DEVELOP-
MENT ORDER PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 380, FLORIDA STATUTES, ON AN
APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL FILED BY THE TAMPA PORT
AUTHORITY FOR THE DOWNTOWN CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL, A DEVELOPMENT OF
REGIONAL IMPACT; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, on October 15, 1984, The Tampa Port Authority (the
"Developer") filed an Application for Development Approval, a
Response to Agency Comments dated March, 1985, (hereafter, the
above referenced documents are collectively referred to as the
"ADA") for a Development of Regional Impact ("DRI") with the City
of Tampa (the "City"), Hillsborough County City~-County Planning
Commission, Hillsborough County Environmental Protection Commis-
sion, Florida Department of Community Affairs ("DCA"), and the
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council ("TBRPCY), pursuant to the
provisions of Section 380.06, Florida Statutes (1985), as amended
("Chapter 380"), and Section 43-96.2, City of Tampa Code; and

WHEREAS, the ADA proposes the development of the Downtown
Cruise Ship Terminal, a mixed use development providing cruise
ship terminals and office, hotel and retail uses located on a
site of approximately 21 acres in downtown Tampa, Florida (the
"Development"); and

WHEREAS, the City Council, as the governing body of the
local government having jurisdiction pursuant to Chapter 380, is
authorized and empowered to consider the ADA for DRI's; and

WHEREAS, the public notice regquirements of Chapter 380, and
Section 43-96.2, City of Tampa Code have been satisfied; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has, on November 7, 1985, held a
duly noticed public hearing on the ADA and has heard and con-
sidered testimony and documents received thereon; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has received and considered the
report and recommendations of the TBRPC; and

WHEREAS, all interested parties and members of the public
were afforded the opportunity to participate in the application
hearing on the subject DRI, before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the above referenced
documents, as well as all related  testimony and evidence sub-
mitted by each party and members of the general public; now,
therefore,

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

Section 1. That this Ordinance shall constitute the Devel-
opment Order ("Order") of the City Council issued in response to
the ADA filed by the Developer for development of the Downtown
Cruise Ship Terminal, a DRI. The scope of Development to be
permitted pursuant to this Order includes the land uses and
activities described in the ADA attached hereto and by reference
made a part hereof as composite Exhibit A.

Section 2. That City Council, having received the ADA, and
having received all related comments, testimony, and evidence
submitted by each party and members of the general public, finds



there is substantial competent evidence to support the following
findings of fact:

A.

That the real property that is the subject of the ADA
is legally described as set forth in Exhibit B, at-
tached hereto and by reference made a part hereof.

That the Developer submitted to the City the materials
contained in Composite Exhibit A.

That the Developer proposes the development of the
Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal, a mixed-use development
providing cruise ship terminals and office, hotel and
retail uses located on a site of approximately 21 acres
in downtown Tampa, Florida.

That the proposed Development is not located in an area
of critical state concern as designated pursuant to
Section 380.05, Florida Statutes (1985), as amended.

That the project is consistent with all local 1landg
development regulations and +*he adopted local compre-
hensive plan.

That +this Order is consistent with the report and
recommendations of the TBRPC, and satisfies the provi-
sions of Section 380.06(15), Florida Statutes {(1985),
as amended.

That the Development will not unreasonably interfere
with the achievement or objectives of the adopted State
Land Development Plan applicable to the area.

That a comprehensive review of the impacts generated by
the Development has been conducted by the City's de-
partments and the TBRPC.

Section 3. That the City Council having made the above
findings of fact, reaches the following conclusions of law:

AL

That these proceedings have been duly conducted pur-
suant to applicable law and regulations, and based upon
the record in this proceeding, the various departments
of the City and the Developer are authorized to ap-
prove/conduct development as described herein, subject
to the conditions, restrictions, and limitations set
forth herein.

That the review by the City, the TBRPC, and other par-
ticipating agencies and interested citizens reveals
that impacts are adequately addressed pursuant to the
requirements of Chapter 380, within the terms and con-
ditions of this Order and the ADA. To the extent that
the ADA is inconsistent with the terms and conditions
of this Order, the terms and conditions of this Order
shall prevail.

Section 4. That, having made the above findings of fact and
having drawn the above conclusions of law, it is ordered that the
ADA 1is hereby approved, subject to the following conditions,
restrictions and limitations:

A.

Substantial Deviations:

Further review pursuant to Chapter 380 may be required
if a substantial deviation, as defined in Chapter 380,
occurs. The Developer shall be given due notice of,
and an opportunity to be heard at any hearing to deter-
mine whether or not a broposed change to the Develop~
ment is a substantial deviation. Substantial deviation
may occur by failure to comply with the conditions
herein or failure to follow the documents submitted in
Composite Exhibit A.
- -



Annual Reports:

The Developer shall submit annual reports on the DRI to
the City, the TBRPC, the State Land Planning Agency,
and such other agencies as may be appropriate, on
July 1, 1986, and on July 1, of each year thereafter
until such time as all terms and conditions of this
Order are satisfied. The report shall be submitted on
Form BLWM-07~85. Such report shall be submitted to the
Director, Department of Housing, Inspections and Com-
munity Services (hereinafter Y"HICS"), who shall, after
appropriate review, submit it for review by the City
Council. The City Council shall review the report for
compliance with the terms and conditions of this Order
and may issue further orders and conditions to insure
compliance with the terms and conditions of this Order.
The Developer shall be notified of any City Council
hearing wherein such report is to be reviewed; pro-
vided, however, that receipt and review by the City
Council shall not be considered a substitute or a
waiver of any terms or conditions of this Order. The
annual report shall contain:

1. Changes in the plan of development, or representa-
tions contained in the ADA, or phasing for the
reporting year and for the next year;

2. A summary comparison of development activity pro-
posed and actually conducted for the reporting
year;

3. Undeveloped tracts of land, other than individual

single family lots, that have been sold to a
separate entity or developer;

4. Identification and intended use of lands pur-
chased, leased or optioned by the Developer adjac-
ent to the original DRI site since the Development
Order was issued;

5. An assessment of the Developer's and local govern-
ment's compliance with conditions of approval con-
tained in the DRI Development Order and the commit-
ments which are contained in the ADA;

6. An hourly traffic count for a 24-hour period taken
at all established access points from public
right-of-way to the development site;

7. Any known incremental DRI applications for devel-
opment approval or reguests for a substantial
deviation determination that were filed in the
reporting year and to be filed during the next
year;

8. A statement that all persons have been sent copies
of the annual report in conformance with Subsec-
tion 380.06(18), Florida Statutes (1985);

9. A copy of any notice of the adoption of a Develop-
ment Order or the subsequent modification of an
adopted Development Order that was recorded by the
Developer pursuant +to Subsection 380.06(15)(f),
Florida Statutes (1985);

10. The transit information required pursuant to
Section 4.E.2., below;

11. The hurricane evacuation plan required pursuant to
Section 4.M., below; :



E.

12. An indication of a change, if any, in local govern-
ment jurisdiction for any portion of the Develop~
ment since this Development Order was issued; and

13. A list of significant local, state, and federal

permits which have been obtained or which are
pending by agency, type of permit, permit number,
and purpose of each.

Funding Commitments: .

That, for the purposes of this Order, funding com-
mitments may be either in the form of Developer contri-
butions-in-aid-of~construction, or Developer commit-
ments for the actual construction, or the placement of
the improvements in the transportation improvements
work programs of the City, Hillsborough County
("County") or State of Florida ("State"), or a combina-
tion thereof.

Responsible Entities:

That, for the purposes of this Order, the Developer is
considered one of a number of possible responsible
entities.

Transportation:

A transportation improvements plan and schedule for the
Downtown Tampa area in cooperation with Florida Depart-
ment of Transportation ("DOT"), TBRPC, Hillsborough
County, the Metropeolitan Planning Organization ("MPO'),
and developers in the study area shall be developed.
The plan shall consider all approved developments in
the area including previously approved DRI's, and
projected Development. The plan shall be commenced
within three (3) years of the issuance of construction
permits for Phase I and be completed prior to the
commencement of Phase II. The +transportation update
study currently being conducted for the Downtown Tampa
DRI shall satisfy this requirement. The parameters for
this interim transportation plan, or the Downtown Tampa
transportation study shall include but not be limited
to:

a. The regionally significant roadways that shall be
included in the focus of the transportation plan,
as well as identification of additional roadways
to be constructed within the study area.

b. The existing, approved and projected Development
to be included within the plan.

c. The manner by which the traffic impact of the
existing Development will be documented and
assessed.

d. The manner by which the traffic impact of approved
and projected Development will be documented and
assessed.

e. The procedures by which mass transit shall be

studied as a viable alternative to alleviate
overburdening of the roadways.

f. Identification of specific construction implemen-
tation goals, such as right-of-way acquisition and
implementation of additional north/south and
east/west corridors designed to coincide with
transportation improvement needs generated by each
pPhase completion for projects approved within the
study area.
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g. FDOT High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Study for 1-275,
h. A program for funding the improvements identified.
Transit measures were assumed in the evaluation and
assessment of transportation impacts of the Develop~
ment. The projections for modal splits as a result of
these measures are as follows:

Transit Modal Splits by Year

1988 (Phase 1) - Peak = 12%

Daily = 8%

1990 (Phase 1I) - Peak = 15%

Daily = 8%

Transit person trips: 1992 (Phase I11) =~ Peak = 17%

Daily = 8Y%

PM AM
Daily IN ouT IN OUT
1988 2,522 g9 246 290 68
1990 2,757 106 366 418 81
1992 6,291 261 771 283 187

The Developer's annual report after issuance of certif-
icates of occupancy shall include a yearly assessment
of the actual achievement of wvehicle trips diverted
from the peak hour as a result of the transit measures
and other circumstances, This assessment shall also
include sufficient and appropriate documentation for
all diversions claimed as a result of implementation of
transit measures. If an annual report is not sub-
mitted, or if the report indicates that the total trip
diversions are not being met, the City of Tampa govern-
ment shall conduct a substantial deviation determin-
ation pursuant to Chapter 380.06(19), Florida Statutes
(1985), to determine whether this Development Order
should be amended +to change transit objectives and/or
require those roadway improvements that were not in-
cluded in this Development Order in contemplation of
the transit measures’ being successful. The results of
this assessment may serve as a basis for the Developer
or reviewing agencies to reguest Development Order
amendments.

The four stipulations indicated in the letter from the
Hillsborough Area Regional Transit {(HART) officials to
the Developer (dated August 13, 1984 and included in
the ADA) concerning a proposed mode split shall be
required and monitored with each annual report pursuant
to this Section 4.E.2.

The design of the transit amenities, listed in the
above referenced letter, shall be subject to review by
the Hillsborocugh Area Regional Transit Authority
("HART") and shall be mutually agreed upon among the
City, HART and the Developer.

(a) The Developer shall pay the total cost of the
needed at-grade roadway improvements, set forth on
Exhibit €, a copy of which is attached hereto and
made a part hereof by reference. Exhibit C lists
the transportation improvements, by phase, that
are needed to accommodate Development and back-
ground traffic through buildout of the Development
and establishes the total cost of the at-grade im-
provements.



(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Except as provided in Section 4.E.3.(g), below,
the total amount for the at-grade improvements
shown on Exhibit C is Five Hundred Thirty-three
Thousand Four Hundred Dollars ($533,400) which sum
represents the total maximum amount of the De-
veloper's payments for the Development's traffic
impacts.

The Developer shall pay to the City Five Hundred
Thirty-three Thousand Four  Hundred Dollars
($533,400) in the following manner and subject to
the following conditions:

(1) On the date (i) that the first construction
permit for the Development is issued; or
(ii) twenty-four months after the effective
date of this Order, whichever is earlier, the
Developer shall pay to the City One Hundred

- Thirty~five Thousand Two Hundred Dollars
($135,200) which sum represents the total
amount due for Phase I at-grade improvements.
As used in this Order, the term "construction
permit" shall mean a permit to construct a
building or cruise ship terminal which term
shall not include a permit for site clearing,
site alteration or site preparation.

(2) On the date (i) that the first construction
permit for Phase II is issued; or (ii) Jan-
uary 2, 1989, whichever is earlier, the
Developer shall pay to the City Three Hundred
Ninety-eight Thousand Two Hundred Dollars
($398,200). sSaid sum represents the total
amount due for Phase II at-grade improve-
ments, except as provided for in Section
4.E.3.(g), below. (Note: All reguired Phase
I11 at-grade improvements are included in the
at-grade improvements for Phases I and II,
therefore no payment for ©Phase III is
required.)

