


Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - ALL ACCESS

Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
ORANGE GROVE BOULEVARD @ ROYAL PALM BEACH BOULEVARD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.09 Current Year = 2011 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left [ Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {11/29/11) 24 369 33 71 429 0 3 189 79 15 28 18
Peak Season Volume 26 402 36 77 468 0 3 206 a6 16 H 20
Bkgd {Growth + Exist) 29 453 41 a7 6527 0 4 232 97 18 34 22
8R-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
Approved Projects 1] 7 0 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
% Project Traffic 15% | 2.0% 2.0% 4.0% | 1.5% 4.0%
Direction in In Out Out Out In
Project Traffic 10 13 34 68 26 27
Total 39 473 4 87 582 0 4 ] 300 ] 123 18 | 61 | 22
Approach Total 553 669 427 101
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 < 1 2 < 1 1 < 1 i <
Per Lane Volume 39 257 0 87 291 G 4 423 0 18 83 0
Right on Red 10 10 10 10
Overlaps Left 18 4 39 87
Adj. Per Lane Volume 39 | 257 0 87 | 201 0 4 [ 423 0 18 | 83 0
Through/Right Volume 257 291 423 83
Opposing Left Turns 87 39 18 4
Critical Volume for Approach 344 330 441 86
Critical Volume for Direction 344 441
Interseciion Crifical Volume 785
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
MNorthbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Lefl Thru | Right{ Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {11/29/11) 111 526 30 49 513 3 2 66 75 35 150 46
Peak Season Volume 121 573 33 53 559 3 2 72 82 38 164 50
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 136 646 37 60 630 4 2 81 92 43 184 67
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 2 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 1.5% | 2.0% 20% 4.0% | 1.5% 4.0%
Direction In In Qut Qut Out In
Project Traffic 25 33 22 44 17 66
Total 161 700 37 60 664 4 2 125 109 43 | 250 57
Approach Total 898 728 236 350
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 < 1 2 < 1 1 < 1 1 <
Per Lane Velume 161 369 0 60 334 0 2 234 0 43 307 0
Right on Red 10 10 10 10
Qverlaps Left 43 2 161 60
Adj. Per Lane Volume 161 | 369 0 680 | 334 0 2 | 234 0 43 | 307 0
Through/Right Volume 369 334 234 307
Opposing Left Turns 80 161 43 2
Critical Volume for Approach 429 495 277 309
Critical Violurne for Direction 495 309
Intersection Critical Volume 804

STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - ALL ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
ORANGE GROVE BOULEVARD @ STATE ROAD 7

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Input Data
Peak Season= 1.00

Current Year= 2011

Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Easthound Westbound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2011) 63 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 305 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 63 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 305 0 0 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist} 71 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 344 0 0 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 320 0 0 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 35% [13.5% 13.5% 3.5%
Direction In In Out Out
Project Traffic 24 91 231 60
Total 95 491 0 0 31 0 0 | o | 404 0 ] o 0
Appreach Total 506 31 404 0
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 0 0 2 < 1 0 1 0 0 0
Per Lane Volume 95 206 0 0 156 0 0 0 404 0 0 0
Right on Red 10 10 60 10
Overlaps Left 0 0 95 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 95 | 206 0 0 | 156 0 0o 1 0 249 0o ] © 0
Through/Right Volume 206 156 249 4]
Opposing Left Tums 0 95 0 ¢
Critical Volume for Approach 206 251 249 0
Crifical Volume for Birection 251 : 249
Intersection Critical Volume 500
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Woestbound
Left Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2011) 240 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 151 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 240 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 151 0 0 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist} 271 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 170 0 0 0
8R-7 Diversions 0 120 0 0 280 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 35% |13.5% 13.5% 3.5%
Direction In In Out Out
Project Traffic 57 222 150 39
Total 328 342 0 0 430 0 0 0 209 0 0o ] o
Approach Total 670 430 209 0
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 0 0 2 < 1 0 1 0 0 0
Per Lane Volume 328 171 0 0 215 0 0 0 209 0 0 0
Right on Red 10 10 60 10
Overlaps Left 0 0 328 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 328 [ 171 0 0 | 215 0 0o [ o 0 0] o 0
Through/Right Volume 171 215 0 0
Opposing Left Turns 0 328 0 0
Critical Votume for Approach 1714 543 0 4]
Critical Volume for Direction 543 0
Intersection Critical Volume 543
STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - ALL ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
ROEBUCK ROAD @ STATE ROAD 7

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Current Year = 2023 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound

Left Thru { Right | Left | Thru | Righi | Left | Thru } Right | Left | Thru | Right
2023 PBC Projected Veolumes {2023} 0] 192 501 327 875 0 0 0 0 358 0 50
Peak Season Volume 0 192 501 327 875 0 0 0 0 358 0 50
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 204 532 347 929 0 0 0 0 380 0 53
SR-7 Diversions 0 320 0 0 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 13.5% 3.0% ; 13.5% 3.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 91 51 231 20
Total 0 615 532 398 | 1,240 0 0 0 0 380 ] o] 73
Approach Total 1,147 1,638 0 453

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 4] 0 2 0 2
Per Lane Volume 0 307 532 398 620 0 0 0 0 190 0 37
Right on Red 60 10 10 80
Overlaps Left 190 0 0 398
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 307 | 282 | 398 | 620 0 0 | © 0 190 [ 0 0
Through/Right Volume ) 307 620 0 0
Opposing Lefl Turns 398 0 190 0
Critical Volume for Approach 705 620 190 0
Critical Volume for Direction 705 190
Intersection Critical Volume 895
STATUS? UNDER

PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Lefl Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right
2023 PBC Projected Volumes (2023) 0 864 258 77 440 0 0 0 0 561 0 330
Peak Season Volume 0 864 258 77 440 0 0 0 0 561 0 330
Bkgd {Growth + Exist) 0 917 274 82 467 0 o] 0 0 596 0 350
SR-7 Diversions 0 120 0 0 280 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 13.5% 3.0% | 14.0% 3.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 222 33 156 49
Total 0 1,259 | 274 115 903 0 0 0 0 596 0 399
Approach Total 1,533 1,018 0 995
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Per Lane Volume 0 630 274 115 452 0 0 0 0 298 0 200
Right on Red 60 10 10 60
Overlaps Left 298 0 0 : 115
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 630 0 115 | 452 0 g [ 0 0 208 [ 0 25
Through/Right Volume 630 452 0 25
Opposing Left Tums 115 0 298 0
Critical Volume for Approach 745 452 298 25
Critical Volume for Direction 745 298
Intersection Critical Volume ) 1,043

STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - ALL ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

OKEECHOBEE B:O_.U_LEV_A_RD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Input Data
Peal Season = 1.04

Gurrent Year = 2012

Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {4/26/12) 10 183 55 329 610 4 i0 108 92 78 18 214
Peak Season Volume 10 190 57 342 634 4 10 112 96 81 19 223
Bkgd (Growth + Exisf) 12 213 64 384 712 5 12 126 107 91 21 250
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 30 7 4 41 0 0 o} o} 7 0 2
% Project Traffic 22.0% 10.0% | 22.0% 10.0%
Direction In QOut Out In
Project Traffic 148 171 377 67
Total 12 391 71 559 | 1,130 5 12 126 107 98 21 319
Approach Total 474 1,694 245 438

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
Per Lane Volume 12 196 71 279 565 5 12 126 107 98 21 159
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 98 12 12 279
Adj. Per Lane Volume 12 ] 196 0 279 | 565 g 12 | 128 35 98 | 21 0
Through/Right Volume 196 565 126 21
Opposing Left Turns 279 12 98 12
Crltical Volume for Approach 475 577 224 33
Criticat Volume for Direction 577 224
Intersection Critical Volume 801
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left [ Thru | Right | Lefl | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (4/26/12) 60 554 63 205 302 13 2 33 29 67 76 304
Peak Season Volume 62 576 66 213 314 14 2 34 30 70 79 316
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 70 646 73 239 352 15 2 38 34 78 89 355
SR-7 Diversions 0 D 0 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 103 12 9 90 0 0 0 0 12 0 10
% Project Traffic 22.0% 10.0% | 22.0% 10.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 361 111 245 164
Total 70 1,410 85 359 687 15 2 38 34 90 89 529
Approach Total 1,265 1,061 74 708

Critical Volume Analysis

MNo. of Lanes 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
Per Lane Volume 70 555 85 180 344 15 2 38 34 80 89 264
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
QOverlaps Left 90 2 70 180
Adj. Per Lane Volume 70 | 585 0 180 | 344 0 2 | 38 0 go | 89 25
Through/Right Volume 555 344 38 89
Opposing Left Turns 180 70 90 P
Critical Volume for Approach 735 414 128 91
Critical Volume for Direction 735 128
Intersection Critical Volume 863
STATUS? UNDER




ROADWAY

Sem. Pratt Whitney Road

TABLE D-1
AM PEAK HOUR PROJECT ASSIGNMENT
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL

SERVICE

Southern Blvd to Okeechobee Blvd

DIR.

VOLUME

PROJECT
DIST.

TRIPS

PROJECT
DIST.

TRIPS

1,712

PROJECT
TRIPS

SB 1,960 0.0% 0 32.0% 548 548
Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site 4LD NB 1,960 55.0% 370 0.0% 0 370
SB 1,960 0.0% 0 55.0% 942 942
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 60.0% 404 0.0% 0 404
SB 1,960 0.0% 0 60.0% 1,027 1027
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street 2L NB 810 0.0% 0 45.0% 770 770
SB 810 45.0% 303 0.0% 0 303
60th Street to Orange Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 40.0% 685 685
SB 1,960 40.0% 269 0.0% 0 269
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 28.5% 488 488
SB 1,960 28.5% 192 0.0% 0 192
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 25.5% 437 437
SB 1,960 25.5% 172 0.0% 0 172
Northlake Blvd to North 2L NB 1,140 0.0% 0 0.5% 9 9
SB 1,140 0.5% 3 0.0% 0 3
Coconut Boulevard Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.5% 9 9
SB 880 0.5% 3 0.0% 0 3
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.5% 9 9
SB 880 0.5% 3 0.0% 0 3
Royal Palm Beach Blvd RPB City Limits to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 2.5% 43 43
SB 1,960 2.5% 17 0.0% 0 17
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 1.0% 17 17
SB 1,960 1.0% 7 0.0% 0 7
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 1.0% 7 0.0% 0 7
SB 880 0.0% 0 1.0% 17 17
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 2.0% 13 0.0% 0 13
SB 880 0.0% 0 2.0% 34 34
SR-7 Belvedere Rd to Okeechobee Blvd 6LD NB 2,680 1.0% 7 0.0% 0 7
SB 2,680 0.0% 0 1.0% 17 17
Okechobee Blvd to Roebuck Road 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 2.0% 34 34
SB 1,960 2.0% 13 0.0% 0 13
Roebuck Road to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 1.0% 17 17
SB 3,320 1.0% 7 0.0% 0 7
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.5% 9 9
SB 3,320 0.5% 3 0.0% 0 3
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
60th St to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SR-710/Beeline Hwy Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 4.5% 77 77
WB 1,960 4.5% 30 0.0% 0 30
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TABLE D-2
PM PEAK HOUR PROJECT ASSIGNMENT
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
ROADWAY DIR. 0 Mg  PROJECT TRIPS PROJECT TRIPS  PROJECT
DIST. 1,642 DIST. 1,112 TRIPS

SERVICE

Northlake Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 1,960 0.0% 0 25.0% 278 278
WB 1,960 25.0% 411 0.0% 0 411
Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 25.0% 278 278
WB 1,960 25.0% 411 0.0% 0 411
140th Ave to Coconut Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 24.5% 272 272
WB 1,960 24.5% 402 0.0% 0 402
Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 24.0% 267 267
WB 1,960 24.0% 394 0.0% 0 394
Ibis Blvd to SR-7 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 24.0% 267 267
WB 1,960 24.0% 394 0.0% 0 394
SR-7 to Beeline Hwy 4LD EB 3,320 0.0% 0 22.5% 250 250
WB 3,320 22.5% 369 0.0% 0 369
Beeline Hwy to Ryder Cup Blvd 6LD EB 2,940 0.0% 0 15.0% 167 167
WB 2,940 15.0% 246 0.0% 0 246
Orange Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 7.5% 83 83
WB 880 7.5% 123 0.0% 0 123
Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 6.5% 72 72
WB 880 6.5% 107 0.0% 0 107
140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 6.5% 72 72
WB 880 6.5% 107 0.0% 0 107
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 3.0% 33 33
WB 880 3.0% 49 0.0% 0 49
60th Street North Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.5% 6 6
WB 880 0.5% 8 0.0% 0 8
Persimmon Boulevard 140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Orange Grove Boulevard |140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
WB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
(Okeechobee Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to B Rd 2L EB 1,140 0.0% 0 22.0% 245 245
WB 1,140 22.0% 361 0.0% 0 361
B Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 1,140 0.0% 0 21.5% 239 239
WB 1,140 21.5% 353 0.0% 0 353
140th Ave to Folsom Rd 2L EB 880 0.0% 0 21.0% 234 234
WB 880 21.0% 345 0.0% 0 345
Folsom Rd to Crestwood Blvd 4LD EB 1,770 0.0% 0 20.5% 228 228
WB 1,770 20.5% 337 0.0% 0 337
Crestwood Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 4LD EB 1,770 0.0% 0 19.0% 211 211
WB 1,770 19.0% 312 0.0% 0 312
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to Wildcat Way 6LD EB 2,680 0.0% 0 16.0% 178 178
WB 2,680 16.0% 263 0.0% 0 263
Wildcat Way to SR-7 8LD EB 3,590 0.0% 0 15.5% 172 172
WB 3,590 15.5% 255 0.0% 0 255
SR-7 to Sansbury's Way 8LD EB 3,940 0.0% 0 12.5% 139 139
WB 3,940 12.5% 205 0.0% 0 205
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TABLE D-2
PM PEAK HOUR PROJECT ASSIGNMENT
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL
ROADWAY DIR. O mg  PROJECT TRIPS PROJECT TRIPS  PROJECT
DIST. 1,642 DIST. 1,112 TRIPS

SERVICE

Sem. Pratt Whitney Road  |Southern Blvd to Okeechobee Blvd 525
SB 1,960 0.0% 0 32.0% 356 356
Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site 4LD NB 1,960 55.0% 903 0.0% 0 903
SB 1,960 0.0% 0 55.0% 612 612
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 60.0% 985 0.0% 0 985
SB 1,960 0.0% 0 60.0% 667 667
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street 2L NB 810 0.0% 0 45.0% 500 500
SB 810 45.0% 739 0.0% 0 739
60th Street to Orange Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 40.0% 445 445
SB 1,960 40.0% 657 0.0% 0 657
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 28.5% 317 317
SB 1,960 28.5% 468 0.0% 0 468
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 25.5% 284 284
SB 1,960 25.5% 419 0.0% 0 419
Northlake Blvd to North 2L NB 1,140 0.0% 0 0.5% 6 6
SB 1,140 0.5% 8 0.0% 0 8
Coconut Boulevard Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 880 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.5% 6 6
SB 880 0.5% 8 0.0% 0 8
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880 0.0% 0 0.5% 6 6
SB 880 0.5% 8 0.0% 0 8
Royal Palm Beach Blvd RPB City Limits to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 2.5% 28 28
SB 1,960 2.5% 41 0.0% 0 41
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 0.0% 0 1.0% 11 11
SB 1,960 1.0% 16 0.0% 0 16
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 1.0% 16 0.0% 0 16
SB 880 0.0% 0 1.0% 11 11
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 2.0% 33 0.0% 0 33
SB 880 0.0% 0 2.0% 22 22
SR-7 Belvedere Rd to Okeechobee Blvd 6LD NB 2,680 1.0% 16 0.0% 0 16
SB 2,680 0.0% 0 1.0% 11 11
Okechobee Blvd to Roebuck Road 41D NB 1,960 0.0% 0 2.0% 22 22
SB 1,960 2.0% 33 0.0% 0 33
Roebuck Road to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 1.0% 11 11
SB 3,320 1.0% 16 0.0% 0 16
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.5% 6 6
SB 3,320 0.5% 8 0.0% 0 8
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
60th St to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SB 3,320 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0
SR-710/Beeline Hwy Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4LD EB 1,960 0.0% 0 4.5% 50 50
WB 1,960 4.5% 74 0.0% 0 74
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TABLE D-3
AM PEAK HOUR LINK ANALYSIS
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

