CITY OF TITUSVILLE
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC)
City Hall Council Chamber
555 South Washington Avenue, Titusville, FL 32781
June 16, 2026 at 2:00 pm

NOTICE

All persons who anticipate speaking on any Public Hearing item must fill out an Oath Card to be heard on that agenda item and sign the oath contained
thereon. These cards are located on the table near the entrance to the Council Chamber or may be obtained from the Recording Secretary. This
meeting will be conducted in accordance to the procedures adopted in Resolution # 24-1997.

Those speaking in favor of a request will be heard first, those opposed will be heard second, and those who wish to make a public comment on the
item will speak third. The applicant may make a brief rebuttal if necessary. A representative from either side, for or against, may cross-examine a
witness.

Anyone who speaks is considered a witness. If you have photographs, sketches, or documents that you desire for the Commission to consider, they
must be submitted into evidence and will be retained by the City. Please submit such exhibits to the Recording Secretary.

Applicants for land use and zoning related items are advised that the resumes of staff members who prepare applicable staff reports are on file in
the City Clerk’s Office.

1. CALLTO ORDER

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3. ROLLCALL

4. DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM
5. APPOVAL OF MINUTES

6. QUASI-JUDICIAL CONFIRMATION PROCEDURES
a. Verify all persons wishing to speak before the committee has signed an Oath Card.
b. Chairman confirms that all agenda items have been properly advertised.
c. Member’s statements if they have visited any of the sites, or spoken to any members of the public
regarding an item to be reviewed today.

7. OLD BUSINESS

8. NEW BUSINESS

a. DRC#10-2026, Parcel ID 22-35-29-AV-*-47.02.
Discussion of the following waiver requests:
1. To the minimum force main size requirements in the City’s Water Resources Department Technical
Specifications Section 5.20.
2. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design Manual Chapter 9 —
Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.16.4 which establishes the maximum number of parking spaces
for development within the City

Page 1of2



3. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design Manual Chapter 9 —
Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.17.1.1 which establishes the minimum parking space dimensions
for development within the City.

b. DRC#11-2026, Northeast corner of Hickory Hill Boulevard and Cheney Highway (Parcel ID 22-35-20-AV-*-
121.01, 22-35-20-AV-*-122.02, 22-35-20-AV-*-122.01, 22-35-20-AV-*-123.01) - Discussion of a requested
waiver to Section 30-32(e) for the removal of three (3) heritage trees.

c. DRC#12-2026, 5205 S. Washington Avenue (Parcel ID 22-35-26-BF-*-37.01) - Discussion of a requested
waiver to the minimum parking space dimensions in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical
Design Manual Section 9.17.1.1.

9. PUBLIC COMMENT

10. ADJOURNMENT

Any person who decides to appeal any decision of the Development Review Committee, with respect to any matter considered at this meeting, will
need a record of the proceedings, and for such purpose, may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record includes
the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

The City desires to accommodate persons with disabilities. Accordingly, any physically handicapped person, pursuant to Chapter 286.26 Florida

Statutes, should at least 48 hours prior to the meeting, submit a written request to the chairperson of the meeting that the physically handicapped
person desires to attend.
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Development Review Committee
May 21, 2026

The Development Review Committee (DRC) of the City of Titusville, Florida met in session in
Council Chambers located at 555 South Washington Avenue on Thursday, May 21, 2026 at 8:30 a.m.

XXX
Chairman and City Engineer Kwabena Ofosu called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. Present were
Assistant Public Works Director Ashleigh Smith, Senior Planner Christie Anderson, Fire Inspector
Kyle Mack and Building Official Steve Adams. Also present was Deputy Community Development
Director Mandy Lamothe and Recording Secretary Laurie Dargie.

XXX

Member Mack made a motion to approve the May 14, 2026 meeting minutes as presented. Member
Smith seconded. There was a unanimous voice vote in favor.

XXX
Chairman Ofosu asked if any members of the Committee met with the applicant.

