Hdlywood

SR aIRes GENERAL APPLICATION
PLANNING DIVISION
APPLICATION DATE:
e APPLICATION TYPE (CHECK ONE): EI A dmlnlstratlve pen——
y [J Technical Advisory Committee [ Historic Preservation Board
ool O city Commission Planning and Development Board
Hollywood, FL 33022
Tel: (954) 921-3471 PROPERTY INFORMATION

Email: Development@ Location Address: 3501 Johnson Street (specific project fronts Hospital Drive)
Hollywoodfl.arg

SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS:

NOTE:

must be present at all

Lot(s): Block(s): 46-48,pts 82-84 Subdivision: Hwd Hills 6-22

Folio Number(s): 5142 07 02 1000

HD
One set of digitall a : . . p -
sigﬁed & se;?e'; p!;ans Zoning Classification: HD Land Use Classification: Community Faciligy

(1.e. Architect or Engineer) Existing Property Use: Hospital Sq Ft/Number of Units: 1 188 887 sq fi

One electronic Is the request the result of a violation notice? ( ) Yes ( ) No Ifyes, attach a copy of viglation.
combined PDF ; : " :
SUBMISSION (max. 25mb) Has this property been presented to the City before? If yes, check all that apply and provide

: File/Resolution/Ordinance No.. PACO, TAC, Other projects on campus over nearky
Completed Application

ease DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL
Explanation of Request: EXpansion of surgical and bed facilities in a new 8
Curbside modification for patient drop off and pick up; hardscape elements

Phased Project: Yes / No |v/| Number of Phases:

Application fee
(per review)

Project | Proposal
Units/rooms (# of units) (Area: S.F)
Proposed Non-Residential Uses | Net increase of 292,662 sq. ft. of hospital S.F.
Thi licati ust
b e'zoalf‘p ;zfégqn"}u" Open Space (% and SQ.FT.) N/A (Area: 8.F)
and submitted with all Parking (# of spaces) 584 (Area: S.F)
documents to be placed . -
on a Board or Height (# of stories) 8 (119.11 FT)
Committee's agenda. -
L Gross Floor Area (SQ. FT) 404,492 new construction after 111,830 dengg
The applicant is i —

responsible for obtain- . uth Br ital Distri
B e Name of Current Property Owner: S0Uth Broward Hospit strict

CULESRCIRCC R RVAER Address of Property Owner: 3111 Stirling Road, Hollywood, Fl 33312-6566
of application. Telephone: 994-265-8670 Email Address: Mgreenspan@mhs.net

Applicant(s) or their
authorized legal agent

Applicant Calvin Giordano & Assoc. A4 Contant] RepresEIntative I Ter%nt (check one)
Board or Committee Address: 1800 Eller Drive, Suite 600 Telephone: 954-921-7781
meetings. Email Address: Hholden@cgasolutions.com: Jmessick@cgasolutions.com
Email Address #2: Mgreenspan@mhs.net; Hcalhoun@miskelbackman.com

Date of Purchase: Is there an option to purchase the Property? Yes D No[/])

CLICK HERE FOR
FORMS. CHECKLISTS, &
MEETING DATES




PLANNING DIVISION

File No. (internal use only):

soromeossoemionss OENERAL APPLICATION

Hollywood, FL 33022

CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

The applicant/owner(s) signature certifies that he/she has been made aware of the criteria, regulations and guidelines applicable to the
request. This information can be obtained in Room 315 of City Hall or on our website at www.hollywoodfl.org. The owner(s) further cer-
tifies that when required by applicable law, including but not limited to the City’s Zoning and Land Development Regulations, they will
post the site with a sign as approved by the Division of Planning & Urban Design. The owner(s) will photograph the sign the day of posting
and submit photographs to the Office of Planning and Development Services as required by applicable law. Failure to post the sign will
result in violation of State and Municipal Notification Requirements and Laws.

(I)(We) certify that (1) (we) understand and will comply with the provisions and regulations of the City's Zoning and Land Development Regulations,
Design Guidelines, Design Guidelines for Historic Properties and City's Comprehensive Plan as they apply to this project. (I)(We) further certify
that the above statements and drawings made on any paper or plans submitted herewith are true to the best of (my)(our) knowledge. (I)(We) un-
derstand that the application and attachments become part of the official public records of the City and are not returnable.
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Sworn ic’r:nd subscribed before me \LK /{ /l /l/ ‘@L/A\
; ﬂ D . SOWEG  ALEXANDRA J. ARGUEZA i ‘
this day of é; X, Notary Public - tate of Florida Signature of Cunenther
‘3)? @;é' Cummisélcn #HH 35659?;027 . (}
“COFReT My Comm. Expires Mar 15, 4}’/4\
Bonded thraugh National Notary Assn, m,\ \ A 2"
Notary Public Print Name

State of Florida
My Commission Expires:ﬁ i 15@; !(Check One) '_/Fgrsonally known to me; OR __ Produced Identification
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Healthcare System MRH Surgical & Critical Care Tower Expansion

DESIGN CRITERIA

1. Architectural and Design Components:
The architectural details of the Memorial Regional Surgery Tower complement its
mass and scale, ensuring visual harmony and refinement. The vertical composition
of the fagade creates a sense of rhythm and proportion, balancing the building’s
height while introducing subtle patterns that provide texture and depth. Thoughtful
material articulation, such as the interplay of glazing, precast concrete, and metal
panels, adds visual interest without being overwhelming. These materials have been
selected to ensure elegance and durability with minimal maintenance while
enhancing the building’s form.

Functionality and aesthetics are seamlessly integrated, with architectural elements
that address both user experience and the surrounding environment. The tower’s
facade detailing promotes natural light and openness while maintaining a human
scale at pedestrian levels for better connection. Ground-level design emphasizes
accessibility and movement, ensuring smooth transitions between indoor and
outdoor spaces while creating an inviting presence for patients and visitors. By
focusing on both macro and micro details, the design elevates the tower’s
architectural quality, reinforcing its role as a modern, functional, and contextually
responsive addition to the hospital campus.

2. Compatibility:
Inspired by the original Hollywood city planning principles, the new Surgery Tower
aligns on a 45-degree axis radiating from the center of a major street intersection.
The design embraces the defined axis while enhancing its prominence as a focal
point within the campus providing a clear and intuitive entry point. This deliberate
orientation not only reinforces visibility from major approach roads but also
connects seamlessly with the hospital’s existing circulation networks and adjacent
neighborhood streets. By respecting the campus's historical planning logic, the
tower creates a natural flow, linking the new structure to the established
infrastructure of pathways and driveways that support both vehicular and
pedestrian movement.
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The architectural style of the tower reflects a modern interpretation of the area’s
character while complementing the existing hospital campus and surrounding
neighborhood. The material palette—precast concrete, expansive glazing, and sleek
metal panels—draws inspiration from Hollywood, Florida’s defining coastal identity.
The glazing evokes the blues of the Atlantic Ocean, while the warm tones and sandy
patterns of the precast concrete reference the boardwalk and nearby beaches.
These elements ground the building in its local context, creating a harmonious
balance between innovation, durability, and a sense of place. The result is a design
that feels both contemporary and connected to Hollywood’s architectural and
natural heritage.

3. Scale/Massing
The Memorial Regional Surgery Tower is proportioned in scale and height to
integrate seamlessly with the surrounding campus while establishing itself as a
distinct focal point. Slightly taller than the existing Legacy Tower, the new structure
enhances the campus skyline without overpowering its context, creating a sense of
prominence appropriate for its central role. Its vertical composition and detailing
respond thoughtfully to the hospital’s existing architecture and the adjacent
residential neighborhood, ensuring a balanced and harmonious integration. The
design employs vertical patterns and fenestrations that add rhythm and
sophistication to the fagade, accentuating the tower’s height while breaking down
its scale to maintain visual cohesion with the campus.

Expansive glazing maximizes opportunities for daylighting and views, while vertical
mullions and subtle divisions in the precast concrete panels emphasize the
building’s height and texture. This balance of verticality and material articulation
conveys elegance and modernity. At the ground level, human-scale design
elements, such as welcoming pedestrian pathways and transparency through glass,
create a seamless interaction between the building and its users. The resultis a
tower that thoughtfully rises along with the Legacy Tower, enhancing the hospital
campus with a timeless and contextually sensitive architectural statement.

4. Landscaping:

The proposed landscape design integrates a thoughtfully selected, diverse palette
of native and regionally compatible plant species, such as Coonties, Fakahatchee
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Grass, Sand Cordgrass, Muhly Grass, Boston Fern, Cabbage Palms, and Dahoon
Hollies. These selections have been made with close attention to their growth
habits, tolerance to South Florida’s climate, and their ability to create welcoming
shaded areas, particularly in zones where pedestrians are most likely to gather. By
carefully arranging these plantings in relation to existing buildings, walkways, and
paved surfaces, the design achieves a balanced, visually cohesive, and functional
outdoor setting.

