Number

22-DPJPD-22 - STAR TOWER - COMMENT RESPONSES

Comments

Formal Response

CRA (Reviewer: Francisco Diaz Mendez, FDiaz-Mendez@hollywoodfl.org)

All ROW restoraon, i.e., sidewalks, landscape, lighng, site furniture, etc., shall be in accord
ance with the City/CRA Dra Downtown Design Guidelines.

o

Per the Dra Downtown Design Guidelines, sidewalks within the ROW shall be constructed
with pictureframe concrete in lieu of decorave pavers. Please update plans and rendering
s accordingly.

The plans have been corrected to idenify pictureframe
concrete as requested. Please refer to sheets SP-101 and
LH-101 where it has been identified.

Number

Comments
ECN (Reviewer: David Vazquez)

Formal Response

While the applicant has acknowledged the Park Impact Fee Applicaon twice (on paper), | h
ave yet to
received it.

Completed Park Impact Fee Application is included with
this submission

Number

Comments

Formal Response

ENGINEERING (Reviewer: Adam Licht/Clarissa Ip )

It appears from Sheet SP-1.0, this application is an amendment to previously approved
Planned Development. If so, please mention in the application form in

the Explanation of Request section for an amendment and provide the previously
approved site plan’s file number to be amended. On the plan set cover page,

please indicate such intend of this application and the applicable approved site

plan file number to be amended. Lastly, please provide previously approved site

plan with supporting studies and documents.

**Comment addressed. **

Please clarify if a variance/approval was granted for the property requiring a
reduced number of parking stalls. Please provide the approval and ensure the
calculation is correct.

**per Sheet SP-1.0, engineering related variance being requested to reduce
column setback from parking stall entrance from minimum 3’ to 1.5".
Currently, Engineering is not in support of this variance, please provide all
relevant information required for variance requests for further review.**

See revised floor plan sheets. All dimensions have been
provided for columns at parking stall entrances. All
dimensions are 3' minimum.

Sheet SP-1.0, please clarify the parking counts between the Number 9 of the Site
Data table for parking and the Parking Schedule at the bottom of the sheet. i.e. 75
tandem spaces vs. 150 tandem spaces, 267 total spaces vs. 268. In the Parking
Schedule, what is Parking Space 1? Typo in the word Addition under Number 9 of
the Site Data.

**Comment no longer applies. Sheet SP-1.0 no longer exists, parking data is
now on Sheet SP-101.

New comments as per revised plans:

o In the Site Data table, the Total Unit Parking under the Provided

column does not add up to 345, please address. Subsequent parking
calculation related to handicap parking required will need to be review

after the corrected parking count is provided.

**Comment addressed. **

o Provide number of Loading Space required and the number provided.
Indicate in the table for minimum Loading Space vertical clearance of

14’ is required.

Per discussions with staff, loading spaces have been
moved from the alley and are now within the building.
They are accessed from the entrance on Taylor Street.
Trash trucks will service the building from the alley.

Sheet SP-1.0, Number 13 of the Site Data table, provide the referenced Diagram
SP-1.
**Comment no longer applies. Sheet SP-1.0 no longer exists.**

Please identify the height of the garage on the first level at the entrance, loading
dock and handicap stalls. Minimum loading space vertical clearance is 14’. ADA
Van accessible space vertical clearance is 98”.

**Comment addressed. **




Applicant is to provide a minimum of (2) loading stalls. Loading spaces shall be an
area at the grade level at least 10 feet wide by 25 feet long with 14 feet vertical
clearance. Each loading space shall be directly accessible from a street or alley
without crossing or entering any other required off-street loading space and
arranged for convenient and safe ingress and egress by motor truck and/or trailer
combination. Such loading space shall also be accessible from the interior of any
building it is intended to serve, such as the Retail bays. Indicate the loading space
requirement and the number of loading spaces provided in the parking table.
**Comment not addressed.

The increased in the number of residential units to 348 will require

three loading spaces instead of two, please show in Site Data table

and provide. Parking information in the Site Data table does not call

out the number of loading spaces required vs the number of loading

spaces provided, please add.

**Comment addressed. **

o The proposed loading spaces with curb cut from the alley does not

meet backout distance requirements and would not be functional.

Please provide loading spaces such that they are off-street and

accessed internally from the garage.

See comment response #3

o The loading spaces shall have connectivity/access to the retail
space.**
**Comment addressed.**

All parking stalls shall be consecutively numbered and fully dimensioned. Please
show in plans. Any stall located next to a solid obstruction is required to be a
minimum of 9.5” wide. Any stall with obstructions on both sides is required to be a
minimum of 10.5".

**Comment not addressed.

o The numbering of the stalls is incorrect, the first floor (SP-2.0) is not
numbered, the second floor starts on #1 (SP-2.1). Then each floor

restarts the parking count out 1. We are looking for consecutive

numbering, with the numbering continues on the next floor, meaning All stall widths have been dimensioned. All stalls widths
on sheet SP-2.3 the stall number shall be 398. Please provide a plan are a minimum of 8'-6".

sheet for each floor of the garage. Where stalls are adjacent to a wall, stall width is 9'-6".
**Comment addressed, parking count totals 410. Where stalls are between two wall, stall width is 10'-6".

o In addition, all stalls shall be dimensioned to ensure they meet the
code requirements when positioned next to a solid obstruction on one
side, i.e. the Tandem Parkings 14 and 17, and Stall 10, the minimum
stall width is 9.5”.**

Minimum tandem parking stall depth shall be 36’.
**Comment addressed. **

Applicant identifies a Valet booth/area —

a. ldentify all valet stalls and provide a line item for these stalls in the parking
calculations.

**Comment not addressed. Parking calculation not updated as

requested. **

b. Provide a valet operation plan that includes items such as but not limited to
review and analysis of number of vehicles anticipated, queuing spaces
required, number of staff required, hours of operation and valet site plan
showing valet station location and vehicle queuing. Also, provide a plan to
show how the cars will be stored and what route will be taken to the storage
parking facility.

**Comment not addressed. No plan has been provided. **

**Comment no long applicable valet services have been eliminated from
design.**

Revise parking details, for standard and ADA compliant stalls to City of Hollywood
typical details.
**Comment addressed.**

Per Sheet SP-1.2 cross sections on Taylor Street and US1, building fagade
elements will be encroaching into the public rights-of-way. Approval and
agreement with the City are required for Taylor Street encroachment and from
FDOT for US1.

**Comment addressed. Building footprint has been updated to not encroach
into public ROW**




12

Sheet SP-2.0, provide pavement marking and signage plan to show how vehicular
traffic circulation operates. Will traffic be limited to right-turn only to the upper floors
of the garage? Parking stalls in the center area backing out in conflict with the
vehicular traffic at the entrance / exit area is of concern.

**Comment not addressed.

o Sheet SP-2.0, Ground Level Floor Plan, layout has been modified.

o Garage floor plans, Sheets SP-2.0 thru SP-2.3 show designated Retail

/ Valet parking spaces. Please identify these spaces in the Site Data

table.

**Comment not longer applicable. Valet has been removed from plan. **

o Direction of vehicular traffic flow not identified on garage floor plans,
pavement marking plan shall be provided for each level of the parking

garage. In addition, a plan is to be provided for any off-site pavement

markings in the ROW. All road names shall be labeled on the plans. **
**Comment not addressed, pavement marking plan not provided for upper
garage levels. **

Will address prior to commission.