PROP. IMPROVEMENTS

ROADWAY SERVICE TOTAL MEETS STD? PROJECT TOTAL MEETS SERVICE
VOLUME = BKGD."” : (2035) STD? LANES
VOLUME
Northlake Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 1,057 Yes 428 1,485 Yes
WB 1,960 318 Yes 168 486 Yes
Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 4LD EB 1,960 1,057 Yes 428 1,485 Yes
WB 1,960 318 Yes 168 486 Yes
140th Ave to Coconut Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 1,754 Yes 419 2,173 No 6LD 2,940
WB 1,960 448 Yes 165 613 Yes
Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 2,982 No 411 3,393 No 8LD 3,940
WB 1,960 562 Yes 162 724 Yes
Ibis Blvd to SR-7 4LD EB 1,960 3,206 No 411 3,617 No 8LD 3,940
WB 1,960 708 Yes 162 870 Yes
SR-7 to Beeline Hwy 4LD EB 3,320 3,678 No 385 4,063 No 6LD 4,980
WB 3,320 826 Yes 151 977 Yes
Beeline Hwy to Ryder Cup Blvd 6LD EB 2,940 1,667 Yes 257 1,924 Yes
WB 2,940 889 Yes 101 990 Yes
Orange Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 2L EB 880 503 Yes 128 631 Yes
WB 880 342 Yes 50 392 Yes
Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 480 Yes 111 591 Yes
WB 880 325 Yes 44 369 Yes
140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 684 Yes 111 795 Yes
WB 880 251 Yes 44 295 Yes
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 684 Yes 51 735 Yes
WB 880 251 Yes 20 271 Yes
60th Street North Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 91 Yes 0 91 Yes
WB 880 34 Yes 0 34 Yes
140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 91 Yes 0 91 Yes
WB 880 34 Yes 0 34 Yes
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 91 Yes 0 91 Yes
WB 880 34 Yes 0 34 Yes
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 91 Yes 0 91 Yes
WB 880 34 Yes 0 34 Yes
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 159 Yes 9 168 Yes
WB 880 48 Yes 3 51 Yes
Persimmon Boulevard 140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 301 Yes 0 301 Yes
WB 880 164 Yes 0 164 Yes
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 301 Yes 0 301 Yes
WB 880 164 Yes 0 164 Yes
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 497 Yes 0 497 Yes
WB 880 132 Yes 0 132 Yes
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 514 Yes 0 514 Yes
WB 880 196 Yes 0 196 Yes
Orange Grove Boulevard |140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 197 Yes 0 197 Yes
WB 880 58 Yes 0 58 Yes
Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 197 Yes 0 197 Yes
WB 880 58 Yes 0 58 Yes
Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 318 Yes 0 318 Yes
WB 880 61 Yes 0 61 Yes
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 344 Yes 0 344 Yes
WB 880 71 Yes 0 71 Yes
(Okeechobee Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to B Rd 2L EB 1,140 638 Yes 377 1,015 Yes
WB 1,140 421 Yes 148 569 Yes
B Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 1,140 627 Yes 368 995 Yes
WB 1,140 416 Yes 145 561 Yes
140th Ave to Folsom Rd 2L EB 880 916 No 360 1,276 No 4LD 1,960
WB 880 557 Yes 141 698 Yes
Folsom Rd to Crestwood Blvd 4LD EB 1,770 891 Yes 351 1,242 Yes
WB 1,770 548 Yes 138 686 Yes
Crestwood Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 4LD EB 1,770 1,664 Yes 325 1,989 No 6LD 2,680
WB 1,770 992 Yes 128 1,120 Yes
Royal Palm Beach Blvd to Wildcat Way 6LD EB 2,680 2,522 Yes 274 2,796 No 8LD 3,590
WB 2,680 1,174 Yes 108 1,282 Yes
Wildcat Way to SR-7 8LD EB 3,590 2,311 Yes 265 2,576 Yes
WB 3,590 No Data - - - - - -
SR-7 to Sansbury's Way 8LD EB 3,940 2,471 Yes 214 2,685 Yes
WB 3,940 933 Yes 84 1,017 Yes
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TABLE D-3
AM PEAK HOUR LINK ANALYSIS
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

PROP. IMPROVEMENTS

ROADWAY DIR SERVICE||  TOTAL MEETS STD? PROJECT TOTAL MEETS SERVICE
" VOLUME BKGD.” : (2035) STD? LANES
VOLUME
Sem. Pratt Whitney Road [Southern Blvd to Okeechobee Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 631 Yes 215 846 Yes
SB 1,960 1,091 Yes 548 1,639 Yes
Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site 4LD NB 1,960 871 Yes 370 1,241 Yes
SB 1,960 959 Yes 942 1,901 Yes
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 1,181 Yes 404 1,585 Yes
SB 1,960 914 Yes 1,027 1,941 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street 2L NB 810 1,190 No 770 1,960 No 6LD 2,680
SB 810 925 No 303 1,228 No 4LD 1,770
60th Street to Orange Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 739 Yes 685 1,424 Yes
SB 1,960 749 Yes 269 1,018 Yes
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 405 Yes 488 893 Yes
SB 1,960 543 Yes 192 735 Yes
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 405 Yes 437 842 Yes
SB 1,960 543 Yes 172 715 Yes
Northlake Blvd to North 2L NB 1,140 75 Yes 9 84 Yes
SB 1,140 No Data - - - - - -
Coconut Boulevard Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 2L NB 880 202 Yes 0 202 Yes
SB 880 81 Yes 0 81 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 202 Yes 0 202 Yes
SB 880 81 Yes 0 81 Yes
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 316 Yes 0 316 Yes
SB 880 121 Yes 0 121 Yes
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 2L NB 880 870 Yes 9 879 Yes
SB 880 411 Yes 3 414 Yes
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880 1,136 No 9 1,145 No 4LD 1,960
SB 880 246 Yes 3 249 Yes
Royal Palm Beach Blvd RPB City Limits to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 244 Yes 43 287 Yes
SB 1,960 594 Yes 17 611 Yes
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 244 Yes 17 261 Yes
SB 1,960 594 Yes 7 601 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 252 Yes 7 259 Yes
SB 880 597 Yes 17 614 Yes
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 306 Yes 13 319 Yes
SB 880 1,021 No 34 1,055 No 4LD 1,960
SR-7 Belvedere Rd to Okeechobee Blvd 6LD NB 2,680 1,219 Yes 7 1,226 Yes
SB 2,680 2,146 Yes 17 2,163 Yes
Okechobee Blvd to Roebuck Road 4LD NB 1,960 1,094 Yes 34 1,128 Yes
SB 1,960 1,620 Yes 13 1,633 Yes
Roebuck Road to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 651 Yes 17 668 Yes
SB 3,320 1,587 Yes 7 1,594 Yes
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 651 Yes 9 660 Yes
SB 3,320 1,587 Yes 3 1,590 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 4LD NB 3,320 320 Yes 0 320 Yes
SB 3,320 80 Yes 0 80 Yes
60th St to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 472 Yes 0 472 Yes
SB 3,320 118 Yes 0 118 Yes
SR-710/Beeline Hwy Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4LD EB 1,960 2,838 No 77 2,915 No 6LD 2,940
WB 1,960 No Data - - - - - -

(1) Total background traffic based on Minto West Concurrency Traffic Impact Analysis prepared by Pinder Troutman Consulting, Inc., dated May 7, 2014.
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ROADWAY

TABLE D-4

PM PEAK HOUR LINK ANALYSIS

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

DIR.

SERVICE
VOLUME

TOTAL
BKGD.”

MEETS STD?

PROJECT

TOTAL
(2035)

MEETS
STD?

PROP. IMPROVEMENTS

LANES

SERVICE

VOLUME

Northlake Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 430 Yes 278 708 Yes

WB 1,960 939 Yes 411 1,350 Yes

Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 4LD EB 1,960 430 Yes 278 708 Yes

WB 1,960 939 Yes 411 1,350 Yes

140th Ave to Coconut Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 626 Yes 272 898 Yes
WB 1,960 1,729 Yes 402 2,131 No 6LD 2,940

Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd 4LD EB 1,960 853 Yes 267 1,120 Yes
WB 1,960 2,822 No 394 3,216 No 8LD 3,940

Ibis Blvd to SR-7 4LD EB 1,960 974 Yes 267 1,241 Yes
WB 1,960 2,901 No 394 3,295 No 8LD 3,940

SR-7 to Beeline Hwy 4LD EB 3,320 1,151 Yes 250 1,401 Yes
WB 3,320 3,314 Yes 369 3,683 No 6LD 4,980

Beeline Hwy to Ryder Cup Blvd 6LD EB 2,940 1,147 Yes 167 1,314 Yes

WB 2,940 1,549 Yes 246 1,795 Yes

Orange Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to Hall Blvd 2L EB 880 654 Yes 83 737 Yes

WB 880 703 Yes 123 826 Yes

Hall Blvd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 614 Yes 72 686 Yes

WB 880 661 Yes 107 768 Yes

140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 398 Yes 72 470 Yes

WB 880 678 Yes 107 785 Yes

Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 398 Yes 33 431 Yes

WB 880 678 Yes 49 727 Yes

60th Street North Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 880 36 Yes 0 36 Yes

WB 880 89 Yes 0 89 Yes

140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 36 Yes 0 36 Yes

WB 880 89 Yes 0 89 Yes

Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 36 Yes 0 36 Yes

WB 880 89 Yes 0 89 Yes

Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 36 Yes 0 36 Yes

WB 880 89 Yes 0 89 Yes

Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 64 Yes 6 70 Yes

WB 880 144 Yes 8 152 Yes

Persimmon Boulevard 140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 148 Yes 0 148 Yes

WB 880 299 Yes 0 299 Yes

Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 148 Yes 0 148 Yes

WB 880 299 Yes 0 299 Yes

Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 188 Yes 0 188 Yes

WB 880 402 Yes 0 402 Yes

Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 301 Yes 0 301 Yes

WB 880 415 Yes 0 415 Yes

Orange Grove Boulevard |140th Ave to Avocado Blvd 2L EB 880 102 Yes 0 102 Yes

WB 880 209 Yes 0 209 Yes

Avocado Blvd to Coconut Blvd 2L EB 880 102 Yes 0 102 Yes

WB 880 209 Yes 0 209 Yes

Coconut Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd 2L EB 880 168 Yes 0 168 Yes

WB 880 310 Yes 0 310 Yes

Royal Palm Beach Blvd to SR-7 2L EB 880 170 Yes 0 170 Yes

WB 880 271 Yes 0 271 Yes

(Okeechobee Boulevard Sem. Pratt Whitney Rd to B Rd 2L EB 1,140 356 Yes 245 601 Yes

WB 1,140 634 Yes 361 995 Yes

B Rd to 140th Ave 2L EB 1,140 350 Yes 239 589 Yes

WB 1,140 625 Yes 353 978 Yes
140th Ave to Folsom Rd 2L EB 880 679 Yes 234 913 No 4LD 1,960
WB 880 922 No 345 1,267 No 4LD 1,960

Folsom Rd to Crestwood Blvd 4LD EB 1,770 672 Yes 228 900 Yes

WB 1,770 907 Yes 337 1,244 Yes

Crestwood Blvd to Royal Palm Beach Blvd | 4LD EB 1,770 1,262 Yes 211 1,473 Yes
WB 1,770 1,776 No 312 2,088 No 6LD 2,680

Royal Palm Beach Blvd to Wildcat Way 6LD EB 2,680 1,720 Yes 178 1,898 Yes

WB 2,680 2,371 Yes 263 2,634 Yes

Wildcat Way to SR-7 8LD EB 3,590 1,562 Yes 172 1,734 Yes

WB 3,590 2,462 Yes 255 2,717 Yes

SR-7 to Sansbury's Way 8LD EB 3,940 1,475 Yes 139 1,614 Yes

WB 3,940 2,488 Yes 205 2,693 Yes
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TABLE D-4
PM PEAK HOUR LINK ANALYSIS
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

PROP. IMPROVEMENTS

ROADWAY DIR. SERVICE|| TOTAL MEETS STD? PROJECT TOTAL MEETS SERVICE
" VOLUME BKGD.” ' (2035) STD? LANES
VOLUME
Sem. Pratt Whitney Road [Southern Blvd to Okeechobee Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 1,094 Yes 525 1,619 Yes
SB 1,960 782 Yes 356 1,138 Yes
Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site 4LD NB 1,960 1,064 Yes 903 1,967 No 6LD 2,940
SB 1,960 809 Yes 612 1,421 Yes
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 1,038 Yes 985 2,023 No 6LD 2,940
SB 1,960 886 Yes 667 1,553 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street 2L NB 810 1,038 No 500 1,538 No 6LD 2,680
SB 810 886 No 739 1,625 No 4LD 1,770
60th Street to Orange Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 706 Yes 445 1,151 Yes
SB 1,960 816 Yes 657 1473 Yes
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 573 Yes 317 890 Yes
SB 1,960 416 Yes 468 884 Yes
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 573 Yes 284 857 Yes
SB 1,960 416 Yes 419 835 Yes
Northlake Blvd to North 2L NB 1,140 98 Yes 6 104 Yes
SB 1,140 80 Yes 8 88 Yes
Coconut Boulevard Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 2L NB 880 121 Yes 0 121 Yes
SB 880 193 Yes 0 193 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 121 Yes 0 121 Yes
SB 880 193 Yes 0 193 Yes
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 196 Yes 0 196 Yes
SB 880 347 Yes 0 347 Yes
Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 2L NB 880 546 Yes 6 552 Yes
SB 880 889 No 8 897 No 4LD 1,960
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880 357 Yes 6 363 Yes
SB 880 1,015 No 8 1,023 No 4LD 1,960
Royal Palm Beach Blvd RPB City Limits to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 659 Yes 28 687 Yes
SB 1,960 426 Yes 41 467 Yes
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 1,960 659 Yes 11 670 Yes
SB 1,960 426 Yes 16 442 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 2L NB 880 663 Yes 16 679 Yes
SB 880 434 Yes 11 445 Yes
60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 933 No 33 966 No 4LD 1,960
SB 880 473 Yes 22 495 Yes
SR-7 Belvedere Rd to Okeechobee Blvd 6LD NB 2,680 2,378 Yes 16 2,394 Yes
SB 2,680 2,076 Yes 11 2,087 Yes
Okechobee Blvd to Roebuck Road 4LD NB 1,960 1,341 Yes 22 1,363 Yes
SB 1,960 1,330 Yes 33 1,363 Yes
Roebuck Road to Orange Grove Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 1,413 Yes 1 1,424 Yes
SB 3,320 853 Yes 16 869 Yes
Orange Grove Blvd to Persimmon Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 1,413 Yes 6 1,419 Yes
SB 3,320 853 Yes 8 861 Yes
Persimmon Blvd to 60th St 4LD NB 3,320 120 Yes 0 120 Yes
SB 3,320 280 Yes 0 280 Yes
60th St to Northlake Blvd 4LD NB 3,320 177 Yes 0 177 Yes
SB 3,320 413 Yes 0 413 Yes
SR-710/Beeline Hwy Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4LD EB 1,960 1,236 Yes 50 1,286 Yes
WB 1,960 2,550 No 74 2,624 No 6LD 2,940

(1) Total background traffic based on Minto West Concurrency Traffic Impact Analysis prepared by Pinder Troutman Consulting, Inc., dated May 7, 2014.
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ROADWAY

TABLE D-5
AM PEAK HOUR PROPORTIONATE SHARE ANALYSIS

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

SERVICE

* VOLUME

PROP.
LANES

NEW
SERVICE
VOLUME

CAPACITY
CREATED

LENGTH
(MILES)

COST OF
IMPROV.

MITIG.