Assistant Public Works Director Ashleigh Smith said that she and Public Works Director Sandy Reller
spoke to Corey Jones regarding the dumpster location.

Kwabena Ofosu stated that he met with the applicant to go over geometric calculations.
Old Business

DRC #9-2026 — 1090 Garden Street
Deputy Community Development Director Mandy Lamothe read the staff report.

The applicant is requesting the Development Review Committee (DRC) to grant the following waiver:

1. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design Manual

Chapter 9 — Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.17.1.1 which establishes the minimum
parking space dimensions for development within the City.

The purpose of the request is for the re-development of a restaurant on the subject property. The

project is currently under a Class 1 site plan review. The request is to allow parking space dimensions

to be reduced to 9 ft wide and 18 ft long.

XXX
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Development Review Committee
May 21, 2026

Member Adams asked about the dumpster location and if the power lines would be a concern for the
solid waste trucks to service the dumpster in the location.

Corey Jones of Mims came as a representative of the applicant came to speak. Ms. Jones said that
Florida Power & Light (FPL) has already been notified and they will be raising the electrical service
riser to make sure it is out of the way.
Chairman Ofosu went over the geometric changes.

XXX
Member Smith made a motion to approve the waiver for DRC#9-2026 — 1090 Garden Street as
presented at the May 21, 2026 Development Review Committee meeting. Member Anderson
seconded.

Roll call was as follows:

Member Anderson  Yes

Chairman Ofosu Yes
Member Mack Yes
Member Smith Yes
Member Adams Yes

Motion passed.

XXX
New Business
None

XXX
Public Comment
None

XXX

Adjournment 10:41 a.m.
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City of Titusville
Staff Report

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC) - #10-2026

Waiver Request for 7 Brew (Parcel ID 22-35-29-AV-*-47.02)

Meeting Date: June 16, 2026

Prepared By: Mandy Lamothe, Deputy Community Development Director
Applicant(s): Megan Broderick

Applicant’s Request: To approve the following waiver requests:

1. To allow a sanitary sewer force main to be two (2) inches less
in diameter than the City’s required minimum size of four (4)
inches in diameter.

2. To allow more than the maximum number of parking spaces
for development within the City

3. To allow parking space dimension width to be reduced to 9 ft
wide

Staff Recommendation: Consideration of the proposed waiver requests

Background Information

The applicant, Megan Broderick, is requesting the Development Review Committee (DRC) grant
the following waiver:

1. To the criteria specified in the City’s Water Resources Department Technical Specification
Section 5.20 which states that “"No sanitary sewer main conveying wastewater shall be
less than eight (8) inches in diameter nor shall any City owned force main be less than
four (4) inches in diameter.”

2. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design
Manual Chapter 9 — Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.16.4 which establishes the
maximum number of parking spaces for development within the City

3. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design
Manual Chapter 9 — Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.17.1.1 which establishes the
minimum parking space dimensions for development within the City.

This request pertains to the development of a drive-thru-only 7 Brew coffee and beverage shop.
The project is currently undergoing site plan review, and the applicant has indicated that it is
being proposed as a Low Impact Development (LID) project.

Waiver Criteria

Pursuant to Section 34-286 of the Code, the DRC has the authority to waive this requirement



Development Review Committee: #10-2026 — 7 Brew

using the following review criteria specified in Section 34-288:

1. The alternative standards promotes flexibility and environmental soundness in layout and
design; or

2. The proposed new standards are appropriate to the proposed type of development; or

3. The property exhibits physical constraints that prevent the implementation of provisions
of the City's technical manuals and the waiver would allow the implementation of the code
provision to the greatest extent possible; or

4. The waiver would be based on the latest best professional practices that would not be
possible in implementing the code provision.

Analysis
Force Main

The applicant is requesting a waiver to the requirement that no sanitary sewer force main size
be less than four (4) inches in diameter.