The improvements referred to in Exhibit C may
include, but are not limited to, gecmetric improve-
ments, signalization modifications and new signal
installations. The design for these improvements
shall be reviewed and approved, as appropriate, by
FDOT, Hillsborough County and the City, with, in
all cases, a final _review and approval by the
City, prior to the construction of such improve-
ments. The improvements may, after detailed
review by the appropriate governmental agency and
the City, be modified in a manner intended to
accomplish the same result, utilizing generally
recognized professional traffic engineering stan-
dards and practices.

The City agrees +to utilize the Developer's con-
tributions referred to in Section 4.E.3(c), above,
to complete installation of the at-grade improve-
ments (other than site access improvements for
which the Developer is solely responsible) by such
dates as they will be needed to accommodate the
project's traffic, with such dates being estab-
lished utilizing generally accepted traffic engin-
eering practices. Notwithstanding the foregoing,
in the event that the performance by the City of
this commitment shall be interrupted or delayed by



(g)

any occurrence, and not occasioned by its conduct,
whether such occurrence be an act of God or the
result of war, riot, or civil commotion, then it
shall be excused from such performance for such
period of time as is reasonably necessary after
such occurrence to remedy the effects thereof.

The City agrees to segregate all such transport-
ation fair share contributions received from the
Developer in account number: 306-201-223-135.
The City agrees that, as appropriate, it will pay
to appropriate governmental entities (including
itself, where appropriate), those amounts con-
tributed by the Developer, to construct at-grade
improvements set forth on Exhibit C, upon being
furnished with evidence, satisfactory to the City
that such governmental entity will construct one
or more of those at-grade improvements set forth
on Exhibit C. Further, the City agrees to expend
the amounts contributed by the Developer to con-
struct those improvements set forth on Exhibit C
(other than site access improvements for which the
Developer is solely responsible). ©On the joint
stipulation of the City, the Developer, and TBRFC,
the City may modify the above-referenced list of
improvements, based on future transportation
studies referred to herein.

(1) In the event that the City needs to acquire
right-of-way for +the construction of the
improvement listed on Exhibit € as "Phase II,
#4" ("Improvement #4"), the Developer shall
pay to the City the amount the City expended
to acquire such right-of-way up to a maximum
amount of Two Hundred Ninety-Nine Thousand
Dollars ($299,000.00) (the "Maximum Right-of-
Way Amount"). Within 30 days after the City
notifies the Developer of the amount the City
reasonably estimates will be necessary to
acguire such right-of-way, the Developer
shall pay to the City such necessary amount
(the "Projected Cost"), not to exceed the
Maximum Right-of-Way Amount. The City shall
notify the Developer of the Projected Cost no
sooner than six (6) months before the
proposed acguisition date of the right-of-way
or on the date that the first construction
permit for Phase II is issued, whichever is
later. 1In the event that the actual cost of
the right-of-way 1is more than the Projected
Cost, the Developer shall pay to the City
such additional amount, provided that the
total payment due from the Developer to
acquire the right-of-way shall not exceed the
Maximum Right-of-Way Amount. In the event
that the actual cost of the right-of-way is
less than the Projected Cost, the City shall
refund the difference in the two amounts to
the Developer. If the City 4is unable to
acquire any necessary right-of-way for any
reason, the City shall determine an alterna-

tive improvement {the "Alternative
Improvement") to serve in lieu of Improvement
#4. The Alternative Improvement shall be

designed to serve the same purposes as
Improvement #4.

(2) In the event that Phase I1IIl does not commence
by December 31, 1992, (but only in such
event) the Developer shall pay to the City
the sum of Twenty-one Thousand Five Hundred
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Dollars ($21,500) for construction of the im-
provement listed on Exhibit C as "Phase II,
#6," which amount shall be paid to the City
on said date.

(3) The amounts that may be pavable to the City
pursuant to the provisions of this Section
4.E.3.(g) shall be in addition to the amount
set forth in Section 4.E.3.(b), above, pro-
vided that in no event shall the Developer's
assessment for right~of-way and construction
costs incurred for the installation of the
Alternative Improvement exceed the amount the
Developer c¢ould have paid for right-of-way
and construction costs for Improvement #4
pursuant to the provisions of this Order.

The foregoing transportation conditions set forth in
Section 4.E.3., above, only address needed at-grade
improvements to accommodate Development and background
traffic through buildout. However, the Phase 11 inter-
state and other non at-grade improvements ("Freeway
Improvements") listed in Exhibit C are not needed for
Phase I1 development until the completion of the two
cruise ship terminals, 1,000,000 square feet of office
space, 600 hotel rooms, 21,000 square feet of restaur-
ant space and 9,000 sguare feet of retail space.
Conseqguently, prior to the issuance of construction
permits in excess of the land use amounts described
above, the Developer shall submit a revised and updated
traffic analysis pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida
Statutes. Both the traffic counts and projections of
traffic volume shall be prepared consistent with gener-
ally accepted traffic engineering practices. The analy-
sis shall serve to verify the findings of the ADA
traffic analysis or shall indicate alternate transporta
tion improvements/measures which, if implemented, would
maintain the regional roadways at a satisfactory Level
of Service, (Level of Service C daily, D peak hour).
Funding commitments shall be secured from the respons-
ible entities for the needed Phase I1I improvements/
measures identified in this analysis prior to any
development in excess of the above stated land use
amounts. The securing of the needed funding commit-
ments shall be the only criteria used to determine
whether development in excess of the above stated land
use amounts may be commenced, provided all other condi-
tions of this Order are met. In no event shall the
Developer be reguired to expend or pay an amount in
excess of the sums set forth in Section 4.E.3.(b) and
(g) above.

Prior to the commencement of Phase III development, the
Developer shall submit another revised and updated
traffic analysis pursuant to Section 380.06, Florida
Statutes. Both the traffic counts and projections of
traffic volume shall be prepared consistent with gener-
ally accepted traffic engineering practices. The
analysis shall serve to verify the findings of the ADA
traffic analysis or shall indicate alternate transporta-~
tion improvements/measures which, if implemented, would
maintain the regional roadways at a satisfactory Level
of Service, (Level of Service C daily, D peak hour).
Funding commitments shall be secured from the respon-
sible entities for the needed Phase IIT improvements/
measures identified in this analysis prior to commence-
ment of Phase III development. The securing of the
needed funding commitments shall be the only criteria
used to determine whether Phases II] may be commenced,
provided .all other conditions of this Order are met.
In no event shall the Developer be required to expend
Or pay an amount in excess of the sums set forth in
Section 4.E.3.(b) and (g) above.
- 3



If the City adopts a transportation impact fee ordin-
ance, the Developer, at its option, may submit its
Tequest to the City that it be governed exclusively by
the provisions of said ordinance as to any transporta-
tion payments remaining at the time of such election.
Such request shall be subject to a substantial devia-
tion determination pursuant +to Section 380.06(19),
Florida statutes (1985) and subject to the appeal
provisions of Section 380.07, Florida Statutes (1985),
If this alternative is approved, thereafter, the Devel-
oper shall pay to the City impact fees to the extent
and in the same manner as such fees are paid by other
developers subject to such impact fees. Further, the
Developer shall be given credit against future impact
fee assessments for transportation contribution pay-
ments already paid, so that at the end of development,
the Developer shall have paid an amount egual to that
which would@ have been collected if the impact fee
ordinance had been in effect at the beginning of devel-
opment.

If the hourly traffic count referenced in Section
4.B.6. reflects that the total actual development
traffic exceeds the total trips estimated in the ADA
for the Development at the end of the present develop-
ment phase by more than 10%, such increase shall be
subject to a substantial deviation determination pursu-
ant to Section 380.06, Florida Statutes (1985).

Notwithstanding this Order, the Developer, at its
option, may resubmit this project for review and ap-
proval under any subsequently filed downtown develop-
ment authority or area-wide Application for Development
Approval, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Subsection
380.06(22) and (25), respectively, (1985), as amended,
if such application encompasses the subject development
site. Any impacts assessed and satisfied pursuant to
this Order, shall be considered and credited in any
such downtown development authority or area-wide devel-
opment order. : '

The Developer shall adhere to the measures to reduce
erosion, fugitive dust and air emissions referenced in
the ADA.

Measures shall be instituted to design, construct, and
maintain the drainage system to protect water guality
in compliance with the requirements of the Florida
Department of Transportation, Chapters 17-25 and 40D~4,
F.A.C., the City, and with the appropriate portions of
TBRPC's Stormwater and Lake System Maintenance and
Design Guidelines.

The Developer shall be the responsible entity for the
maintenance of on-site stormwater management systems.

The soils to be removed from the preject site shall be
tested for the presence of toxic, carcinogenic or
hazardous components prior to removal.

Maintenance dredge material disposal sites for the
material generated in association with the proiect are
shown on Exhibits D and E, attached hereto and incorpo-
rated herein by reference. Such sites are consistent
with the applicable zoning and land use plans, as well
as the recommendations of the Tampa Bay Management
Study Commission.

Plans for fill hauling shall be approved by the City of
Tampa and by Hillsborough County prior to initiation of
such work.



A master drainage plan shall be developed for review by
the City of Tampa and TBRPC. Such plan shall be sub-
mitted to TBRPC for informational purposes only.

Elevations for all habitable structures shall be at or
above the base flood elevation.

The Developer shall promote awareness of, and shall
cooperate with, local and regional authorities having
jurisdiction to issue a hurricane evacuation order.
The developer shall prepare a plan to ensure the safe
and orderly evacuation of hotel guests and those em-
ployees who, for security or administrative reasons,
are in the building after an evacuation order is issued
by (1) ordering all buildings closed for the duration
of a hurricane evacuation order; (2) informing all
employees of evacuation routes out of the flood prone
area and measures to be followed in the event of same;
and (3) making all efforts to coordinate with and
inform appropriate public authorities of building
closings, security and safety measures, and evacuation
pPlans. This plan shall be included in the first annual
report submitted after occupancy of any portion of the
project.

Prior to any title transfers and lease agreements, the
Developer shall notify all tenants and other occupants
of the project site in writing that the area may be
subject to an evacuation order and potential property
damage 1in the event of a hurricane landfall in the
Tampa Bay Region.

The discovery of any historical or archaelogical re-
sources shall be reported to the Florida Division of
Archives, History and Records Management and the dispo-~
sition of such resources shall be determined in cooper-
ation with the Division of Archives and the 1local
government with jurisdiction.

Water conservation measures shall be utilized through-
out the development.

There shall be a plan for non-potable fresh water use
for open space ang landscape irrigation purposes when
such water becomes available.

The City shall provide water, wastewater treatment, and
solid waste disposal to this Development. Assurance of
availability and commitments for electricity, water,
wastewater, and solid waste service shall be required
prior to the issuance of construction permits for each
building for which such services are regquired. The
City of Tampa Fire Department shall be the responsible
entity for fighting shipboard fires.

for each building.

Should hazardous waste be produced at the Tampa Down-
town Cruise Ship Terminal, seéparate hazardous waste

materials. (Hazardous wastes are those substances and
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materials defined in Subsection 403.703(21), Florida
Statutes (1983), and listed in Title 40 CFR Part 261).

1. The Developer shall provide to all the Tampa
Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal businesses informa-
tion that:

(a) Indicates types of wastes and materials that
are considered to be hazardous and are to be
stored or disposed of only in the specially-
designated containers/areas; and

(b) 1Indicates the location of the specially-
designated hazardous waste and materials
containers/areas; and

(¢) Advises of applicable statutes and requla-
tions regarding hazardous wastes and mater-
ials at the time of purchase or lease.

2. The Developer shall require that any hazardous
waste will be transported and disposed of in a
manner consistent with applicable regulations
through restrictive covenants.

Thirty percent (30%) of the development shall be
reserved as open space. Property line and roadway
setbacks, pier aprons, +he small boat harbor, and
elevated patios shall be deemed to provide this open
space. Those entities referenced in the ADA shall be
responsible for maintaining all recreation and open
space areas and landscaped buffering.

Any significant departure in project build-out from the
bhasing or land use schedule set forth in the ADA shall
be subject to a substantial deviation determination
pursuant to Chapter 380.06(19), Florida Statutes
(1985).