PROJECT

TRAFFIC

PROP.
SHARE OF

COST

PROP. SHARE
CALCULATION

Northlake 140th Ave to Coconut Blvd 41D EB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 1.5 $1,785,521 213 21.7% $387,458
Boulevard WB 1,960
Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd 41D EB 1,960 8LD 3,940 1,980 2.0 $5,036,934 411 20.8% $1,047,682
WB 1,960
Ibis Blvd to SR-7 41D EB 1,960 8LD 3,940 1,980 0.5 $2,210,957 411 20.8% $459,879
WB 1,960
SR-7 to Beeline Hwy 41D EB 3,320 6LD 4,980 1,660 2.8 $3,332,972 385 23.2% $773,250
WB 3,320
Okeechobee 140th Avenue to Folsom Road 2L EB 880 4L.D 1,960 1,080 1.2 $1,594,159 360 33.3% $530,855
Boulevard WB 880
Crestwood Blvd to RPB Blvd 4L.D EB 1,770 6LD 2,680 910 0.7 $1,442,520 219 24.1% $347,647
WB 1,770
RPB Blvd to Wilcat Way 6LD EB 2,680 8LD 3,590 910 1.3 $3,069,522 116 12.7% $389,829
WB 2,680
Sem. Pratt Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street N 2L NB 810 41D 1,770 960 0.9 $2,060,833 770 80.2% $1,652,788
Whitney Road SB 810 41D 1,770 960 0.9 $2,060,833 303 31.6% $651,223
Coconut Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.2 $1,594,159 9 0.8% $12,753
Boulevard SB 880
Royal Palm 60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880
Beach Blvd SB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.0 $1,328,466 34 3.1% $41,182
SR-710/ Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4L.D EB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 1.2 $1,428,416 77 7.9% $112,845
Beeline Hwy WB 1,960 - - - -
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TABLE D-6
PM PEAK HOUR PROPORTIONATE SHARE ANALYSIS
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

NEW MITIG. PROP.
SERVICE PROP. CAPACITY LENGTH COST OF PROP. SHARE
ROADWAY DIR. SERVICE PROJECT SHARE OF
VOLUME LANES CREATED (MILES) IMPROV. CALCULATION
VOLUME TRAFFIC COST
Northlake 140th Ave to Coconut Blvd 41D EB 1,960
Boulevard WB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 1.5 $1,785,521 171 17.4% $310,681
Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd 4LD EB 1,960
WB 1,960 8LD 3,940 1,980 2.0 $5,036,934 394 19.9% $1,002,350
Ibis Blvd to SR-7 4L.D EB 1,960
WB 1,960 8LD 3,940 1,980 0.5 $2,210,957 394 19.9% $439,980
SR-7 to Beeline Hwy 4L.D EB 3,320
WB 3,320 6LD 4,980 1,660 2.8 $3,332,972 363 21.9% $729,921
Okeechobee 140th Avenue to Folsom Road 2L EB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.2 $1,594,159 33 3.1% $49,419
Boulevard WB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.2 $1,594,159 345 31.9% $508,537
Crestwood Blvd to RPB Blvd 4L.D EB 1,770
WB 1,770 6LD 2,680 910 0.7 $1,442,520 312 34.3% $494,784
Sem. Pratt Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site 4LD NB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 2.1 $4,327,561 7 0.7% $30,293
Whitney Road SB 1,960
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd 41D NB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 1.1 $2,266,818 63 6.4% $145,076
SB 1,960
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street N 2L NB 810 6LD 2,680 1,870 0.9 $2,060,833 500 26.7% $550,242
SB 810 4LD 1,770 960 0.9 $2,060,833 739 77.0% $1,586,841
Coconut Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd 2L NB 880
Boulevard SB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.0 $1,328,466 8 0.7% $9,299
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd 2L NB 880
SB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.2 $1,594,159 8 0.7% $11,159
Royal Palm 60th St to Orange Blvd 2L NB 880 41D 1,960 1,080 1.0 $1,328,466 33 3.1% $41,182
Beach Blvd SB 880
SR-710/ Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd 4LD EB 1,960
Beeline Hwy WB 1,960 6LD 2,940 980 1.2 $1,428,416 74 7.6% $108,560
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ROADWAY

TABLE D-7
TOTAL PROPORTIONATE SHARE ANALYSIS
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

AM PROP. SHARE PM PROP. SHARE

CALCULATION

CALCULATION

HIGHEST PROP.
SHARE
CALCULATION

Northlake 140th Ave to Coconut Blvd EB $387,458 $387,458
Boulevard WB $310,681 $310,681
Coconut Blvd to Ibis Blvd EB $1,047,682 $1,047,682
WB $1,002,350 $1,002,350
Ibis Blvd to SR-7 EB $459,879 $459,879
WB $439,980 $439,980
SR-7 to Beeline Hwy EB $773,250 $773,250
WB $729,921 $729,921
Okeechobee 140th Avenue to Folsom Road EB $530,855 $49,419 $530,855
Boulevard WB $508,537 $508,537
Crestwood Blvd to RPB Blvd EB $347,647 $347,647
WB $494,784 $494,784
RPB Blvd to Wildcat Way EB $389,829 $389,829
WB
Sem. Pratt Okeechobee Blvd to Sycamore/Site NB $30,293 $30,293
Whitney Road SB
Sycamore/Site to Persimmon Blvd NB $145,076 $145,076
SB
Persimmon Blvd to 60th Street N NB $1,652,788 $550,242 $1,652,788
SB $651,223 $1,586,841 $1,586,841
Coconut Orange Blvd to Temple Blvd NB
Boulevard SB $9,299 $9,299
Temple Blvd to Northlake Blvd NB $12,753 $12,753
SB $11,159 $11,159
Royal Palm 60th St to Orange Blvd NB $41,182 $41,182
Beach Blvd SB $41,182 $41,182
SR-710/ Northlake Blvd to Jog Rd EB $112,845 $112,845
Beeline Hwy WB $108,560 $108,560
TOTAL $11,174,831
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Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Proposed Geometry and Future Volumes
60TH STREET N @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

input Data

Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Poak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

f\iofthbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru [ Right
Existing Volume (1/30/13) 103 428 0 0 458 21 15 1 269 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 103 428 0 0 458 21 16 1 269 0 0 0
Bkgd {Growth + Exist) 115 478 0 0 511 23 17 1 300 0 0 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 -76 75 0 -19 0 0 0 0 19 0 0
Approved Projects 0 27 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction
Project Traffic 83 283 | 154 100 | 106 63 139 0 208 | 383 0 263
Tofal 198 712 | 230 | 100 | 625 88 156 1 508 | 402 0 263
Approach Total 1,140 811 665 665

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes > 2 < > 2 < > 1 < > 1 <
Per Lane Volume 0 570 0 0 405 0 0 665 0 0 665 0
Right on Red 10 10 10 10
Overlaps Left 0 0 0 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 [ s570.] 0 0 [ 405 0 0 | 865 0 0 | 665 0
Through/Right Volume 570 405 665 665
QOpposing Left Turns 0 0 0 0
Critical Volume for Approach 570 405 665 665
Critical Volume for Direction 570 665
Intersection Critical Volume 1,235
STATUS? NEAR
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right } Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {1/30/13) 139 596 0 0 412 17 10 0 97 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 139 596 0 0 412 17 10 0 97 0 0 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exisf} 155 665 0 0 460 19 11 0 108 0 0 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 -29 29 0 -67 0 0 0 0 67 0 0
Approved Projects 0 89 0 0 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction
Project Traffic 208 151 388 | 257 [ 242 158 100 0 144 | 272 0 194
Total 363 876 | M7 | 257 | 725 | 477 | 11 0 252 | 339 0 194
Approach Total 1,656 1,159 363 533

) Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes > 2 < > 2 < > 1 < > 1 <
Per Lane Volume 0 828 0 0 579 0 0 363 4] 0 533 0
Right on Red 10 10 10 10
Overlaps Left 0 0 Q 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 828 0 0 | 579 0 0 [ 383 0 0 I 533 0
Through/Right Volume 828 579 363 533
Opposing Lefl Tums 0 0 0 0
Critical Volume for Approach 328 579 363 533
Critical Volume for Direction 828 533
Intersection Critical Volume 1,361

STATUS? NEAR




_ Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTQO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Proposed Geometry and Future Volumes

PERSIMMON BOULEVARD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.07 Current Year = 2013 Buitdout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
intersection Volume Development .
MNorthbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Left Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (8/11/13) 0 551 9 0 728 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
Peak Season Volume 0 590 10 0 779 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 658 1 0 869 0 0 0 0 1 0 4
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 201 0 0 113 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic '
Direction
Project Traffic 42 221 141 93 574 29 70 0 105 348 0 229
Total 42 1,080 452 | 93 |1,556| 29 70 0 105 349 0 233
Approach Total 1,274 1,678 175 582
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes i 2 1 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 4
Per Lane Volume 42 540 152 93 778 29 70 0 105 349 0 233
Right on Red 650 60 60 60
Overfaps Left 349 70 42 93
Ad). Per Lane Voluma 42 | 540 0 93 | 778 0 70] 0 3 340 ] o0 80
Through/Right Volume 540 778 3 80
Opposing Left Turns 93 42 349 70
Critical Volume for Approach 633 820 352 150
Critical Volume for Direction 820 352
Intersection Critical Volume 1,172
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left { Thru | Right
Existing Volume {9/11/13} 0 639 40 5 498 Q 0 0 0 32 0 13
Peak Season Volume 0 684 43 5 533 0 0 0 0 34 0 14
Bkgd (Growlh + Exist) 0 763 48 6 595 0 0 0 0 38 0 16
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects o 166 0 0 222 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction
Project Traffic 109 521 355 241 341 76 55 0 77 249 0 172
Total 109 1,450 | 403 247 11,168 76 55 0 77 287 0 188
Approach Total 1,962 1,481 132 475
Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1
Per Lane Volume 109 725 | 403 247 579 76 55 0 77 287 0 188
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 287 55 109 247
Adj. Per Lane Volume 109 | 725 56 247 | 579 0 55 | 0 0 287 ] O 0
Through/Right Volume 725 579 0 0
Opposing Left Turms 247 109 287 55
Critical Volume for Approach 972 688 287 55
Critical Volume for Direction 972 287
Intersection Critical Volume 1,259

STATUS?

NEAR




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Proposed Geometry and Future Volumes
OKEECHOBEE BOULEVARD @ ROYAL PALM BEACH BOULEVARD

Westbound

Input Data
Growlh Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Curfent Year= 2042 Buildout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
_ Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/21/12) 79 201 210 523 352 208 184 | 1,266 81 128 578 226
Peak Season Volume 79 201 210 523 352 208 184 | 1266 a1 126 578 226
Bkgd {Growlh + Exist) 89 225 236 587 395 233 | 206 | 1420 | 91 141 6548 253
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 3 3 10 18 3 0 0 67 3 18 104 24
% Project Traffic 1.0% 3.0% | 3.0% [ 16.0%| 1.0% 16.0%
Direction In in Out Out | Out n
Project Traffic 7 20 51 274 17 108
Total 99 228 246 605 398 253 257 {1,761} 111 159 860 277
Approach Total 573 1,256 2,129 1,296

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 1 3 1 1 2 3 1 2 3 2
Per Lane Volume 99 114 | 246 | 202 | 398 253 129 | 587 111 80 287 139
Right on Red 680 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 80 129 99 202
Adj. Per Lane Volume 99 | 114 ] 106 [ 202 ] 398 | 65 | 129 | 587 0 80 [ 287 0
Through/Right Volume i14 398 587 287
Opposing Left Turns 202 99 80 129
Critical Votume for Approach 316 497 667 415
Critical Volume for Direction 497 667
Intersection Critical Volume 1,164
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Wesibound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/21/12) 186 436 144 | 445 328 178 255 691 60 214 11,296 | 479
Peak Season Volume 186 436 144 | 445 328 178 255 691 60 214 | 1296 | 479
Bkgd {Growth + Exist) 209 489 162 | 499 368 200 286 775 67 240 | 1454 | 537
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 5 5 27 41 5 0 0 171 5 22 156 38
% Project Traffic 1.0% 3.0% | 3.0% | 16.0%] 1.0% 16.0%
Direction In In Out | Out Out n
Project Traffic 16 49 33 178 11 263
Total 230 494 189 | 540 | 373 249 319 [1,124] 83 262 ] 1,873 ] 575
Approach Total 913 1,162 1,526 2,710

Critical Volume Analysis

Mo. of Lanes 1 2 1 3 1 1 2 3 1 2 3 2
Per Lane Volume 230 247 189 180 | 373 249 159 375 83 131 524 | 288
Right on Red 60 60 60 80
Overlaps Left 131 159 230 180
Adj. Per Lane Volume 230 | 247 0 180 | 373 30 159 | 375 0 i31 | 624 48
Through/Right Volume 247 373 375 624
Opposing Left Turns 180 230 131 159
Critical Volume for Approach 427 603 506 783
Critical Volume for Direction 503 783
Intersection Critical Volume 1,386
STATUS? NEAR




' Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
““MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
NORTHLAKE BOULEVARD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season= 1.00 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/11/13) 0 24 793 43 25 0 0 0 0 158 0 18
Peak Season Volume 0 24 793 43 25 0 0 1] 0 158 0 18
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 27 | 885 | 48 28 0 0 0 0 176 0 20
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 -152 0 0 0 1] 1] 0 -~38 0 0
Approved Projects 0 16 1 11 13 0 1] 1] 0 2 0 13
% Project Traffic 0.5% | 25.0% 0.5% 25.0%
Direction Out Out In In
Project Traffic 9 428 3 168
Total 0 51 [1162] 58 | 44 | © 0 [ o [ o [308] o 33
Appreach Total 1,243 103 0 31
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 1
Per Lane Volume 0 51 1162 | 59 44 0 0 0 0 154 0 33
Right on Red 60 10 0 60
Overlaps Left 154 0 0 59
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 [ 51 048 | 56 | 44 0 0 [ o 0 154 | © 0
Through/Right Volume 948 44 0 0
Opposing Left Turns 59 0 154 0
Critical Volume for Approach 1007 44 154 0
Critical Volume for Direction 1007 154
Intersection Critical Volume 1,161
STATUS? UNDER

PM Peak Hour
Intersection Velume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound
Left Thru § Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {2/11/13) 0 22 197 11 36 0 0 0 0 623 0 43
Peak Season Volume 0 22 197 11 35 1] 0 0 0 623 0 43
Bkgd (Growih + Exist) 0 25 220 12 40 1] 0 0 0 695 0 48
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 -57 0 0 1] 0 0 0 -133 0 0
Approved Projects 0 13 14 13 15 1] 0 0 0 12 0 12
% Project Traffic 0.5% | 25.0% 0.5% 25.0%
Direction Out Out In In
Project Traffic 6 278 8 411
Total 0 [ 44 | 455 25 | 63 0 0 [ o 0 985 0 60
Approach Total 499 88 0 1,045
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 1
Per Lane Volume 0 44 455 25 63 0 0 0 0 493 0 60
Right on Red 60 10 0 60
Cverlaps Left 493 0 0 25
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 44 0 25 | 63 0 o] o 0 493 | 0O 0
Through/Right Volume 44 63 0 0
Opposing Left Turns 25 0 493 0
Critical Volume for Approach 69 63 493 0
Critical Volume for Direction 89 493
Intersection Critical Volume ] 562

STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

NORTHLAKE BOULEVARD @ COCONUT BOULEVARD

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Peak Season = 1.00

Input Data

Current Year = 2013

Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Left Thru | Right | Left } Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/13/13) i1 0 1,116 0 0 0 1] 1,371 28 125 254 0
Peak Season Volume 11 0 1116 0 0 0 0 1371 28 125 254 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 12 0 1245 0 0 0 0 1530 Kk 139 283 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 -320 0 0 0 0 -152 0 -B0 -38 0
Approved Projects 1 0 317 0 0 0 0 338 3 67 77 0
% Project Traffic 0.5% 24.0%| 0.5% 24.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 3 411 3.56 162
Total 17 0 [12a2] o | o 0 0 [2127] 43 | 126 | 484 0
Approach Total 1,259 0 2,170 610
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 0 FF 0 0 0 0 2+, 1. 2. 2 0
Per Lane Volume 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 10683 | 43 63 | 242 i
Right on Red 10 10 60 10
QOverlaps Left K] 0 17 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume i7 | © 0 0 [ o 0 0 [1063] o 63 | 242 ]
Through/Right Volume 0 [\ 1063 242
Opposing Left Turns ¢ 17 63 0
Critical Volume for Approach 0 17 1126 242
Critical Volume for Direction 17 1126
Intersection Critical Volume 1,143
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left { Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/13/13) 40 4] 299 0 0 0 0 292 29 849 917 0
Peak Season Volume 40 0 299 0 0 0 0 292 29 849 917 0
Bkgd {Growth + Exist) 45 0 334 0 0 0 0 326 32 947 | 1023 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 -120 0 0 0 0 -57 0 -280 | -133 0
Approved Projects 4 0 117 0 0 0 0 137 3 381 414 0
% Project Traffic 0.5% 24.0% | 0.5% 24.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 8 267 5.56 394
Total 57 | 0 331 0 (1] [i] 0 673 41 1,048 | 1,698 0
Approach Total 388 0 714 2,746
Criticai Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 0 FF 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 2 0
Per Lane Veolume 57 0 0 0 0 0 0 336 41 524 849 0
Right on Red 10 10 680 10
Overlaps Left 524 0 57 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 57 | o 0 0 [ o 0 0 | 336 0 524 | 849 0
Through/Right Volume 0 0 336 849
Opposing Left Turns 0 57 524 0
Critical Volume for Approach 0 57 B61 849
Critical Volume for Direction 57 861
Intersection Critical Volume 918
STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
NORTHLAKE BOULEVARD @ STATE ROAD 7

: Input Data
Growlh Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Curient Year = 2008 Buildout Year = 2035
ANl Peak Hout
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Woestbound
Left Thiu j Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right

Existing Volume {2008) 5 0 125 0 0 0 0 2,745 10 75 495 0
Peak Season Volume 5 0 125 0 0 0 0 2745 10 75 495 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 6 0 143 0 0 o} 0 | 3141 11 86 | 566 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 472 1] 1] 0 0 -472 0 118 | -118 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 785 0 1] 140 1]
% Project Traffic 22.5% 22.5%
Direction Out n
Project Traffic 385 151
Total 6 0 615 0 0 0 0 3,839 M 204 | 739 0
Approach Total 621 0 3,850 943

Critical Volume Analysis X
No. of Lanes 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 1 | 2 3 ‘0
Per Lane Volume 6 Q0 205 0 0 0 0 1280 11 102 | 246 0
Right on Red © 60 . 10 60 10
Overlaps Lefl 102 0 3] 0
Ad]. Per Lane Volume 6 | © 43 0 ] o 0 0 [1280[ o 102 | 246 0
Through/Right Volume 43 0 1280 246
Opposing Left Tums 0 § 102 0
Critical Volume for Approach 43 6 1381 246
Critical Volume for Birection 43 1381
intersection Critical Volume 1,425
STATUS? - OVER

PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Wesibound
Left Thiu | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right