According to the applicant, the typical 7 Brew produces flows of 900 - 1,100 GPD, these findings
are consistent with the city’s water/sewer demand spreadsheet calculations of 1,039 GPD for this
site. The proposed pump with a two (2) inch outlet can accommodate flows of 3,000 gallons per
day.

Parking Count

The project requires a minimum of five (5) parking spaces and permits a maximum of seven (7)
spaces; however, the applicant is requesting a waiver to provide twenty-eight (28) parking
spaces. The proposed 7 Brew development, located on a Home Depot outparcel, will result in the
removal of 75 existing parking spaces from the Home Depot site. To offset this impact, a separate
site plan is currently under review that would add 67 parking spaces to the Home Depot parking
lot.

Following completion of the proposed 7 Brew development and the Home Depot parking lot
expansion, the overall parking supply will remain unchanged. The total number of parking spaces
available on the site will be equivalent to the number that existed at the time the Home Depot
was originally constructed, resulting in a net change of zero (0) parking spaces.

According to the applicant, an agreement has been made between 7 Brew and Home Depot to
minimize the number of parking spaces impacted by 7 Brew to restore or replace as many spaces
in and around the development as possible.

Parking Dimension
The applicant has requested a waiver to reduce the minimum parking space dimension from the

required 10-foot wide by 20-foot deep to 9-foot wide by 18-foot deep. At one time, the City’s
standard parking space dimension was 9-foot wide by 18-foot deep.
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Development Review Committee: #10-2026 — 7 Brew

Recommendation

The Development Review Committee (DRC) should weigh the physical constraints involved with
the property in order to implement the code to the greatest extent possible and also consider the
criteria for waivers in Sec. 34-288.

Pursuant to Section 34-289 of the Code, the DRC shall review waiver applications with staff
comments and either approve, approve with conditions or deny the request by a majority of the
attending committee members. Any appeals to the decision of the DRC shall be heard by the
Board of Adjustment and Appeals within thirty (30) days after the decision has been rendered.
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Gateway to Nature & Space

APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC)-
TECHNICAL MANUAL/DOWNTOWN MIXED USE (DMU) ZONING WAIVERS

Please submit electronically a completed application and required submittals to the Community Development
Department for payment and meeting scheduling. Section 34-296 of the Titusville Land Development Regulations
contains the instructions for filing and the required exhibits. INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS SHALL NOT BE
ACCEPTED.

Property Address/Location Description
3373 Ronald Mcnair Way, parking lot
Name of Applicant/Contact

1. Project Location

Name of Owner
Megan Broderick Casual Friday Development Titusville LL(

Street Address
1705 S. Walton Blvd Ste 3

Street Address
180 SW 6th St

State
AR

State
FL

City
Bentonville

Zip
72712

City
Pompano Beach

Zip
2. Applicant/ 33060

Owner

Telephone # 479-326-8218 Telephone # 205.223.4850

Fax # Fax #

E-Mail Address
megan.broderick@hfa-ae.com

E-Mail Address
Andrew@tidewaterdev.com

Updated 8/2016

3. Applicant Status | [] owner [ Tenant O Agent O] other
4. Parcel ID 22-35-29-AV-*-47.02 Tax Acct.
) ) Acres: Square Feet:
5. Site Size 0.68 29,501 sf
6. Property Current Zoning Current Use of Property
Information RC — Regional Commercial Parking Lot
Section Number LDR/Technical Manual Waiver Requested
Requirement
1)9.17.1.1 1) Regualr parking spz 1) LID parking space
7. Waiver(s) 2)9.16.4 2) Max Parking 7 Spac 2) Max parking 28 Spe
Requested 3) Water TM 5.20 3) 4" Forcemain 3) 2" Force Main
4) 4) 4)
5) 5) 5)
Page | 1
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8. Design Review
and or Waivers
Required by
CRA in DMU
Zoning

Property is > 1.5 acres D:I
Building is > 10,001 square feet in size [D

Not applicable ( property < 1.5 acres or building < 10,000 square in size) |:|

9. Narrative

Please provide a brief description of your request and the proposed project:

7 Brew is a drive-thru only coffee shop. Customers never leave their vehicles
and are not permitted inside the 735 sf building.There are only 3-5 employees
per shift with 3 shifts a day accounting for a maximum of 15 employees daily.
This project is an LID project. We are requesting to use the LID parking space
requirements of 9' by18' on this development.