Equally important is the project’s commitment to preserving mature trees and other
significant vegetation already present on the site. Only those specimens that
directly interfere with proposed improvements will be removed. All others will be
protected through detailed measures that include installing sturdy barricades
around root zones, requiring the presence of a qualified arborist to oversee any tree-
related work, and adhering to strict construction protocols aimed at minimizing
disturbances. These concerted efforts ensure that the site’s most valuable natural
assets will continue to thrive and contribute to the overall landscape character and
ecological health of the project.
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& Higliway Deslgn 2600 Hollywood Boulevard
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Coastal Engineering Hollywood, FL 33020
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FORT LAUDERDALE MIAMI-DADE WEST PALM BEACH CLEARWATER / TAMPA ESTERO PORT ST. LUCIE
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ENGINEERING, TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY DIVISION (Clarissa Ip /

Alexander Barr / Adam Licht / Joan Shen)

2. Provide site data table showing site general information, existing and proposed conditions
such as but not limited to land use, loading zones requirements and parking requirements.
Be sure to show what is required and what is being provided for the project.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed,; Table on Site Plan SP-100 does not
address Loading Space requirements and references a Resolution 17-DP-39 as the basis for
required Parking. Please provide the recorded resolution within the plans. The parking
required for the main hospital (Parcel 1) per the resolution states a total 2682 with 45
ADA spaces. Sheet SP-100 shows 2680 stalls are provided which is 2 less than what was

required. Confirm with Planning and Zoning that this reduction is acceptable.

Additionally, on Sheet SP-100, ADA Parking calculation states 20+ 1/100 spaces. If so, that

translates to 47 required for ADA spaces, not 45 per the resolution.

Table per the resolution is below. Please provide clarification.

OFF-STREET PARKING (PARCELS 1 AND Ii)

SPACE:
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SURFACE —_ ek < —
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Response: As, requested please find a copy of Resolution 17-DP-39. Per this resolution
containing the overall campus parking table within the Joe DiMaggio Vertical
Expansion Site Plan, the 2682 spaces reflect existing Parcel Il Provided Parking, not
Required Parking. The table reflected the inventory of all parking spaces at that time to
demonstrate that there was sufficient parking provided on the overall campus to meet the
demand of the Joe DiMaggio Vertical Expansion project. SP-100 reflects a reduction of
2 spaces in the Visitors Garage due to the proposed enabling plan circulation pattern,
but accounts for the additional demand generated by this current Tower site plan by
increasing the Parcel Il Required Parking demand from 1580 spaces to 2164 spaces,
still well below the Provided Parking of 2680 spaces on Parcel II. The Parking Table
format on SP-100 has been tweaked to eliminate the confusion.

As to the ADA count, again the table in the Resolution and the current site plan
represents a baseline inventory established for the review and approval of the Joe
DiMaggio Vertical Expansion project in 2017 as well as any subsequent expansion
projects. Since ADA is based on provided spaces rather than required spaces, and there is
no increase in provided spaces, no additional ADA spaces are required or

proposed.

As a significant number of patients and visitors who would use ADA spaces use the valet
service, the 45 ADA spaces was previously deemed by staff to be acceptable for visitors
and patients that self-park. No new loading spaces are proposed. All loading for the
campus west of 35" Avenue utilizes the existing central loading area north of Johnson
Street, east of 37" Avenue as depicted on Sheet A02.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Referenced Resolution 17-DP-39 not
provided and not found in city record. Unable to complete review of this comment.

Response: Resolution 17-DP-39 referenced in previous responses was inadvertently
omitted from the prior upload of documents and is included in this submittal. Further,
the parking calculation has been refined on sheet SP-100 to clarify that the provision of
45 ADA parking spaces on Parcel Il was established by said resolution. ADA spaces are
based on the provided parking, not required parking. As demonstrated in the table,
provided parking greatly exceeds the required parking even after the impact of the
increased GFA for the proposed project.

Reviewer Response: Please confirm this was addressed.

Response: Please see the Resolution 17-DP-39 included in our resubmittal package.
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4. Please fully dimensions all roadways, intersections, travel individual lanes, landscape
islands, crosswalks sidewalks etc. Provide overall dimensions and identify all features
proposed within the roadway.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed, please provide dimensions in detail
sheets as well and any other applicable sheets to show the changing features of the ROW.
Additionally provide the dimension between the bollards along the valet area on Hospital
Drive.

Response: Please see revised detail sheets or applicable sheet to show changing features of
right of way and dimensions (5°-0 typ.) between bollards on SP-200 along the valet area
on hospital drive.

Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed. Please note that travel lanes should
have the same width from beginning to the end, based on FDOT Standards. Some of them
are not correctly marked. Please add dimensions on all pavement markings, including
distance between bollards. The sidewalk width should be at least 5 feet, not 4'9" at some
locations.

Response: Per discussion with reviewer, plans have been updated showing sidewalk widths as
12°-2” with handicap accessible widths between columns.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. See marked up Sheet CI0.

Response: Please see C10 Comment / Responses on pg.23 of 33 of this comment
response letter.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. Modify Sheets C03 and C10 to move the
FDOT curb ramps west, closer to the intersection of Hospital Drive and North 37th Avenue,
thereby having only one stop bar for westbound traffic on Hospital Drive. Update Sheet C10
to show new garage openings onto North 37th Avenue and Garfield Street.

Response: A meeting with the reviewer is being requested to review existing field
conditions in person. It is the EOR’s opinion that by moving the FDOT curb ramps
further west it would be creating an unsafe condition. This comment is not required
to be addressed for FTAC, but a solution should be agreed upon by all parties.
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6. Applicant is creating a new streetscape along the Southside of Hospital Drive, please
identify all dimensions for the sidewalk and curb areas being proposed.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, please provide sidewalk dimensions on
overall plans and detailed sheets when applicable. If there is a change in the sidewalk
width that point of change shall be dimensioned.

Response: Please see revised plan sheets which provide sidewalk dimensions, as requested.

Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed. Some locations' measurements are not
showing on the plans. Please make sure to add all dimensions.

Response: Per discussion with reviewer, plans have been updated to show sidewalk widths at
all sidewalk areas.

Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed, provide dimensions on Civil Plans.

Response: Please see attached civil plans sheet C10 which have been updated to show
sidewalk widths at all sidewalk areas as requested.

Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed, provide dimensions on Civil Plans. See
comment 4.

Response: Please see response to comment 4.

7. Applicant has several crosswalks shown on the plans. All crosswalks are to have
detectable warnings on both sides where the ramp meets the roadway. Please show
existing and proposed detectable warnings. (i.e. cross walk to corner plaza) and provide a
standard detail (FDOT) for the proposed detectable warnings.
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Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, applicant has not shown existing and proposed
detectable warnings at crosswalks/intersections and driveways.

Response: Please see attached plans showing locations of either existing or proposed
detectable warning surface on both sides of crosswalk(s) where ramp meets the roadway.
Additionally, please see the requested standard detail (FDOT) for the proposed detectable
warning surface.

Reviewer Response: Comments not addressed. For example, east side of ADA ramp does not
align with pedestrian crosswalk.

Response: Pedestrian crosswalk updated to align with ADA ramp, per conversation with
reviewer.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. See marked up Sheet CI0.

Response: Please see C10 Comment / Responses on pg.24 of 33 this comment response
letter.

Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. Modify Sheets C03 and C10 to move
the FDOT curb ramps west, closer to the intersection of Hospital Drive and North 37th
Avenue, thereby having only one stop bar for westbound traffic on Hospital Drive. Update
Sheet C10 to show new garage openings onto North 37th Avenue and Garfield Street.

Response: Please see response to comment 4.
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9. Provide ADA accessible routes are required between accessibility parking and building’s
Lobby access as well as an accessible route to the sidewalk in the public rights-of-way. For
the accessible routes, identify any change in elevation or slopes. If there is no change in
elevation, indicate on plans the transition is flush, label as such. Please add a note on the site
plan stating any lip from 1/4" but not greater than 2" will be beveled to meet ADA
requirements.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, no accessible routes identified, no note added
to plans. Please address comment.

Response: Please see Architectural plans Sheet A02-A showing ADA accessible routes
labeled between both proposed building and existing parking, and between proposed
building and public rights-of-way. Additionally, see note added to Site Plan sheet SP-100
addressing tripping hazard ADA requirements within the limits of these ADA accessible
routes.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. For example, change in
elevation or slopes are not identified in the plan.