Existing Volume {2008) 10 0 120 0 0 0 0] 840 10 390 | 2,070 0
Peak Season Volume 10 0 120 1] 0 0 0 840 10 390 | 2070 0
Bkgd {(Growth + Exist) 1t 0 137 0 0 0 0] 961 11 446 | 2368 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 177 0 0 0 0] -177 0 413 | -413 0
Approved Projects 1] 0 0 1] 1] 0 0 208 0 0 951 0
% Project Traffic 22 5% 22.5%
Direction Out - n
Project Traffic } 250 0 369
Total 11 ] o ] 314 0 0 0 0 1,242 11 859 | 3,275 0
Approach Total 325 0 1,253 4134

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 1 2 3 0
Per Lane Volume 11 0 105 0 0 0 0 414 11 430 | 1092 0
Right on Red 60 10 60 10
Overlaps Left 430 0 11 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 11 [ 0 0 0 ] o 0 0 [ 414 0 430 [ 10902 ©
Through/Right Volume 0 0 414 1092
Opposing Left Turns 0 11 430 0
Critical Volume for Approach 0 11 844 1092
Critical Volume for Direction 11 1092
Intersection Critical Volume | 1,103

STATUS? - UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
NORTHLAKE BOULEVARD @ BEELINE HIGHWAY

input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season= 1.00 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound* Southbound* Easibound Westhound

Left Thru | Right [ Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (3/4/13) 263 609 138 37 321 43 0 1,422 | 999 143 303 65
Peak Season Volume 263 609 138 37 321 43 0 1422 | 999 143 303 65
Bkgd (Growlh + Exist} 284 680 154 41 358 48 0 1587 | 1115 160 338 73
SR-7 Diversions 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 857 0 49 165 117 0 782 0 0 5 329
% Project Traffic 4.5% | 3.0% 3.0% 25.5%| 4.5% 15.0%
Direction In Out In Qut Out In
Project Traffic 30 51 20 437 77 101
Total 324 1,588 | 154 a0 523 185 0 2,806 ] 1,192 160 | 444 | 402
Approach Tofal 2,066 798 3,998 1,006

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 2 3 FF 4 2 FF 0 3 1 1 2 1
Per Lane Volume 162 529 0 90 262 0 0 935 | 1192 | 160 222 402
Right on Red 10 10 60 60
Overlaps Left 160 0 162 a0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 162 | 529 0 g0 | 282 0 0 | 935 970 160 | 222 252
Through/Right Volume 529 262 970 252
Opposing Left Turns 90 162 160 0
Critical Velume for Approach 619 424 1130 252
Critical Volume for Direction 619 1130
Intersection Critical Volume 1,749
STATUS? QVER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound* Southbound Easibound Waestbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Lefi | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {3/4/13) 985 323 137 58 453 77 0 548 258 72 | 1,447 39
Peak Season Volume 985 323 137 58 453 77 0 548 258 72 1447 | 39
Bkgd {Growih + Exist) 1099 360 163 65 506 86 0 612 288 80 1615 | 44
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0
Approved Projects 0 229 0 360 940 872 0 201 0 0 15 69
% Project Traffic 4.5% | 3.0% 3.0% 25.5% | 4.5% 15.0%
Direction In Out In Out Out In
Project Traffic 74 33 49 284 5 | 246
Total 1,173 622 153 | 425 | 1,448 | 1,007 0 1,097 | 338 80 1,876 ] 113
Approach Total 1,948 2,878 1,435 2,069

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 2 3 FF 1 2 FF g 3 1 1 2 1
Per Lane Vaolume 587 207 0 425 | 723 0 0 366 338 80 938 113
Right on Red 10 10 60 60
Overlaps Left 80 0 587 425
Ad}. Per Lane Volume 587 | 207 0 425 | 723 0 0 | aes 0 80 | 938 0
Thraugh/Right Volume 207 723 366 938
Opposing Left Turns 425 587 80 0
Critical Volume for Approach 632 1310 446 938
Critical Volume for Direction 1310 938
intersection Critical Volume 2,248
STATUS? OVER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
ORANGE BOULEVARD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

input Data
Growlh Rate = 0.50% Peak Segason = 1.07 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thiu | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (8/11/13) 0 351 224 102 184 0 0 0 0 128 0 35
Peak Season Volume 0 376 240 108 197 0 0 0 0 138 0 37
Bkgd {Growlh + Exist) 0 419 267 122 220 0 0 o] o] 154 0 42
SR-7 Diversions 0 -152 76 0 -38 0 0 0 0 19 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 30 22 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 20
% Project Traffic 28.5%| 7.5% 28.5% 7.5%
Direction Cut Out in In
Project Traffic 488 128 192 50
Total 0 755 501 144 | 374 0 0 0 0 249 0 62
Approach Total 1,256 518 0 311
Crifical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Per Lane Volume 0 378 501 144 187 0 0 0 { 249 0 62
Right on Red 60 10 10 60
Overlaps Left 249 0 0 144
Ad|. Per Lane Volume 0 | ars| 192 | 144 T 187 0 0 [ o 0 248 | 0 0
Through/Right Volume 378 187 0 0
Opposing Left Turns 144 0 249 0
Critical Volume for Approach 522 187 249 0
Critical Volume for Direction 522 249
Intersection Critical Volume 771
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound
Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left § Thiu | Right [ Left { Thru | Right
Existing Volume (9/11/13) 0 275 186 96 258 0 0 0 0 254 0 121
Peak Season Volume 0 204 199 103 276 0 0 0 0 272 0 129
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 328 222 115 308 0 0 0 0 303 0 144
SR-7 Diversions 0 -57 29 0 -133 0 0 0 0 67 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 56 42 0 0 0 0 0 57 0 43
% Project Traffic 28.5%1 7.5% 28.5% 7.5%
Direction Cut Out In In
Project Traffic 317 83 468 123
Total 0 588 390 157 643 (1] 0 0 0 550 0 187
Approach Total 978 800 0 737
Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Per Lane Volume 0 204 390 157 322 0 0 1] 0 550 0 187
Right on Red 60 10 10 60
Overlaps Left 550 0 0 157
Adj. Per Lane Volume 6 | 204 0 157 | a3z 0 0 | o0 0 550 | 0 0
Through/Right Volume 204 322 0 0
Opposing Lefl Turns 157 0 550 0
Critical Volume for Approach 451 322 550 0
Critical Volume for Direction 451 550
Intersection Critical Volume 4,001
STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

ORANGE BOULEVARD @ COCONUT BOULEVARD

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Peak Season = 1,09

Input Data

Current Year = 2011

Buildout Year= 2035

Intersection Volume Development

AM Peak Hour

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Leit | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {(11/29/11) 10 221 3 291 34 43 147 | 351 18 3 92 397
Peak Season Volume 11 241 3 317 37 47 160 | 383 20 3 100 | 433
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 12 272 4 358 42 53 181 431 22 4 113 488
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 -80 0 0 0 76 0 0 19 -320
Approved Projects 0 114 0 28 40 15 52 0 0 0 0 135
% Project Traffic 0.5% | 05% | 2.0% 2.0%
Direction n Oout Out in
Project Traffic 3 9 34 13
Total 12 386 4 306 §2 71 242 | 541 22 4 145 | 303
Approach Total 402 459 805 452

Critical Volume Analysis
MNo. of Lanes > 1 < > 1 1 > 1 < > 1 1
Per Lane Volume 0 402 0 0 388 71 0 805 0 0 149 | 303
Right on Red 10 60 10 60
Qverlaps Left 0 0 0 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 [ 402 0 0 | 388 ] i1 0 [ 805 0 0 | 149 | 243
Through/Right Volume 402 388 805 243
Opposing Left Tuns 0 0 0 0
Critical Volume for Approach 402 388 805 243
Critical Volume for Direclion 402 805
Intersection Critical Volume 1,207
STATUS? NEAR
PM Peak Hour
intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Velume (11/29/11) 18 52 3 378 187 i14 59 161 22 4 337 318
Peak Season Volume 20 57 3 412 204 124 64 175 24 4 367 | 347
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 22 64 4 464 230 140 72 198 27 5 414 | 3N
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 -280 0 0 0 29 0 0 67 -120
Approved Projects 0 75 0 165 154 a7 29 0 0 0 0 52
% Project Traffic 0.5% | 0.5% | 2.0% 2,0%
Direction In Qut | Out In
Project Trafiic ) 8 6 22 33
Total 22 [ 139 ] 4 349 | 384 | 215 | 107 | 249 27 5 514 | 323
Appreoach Total 165 948 383 842

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes > 1 < > 1 1 > 1 < > 1 1
Per Lane Volume 0 165 0 \] 733 215 0 383 0 0 519 t 323
Right on Red 10 60 10 60
Overlaps Left 0 0 0 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 185 0 0 [ 733 ] t55 0 [ 383 0 0 | 519 | 263
Through/Right Volume 165 733 383 519
Opposing Left Turns 0 0 (4] 0
Critical Volume for Approach 165 733 383 519
Critical Volume for Direction 733 . 519
Intersection Critical Volume 1,252
STATUS? NEAR




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis _
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

60TH STREET N @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY RQAD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Current Year= 2013 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Norlhbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left [ Thru | Right
Existing Volume {1/30/13} 103 428 0 0 458 21 15 1 269 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 103 428 0 0 458 21 15 1 269 0 0 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 115 478 0 0 511 23 17 1 300 o 0 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 -76 76 0 -19 0 0 0 0 19 0 0
Approved Projects 0 27 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction .
Project Traffic 83 283 | 154 100 | 106 63 139 0 208 | 383 0 263
Total 198 712 ] 230 | 100 { 625 | 86 156 1 508 | 402 1 o 263
Appreach Total 1,140 811 665 665

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes > 1 < > 1 < > 1 < > 1 <
Per Lane Volume 0 1140 0 0 811 0 0 665 0 0 665 0
Right on Red 10 10 ] 10 10
Overlaps Left 0 0 0 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 J1140] o 0 [ &117] o 0 | 685 ] 0 | 665 0
Through/Right Volume 1140 811 665 665
Opposing Left Turns 0 0 .0 0
Critical Volume for Approach 1140 811 665 665
Critical Volume for Direction 1140 665
Intersection Critical Volume | 1,805
STATUS? ) OVER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
MNorthbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left } Thru | Right | -Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (1/30/13) 139 596 0 0 412 17 10 0 97 0 0 0
Peak Season Volume 139 596 0 0 412 17 10 0 97 0 0 0
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 155 665 0 0 460 19 11 0 108 o 0 0
SR-7 Diversions 0 -29 29 0 67 0 0 0 0 67 0 0
Approved Projects 0 89 0 0 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction ,
|Project Traffic ’ 208 151 388 | 257 | 242 | 158 | 100 0 144 | 272 0, 194
Total 363 B76 | 417 | 257 | 725 [ 477 | 111 ] o | 252 | 339 0 | 194
Approach Total - 1,656 1,159 363 533

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes = 1 < > 1 < > 1 < > 4 <
Per Lane Volume 0 1656 0 0 1159 0 0 363 0 0 533 0
Right on Red 10 10 10 i0
Overlaps Left 0 0 0 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume o J18s| o0 0 1159 © 0 ] 383 0 0 T 533 0
Through/Right Volume 1656 1159 363 533
Opposing Left Turns 0 0 0 0
Critical Volume for Approach 1656 1159 363 533
Critical Volume for Direction 1656 533
Intersection Critical Volume 2,189

STATUS? OVER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis
MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Programmed Geometry and Future Velumes
60TH STREET N @ ROYAL PALM BEACH BOULEVARD

Input Data
Growth Rale = 0.50% Peak Season= 1.07 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru { Righi | Left | Thru | Right | left | Thru | Right { Left |1 Thru | Right
Existing Volume (8/11/13) 9 460 2 2 865 2 2 2 8 0 1 7
Peak Season Volume 10 492 2 2 926 2 2 2 9 0 1 7
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 1" 548 2 2 1033 2 2 2 10 0 1 8
38R-7 Diversions 0 -320 0 76 -80 0 0 76 0 0 19 19
Approved Projects 0 7 0 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 1.5% 0.5% | 1.5% 0.5%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 10 9 25 0 0 3
Total 11 [ 246 | 2 87 J4,000] 2 2 | 78 ] 10 0o | 20 30
Approach Total 259 1,089 90 50

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 1 1 > 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Per Lane Volume 11 246 2 0 1087 2 2 78 10 0 20 30
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 0 2 11 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume 11 | 248 0 0 J1o87] 0 2 | 78 0 0 | 20 0
Through/Right Volume 246 1087 78 20
Opposing Lefl Turns 0 11 0 2
Critical Volume for Approach 248 1098 78 22
Gritical Volume for Direction 1098 78
Intersection Critical Volume 1,176
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thre | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (9/11/13) 14 753 3 3 568 3 2 0 4 0 2 7
Peak Season Volume 15 806 3 3 608 3 2 0 4 0 2 7
Bkgd (Growth + Exist} 17 899 4 4 678 4 2 0 5 0 2 8
8R-7 Diversions 0 -120 0 29 -280 0 0 29 0 0 67 67
Approved Projects 0 21 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 1.5% 0.5% | 1.5% 0.5%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 25 6 17 0 0 8
Total 17 825 4 39 427 4 2 29 5 0 69 83
Approach Total 846 470 36 152

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 1 1 1 > 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 1
Per Lane Volume 17 825 4 1] 466 4 2 29 5 0 69 83
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 0 2 17 0
Adj. Per Lane Volume i7 | 825 0 0 | 466 0 2 | 29 0 o0 | s9 23
Through{Right Volume 825 466 29 69
Opposing Lefl Turns 0 17 0 2
Critical Volume for Approach 825 483 29 71
Critical Volume for Direction 825 71
Intersection Critical Volume 896

STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes ‘
PERSIMMON BOULEVARD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.60% Peak Season= 1.07 Current Year= 2013 Buildout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Norlhbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru { Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Vofume (8/11/13) 0 551 g 0 728 0 4] 0 0 1 0 3
Peak Seascn Volume 0 590 10 0 779 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
Bkgd (Growlh + Exist) 0 658 11 0 869 0 0 0 0 1 0 4
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projecls 0 201 0 0 113 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction
Project Traffic 42 221 141 93 574 29 70 0 105 348 0 229
Total 42 1,080 | 152 93 {1,556 29 70 0 105 349 [ 233
Approach Total 1,274 1,678 175 582

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 1 < 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1
Per Lane Volume 42 1232 0 93 1556 29 70 0 105 349 0 233
Right on Red 10 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 349 70 42 93
Adj. Per Lane Volume 42 [ 1232} 0 93 [ 1558 [ © 70 0 3 349 1 0 80
Through/Right Volume 1232 1556 3 80
Opposing Left Turns 93 42 349 70
Critical Votume for Approach 1325 1598 352 150
Critical Volume for Direction 1598 352
Intersection Critical Volume 1,950
STATUS? OVER
PM Peak Hour
Infersection Yolume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (9/11/13) 0 639 40 5 498 0 0 0 0 32 0 13
Peak Season Volume 0 684 43 5 533 0 0 0 0 34 0 14
Bkgd (Growlh + Exist) 0 763 48 B 595 0 0 0 0 38 0 16
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 166 0 0 222 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic
Direction / " ! il
Project Traffic 109 521 355 | 241 341 | 76 55 0 | 77 249 0 172
Total 109 1,450 | 403 247 | 1,158 |- 76 55 0 77 287 0 188
Approach Total 1,962 1,481 132 475

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 1 1 < 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1
Per Lane Volume 109 1853 0 247 | 1158 76 55 0 77 287 0 188
Right on Red 10 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 287 55 109 247
Adj. Per Lane Volume 109 [ 1853 © 247 ] 1158 ] 0 5 | 0 0 287 ] 0 0
Through/Right Volume 1853 1158 0 0
Opposing Left Turns 247 109 287 55
Critical Volume for Approach 2100 1267 287 55
Critical Volume faor Direction 2100 287
Intersection Critical Volume 2,387
STATUS? OVER




Palm Beach County intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
ROEBUCK ROAD @ STATE ROAD 7

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Peak Season= 1.00

Input Data

Guerent Year= 2023

Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

Intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
2023 PBC Projected Volumes (2023) 0 192 501 327 875 0 0 0 0 358 0 50
Paak Season Volume 0 192 501 327 875 0 0 0 0 358 0 50
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 204 532 347 929 o] 0 0 0 380 0 53
SR-7 Diversions 0 320 0 0 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 1.0% | 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Direction Out Qut In In
Project Traffic 17 17 7 7
Total 0 541 549 347 | 1,016 0 0 0 f o 87 ] 0 | 53
Approach Total 1,090 1,363 0 440

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Per Lane Volume 0 270 549 347 508 0 0 0 0 194 0 27
Right on Red 60 10 10 60
Cverlaps Left 194 ) 0 347
Ad. Per Lane Volume 0 | 270 | 295 | 247 | 508 0 0 | o 0 194 | 0 0
Through/Right Volume 205 508 0 0
Opposing Left Tums 347 0 194 0
Critical Volume for Approach 642 508 194 0
Critical Volume for Direction 6542 194
Intersection Critical Volume 336
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
2023 PBC Projected Volumes (2023) 0 864 258 77 440 0 0 0 "0 561 0 330
Peak Season Volume 0 864 258 77 440 0 0 0 0 561 0 330
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 0 917 274 82 467 0 0 0 0 596 0 350
SR-7 Diversions 0 120 0 0 280 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
% Project Traffic 1.0% | 1.0% 1.0% 1.0%
Direction Out Out In in
Project Traffic 11 11 16 16
Total 0 1,048 | 285 82 763 0 0 0 0 612 0 350
Approach Total 1,333 845 0 962