The average daily flows of waste water from commence-
ment of construction through build-out and cperation of
the Development as referenced in the ADA will be ac-
cepted by the City at the standard charge for waste-
water service. Connection fees, installation charges
and, 1f applicable, grants-in-aid-of-construction for
off-site improvements to the wastewater system necessi-
tated by the Development, shall be assumed by the
Developer, when assessed by the City, as Development
plans become final, all in accordance with established
City policies and regulations. Grants-in-aid-of-con-
struction, if required by the City, shall be reduced by
a credit for Average Daily Flows generated by the pre-
viously existing development on the site, and by a
credit for Sewer Improvement Fees.

The total daily water requirements from commencement of
construction through build-out and operation of the
Development, as referenced in the ADA, will be supplied
by the City at the standard charge for water service.
Connection fees, installation charges and, if appli-
cable, grants-in-aid-of-construction for off-site im-
provements to the water system necessitated by this
Development, shall be assumed by the Developer, when
asssessed by the City, as Development plans become
final, all in accordance with established City policies
and regulations. To the extent permitted under City
Code sections, ordinances, resolutions, policies and
regulations, the Developer shall receive credit for
existing water system improvements which are used for
the development approved hereby.

-11-



The Developer shall be responsible for the maintenance
of the internal water supply system.

The total daily generation of solid waste from the
commencement of construction to build-out of the pro-
ject as referenced in the ADA will be accepted by the
City.

The City shall ensure the adequacy and availability of
the following public services for the Development:
police, emergency medical and fire. Further, the
Developer shall be responsible for the cost of any
water distribution capital improvements necessitated by
this development to ensure adequate fire protection.

All development pursuant to this Order shall be in
accordance with applicable local building codes, except
as otherwise permitted herein.

Any revisions to the Development not contemplated or
addressed within this Order shall be subject to TBRPC's
incremental review fee.

The energy conservation measures referenced in the ADA
shall be reguired as a Development Order condition.

In the event that any species 1listed in Sections
39-27.03-.05, F.A.C. are observed frequenting the site
for nesting or breeding, proper mitigation measures
shall be employed in cooperation with the Florida Game
and Fresh Water Fish Commission.

Should a condominium development be substituted for one
600-room hotel in the development plan, the project
shall undergo a substantial deviation determination.

All of the Developer's commitments, set forth in the
ADA, shall be honored, except as they may be superceded
by specific terms of this Order.

Operation of the cruise ship terminals shall be per-
mitted on weekends and weekdays provided that loading
and unloading of passengers on weekdays shall not occur
during the peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and
4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) and provided further that
during weekdays, not more than one cruise ship shall be
permitted to load and unload passengers during each
weekday.

The Developer shall take all practicable steps to
minimize turbidity associated with dredging and con-
struction. ©No discharge of turbid water should occur
from the containment dikes on Hooker's Point. If a
discharge is reguired, it should be monitored.

Parking shall be provided as set forth on Exhibit F,
entitled "Parking Assignments," a copy of which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Developer may, with-
out requiring amendment to this Order, make application
to the City to request a reduction in the number of
parking spaces set forth in Exhibit F. In such event,
Developer shall demonstrate that such reduced number of
parking spaces will meet the parking demands of the
Development. The parking ratios set forth in Exhibit F
are based upon the mixture of land uses set forth in
the ADA. In the event that there is a substantial
change in the mixture of land uses, the parking ratios
may be adjusted to reflect such change. Parking for

~-12-



the Development may be located off-site if the Devel-
oper provides an adequate means of transportation,
e.g., shuttle bus, from such off-site parking area(s)
to the Development site, provided the City approves the
location of such off-site parking area(s).

K.K. The improvement listed as "“"Phase II, #5" on Exhibit C,
will require the removal of 10 metered parking spaces.
As compensation to the City for such removal, the
Developer shall, upon the issuance of the first con-
struction permit for Phase I1I, pay to the City the sum
of S51,882.50, which sum shall be deposited in account
number 411~375-344-526.

Section 5. That the definitions contained in Chapter 380
shall control the interpretation and construction of any terms of
this Order.

Section 6. That physical development shall commence on or
before December 31, 1986, and, except as otherwise provided in
this Order, the Developer shall have complied with all conditions
of approval prior to or on the date of the issuance of the last
certificate of occupancy for the Development.

Section 7. That this Order shall remain in effect for a
period of ten (10) yvears from the effective date of this Order.
Any development activity for which plans have been submitted to
the City for its review and approval prior to the expiration date
of this Order, may be completed, if approved. This Order may be
extended by City Council on the finding of excusable delay in any
proposed development activity.

Section 8. That prior to fifty years from the effective
date of this Order, the City shall not down-zone, or reduce the
permitted unit density or intensity of, the Development unless
the City can demonstrate that substantial changes in the condi-
tions underlying the approval of this Order have occurred, or
that this Order was based on substantially inaccurate information
provided by the Developer, or that the change is clearly estab-
lished by the City to be essential to the public health, safety,
or welfare. For the purpose of this Order, the term “"down-zone"
shall refer only to changes in zoning regulations which decrease
the development rights approved by this Order, and nothing in
this paragraph shall be construed +to prohibit legally enacted
changes in zoning regulations which do not decrease the develop-
ment rights granted to the Developer by this Order. The City
does intend to rezone the property to conform with the Tampa 2000
Land Use Plan, as regquired by State Law. The inclusion of this
Section 8 is not to be construed as evidencing any present or
foreseeable intent on the part of the City to down-zone or alter
the density or intensity of +the Development, but is included
herein to comply with Section 380.06(15)(c)3., Florida Statutes
(19885).

Section 9. That this Order shall be binding upon the Devel-
oper, assigns or successors-in~interes+ts.

Section 10. That the Director of HICS is responsible for
insuring compliance with this Order and the receipt of the Devel-
oper's contributions required in Section 4.E.3.(c), above.
Monitoring shall be accomplished by review of the Annual Report,
building permits, certificates of occupancy, plats, if appli-
cable, and by on-site observations.

Section 11. 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 Order.
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Section 12. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to szend
certified copies of this Order, within five (5) days of the
effective date of this Ordinance, to the Developer, TBRPC and
DCA.

Section 13. That this Order shall be deemed rendered upon
transmittal of copies of this Order to the recipients specified
in Chapter 380.

Section 14. That the Developer shall record a notice of
adoption of this Order pursuant to Chapter 380, and shall furnish
the City Clerk a copy of the recorded notice.

Section 15. That this Ordinance shall take effect imme-
diately upon becoming a law, and a copy shall be posted on the
bulletin board in the first floor of the City Hall in the City of
Tampa, Florida, for the convenience of the public.

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY or
TAMPA, FLORIDA, ON AWHIZ 31955 -

¥

NOv 2 2 1985
ATTEST: APPROVED by me on:

Q;Edezﬂﬂdhkb’)$Z:n,zfﬁ?nwLﬁzf

CITY CLERK

olag et

Prepared and Approved by:

LI Sl

cabereRt by

CITY ATTORNEY

-
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EXHIBIT "B" {(Contd.)

DESCRIPTION OF THAT PART OF ELLAMAE AVENUE TO BE VACATED:

Beginning at the intersection of the Easterly right-of-
way line of the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad (Deed Book
26, Page 510, Public Records of Hillsborough County,
Florida) with the Southerly boundary of ELLAMAE AVENUE;
Run thence N24°30'42"E, a distance of 93.95 feet;

Thence from a tangent bearing of N16°14'06"E, Northerly,
a distance of 12.86 feet, along a curve to the left
(having a radius of 475.00 feet, a central angle of
01°33'06", and a chord bearing of NI15°27'33"E, and a
Chord distance of 12.86 feet), to the intersection of the
Easterly right-of-way line of the Seaboard Coast Line
Railroad (Deed Book 26, Page 510, Public Records of
Hillsborough County, Florida) with the Northerly boundary
of ELLAMAE AVENUE:

Thence S570°36'49"W, a distance of 176.84 feet, along said
Northerly boundary of ELLAMAE AVENUE;

Thence S20°12'17"W, a distance of 63.77 feet to the
Southerly boundary of ELLANAE AVENUE;

Thence 589°49'57"E, a distance of 79.73 feet, along said
Seutherly boundary of ELLAMAE AVENUE;

Thence N72°36'25"E, a distance of 69.89 feet, along said
southerly boundary of ELLAMAE AVENUE, to the POINT OF
BEGINNING; :

ALL being in Government Lot 14, Section 19, Township 29
South, Range 19 East, Hillsborough County, Florida.
SUBJECT TO any Easements of Record.

Coutaining 12,009 square feet.

\



EXHIBIT "B" (Contd.)

PHASE II
DESCRIPTION:

A parcel of land lying in Government Lots 10 and 11,
SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 29 SOUTH, RANGE 19 EAST, Hills~
borough County, Florida and being more particularly
described as follows:

Commence at the intersection of the Northern Harbor
Line and the Garrison Channel (formerly Hendry and
Knight Channel) as established in 1953, and the Eastern
Right-of-Way boundary of the Seaboard Coast Line Rail-
road;

Thence N 72°36'25" E, along the combined Pierhead and
Bulkhead Line, a distance of 1179.50 feet {1178.80,
measured} for a POINT OF BEGINNING:

Thence continue N 72°36'25" E, a distance of 387.28
feet; '

Thence N 34°49'50" E, a distance of 556.23 feet;

Thence N 01°50'24" E, a distance of 47.13 feet;
Thence N 43°11'51" W, a distance of 846.83 feet to a
point on the East right-of-way line of 13th Street;

Thence 5 02°04'04" W, along said right-of-way line of
13th Street, a distance of 462.98 feet, (462.93,
measured) to the beginning of a curve concave to the
Northwest, having a radius of 673.69 feet, (a chord
bearing of § 23°22'16" W, and a chord distance of
489.48 feet);

Thence along the arc of said curve, through a central
angle of 42°36'14", a distance of 500.94 feet;

Thence § 17°23'35" W, a distance of 340.41 feet to
the Point of Beginning.

SUBJECT TO any Easements of Record.

Contains 11.44 acres, more or less.



EXHIBIT "B" (Contd.)

PHASE I
DESCRIPTION:

A parcel of land lying in SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 29
SOUTH, RANGE 19 EAST, Hillsborough County, Florida
and being more particualrly described as follows:

Begin at the intersection of the Easterly right—of-way
line of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad (Deed Book 26,
Page 510, Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida)
with the Combined Pierhead and Bulkhead Line on the
Northerly side of Garrison Channel, according to map of
"U.S, Harbor Lines, Tampa Harbor, Florida, Hillsboro
River and Hillsboro Bay", prepared by the Corps of
Engineers, U.s. Army and approved January 19, 1953;
Thence N 24°30'42" E, a distance of 482.54 feet to the
beginning of a curve concave to the West, having a
radius of 475.00 feet, (a chord bearing of N 06°19'29" E
and a chord distance of 163.91 feet);

Thence Northerly, along the arc of saidg curve, through
a central angle of 15°52'15", a distance of 164.74 feet
to a point on the south right-of-way line of Platt
Street;

Thence N 89°57'5gn E, along the Southerly right-of-way
line of Platt Street, a distance of 635.66 feet;

Thence N €9°57'59" g a distance of 115.00 feet;

Thence N 59°54'32" E, a distance of 70.72 feet;

Thence § 17°23'35" E, a distance of 340.41 feet to a
point on the aforementioned Combined Pierhead and
Bulkhead Line on the Northerly side of Garrison Channel;
Thence § 72°36'25" W, along said Combined Pierhead and
Bulkhead Line, a distance of 1179.50 feet, (1178.80
measured) to the Point of Beginning.

SUBJECT TO any Easements of Record.

Contains 9.12 acres, more or less.

r
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EXHIBIT "B" {(Contd.)

GELO-INC.— === s Part of Phase ©One
DESCRIPTION:

That part of Lots 8, 9, 10 and 11 , Block 7 lying South

of Platt Street of Inter-State Investment Co.'s Plat No.