13

Traffic impact analysis is required, coordinate with Rick Mitinger, Transportation
Engineer, 954-921-3900 or rmitinger@hollywoodfl.org. Include trips generated by
the project and all committed trips of future projects, trip distribution and impact to
the roadway network. Provide a review of existing and future multimodal
transportation impacts and needs. Include a review of existing and future
transportation related improvements and amenities such as street and pedestrian
lighting, bus shelter, bike facility and/or sidewalks. Traffic study reviews are done

on a cost recovery basis by a City’s consultant.

**Comment not addressed.**

Traffic study comments have been discussed with staff
and revised study will be submitted for review.

14

Please identify the location of all guest stalls proposed.
**Comment addressed. **

15

All non-vehicle areas shall be stripped to clearly identify pedestrian areas and
vehicular areas. (i.e., loading zone, any space next to parking stalls or walls etc.).
**Comment not fully addressed.

Sheet SP-2.1, area adjacent to Storage.

Sheets SP-2.2 and SP-2.3, areas near Stalls 45-48.**

**Comment not addressed. Loading zones are not stripped. In addition, this
stripping should not be ADA stripping, please provide differentiation

between the two different stripping patterns in the garage. **

Please refer to sheet CM-101. Any non-ADA areas are to
be striped with yellow.

16

In the parking garage, all dead-end situations shall receive a parking stall stripped
out for vehicle turnaround or a minimum 3-foot-wide drivable area bump out with
a curb perimeter. This bump out may not encroach into any required setback.
**Comment not addressed. Further review required upon receipt of garage
pavement marking plan showing vehicular circulation is provided. **

Adusted parking layout to provide 12' depth and 22' width
bump out for stall 410.

17

Provide site triangles at all driveway access (6’ X 12’) and corner setback triangles.
**Comment to be reviewed upon curb cuts and driveway access locations

are finalized. Sight triangle requirements are as follows, for distance

between property line to edge of pavement is less than 12 feet, 12’x12’ sight
visibility triangle is required and 6’X12’ when the property line is 12 feet or
greater from the edge of pavement. **

Please refer to site triangles shown as requested on sheet
SP-101. These have been drawn as required by code
section 155.12 (D) (1) Diagram B

18

Provide corner right-of-way dedication at US1 and Taylor Street minimum 25’X25’
triangle, measuring 25’ along property lines. Alley and US1 requires 6’X6’ triangle
corner right-of-way dedication, measuring 6’ along property lines. Any rights-of-way
dedication as required by FDOT will also needs to be met. Please indicate on

plans.

**Comment partially addressed. Please label the areas as ROW Dedication,

not FDOT Easement or Corner Easement. Pending determination of FDOT’s
requirements.**

The Design team held a preapp meeting on 7/20/2023 in
which it was requested by FDOT that at 30'x30' Right-of-
Way Easement be provided. Additionally, FDOT does not
require a 6'x6' triangle dedication or easement at the
corner of US1 and the alley. The 30'X30' Right-of-Way
Easement as requested by FDOT is shown on sheet SP-101.
Design team can connect the City of Hollywood with FDOT
reviewers. Anthony
Beecher[Anthony.Beecher@dot.state.fl.us] & Carina
Harvey [Carina.Harvey@dot.state.fl.us]

19

Please identify the material of all walkways and driveways/parking lots. Ensure
details are provide that align with the requirements of the City of Hollywood.
**Comment addressed. **




20

Provide civil plans for the proposed work indicating items such as but not limited
to drainage improvements, curbing, all vehicle turning radii, sight triangles,
pavement marking and signage plans and details as well as change in elevations
to show that handicap accessibility has been met. Show location of existing water
and sewer mains on plans and show how you are planning to connect to the city
system. For water and sanitary sewer connection, show any pavement restoration
and details required for connections within City rights-of-way. Full road width
asphalt pavement mill and resurfacing is required for Taylor Street and the alley
along the frontage of the site. Area of road asphalt pavement resurfacing and
restoration on US1 to be determined by FDOT. Additional pavement mill and
resurfacing may be required for any off-site utility improvements or extension
needed for the project.

**Applicant is proposing connections to utilities on Federal highway but not
showing any restoration on Sheets CU-101 or CP-101 for that area, please
provide.

Sheet CU-101, relocate water meter on to private property at the property
line.**

**Comment not addressed; no restoration has been shown on either of the
plans mentioned in the narrative. On sheet CP-101 show the required
restoration and milling/resurfacing needed for the proposed utility
connections in addition to any other restoration requirements for FDOT.**

Refer to sheet CU-101 for pavement restoration along
North Federal Highway.

21

Applicant will be required to mill & resurface all adjacent streets and alleys to the
project. Please add a note to the site plan stating this requirement and provide a
Civil plan with hatch showing limits of any trench restoration and limits of pavement
mill and resurfacing and restoration of the associated pavement markings.
**Comment addressed. **

22

All pavement markings within the City rights-of-way are to be approved by the
Broward County Traffic Engineering Division. This can be provided at time of
permitting.

**To be provided at time of permitting. **

23

All pavement markings within the City rights-of-way are to be approved by the
Broward County Traffic Engineering Division. This can be provided at time of
permitting.

**To be provided at time of permitting. **

24

Provide separate dimension for the ADA stall width and the accessible width.
Applicant is required to provide a minimum of (1) van accessible space out of the
required 7. Please identify this stall and the vertical clearance from the entrance of
the garage to this stall for compliance.

**Comment not addressed.

Please re-calculation number of ADA spaces and ADA Van Accessible

spaces required after Comment 3 related to total number of parking has been
addressed.

Please dimension all ADA stalls and accessible routes on all garage floor

plan sheets. (i.e. SP-2.2) **

Dimensions have been added to all accessible aisles and
stalls

25

Sheets SP-2.2 and SP-2.3, provide ADA accessibility between the ADA parking
stalls and the Elevator Lobby accessing the elevators.
**Comment addressed. **

26

Please identify how the Trash Room will be accessed for removal and how trash
trucks will be situated for trash collection. Provide trash chute for recyclables and
for general trash. Trash Room shall be able to accommodate dumpsters. Note 20
on Sheet SP-1.1 indicates trash bins will be used.

**Comment partially addressed. Sheet SP-1.1 has been eliminated and site
layout has been modified.

o Please identify the trash chute on the site plan for residential use.
**Comment addressed. **

o Show access location for the Retail Trash and Service area. Any door
encroachment into the alley rights-of-way or use of right-of-way for

pick-up will not be permitted.

**Comment partially addressed, please show location for trash pickup on
sheet. SP-101 and SP-2.0.**

o Please fully dimension the adjacent to the loading staging area in front

of the Trash Room.

**Comment addressed. **

o Please clarify that dumpsters will be used for trash collection. **

**Comment not addressed in plans. **

Will address prior to commission.

27

Sheets SP-2.0 to SP-2.3, garage ramps are showing to be in the Down direction
on all sheets with drive aisles traffic circulation going in the Up direction. Please
address.

**Comment addressed. **




28

Sheets SP-2.0 to SP-2.3, garage ramps are at 16% slopes. Speed ramps are
typically limited at 12% slope, consider a transition ramp.