Response: Please reference sheet A02-A site plan — circulation diagram for added note
‘Accessible route max. 5% sloped sidewalk’.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, see previous comments in Blue.

Response: Per discussion with reviewer, ADA accessible route shown on sheet A02-A and
note on site plan sheet SP-100 addresses this comment.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. See comment 7 to modify accessible
route on Sheet A02-A (and any other appropriate sheets) due to relocated FDOT curb ramps and

crosswalk at the intersection of Hospital Drive and North 37th Avenue.

Response: Please see response to comment 4.
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Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review
required at the time of permit review.

Response: Acknowledged.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed; No Auto Turn analysis provided for review.

Response: As previously responded, please see sheet C03, which shows exterior / interior
turning radii for Hospital Drive and N. 37" Ave turning movements per fire department
truck movements.
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Response: Valet queueing spaces are shown on Site Plan sheets SP-100 and SP-200.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.

Identify all parking available for Valet in the site data table. Provide a Valet operation plan
for review.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, valet parking stalls not shown on table and
no operation plan provided.

Response: MRH has adequate parking spaces available, and valet will operate as needed to
accommodate visitors. All valet cars will park in a safe manner.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. For example, the valet
operational plan is not included in the plan.

Response: CGA has been contracted to prepare the enabling plan which will address the
issue of the proposed temporary valet area at the NW corner of Johnson & 35" Avenue. It
is anticipated that this plan will be submitted by October 14", 2024.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Valet operational plan for the hospital
expansion built out not provided.

Response: See attached revised traffic study including valet operational plan for built out
condition, as requested.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED based on discussion with the applicant.
Front/main entrance to the hospital has been expanded and redesigned to maximize
queueing spaces for valet operation on Hospital Drive. Applicant has agree to adjust
valet staffing as needed to achieve operational needs.

15. Please provide dimensions for all Back of House areas (i.e. Valet, Chapel, discharge pods

etc.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, please provide a plan showing the back of
house areas dimensioned.

Response: Please refer to sheet A02 and A03 for level 01 plan dimensions. Additional floor
plans with dimensions will be provided as part of the contract documents to be submitted
for building permit.
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Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Applicant comment responses states
information shown on Sheet A02 and Sheet A03. However, plans unclear how the back of
house area will operate and function to accommodate truck pickups and drop off for services
such as garbage, linen, and deliveries. Further details to ensure ADA accessibility at the
Main Entrance area, i.e. access and interaction between valet, chapel, and discharge pods
area, is necessary.

Response: Per discussion with the reviewer this comment has been addressed.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
Please identify if any trash chutes, laundry chutes etc. are to be proposed.
Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.

On Pavement Marking and Signage plans, provide a numbering system for all signs.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed; no numbering system has been provided on
plans.

Response: The Pavement Marking and Signage sheet has been prepared using individual
leaders detailing all proposed improvement. Please accept this method of plan preparation
for the FTAC. If further clarification or detail is necessary, we can update plan sheets as
needed.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. For example, some signs are
not showing on the plan.

Response: Per meeting with reviewer, Pavement Marking and Signage Plan has been
accepted with signs shown on plans.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED, per meeting, for TAC sign-off. Further
signage details will be required for construction plans at the time of building permit
submittal.

On Sheet C10, please review double Valet lanes pavement markings, the lane reduction
from two lanes to one lane is incorrect. i.e. For the merge arrow at the southern most valet

lane please include the “MERGE” pavement marking.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, additionally please dimension the length of
this transition/merging area to ensure it meets requirements.

Response: Please see revised Sheet C10 showing “MERGE” pavement marking, as requested.
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Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. For example, some
dimensions between pavement markings are not showing on the plan. Please see comments
in the attached plan Sheet C10.

Response: C10 has been updated to show dimensions as annotated by City in redlined
comments.

Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review
required at the time of permit review.

19. Discrepancies exist for pavement markings and signage throughout plans between Sheet

20.

C10 and Sheet SP402, i.e. 37th Avenue and Hospital Drive.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, applicant has valet pavement markings on
Hospital Drive that are not shown on Site Plans.

Response: Please see updated Site Plan sheets (SP402 and C10) are references of each
other and are consistent with regards to valet pavement markings on Hospital Drive.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. For example, valet pavement
markings on SP 302, not on SP 402. Both A02 and A02-A need to be updated regarding valet
pavement markings.

Response: SP-302 and A02/A02-A are now consistent.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. Pavement messages are
shown on SP-302 but not on A02 or A02-A.

Response: See attached A02 and A02-A. Pavement messages match SP-302 as requested.
Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.

Pavement marking and traffic circulation needs to be further reviewed for 37th Avenue and
Hospital Drive within the proposed work area.

Reviewer Response: Southbound on 37th at garage needs additional striping to clearly
identify travel lanes during transition.

Response: Further coordination with reviewer will need to take place and any striping will
be included.

Reviewer Response: No responses provided to the City's comments.
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22. Provide separate traffic impact studies to analyze the conditions the proposed temporary
relocation of Hospital Main Entrance to 35th Avenue and at project built- out, post hospital
expansion. Submit traffic study methodologies for each study for City review and approval
prior preparing study.

o Temporary Hospital Main Entrance to 35th Avenue Condition: A methodology has

been approved of this traffic study. Please confirm if there will be any modification
necessary.
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o Built-out, Post Expansion Condition: Provide methodology for review and approval.
Traffic analysis should include items such as site access locations, 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. Include comparison of existing
conditions and post expansion of added traffic and/or employees to the facility.
Include review and analysis of hospital peak hours in addition to typical peak hours
if applicable, i.e. Sam-5pm and 7am- 7pm shifts.

o Review the potential need for a traffic signal at the intersection of Johnson Street
and access to the parking garages with the proposed expansion.

o Review overall campus pedestrian connectivity between garages, employee entrance
and main entrance, i.e. sidewalk adjacent to oxygen farm is being used as access
from newest garage to the main building. This requires review with architectural
plans building access locations and traffic study for pedestrian connectivity and

vehicular traffic circulation.

Traffic study reviews are done on a cost recovery basis by a City’s traffic engineering
consultant. Please see information below.

CONSULTANT COST RECOVERY FEE TABLE

Traffic Transportation Related Cost Recovery Fees Table
a) Administrative Processing Fee: 5% of Initial
Deposit B
b Initial Depesit and Minimium
Balance:
Minimum Administrative
Project Size | Initial Deposit | Account Balance Fee
Less than 10 Acres $5,000 $1,000 $250
| 10 Acres to Less than 30 Acres $8.000 | 1,600 _ S400
30 Acres & Over | s12000 [ %2400 600

*Resolution R-2015-209.

A minimum payment of $5,250 can be made to begin the review upon receipt of the study.
Payments can be made online via link at
https://apps.hollywoodfl.org/PaymentCenter/EngineeringPayment.aspx.

Here is information to be inputted when an online payment is made.
Application Type = Others
Permit # = Site Address
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Payments to the Engineering, Transportation & Mobility Division

Payment Amount

Payment Details

‘Notes = Traffic Review Cost Recovery Fee

Reviewer Response: Pending. Traffic study received. Please submit payment for traffic
engineering consultant to begin review. Traffic study received at Final TAC was not
signed and sealed by the engineer. Engineer signed and sealed traffic study will be
required.

Response: Payment was remitted on 07/26.

Reviewer Response: Tralffic study received. However, above comments have not been
addressed and payment for third party traffic study review has not been received. Additional
traffic study comments attached.

Response:

Reviewer Response: Comments are not addressed. No traffic study (for proposed expansion
built-out and temporary/enabling) and no valet operation plan (Comment 14) were
submitted with this submittal. No temporary/enabling and valet operation plan were ever
received. Built-out traffic study comments were provided on August 6, 2024, please address
comments and resubmit.

Response: Please see the attached traffic study for enabling phase of project.

Reviewer Response: Comments are not addressed. No traffic study (for proposed
expansion built-out).

Response: OR Expansion Tower Traffic Study provided to City and attached for
reference, as requested.
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24. In previous discussions, traffic circle at Garfield Street and 35th Avenue will be removed
temporarily during construction, please provide plans to show a) current existing traffic
circle, b) after removal of traffic circle/temporary layout and c) full traffic circle
reconstruction. Please include all stormwater inlets protection and pavement marking plans
for each phase.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed.

Response: Garfield St. and N 35" Ave. improvements will be submitted under separate cover
and restored to existing conditions. All SWPPP and PMS associated with temporary traffic
circle will be included in a separate package.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Documents indicated in applicant’s response
letter were not found in the submittal.