5 as recorded in Plat Book 12, Page 82 of the Public

Records of Hillsborough County, Florida and being more
particularly described as follows;

Commence at the intersection of the Easterly right-of-way
line of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad (DB 26 ,Page 510)
with the Northerly boundary of Ellamae Avenue, as occupied;
Thence N72°33'S9"E, along the MNortherly boundary of Ellamae
Avenue, a distance of 334.15 feet to a point on the Westerly
boundary of Lot 11, Block 7, said point being the PQINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence N 17°03'00" W, along the west boundary of said Lot
11, a distance of 52.91 feet to a point on the Southerly
boundary of Platt Street;

Thence M £9°37'59" E, along the Southerly boundary of Platt
Street, a distance of 17A.93 feet to a point of intersection
with the Northerly boundary of Ellamae Avenue as herein
defined;

Thence S 72°33'59" W, along the Mortherly boundary of Ellamac
Avenue, a distance of 169.19 fecet to the Point of Beginning,

Subject to any easement of record.

Contains 4475.8 squarc feet.
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EXHIBIT "B" (Contd.)

KAMAN BEARING & SUPPLY CORP. SOUTH
Part of Phase T.

DESCRIPTION:

That part of Lot 12, Block 7 lying South of Platt Street
of Inter-State Investment Co.'s Plat No. 5 as recorded
in Plat Book 12, Page 82 of the Public Records of Hillsw
borough County, Florida and being more particularly
described as follows;

Commence at the intersection of the Easterly rigcht-of-
way line of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad (DB 26, Page
510) with the Northerly boundary of Ellamae Avenue, as
occupied;

Thence N72°33'59"E, along the Northerly boundary of Ellamae
Avenue, a distance of 225.47 feet to a point on the Easter-
ly boundary of Meridian Avenue, as occupied and the POINT

OF BEGINNING;

Thence N03°55'S4"w, along the Easterly boundary of Meridian
Avenue, a distance of 83.29 feet to a point on the Souther-

ly boundary of Platt Street;

Thence N89°57's59"E, along the Southerly boundary of Platt

Street, a distance of 93.89 feet to a point on the East
boundary of said Lot 12, Block 7;
Thence 517°03'00"E, along the East boundary of Lot 12,

Block 7, a distance of 52.91 feet to a point on the Norther-

ly boundary of Ellamae Avenue, as occupied;

Thence S572°33'59"w, along the Northerly boundary of Ellamae

Avenue, a distance of 108.68 feet to the Point of Reainning.

Contains 6776.1 square feet.
Subject to any Easements of Record.
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EXHIBIT "g~ (Contd.)

TAMPA PORT AURTHORITY=-==--— Part of Phase I
DESCRIPTION:

Beginning at a point on the harbor line established for

" the Hendry & Knight Channel where the Eastern boundary

line of the right-of~way of the Seaboard Air Line Rail-
way Company 1is now constructed and located, intersects the
said harbor line and continuing thence Easterly along

the said harbor line a distance of 350 feet, establishing
the South boundary line of the land conveyed;

Thence Northerly on a line drawn at right angles to the
said harbor line to a point where the said line intersects
the South boundary line of Ellamae Bve.;

Thence in a Westerly direction along the South boundary
line of Fllamae Ave. to the point of intersection of the
said South boundary line of Ellamae Ave. and the Eastern
boundary line of the right-of-~-way of the Seaboard Air Line
Railway Company, as located and constructed;

Thince Southwesterly along the Eastern boundary line of the
Seaboard Air Line Railway to the Point of Beginning.
TOGETHER WITH all Riparian rights appertaining thereto;
Being more particularly described as follows:

DEGINNING at the intersection of the Easterly right-of-way
line of the Seaboard System Railroad (Deed Book 26, Page
510, Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida) with
the Southerly boundary of Ellamae Avenue, run thence
N72°36'25"E, a distance of 89.76 feet, along the Southerly
boundary of Ellamae Avenue;

Thence 517°23'35"E, a distance of 289.21 feect to a point

on the Combined Pierhead and Bulkhead Line on the Northerly
side of Garrison Channel, according to map of "U.S. Harbor
Lines, Tampa Harbor, Florida, Hillshoro River and Hillshoro
Bay" prepared by the Corps of Engineers, U.S. Army and
approved by the Secretary of the Army on January 19, 1953:
Thence 572°36'25"W, a distance of 349.30 feet, along said
Conbined Pearhead and Bulkhead Line, to the Easterly right-
of-way line of the Seaboard System Railrocad (Deed Book 26,
Page 510, Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida);
Thence N24°30'42"BE, a distance of 388.59 feet, along said
Easterly right-of-way line, to the POINT OF BEGINNING
SUBJECT TO any Easements of Record.

Containing 1.46 acres.

|
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EXHIBET C

Roadvay loprovemants for
Tampe Cruise Ship Terminal

Inprovement Type Improveaent Cost
Phase 1
At Grade 1. Heridian § Platt - provide: 579,200
2
Signaiization
NB - 2 left turn lanes, one
thru lane
EB - 1 left/thru lane, one thru
lane, one right turn lane
S8 - Existing geometry
satlsfactory
WB - Exlisting geocmetry
satisfactory
!
At Grade 2. Platt - 13th Avenue - provide: Site Speclflc3
lanprovement
* One site entrance driveway to
be provided allowing right-
in/right-out access with
exclusive accel/decel lane
for each movenent.
At Grade 3. Heridan & Twlggs - provide: $56,000
¢ Signallzatlon
Freeway %. Mo Freeway Iaprovement Requlred
In Phase I
Sub-total Phase $135,200
Phase II
I
At Grade 1. Cumberland & 13th - provide: $82,000
¢ Signalization
¢ NB - 1 left turn lanes, 2
thru lanes
# EB - signing and smarking to
provide one-way westbound
flow on existing two-lane
section
* WB - one lef! turn lLane
one thru ltane, one
thru/right lane
# 58 - Existing geometry
satisfactory
At Grade 2. Platt - 13th Avenue - provide: Site Speciflc3

* Second right-In/right-out
driveway lto be provlded with

exclusive dcecel/decel
for edch mowement.

ldne for

Improvement



1
Improvement Type Improvement Cost

At Grade 3. Heridan & Cumberland - provide: Cost fncluded 1n
Phase II, Jltem &

* Signalizatlon

* WB - signing & marking to provide
one-way westbound flow on
existing two lane section

* EB - See Item 4

* HB - Pavement markings to Indicate
left and left/thru lanes

* SB - Existing geometry
satisfactory
At Grade 4, Cumberland Avenue - provide: $207,000

* Connectlon of Cumberland
Avenue between Caesar Street
Meridlan to allow continuous
one-way flow between 13th
Avenue and Jefferson Street.
All necessary signing and
marking changes also to be
provided wlth any necessary
rallroad crossing coordlnatlon
and equlpment.

At Grade 5. Jefferson & Brorein/Cumberland - $109,200
provide;

bt Signallzation5 N
®* N8B - (Jefferson) - 1 left thru
lane, 1 thru lane
* WB ~ (Cumberland) - 2 thru
lanes, 2 right turn lanes
* HNWB - Existing geometry
satlsfactory
* HNorth leg - (Jefferson) - 2 thru
lanes NB to recieve 2 lanes of
traffic
* West Leg - (Broreln) Existing
geometlry satisfactory

6. Merldian and Platt - provide: 521,5006

® S5SB - separate right turn lane

Freewmay 7. NB Orange & Scott - at this lpcation N/ A

improvements proposed per the C8D

DRI will result i{n satisfactory

service levels In 1990 (and in Phase

11I). Should these lmprovements not

be in place by Phase ]I, the additlion

of ¢ third thru lane to access the
Interstate on-ramps will be required,

Freeway 8. Construckt two KB through lanes and Nf&
three southbound lanes on I-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
I-275/4 interchange bringing the
total to six lanes In each dicection.
These through lanes shauld have
termint In 4ccordance with proper
deslgn standards.



)
laprovement Type

Freeway

Freevay

- Freeway

10.

1.

Improvement

Construct two northbound through
lanes and two socuthbound through
lanes on 1-275 from Busch Boulevard
to Fowler Avenue bringling the total
to four lanes in each direction.

These through lanes should have thelr

teralni In accordance with proper
design standards.

Construct three through lanes
eastbound and three through
lanes westbound on I-4 from

22nd Street ramps to 50th Street

rarps bringing the total to

five lanes In each directlion.
These through lanes should have
thelr tereinl In accordance with
proper design standards.

Construct one eastbound through

tane and one westbound through

lane on the Crosstown Expressway
from 22nd Street to 50th Street
bringing the total to three lanes in
each directlon. These through lanes
should have terminl in accordance
with proper design standards.

N/ A

N/A

Phase II Sub-total

$398,200

At Grade

freevay

Phase 111

1. Merjdian & Platt - provide:

* HB - 1 left turn lane, 2 thru
ianes

2. Platt - 13th - provide:

* Third right In/right-out
driveway with exclusive
accel/decel lane for each
movement.

3. Construct and addltional through
lane in each direction on I-275
from Jefferson Street ramps to
1-275/1-4 interchange bringlng
the total to seven lanes in each
dlrection, These through lanes
should have their termini In

accordance with proper deslign
standards.

Site speclf1c3
improvement

Site 5pecif1¢3
Improvement

N/A



1
Improvement Type Improvement Cost

Freeway 9. Construct an additional through N/A

lane 1in each directlon on the

Crosstown Expresswmay between 22nd

Street and Kennedy Boulevard

bringing the total to three lanes

In each direction. These through

lanes should have thelr terminl in
accordance with proper design

standards,

8
GRAND TOTAL PHASES [-III $533,400

At grade improvements were specified by the City of Tampa and the Tampa
Bay Regional Planning Council,

Slgnal design to coordinate with adjacent Harbour Island Signal.

" Site improvement for ingress and egress to site. Developer responsible
Tor 100 percent of costs.

Developer shall construct site specific improvement on westbound approach

to intersection of Cumberland and 13th Street. Developer shall construct
this portion of the improvement at its expense In conjJunctlion with the City's
construction of the remaining improvements at this locatien,

Signal design to coordlinate with adjacent slignal at Crosstown ramp.

Improvement only if Phase III does not commence by December 31, 1992,
If Phase III {s not commenced by such date, the Developer shall pay

to the Clty the sum of 521,500 for this Improvement, whlch 1s In addition
to the amounts set forth in Sectlon &4.E.3 {b.}

HfA - Not applicable. Mo developer falr share cost required.
Sublect to future traffle analysls as provided for In Development Order.

Off-site improvements for Phase III are lnciuded ln the Improvements for
Phases I and II.



EXHIBIT D 70 TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY DEVELOPMENT ORDER
DOWNTOWN CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL PROJECT
INTTTAL MATNTENANCE DREDGING DISPOSAL SITE
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EXRIBIT E TO TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY DEVELOPMENT ORDER
DOWNTOWN CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL PROJECT
FUTURE MAINTENANCE DREDGING DISPOSAL SITE
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EXHIBIT F

Taaps Crulseshlip Terminal
Developsent Order Parking Assignaents

Land Use Reguired Spaces
PHASE ]
Hotel 1 space/3 bedroons1
Office 1 space/10G0 a7 GF A
Restaurant 1 space/4 seats
Crulaesh!p Terminal:
Buses 35
Rental Cars 35
Long Term 1158
Short Yerm 100
Land Use Required Spaces
PHASE II2
1
Hotel 1 space/3 bedrooms 3
Office 1 space/1000 st, CFa
Restaurant 1 space/% seats

Cruiseship Terminal:

Buses
Rental Cars
Long Tera
Short Term

70
70
220
100

Land Use

Hotel
Gffice
Restaurant

Required Spaces

3

PHASE Ti1

1
1 space/3 bedrooms
1 space/ 1000 sf1 GFA
1 space/b seats

Cruiseship Terminal:

Buses
Rental Cars
Long Term
Short Term

80
80
275
100

1 From loning Code - Chapter 43 City

of Tampa Code of Ordinances,

August 8, 1982,
Includes Phase I
Includes Phases I and 1]
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TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY

CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT

NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED CHANGE TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED

DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)

SUBSECTION 380.06 (19), FLORIDA STATUTES

Submitted by:
Tampa Port Authority

811 Wynkoop Road
Tampa, Florida 33605

Prepared by:
Tampa Port Authority

Macfarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly
Greiner Engineering Sciences, Inc.

April 23, 1987



STATE OF FLORIDA BRM~08-86
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

DIVISION OF RESOURCE PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT

BUREAU OF RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

2571 Executive Center Circle, East

Tallahassee, Florida 32301-8244

{904) 488-4925

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

TAMPA PORT AUTHORITY
CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL IMPACT

Subsection 380.06 (19), Florida Statutes (1985), requires
that submittal of a proposed change to a previously approved DRI
be made to the local government, the regional planning council,
and the state land planning agency according to this form.