**Ramp slope on the revised plans is 15.58%.**

**Comment addressed. **

29

Please clearly show all aisle space dimensions. Applicant is showing a dimension
of 25’-10” on the east aisle but there are columns that intrude into this dimension.
**Comment addressed. *

30

Pavement marking and signage plans will be required to show how pavement
markings and signage will be provided to inform drivers the vehicular traffic
circulation is one-way while the design, drive aisle and driveway widths are
sufficient for two-way traffic.

**Comment not addressed, please provide pavement marking plans for each
of the six levels garage. **

**Comment still not addressed. Pavement marking plan to be provided for
each level of garage similarly to CM-101. Ensure pavement markings meet
City and Broward County standards (i.e. stop bar setback.) **

Will address prior to commission.

31

For the building columns are required to be setback a minimum of 3 feet from the
entrance of the stall.

See revised floor plan sheets. All dimensions have been
provided for columns at parking stall entrances. All
dimensions are 3' minimum.

32

Provide separate civil engineering and streetscape plans and details showing
existing conditions and proposed public improvements and work along site’s
adjacent streets within the rights-of-way. Review and approval by City CRA will
be required.

**Comment addressed.**

33

Please note that the City, in conjunction with the Downtown Community
Redevelopment Agency, is working on developing a manual setting forth
requirements for rights-of-way design and improvements guidelines in the RAC
area. Continued coordination will be required.

** Applicant acknowledged. **

34

A complete street concept redesign of US1 adjacent to this proposed

development’s site is currently underway. Proposed site design and all US1 rights-of-way
improvements under this project shall coordinate and be compatible with

the proposed improvements and vision of the corridor. Please coordinate with

FDOT project consultant, Trace Consultants, Inc., Frank Panellas, PE, with

notification to City CRA and Engineering, Transportation and Mobility Division staff.
**Applicant acknowledged and is working with Trace consultants per written
response. **

35

Provide FDOT Pre Application Letter.

**Comment not addressed. **

**Comment not fully addressed. Applicant provide email evidence, but a
letter shall be provided from FDOT for meeting. Please provide. **

FDOT NO LONGER PROVIDES A TRANSCRIPT OF PRE-
APPLICATION MEETING. EMAIL EVIDENCE IS OF FDOT
REVIEWER STATING TRANSCRIPTS OF MEETINGS ARE NO
LONGER PROVIDED.

36

For utilities work within City rights-of-way, ROW permit will be required at the time
of permit.
**To be provided at time of permitting. **

37

MOT plans required at the time of City Building Permit review.
**To be provided at time of permitting. **

38

All outside agency permits must be obtained prior to issuance of City building
permit.
**To be provided at time of permitting. **

39

This project will be subject to impact fees (inclusive of park impact fee) under the
new City Ordinance PO-2022-17, effective September 21, 2022. Impact fees
payments to be made at the time of City Building Permit issuance.

**To be provided at time of permitting. **

40

More comments may follow upon review of the requested information

41

Update project address on the application from 1817 Taylor Street to 410 North
Federal Highway to match records from County Property Appraisal.
**Comment addressed. **

42

Sheet SP-2.0, please show how access is being provided for each room, i.e. Pump
Room, Transformer Room, Electric Room, etc, and fully dimension all areas
accordingly.

**Comment addressed. *

Number

Comments

Formal Response

LANDSCAPE (Reviewer: Favio Perez, fperez@hollywoodl.org )




revised calculaons for trust fund payment on chart in sheet LD -101. Remove the Relocate

Tree replacement Table” has been removed. Only Tree
mitigation table is applicable on tree disposition plan.
Mitigation and code required trees or shortfalls related to
the Tree Trust Fund are shown on Sheet LP-101. It is the

1 tree symbol from
. y request of KEITH that the Relocate symbol not be removed
disposion legend. . . . e
from the disposition legend. This clarifies that there are no|
anticipated relocations in the project, there is still a
possibility through subsequent drawing revision.
ide the cit d Tree Prot detail. Detail be d loaded fi it bsi
2 fgow e the city approved Tree Protecon detail. Detail can be downloaded from city websi | .. requested details on sheet LD-101.
3 revise migaon deficiency calculaons on sheet LP-101. Please see the revised calculations on sheet LP-101.
4 provide the clear trunk specs for the proposed palms along the sidewalk in the tree grates |HT has been corrected to CT as requested.
Single Montgomery Palms (PE) have been added to this
5 provide addional slender palm species along SW corner to bu ffer the exisng residence. location as requested. The NW portion has overhead lines
and neither trees or palms may be accommodated.
16 site trees required and provided. 16” and 1 palm required for migaon. Palms are migat
ed 1:1 withan 8’ CT
palm, trees are migated inch per inch with a 12’ ht, 2” dbh trunk. Palm migaon is covered
6 with proposed planngs. This has been corrected on sheet LP-101.
Tree migaon has not been provided. 16” / 2 = 8 trees required at 12’ht/2”dbh. 8 trees x $3
50 = $2,800 payment to
Tree Trust Fund. Revised chart and calculaons.
Pl fer to sheet LP-101 wh t barrier has b
provide detail and mark on plan a root barrier for the proposed Oak trees in the SE island. |. easF.re ertoshee \where root barrier has been
7 identified as requested. Please refer to sheet LP-501
where a root barrier detail has been added as requested.
These notes are standard boiler plate notes that may not
be removed from the standard Landscape Notes page LL-
001. These notes are regardless of no anticipated
8 Remove Tree Relocaon notes (G) from detail sheet. relocations on the project, however there is still a
possibility through subsequent drawing revision. For the
purpose of there being no relocates anticipated, these
notes have been temporarily struck.
Add note: No land bst hall b de without the City of Holl d l.
9 note: No landscape substuons shall be made without the City of Hollywood approval. f,, © . @ heet LP-101.
10 Add note: No tree removal or planng allowed unl subpermits are fully approved by city. Please see note added to sheet LD-101.
Add note: No Cypress mulch is to be used on site. Provide Eucalyptus or Melaleuca mulch |RESPONSE: Please see note added to sheet LP-101. Refer
11 in a 3” consistent layer in all planng also to existing note T. #4 on sheet LP-001 as KEITH
beds standard note.
Above ground equipment: Where required for screening purposes, hedge shall be planted
12 at equipment height for visual screening. RESPONSE: Please see note added to sheet LP-101.
Provide minimum of 36” ht.
13 Addi_onal comments may follow upon further review of requested items and information Acknowledged
provided.
Number Comments Formal Response
PLANNING (Reviewer: Cameron Palmer , cpalmer@hollywoodfl.org )
1 PLEASE NOTE: Commission Ordinance O-2006-32 which
created the PD assigns 85 units to the zone
) Minimum required width of parking spaces which are adjacent to a wall or other solid See Engineering comment #7. All stalls widths are
obstruction shall be 10.5 ft. Please dimension to demonstrate dimensioned and comply with minimum widths.
3 B.2.k All parking spaces shall have concrete car stops (6 ft. long) or curbing. Not Provided |All parking stalls show concerete car stops.
Title XV, 155.08(C) For residential corner properties, curb cuts shall be setback from the
roperty line adjacent to the street or alley a minimum distance equal to the applicable
4 P _p' Y ! v 4 p{) Dimensions have been added to sheet SP-101
building setback, but not less than 15 feet. Curb cuts for all other corner properties shall
not be less than 25 feet from the property corner intersection. Please Demonstrate
(3) Curb cuts serving three car garage facilities may be a maximum width of 27 feet See Engineering comment #3. Curb cuts have been
5 subject to compliance with the 30% total width criteria. reduced and loading spaces have been relocated to be
Not Met. Engineering to comment. within the building.
Di te tand in Stats table, th
6 enote tandem spaces in Stats table, ensure they are Tandem spaces have been removed.

assigned to individual units.