75 spaces in the existing Home Depot parking lot will be impacted by the 7
Brew development project on the 7 Brew outparcel. Other 7 Brew impacts
immediately adjacent to the 7 Brew outparcel will decrease Home Depot
parking by 17 spaces. The Tidewater Home Depot Parking Lot expansion
(PZE Process Number: PSP26-0106 or Project Number: J26-1755) proposes
67 new spaces to partially offset Home Depot spaces lost by the 7 Brew
project. A agreement has been made between 7 Brew and Home Depot to
minimize the number of parking spaces impacted by 7 Brew to restore or
replace as many spaces in and around the development as possible. Per CoT
Code, 7 Brew is required to have a minimum of 5 spaces or a maximum of 7
spaces. 7 Brew requests to allow the proposed 28 spaces as patrtial
mitigation for impacting Home Depot parking. The overall change in parking
resulting from the combination of the 7 Brew project and the Home Depot
Parking Expansion is an increase of 0 total spaces.

Additionally due to the nature of the drive-thru only business where
customers are not permitted inside the building and there are a small number
of employees per shift the demand on the system to support a 4" force main
would not be produced. The typical 7 Brew produces flows of 900-1,100
GPD,these findings are consistent with the CoT water/sewer demand
spreadsheet calculations of 1,039 GPD for this site. The proposed pump with
a 2" outlet can accommodate flows of 3,000 gallons per day. We are
requesting a waiver to use a 2" force main in the ROW.

e All applications shall require Community Development staff review prior to submittal.

e Incomplete applications and applications without appropriate backup information/justification will not
be accepted and will not be considered to be officially submitted until the appropriate information and
fees are submitted. Meeting dates for incomplete applications will not be set until all required
information and fees are submitted.

Page | 2
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

| am the owner and/or legal representative of the owner of the property described which is the subject of
this application. All answers to the questions in said application and all sketches and data attached to and
made a part of this application are honest and true to the best of my knowledge and belief. Should this
application be granted, | understand that any condition(s) imposed upon the granting of this request shall
be binding to the owner, his heirs and successors in title to possession of the subject property. |
understand that | must attend all applicable meetings and have been informed of the meeting date(s) and
time(s). | understand that if | fail to appear at an applicable meeting, the appropriate Board or
Commission may either table or deny the request.

This matter is subject to quasi-judicial rules of procedure. Interested parties should limit contact with the
DRC Committee and or the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) on this topic to properly noticed
public meetings or to written communication to the Redevelopment Planner for DMU waivers and the
Development Services Manager for Technical Manual waivers, City of Titusville, P.O. Box 2806, Titusville,
FL 32781

/siMegan Broderick 5/14/2026
(Signature*) (Date)

* By entering your name in the “Signature” box above, you are signing this Application electronically. You agree
your electronic signature is the legal equivalent of your manual signature on this Application. By entering your
name in the “Signature” box above, you consent to be legally bound by this Application’s terms and conditions.

DATE RECEIVED:

ACCEPTED BY:

Page | 3
Created 2/4/2019




Development Review Committee Waiver Criteria

Section 31-91 of the Land Development Regulations of the City of Titusville establishes the Development
Review Committee (DRC) to grant waivers to certain Downtown Mixed Use (DMU) Zoning District
regulations and certain City Technical Manual requirements where alternative standards ay promote
flexibility and environmental soundness in layout and design where justified by need, hardship, physical
constraint, or to improve the overall layout and design of a development in the City. The DRC may grant a
waiver based on the criteria noted in Section 34-288, Waivers to Technical Manuals and Section 34-296,
Waivers to the Downtown Mixed Use Zoning District of the LDRs. The DRC shall review waiver
applications with staff comments and either approve, approve with conditions, or deny the request by a
majority of the attending committee members. The criteria for granting such waivers shall be the
following:
(a) Technical Manual Waiver Criteria:
(1) The alternative standards promotes flexibility and environmental soundness in layout and

design; or

(2) The proposed new standards are appropriate to the proposed type of development; or