1. I, David M. Mechanik, attorney and authorized representative
of Tampa Port Authority, hereby give notice of a proposed
change to a previously approved Development of Regional
Impact in accordance with Subsection 380.06 (19), Florida
Statutes (1985). In support thereof, I submit the following
information concerning the Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal
development, which information is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge. I have submitted today, under separate

cover, coplies of this completed notification to the City of

Tampa, to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council, and to the

Bureau o©f Resource Management, Department of Community
Affairs. |

- //!/d fﬁ7 u/7
0L 23,087 et IP B

./ (Date) (Signature)
&



2. Applicant (name, address, phone).

RESPONSE: Tampa Port Authority
811 Wynkoop Road
Tampa, Florida 33605
(813) 248-1924

3. Authorized Agent (name, address, phone).

RESPONSE: David M. Mechanik, Esqguire
Macfarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly
Post Office Box 1531
Tampa, Florida 33601
{813) 223-2411

4, Location {City, County, Township/Range/Section) of approved
DRI and proposed change.
RESPONSE: City of Tampa, Hillsborough County
Section 19, Township 292 South, Range 19 East
5. Describe and indicate on a project master site plan map or
other maps all individual changes previocusly made to the
development. Please describe all changes previously made in

the plan of development, phasing, build-out date, or in the
representations contained in the Application for Development
Approval (ADA) since the DRI first received approval.

Note: If a response is to be more than one sentence, attach
as Exhibit ”A” a detailed description of each change and
copies of the modified site plan drawings. Exhibit #“a”
should also address the following additional items if
applicable.

aj Indicate all DRI ADA‘’s or reguests for substantial
deviation determinations that have been filed since the
project originally received DRI approval.

b) Attach copies of all modifications or amendments to the
originally approved development order that have been
adopted by local government (unless otherwise provided;
if so, cite how).

RESPONSE: There have been no changes previously made to the
developmnent.

6. Describe and indicate on a project master site plan map all

currently proposed changes to the development. Please

describe in detail all proposed changes to the last approved
plan of development, phasing build-out date, or to the
representations contained in the last approved Application
for Development Approval (ADA). Additionally, supply
information for appropriate portions of the chart below,
indicating the proposed project changes:



SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION CHART

TYPE OF LAND USE CHANGE CATEGORY LAST APPROVED # PROPOSED #
Attraction/ # Parking Spaces N/A (See footnote N/A
Recreation # Spectators at end of chart.*)
# Seats
Site locational changes
Acreage, including
drainage, ROW,
easements,
etc.
# External Vehicle Trips
Airports Runway (length) N/A N/A
Runway (strength)
Terminal (gross square feet)
# Parking Spaces
# Gates
Apron Area (gross square feet)
Site locational changes
Airport Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
efc.
# External Vehicle Trips
Hospitals # Beds N/A N/A
# Parking Spaces
Building (gross square feet)
Site Tocational changes
Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.
# External Vehicle Trips
Industrial Acreage, including N/A N/A
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.

# Parking Spaces
Building (gross square feet)
# Employees
Chemical storage
{barrels and 1bs.)
Site locational changes
# External Vehicle Trips



Mining
Operations

Office

Petroleum/Chemical
Storage Facility

Poris (Marinas)

Residential

Acreage mined (year)

Water Withdrawal (Gal/day)

Size of Mine (acres),
including drainage,
ROW, easements, etc.

Site tocational changes

# External Vehicle Trips

Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.

Building (gross square feet)

# Parking Spaces

# Employees

Site locational changes

# External Vehicle Trips

Storage Capacity
(barrels and/or 1bs.)

Distance to Navigable
Waters (feet)

Site tocational changes

Facility Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc. v

# External Vehicle Trips

# boats, wet storage

# boats, dry storage

Dredge and fill (cu.yds.)

Petroleum storage (gals.)

Site locational changes

Port Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.

# External Vehicle Trips

# dwelling units

# lots

Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.

Site locational changes

# External Vehicle Trips

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A



Wholesale, Retail Acreage, including N/A N/A
or Service drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.
Floor Space (gross square feet)
# Parking Spaces
# Employees
Site locational changes
# External Vehicle Trips

Hotel/Motel # Rental Units N/A N/A
Floor Space (gross square feet)
# Parking Places
# Employees
Site locational changes
Acreage, including
drainage, ROW, easements,
etc.
# External Vehicle Trips

R.V. Park Acreage, including N/A N/A
drainage, ROW, easements,
aete.

# Parking Spaces

Buildings (gross square feet)
# Employees

Site tocational changes

# External Vehicle Trips

Open Space Acreage N/A N/A
(A11 natural Site locational changes
and vegetated Type of open space
non-impervious
surfaces)
Preservation, Acreage N/A N/A
Buffer or Site locational changes
Special Development proposed

Protection Areas

*Proposed change does not affect any of the changes contemplated by this chart
and, therefore, the requested information is not applicable {"N/A").



Note: If a response is to be more than one sentence, attach
as Exhibit 7B” a detailed description of each proposed change
and copies of the proposed modified site plan drawings. The
Bureau may request additional information from the developer
or his agent.

RESPONSE:

DESCRIPTION OF ALL PROPOSED CHANGES

The City of Tampa adopted DRI Development Order, Ordinance
No. 9108-A, for the Tampa Port Authority Cruise Ship Terminal DRT.
Section 4.H.H. of the Development Order provides that:

“Operation o©f the c¢ruise ship terminals shall be

permitted on weekends and weekdays provided that loading

and unloading of passengers on weekdays shall not occur

during the peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00

p-m. to 6:00 p.m.) and provided further that during

weekdays, not more than one cruise ship shall be

permitted to load and unload passengers during each

weekday.”
The Tampa Port Authority proposes a change to Section 4.H.H. of
the Development Order that would aliow the loading and unloading
of cruise ships on weekdays during the peak hours. Under this
proposed change, an adjustment will be made in the permitted
development totals so that external impacts of the development on
the external roadway network will not be increased when the cruise
ship terminals are operated during weekday peak hours.

Presently, under Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order, the
developer may construct two (2) cruise ship terminals, 1,000,000
square feet of office space, 600 hotel rooms, 21,000 square feet
of restaurant space, and 9,000 square feet of retail space prior

to the submission of a revised and updated §380.06, Florida

Statutes traffic analysis.

— 4



The Tampa Port Authority retained Greiner Engineering
Sciences, Inc. ("Greiner”) to assess the transportation impacts of
this proposed change. A copy of the CGreiner transportation
analysis dated April 21, 1987 is attached hereto as Exhibit ~a~.
The Greiner traffic analysis concludes that if the total sqgquare
footage of office space is decreased to 850,000 sqgquare feet (with
all other permitted development totals remaining the same), the
operation of the cruise ship terminals during weekday peak hours
will not create an increase in the traffic impacts of +the
development in excess of those traffic impacts contemplated in
Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order.
Based on the Greiner analysis, this proposed change regquires
that upon completion of two (2) cruise ship terminals, 850,000
sgquare feet of office space, 600 hotel rooms, 21,000 sgquare feet
of restaurant space, and 9,000 square feet of retail space, that
the developer shall either:
1. Discontinue weekday peak hour operation of cruise ship
terminals and reverting to the original terms of Section
4.E.4. of the Development Order; or

2. Subnmit a revised and updated traffic analysis pursuant
o Section 380.06, Florida Statutes, as provided for in
Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order.

The proposed amendment does not invoke any of the substantial
deviation criteria set forth in §380.06(19), Florida Statutes, or
Section 4.A. of the Development Order, nor does it affect the plan

of development, build-out date, or the representations contained



in the approved Application for Development Approval (”“ADA”). The
proposed amendment can indirectly affect +the phasing for the
development; however, as described above, should the Tampa Port
Authority wish to continue weekday peak hour operation of the
cruise ship terminals upon reaching the above stated development
totals, 1t must submit a traffic analysis at a point in the
development schedule which is earlier than the date contemplated
for such analysis in the Development Order. Thus, no adverse
impact would result from such phasing change.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND JUSTIFICATION FOR THE REQUEST

The cruise ship industry first arrived in Tampa in 1979.
From modest beginnings of approximately 8000 passengers per year,
it has grown to in excess of 500,000 passengers per year. The
exact worth of having this business here is difficult to measure;
however, industry analysts believe each passenger spends
approximately $1%0 in +the area. Likewise, a number of
opportunities are created for local businesses to provide products
and services to the cruise lines. For example, the largest of the
vessels operating out of Tampa generates approximately $500,000 in
business transactions during each visit.

There has been an increase in the number of cruise ships and
cruise ship companies in operation, primarily because of the
recent surge in the popularity of cruising. As the competition
for passengers increases, companies are intensifying their efforts

to make their product more appealing. This has resulted in



“cruises to nowhere”, ultra plush cruises, theme cruises, and the
like. When a successful change is seen, others guickly follow.
One change that has taken hold is a move toward shorter
crulses, as people are tending to take a number of shorter
vacations as opposed to one or two longer ones. Because of this,
Bermuda Star Lines, operator of the Veracruz in Tampa, recently
changed its format from seven day cruises to alternating two and
five day cruises. This has created the need to operate the Tampa
Port Authority Cruise Ship Terminal on weekdays. This change was
not originally planned since none of +the cruise lines had
previously desired to operate on any day other than on Saturday.
Accordingly, this change is proposed in order to respond to this

new demand.

7. 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 so0, has the annexing local
government adopted a new DRI development order for the
project? Please provide a copy o©f the order adopted by the
annexing local government, if not previously provided to the
Department.

RESPONSE: There has been no change in local governmental
jurisdiction for any portion of the development since the
Development Order was issued.

3. Describe any lands purchased or optioned within one mile of
the original DRI site subsegquent to the original approval or
issuance of the DRI development order. Identify such land,
its size, and intended use on a project master site plan or

other map.

Note: If a response is to be more than one sentence, attach
as Exhibit ~c~.



RESPONSE: There have been no lands purchased or optioned within
one mile of the original DRI site subsequent to the original

approval or issuance of the DRI Development Order.

9. Briefly describe whether and the extent to which:
a. The proposed change may be inconsistent with any

objectives or policies of the adopted state land
development plan (or, in its absence, the adopted state
comprehensive plan) applicable to the area:; and
b. The proposed change may be inconsistent with any local
land development regulations or +the adopted local
comprehensive plan.
RESPONSE: The proposed change 1is not inconsistent with any
objectives or policies of the adopted state land development plan,
local land development regulations or  the adopted local

comprehensive plan. In fact, the development and the proposed

change furthers the adopted State Land Development Plan 1986-2000

with respect to the following policy:

Policy Cluster # 57: Balanced and Planned
Development Policiles:

¥k k

3. Enhance the liveability and character of
urban areas through the encouragement of
an attractive and functional mix of
living, working, shopping and recreational
activities.

This development is a mixed use project located in an area of
downtown Tampa in the process of redevelopment. Redevelopment in
areas such as this is often very difficult and financially

1
infeasible because of predominance of inappropriate and

inconsistent and incompatible land uses. However, the Tampa Port

Authority has assembled land and has planned a project which will

...lo...



increase living, working, shopping and recreational activities for
many people. As stated in the response to Question No. 6, above,
the proposed change will enable +the Tampa Port Authority to
respond to the regquirements of cruise lines to provide shorter
cruises, creating greater opportunities for use of these

recreational and other activities.

SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION DETERMINATION

If the proposed change to the previously approved DRI or
development order condition does not meet or exceed any of the
criteria listed in the DRI development order or in Subsection
380.06(19) (b), Florida Statutes, then the local government having
jurisdiction over the development must make a determination as to
whether such proposed changes constitute a substantial deviation
and will cause the development to be subject +to further
development-of-regional-impact review. If the local government
determines that the proposed change does not require further
development-of-regional-impact review and is otherwise approved,
the local government must issue an amendment to the development
order incorporating the approved change and conditions of approval
relating to the change, subject to the appeal provisions of
Subsection 380.06(19)(f), Florida Statutes, and Section 380.07,
Florida Statutes.

Provide the following for incorporation into such an amended
development order, pursuant to Subsections 380.06 (15), Florida
Statutes, and 9J-2.25, Florida Administrative Code:

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

RESPONSE: The proposed change will not affect the master site
plan, nor will the change affect any other visual representation
of the development.