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Per Lane Volume 0 524 285 82 382 0 0 0 0 306 1] 175
Right on Red 60 10 10 60
Overlaps Left 306 0 0 82
Adj. Per Lane Volume 0 | 524 0 82 | 382 0 0o | o 0 36 [ o 33
Through/Right Volume 524 382 Q 33
Opposing Left Turns 82 0 306 9]
Critical Volume for Approach 606 382 306 33
Critical Veolume for Direction 608 306
Intersection Critical Volume 912
STATUS? UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS

Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

OKEECHOBEE BOULEVARD @ SEMINOLE PRATT WHITNEY ROAD

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.04 Current Year = 2012 Buitdout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left { Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {4/26/12) 10 183 55 329 610 4 10 108 92 78 18 214
Peak Season Volume 10 190 57 342 634 4 10 112 96 81 19 223
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 12 213 64 384 712 5 12 126 107 91 21 250
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 30 7 4 41 1] 0 1] 1] 7 0 2
% Project Traffic 32.0% 22.0%] 32.0% 22.0%
Direction In Out Out In
Project Traffic 215 377 | 548 148
Total 12 | 458 71 765 [ 1,301] 5 12 | 1286 | 107 98 21 400
Approach Total 541 2,071 245 519

Critical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 1 2 1 2 2 1 i 1 1 1 1 2
Per Lane Volume 12 229 71 382 650 12 126 107 98 21 200
Right on Red 60 60 60 680
|Overlaps Left 98 12 12 382
Adj. Per Lane Volume i2 | 229 0 382 | 650 0 12 [ 126 | 35 98 | 2t 0
Through/Right Volume 229 650 126 21
Opposing Lefi Turns 382 12 98 12
Critical Volume for Approach 612 662 224 33
Critical Volume for Direction 662 224
Intersection Critical Volume 886
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {4/26/12) 60 554 63 205 302 13 2 33 29 67 75 304
Peak Season Volume 62 576 66 213 314 14 2 34 30 70 79 316
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 70 646 73 239 352 15 2 38 34 78 89 355
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 (1] 0 0 0
Approved Projects 0 103 12 9 90 0 0 0 1] 12 0 10
% Project Traffic 32.0% 22.0%[32.0% 22.0%
Direction in -| Out Out In
Project Traffic 525 245 | 356 361
Total 70 {1,274] 85 493.] 798 | 15 2 38 34 90 89 726
Approach Total 1,429 1,306 74 905

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 i 2
Per Lane Volume 70 637 85 247 399 15 2 38 34 90 89 363
Right on Red 60 60 80 80
Overlaps Lefl 90 2 70 247
Adj. Per Lane Volume 70 | 637 0 247 | 390 0 2 | 38 ] go | 89 56
Through/Right Volume 637 399 38 89
Opposing Left Turns 247 70 90 2
Critical Volume for Approach 884 469 128 91
Critical Volume for Direction 884 128
Intersection Critical Volume 1,012
STATUS? , UNDER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes

CKEECHOBEE BOULEVARD @ ROYAL PALM BEACH BOULEVARD

Growth Rate = 0.50%

Peak Season = 1.00

Input Data

Current Year = 2012

Buildout Year = 2035

AM Peak Hour

intersection Volume Development

Northbound Southbound Eastbound Woestbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left [ Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/21/12) 79 201 210 | 523 | 352 208 184 | 1,266 81 126 578 226
Peak Season Volume 79 20t 210 | 523 | 352 208 184 | 1266 81 126 578 226
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 89 225 236 | 587 | 395 | 233 | 206 | 1420 a1 141 648 253
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 3 3 10 18 3 0 0 67 3 18 104 24
% Project Traffic 1.0% 3.0% | 3.0% | 16.0%| 1.0% 16.0%
Direction In In Out Out Out In
Project Traffic 7 20 51 274 17 108
Total 99 228 246 605 | 398 253 257 | 1,761 | 111 159 860 | 277
Approach Total 573 1,256 2,129 1,296

Critical Volume Analysis
No, of Lanes i 2 L 3 1 1 2 3 1 2 2 2
Per Lane Volume 99 114 | 246 | 202 398 | 253 129 587 111 80 430 139
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 80 129 g9 202
Adj. Per Lane Volume 99 | 114 106 | 202 | 398 65 129 | 587 0 80 | 430 0
Through/Right Volume 114 398 587 430
Opposing Left Turns 202 99 80 129
Critical Volume for Approach 316 497 667 559
Critical Volume for Direction 497 667
Intersection Critical Volume 1,164
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
MNorthbound Southbound Eastbound Waestbound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left { Thru | Right
Existing Volume (2/21/12) 186 435 144 | 445 | 328 i78 | 255 | 691 60 214 { 1,298 | 479
Peak Season Volume 186 435 i44 | 445 | 328 178 255 | 691 60 214 | 1206 | 479
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 209 " 489 162 | 499 | 368 200 286 | 775 67 240 | 1454 | 537
SR-7 Diversions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved Projects 5 5 27 41 5 0 0 171 5 22 156 38
% Project Traffic 1.0% 3.0% | 3.0% | 16.0%| 1.0% 16.0%
Direction In In Out Out Out In
Project Traffic 16 49 33 178 1 263
Total 230 494 189 540 373 | 249 | 319 1,124 83 262 | 1,873 ] 575
Approach Total 913 1,162 1,526 2,710

Gritical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 1 2 1 3 1 1 2 3 1 2 2 2
Per Lane Volume 230 247 189 180 | 373 | 249 159 375 83 131 936 288
Right on Red 60 80 60 60
Overlaps Left 131 159 230 180
Adj. Per Lane Volume 230- | 247 4] 180 | 373 30 159 | 375 0 131 | 936 48
Through/Right Volume 247 373 375 936
Opposing Left Turns 180 230 131 159
Critical Volume for Approach 427 603 506 1095
Critical Volume for Direction 603 1095
Intersection Critical Volume 1,698
STATUS? OVER




Palm Beach County Intersection Analysis

MINTO WEST/CALLERY-JUDGE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS - RESTRICTED ACCESS
Programmed Geometry and Future Volumes
OKEECHOBEE BOULEVARD @ SR 7

Input Data
Growth Rate = 0.50% Peak Season = 1.00 Current Year = 2013 Buildout Year = 2035
AM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound

Lefi Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right { Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right
Existing Volume (1/29/13) 354 193 | 419 | 648 | 667 16 41 | 2172 463 | 469 | 688 113
Peak Season Volume 354 193 | 419 648 667 16 41 2172 | 463 469 688 113
Bkgd (Growth + Exist) 395 215 | 468 | 723 | 744 18 46 | 2424 | 517 | 523 | 768 126
Roebuck Diversions 0 60 60 | -327 | 129 [ 229 | 441 | 441 0 -129 | 229 | .50
SR-7 Diversions -80 80 0 60 20 0 0 -60 -20 0 -240 | 240
Approved Projects 47 28 94 31 47 0 0 180 81 80 102 21
% Project Traffic 1.0% 20% | 2.0% [ 12.5%] 1.0% 12.5%
Direction In In Out Out Out In
Project Traffic 7 13 34 214 17 84
Total 369 383 | 502 | 487 | 940 260 | 521 [2,317] 595 | 474 | 485 | 337
Approach Total 1,254 1,687 3,433 1,296

Gritical Volume Analysis
No. of Lanes 3 2 2 2 3 1 2 4 2 3 4 1
Per Lane Volume 123 192 251 244 313 260 | 260 | 579 | 297 158 121 337
Right on Red 60 60 60 60
Overlaps Left 168 260 123 244
Adj. Per Lane Volume 123 | 192 33 244 | 313 0 260 | 579 114 158 | 121 33
Through/Right Volume 192 313 579 121
Opposing Left Turns 244 123 158 260
Critical Volume for Approach 436 436 737 381
Critical Volume for Birection 436 737
Intersection Critical Volume 1,173
STATUS? UNDER
PM Peak Hour
Intersection Volume Development
Northbound Southhound Easthound Westhound

Left Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Left | Thru | Right | Lefi | Thru | Right
Existing Volume {1/29/13) 899 717 | 333 195 | 328 28 91 907 | 567 | 683 | 1,774 469
Peak Season Volume 899 717 | 333 195 | 328 28 91 907 | 567 | 683 | 1774 | 469
Bkgd (Growth + Exist} 1003 BOD { 372 | 218 | 366 31 102 | 1012 | 633 762 | 1980 | 523
Roebuck Diversions 0 64 -64 -77 141 421 441 -441 0 -141 | 421 | -330
SR-7 Diversions -30 30 0 210 70 0 0 =210 ) -70 0 -90 90
Approved Projects 118 78 125 62 64 0 0 269 92 141 KXY 69
% Project Traffic 1.0% 2.0% | 20% [ 12.5%]| 1.0% 12.5%
Direction In In Out Out Out In
Project Traffic 16 33 22 139 11 2056
Total 1,107 972 | 433 | 413 | 641 485 | 565 { 769 | 666 762 | 2,005 | 882
Approach Total 2,512 1,539 2,000 3,449

Critical Volume Analysis

No. of Lanes 3 2 2 2 3 1 2 4 2 3 4 1
Per Lane Volurne 369 486 | 216 | 206 | 214 | 485 | 282 | 192 | 333 | 254 | 501 682
Right on Red 60 80 60 60
Overlaps Left 254 282 369 206
Adj. Per Lane Volume 389 | 486 0 206 | 214 143 | 282 | 182 0 254 | 501 416
Through/Right Volume 486 214 192 501
Opposing Lefl Turns 206 369 254 282
Critical Volume for Approach 692 583 446 783
Critical Volume for Direction 692 783
intersection Critical Volume 1,475
STATUS? OVER




SPECIAL PERMIT

THIS PERMIT, granted this 2 2 day of (‘%;44 , 2009, by Indian Trail
Improvement District, hereinafter referred to as the “Disttict”, 13476 61st Street North, West

Palm Beach, Florida 33412, to Palm Beach County, hereafter referred to as the “Permittee”, is a
non-exclusive permit for: (1)roadway connections located at the intersections of the Reliever
Road and Orange Grove Boulevard and the Reliever Road and Persimmon Boulevard; and (2)
certain Traffic Calming Devices on Orange Grove Boulevard and Persimmon Boulevard, as
shown on the plans and specifications attached hereto and made a part hereof.

WITNESSETH:

1. Permittee agrees to obtain any necessary consents from the owners of the subject
property, in the event the District does not own said lands; to obtain any and all
applicable federal, state and local permits required in connection with Permittee’s
use of the land; and at all times, to comply with all requirements of all federal,
state and local laws, ordinances, rules and regulations applicable or pertaining to
the use of the lands by Permittee pursuant to this Permit.

2. Permittee understands and agrees that the use of the property pursuant to this
Permit is subordinate to the rights and interest of the District and to the extent
applicable, that of the landowner. Further, Permittee does hereby stipulate that
the Permittee is not relying upon any representations by the District whatsoever
regarding the District’s right, title or ownership as to the subject property for
which this Permit is sought.

3. District specifically reserves the right to maintain its facilities located on the
property; to make improvements; add additional facilities; maintain, construct or
alter roads; maintain any facilities, devices or improvements on the property
which aid in, or are necessary to, District operation; and the right to enter upon
the lands at all times for such purposes. Permittee understands that in the exercise
of such rights and interest, the District, from time to time, may require Permittee
to relocate, alter or remove its facilities and equipment or other improvements
made by Permittee pursuant to this Permit which interfere with or prevent the
District, in its reasonable opinion, from properly and faithfully constructing,
improving and maintaining its facilities. District retains the right to enter upon
the lands and make said relocation, alterations or removal of Permittee’s facilities,
equipment and other improvements if Permittee fails to do so within a reasonable
time; and Permittee hereby agrees to reimburse District for all its costs and
expenses incurred in connection therewith upon demand.

4. Permittee agrees that it will not use the property in any manner which materially
interferes with the District’s use of lands or causes a hazardous condition to exist.
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10.

11.

12.

The District assumes no responsibility for the ownership, operation and/or
maintenance of the Reliever Road connections permitted herein. Upon completion
and acceptance, the District will assume responsibility for the ownership,
operation and/or maintenance of the Traffic Calming Devices permitted herein.

Permittee shall adhere to the General and Special Conditions attached hereto and
made a part hereof.

Permittee shall, at its own expense, promptly repair or replace any and all damage
to the facilities, roads and rights-of-way of the District resulting from the
installation, operation, maintenance, repair or removal of the above, and restore
same to a condition substantially equal to that which existed immediately prior to
infliction of the damage.

Permittee shall, at its own expense, promptly repair or replace any and all damage
to the facilities of others resulting from the installation, operation, maintenance,
repair or removal of the above and restore same to a condition substantially equal
to that which existed immediately prior to infliction of the damage.

Permittee shall, at its own expense, upon ninety (90) days written notice to
Permittee from the District, remove or relocate any facility of the Permittee that is
found by the District to be interfering in any material way with the safe,
convenient or continuous use, maintenance or repair of any District facility or
road. Failure or neglect of the Permittee to remove or relocate such facility within
the allocated time may result in District’s removal or relocation of said facility,
wherein the Permittee shall promptly pay the District for all District expenses
incurred by such removal or relocation.

Permittee shall, at its own expense and within a reasonable time, adjust the
positions and elevations of its facilities as may be required in connection with
future improvements to, or construction of, works of the District.

To the extent permitted by law, Permittee does hereby indemnify and hold
harmless the District, its Board of Supervisors, officers and personnel against any
claims, losses, damages (including consequential), expenses, or legal fees that
might arise out of, or result from the County’s negligent performance and/or the
implementation of the proposed project of the Permittee.

If Permittee shall violate any of the terms or conditions of this Permit, or shall not
correct or remedy same within thirty (30) days of receiving written notice from
the Board of Supervisors of the District or its duly authorized representative, then,
and in that event, said Board of Supervisors may, at its option, revoke, cancel and
terminate this Permit.
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14.

15.

16.

WITNESSES:

This Permit may not be assigned without prior written approval of the Board of
Supervisors of the District.

Permittee shall reimburse the District for its legal, engineering and other expenses
incurred as a result of the implementation of the project.

If either Party hereto is required to bring a court action to enforce the provisions
of this Permit, the non-prevailing party in such action shall be responsible for all
reasonable expenses, including, but not limited to, attorney’s fees and litigation
expenses.

This permit for construction shall expire 2 years from the date of issuance. An

extension of 1 year may be granted by the District Administrator upon receipt of a
written request. Further extensions require Board approval.

INDIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

By: [Nichelle Nemire Date: &4-30-09
Name Typed: N anele :DGLMDV\L

Title: Y(esidant | “Hoavd of Supervicar

WITNESSES:

President, Board of Supervisors

PERMITTEE

WW Date: _%&QL'?

NameTyped L. MMTDM EO)(./J ?L,

Address: Z%ev . TJodn RoAd

Weer Pam Behcd Fr 3341

Note: Except as otherwise provided herein, the District assumes no responsibility for the
ownership, operation and/or maintenance of the facilities permitted herein.
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PERMIT INFORMATION

OWNER
Name Business Phone
Address Other

Email Address
ATTORNEY
Name Business Phone
Address Other

Email Address
ENGINEER
Name Business Phone
Address Other

Email Address

OTHER REPRESENTATIVE/PROFESSIONAL

Name Business Phone
Address Other
Email Address

Page 4 of 14



A. GENERAL

1.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

This Permit does not constitute a waiver or approval of any other permit from
other agencies which may be required for the total project.

Notification shall be given to the District Engineer forty-eight (48) hours prior to
commencement of construction. The District Engineer shall establish points of
construction that require inspection, if any. When the work is deemed completed,
a final inspection shall be held by the District Engineer in the presence of a
representative of the Permittee.

The installation shall be constructed in full accordance with the approved plans
and specifications. Deviations from the plans shall be coordinated with the office
of the District Engineer.

When working in District road rights-of-way, not more than one-half (1/2) of the
road or street shall be closed and traffic shall be controlled so as to provide
minimum hindrance. All traffic control operations shall conform to the most
current issue of the Florida Department of Transportation publication, Manual on
“Traffic Controls and Safe Practices for Street and Highway Construction,
Maintenance and Utility Operations”.

The Permittee shall protect the District against liability, public or private,
resulting from their operation hereunder. The District Engineer is deemed the
final authority as to the quality and quantity of work required to satisfy the terms
and conditions of the Permit.

This Permit shall not be construed as a representation that the District has sole
authority with respect to the pertinent property.

Upon completion of the installation and after the final inspection, THE
PERMITTEE SHALL DELIVER TO THE DISTRICT OFFICE ONE
COMPLETE SET OF “RECORD DRAWINGS” TO INCLUDE ONE
COMPLETE PAPER AND AN ELECTRONIC VERSION IN A FORMAT
ACCEPTABLE TO THE DISTRICT ENGINEER. FAILURE TO PROVIDE
RECORD DRAWINGS MAY RESULT IN THE REVOCATION,
CANCELLATION AND TERMINATION OF THIS PERMIT.