(c) The maximum average tower floorplate shall be regulated by the tower's
principal use as follows:
(i) Commercial or mixed -use: Average up to 35,000 square feet; maximum of

Project has 7 podium levels at 29,851 SF and 15 tower
levels at 20,519 SF.

7 45,000 squf\re fee't for ény single tower floorplate. ' Average floorplate area is 23,488 SF
(i) Residential and Hotel uses: Average up to 24,000 square feet; maximum of .
i See table and diagrams on sheet SP-2.0
30,000 square feet for any single tower floorplate.
Please demonstrate compliance with (ii)
The requested calculation has been provided on sheet LP-
101. There is 1,833 SF of pervious area which required 2
s Article 9, $59.3: 1 tree per 1,000 sq. ft. of pervious area of property. trees be provided. Trees will not adeqatley fit the between|
Please demonstrate compliance the building and sidewalks. Therefore this requirement is
deficient 2 trees and is noted in the Trust Fund
Calculations as well.
Lots with a width of more than 50 ft.: 25% of the total square footage of the paved
vehlcu_lar use_area shall be landscaped . The requested calculation has been provided on sheet LP-
Lots with a width 50 ft. or less: 15% of the total square footage of the paved vehicular use .
101. The VUA area on site is labelled on LP-101 as
9 area shall be landscaped. ) ) . . i
25% of the paved area exposed to sky (vehcile access collectively 35.6 SF which requires 89 SF of planting which
drives and loading area) must be provided in landscaped has been provided.
areas.
Number Comments Formal Response
FIRE (Reviewer: Chris Clinton)
Fire review for TAC is limited to fire department access and minimum fire flow
1 req'uirem_ents for water supply for firefighting pL_eroses. --—'A complete architecturél ' Acknowledged
review will be completed during formal application of architectural plans to the building
department.
) This is the third TAC review by Fire (J. Castano on 11-23-22) (C. Clinton on 07-09-23), and |Fire Flow test has been performed. Confirmation received
the Hydrant Flow Test has been requested both times. from reviewer.
Water supply shall meet the requirements of NFPA 1 (2018 Ed.) Section 18.4.5.3. --- To
determine the minimum fire flow required for firefighting purposes, a Hydrant Flow Test
will need to be scheduled through our Underground Utilities Department via email. ---
3 underground@hollywoodfl.org Fire Flow test has been performed. Confirmation received

Once Fire receives the Hydrant Flow Test results, they will be compared to the Fire Flow
Calculations on plan page CU-101 to ensure there is an adequate water supply for the
structure.

from reviewer.




via planning, inc.

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

To: City of Hollywood
From: Thuha Nguyen - via planning, inc.
Date: November 16, 2023

Re: Response to Star Tower Hollywood Traffic Impact Study Follow-up
Comments

Please find below the responses to comments received on October 19, 2023, associated
with the traffic impact study of Star Tower Hollywood development, located at 1817
Taylor Street, in the City of Hollywood.

1.

2.

3.

Please provide the revised methodology letter for the project for the final traffic study
submittal appendix. Comments were provided on September 11, 2023, but the revised
methodology was not resubmitted. The methodology in the Appendix is a “Draft”.
Response (11-02-2023): Aftachment 1 is the methodology, which incorporates
changes to address the comments.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Attachment 1 is the methodology, will be

included in the final report.

Additional Response: Please see the revised report.

The Project Traffic Development states the existing traffic is 2022, please revise to 2023.
Response (11-02-2023): The typo will be corrected. Thank you.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Addressed.

The Committed Trips section will need to provide the project turning movements from
the traffic study for each committed development and include the project name and
location.

Response: The committed development project volumes by movement are not
available as most of the traffic studies do not include the Star Tower Hollywood's study
intersections. During a separate effort (RAC Major Roadways Congestion Assessment,
please access that information here), the link-level committed trips from each
development were determined and were distributed throughout the RAC maijor
roadways. Whenever the trips pass through the Star Tower study intersections, the trips
added as a committed trip.

As shown in Atftachment 2A, Block 40 project contributes 37 project trips during AM
peak houron US 1 corridor, north of Young Circle. As these trips continue north tfowards


https://viaplanning.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=24d19482ca884f168f7f74acc17280fb

the Star Tower Hollywood study intersections, the 37 trips are divided equally and
added to the northbound and southbound approach of the intersections.

Similarly, all the other committed trips from the rest of the committed developments
were added to the Star Tower Hollywood study intersections, when applicable.

Attachment 2B shows a sample link (US 1 between Taylor and Fillmore) and all the
committed ftrips from the various developments, totaling 248 trips. The table shows
how these 248 trips are accounted for in volume development.
Follow-up Comment (11-3-2023): The commiited development trips were
discussed with via planning, inc. and will be included in the intersection volume
development tables.
Additional Response: Please see Appendix D in the revised report.

In the Project Traffic Analysis section, it states “all study intersections is shown in Error!
Reference source not found.” Please correct.

Response (11-02-2023): The error will be fixed. Thank you.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Addressed

. The intersection summary tables need to show all movements, approaches, delays,

Level of Service, and queue information for each intersection. The queue needs to be
included for all movements as reported in the Synchro analyses.
Response (11-02-2023): As noted in the report, the detailed table showing results by
movement, approach, and overall intersection are presented in Appendix H.
Queuing information is also included.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The intersection summary tables were
discussed with via planning, inc. and will be addressed.
Additional Response: Please see Table 2 and Table 3 in the revised report.

. The report states there is only one (1) access to the project, yet the site plan shows

two-way access to the alley. There are bollards shown inside the driveway access
from the alley. The bollards pose a hazard as vehicles may try to turn in and not see
them. Please revise the access so that it is clearly shown as not being used except in
an emergency or remove it.
Response (11-02-2023): The site plan will be revised and submitted with the next
submittal.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The response states the revised site plan will be

included in the final report. It will be reviewed at that time.

Additional Response: Please see Appendix A in the revised report.



7.

10.

11.

Please include all percentages in the trip generation for the reductions.

Response (11-02-2023): The percentages have been included in the trip generation
table as shown in Attachment 1 and will be included in the report.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Addressed

The intersection volume development tables need to be revised to show each
intersection individually, including the location, from the existing counts, the PSCF
(which was not included) to get the existing volumes, the background growth rate
and volumes, each committed development project volumes by movement, the
project traffic by movement and the future with the project. This should be line by line
to follow the math and verify the volumes in the analyses.
Response (11-02-2023): We will update the volumes to include the PSCF. The volume
development table will be revised to show each intersection individually. As noted in
the response to Comment #3, the committed development project volumes by
movement are not available as most of the traffic studies do not include the Star
Tower Hollywood's study intersections.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The intersection volume development tables

were discussed with via planning, inc. and will be addressed.

Additional Response: Please see Appendix D in the revised report.