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

a. All proposed specific changes to the nature, phasing,
and build~out date of the development; to the acreage

3]l
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attributable to each described propesed change of land
use, open space, areas for preservation, green belts; to
structures or to other improvements including locations,
square footage, number of wunits; and other major
characteristics or components of the proposed change;

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

C. A proposed amended development order deadline for

commencing physical development of the proposed changes,
if applicable;

d. A proposed amended development order termination date
that reasonably reflects the time reguired to complete
the development;

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

f. 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-2.25 (7), F.A.C.

If the proposed change meets or exceeds substantial deviation
criteria listed in the DRI development order, or in the criteria
listed in Subsection 380.06(19) (b), Florida Statutes, then the
proposed change is a substantial deviation and shall be subject to
further DRI review without the necessity for a determination by
the local government.

RESPONSE:

The precise language proposed as an amendment to the Development
Order is as follows:

Bk

Restate condition 4.H.H. in its entirety as follows:

H.H. Operation of the cruise ship terminals shall be
permitted on weekends and weekdays during peak

hours and off-peak hours provided that, upon the

-12~



completion of +two (2) cruise ship terminals,

850,000 square feet of office space, 600 hotel

rodms, 21,000 square feet of restaurant space and

9,000 square feet of retail space, the development

shall elect one of the following options:

1.

The times for operation of the cruise ship
terminals shall be changed as follows: cruise
ship operations shall be permitted on weekends
and  weekdays provided that loading and
unloading of passengers on weekdays shall not
occur during the peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00
a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) and provided
further that during weekdays, not more than one
cruise ship shall be permitted to load and
unload passengers during each weekday. In the
event the Developer selects this Option 1, the
Developer may construct the development totals
provided in Section 4.E.4. of the Development
Order, in accordance with the requirements of
Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order; or

The Developer shall submit a revised and
updated traffic analysis pursuant to §380.0s,
Florida Statutes, in accordance with provisions
in Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order. In
the event Developer elects this Option 2, the

Developer shall not be required to submit a

-] 3=



traffic analysis wunder the provisions of
Section 4.E.4. until it Proposes to commence

Phase III development,

The foregoing discussion and analysis show that the proposed
change will not create additional regional impacts nor will it
invoke any of the substantial deviation criteria set forth in
Section 380.06(19) or Section 4.A. of the Development Order.
Accordingly, the broposed change does not constitute a substantial
deviation to the previcusly approved development. Further, the
specific language proposed as an amendment to the Development
Order imposes conditions that assure that adverse impacts will not
occur as a result of the broposed change.

Based upon the foregoing, Tampa Port Authority respectfully

requests approval of the pProposed change.



Gi1 .er Engineering Sciences, Inc.
P.O. Box 23648

5801 Mariner Street

Tampa, Florida 33609.3416

YT ¢ :
ey ::i1><:5:)(§”17§)1877131-8591

£1006.02 A Greiner Engineering, Inc. Company
April 21, 1987

APR 22 1987

Mr. Emmett C. Lee
Post Office Box 2192
Tampa, Florida 33601

Reference: Downtown Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal
Dear Mr. Lee:

At your request I have performed an analysis to assess the impacts of
operating the cruise ship terminals during the AM and PM peak hours.

As shown in the attached Transportation Analysis, the operation of the
cruise ship terminals during the peak hours would require a reduction of
office space by 150,000 sguare feet. This reduction in office space will
keep the overall external impacts of the development on the adjacent roadway
network equal to those contemplated in Section 4.E.4. of the Development
Order.

If you need any additional information or further assistance, please contact
me.

Sincerely,

GREINER ENGINEERING SCIENCES, INC.

P /4/

-

i2r -
Randy Coen A y;Z‘
RC:jb
enclosure

x¢: Mr. David Mechanik {w/enc)

EXHIBIT "aA"



TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

This analysis assesses the transportation impacts of operating the Tampa
Port Authority’s DRI cruise ship terminals during weekday AM and PM peak
hours. As stated in the approved Development Order (City Ordinance #9108-A)
Section 4.E.4., the maximum development that can be built prior to an

additional traffic analysis is shown in Table 1.

TABLE 1
LAND USES
(As shown in Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order)

Land Use Development Sjze
0ffice 1,000,000 square feet
Hotel 6500 rooms

Specialty Retail 9,000 sguare feet
Restaurants 21,000 sqguare feet
1,000 Passenger Ship 1 terminal

700 Passenger Ship 1 terminal

The inclusion of the two cruise ship terminals was done under the condition
that they would not operate during weekday peak hours (Section 4.H.H. of the
Development Order). Exhibit 1 shows the trip generation for the development

totals shown in Table 1 with the cruise ship terminal being analyzed as

operating during off-peak hours.

Operating the cruise ship terminals to service both ships during the peak

hours will necessitate the "down sizing" of other portions of the



development {the office component). This will keep the overall external
impacts of the development on the adjacent roadway network equal to those
contemplated in Section 4.E.4. of the Development Order. A proposed

development scenario used in our analysis is shown in Table 2 beiow,

TABLE 2
LAND USE EQUIVALENTS TO INCLUDE 1,000 PASSENGER AND
700 PASSENGER SHIPS WITH A REDUCTION OF
150,000 SQUARE FEET OF OFFICE

Land Use Development Size
Office 850,000 square feet
Hotel 600 rooms

Specialty Retail 9,000 square feet
Restaurants 21,000 sguare feet
1,000 Passenger Ship 1 terminal

700 Passenger Ship 1 terminal

Exhibit 2 shows the trip generation for the development scenario, shown in
Table 2 above, with the addition of the two cruise ships operating during
weekday peak hours and with a reduction of 150,000 square feet of office

space.

Assumptions used in the trip generation for both land use scenarios (Tables
1 and 2) are consistent with those identified in the approved ADA/DRI except
that the assumptions for rezail internalizations were changed based on
recent discussions with the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council {TBRPC)
staff and 1t5 representatives. These internalizations were adjusted to 90%
daily, 65% AM peak, and 75% PM peak in order to refliect a more conservative
(i.e., reduced) interaction between land uses. Estimates for transit usage

of cruise ship patrons were provided by the Tampa Port Authority (see



attached letter marked Exhibit 3). As shown in the trip generation Exhibits
1 and 2, the percentage of transit for the cruise ships is 10 buses for each

ship.

An analysis of Exhibits 1 and 2 shows that by reducing the office space by
150,000 square feet and permitting both cruise ships to operate during
weekday peak hours, no increase of trips occurs during weekday peak hours.
Thus, the proposed deQe)opment scenaric limits peak hour trip generation to
the total trips contemplated under the provisions of Section 4.E.4. of the
Development Order. Table 3 shows a summary trip comparison of the two land

use scenarios.

TABLE 3
TABLE 1 LAND USE VERSUS TABLE 2 LAND USE
TRIP COMPARISON

— A PN

Land Use Scenario Daily In Out In Out
Table 1 12,026 1,807 192 242 1,548
Table 2 9,866 1,700 411 503 1,513

As seen in Table 3, no increase of trips is realized during peak periods
that would correspond to peak directions of traffic fiow. In fact, traffic

will be reduced in the peak directions.

Although daily trips associated with the cruise ship terminals were not
considered critical to the amalysis, we nevertheless analyzed the impacts of

their daily operations. As seen in Exhibit 2, there are minimal daily trips



associated with the terminal complex outside its peak loading and unloading
hours. The other daily traffic which would use the site include six to
eight truck trips to service each ship and carry crew members. Other cruise
ship employees and terminal employees would also account for passenger
vehicle trips, but this traffic would occur well in advance of any ship

loading or unloading (not during the peak hours).
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Randy {gan

Greiner Dngineering
Sciences Ine,
‘0T Hariner Street

g
£ 7l o

amna, Flerida 220609

DeRr Dancy.

Thie iz ick ups
[ - -

Liiaw Co .

Cur experience indicatas no mors than top (10) starderd type buses will be
involved per -seiling,  This number iz based on observing the current
stternatving Tive (8) day, fwe (2} day cruise scemario for over six (6)
months.  Likewise, i7 the ship coes hacli to 2 seven {7) day cruise format
this nember should not Lo oxceeded,

In the morning the buses will be stagoed on Ellamay, adiacent o the front

of the terminel. Theoy will be brought into the pick up cischarge area as

necrlen,  The everall pick up operation will tzke approximately 1 1/2

Fours,  During the afterncen operation therc wiil be no prestaging.  The

sises will arvive stagwared.  The overall precess will take three (2) to
[

Please den't  hesitate fo  contact me shou
g infermation,

d yeou reguire further

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED

Josenh Valenti
Deputy Port Director

T .
L"!‘Sp

rec o Bayp kiaphaonid I/ Erf A/é&g \2’

g GEORGE 8. HOWELL MARITIME CENTER
811 WYNKOOP ROAD +» TELEPHONE Bi3/248-1924 o POST QFFICE BOX 2192 -« TAMPA, FLORIDA 3360)




einer, Inc.

J. Box 23646
5601 Mariner Street
Tampa, Florida 33630-3416;: 2 40
(813} 879-1711 SoL §¢ 18T
FAX: {B13) 873-8591

1006.02
July 23, 1987

Ms. Nanette Hall
Transportation Manager

City of Tampa

City Hall Plaza

306 East Jackson Street, 4E
Tampa, Florida 33602

Ms. Suzanne Cooper

DRI Coordinator

Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
Hendry Building, Suite 219

9455 Koger Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Reference: Downtown Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal Amendment
(DRI #118; Ordinance #9108-A)

Dear Ms. Hall and Ms. Cooper:

The attached document provides the responses to each of the concerns
expressed by your respective staffs during their review of our Amendment
Application.

We trust you will find this information sufficient. The public hearing date
for this Amendment has been set for Thursday, August 6, 1987.

We look forward to receiving your final comments regarding this proposed
Amendment. [ am available at any time, should questions arise during your
review.

Sincerely,

GREINER, INC.

R Ne

Randy Coen

RC:jb

enclosures

xc: Tom Beck
Joseph Valenti
David Mechanik
Roy Chapman



RESPONSE TO AGENCY COMMENTS

DOWNTOWN TAMPA CRUISE SHIP TERMINAL AMENDMENT

This document represents a consolidated response to the comments received from
the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council (TBRPC) and City of Tampa regarding
the proposed amendment to the Downtown Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal Development
Order {Ordinance #9108-A). Written comments received from TBRPC are provided
in Appendix 1. Verbal comments were received from the City of Tampa at a
meeting held on May 12, 1987. A summary of the City's comments obtained at

this meeting are provided in Appendix 2.

TBRPC comments request further explanation in two areas. The first area deals
with internalization of vehicle trips, while the second area requests a
detailed traffic analysis or a further reduction in external project traffic.
Since the City of Tampa also requested a detailed traffic analysis, both of

these comments will be addressed together in a Tater portion of this document.

The TBRPC internalization comment vrequires two points of clarification prior
to responding to this concern. First, Exhibit 1, referred to in the TBRPC
letter, represents and accurately reflects the trips generated {both internal
and external) by the initial level of development approved for the Downtown
Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal project; i.e., 1,000,000 square feet of Office,
9,000 square feet of Retail, 21,000 square feet of Restaurant, a 600-room
Hotel, and two Cruise Ship Terminals. The external vehicle trips shown in
Exhibit 1 are those previously approved as a vresult of the DRI process and

thus represent the base condition upon which the proposed amendment will be



measured. The suggestion that a 70% to 76% external trip rate range should be
used 1is unnecessary since our analysis is based on the actual trip
characteristic of the initial development level approved in the development

order.

The second point of clarification regards the TBRPC internalization
methodology used in calculating the relationship between gross vehicle trips
and the amount of internalization occurring on-site. This methodology does
not account for an intervening variable, transit, which significantly alters
the 70% to 76% external <Erip rate range suggested 1in the TBRPC letter.
Table I, P.M. Peak Hour Vehicle Trip Generation Comparison provided on the
following page, uses the same traffic volumes used 1in the TBRPC letter but
accounts for the presence of this intervening transit variable. As shown in
the table, the percentages derived when the transit usage variable is
controlled {i.e., is independently assessed in each case), significantly

modify the results reported in the TBRPC letter.