Response: CGA has been contracted to prepare a separate Enabling Plan that will address
this issue and will be submitted by October 1 4" 2024,

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed.



March 21, 2025
Page 16 of 37

Response: Please see attached enabling plans showing current existing traffic circle and
removal/temporary layout for project. Full traffic circle reconstruction plan shall be
provided in subsequent submittal prior to PDB approval.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Full Traffic Circle Reconstruction Plans
required prior to TAC sign-off

Response: OR Expansion Enabling Plans showing traffic circle restoration plans provided
to City and attached for reference, as requested.

26. Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) plans will be required.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) plan will be submitted by the Contractor following
project award.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Acknowledged.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Acknowledged.
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30. All outside agency permits must be obtained prior to issuance of City building permit.
Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Acknowledged. Broward County SWM Modification and Sewer Collection /
Transmission permits will be provide to City of Hollywood prior to City building permit
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issuance.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.
Response: Acknowledged.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.
Response: Acknowledged.

All pavement marking, signage, and traffic control devices within City rights-of-way
requires review and approval from Broward County Traffic Engineering Division.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Please see attached email from Carmello Caratozzolo at Broward County Traffic
Engineering Division (BCTED), stating that due to the project pavement marking, signage
and traffic control devices being installed only within private property, BCTED will not
approve plans for private developments.

Reviewer Response: To be provided.

Response: Acknowledged.

Reviewer Response: See attached BCTED Acceptance Letter for the Enabling Phase ROW
improvements.

More comments may follow upon review of the requested information.

** JUNE 30, 2024 FINAL TAC NEW COMMENTS**
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Response: No work is being proposed for the Existing parking garage as a part of this
expansion. Plans have been updated to remove indications of any work proposed.

Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed. Per applicant, no work is being proposed
for the existing parking garage as part of this expansion. However, for example, Sheet C02,
Demolition Plan, show existing ramps at existing garage connecting to Hospital Drive to be
remove. With the new Hospital Drive redesign, improvements at the existing garage are
necessary. Sheet C03 currently shows improvements appears to be ramps on Hospital Drive
that conflicts with existing parking in the garage. All areas along the redesigned Hospital
Drive should be reviewed for compatibility with existing conditions to the north and all
surrounding areas.

Response: While the site plan does not include the guest parking garage, CGA has been
contracted to prepare and submit an Enabling Plan to the city engineer which will address
the off modifications during the next few years. It is anticipated that this enabling plan will
be submitted by October 14", 2024.

Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed.

Response: Please see attached OR Expansion Enabling plans showing improvements to
parking garage and pavement markings prior to the closure of hospital drive and
construction of the tower.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED in Enabling Package, which will be
completed prior to the issuance of the Vertical Building Permit.

Please see the revision procedure comment at the start of this document. Please follow these
procedures on the next submittal.

Reviewer Response: Applicant acknowledged.

On Sheet C10, applicant does not show the bus stop pavement markings, it appears the bus
stop near the Main Entrance has been removed. Please confirm the bus stop was for
employee shuttles only (not Broward County Transit related) and indicate the new bus stop
location. Please provide full dimension for the proposed bus stop area on plans and types of
buses will be stopping at the location to ensure adequate space for a bus to safely be parked
for passenger drop-oft/pick up. Please provide supporting information (i.e. Auto turn).

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED on Sheet C03.
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TRAFFIC (Joaguin E. Vargas, Traf Tech Engineering, Inc. Reviewer)
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Response: According to ITE Trip Generation Handbook, 3rd Edition (p. 26): “Use
Average rate when: The data plot has at least three data points and the R2 value for
the fitted curve is less than 0.75”. All three R2 values for daily, AM and PM peak are
below 0.75, hence we have used the average rate.

. Please include a figure showing project trip distribution within the transportation network.
Inbound and outbound trips.

Response: Please see attached revised Traffic Study, which has been modified to
include requested figure showing project trip distribution within the transportation

network as Appendix H of the report.

. Appendix E — The worksheets associated with the PM peak hour have the wrong label
(AM), change to “PM” (pdf Pages 103 to 106).

Response: Revised. See updated Traffic Study attached.

The traffic study only evaluated the traffic impacts associated with the proposed expansion
of 198,550 square feet. The following items have not been addressed:

a) Temporary Hospital Main Entrance to 35th Avenue.

Response: A separate study is being prepared for the Temporary Main
Entrance and will be submitted once the entrance is permitted.
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Analysis of hospital peak hours in addition to typical peak hours if applicable,
i.e. Sam-5pm and 7am-7pm shifts.

Response: Following our meeting with the City officials and the agreed-upon
methodology (attached in Appendix A), the data collection timing for the
traffic count was established.

Evaluation of the need for a traffic signal at the intersection of Johnson Street
and access to the parking garages with the proposed expansion.

Response: A separate study is being prepared to evaluate the need for a traffic
signal at the intersection of Johnson Street and the access to the parking
garages in relation to the proposed expansion.

Documentation of overall campus pedestrian connectivity between garages,
employee entrance and main entrance, etc.

Response: The documentation of overall campus pedestrian connectivity,
including the pathways between garages, employee entrances, main entrances,
and other key areas, is not included within the current scope of work for the
traffic engineering services. The architect has prepared a circulation diagram
(A-02A), attached with document.

Existing and future transportation related improvements and amenities such as
street and pedestrian lighting, bus shelter, bike facility and/or sidewalks.

Response: The Interlocal Agreement (ILA) establishes these improvements in
the ‘Summary of Transportation Related Improvements by Phase’, which was
last revised in the 2009 1st Amendment. MRH has completed ALL
improvements listed and is not proposing to amend the ILA to add any other
transportation related improvements this time (2009 modification to ILA
attached).
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FOR REFERENCE — December 3, 2024 Review Comments
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Please add dimensions for all ADA ramps.
CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Dimensions will be added to the ramps.

It should be 50 feet 6°” solid white w/w/r RPMs @ 20’ O.C., not 35 feet. CGA Response
12/18/2024: Please note that a 50’ lane would interfere with the operation of the merging
lanes from the valet.

Please add Stop sign for the NB traffic at this approach.

CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that the existing stop sign, and supplemental plaque
will be relocated. Please see ‘Exist. Stop Sign and All-Way Plaque to be relocated (Private)’
callout.

The Loading Zone should be 4°” Solid White with 3’ separation.
CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Pavement Markings for the Loading Zone will be
changed to 4’ Solid White with 3’ separation.

The ADA ramp should be facing the pedestrian crosswalk so the blind person won’t walk to the
vehicle’s path. Also, please add dimensions for all ADA ramps.

CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that modifying the landing orientation of the ramp
would result in an impediment into loading area’s egress lane. Truncated domes of
detectable warnings will align with pedestrian crosswalk orientation to meet ADA
requirements. Dimensions will be added to the ramps.

. Please add Stop sign for NB traffic at this approach.

CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that the configuration of the lane and the adjacent
loading zone do not allow the installation of a stop sign near the stop bar. As such, a R1-6a
sign (STOP FOR PEDESTRIANS WITHIN CROSSWALK) will be added.

The Loading Zone should be 4°” Solid White with 3’ separation.
CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Pavement Markings for the Loading Zone will be
changed to 4°° Solid White with 3’ separation.

The RPMs next to the double yellow lines should be @ 10°.
CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that FDOT Index 700-001 requires RPMs to be
spaced at 40’ for double solid lines. A 10’ spacing is used for traffic separators.

Please make sure to add all dimensions of the plan. Please add all signs on the plan, especially
Stop sings.
CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Dimensions and signs will be added to the plans.
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FOR REFERENCE
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LANDSCAPING (Favio Perez, Landscape Reviewer)

** NEW COMMENTS 3/03/25 — Pending Sign Off**
1. Provide root barriers for Oak trees #01 and #03 to be relocated.

Response: See attached plan sheet L-401, which shows root barriers and Oak trees #01 and #03 in their
new locations, as requested.

2. Relocate Oak trees #10 and/or #23 to planting area on East corner in lieu of new
proposed tree. Provide root barriers as needed.

Response: See attached plan sheets LD-002 and L-100 which show the relocation of Oak tree #10 to
planting area on east corner in lieu of new proposed tree. Root barriers have also been provided, as
requested.

3. Adjust mitigation calculations as needed after adding relocation.

Response: See updated mitigation calculations on sheet LD-001 showing updates per requested plan
revisions.

** OLD COMMENTS**
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Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

10.

11.

12.

On landscape plan show all easements and underground utility lines.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

Revise mitigation calculations on sheet LD-001 as per city code.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

Mitigation calculations for payment chart are not adding up. Review units and cost totals.
Response: Mitigation calculations updated.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

Removed ‘no trees’ for relocation note, #1 on sheet LD-001.