The summary table shall include the queue for all movement.
Response (11-02-2023): As noted in the report, the detailed table showing results by
movement, approach, and overall intersection are presented in Appendix H, and
can be included in the report.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The intersection volume development tables
were discussed with via planning, inc. and will be addressed.
Additional Response: Please see the revised report.

The Synchro reports will be reviewed when the volumes have been corrected.
Response (11-02-2023): Understood.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Comment noted.

Please review the Synchro reports for inconsistencies such as Taylor and US 1 (Existing
AM) include the Lanes, Volumes, Timings which is normally for signalized intersections
and it shows 16-foot crosswalks in all directions, SBT shows a two-way left turn lane
(there is a median there). The crosswalks are 10 feet wide. The report for this
intersection is the HCM éth TWSC, while Filmore and US 1 is HCM Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Analysis. Fillmore and US 1 also includes 16-foot crosswalks in
all directions, when only north-south has crosswalks.



Response (11-02-2023): The Lanes, Volumes, Timings output sheets will only be
provided for the signalized intersection, as requested. The SBT approach median will
be corrected. Presence of crosswalks and their widths will be corrected in the Synchro
model. Please note that the crosswalk width values are default Synchro simulation
settings and do not affect the HCM 6t results for unsignalized intersections.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The Synchro reports were discussed with via
planning, inc. and will be addressed.
Additional Response: Please see Table 2, Table 3, and Appendix F in the revised
report.

12. A two-stage gap acceptance should not be used for Fillmore and US 1 as the median
is only 12-feet wide. This is normally for wide medians where the side street needs to
make two (2) maneuvers to cross or turn. Please run the unsignalized intersection with
the HCM é6th Edition.

Response (11-02-2023): The intersection configuration is coded to have 12-foot wide
TWLTL. The discussion of two-stage gap acceptance will be removed from the report.
Attachment 3 includes the HCM 6t edition results for the PM peak hour. The HCM é6th
edition results yield unrealistic delays for the stop-controlled movements (up to 8,890
seconds or almost 2.5 hours per vehicle). We believe that the HCM 2000 methodology
is the correct methodology to report delay and LOS. Please note that the Star Tower
Hollywood does not confribute any ftrips to the stop-controlled eastbound and
westbound approaches of this intersection.

Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): The intersection was discussed with via

planning, inc. and will be addressed.

Additional Response: Please see the revised report.

13. Further comments may be generated in the next review.
Response (11-02-2023): Understood.
Follow-up Comment (11-03-2023): Comment noted.

We ftrust that these responses and the revised report satisfy the City’'s review and look
forward to your approval. Thank you.
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INTRODUCTION

This traffic study was prepared to support the proposed development of Star Tower
Hollywood, located at 1817 Taylor Street, in the City of Hollywood. Star Tower Hollywood
is proposed to be a 22-story building with a total of 248 Multifamily dwelling units,
approximately 3,676 square feet of Retail, and approximately 4,077 square feet of
Restaurant space. The project buildout year is 2028. The development is proposed to
have one full access south onto Taylor Street, west of US 1. The site plan is included in
Appendix A. The methodology was submitted to the city and is included in Appendix B.
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STUDY AREA

Figure 1 shows the project location and proposed study intersections. They are:

Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Taylor Street (unsignalized)
Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Fillmore Street (unsignalized)
Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Polk Street (signalized)

N 19th Avenue and Taylor Street (unsignalized)

N 19th Avenue and Fillmore Street (unsignalized)

N 19th Avenue and Polk Street (signalized)

Project driveway at Taylor Street (unsignalized)

No ok N =

Publix Super Market
at Hollywood Circle

a Tyler St V\\{

v Ulel N

Cc\r
0\)‘\9 & Tyler St

FIGURE 1: PROJECT LOCATION AND STUDY INTERSECTIONS
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TRIP GENERATION

Trip generation rates from ITE's Trip Generation Manual, 11t Edition, for land use code
(LUC) 222 Multifamily High Rise, LUC 822 Retail Plaza, and LUC 932 High Turnover (sit-down)
Restaurant, were used to estimate trips. Internal capture, pass-by, and multimodal
reduction rates are applied, when applicable. The net new external vehicular trip
generation is expected to be 1,386/992/102 Daily/AM/PM ftrips. The frip generation is
shown in Table 1, supporting documents are included in Appendix B.
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TABLE 1: TRIP GENERATION TABLE

Land

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

Land Use Use |Intensity | Units WT:;; ay
Code In Out Total In Out Total
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 1,126 23 44 67 44 35 79
Retail Plaza (< 40K sgft) 822 3.676 KSF 200 5 4 9 12 12 24

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 437 21 18 39 23 14 37
Baseline Proposed Trips 1,763 49 66 115 79 61 140

Multimodal Reduction

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 56 1 2 3 2 2 4

Retail Plaza (< 40K sqft) 822 3.676 KSF 10 0 0 0 1 1 1

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 22 1 1 2 1 1 2

Total Multimodal Reduction 5% 88 2 3 6 4 3 7

Vehicular Trips

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 1,070 22 42 64 42 33 75
Retail Plaza (< 40K sqft) 822 3.676 KSF 190 5 4 9 11 11 23

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 415 20 17 37 22 13 35
Gross Proposed Trips 1,675 47 63 109 75 58 133

Internal Capture

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 90 2 3 5 5 4 9

Retail Plaza (< 40K sqgft) 822 3.676 KSF 80 0 0 0 2 2 4

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 106 3 2 5 3 2 5
Total Internal Capture 16.48% | 9.15% | 13.53% 276 4 6 10 10 8 18

External Trips

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 980 20 39 59 37 29 66
Retail Plaza (< 40K sqgft) 822 3.676 KSF 110 5 4 9 9 9 19

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 309 17 15 32 19 11 30
Total Driveway Volume 1,399 42 57 99 65 50 115

Pass-by Trips

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 43% (in PM) 13 0 0 0 8 5 13

NET NEW TRIPS 1,386 42 57 99 57 45 102
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DATA COLLECTION & GATHERING

Traffic counts were conducted on Thursday, September 7th, 2023, during typical AM and
PM peak periods. A reasonableness check was performed between the intersections,
and no balancing was found to be necessary. The United States Postal Service (USPS)
office located on Taylor Street contributed to some minor “unbalanced” volumes east
and west of USPS on Taylor Street.

The signal timing sheets and plans for the two intersections were obtained from the
Broward County Traffic Engineering Division. Peak Season Conversion Factor (PSCF) was
obtained from Florida Traffic Online. Turning movement counts, signal tfiming sheets, and
excerpt from the peak season factor category report are included in Appendix C.

PROJECT TRAFFIC DEVELOPMENT

2023 Existing Traffic Development

The 2023 existing traffic volumes were developed by applying the appropriate PSCF to
the collected turning movement counts and. The existing traffic volumes are included in
Appendix D.

Growth Rate

The growth rate is determined based on Trends analysis of historical traffic data from
nearby FDOT count station on US 1, north of Johnson Street. A 1.0% growth rate is believed
to be reasonable. Supporting documents are included in Appendix B.

Committed Trips

Committed development frips from eleven (11) developments were obtained and
distributed to the major RAC roadways. The trips are obtained from the draft “City of
Hollywood RAC Major Roadways Congestion Assessment” table. An excerpt from this
table is included in Appendix E.