(3) The property exhibits physical constraints that prevent the implementation of provisions of
the City's technical manuals and the waiver would allow the implementation of the code
provision to the greatest extent possible; or

(4) The waiver would be based on the latest best professional practices that would not be
possible in implementing the code provision.

(b) DMU, Downtown Mixed Use Zoning District Waiver Criteria:

(1) The property exhibits physical constraints that prevent the implementation of the Code
provision and the waiver would allow the implementation of the Code provision to the
greatest extent possible; or

(2) The waiver would facilitate a greater adherence to the Urban Design Manual that would not
be possible in implementing the Code provision as required; or

(8) The waiver would facilitate an agreement for participation in a regional stormwater or

parking program with the Downtown; or
(4) The waiver would facilitate the provision of required landscaping within a public space.

Waiver Applicability

(a) The Development Review Committee (DRC) shall have the authority to waive the following zoning
district requirements on any project within the Downtown Mixed Use (DMU) Zoning District:

(1) Parking.

(2) Stormwater management: When any requirements above the SJRWMD permitting standards or, if
on-site stormwater is required and there are regional retention, storage or detention options available,
a waiver or payment in lieu of cost may be levied.

(3) Setbacks.

(4) Sign setbacks.

(5) Landscaping.

(6) One (1) story height increase in the Downtown sub-district.

(b) The DRC shall have the authority to waive technical requirements found in the City’s adopted
Technical Manuals.

Page | 4
Created 2/4/2019
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SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST

Please fill out the following and submit the documents to the Community Development Department
electronically. Payment of fees does not ensure a favorable decision. Additional information may include
documents initially waived at the pre-application meeting but subsequently determined necessary by staff.

Complete Application and Fees

Warranty Deed

Notarized Owner Authorization Form (If applicable)

Pl IN|PE

Legal Description (from a certified survey)

Certified Survey (sealed and containing permanent reference points as described by
5. Chapter 177, Florida Statutes, with bearings, distances and closures) in electronic
PDF format.

6. Digital plot or site plan, drawn to scale, illustrating the waiver requested.

B 0 O gggg

Pre-Application Meeting Date: 2/24/2026
Staff in Attendance:

Page | 5
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City of Titusville
Staff Report

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC) - #11-2026

Waiver Requests for Titusville Retail — Northeast corner of
Hickory Hill Boulevard and Cheney Highway

Meeting Date: June 16, 2026

Prepared By: Mandy Lamothe, Deputy Community Development Director
Applicant(s): Daniel Doyle

Applicant’s Request: To allow the removal of three (3) heritage trees

Staff Recommendation: Consideration of the proposed waiver request

Background Information

The applicant, Daniel Doyle, is requesting the Development Review Committee (DRC) grant the
following waiver for the site located at the northeast corner of Hickory Hill Blvd and Cheney Hwy:

1. To remove three (3) heritage trees per Section 30-32 (e) Criteria for Removal

The request is associated with a proposed commercial project that is currently under site plan
review.

Waiver Criteria

Pursuant to Section 34-286 of the Code, the DRC has the authority to waive this requirement
using the following review criteria specified in Section 34-288:

1. The alternative standards promotes flexibility and environmental soundness in layout and
design; or

2. The proposed new standards are appropriate to the proposed type of development; or

3. The property exhibits physical constraints that prevent the implementation of provisions
of the City's technical manuals and the waiver would allow the implementation of the code
provision to the greatest extent possible; or

4. The waiver would be based on the latest best professional practices that would not be
possible in implementing the code provision.