Response: Note added to LD-001.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

Plant list and landscape plans are not matching, see sheet L-401.
Response: See attached Landscape Plans which have been corrected, as requested.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED

Revise plant list on sheet L-001 to match the proposed landscape plans. More comments
may follow upon review of the requested information.

Response: See attached Landscape Plans which have been corrected, as requested.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
More comments may follow upon review of the requested information.

Response: Acknowledged.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
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UTILITIES (Alicia Verea-Feria, Floodplain Development Review Administrator)

** OLD COMMENTS**

1.

Include water and sewer demand calculations on Utilities Plan.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED: Note added onto Utility Plan
Sheet C06 states ‘Water and Sewer demands for this project have been calculated by the

MEP Engineer to be 430 GPM’, but no calculations were shown to substantiate. Please
clarify if this is only for the addition. Verify 430 GPM = 619,200 GPD.**

Response: Building expansion water consumption is estimated at an average of 450 gallons
per minute. Calculation is based on plumbing fixture units accounting for usage diversity.
The building expansion air conditioning is estimated to increase cooling tower make up
water consumption by approximately 50 gallons per minute. Combined average
consumption increase is estimated at 500 gallons per minute. See attached Building
Expansion Water Consumption Calculations to substantiate demand calculations.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Revised note on Utility Plan
Sheet C06 states ‘Water and Sewer demands for this project have been calculated by the
MEP Engineer to be 500 GPM.’ Please provide calculations in GPD-gallons per day
based on usage.

Response: Please see attached C06 with updated demand calculation note of 104 GPM,
which is based on Broward County sewer flow demand for the applicable use of the
project.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Revised note on Utility
Plan Sheet C06 states ‘PEAK WATER AND SEWER DEMANDS FOR THIS
PROJECT HAVE BEEN CALCULATED TO BE 104 GPM.’ Please provide
calculations in GPD-gallons per day based on usage type.

Response: Please see attached Utility Plan sheet C06 which has been updated to provide
calculations in GPD as requested based on the hospital per bed usage type per Broward

County Code of Ordinance Chapter 27 Sec. 27-201.- Design Flow Table: Hospitals and

nursing homes, which indicates a sewer flow of 210 GPD per bed space. 210 GPD/bed *
150 beds * 4 (peaking factor) = 126,000 GPD.
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2. Clarify if existing fire hydrant shown on Sheet C02 is being removed since a new hydrant is
proposed on Sheet C06.

HE
g

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED. Revised Utility Plan Sheet C06 states that
existing Fire Hydrant is to be removed. The proposed Fire Hydrant that was shown on
original Utility Plan Sheet C06 has been relocated next to Existing Parking Garage
Structure.

3. Provide labels, rim and invert elevations for the three new private sanitary sewer manholes
shown on Sheet C06.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.

4. Verity the proposed Finished Floor Elevations (FFE). Sheet A02 shows Popo. FFE =
12.90° NAVDSS. Sheet C03 indicates Prop. FFE = 12.60° NAVDSS. Please revise to match.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED. Both sheets show proposed FFE =
12.75° NAVDSS.

5. Clarify Finished Floor Elevation (FFE) for all enclosed areas on the ground floor on Sheet
A03.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT NOT ADDRESSED
Response: All enclosed areas on the ground floor are at 12.75° NAVD designated in the

drawings as 100°-0”. For reference we added an elevation mark at all entry doors and
general note number 01. Please refer to sheet A03.



6.

10.

March 21, 2025
Page 32 of 37

Provide perimeter cross-section across project limits across N 37 Ave and Hospital Blvd to
show stormwater runoff will remain onsite and transition areas will match adjacent property
grades.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT NOT ADDRESSED

Response: Please see attached plan sheet C5B, showing proposed cross-sections across N
37" Avenue and Hospital Drive to how stormwater runoff will remain onsite and match
adjacent property grades.

Refer to Sheet C05 for Exfiltration Trench Details, not Sheet C04.
Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.

Specify material for perforated pipe within exfiltration trenches.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED: Exfiltration Trench detail
on sheet C05 shows 18” perforated HP for pipe material, but plans show proposed 24”
perforated RCP. Ensure detail matches what is shown on plan.

Response: Please see updated detail on sheet C05, which is now consistent with Paving,
Grading and Drainage Plan sheet C03, as requested.

Provide preliminary drainage calculations including pre and post development ensuring all
stormwater is retained onsite.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED: PLEASE PROVIDE
SIGNED/SEALED DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS.

Response: See attached drainage calculations including Pre-vs-post stages ensuring all
stormwater is retained on site.

Indicate how roof drainage will be collected and connected to the on-site drainage system.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT NOT ADDRESSED

Response: Please see sheet C03 showing two (2) proposed rainwater leader connections to
proposed building and reference to MEP Plans for continuation.

Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Although 18” HP storm
pipes are shown on plans, please add note indicating connection to roof drain.

Response: See sheet C03 indicating connection to roof drain on both 18” HP storm pipe
leaders.
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** NEW COMMENTS**

) iG] |
| ¥ ’
| L ’/l.’"//l/"”- ,,, ) 7

D e AP LA AN ]

J \x _‘ = V\ i \1 1 \_‘\ ) \ e 4‘“.@
2 N \\ N ;K \ G : ?: f
N \
) - /

HOSPITAL X |
DRIVE

PROPOSED y ’ -
BED TOWER 3 VL R T

(8 STORY) X }; /\

We are available to discuss further, at your convenience, should you have any questions,
cOmmMmenNts or CONCErns.
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A. Sheet C-02: Clarify FM capping along Garfield Street per snapshot below.
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Response: Please see sheet C02 which now shows existing sewers service connection to
existing 6” FM based on existing conditions.

B. Based on review of the Alta Survey and Civil Plans, there is an existing FPL easement
along Hospital Drive on Alta Survey Sheets S-4 and S-5. It appears that the existing FPL
underground service line is capped as shown on the Demolition Plan Sheet C02. Sheet C03
shows proposed drainage traversing the existing FPL easement. Clarify if FPL easement is
being vacated.
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Survey - Sheet S-5
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Response: The applicant MEP engineer has been reviewing the electrical needs with the
FPL service planners during review of construction plans. Any construction that
requires relocating existing FPL facilities are being addressed during the construction
plan review period to avoid premature releases and dedications. During this time FPL
will instruct the applicant of the method and timing of releasing existing easements and
the dedication of new easements, which may occur before, during or after construction
(as-built release and dedications). Since the subject easement is a direct easement with
FPL, FPL will provide the applicant the necessary documents to execute, and the
applicant or FPL will provide the necessary sketch and descriptions for recording said
release and dedication(s). The release and dedication of direct FPL easements does not
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require a vacation process through the City of Hollywood or Broward County; however
the City Utilities Division can be kept abreast of the issue during this review and
construction process. The underground line cited above is expected to require said
release as part of FPL’s overall review of existing easements, relocations and new
dedications.

BUILDING (James McGuinness EI, CBO, CFM, MCP, LEED AP BD+C, Assistant
Building Official)

FIRE (Chris Clinton, Fire Marshal)

PUBLIC WORKS (Joseph S. Kroll, Public Works Director)

PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURAL ARTS (David Vazquez, Assistant Director)
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (Ryon Coote, Community Development Director)

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (Joann Hussey, Interim Director)

POLICE DEPARTMENT (Chantel Magrino, Police)

DOWNTOWN AND BEACH CRA (Jorge Camejo, Executive Director)

PARKING (Jovan Douglas, Parking Director)

Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have regarding this matter. I can be
reached via telephone at (954) 766-2789 or email at jmessick@cgasolutions.com

Sincerely,

CALVIN, GIORDANO & ASSOCIATES, INC.

James Messick &

James Messick, P.E.
Senior Project Manager
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Broward County Commission

CITY OF HOLLYWOQOOD
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO. 17-DP-39

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF HOLLYWOOD PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT BOARD CONSIDERING A REQUEST FOR
DESIGN AND SITE PLAN APPROVAL, FOR AN APPROXIMATE
156,000 SQ. FT. VERTICAL FOUR STORY ADDITION TO THE
EXISTING JOE DIMAGGIO CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL LOCATED AT
3501 JOHNSON STREET, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF
THE CITY OF HOLLYWOOD ZONING AND LAND DEVELOPMENT
REGULATIONS.