2028 Future Traffic Without Project

The 2028 Future Traffic Without Star Tower Hollywood (Project) was developed by growing
the existing volumes by a growth rate of 1.0%, compounded annually and adding the
committed trips. The 2028 future traffic without project is included in Appendix D.

Trip Distribution

The ftrip distribution percentages and the project trip assignment are included in
Appendix D. The trip distribution percentages for the proposed development are
determined based on the traffic characteristics within the study area, existing travel
patterns, roadway's lane configurations, and signal locations.
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The general directional distributions are as follows:
. 40% to and from north . 10% to and from east, and
o 30% to and from west . 20% to and from south

All vehicles are assigned to Taylor Street only. Note that some slight rounding may occur
during trips assignment.

2028 Future Traffic With Project

The Star Tower Hollywood project traffic volumes were added to the 2028 future traffic
without project traffic to develop 2028 future traffic with project. The resulting traffic
volumes are included in Appendix D.

PROJECT TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Assumptions, Analysis Tool and Exception

Intersection operational analysis was conducted for the study intersections using Synchro
11. The intersection delay and level of service (LOS) were reported based on the Highway
Capacity Manual (HCM éth) methodology. The HCM's default 3% heavy vehicle factor
was applied to all intersections. Bicycle and pedestrian counts were also included.

Analysis Findings

The delay, LOS, and 95" percentile queue by movement, approach, and overall
intersection is shown in Table 2 and Table 3 for AM and PM peak hours, respectively. All
intersections, approaches, and movements are expected to operate at LOS D or better
under all scenarios except for the eastbound approach of Fillmore Street at US-1. The
eastbound approach is expected to exceed LOS D by 2028 (future without project).

The HCM é6th edition results yield unrealistic delays for the stop-controlled movements (up
to 8,890 seconds or almost 2.5 hours per vehicle) as shown in Table 4. It is believed that
the HCM 2000 methodology reports correct delay LOS, and queue for this intersection.
Note that the Star Tower Hollywood does not contribute any trips to the eastbound and
westbound approaches of this intersection. Synchro results are included in Appendix F.

Queve Length Examination

All intersections are expected to have adequate storage to accommodate the 95t
percentile queue. The project traffic is expected to add no more than one (1) vehicle
qgueue at US-1 and Polk Street. Note the back of queue in the summary tables have been
rounded up representing a full car.
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TABLE 2: AM PEAK HOUR - INTERSECTION DELAY, LOS, AND QUEUE

Delay - Level of Service -

Eastbound

Westbound

Northbound

Southbound

Queve!!

L

L

R

L

L

USs-1 & Taylor st

Existing

Movement Delay (s/veh)

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

Back of Queue (veh/In)

Future Without

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

Back of Queue (veh/In)

Future With

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

0.6 (A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

US-1 & Fillmore St (Using HCM 2000)

Existing

Movement Delay (s/veh)

2.6

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

0.5

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

2.4 (A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

1.0

1.0

0.0

Future Without

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

1.2

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

0.6

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

Back of Queue (veh/In)

1.0

0.0

Future With

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

1.2

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

40.7

0.6

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

3.4 (A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

4.0

1.0

0.0

1.0

0.0

US-1 & Polk St

Existing

Movement Delay (s/veh)

44.5

0.0

35.0

38.9

0.0

37.9

13.3

10.9

10.8

18.5

10.5

10.5

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

36.9

38.1

10.9

11.4

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

15.6 (B)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

2.0

5.0

2.0

0.0

2.0

10.0

10.0

4.0

9.0

9.0

Future Without

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

45.0

35.0

39.1

0.0

38.0

15.5

12.1

12.1

240

11.6

11.6

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

38.2

12.2

12.8

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

16.3 (B)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

2.0

0.0

6.0

2.0

0.0

10.0

12.0

12.0

5.0

11.0

11.0

Future With

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

45.3

0.0

34.8

38.8

0.0

37.8

16.2

12.3

12.3

24.7

11.8

11.8

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

37.3

38.0

12.4

13.1

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

16.6 (B)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

20

6.0

20

10.0

12.0

13.0

5.0

11.0

12.0

Taylor St & N 19th Ave

Existing

Movement Delay (s/veh)

7.6

7.6

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

(A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

0.0

0.0

Future Without

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

7.6

7.6

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

(A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

0.0

0.0

Future With

Project

Movement Delay (s/veh)

7.6

7.7

Movement LOS

Approach Delay (s/veh)

Approach LOS

Intersection Delay & LOS

3.5

(A)

Back of Queue (veh/In)

(T) Queues are rounded fo one full vehicle
(2) EB and WB aproaches are right-in and right-out only
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TABLE 2: AM PEAK HOUR - INTERSECTION DELAY, LOS, AND QUEUE (CONTINUED)

Delay - Level of Service - Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Queue'" L T R L T R L T R L T R
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
- Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
= Approach Delay (s/venh) 9.2 9.1 9.0 9.1
‘é’ Approach LOS A A A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 9.1 (A)
g Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
; 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
e e Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
§ S &’_, Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.5 9.5 9.3 9.5
5 ) g_ Approach LOS A A A A
o |3 Intersection Delay & LOS 9.5 (A)
g = Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
E Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
= Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
% & [_Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.7 9.6 9.5 9.6
5“_, 09_ Approach LOS A A A A
it Intersection Delay & LOS 9.6 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Movement Delay (s/veh) | 13.7 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 13.5| 00 | 00 | 13.7| 0.0 | 0.0 | 138 | 0.0 | 0.0
o Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 13.7 13.5 13.7 13.8
"é Approach LOS B B B B
Intersection Delay & LOS 13.7 (B)
o Back of Queue (veh/In) 30| 00| 0O 30|00 )00 30| 00| 00| 30| 00| 00
2 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) || 13.8 | 0.0 0.0 [ 13.6| 0.0 | 0.0 | 13.9 | 0.0 0.0 | 140 | 0.0 0.0
£ o Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
E § E‘ Approach Delay (s/veh) 13.8 13.6 13.9 14.0
= ) nQ_ Approach LOS B B B B
4 :;’:, Intersection Delay & LOS 13.8 (B)
E Back of Queue (veh/In) 30| 00|00 3000 OO 30| 00| 00| 40| 00 | 00
Movement Delay (s/veh) | 138 | 0.0 [ 0.0 || 13.7| 00 | 0.0 | 140 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 143 | 0.0 | 0.0
£ - Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
% & | _Approach Delay (s/veh) 13.8 13.7 14.0 14.3
3 nE_ Approach LOS B B B B
o Intersection Delay & LOS 14 (B)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 30 | 00| 00O 3000 0O 30| 00| 00| 40| 00O | 00
3 Movement Delay (s/veh) | 7.3 | 0.0 - - - - - - - - - -
o 2| £ - Movement LOS A A - - - - - - - - - -
g 'g % -'5’_,‘ Approach Delay (s/veh) 6.1 0.0 - 8.8
% 5 | 3 nE_ Approach LOS - - - A
- ."o_’. o Intersection Delay & LOS 6.4 (A)
a Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 | - | - || - | - | - || - | - - || 1.0

(1) Queues are rounded to one full vehicle
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TABLE 3: PM PEAK HOUR - INTERSECTION DELAY, LOS, AND QUEUE