Roadway Pavement replacement shall be in accordance with the “Typical
Roadway Pavement Replacement Detail”.

If, within one (1) year after the date of District acceptance of the pavement
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10.

11.

replacement, any work covered under this Permit is found to be defective by the
District, Permittee shall promptly, without cost to the District and in accordance
with the District’s written instructions, either correct such defective work, or, if it
has been rejected by the District, remove it from the site and replace it with non-
defective work. If Permittee does not completely comply with the terms of such
instructions, or in an emergency where delay would cause serious risk of loss or
damage, District may have the defective work corrected, or rejected work
removed and replaced, and all direct and indirect costs of such removal,
replacement or correction, including compensation for additional professional
services, shall be paid by the Permittee.

Permittee agrees not to cause or permit the Property to be used for the generation,
handling, storage, transportation, disposal or release of any Hazardous Materials,
except as exempted or permitted under applicable Environmental Laws, and
Permittee shall not cause or permit the property, or any activities conducted
thereon, to be in violation of any applicable Environmental Laws. Permittee
agrees to indemnify the District and hold the District and its directors, officers,
employees, successors and assigns harmless from and against any and all claims,
losses, damages, liabilities, fines, penalties, charges, interest, administrative or
judicial proceedings and order, judgments, remedial action, requirements,
enforcement actions of any kind, and all costs and expenses incurred in
connection therewith, directly or indirectly resulting in whole or in part from
Permittee’s violation of any Environmental Laws applicable to the Property, or
any activity conducted thereon caused by Permittee or its employees, agents,
licensees, invitees, guests or any other party under Permittee’s control, or from
any use, generation, handling, storage, transportation, disposal or release of
Hazardous Materials or in connection with the Property caused by Permittee or its
employees, agents, licensees, invitees, guests, or any other party under
Permittee’s control, or any contamination, detoxification, closure, cleanup or
other remedial measure required under any Environmental Laws as a result
thereof. All sums paid and costs incurred by the District with respect to the
foregoing matters shall be payable by Permittee as additional permit fees
hereunder.

All necessary provisions shall be taken to insure compliance with the water
quality standards of the State of Florida. Attention is called to Chapter 17-3,
Florida Administrative Code, and in particular, the requirements that turbidity
shall not exceed 29 Nephelometric Turbidity Units above background level.
Adequate silt containment procedures and equipment shall be used to control
turbidity at all times. Water samples to be taken upstream and downstream prior
to construction and during construction daily and made available to the District at
their request.
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12.  The Permittee shall be obligated throughout the term of this Permit to provide
insurance coverage in accordance with the attached exhibit titled “Insurance
Coverage”.

B. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES

1. All underground utilities shall have a minimum cover of forty-two (42") inches
below profile grade of District waterways and thirty (30") inches below profile
grade of District roadways.

2. All utility installations shall maintain a minimum clearance of twelve (12")
inches, either over or under culverts and shall be protected; however, other depths
may be specified by the District Engineer.

3. The roadway right-of-way, in its entirety, shall be left in as good a condition as
that which existed before construction. A mutual inspection shall be made of all
existing facilities within the construction area no later than twenty-four (24) hours
before the work begins.

4. All installations shall be constructed in a workmanlike manner:
a. Trenches shall be refilled in a thoroughly compacted manner so that no
future settling will occur.
b. The Permittee shall, at the request of the District Engineer or his duly

authorized representative, submit copies of density reports of density
determinations by an independent testing laboratory when paved roadway
surfaces have been cut. If density reports are requested, they shall be
furnished prior to final inspection.

C. The finished surface of the excavated area shall be replaced with the same
type materials as existed when the work began, such as sod for sod; shell
for shell, etc.

5. Where fill, slopes, shoulders and/or ditches are disturbed, they shall be stabilized
as directed by the District Engineer or his duly authorized representative, in a
manner that will afford protection against erosion.

6. All pavement crossings, if made subsequent to final placement of base material

and pavement surface, shall be made by jacking, boring or augering, and shall
contain an adequate casing if required by the District Engineer.
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Permittee shall prevent on-site erosion and sediment from leaving the site during
construction. At completion of construction, all non-paved areas shall be sodded.

All drainage pipe and installation thereof shall conform to the requirements of Florida
DOT specifications, latest applicable sections to date.

The requirements for pipe backfill shall be as defined in Florida DOT specifications
(AASHTO T-99 or T-180). Permittee shall provide adequate equipment for the removal
of storm or subsurface waters which may accumulate in the excavated areas, and provide
protection against soil erosion.

Permittee shall forward all test results to the District Engineer.

Permittee shall comply with all conditions imposed by the District and/or other governing
agencies, including but not limited to the following:

a. Permittee shall utilize best management practices at each storm inlet in
accordance with the final approved plans.

b. Permittee shall construct stormwater treatment facilities in accordance with the
existing South Florida Water Management District permit. A copy of such permit
shall be provided to the District.

Permittee shall insure that quantity of stormwater discharged into the District’s canal will
not cause erosion of the canal bank. If such discharge does cause erosion, Permittee shall
be responsible, at its sole cost and expense, to maintain and repair said canal bank.

If the works of the Permittee require the obtaining of an Environmental Protection
Agency NPDES Permit, then the Permittee shall be required to obtain the appropriate
NPDES Permit and provide a copy of the NPDES Permit and NPDES stormwater
pollution prevention plan to both Palm Beach County and the District prior to
commencement of the subject works.

If any of the works which are the subject of this Permit are conveyed, assigned,
transferred, gifted to any third party or are operated by a third party, then the Permittee
shall be obligated to provide a copy of this Permit and its conditions to said successor,
assign or operating entity. Further, such successor, assign or operating entity shall be
obligated to comply with all of the conditions of this Permit including, without limitation,
implementation of the above mentioned maintenance program and the provision of the
annual inspection report to the District.

If any act of negligence, omission or commission by the Permittee or third party operator
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10.

11.

12.

13.

should adversely affect Palm Beach County’s obligations under the County’s NPDES
Permit, then Permittee shall within forty-eight hours following receipt of written notice
by the District of such act promptly cease and rectify same, otherwise this Permit shall be
immediately suspended until such time as reinstated by the District in writing.

Permittee shall be solely responsible for ensuring that all stormwater discharge meets the
applicable water quality standards. In the event that the discharge does not meet such
standards, Permittee must disconnect the stormwater inlet and shall be prohibited from
discharging into the District’s canal.

If Permittee fails to abide by Palm Beach County’s NPDES Permit, the applicable water
quality standards, or any of the conditions set forth herein, and fails to remedy same
within ten (10) business days from the date of receipt of such notice of violation by the
District, then the District shall have the right but not the obligation to initiate such
remedial activity as the District deems necessary and appropriate. Any and all costs so
incurred by the District shall be paid by the Permittee to the District within ten business
days following receipt of a District invoice for same and if not paid the District may
thereafter revoke this Permit without further notice or hearing.

The applicant shall submit a traffic study for review and approval by the District or by an
independent Traffic Engineering Firm hired by ITID and paid for by Palm Beach County
that considers alternatives with potential connection scenarios. At a minimum, the
alternatives must consider:

- No-build;

- An alternative with only connections to Persimmon and Orange Grove

Boulevards;

- An alternative with an additional connection south of 40™ Street North,
and

- An additional connection at 60™ Street North.
Such study satisfactory to the district shall meet all of the standard requirements and have
all the information contained in a typical traffic study that addresses the requirements of
the County’s Traffic Performance Standards (TPS) Ordinance. The study shall use the
same or similar methodology to that used in a TPS traffic study. The County’s adopted
Transportation Model shall be used as the methodology to determine traffic diversions.

The study shall identify traffic volume forecasts and levels of service at intersections
within the Acreage that will be affected by the Reliever Road and Connection
Alternatives, including at a minimum, the following intersections:

Northlake/Coconut Coconut/Orange Grove Coconut/40™
Coconut/Orange Coconut/Persimmon Royal Palm Beach (RPB)/40"™
RPB/Orange Grove RPB/Persimmon RPB/60™

RPB/Orange

Mitigation measures identified in the approved study for intersections projected to
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

operate below Level of Service “D” shall be implemented and funded by the applicant in
a manner acceptable to the District.

The intersection of the Reliever Road at Persimmon Boulevard must be redesigned to its
ultimate configuration. That is, Persimmon is to be extended east to the Reliever Road
and be a “T” intersection.

The Permittee shall provide, at its expense, illumination at intersections between the
Reliever Road and Royal Palm Beach Boulevard for both Persimmon and Orange Grove
Boulevards. These lights shall be similar to those at other locations funded by the County
within the District.

The signage along the Reliever Road shall not reflect any designation as it being State
Road 7 until such time as it is connected through to Northlake Boulevard.

Persimmon and Orange Grove Boulevards from 110™ Avenue North to Royal Palm
Beach Boulevard are to remain two lane roadways within Indian Trail Improvement
District easements and shall remain under the jurisdiction of the District.

Palm Beach County agrees to pay $490,000.00 to offset the impacts to Indian Trail
Improvement District maintained infrastructure. Additionally, the County shall construct:

(1) West Approach to the Reliever Road along Orange Grove Boulevard:
(a) At the Intersection of Orange Grove Boulevard and 110™ Avenue
North: A “Speed Table”.
(b) At the Intersection of Orange Grove Boulevard and the “A” Canal:
A “Traffic Dot”.
(c) At the Intersection of Orange Grove Boulevard and Mango
Boulevard: A “Speed Table”.

(2) West Approach to the Reliever Road Along Persimmon Boulevard:

(a) At the Intersection of Persimmon Boulevard and 110" Avenue
North: A “Speed Table”.

(b) At the Intersection of Persimmon Boulevard and the “A” Canal: A
“Traffic Dot”.

(c) At the Intersection of Persimmon Boulevard and Mango
Boulevard: A “Speed Table”.

This County work shall be completed prior to opening the new road. .

Permittee shall submit plans and apply for a permit for a connection of the Reliever Road
to 60™ Street North prior to the opening of these connections to the public.

At anytime in the future that the level of service for Persimmon and\or Orange Grove
Boulevards, classified as a two lane two way roadways, with a level of service “D” at
peak hour capacity-per Palm Beach County Standards are exceeded, then this permit shall
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21.

be subject to revocation at the discretion of the District.

Palm Beach County will continue diligently to support the prioritized construction of a
new road linking the PROJECT from Persimmon Boulevard to Northlake Boulevard.
This approximately 3.5 mile segment is similar in length to the segment of the PROJECT
between Okeechobee Boulevard and Persimmon Boulevard. Such support shall be at the
Palm Beach County Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), the state legislature and
the national (Congress and Federal Highway Administration) levels, as well as in other
appropriate venues. The County will also support applying funds currently identified for
60" Street North and the intersection of 60™ Street North and Royal Palm Beach
Boulevard towards this new road if replacement monies can be guaranteed from (an)other
funding source(s). Such replacement monies would have to be repaid to the County
within five (5) years of the County’s contribution to construction of the new road.
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EXHIBIT
INSURANCE COVERAGE

GENERAL

Indian Trail Improvement District shall be named as “Additional Named Insured” and certificate
holder on both the general liability and auto liability policies.

Cancellation clause must read “should any of the above described policies be canceled before the
expiration date thereof, the issuing company shall mail thirty (30) days written notice to the
certificate holder name.”

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

The limits of liability for the insurance required shall provide coverage for not less than the
following amounts or greater when required by law and regulations:

Workers’ Compensation:

1.
2.

3.

State: Statutory
Applicable Federal (e.g. Longshoreman’s and Harbour

Workers’ Compensation, Maritime, Jones Act, etc.): Statutory
Employer’s Liability: $ 500,000

Comprehensive General Liability:

1.

Bodily Injury (including completed operations and

Products Liability):

$1,000,000 Each Occurrence
$1,000,000 Annual Aggregate
Property Damage:

$1,000,000 Each Occurrence
$1,000,000 Annual Aggregate
or a combined single limit of $1,000,000

Property Damage liability insurance will provide Exposition, Collapse and
Underground coverage where applicable.

Personal Injury, with employee exclusion deleted
$1,000,000 Annual Aggregate
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Comprehensive Automobile Liability:

1. Bodily Injury:

$ 500,000 Each Person

$1,000,00 Each Occurrence
2. Property Damage:

$ 500,000 Each Occurrence

or a combined single limit of $1,000,000

Umbrella Excess Liability Insurance:

1.  $1,000,000 Each Occurrence
$1,000,000 Annual Aggregate

2. The umbrella coverage shall be Following-Form being no more restrictive than
coverage required for the underlying policies.

The comprehensive general liability insurance and umbrella insurance required herein shall
include Owner and Engineer as additional insured.

Contractual Liability Insurance: The Contractual Liability Insurance required shall provide
coverage for not less than the following amounts.

1. Bodily Injury: Each Occurrence
$1,000,000

2. Property Damage:
$1,000,000 Each Occurrence
$1,000,000 Annual Aggregate

Builder’s Risk:  This coverage will be provided by all contractors involved in the
construction of a new building or improvement, alteration or revision of an existing structure.
Builder’s Risk coverage shall be “All Risk” with limits equal to one hundred percent (100%) of
the completed value of the structure(s), building(s) or addition(s).
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AGREEMENT
R92 ‘;1 29 uq

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this day of

JAN 28 1392
, 1992,

by and between Indian Trail Water Contfo] Bistrict (hereinafter referrad to as
“District"), and Palm Beach County, A political subdivision of the State of

Florida (hereinafter referred to as "County").
WITNESSETH;

WHEREAS, County’s Thoroughfare Right of Way Protection Map depicts a number
of roadway alignments running through the area under District’s Jurisdiction,
commonly known as “The Acreage"; and

WHEREAS, the following roadways (hereinafter referred to as "The Royal
Palm Beach Boulevard Corridor") are being used as thoroughfares to accommodate
thru traffic;

0 Royal Paim Beach Boulevard - 40th Street to Orange Boulevarg
o Orange Boulevard - Royal Palm Beach Boutevard to Coconut Boulevard
o Coconut Boulevard - Orange Boulevard to Northlake Boulevard:; and

WHEREAS, improvements to the Royal Palm Beach Boulevard Corridor need to
be addressed in order to meet the requirements of concurrency; and

WHEREAS, County presently proposes in 1its upcoming Five Year Road
Improvements Program to prepare design plans for the widening of Royal Palm Beach
Boulevard from 40th Street to Orange Boulevard, and to construct this road
segment during fiscal year 1992-93; and

WHEREAS, the County plans to pave Seminole Pratt-Whitney Road from the M
canal to Northlake Boulevard in fiscal year 1991-92; and

WHEREAS, the County plans to pave Northlake Boulevard from Seminole Pratt-
Whitney Road to the existing pavement at Coconut Boulevard in fiscal year 1992-
93; and

WHEREAS, District desires to deed the District’s interest in the roads to

Palm Beach County for perpetual maintenance of the roads; and



WHEREAS, Palm Beach County desives to accept these roads for maintenance
and not to incur any expense for right-of-way acquisition or land title problems;

and

WHEREAS, District holds easements over land upon which the roads currently
exist; and

WHEREAS, District desires to execute a deed{s) to the County for the
property over which it has easements for these roadways to transfar maintenance
and Jurisdiction of these roadways to County; and

WHEREAS, District desires to provide adequate Tegal positive outfall,
access into their canal system and retention reservotrs and stormwater retention
to County for these roadways in the present and future widened sactions.

WHEREAS, these roadway alignments are being utilized to serve areawide
traffic and are vital to access and traffic ¢irculation in the area; and

WHEREAS, District and County are both desirous of accomptishing the
improvement of these rcadways.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, promises, and

representations herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. The recitations set forth hereinabove are true, accurate, and

correct, and are incorporated hevein.

2. District will execute a deed, or deed(s) cn behalf of the County and
will warrant title to and defend the District’s interest in the easements and/or

rights-of-way upon which the hereinabove referenced roadways exist.

3. District will provide to County adequate legal positive ocutfall,
access to their canal system and retention reservoirs and stormwater retention

for these roadways in their present and future widened sections,



4, The deeds tendered will provide to the County the District’s easement

interest in the follewing listed roads:

Read From To
1) Royal Palm Beach Blvd. 40th Street Orange Boulevard
2) Orange Boulevard Royal Palm Beach Blvd. Coconut Boulevard
3) Coconut Boulevard Orange Boulevard Northlake Boulevard
4) Seminoale Pr. Whitney M Canal Northlake Boulevard
5) Northlake Boulevard Seminole Pr. Whitney Coconut Boulevard
5. County will accept the deeds so tendered in escrow upon execution

of this Agreement and will accept the title, maintenance and jurisdiction over

the roadways on the foilowing schedule:

o The Royal Palm Beach Boulevard Corridor - upon execution of this
agreement,
0 Seminole Pratt Whitney Road from M Canal to Northlake Boulevard -

upon completion of the construction of this roadway.
o Northlake Boulevard from Seminole Pratt Whitney Road to Coconut.
Boulevard - upon completion of the construction of this roadway.