WHEREAS, the Planning and Development Board (the “Board”) is charged
with, among other things, the responsibility of considering requests for variances, design,
special exceptions and site plan approval; and :

WHEREAS, the Board is duly empowered to grant variances, special
exceptions, and design approvals in accordance with the guidelines and procedures
found in Section 5.3 of the City’'s Zoning and Land Development Regulations and site
plan approval pursuant to Article 6 of the Zoning and Land Development Regulations; and

WHEREAS, the South Broward Hospital District (“Applicant”), has applied
for Design and Site Plan approval for the construction of an approximate 156,000 sq. ft.
vertical four story addition to the existing Joe DiMaggio Children’s Hospital located at
3501 Johnson Street, as more particularly described in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Manager and Principal Planner, following analysis
of the application and its associated documents, has determined that the proposed
request for Design approval meets the applicable criteria set forth in Section 5.3.1.4.0f the
Zoning and Land Development Regulations and have therefore recommend approval of
the Design; and

WHEREAS, the Technical Advisory Committee, following an analysis of the
application and its associated documents, have determined that the proposed request for
Site Plan approval does meet the review standards set forth in Article 6 of the Zoning and
Land Development Regulations and have therefore recommended approval; and

WHEREAS, on March 8, 2018, the Board met and held an advertised public
hearing to consider the Applicant’s requests; and
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WHEREAS, the Board reviewed the application and the Department of
Development Services Planning Division staff report and recommendations for the Design
approval, considered the following criteria pursuant to Section 5.3.1.4.a. (1) through (4) of
the City's Zoning and Land Development Regulations and have determined that the
following criteria have been met:

1) The Architectural details are commensurate with the building mass. Design
of the building(s) considered aesthetics and functionality, including the
relationship of the pedestrian with the built environment;

2) Compatibility. There is an appropriate relationship between existing
architectural styles and proposed construction, including how each building
along the street relates to the whole and the pattern created with adjacent
structures and the surrounding neighborhood. The Building contains
architectural details that are characteristic of the surrounding neighborhood;

3) Scale/Massing. The Building is proportionate in scale, with a height which is
consistent with the surrounding structures. The Building mass reflects a
simple composition of basic architectural details in relation to its length,
width, height, lot coverage, and setting of the structure in context with

- adjacent buildings. The Architectural details include, but are not limited to,
banding, molding, and fenestration; and

4) Landscaping. The Landscaped areas contain a variety of native and other
compatible plant types and forms, and are carefully integrated with existing
buildings and paved areas. Existing mature trees and other significant
plants on the site have been preserved.

; and

WHEREAS, the Board reviewed the application and the Department of
Development Services Planning Division staff report and the Technical Advisory
Committee’s recommendation for the Site Plan approval, and considered the Site Plan
review standards set forth in Article 6 of the Zoning and Land Developments and found that
the Site Plan requirements have been met.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT BOARD OF THE CITY OF HOLLYWOQOOD, FLORIDA:

Section1: That the foregoing “WHEREAS” clauses are ratified and
confirmed as being true and correct and are incorporated in this Resolution.

Section 2:  That, following review of the Staff Summary Report, the
Applicant’s application and supporting documents and materials, all submitted written and oral
testimony received during the public hearing from all parties and speakers, and the
consideration of the Design criteria set forth herein, the Board finds that the necessary criteria
have been met, and the Design is hereby approved.

2
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CITY OF HOLLYWOOD PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT BOARD RESOLUTION 17-
DP-39 South Broward Hospital District (Joe DiMaggio Children’s Hospital).

Section 3: That, following review of the Staff Summary Report, the
Applicant’s application and supporting documents and materials, all submitted written and
oral testimony received during the public hearing from all parties and speakers, and the
consideration of the Site Plan review standards set forth in Article 6 of the Zoning and
Land Development Regulations, the Board finds that the necessary review standards
have been met, and Site Plan is hereby approved.

Section 4:  That the Applicant shall have up to 24 months from the date of
this Design approval to apply for all necessary building permits required to proceed with
construction. Failure to submit an application within the require time period shall render all
approvals null and void.

Section 5:  That the Applicant shall have up to 24 months from the date of
Site Plan approval to apply for a valid construction permit. Failure to submit an application
within the require time period shall render all approvals null and void.

Section6: That the Department of Development Services Planning
Division is hereby directed to forward a copy of this resolution to the Applicant/Owner of the
property with respect to which the request was made. This Resolution will be delivered to
the City Clerk to be recorded in the Public Records of Broward County, as provided by the
applicable provisions of Article 5 in the Zoning and Land Development Regulations. A copy
shall be furnished to any enforcement official.

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 8th DAY OF MARCH, 2018.

RENDERED THIS /5 DAY OF AL , 2018.
TTEST:

\ AT

SIANA PITARELL], SECRETARY HN PASSALACQQ%—WR

APPROVED AS TO FORM & LEGAL
SUFFICIENCY for the use reliance of
the Planning and Development Board
of the City of Hollywood, Florida, only.

EM&QJ%-C)fmﬂ\ﬂQZQDA
DEBRA-ANN REESE, BOARD COUNSEL
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EXHIBIT "A"
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PARCEL I

THE EAST 40 FEET OF LOT 3 AND ALL OF LOTS 4 THROUGH 6 AND 31
THROUGH 35 INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 15: TOGETHER WITH THE PORTION OF THE
ADJOINING 15 FOOT ALLEY IN SAID BLOCK 15 AND LYING BETWEEN THE
NORTHERLY PROJECTION OF THE WEST LINE OF SAID EAST 40 FEET OF
LOT 3 AND THE SOUTHERLY PROJECTION OF THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT
33; TOGETHER WITH ALL OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 5 AND 33 THROUGH 37
INCLUSIVE AND THE ADJOINING 15 FOOT ALLEY ALL IN BLOCK 16;
TOGETHER WITH ALL OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 5 AND 33 THROUGH 37
INCLUSIVE AND THE ADJOINING 15 FOOT ALLEY ALL IN BLOCK 17;
TOGETHER WITH PORTIONS OF THE ADJOINING RIGHTS-OF-WAY FOR
GRANT STREET AND HAYES STREET, ALL AS SHOWN ON "HOLLYWOOD
HILLS" ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 6,
PAGE 22 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA.

SAID LANDS LYING IN THE CITY OF HOLLYWOOD, BROWARD COUNTY, .
FLORIDA AND CONTAINING A TOTAL NET AREA OF 219,654 SQUARE FEET
(5.04 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
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HIKS

ARCHITECT

HKS ARCHITECTS, INC. FL. AAF000118
201 ALHAMBRA CIRCLE. SUITE 800
CORAL GABLES, FL 23134

INTERIOR DESIGN

HKS ARCHITECTS, INC. FL. AAF000119
225 EAST ROBINSON STREET, SUTE 405
ORLANDO, FL 32801

STRUCTURAL

GMG STRUCTURAL ENGINEER
8181 NW 154TH ST, SUTE 247
MIAMI LAKES, FL 33016

MEP & FIRE PROTECTION
TLC ENGINEERING FOR ARCHITECTURE
800 FAIRWAY DRIVE # 250

DEERFIELD BEACH, FL 33441

TECHNOLOGY

SMITH SECKMANN REID, ING (SSR)
2395 SIDCO DRIVE
NASHVILLE, TN 37204

MEDICAL EQUIPMENT
MITCHELL PLANNING

630 DUNDEE ROAD, SUITE 340
NORTHBROOK, IL. 60062

CLIENT'S CIVIL CONSULTANT
CALVIN, GIORDANO & ASSOCIATES, ING

1800 ELLER DRIVE, SUITE 600

FTLAUDERDALE, FL 33316
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EXHIBIT "B" SITE PLAN
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SITE AREA CALCULATIONS
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LANDSCAPE NOTES

HIKS

ARCHITECT

HKS ARCHITECTS, INC. FL. AAF00O119
201 ALHAMBRA CIRCLE SUITE 800
CORAL GABLES. FL 33134

INTERIOR DESIGN

HKS ARCHITECTS. INC. FL. AAF000119
225 EAST ROBINSON STREET, SUITE 405
ORLANDO. FL 32801

STRUCTURAL

GMG STRUGTURAL ENGINEER
8181 NW 154TH ST, SUITE 247
MIAMI LAKES, FL 33016

MEP & FIRE PROTECTION
TLC ENGINEERING FOR ARCHITEGTURE
800 FAIRWAY ORIVE # 250

DEERF(ELD BEACH, F1. 33441

TECHNOLOGY

SMITH SECKMANN REID, INC {SSR)
2995 SIDCO DRIVE

NASHVILLE, TN 37204

MEDICAL EQUIPMENT
MITCHELL PLANNING

630 DUNDEE ROAD, SUITE 340
NORTHBROOK. 1160062

CLIENT'S CIVIL CONSULTAN
CALVIN, GIORDANO & ASSOCIATES, ING

1860 ELLER DRIVE. SUITE 600

FT LAUDERDALE, FL 33316
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HOLLYWOOD. FL 33021
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PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT BO{

SHEET TITLE

SITE PLAN

SHEETNG.