Delay - Level of Service - Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Queue'! L T R L T R L T R L T R
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
£ Approach Delay (s/veh) 13.8 15.3 0.0 0.0
£ Approach LOS B C A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 0.4 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 - - - - - -
S_v_’ - Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
5 _'_g - Movement LOS - . . - . . - - - - - -
% S .h_i‘ Approach Delay (s/veh) 15.4 17.4 0.0 0.0
- o nQ_ Approach LOS C C A A
- -g Intersection Delay & LOS 0.4 (A)
S | " Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 - - - - - -
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
£ . Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
% & |_Approach Delay (s/veh) 15.8 17.5 0.0 0.0
5 2 Approach LOS C C A A
i Intersection Delay & LOS 0.4 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 - - - - - -
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 2.8 - - 1.2 - -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - A - - A - -
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 29.8 13.8 1.5 0.6
g é Approach LOS D B A A
8 Intersection Delay & LOS 2.3 (A)
5 Back of Queue (veh/In) 2.0 1.0 10 | 0.0 - 1.0 [ 0.0 -
Im 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 4.1 - - 1.5 - -
5 S Movement LOS - - - - - - A - - A - -
=) ";: -3’_,. Approach Delay (s/veh) 46.7 14.7 2.1 0.7
& o ,_.,9_ Approach LOS E B A A
g -g Intersection Delay & LOS 3.3 (A)
E | " Back of Queue (veh/In) 40 1.0 1000 - [10]00]| -
i:': Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 4.2 - - 1.6 - -
- = Movement LOS - - - - - - A - - A - -
4 % O | Approach Delay (s/veh) 48.0 14.8 2.2 0.8
_§ ;§_' Approach LOS E B A A
it Intersection Delay & LOS 3.4 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 4.0 1.0 1.0 | 0.0 - 1.0 | 0.0 -
Movement Delay (s/veh) | 459 | 0.0 | 385|458 | 0.0 | 38.9 || 14.1 | 11.3 | 11.2 [ 21.1 | 10.1 | 10.1
o Movement LOS D A D D A D B B B C B B
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 40.1 40.8 11.3 11.0
'é’ Approach LOS D D B B
Intersection Delay & LOS 16.4 (B)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 3.0 | 00 90 | 40 | 0.0 9.0 1.0 | 120 [ 120 4.0 | 10.0 | 10.0
- 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) || 46.1 | 0.0 | 383 | 46.1 | 0.0 | 388 | 17.6 | 132|132 304 | 11.6 | 11.5
: o Movement LOS D A D D A D B B B C B B
S | £ 8| Approach Delay (s/veh) 40.0 40.8 13.3 13.0
% 0 2 Approach LOS D D B B
4 E Intersection Delay & LOS 17.5 (B)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 30| 00| 90| 40 | 00 | 90 | 20 | 150 | 160 50 | 120 | 130
Movement Delay (s/veh) || 46.7 | 0.0 | 38.2 | 46.0 | 0.0 | 388 | 18.6 | 133 | 133 [ 31.1 | 11.7 [ 11.6
= - Movement LOS D A D D A D B B B C B B
% .8 Approach Delay (s/veh) 40.3 40.7 13.5 13.1
58 Approach LOS D D B B
2 Intersection Delay & LOS 17.7 (B)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 40 | 0.0 90 | 40 | 0.0 9.0 20 | 150 | 160 | 50 | 120 | 13.0
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 7.6 | 00 - 7.6 | 0.0 -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - A A - A A -
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 11.0 11.1 0.4 1.1
é Approach LOS B B A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 2.4 (A)
o Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 0.0 - - 1.0 - -
: = Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 7.6 | 0.0 - 7.7 | 0.0 -
& 2 Movement LOS - - - - - - A A - A A -
E ";: .&,_" Approach Delay (s/veh) 11.2 11.4 0.4 1.1
3 ] a_? Approach LOS B B A A
'g -g Intersection Delay & LOS 2.4 (A)
> B Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 00 | - - o] - -
= Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 7.6 | 0.0 - 78 | 0.0 -
£ . Movement LOS - - - - - - A A - A A -
% .8 Approach Delay (s/veh) 12.3 12.7 0.4 1.6
5 2 Approach LOS B B A A
D Intersection Delay & LOS 3.7 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 | 1.0 Joo| - [ - Jiwo| - [ -

(T) Queues are rounded To one full vehicle
(2) EB and W B aproaches are right-in and right-out only
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TABLE 3: PM PEAK HOUR - INTERSECTION DELAY, LOS, AND QUEUE (CONTINUED)

Delay - Level of Service - Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Queue'! L T R L T R L T R L T R
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 8.6 8.8 8.9 8.6
'E Approach LOS A A A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 8.7 (A)
g Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
::E 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
o o Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
°26 S :,i, Approach Delay (s/veh) 8.9 9.1 9.2 8.9
5 0 59_ Approach LOS A A A A
o *g Intersection Delay & LOS 9 (A)
g | Back of Queue (veh/In) 10 10 10 10
E Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - - - - - - -
£ _ Movement LOS - - - - - - - - - - - -
= 8 Approach Delay (s/veh) 9.1 9.2 9.3 9.0
g ;§_' Approach LOS A A A A
o Intersection Delay & LOS 9.2 (A)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Movement Delay (s/veh) || 149 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 148 | 00 | 0.0 | 147 | 00 | 0.0 | 141 | 00 | 0.0
o Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 14.9 14.8 14.7 14.1
b Approach LOS B B B B
Intersection Delay & LOS 14.7 (B)
° Back of Queue (veh/In) 50 [ 00| 00| 50| 00| 00| 40| 00 | 0O | 40 | 00 | 0.0
Z 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) || 151 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 149 | 00 [ 0.0 | 149 | 00 | 0.0 | 143 | 00 | 0.0
é S Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
z S &’_, Approach Delay (s/veh) 15.1 14.9 14.9 14.3
o3 o2 Approach LOS B B B B
Z’ g Intersection Delay & LOS 14.8 (B)
E Back of Queue (veh/In) 50 [ 00| 0O | 50| 00| 00| 50| 00| 00| 40 | 00 | 0.0
Movement Delay (s/veh) || 151 | 0.0 | 0.0 [ 151 | 00 [ 0.0 | 151 ] 00 | 0.0 | 146 | 00 | 0.0
= - Movement LOS B A A B A A B A A B A A
% 8 Approach Delay (s/veh) 15.1 15.1 15.1 14.6
3 ;§_‘ Approach LOS B B B B
o Intersection Delay & LOS 15 (B)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 50 [ 00| 0O | 50| 00| 00| 50| 00 | 00O | 40 | 00 | 0.0
3 Movement Delay (s/veh) || 7.4 | 0.0 - - - - - - - - - -
b 2| s - Movement LOS A A - - - - - - - - - -
Q 'g % o | Approach Delay (s/veh) 49 0.0 - 8.9
—%-5 § g Approach LOS - - - A
- % i Intersection Delay & LOS 5.2 (A)
& BackofQueve (veh/in) | 10| - | - | - | - | - | - | - - 1.0

(1) Queues are rounded to one full vehicle
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TABLE 4: HCM 6™ EDITION DELAY, LOS AND QUEUE (US-1 AND FILLMORE STREET)