6. It is understood by the parties hereto that during the construction
of these roadways, the maintenance responsibility shall be that of the contractor
accomplishing the construction. Said contractor will be required to indemnify
the County and the District during the constructicon and the District will be
added as an additional named insured in sajd construction contracts.

7. Any and all notices reguired or permitted to be given hereunder shall
be deemed received three (3) days after same are deposited in the U.$. Mail, sent
via cektified mail, return receipt requested, proparly addressed, and with
adequate postage affixed.

A1 notices to County shall be to: Charles R. Walker, Jr., P.E.
. Acting Assistant County Engineer
P. 0. Box 21229
West Palm Beach, FL 33418-122%
With Copy to: Marlene R. Everitt, Esg.
Assistant County Attorney
P. 0. Box 21229
West Palm Beach, FL 33416-1229

A1l notices to District shall be to: Frederick E. Singer, P.E.
District Administrator
Indian Trail Water Control District
507 Royal Palm Beach Boulevard
Rayal Palm Beach, FL 33411-7670



With Copy to: Mary M. Viator, Esq.
Caldwell & Pacetti
324 Royal Palm Beach, 3rd Floor
P. 0. Box 2775
Palm Beach, FL 33480

8. It is the intention of the parties hereto that this Agreement shal}
not become binding until the date executed by the Board of County Commissionars

of Palm Beach County.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereunto have executed this Agreement on

the dates set forth below.

ATTEST: INDIAN TRAIL WATER CONTROL DISTRICT

By: lr\\_ \L\T\Jm

-

Dated: November 25, 1961

PALM BEACH COPNTY, FLORIDA, BY ITS

ATTEST:  MILTON T. BAUER, CLERK BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
E!oardJ of Coun'ty Commissioners
gy S0 Rt ey (o
8 DEPUTY CLERK By:
v Deputy Clerk ‘ N CTJ': -
Date:
Approved as to form Rgalegin

and legal sufjjfig%cy:

By: 2]
ounty Attorney

st\agresmntiindian.tr] v L
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT

TILI8 INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT made and entered into this day

or AUG 151935 1555 1y and between the INDIAN TRAIL WATER CONTROL

DISTRICT, a special taxing district of the State of Florida

(hereimafter referred to as "District®™) and the BOARD OF COUNTY

COVMISSIONERS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA, a politizal

pubdivision of the State of Florida, (hersinafter referred to as

SCOUNTY") .
¥ITNESSBETE:
WHEREAR, the County's Thoroughfare Right-cf-Way Identificaticn
Map ("Thoroughfare Map®)} depicts a number of roadways that are
under the control and jurisdiction of the District (hereinafter
referred to as "Plan Roadway(a}"); and
WHEREAS, it is the intent of the District to pave the Plan

Roadways to accommodate growth in traffic associated with

development in the District: and

WHEREAS, one of the Plan Roadways, F;ange Boulevaigjfrom

Seminole Pratt Whitney Road to Coconut Boulevard, has already been

conptructed by the District; appears on the Thoroughfare Map; and,
ia carrying substantial traffic volumes; and

WHERERAS, it is the desire of both parties that the maintenance
responsibility and ownership of the Plan Roadways be transferred
from the Diptrict to the County after the District Improves the
roads to conform with the standards and the roads carry minimum
avezrage daily traffic volumes set forth herelnafter.

NOW, THEREFPORE, for and in consideration of Lhe mutual
cov=rants asnd conditicns Bet forth below, the District and the
County agree as followsa:

_ | 1, The above contained recitals are true and correct and are
!ﬁqorporated‘herein by reference.

2 This Agreement shall commence ;pon execution by all
{,pdttiea and shall continue for & term of twenty (20) years,

3. As development dictates a need, the District shall design
and conetruct the Plan Roadways within the District utilizing the
" comstruction standards shown In Exhibit *A* attached hereto and

mali. a part bhereof. The District shall give the County the



opportunity to review and approve the design plans for all Plan
Roadways within the District prior to finalizing the plans. The

District shall address any of the County's concerns pertaining to

the design and construction of the Plan Roadways within the

District.

4. The District shall permit the County to conduct periodic

inspections of the District's construction of Plan Roadways.

5. The District may regquest, in writing, that the County
accept the maintenance and ownership of a Plan Roadway when the
following conditions are ret:

a. The Plan Roadway has been constructed to the minimum

gtandards as shown in Exhibit "A"; and

b. The traffic volumes on the Plan Roadway excead 3,000
vehicles per day; and

c. The District has attached an original fully executed
quit claim deed conveying the Plan Roadway to the County.

6. If the Ccunty Engineer determines that the Plan Roadway
meégs conditions 5a. b. and c. above, the County Engineer vhall be
authorized to accept the maintenance and ownership of the Plan
Roadway.

7. Upon the execution of this Agreement and receipt of a
fully executed quit claim deed, the ‘County agrees to accept
maiﬁtenance responsibility and ownership of the pection of Orange
B¢ui¢vard from Seminole Pratt Whitney Road to Coconut Boulevard.

8. The parties agree that their effort to cooperate during
the design and construction of the Plan Roadway is to facilitate
the County's acceptance of the Plan Roadway pursuanf to this
Agreeﬁent.

9. This Agreemerit and all obligationsa of District hereunder
are subject to and contingent upon annual. budgetary funding and
aprropriations by the Palm BeachA County. Board of County
Commisgioners. Notwithstanding anything in thise Agreemsnt to the

contrary, either party can cancel thig Agreement for any reason



upon six (6) months prior written notice to the other party.

10.

All notices regquired or allowed by this Agreement shall

be delivered in person or mailed by Certified Mail - Return Receipt

Requested, postage prepaid to the party to whom such notice is

sent.

Tou

With a copy to:

COUNTY :

With a Copy to:

Indian Traill Water Control District
John Bonde, Administrator

13476 618t Street North

West Palm Beach, Florida 33412-191S

Charles F. Schoech

Caldwell and Pace:ti

324 Royal Palm Way, 3rd Floor
West Palm Beach, Florida 33480

Palm Beach County

Director - Traffic Division
160 Australian - Suite 303
West Palm Beach, FL 33406

Ellie B. Halperin

Asgistant County Attorney

301 N. Olive Avenue, Suite 601
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

(Remainder of page was left blank intentionally)



IN WITNBRSS WHEREOP, the parties hereunto have executed
this Interlocal Agreement on the day and year first written above.

INDI OL DISTRICT

By:

ATTEST:

smvl\aj

ATTEST:

DOROTHY H. WILKEN, CLERK PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA, a
political subdivision of the State
of Florida
BY ITS B{ OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

~ . 1
By:: g i
Deputy Cle ' Q <%
b ¢ i
20, COUNTY. =2
o v oZ

AR
% 2 Loaw o7
:,l‘# G T

APPROVED A3 TO FORM 13&3*5“". R95 1093 D
LEGAL SUPPICIENCY AUG 15 1995

Aséistantb\cgdnty Attorney

By:

{g:\common\wpdata\gengovt \EBH\IND-TWCD.AGR.) (5/18/85)

o7/ OF FLOPIDA. COUNTY os ?oAg:-EEofﬁj
SIRTE Thy HOWILKEN, cx-aificio Gl o
TDSROTHY K. WILKEN, ex-2 'mfy ierkol i

TissinNIs €2

3 g~y Com = . { :
DO"",(! C:FE?JQC?rr-".y ofihe cr\glnal fiiedinmy oftica RESSRMTITN
e anrs et 5 2 o OQ_U_N;-)‘).‘
on - g :-“ * .?sC‘"
DATED al Wes! Paim Beach. Fk~ on . Zo v\).x BE4L o,
DOROTHY H. WILKEY. Gie! s Ty
= . \ ; 2 5 (e
o : 20 COUNTY, &%
y. "lm\.‘. 0?‘ '.&)—:
Y L L OR\W . O~
* l, _ i "’5%—:

[ “
NDTS SR
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MUTUAL RIGHT-OF-~WAY AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT made thims 1st day of April, 19668, by

and between INDIAN TRAIL RANCH, INC., a Florida corporation,

heraeinafter called the party pf the first part; and SAMUEL
FRIEDLAND, individually and as Trustee, Joined by hils wife,
EATTIE FRIEDLAND, J, M, FRIEDLAND, individually and as Trustee,
Joined b'y his wife, ANNETTE PRIEDLAND, and BENJAMIK A, JAVITS,
individually and as Trustee, joined by his wife, LILY JAVITS,
and BLANCHE B. LIPSON (formerly Blanche B. cOhn); Executrix of
the estate of Henry I.lCohn, hereinafter called the parties of
the second part; and ROYAL PALM BEACH COLONY, INC., a Florida
corporation, hereinafter culi;d the partj of the third part;
and CITY NATIONAL BANI OF MIANI BBACH, PLDRIDA, a national
banking association under the Statutesa ot the United States,'
as Trustee, hereinafter called ?ho part11ot the fourth par<,

WTTNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the parties hereto are each owners of por=

. tions of the premises hereinafter described and desire to

create nﬁtual rights-of-way as herein set forth;

NOW, TEEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of ..
One Dollar ($1.00) and other good and valuable considerations,
1t 18 nutually ngreed a8 follows:

1. Tho pnrtiel hereto mutually ostablish 2 nutual

. non=exclusive right-ot-way zor ingress, egress and nnintenanca,

extonﬂing over the lands of tﬁa respective parties hereto,
for the benefit of tha'purtiea hereto, their heirs, legal re-

presentatives, successors, assigns, licensees and transferees,

. . 3 t

as follows; B e e e e

S Lo T STATE o 1L ORTDA

i7¥" 2 £ DOCUMENTABY.STAMP TAX

1 - - E

= . E”l ris £y -~ =

— 23 el Bioan
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The south 50 feet of Sections 2 and 3; and v v
the north 50 feet of Bections 10" and 1197 and
the east 50 feet of Section 11} and
the west 50 feet of Bection 12! and "
the south 50 feet of the wesdt three-quartersa
of Section 12; and
the north B0 reet of tha west three-qulrters r
of Section 13;” !
all in wanship 43 Bouth of Range 40 East,
Palm Beach County, Florida;

J "
The east 50 feet of Section 5; and ,
&the east 50 feet of the north half of Section
8; and ’ {

the west 50 feet of Section 4; and
the west 50 feat of the north half of Section

{211 in Township 43 South of Range 41 East,
Palm Beach County, Florida.:
2, Neither party hereto shnli have any obligation
to provide any access—wayn over other properties 1end1ng to
'or rron the hereinabove described rights-of-way.
3.‘ This lgteenent shzll not be conatrued or in any
vay deemed to be a dedication of sald rights—of-way,
IN IITNEBS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have sot their

hands nnd Eeals tha day and year first above written.

_E Z » / TNDIAY TRAIL RAKCH, INC.
Do etsdy s

4 .f.-t.wucaw_

' Signed,'sealad and
delivered in the
presence of:

ledland, IndivIidually

j:;l” Trusjep
- mo Ll 644 (S'BAL)

e Frledlan

,q,;'ﬁ*': : ' -
) g /,oﬁ’ 7= E:’-t-c:q/ (SEAL)

dy('rria and, individualily
AS tee‘

-A8 To J, M, Friedlan
and Annette Friedland .
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8igned, sealed and , )
dolivered in the T
presenca of: - '

. ually

and as 'rrusteo ‘ ,

x> '(r&. : r%eota.. . %, 2 - {SEAL)
8 1o Bénjamin X." Javiis Lily Ja 11:% ,
and Lily Javitse R 6;(.1«,040-?-

' _ a) gt (20 seawy

¥y
4/ Cohn, Executrix of the
Henry I, Cohn, dec'd,

. S8ecend Pa.rties

YAIk i COLONY, INC,
““mmm,m W
. \\\ \ Qf ?;,".I_&‘._\;

éf@@ 2 541,@4 Attost: Preﬂup‘“é"m":\ e
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STATE OF ‘.}’ S
] 88,1
county oF (G

.
i 4.

I hergb_y certify, tha..t on this  / “day of W
196£ » before me personally appeared SAMUKL FRIEDLAND and
HENRY I. COLE, President and Secretary respectively of Ind'ian
Trail Ranch, Inc., a corporation under the laws of the State of
Florida, to me known to be the pors‘ona‘ who signed the foregoing
instrument as such officers and severally acknoiled'ged the
execution thereof to be their free act and deed as such officers
for the uses and purposes the.rrain mohtioned .and that they affixed
thereto the official seal of said copporation, and that the said
instrument is the act and deed of said corporation,

| WITNESS my hand and official _ual”at@alfw@
in the County of /S zérm/ ,&«4/ and State of Ll e

the day and year last aforesaid.

) '(\'ﬁ\"‘l‘:’;
: ey
, ot 0 SRR,
e, S 9‘“ s, 16, V68 SELRZAN
BTN N BES el
thy CEEE a0 ey

AR
FEALGES
ORI
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COUNTT OFFabn ‘ 8.2, .. e

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an
officar duly authoriszed in the Stats and County aforesaid to
take acknowledgments, perscnally appeared SAMUEL FRIEDLAND,
individually and aa Trustee, Jjoined by his wife, HATTIE FRIEDLAND,
to me known to be two of the perasons described in and who executed
the foregoing instrument and they severally acknowledged before
me that they executed the same. . A

WITNESS my hand an'd official eeal in the County and
State last aforesaid, this / day of W A.D. 196¢ ,
C, Lat

Fb‘%l"'ﬁtary 8 of Flide

Notary Public, Stale of Posids 2

Bossed by rian lirs & Connally

COUNTT O

STATE OF M’ - o ‘ f )
28,3 — o e

- . T |

.. . I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an
officer duly authorised in the SBtate and County aforesaid to
take acknowledgments, porlonnlli appeared J. M. FRIEDLAND,
individually and as Trustes, joined by his wife, ANNETTE
FRIEDLAND, .to me known to be two of the persons described in
and who executed the foregoing instrument and they severally
acknowledged before me that they sxecuted the same.’ :

WITNESS my hand and official :'s;_é'],i in thg County and
it;tolégsét aforesaid, this ,  -day of i» . ‘

Ky COmnisiion' .oxpirez::it"’ ’"”F‘; State of Rorida af

“

16,
Bended 07 Amaricen oo & Capenty

My Commisaion expires mmissi icey Feb, 161968

6. 11963

Lorge B

e

large

wl
F
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COUNTY or?dn-'&w{z "'_: oL ‘

: I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an

officer duly authorised in the State and County aforesaid to

take acknou{edgments, personally appeared BENJAMIN A. JAVITS, .
individually and as Trustee, joined by his wife, LILY JAVITS,

to me known to be two of the persons described in and who executed
the foregoing instrument and they sevarally acknowledged before
me that they executed the same, ) )

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and

State last aforesaid, this / day of W A.D. 196¢ .
. . <
h!.‘u“‘g;is - Yota cy State of S ZariZ—

‘ - Hotary Pub.l'u: State of Florida a
My Commission expiressMr Commision Expires Feb. 16

YA e 4 PR

S F,:f N .1{5_’\?.‘\ F
L 2 Bl

frefrag vy

STATE OF &% :

TT
- |lcomnrr 0524w,

-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an
officer duly authorized.in the State and County aforesaid to
take acknowledgments, personally appeared BLANCH B. LIPSON, =
formerly BLANCHE B, COHN, Executrix of the Bstate of HENRY I,
COHN, Deceased, to me known tobbe one of the persons dascmibed
in and who executed the foregoing instrument and she severally
acknowledged before me that ahomoxocut;egﬁz!;s:é . BAme, ‘

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and
State last aforesaid, this / ~day of '
A.D. ]»964 . . N ) o

otary ¢, State of
sl a0 - ’ : . R
itk . SRR R ot o
At i ) ‘ . oliry Public, State of Flond
:?i‘li?j,.g Wiy ﬁf,j .. Ky Commisaion. oxpireu:wb.ll
.;:&;‘ 2§ 7. S : besdod by Ammian Fice & Soumly
) (X '\ Lo e . 3 .’~ \ i
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STATE OE}MJJ . . s '
88, -
COUNTY OF (Fytm sk o

I hereby certify, that on this / day of i%p4411
1964 , before me personally appeared . 2 Cuterard and
é: * . ARSTS

armenw A E Lt | President aanéecr

at;ry respectively
of ROYAL PAIM BEACH COLONY, INC., a corporation under the laws

of the State of Florida, to me known to be the persons who signed
the foregoing instrument as such officers and severally acknow-
ledged the execution thereol to be their free act and deed as
such officers for the uses and purposes therein mentioned and
that they affixed thereto the official seal of said corporation,.
and that the said :I.nutrﬁmnt is the act and deed of said

corporation,

in the County of @n/w and State of }/M

the day and year last aforesaid,

| é%@%m

St Y e, State of Floida at Large
_ 3hy Costnission Expiras Feb, 16, 1968 -

Proded by fmarinn Firs B Covualy Cay

r

WITNESS my hand and official seal at @ﬁz 624,./&.4 .
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STATE OF pronIipa | . .
BB
COUNTY OF DADE .