Referring now to the first TBRPC comment, the Amended Development (i.e.,
850,000 square feet of Office, 9,000 square feet of Retail, 21,000 square feet
of Restaurant, a 600-room Hotel, and two Cruise Ship Terminals) external trip
percentage proposed (84.6%) compares well with the Approved Development
external trip percentage {83.8%) and the DRI-Phase I external trip percentage
(83.9%). 1In fact, the proposed external trip rate is higher than the approved
rate, thus yielding a stightly Jower and thus a more conservative amount of
internalization {15.4% vs. 16.2%). The DRI~Phase II external trip percentage

reflects a substantial increase in office square footage (45% to 132%) when
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compared to any of the three previous development levels reviewed, and
therefore it is inappropriate to use this rate for comparison purposes. An
internalization rate of 15% to 20% is not wunusually high for a mixed use
development of this type. The proposed Amendment does not significantly vary
{less than one percent) from the approved initial development level on the
basis of the external trip percentage and further, neither scenario represents

an unusualiy high internalization rate (approximately 16%).

The second TBRPC comment is similar to the City of Tampa comment. The City of
Tampa has requested that a detailed analysis of critical intersections be
prepared and a comparison between approved development impacts and amended
development impacts be provided. The TBRPC Tletter requested that either a
detailed analysis be provided to assessed the difference in p.m. peak hour
trip generation characteristics or a further reduction in project trips be
evaluated. Due to the similarity between these two comments, they will be

addressed together.

In concert with the City of Tampa Transportation Division staff, four
intersections originally analyzed in the DRI were identified as the most
sensitive locations where increases in off-peak traffic volumes could have
significant adverse traffic impacts. Table 2, Intersection Comparison
provided on the following page, presents a summary comparison of the affect
the proposed aﬁendment will have on these intersections. Copies of the
intersection capacity analysis worksheets are provided in Appendix 3. While
the proposed amendment to the development plan does produce minor increases to

the intersection critical sums, no significantly adverse impacts were



TABLE 2

INTERSECTION COMPARISON

Approve Development Amended Development Difference in
Critical Sum

Intersection’ LOS Critical Sum LOS Critical Sum Per Signal Cycle?
Meridan/Platt C 1,172 vph C 1,213 vph +1.0 vpe
Morgan/Brorc:in- A 578 vph A 602 vph +0.6 vpc
Kennedy/Jefferson B 1,028 vph B 1,048 vph +(0.5 vpe
Orange/Scoftt

(Seuthbound) A3 933 vph B3 975 vph +1.1 vpe

1 Circular 212 CMA analysis provided to remain consistent with intersection
analyses originally prepared as a part of the DRI

YPC = Vehicles per signal cycle.

3 The threshold {critical sum) between LOS A and LOS B at this intersection is 950,
In both the approved and amended conditions the intersection is a borderline LQS
A/B.



identified. None of the intersections analyzed will

unacceptable level of service as a result of the proposed Amendment.

proposed Amendment results in the addition of

one vehicle or less in the

signal cycle in the

¢ritical sum at each studied intersection during

p.m. peak hour.

Based on the analysis presented in the Amendment Application and this response

document, no additional significant adverse transportation impacts have been

jdentified. Therefore, it can be concluded that the amendment will not alter

the previous transportation analysis conclusions drawn and conditions imposed

as a result of the DRI process.
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ITBRPC COMMENTS




tampa boy
tegional
planning
council

9455 Kogers Boulevard

Si. Petersburg, FL 33702-2491
B13) 5775151 Tampa 224-9380
Suncom 586-3217

Oiflcars

Chairman

Counciman Wiham D Vannalla
Vice Chawman

Mayor Acban G Poo
Secratary/Treasures
Councdrman Thomas W, Vann
£xgculive Director

Juha E. Greene

June 22, 1987

bavid M. Mechanik, Esquire
MacFarlane, Ferguson, Allison & Kelly
215 East Madison Street

P. O. Box 1531

Tampa, FL, 33601

RE: DRI#118 - mTampa Downtown Cruiseship Terminal,
City of Tampa

Dear Mr. Mechanik:

Qur trangportation  consultant, Roy Chapman, P.E., of
Reynolds, Smith and Hills, has reviewed the Proposed Change
to a Previously Approvea DRI dated April 23, 1987. His
comments are attached for your consideration and response.
Please provide your responses to the City of Tampa, as well
as to the Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council.

Please call if we can be of further assistance,

Sincerely,

MQC@@W

Suzanne T. Cooper
DRI Coordinator

STC/mpr
Enclosure

cc:  Randy Coen
Susan Swift
Blaine Oliver

@E@EWE@

JUN 25 1987

Greiner Engineering Sciences, Inc.
Tampa, Florida



Qo East # 4

DingCIoAs

RALPH W. HEIM, P&
JAMES F, SHIVLER JR., P€
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BEM BUCALQ, FE

ARCHITECTS » ENGINEERS » PLANNEMS GEORGE M. BARSOM, 5¢0, PE
K N. HENDERSON, re
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JOHN E COOK
JACK 0. DOOLITTLE

May 15, 1987 URBAN U. PARRISH JA. PE

Ms Suzanne Cooper, DRI Coordinator
Tampa Bay Regional Planning Council
9455 Koger Blvd.

St, Petersburg, Florida 33702

RE: DRI #118, Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The Notification of a Proposed Change to a Previously Approved DRI dated

April 23, 1987 concerning the Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal has been reviewed.
This document indicates that a reduction of 150,000 square feet of office

space would be sufficient to allow peak hour operation of two crulse ships.

An analysis is provided that estimates the external traffic to be generated

from the land use approved in the development order prior to requiring additional
traffic analysis (indicated in Exhibit 1 of the document). Additional analysis
is provided to indicate the external trips to be generated with the two cruise
ships in operation in the peak hours (Exhibit 2).

The external trips indicated in the above cited two exhibits has been compared
to the external trips indicated in the Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal DRI/ADA.
The amount of land use approved in the development order prior to requiring
another traffic analysis was more than Phase I but less than Phase II of

the DRI/ADA.

The vehicle trips generated and external vehicle trips indicated to be produced
under each of these scenarios are indicated in the attached table. As indicated,
Phase I would generate 1,795 vehicle trips in the PM peak hour with 1,258

being external trips on the highway network. The external trips would therefore
be 70 percent of the total trips generated. At the end of Phase II there

would be 3,478 vehicle trips generated with 2,649 being external, 76 percent

of the total generated.

The external vehicle trips generated with the land use approved in the development
order should be somewhere in the range of 70 to 76 percent of the total trips
generated. The externmal trips indicated in Exhibit 1 were 68 percent of

the total generated and in Exhibit 2 were 54 percent of the total generated.

These percentages indicate high internal capture rates-that are unlikely

to occur.

B13/875-5550 » 1715 N, WESTSHORE BOULEVARD e SUITE 500 » P.O. BOX 27003 & TAMPA, FLORIDA 33622-2001
JACKSONVILLE-ORLANDOITAMPAIFORT LAUDEHOAL&-MERRJTTISLAND
e SN " “BEFNVEL | F e JAGCKSON L DENVER



Ms. Suzanne Cooper
May 15, 1987
Page Two

DJ The total PM peak hour external vehicle trips to be generated with the cruise
ships in operation (Exhibit 2) exceed the total trips to be generated without
peak hour operation (Exhibit 1). Without detailed analysis it will be difficult
to determine whether the same level of impacts would result. A safe assumption
would be that the total external trips for Exhibit 2 traffic should not exceed

é Exhibit 1 traffie.

If you have any questions concerning the above, please feel free to contact

[e .

Sincerely,

Roy E{ Chapman, P.E.

Associate Vice President

Transportation and Environmental Planning
REC/rm

Enclosure



SMA, 87~T.4/TPAVTB. !

5/15/87
Downtown Cruise Ship Terminal
PM Peak Hour Vehicle Trip Generation

External

Vehicle Trips Generated External Vehicle Trip Generated
In Out Total in Out Total (%)
Phase I* 414 1,381 1,795 204 1,054 1,238 70
~ Phase II* 612 2,866 3,478 367 2,282 2,649 76
Exhibit 11 553 2,083 2,636 242 1,548 1,790 68
Exhibit 21 1,302 2,406 3,708 503 1,513 2,016 54

* From Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal DRI/ADA November 1984,

T From Tampa Port Authority Cruise Ship Terminal DRI Notification of a Proposed
Change to a Previously Approved Development of Regional Impact, Tampa Port
Authority, April 23, 1987.

Source: RS&H, 1987.
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APPENDIX 2

CITY OF TAMPA COMMENTS




C1006.02
May 13, 1987

MEMORANDUM

To: File

From: Randy G. Coen

Subject: City of Tampa Cruise Ship Terminal Amendment Comments

Met with Mr. Bala Padmanabhan, Transportation Planner, Transportation Division,
City of Tampa, to discuss his comments regarding the transportation analysis provided
in the Notification of Proposed Change (April 23, 1987) for the referenced project.
Mr. Padmanabhan was satisfied with the analysis presented in the document, but did
express a concern regarding the minor increase in inbound, or off-peak, project traffic
during the P.M. peak hour. .

[t was decided that this concern could best be satisfied by re-analyzing key locations
originally analyzed in the DRI where this increase could have an adverse effect.
After reviewing the roadway segments and intersections originally analyzed, Mr.
Padmanabhan requested that four intersections be re-analyzed and compared with the
previously approved initial levels of development called for in the Development Order.
"These intersections include;

* Meridian/Platt - the primary first phase access point;
* Morgan/Brorein;
* Kennedy/Jefferson; and

* Orange/Scott (Southbound).

Responses to these comments will be addressed in combination with the forth coming
comments from TBRPC.

RGC:bmi



APPENDIX 3

CRITICAYL INTERSECTION ANALYSES




Greiner Engineering Sciences; Inc.
CRITICAL MOUVEMENT aAaNaLYSIS

MERIDIAN S FPLAOTT 1922 PM LW-PROJH
DATE TABLE 1!
S R e Y R S A L RS S D)
LEVEL OF SERVICE (O
SATURATION S8
CRITICAL N/S VOL 30 3
CRITICAL E/W WOL T &%
CRITICAL 3UM 1172
R AR E LR P T PRI PR TR T P T T TS

LANE GEOMETRY

MNORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
LANE MGV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOY WIDTH
1 T, 12.8 RTL 12.0 R.. 12.8 RT. 12,
2 T.. 12.0 e . T.. 12.0 T.. 12.
3 L 12.0 LT. 12.0 Lo 2.
4 . i .
5 LI ) L) . . .
6 e L B 3 LI B A ) . a8 t " 58 LI - e
TRAFFIC YOLUMES
MNORTHBOUND SCGUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
LEFT 188 2 30 ?
THRU 449 36 1290 492
RIGHT 0 77 174 12
TRUCKS ) LOCAL BUSES {(#/HR) PEAK HOUR FACTOR
NORTHBOUMD 2 1 .7
SOUTHBOUND 2 i .83
EASTROUND 2 1 7
WESTBOUND 2 ; .2
PHASING ' MAS 15, DIRECTION SEPERATION
E/ZW 1. NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY ¢ 1, 0 - 7% {HPEDS/HR)
CYCLE LEMNGTH ;90 SECONDS
CRITICAL LANE UOLUMES BY MOUEMENT
NORTHBOUNMD SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBGUND
THRU -RIGHT 264 13% 789 420
LEFT 164 g 0 g
LEFT TURN CHECK
MORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
INPUT VOLUME 180 . 2 30 ?
ADJUSTED VOL 14 8 0 8
CAPACITY g g 349 ]

MOVEMENT NAA Ns/A oK OK



Greiner Engineering Scienc
CRITICAaL MOVEMENT abMNal

Le

MERI DI PLATT 1992 PM

DATE TABLE 2
R R Y i I TR R P T P "
LEVEL OF SERVICE
SATURATION 71
CRITICAL N/7S VOL <4< 43
CRITICAL E/AJ VOL 7 &%

CRITICAL SuM 1213
CRAEEREEARK AR AL LA EAACN AR RRER AN

LANE GEOMETRY

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND
LaNE MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH
1 T.. 12.0 RTL 12.0 ‘R.. 12.
2 T.. 12.0 ‘e T.. 12,
3 L 2.0 . . LT. 12,
4 a [ » .
5 ] [ L)
6 [ [ e L
TRAFFIC VOLUMES
NORTHBOUND SQUTHBOUND EASTBOUND
LEFT 178 2 30
THRU 430 75 1290
RIGHT ] 77 403
TRUCKS %) LOCAL BUSES (H/HR)
NORTHBOUND 2 1
SOUTHBOUMND 2 1
EASTROUNMD 2 1
WESTBOUND 2 1
PHASING N/ 135, DIRECTIOM SEPERATION
EAJ  :1. MNEITHER TURN PROTECTED

PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY :
EYCLE LENEBTH

1.
70 SECONDS

0 - 29 {HPEDS/HR

CRITICAL LANE UOLUMES BY MOVEMENT

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND
THRU -RIGHT 2598 186 ¥4
LEFT 141 ] 0
LEFT TURN CHECK
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND
INPUT VOLUME 174 2 30
ADJUSTED WOL 141 0 0
CAPACITY ] o 293
MOVEMENT NAA PR OK

e s Imnc .

rsI1Is
WP RrROJ

*

*¥

WESTBOUND
MOV WIDTH

O

WESTBOUND
19
783
12

PEAK HOUR FACTOR

.8

w3 W3 L

)

WESTBOUND
474
]

WESTBOUND
17
0
]
0K



Greiner

Engineering Sciencess

H Inc.