AM Peak Hour

Delay - Level of Service - Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Queue'! L T R L T R L T R L T R
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 11.0 - - 11.2 - -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - B - - B - -
= Approach Delay (s/veh) 618.6 117.9 0.6 0.2
b Approach LOS F F A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 31.9 (D)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 11.0 3.0 1.0 - - 1.0 - -
] 5 Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 123 | - - 123 | - -
g S Movement LOS - - - - - - B - - B - -
E S ﬁé Approach Delay (s/veh) 8700.1 - 0.7 0.2
i 0 2 Approach LOS F - A A
- -g Intersection Delay & LOS 395.7 (F)
Ed - Back of Queue (veh/In) 18.0 - 1.0 - - 1.0 - -
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 12.4 - - 12.4 - -
£ Movement LOS - - - - - - B - - B - -
% o | Approach Delay (s/veh) 8700.1 - 0.7 0.2
3 g Approach LOS F - A A
g Intersection Delay & LOS 392.9 (F)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 18.0 | - lio] -] -] -] -
PM Peak Hour
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 11.8 - - 12.1 - -
o Movement LOS - - - - - - B - - B - -
£ Approach Delay (s/veh) 949.8 191.1 0.6 0.3
:;: Approach LOS F F A A
Intersection Delay & LOS 38.2 (E)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 11.0 40 1.0 - - 1.0 - -
] s Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 134 - - 13.5 - -
s |a. Movement LOS - -1 -1 -1 -1T-1s881-1-1871-1-
E S },’_, Approach Delay (s/veh) 8890.0 - 0.6 0.3
':-: g 2 Approach LOS F - A A
- 5 Intersection Delay & LOS 320.1 (F)
g | " Back of Queue (veh/In) 16.0 - 10 | - - [0 ] - -
Movement Delay (s/veh) - - - - - - 13.5 - - 13.6 - -
£ _ Movement LOS - - - - - - B - - B - -
% 8 Approach Delay (s/veh) 8890.0 - 0.6 0.3
_§ g Approach LOS F - A A
g Intersection Delay & LOS 317.8 (F)
Back of Queue (veh/In) 16.0 | - liol -] -] -] -

(1) Queues are rounded to one full vehicle
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Driveway Analysis

The proposed development has one access onto Taylor Street, east of US 1. The project
adds a maximum of 52 and 13 driveway trips for the eastbound left and westbound right
movement during the peak hour, respectively. There are no exclusive turn lanes at the
project driveway; however, results show that no more than 1 vehicle queue is expected
at Taylor Street at the project driveway.

CONCLUSION

Star Tower Hollywood, located at 1817 Taylor Street, in the City of Hollywood is proposed
to be a 22-story building with a fotal of 248 Multifamily dwelling units, approximately 3,676
square feet of Retail, and approximately 4,077 square feet of Restaurant space. The
traffic analysis shows that traffic generated from the development is not expected to
have any significant traffic impact on the roadway network.
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via planning, inc.

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM
To: City of Hollywood

From: Thuha Nguyen — via planning, inc.
Date: September 13, 2023 (revised November 2023)

Re: Star Tower Hollywood Traffic Impact Study Methodology

via planning, inc. (via) was retained by 1817 Taylor St. Development LLC to evaluate the
fraffic impact of Star Tower Hollywood, a proposed mixed-use development, located at
1817 Taylor St, in the City of Hollywood. Star Tower Hollywood is proposed to have a 22-
story building with a total of 248 Multifamily dwelling units, approximately 3,676 square
feet of Retail, and approximately 4,077 square feet of Restaurant space. The project
buildout year is 2028. The development is proposed to have one full access onto Taylor
Street east of US-1. The site plan is included in Attachment A. This memorandum s
intended to present a traffic impact study methodology for discussion and approval from
the City.

TRIP GENERATION

Daily and peak hour trips generated from the proposed development are estimated
using the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 11th Edition.
Internal capture, pass-by, and multimodal reduction rates are applied, when applicable.
The following ITE Land Use Code (LUC) will be utilized in the analysis:

Land Use ITE Land Use Code (LUC)
Multifamily Housing High-Rise

222

(General Urban/Suburban)
Retail Plaza (< 40K sqgft) 822
High Turnover (sit-down) restaurant 932

The 2020 Census data was examined to justify the multimodal percentage. For this
project, the multimodal percentage includes those trips by bus, by bicycles, or on foot.
“Other means” which may include micro mobility options such as scoofer and
skateboards are not included. Star Tower is located within Tract 903.01. The data shows
Tract 903.01 had a multimodal percentage of 21.6% and City of Hollywood had a
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multimodal percentage of 5.5%. Based on the input from City, a multimodal reduction
of 5% is proposed and utilized.

Internal capture calculations are consistent with the ITE's Trip Generation Handbook.
Pass-by percentage is also consistent with the ITE’s Trip Generation Handbook and is only
applied for the restaurant portion of the development. Trip generation summary is show
in the table on the next page. The detailed trip generation table, multimodal percentage
data, and internal capture sheets are included in Attachment B.

TRIP DISTRIBUTION

The trip distribution percentages for the proposed development are determined based
on the ftraffic characteristics within the study area, existing travel patterns, and
engineering judgment. The general directional distribution is as follows:

e 40% to and from north
e 30% to and from west
e 10% to and from east, and
e 20% to and from south

The initial trip distribution figure is shown on the next page.

ROADWAY SIGNIFICANT TEST

A roadway significant test was performed for all links within one (1) mile for which the
project is expected to contribute traffic. The project traffic was assigned on the roadway
links based on the trip distribution. Based on the significant test results, the project traffic
adds frips fewer than 3% of the service volume threshold except for the following
segments

e Taylor Street, from 19th Avenue to project driveway
e 19t Avenue, from Polk Street to Taylor Street

The significant test analysis table is included in Attachment C.

via planning, inc.



Trip Generation

Land A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour
. . Weekday
Land Use Use Intensity | Units Dail
Code y In Out Total In Out Total

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Multifamily Housing High-Rise 222 248 DU 1,126 23 44 67 44 35 79
Retail Plaza (< 40K sqgft) 822 3.676 KSF 200 5 4 9 12 12 24

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 4.077 KSF 437 21 18 39 23 14 37
Baseline Proposed Trips 1,763 49 66 115 79 61 140

Multimodal Reduction

Total Multimodal Reduction 5% 88 2 3 6 4 3 7

Internal Capture

Daily AM PM

Total Intfernal Capture| 16.48% | 9.15% | 13.53% 276 4 6 10 10 8 18

Pass-by Trips

High Turnover (Sit-down) Restaurant 932 43% (in PM) 13 0 0 0 8 5 13

NET NEW TRIPS 1,386 42 57 99 57 45 102
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STUDY AREA

Study Area figure shows the project location and proposed study intersections. They are:

No oW~

Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Taylor Street (unsignalized)
Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Fillmore Street (unsignalized)
Federal Highway (US 1/SR 5) and Polk Street

N 19th Avenue and Taylor Street (unsignalized)

N 19th Avenue and Fillmore Street (unsignalized)

N 19th Avenue and Polk Street

Project driveway at Taylor Street (unsignalized)
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Proposed Study Intersections and Project Driveway



DATA COLLECTION

Intersection turning movement counts (TMCs) will be collected at the above intersections
during the A.M. peak period (7:00 to 9:00 A.M.) and the P.M. peak period (4:00 to 6:00
P.M.) on a typical weekday. The traffic data will be collected including for pedestrian,
bicycle, and heavy venhicles. The volumes will be balanced to achieve loss of fewer than
10% between intersection approaches unless otherwise justified