A0.01
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COUNTY

F L O R 1 D A

Public Works Department
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION
2300 W. Commercial Boulevard ¢ Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309 « 954-847-2600

March 20, 2025

Sebastian Soria, PE

Calvin, Giordano & Associates, Inc.
1800 Eller Drive, Suite 600

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316

Re: Memorial Regional Hospital - O.R. Expansion
Signing & Pavement Markings Plan - BCTED Review
City of Hollywood
BCTED Reference No. 250123060

Dear Sebastian,

Broward County Traffic Engineering Division has reviewed the above referenced plan and finds the
pavement marking and signing plan on public streets maintained by the BCTED to be acceptable. There
are no school/pedestrian, signal design, fiber optic communication/interconnect or copper
communication/interconnect comments.

A copy of Pavement Marking and Signing Inspection Procedure and a copy of Specifications for Retro-
Reflective Sign Materials are attached for your use.

Please submit two signed and sealed plan sets (11” x 17”) to me, Raj Shanmugam, at the Broward
County Traffic Engineering Division, for sign-off.

If you have any questions, contact me by e-mail at RShanmugam@broward.org or call me at 954-847-
2721,

Broward County Board of County Commissioners
Mark D. Bogen - Alexandra P. Davis « Lamar P. Fisher  Beam Furr - Steve Geller + Robert McKinzie « Nan H. Rich « Hazelle P. Rogers « Michael Udine
www.broward.org
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BRIGVWARD

COUNTY

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION
2300 W. Commercial Boulevard - Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309 - 954-847-2600

Broward County Traffic Engineering Division
Pavement Marking and Signing Inspection Request Procedure
(Effective Date: October 1, 2009)

1) The Broward County Traffic Engineering Division (BCTED) limits inspections to final
inspections only. Inspections are limited to work/projects in the public right-of-way or
connections to the public right-of-way.

2) Traffic Engineering Division staff's contact for a project is the Engineer-of-Record
(EOR) only. The EOR is expected to resolve any issues/questions raised by the
pavement marking and signing Contractor(s) or Sub-Contractor(s).

3) It is the responsibility of the EOR to insure that the project is completed in
conformance with the approved plan, prior to requesting a pavement marking and
signing inspection. The EOR is to inspect the project and generate a punch list, as
needed. The EOR will be responsible for making sure that the Contractor or
Subcontractor correct the deficiencies listed in the punch list generated by the EOR.

4) After the EOR determines that the completed project conforms to the approved plans,
the EOR shall take photographs to document the conformance. The photographs should
be compared with the approved plans and be identified by station number. The
photographs should show, but, not be limited to:

(a) RPM's - four-corner coverage, correct spacing and location.

(b) Signs - correct location, correct sign as shown on approved plan.
(c) Messages on Pavement - correct location, spelling and size.

(d) Arrows - correct location, shape and size, centered in lane.

(e) Edge Lines and Lane Lines - correct color and correct width.

(f) Stop Bar - correct location and width.

(g) Reflectivity of Thermoplastic markings - even distribution of glass beads.

5) After all deficiencies have been satisfactorily corrected, the EOR will be able to submit
a final inspection/acceptance request to BCTED.

6) The EOR shall submit a written request for pavement marking and signing inspections
to BCTEDInspections@broward.org. The complete inspection request shall include:

Broward County Board of County Commissioners
Mark D. Bogen « Alexandra P. Davis * Lamar P. Fisher « Beam Furr » Steve Geller « Robert McKinzie * Nan H. Rich « Hazelle P. Rogers « Michael Udine
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(a) A signed and sealed letter requesting the inspection and certifying that the
project conforms to the approved plans, and that the EOR has personally
inspected the completed project for conformance with the approved plan.

(b) Photographs which document that the completed project conforms to the
approved plan.

(c) Copies of the Broward County Certificate of Competency, issued by the
Broward County Permitting, Licensing and Consumer Protection Division, for
each contractor and/or sub-contractor that worked on the pavement marking
and signing portion of the project.

7) Upon receipt of the certification letter and photographs, BCTED staff will examine the
photographs within one week of receipt of a completed request. If a review of the
photographs reveals deficiencies in the project, the EOR will be notified in writing by US
Mail or by E-Mail, that the photographs indicate that the project is not ready for a final
inspection. No field inspection will be performed and no punch list will be issued by
BCTED. The EOR will be asked to repeat the certification and inspection request
procedure, detailed in paragraphs 4 through 6, after the project deficiencies have been
corrected.

8) If a BCTED staff review of the photographs does not show major deficiencies, a field
inspection will be performed and the results will be provided to the EOR within four weeks
of receipt of the completed certification package. If the project is accepted, an
acceptance letter will be sent to the EOR, via US Mail or by E-mail. If, however, several
deficiencies are identified during the field inspection, the inspection will be terminated
and the EOR will be notified of the termination by US Mail or by E-mail. No punch list will
be issued by BCTED. The Engineer-of-Record will be instructed to repeat the
certification and inspection request procedure, detailed in paragraphs 4 through 6, after
the project deficiencies have been corrected.

9) Items that will result in the termination of an inspection include, but are not limited to:
(a) A lack of uniformity of glass bead coverage, at multiple locations.
(b) A lack of reflectivity of the Thermoplastic markings, at multiple locations.

(C) Incorrect application of materials, not in conformance with manufacturer's
instructions.

(d) Incorrect color or thickness of Thermoplastic markings.
(e) Signs that are missing, incorrectly spelled, or that are not to current standards.

(f) Alack of four-corner coverage on multiple RPM's.

Broward County Board of County Commissioners
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BRIGVWARD

Public Works Department
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION
2300 W. Commercial Boulevard * Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309 * 954-847-2600

TO: Public Works Department/Traffic Engineering Division Personnel

FROM: Scott Brunner, P.E., Director, Traffic Engineering Division

DATE: February 8, 2023

SUBJECT: Traffic Engineering Division Technical Policy Memo No. TPM-23-001
Specifications for Retroreflective Traffic Sign Materials

EFFECTIVE: February 8, 2023

EXPIRES: December 23, 2025 unless superseded upon release of new MUTCD

PRIOR EFFECTIVE: November 4, 2020, through December 22, 2022

In response to recent directives established by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA),

and in accordance with Section 2A.08 of the 2009 Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices

(MUTCD), pertaining to minimum standards of retroreflectivity for roadway traffic signs, it shall
be the policy of the Traffic Engineering Division to fabricate, install, and maintain all traffic
control signs under its jurisdiction with the highest grade of retroreflective materials available in
the industry. The use of the highest quality materials will ensure optimal levels of retroreflectivity
throughout the life of the subject traffic control signs, reduce field maintenance and life-cycle

replacement, and improve overall safety for system users.

Therefore, effective January 31, 2023, the Traffic Engineering Division shall continue to only
install and approve traffic control signs that meet all of the following:
1. Meet the criteria outlined in Section 2A.08 of the 2009 MUTCD.
2. Meet the specifications outlined in Section 700 and 994 of the 2021 Standard
Specifications of the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT).

3. Consist of sheeting materials certified to meet the reflective sheeting requirements
outlined in the 2019 version of ASTM D4956 for Type XI (FDOT Type XI) retroreflective

sheeting materials made with prisms; except for school zone, pedestrian, and shared

Broward County Board of County Commissioners
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use path signs which shall be comprised of reflective fluorescent yellow-green sheeting
certified to meet ASTM D4956 Type IV (FDOT Type IV) reflective sheeting requirements.
4. Consist of retroreflective sheeting materials that have a valid FDOT Approved Product
List certification for Specification 700 Highway Signing for FDOT Sheeting Type Xl (or
Type IV for school zone, pedestrian, and shared use path signs), approved for jobs let
after February 8, 2023.
5. Consist of ink screen printing and/or overlay film (acrylic, electronic cuttable vinyl) signs

materials only. Digital printing, including inkjet printing, will not be accepted.

These specifications shall be applied to all County, municipal and privately-installed traffic
control signs to be maintained by the Traffic Engineering Division and shall be applicable to all
sign types and colors, except fluorescent pink emergency management signs that shall be

covered by a future policy memorandum.