1966 , befores me personally appeared DANIEL A, CASPER and C. W

HATTENBRUN ’
NATIONAL BANK OF MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDL, & national banking
as trustee

association under the Statutes of the United Statea./to me known
to be the persons who signed the foregoing instrument as such

officers and severally acknowledged the execution thereof tc be

Ga1354 e 54

I hereby certify, that on this 1lst day of April

ice Trust Officer
asident/and 8!8¥88!¥y respectively of CITY

Cashier

their free act and deed as such officers for the uses and purposes
therein mentioned and that thay affixed thersto the official seal
of aaid corporation, and that tho aaid inatrumant ia the act and

deed of said corporation.
WITNESS my hand and orfioial leal at Miami Beach

~_and State of Florida

in the COunty of Dade :
. . .‘““‘ul TR H; H
S : ,\\ '{\\ﬁﬂ‘%’?/ %,

the day and year last aforesaid.

Rot ry Public

- "Il'n B ¥y 1

N Hnr S LURUS
My oo son o enne ks W, l.--
Bonded by fingte.an ~Urety Lo, of fi.

AT YA

© Raserded In Oielal Rosord Dosk -
" of Palm Besch County, Morlda 7
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF INDIAN TRAIL

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT IN OPPOSITION TO THE CURRENTLY

PROPOSED MINTO WEST PROJECT; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE

DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

WHEREAS, Indian Trail Improvement District (the “District”) is an independent special
district of the State of Florida located within the unincorporated area of the Western Communities of
Palm Beach County, which provides and maintains drainage, roads and recreational public facilities
to its residents and property owners; and

WHEREAS, in 2008 the Palm Beach County Commission amended the Palm Beach County
Comprehensive Plan to designate a 3,791 acre parcel formerly owned by Callery Judge Groves (the
“Property”) as an “Agricultural Enclave”, permitting development of a maximum of 2,996 dwelling
units at a density of 0.80 units per acre and 235,000 square feet of non-residential development; and

WHEREAS, in 2013, the Property was conveyed to a new owner, Minto SPW, LLC
(“Minto’); and

WHEREAS, Minto has now filed an application with Palm Beach County to amend the
Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan by revising the Agricultural Enclave provisions in the
Future Land Use Element in order to permit additional development on the property (the “Minto
West Project”); and

WHEREAS, the pending application proposes a different mix of permitted land uses and
increases in residential density and non-residential intensity on the Property far above those
permitted by its 2008 approval; and

WHEREAS, as a designated Agricultural Enclave, the development has a statutory
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presumption that it is not “urban sprawl” if its land uses and densities/intensities are consistent with
those in the area surrounding the Property, which presumption may be rebutted by clear and
convincing evidence; and

WHEREAS, based on the recommendations of its professional consultants and other clear
and convincing evidence, the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District have
concluded that the proposed land uses and density/intensity of the proposed Minto West Project are
inconsistent with those in the area generally known as the “Western Communities” and therefore the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment would constitute urban sprawl and should be
discouraged; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has been further advised that approval of the proposed
Minto West Project by the County appears to violate other Goal’s, Objectives and Policies of the
Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan directing the County to consider, among other relevant
factors, the impact of proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendments on maintenance of livable
communities, land use compatibility, neighborhood integrity, neighborhood sprit and sense of
community, and buffering existing communities from “negative externalities"; and

WHEREAS, if the proposed amendments are adopted by the County Commission, the Minto
West Project would result in a massive development adjacent to the Works of the District, especially
its local roadway network, with certain local roads being converted into major regional thoroughfares
to accommodate the traffic and other impacts from such new development, permanently altering the
rural lifestyles of the Western Communities and severely impacting the carrying capacity of the
Works of the District; and

WHEREAS, when the County Commission approved the rezoning for the Highland Dunes
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development in 2013, many Commissioners publicly recognized the value to Palm Beach County of
diverse lifestyles and intensities in Palm Beach County, including the rural lifestyle of the Western
Communities, and stated that careful consideration must be given when applications for development
in the area are considered; and

WHEREAS, Minto is not entitled to any additional development rights on the Property, as
the current approved densities and uses were reviewed by the County in 2008 and approved
consistent with the Property’s designation as an Agricultural Enclave at that time, the land uses and
densities/intensities in the Western Communities have not changed since those 2008 approvals, and
Minto purchased the property knowing full well the extent and scope of the permitted development
on the Property; and

WHEREAS, limiting Minto’s development rights to those already conferred in 2008 would
be in the best interest of the residents of the Indian Trail Improvement District and the Western
Communities, as well as those of the County as a whole, by preserving the diversity of lifestyles that
includes the rural and agricultural uses that are predominant within the Western Communities.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail
Improvement District that:

SECTION 1. The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed and ratified as being true and
correct.

SECTION 2. The Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District hereby opposes
the current pending applications or any amendments thereto filed by Minto seeking to change the
Minto West Project’s mix of uses and increase its densities and intensities. The Board of

Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District acknowledges Palm Beach County’s 2008
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approvals for the site, and strongly urges the Palm Beach County Board of County Commissioners to
not change those previous approvals.

SECTION 3. The Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District hereby directs
that a copy of this Resolution be provided to each member of the Palm Beach County Commission,
the County Administrator, the Village of Royal Palm Beach, the Village of Wellington, the Town of
Loxahatchee Groves, the Palm Beach County League of Cities, the Western Communities Council,
and other entities as may be determined by the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement
District from time to time to be affected by the future development of the Property, for their
consideration and review.

SECTION 4. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of July, 2014.

INDIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

(DISTRICT SEAL)
BY:
Carol Jacobs, President
BY:
Ralph Bair, Vice President
BY:
Michelle Damone, Treasurer
BY:
Gary Dunkley, Assistant Secretary
BY:

Jennifer Hager, Supervisor
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Stephanie Gregory

From: Frank S Palen [palen@caldwellpacetti.com]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Verdenia Baker; Rebecca Caldwell; Lorenzo Aghemo; Bryan Davis; Stephanie Gregory; Nora

Lavit G.; Robert P. Banks; Jon MacGillis; Leonard W. Berger; George Webb; Dan Weisberg;
Ken Todd; Kim Graham

Cc: 'Ushallman@indiantrail.com'; Dagaree Bartels-Gremling; Priscilla Taylor A.; Paulette Burdick
P.; Hal Valeche; Shelley Vana; Steven Abrams; MaryLou Berger; santama@pbcgov.org;
Public Affairs; 'Carol Jacobs'; rbair@indiantrail.com; damone@indiantrail.com; Gary Dunkley
(GaryDunkley.ITID@gmail.com); Jennifer Hagar (JHager@indiantrail.com); Carol Jacobs;
Michelle Damone; Ralph Bair (RalphJeanetta@bellsouth.net); George Gentile, ASLA ; Dodi
Glas; fmperri@perrytaylorlaw.com; Frank S Palen; James P. Fleischmann;
jcapra@gocaptec.com; john.kim@mcmtrans.com; Karen Krumbholz; Marty Morlan ; Mary M
Viator; Rhett Keene, P.E. ; Ruth P. Clements; stormj@fdn.com

Subject: Indian Trail Improvement District Comments on Minto West Project

Attachments: 14-0724 ITID Ltr to PBC re Minto Impacts w Exh A.pdf

Dear Verdenia,

| attach a letter provided at your request and pursuant to the direction of Indian Trail
Improvement District’s Board of Supervisors. It summarizes the District’s viewpoint on the
proposed Minto West Project. The complete package (including all exhibits) is too voluminous
to transmit directly, but may be accessed and downloaded from the following link:

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/9jom47h6yqgj9pok/AABcbKuXkkAI8OD51nVaivSLa

The basic supporting information in this letter was provided in draft form to Brian Davis in the
County Planning Division on July 2, 2014 so that he could consider it as he prepares the draft
County Staff Report. In the interim, the District's Summary of Concerns (Exhibit A) has been
substantially revised in response to changes in the Minto West Project and receipt of
additional information regarding the Project. Exhibits B through L themselves have not been
altered; Exhibit M has been added.

The Board of Supervisors acknowledges the land use mix and levels of density/intensity
approved by the County in 2008 for the Callery-Judge Groves Agricultural Enclave. However, it
is the District’s position that the changes in land use and increases in density/intensity
proposed by Minto SPW LLC cannot be justified within the terms of either the Agricultural
Enclave Act or the Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan as a whole. For the reasons
presented at length in its letter, the Board of Supervisors strongly urges the County
Commission not to increase the levels of density and intensity assigned to the property above
those approved in 2008.

If you have any questions regarding this or any other related matter, please call the District's
retained special legal counsel, F. Martin Perry, Esq. at 561- 721-3300.



Thank you

Frank

Frank S. Palen, Esq., AICP

Caldwell Pacetti Edwards Schoech & Viator LLP
One Clearlake Centre

250 South Australian Avenue, Suite 600

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

Tel.: (561) 655-0620

Fax: (561) 655-3775

E-mail: palen @caldwellpacetti.com

The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information. It is intended only for the use of
the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, dissemination, distribution
or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply
email and destroy all copies of the original message.

IRS Circular 230 disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any tax advice
contained in this communication (including any attachments) was not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the
purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any
transaction or matter addressed herein.



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-002

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF INDIAN TRAIL

IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT URGING THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF PALM BEACH COUNTY TO SUPPORT A REGIONAL

APPROACH TO SOLVING THE TRAFFIC AND OTHER IMPACTS OF

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT IN THE WESTERN COMMUNITIES;

REQUESTING SUPPORT FOR THIS APPROACH FROM THE AFFECTED

MUNICIPALITIES IN THE WESTERN COMMUNITIES; AND PROVIDING FOR

AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, Indian Trail Improvement District (the “District”) is an independent special district
of the State of Florida located within the unincorporated area of the Western Communities of Palm Beach
County, which provides and maintains drainage, roads and recreational public facilities to its residents and
property owners; and

WHEREAS, Palm Beach County is the general purpose local government responsible for planning
for and approving development and for providing roadways, traffic management and other public facilities
and services in the unincorporated areas of the Western Communities; and

WHEREAS, Minto SPW, LLC (the “Company”) has filed applications with Palm Beach County
for amendments to the County’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Regulations to allow the
Company to construct a large scale development project, styled “Minto West”, on approximately 4000
acres within the heart of the Western Communities, which project alone is projected at buildout to add
more than 70,000 Average Daily Trips upon the region’s roadway system; and

WHEREAS, Other large land holdings in addition to those of the Company, including those of G.

L. Homes, Avenir and others, have submitted or are currently considering or preparing to submit

applications for development approval, the cumulative effect of which will have enormous, transformative,
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and potentially disastrous effects on the roadways, traffic management systems and public infrastructure in
the Western Communities, which are commonly acknowledged to be inadequate to serve the existing
population without the added burdens created by these proposed developments; and

WHEREAS, The traffic impacts of existing, announced and potential development will impose
special burdens on the residents and taxpayers of the District who have constructed and currently maintain
a large portion of the area’s drainage and roadway facilities without outside financial assistance or support;
and

WHEREAS, These traffic impacts will also seriously degrade and impede traffic flow on the roads
and other public infrastructure of or serving municipalities in the Western Communities; and

WHEREAS, There is an urgent need for a cooperative, multi-jurisdictional, area-wide or
“regional” approach to planning public facilities and services to address, and potentially resolve, the
challenges created by likely increases in the intensity and density of development in the unincorporated
area of the Western Communities.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail
Improvement District hereby:

1. Strongly urge the Palm Beach County Board of County Commissioners to take whatever
action is necessary to address on a regional, multi-jurisdictional, cooperative basis the immediate, critical
challenges posed by increased density and intensity of development in the Western Communities,
especially the impact of such additional development.on the area’s inadequate drainage, roadway, and
traffic management systems.

2. Request the governing boards of the affected municipalities to join with the District and
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Palm Beach County to address the regional impacts of additional development, especially on the area’s
drainage, roadway and traffic management systems.

3 Direct District Staff and Consultants to present copies of this Resolution to the governing
boards of the Town of Loxahatchee Groves, the Village of Wellington, the Village of Royal Palm Beach,
the City of West Palm Beach and the City of Palm Beach Gardens, which municipalities and their residents
are directly affected by the County’s actions, and to solicit the support of and participation by these
municipalities in this common effort.

4. EFFECTIVE DATE: This resolution is effective immediately upon adoption.

This Resolution passed and adopted this 14th day of May, 2014.

INDIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT, AN
INDEPENDENT SPECIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF FLORIDA

BY ITS BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Car

BY:

Ralph Bair, Vice President

Gary Dunkley, Assistant Secretary

B Lo/ /e%ée//u

& _'J’enn'i'fb/r Hager,' SL@ervisor
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-004
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF INDIAN
TRAIL IMPOVEMENT DISTRICT EXPRESSING DISAPPROVAL OF
THE CURRENT MINO WEST PROJECT; PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES
WHEREAS, Indian Trail Improvement District (the “District”) is an independent special
district of the State of Florida located within the unincorporated area of the Western
Communities of Palm Beach County, which provides and maintains drainage, roads and
recreational public facilities to its residents and property owners; and
WHEREAS, a 3,791 acre parcel, formerly owned by Callery Judge Groves, approved in
2008 by the Palm Beach County Commission for development that would permit 2,996 dwelling
units at a density of 0.80 units per acre and 235,000 square feet of non-residential development
on property designated as an “Agricultural Enclave” in the Palm Beach County Comprehensive
Plan (the “Property”); and
WHEREAS, in 2013, the Property was conveyed to a new owner, Minto SPW, LLC
(“Minto”); and
WHEREAS, Minto has since filed an application with Palm Beach County to amend the
Palm Beach County Comprehensive Plan by revising the Agricultural Enclave provisions in the
Future Land Use Element in order to permit the development of the following:
e 6,500 residential units
e 1.4 million square feet of non-residential
o 200,000 square feet of office
o 200,000 square feet of light industrial/manufacturing
o 500,000 square feet of acrospace and technology research and
development

o 500,000 square feet of retail
e 3,000 student university



e 150 room hotel
e Spring Training Baseball Complex
e Community parks and recreation facilities
e Elementary, middle and high school
on the property (the “Minto West Project”); and
WHEREAS, the pending application more than doubles the currently approved
residential density on the Property, and would increase the non-residential uses on the Property
more than six times that of the currently approved plan; and
WHEREAS, as a designated Agricultural Enclave, the development has a statutory
presumption that it is not urban sprawl if its land uses and densities include those that surround
the property; and
WHEREAS, considering the Indian Trail Improvement District, the uses and intensities
in the area generally known as the “Western Communities,” the proposed amendment would be
urban sprawl; and
WHEREAS, the approval of the proposed amendment would result in an urban enclave,
with uses and intensities of use disproportionate to those that surround the Property; and
WHEREAS, if the proposed amendments are adopted by the County Commission, it
would result in a massive development, and certain roads being converted into thoroughfares for
traffic from new developments, which would permanently alter the rural lifestyles of the Western
Communities; and
WHEREAS, when the County Commission approved the rezoning for the Highland
Dunes development in 2013, many Commissioners publicly recognized the value to Palm Beach
County of diverse lifestyles and intensities in Palm Beach County, including the rural lifestyle of

the Western Communities, and stated that careful consideration must be given when applications
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for development in the area are considered; and

WHEREAS, Minto is not entitled to any additional development rights, as the current
approved densities and uses were reviewed by the County in 2008 and approved consistent with
the Property’s designation as an Agricultural Enclave at that time, the uses and intensities of use
in the Western communities have not changed since those 2008 approvals, and Minto purchased
the property knowing full well the extent and scope of the permitted development on the
Property; and

WHEREAS, denying the proposed applications would be in the best interest of the
residents of the Indian Trail Improvement District and the Western Communities, as well as
throughout the County by preserving the diversity of lifestyles that includes the rural and
agricultural uses that are predominant within the Western Communities.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail
Improvement District that:

SECTION 1. The foregoing recitals are hereby affirmed and ratified as being true and
correct.

SECTION 2. The Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District hereby
expresses its disapproval of the current pending applications filed by Minto to increase the
currently approved densities and intensities of uses for the Minto West Project. The Board of
Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District has stated its willingness to accept Palm Beach
County’s previous 2008 approvals for the site, and strongly urges the Palm Beach County Board
of County Commissioners to not change those previous approvals.

SECTION 3. The Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail Improvement District hereby



directs that a copy of this Resolution be provided to each member of the Palm Beach County
Commission, the County Administrator, the Village of Royal Palm Beach, the Indian Tail
Improvement District, the Town of Loxahatchee Groves, the Palm beach County League of
Cities, and other entities as may be determined by the Board of Supervisors of Indian Trail
Improvement District from time to time to be affected by the future development of the Property,
for their consideration and review.

SECTION 4. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of July, 2014.

INDIAN TRAIL WATER CONTROL DISTRICT

BY:
Carol Jacobs, President
BY:
Ralph Bair, Vice President
BY:
Michelle Damone, Treasurer
BY:
Gary Dunkley, Assistant Secretary
BY:

Jennifer Hager, Supervisor

(DISTRICT SEAL)