CRITICAL MOUVEMENT AaNaLYSsSISs

MORGsSP 8 BR

OREIMN
DATE TABLE 1

1272 P W-7PRAOJ

EE e R R RS LS R LS RS SR T

LEVEL OF SERVICE &~
SATURATION Z2=2
CRITICAL N/S VOL 1 <%
CRITICAL EAY VOL 427
CRITICAL SUM SV

et e

—
-

EE s R R L R R R L R ]

MORTHBOUND
LANE MOV WIDTH
LT,

.0
L.. .0

S SN

I
1

O LA s G5 1) =

NORTHBOUND

LEFT
THRU 2
RIGHT 8
TRUCKS ¢
MORTHBOUND
SOUTHBOUND
EASTBOUND

TSTHULND
e .

(RS TSI E R <N

MNAS st
E/AN it
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY

EYCLE LENGTH

PHASING

7

CRITI
MNORTHBOUMD

149
D

THRU -RIGHT
LEFT

NORTHBOUND

INPUT YOLUME 103

ADJUSTED WOL 32
CAPACITY 14%
MOVEMENT 0K

1.

LANE GEOMETRY

SOUTHBOLUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
MOV WIDTH MOV I41DTH MOV WIDTH
R.. .0 RT. 12.0
L.. .0 . T.. 12.0
. T.. 12.0
veee LT. 12.0
TRAFFIC VOLUMES
SO0UTHBBUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
0 D 14
3% 0 1360
490 ) 17
LOCAL BUSES (H/HR) PEAK HOUR FACTOR
1 .9
1 .9
1 .7
1 .7
NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
0 - 99 (HPEDS/HR)
0 SECONDS
CAL LANE VOLUMES BY MCVEMENT
SOUTHBGUND EASTBOUND JESTBOUND
0 0 429
0 0 0
LEFT TURN CHECK
SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
0 0 14
0 0 0
n 0 429
0K 0K oK



Greiner Engineering Sciences

3

Inmnc .

CRITICAaL MOVEMEMNMT ahNalLYsSI S

MORGAN & BROREIN 1792 PM WA/PROJ.

DATE ATABLE 2
AEALRAERURX XL RERFRRRRRAXEEERNHX
LEVEL OF SERVICE &~
SATURATION =23
CRITICAL M/S VOL 1 7 &
CRITICAL E/W WOL 4245
CRITICAL SuM S0 2
EREFRER SRR CR AR ALRAF LR RAH

LANE GEOMETRY

NORTHBOUND SCUTHBOUND EASTBOUND IWESTBOUND
LANE MOV WIDTH MOy WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH
i LT. 12.0 R.. 12.0 PN e RT. i2.0
2 L.. 12.80 L.. 12.0 e e T.. 12.0
3 L L ] 1 a0 T‘l 12'0
4 ’ E] * % LT' Izlﬁ
5 1 ] . 1 3 LN |
6 L ] L] [l I} . » M s
TRAFFIC YOLUMES
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
LEFY 103 o 0 20
THRU 212 128 0 1350
RIGHT 0 490 0 17
o .
NORTHBOUND TRUCKS én) LOCAal. BUSES IQ/HR) PEAK.EDUR FACTOR
SOUTHBOUND 2 i .9
EASTBOUND 2 i .
WESTBOUND 2 i .7
PHASIMNG NS 1., NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
E/Ad 1, NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY « 1. 6 - 29 {HPEDS/HR)
CY{LE LENGTH + 90 SECONDS
CRITICAL LaNE VOLUMES BY MOVEMENT
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND IWESTBOUND
THRU -RIGHT 174 g 0 424
LEFT 0 0 ] 0
LEFT TURN CHECK
NORTHBOUND SGOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
INPUT VOLUME 183 h] g 20
ADJUSTED VOL 104 ' 0 0 g
CaPACITY 174 g 8 424
MOVEMENT 0K 0K OK 0K



Gre inenr

Engineering Sciences;

Imc .

CRITICAL MOVEMENT afalyvysis

KEMNMNEDY &

MNORTHBOUND
LaNE MOV WIDTH
1 T.. 12.0
2 LT, 12.0
3
4 .
5 L] *
4
MORTHBOUMD
LEFT 31
THRU 1193
RIGHT 0
TRUCKS ()
MORTHBOUND 2
SOUTHBOUND 2
EASTBQUND 2
WESTBOUND 2
PHASING Ns8 it
EAW ],

PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY

£YCLE LEMGTH

JEFFERSON

DATE TABLE !
R e E R RS PR L L I I R E Y T T 2

lLEVEL OF 3SERVICE
SATURATION
CRITICAL N/S VDL 755
CRITICAL E/l¥ VOL 273
CRITICAL SuUM

LANE GEOMETRY

SOUTHBOUND
MOV WIDTH

TRAFFIC VOLUMES

SOUTHROUND

D
79
93

L.OCAL BUBES {#/HR)

P0 SECONDS

B

1028
SRR R R S Ry s AL S L P R T

{

1
1
!

NEITHER TURN FROTECTED
NEITHER TURN PROTECTED

CRITICAL LANE VOLUMES BY MOVEMENT

MORTHBOUND .

THRU ~RIGHT 7393
LEFT D
NORTHBOUND
INPUT YOLUME 31
ADJUSTED V0L g
CAPACITY 639

MOVEMENT 0K

SOUTHEOUND

P
0

LEFT TURN CHECK

- SOUTHBOUND

o

0

0
0K

1992 PN WAFPROJ

EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH
. ¥ RT. 12!
vena T.. 12.
T 12,
LT. 12,
EASTBOUND WESTBOUND -
0 32
g 742
0 144
PEAK HDUR FALTOR
.85
.83
.7
7
g - 97 (HPEDS/HRD
EASTBOUMD WESTBOUND
g 273
0 it
EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
9 52
0 0
8 273
0K OK

fam 0 e (Y s Y o |



GFED T RER: MG T MEEFR L NG S50 b S =
CRITICAL. MOWEMERT ANal Ys Lo

KENMEDY & JEFFERGON 1992 PM W/PROJ
DATE TABLE 2
IRRSLLILISRLILIRILILNLRIINAIIIIN
LEYEL OF SERVICE B
SATURATION D58
CRITICAL /5 VL 755
CRITICAL E/H VOL 2932
CRITICAL sud 1048
muppunuRsnLnynLnnnn

LANE GEQMETRY

HORTHBOUXD SOUTHBOUND EASTEOUND HESTESUHD
LANE HOV HIDTH HOY WIDTH MOV RIDTH HOY WIOTH
t Too 120 RT. 1.0 ver aeen RT. 120
2 Lt. %0 T.. L9 ver aeas To. 12,9
3 iee eaaa Too 120
4 vee ases LT, 120
5 LR LN ] a8 [ RN} LA LR LN ] LN
5 L LR ) 180 LN a LI LI assa
TRAFFIC YOLUMES 4
NCRTHBOUND SQUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUNRD
LEFT 31 0 0 a2
THRY 11835 29 0 742
RIGHT 0 33 0 L4s
TRUCKS (%) LOCAL BUSES (M/HR) FEAK HOUR FACTOR
NORTHBOLKD 2 1 BN
S0UTHBOUNE 2 1 83
EASTBOUND 2 | .9
WESTBOUND 2 1 9
PHASTHG M/§ i1, MNEITHER TURN FROTECTED
£/ :1. HEITHER TURN PROTECTED
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY @ L, 0 - 99 {EPEDS/HR)
SYCLE LENGTH : 90 SELONDS
CRITICAL LANE VOLUMES BY MOVEMENT
JORTHBOUKD SOUTHROUND EASTBOUND WESTBOURD
1 -RIGHT 733 il ] 291
LEFT 9 0 0 9
LEFT TURN CHECK
HORTHBOUND SOUTHEOUND EASTBOUKD WESTHOURD
T VOLUHE 31 { 0 92
USTED V0L 13 0 9 81
IPACETY 559 0 0 29

VEHENT 0K 0K . K oK



Greinernr

Engineering Sciences

“

Imnc .

CRITICAL MOUVEMENT ~ANALYSIS

SB ORANGE 2. SCOTT 19292 PM W/-PROJ
DATE TABLE 1
LEVEL OF SERVICE
SATURATION S
CRITICAL N/SWOL 21 7
CRITICAL £/ WOL 71 &
CRITICAL SUM 33
LANE GEOMETRY
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND INESTBOUND
LANE MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH
1 Ceh e T.. 12.0 RT. 12.0 ces
2 e e T.. 12.0 L.. 12.0 .
3 . LT. 12.0 L.. 12.0 -
4 . . e e . .
5 . . .
é . . e e e . .
TRAFFIC VOLUMES
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
LEFT 0 15 1187 0
THRU g 519 245 o
RIGHT 0 0 97 0
TRUCKS (%) LOCAL BUSES (#/HR) PEAK HDOUR FACTOR
MORTHBOUND 2 i .7
SOUTHBOUND 2 1 .¢
EASTROUND 2 i .9
IWESTBOUND 2 1 .9
PHASING NS  :1. NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
EAd  :2. HEAVIEST TURN PROTECTED
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY @ 1. 0 ~ 99 {HPEDS/HR)
CYCLE LENGTH : 70 SECONDS
CRITICAL LANE YOLUMES BY MOVEMENT
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND IWESTBOUND
THRU -RIBHT 0 217 391 0
LEFT 0 0 716 0
LEFT TURN CHECK
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
INPUT YOLUME 0 15 1187 0
ADJUSTED oL 0 ' 0 1364 0
CAPACITY 0 217 391 325
MOVEMENT 0K 0K N/a 0K



Greiner Engineer j Ng Sciences 3
CRITICAL MOVEMENT ANSLYSI S

SB ORANGE & SCOTT 1992 PM wWoPROg

DATE TABLE 2
RRRERAELEERL EEL TS TP TP RT P PP

Inmc.

LEVEL OF SERVICE B
SATURATION S
CRITICAL N/S UOL 2S o
SRITICAL EXW YOL 71 &
CRITICAL 3UM TS

LANE GEOMETRY

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
LANE MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH MOV WIDTH
1 T.. 12.0 ‘RT. 12.0 . -
2 . T.. 12.0 L.. 12.9 e .
3 LT. 12.0 L. 12 . .
4 " L N LI Y | LI I 3
5 L L T ' o ’
( . L ] LY - )
o . )
) TRAFFIC JOLUMES
NORT HBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND _
LEFT _ 0 15 1187 0
THRUY 0 620 245 0
RIGHT 0 0 97 0
TRUCKS 4 LOCAL BUSES :#/HR) PEAK HOUR FACTOR
MNORTHBOUMD 2 1 .9
SOUTHBOUND 2 1 .9
EASTBOUND 2 1 .9
WESTBOUND 2 1 .9
PHASING MsS t1. NEITHER TURN PROTECTED
E/W 12, HEAVIEST TURN PROTECTED
PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY : 1, 0 - %9 (HPEDS/HR)
CYCLE LENGTH @0 SECONDS
CRITICAL LANE YOLUMES BY MOVEMENT
NORTHBOUMND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
-RIGHT ) 259 391 0
FT 0 0 716 0
LEFT TURN CHECK
NGRTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
YOLUME 0 15 1187 i
TED VoL 0 0 1364 0
CITY 0 259 391 325
MENT 0K oK N/a 0K
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