Traffic Engineering Division Technical Policy Memo # TPM-23-001 Specifications for

Retroreflective Traffic Sign Materials

EFFECTIVE DATE
This policy shall be in effect through December 31, 2025, unless superseded by an updated

technical policy memorandum.
APPROVED
/7
/Wﬁ%ﬁm 2.2 2023

Scott Brunner, P.E. Date

Director

C. Andrew G. Sebo, P.E., Assistant Director, Traffic Engineering Division
Carmelo Caratozzolo, P.E., Traffic Operations Engineer, Traffic Engineering Division

Ron Delello, Signs and Pavement Marking Superintendent, Traffic Engineering Division
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	PDB Application (fully executed)
	20241218 - DESIGN CRITERIA STATEMENT
	21-5560 MRH OR Expansion TAC Sign Off Review RAI Response_3.21.25
	City of Hollywood Development Services Planning Division
	RE:  Memorial Regional Hospital OR Expansion 3501 Johnson Street Hollywood, Florida TAC File # 24-DP-38
	Response: Location of waste management and service/loading areas were confirmed during discussion with reviewer, this comment has been fulfilled.
	Response: Per memo from reviewer on January 07, 2025, this is an advisory comment that was previously satisfied.
	Response: Per memo from reviewer on January 07, 2025, this is an advisory comment that was previously satisfied.
	Response: Acknowledged. Engineering Comments received from City of Hollywood on August 17th are incorporated into this RAI response letter below.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED
	Reviewer Response: Please confirm this was addressed.
	Response: Please see the Resolution 17-DP-39 included in our resubmittal package.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. See marked up Sheet C10.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed, conflict in lane dimensions between SP- 200 & C10.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not fully addressed, provide dimensions on Civil Plans.
	Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. See marked up Sheet C10.
	Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. Modify Sheets C03 and C10 to move the FDOT curb ramps west, closer to the intersection of Hospital Drive and North 37th Avenue, thereby having only one stop bar for westbound traffic on Hospital Drive. U...
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED on Sheet A02-A.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed, see previous comments in Blue.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review required at the time of permit review.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed; No Auto Turn analysis provided for review.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Valet operational plan for the hospital expansion built out not provided.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED based on discussion with the applicant. Front/main entrance to the hospital has been expanded and redesigned to maximize queueing spaces for valet operation on Hospital Drive. Applicant has agree to adjust valet st...
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED, per meeting, for TAC sign-off. Further signage details will be required for construction plans at the time of building permit submittal.
	Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review required at the time of permit review.
	Reviewer Response: Comments are not completely addressed. Pavement messages are shown on SP-302 but not on A02 or A02-A.
	Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review required at the time of permit review via enabling plan review and built out review.
	Reviewer Response: Comment partially addressed. No Parking signs are continuing to be provided for the referenced area of concern. However, with the proposed new configuration of the main entrance area with expanded pick-up/drop-off spaces, this issue...
	Reviewer Response: Comments are not addressed. No traffic study (for proposed expansion built-out and temporary/enabling) and no valet operation plan (Comment 14) were submitted with this submittal. No temporary/enabling and valet operation plan were ...
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Construction schedule of phasing/operation has not been provided.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed. Full Traffic Circle Reconstruction Plans required prior to TAC sign-off
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED, continued impact to the public will be required to be provided.
	Reviewer Response: To be provided. Response: Acknowledged.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: Comment sufficiently addressed for TAC sign-off, further review required at the time of permit review.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: To be provided. Response: Acknowledged.
	Reviewer Response: See attached BCTED Acceptance Letter for the Enabling Phase ROW improvements.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED per applicant response.
	More comments may follow upon review of the requested information.
	Reviewer Response: Comment not addressed.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED in Enabling Package, which will be completed prior to the issuance of the Vertical Building Permit.
	Reviewer Response: Applicant acknowledged.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED on Sheet C03.
	Response: Acknowledged.
	Response: Revised. See updated Traffic Study attached.
	Response: Revised. See updated Traffic Study attached.
	Response: According to ITE Trip Generation Handbook, 3rd Edition (p. 26): “Use Average rate when: The data plot has at least three data points and the R2 value for the fitted curve is less than 0.75”. All three R2 values for daily, AM and PM peak are ...
	Response: Please see attached revised Traffic Study, which has been modified to include requested figure showing project trip distribution within the transportation network as Appendix H of the report.
	Response: Revised. See updated Traffic Study attached.
	Response: A separate study is being prepared for the Temporary Main Entrance and will be submitted once the entrance is permitted.
	Response: Following our meeting with the City officials and the agreed-upon methodology (attached in Appendix A), the data collection timing for the traffic count was established.
	Response: A separate study is being prepared to evaluate the need for a traffic signal at the intersection of Johnson Street and the access to the parking garages in relation to the proposed expansion.
	Response: The documentation of overall campus pedestrian connectivity, including the pathways between garages, employee entrances, main entrances, and other key areas, is not included within the current scope of work for the traffic engineering servic...
	Response: The Interlocal Agreement (ILA) establishes these improvements in the ‘Summary of Transportation Related Improvements by Phase’, which was last revised in the 2009 1st Amendment. MRH has completed ALL improvements listed and is not proposing ...

	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that moving the crosswalk closer to N 37 Avenue wouldn’t allow to meet ADA requirements as the space available between the curb and the parking building does not allow to accommodate the ramp and the landing with t...
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please clarify which gap the comment refers to.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Dimensions will be added to the ramps.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that the existing stop sign, and supplemental plaque will be relocated. Please see ‘Exist. Stop Sign and All-Way Plaque to be relocated (Private)’ callout.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Pavement Markings for the Loading Zone will be changed to 4’’ Solid White with 3’ separation.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that modifying the landing orientation of the ramp would result in an impediment into loading area’s egress lane. Truncated domes of detectable warnings will align with pedestrian crosswalk orientation to meet ADA ...
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that the configuration of the lane and the adjacent loading zone do not allow the installation of a stop sign near the stop bar. As such, a R1-6a sign (STOP FOR PEDESTRIANS WITHIN CROSSWALK) will be added.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Pavement Markings for the Loading Zone will be changed to 4’’ Solid White with 3’ separation.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Please note that FDOT Index 700-001 requires RPMs to be spaced at 40’ for double solid lines. A 10’ spacing is used for traffic separators.
	CGA Response 12/18/2024: Noted. Dimensions and signs will be added to the plans.
	** NEW COMMENTS 3/03/25 – Pending Sign Off**
	Response: See attached plan sheet L-401, which shows root barriers and Oak trees #01 and #03 in their new locations, as requested.
	Response: See attached plan sheets LD-002 and L-100 which show the relocation of Oak tree #10 to planting area on east corner in lieu of new proposed tree.  Root barriers have also been provided, as requested.
	Response: See updated mitigation calculations on sheet LD-001 showing updates per requested plan revisions.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Response: Mitigation calculations updated.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Response: Note added to LD-001.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Response: See attached Landscape Plans which have been corrected, as requested.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Response: See attached Landscape Plans which have been corrected, as requested.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	Response: Acknowledged.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT SATISFIED
	** OLD COMMENTS**
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Revised note on Utility Plan Sheet C06 states ‘Water and Sewer demands for this project have been calculated by the MEP Engineer to be 500 GPM.’ Please provide calculations in GPD-gallons per day based o...
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Revised note on Utility Plan Sheet C06 states ‘PEAK WATER AND SEWER DEMANDS FOR THIS PROJECT HAVE BEEN CALCULATED TO BE 104 GPM.’ Please provide calculations in GPD-gallons per day based on usage type.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED. Revised Utility Plan Sheet C06 states that existing Fire Hydrant is to be removed. The proposed Fire Hydrant that was shown on original Utility Plan Sheet C06 has been relocated next to Existing Parking Garage Str...
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED. Both sheets show proposed FFE =
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT NOT ADDRESSED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT NOT ADDRESSED
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT ADDRESSED.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED: Exfiltration Trench detail on sheet C05 shows 18” perforated HP for pipe material, but plans show proposed 24” perforated RCP. Ensure detail matches what is shown on plan.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED: PLEASE PROVIDE SIGNED/SEALED DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS.
	Reviewer Response: COMMENT PARTIALLY ADDRESSED. Although 18” HP storm pipes are shown on plans, please add note indicating connection to roof drain.
	Response: Acknowledged.
	Response: Acknowledged.
	Response: See sheet C06 which has been revised to clean up layer issue.
	Response: Please reference separate Building Permit (permit ref #B25-100064 ) package, being submitted under separate cover, structural sheet S-003 has the Threshold Inspection Plan (Structure Inspection Plan) being prepared by FL PE per F.S. 553.79
	Response: Please see attached update sheet A01
	Response: Acknowledged. Issued for construction drawings have been submitted by the contractor.
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