Development Review Committee: #11-2026 - Titusville Retail

Heritage Tree Removal Criteria:

Pursuant to Section 30-32(e) of the Code, the DRC has the authority to permit the removal of a
Heritage Tree per the following review criteria specified in Sections 30-32(a) and 30-32(e):

(a) The following criteria shall be considered by the Administrator to be justification for
removal of protected trees. For heritage trees, additional criteria are provided in paragraph
(e), below.

(e) Heritage trees may be removed if approved by the Development Review Committee,
utilizing the criteria in (a) above in addition to the following criteria:
(1) Whether the project can be reasonably reconfigured to preserve the heritage
tree(s);
(2) Whether a reduction of required setbacks, buffers, road width or other code
requirement by the Development Review Committee, would be sufficient to preserve
the heritage tree(s);
(3) Whether alternative construction methods, including the use of low-impact (LID)
techniques such as pervious pavement, grade beams, retaining walls, and/or tree
wells, can be utilized to preserve the tree;
(4) Where seventy-five (75) percent or more of the existing heritage trees are
proposed to be preserved, review by the Development Review Committee shall not be
required.
(5) Other site specific conditions as may be presented by the applicant.
(6) Appeals to the decision of the Development Review Committee shall be processed
as described in_Section 34-248(b), "Appeals of site plan."

Analysis
The applicant is requesting to remove three (3) heritage trees:

Tree #1086 — Live Oak Two 36" Total 72" DBH — Critical root zone within the development

Tree #1159 — Live Oak 52” DBH — Critical root zone within the development

Tree #1281 — Laurel Oak 16” & 30” Total 46” DBH — Poor health, according to the arborist’s
assessment.

The locations are indicated on the attached site plan and the arborist’s tree assessment report is
also attached. The mitigation required is a 2:1 replacement.

The applicant indicates that the trees in good health are necessary due to unavoidable conflicts
with critical infrastructure improvements and the critical root zones associated with heritage oak
trees are substantial and require extensive protection setbacks. Additionally, the applicant
indicates that the site is constrained by a high seasonal groundwater table, requiring substantial
imported fill and mass grading which would impact the root systems and long-term viability of
the trees. Additional narrative is provided by the applicant on the attached application.

Page 2 of 3
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Development Review Committee: #11-2026 - Titusville Retail

Recommendation

The Development Review Committee (DRC) shall weigh the physical development constraints
involved with the property in order to implement the code to the greatest extent possible, consider
the criteria for waivers in Sec. 34-288 and also consider the criteria for removal of a heritage tree
in Sec. 30-32(e) of the Code.

Pursuant to Section 34-289 of the Code, the DRC shall review waiver applications with staff
comments and either approve, approve with conditions or deny the request by a majority of the
attending committee members. Any appeals to the decision of the DRC shall be heard by the
Board of Adjustment and Appeals within thirty (30) days after the decision has been rendered.

Page 3 of 3



Mary L. Edwards

Consu[ting Arborist Services

November 27, 2024

Kimmy Phan, PE

Project Manager

KPMFranklin

6300 Hazeltine National Drive
Suite 118

Orlando, FL. 32822

Dear Kimmy,

Thank you for the opportunity to present a Consulting Arborist health assessment for (47) trees located at
the NE corner of Cheney Hwy. & Hickory Hill Blvd. parcel in Titusville, FL. The health assessments were rated
based on the following description below:

Excellent - Specimen tree good health, suitable candidate for preservation.

Good - Tree that meets available points for good structure, viable canopy and without decay.
Typically, a suitable candidate for preservation.

Fair - Tree that does not meet one of the defects listed; good structure, viable canopy or has internal
decay present. Not always recommended for preservation unless it has either the opportunity for
correction or if not corrected left in a natural setting away from any targets (structure, pedestrian
walkway).

Poor - Tree that meets multiple stress items and should be considered for removal only. This also
includes dead trees and Invasive Species- Removal Only

Observations:
The majority of the tree canopy on the site is Live Oak, Laurel Oak, Slash Pine, Cherry Laurel with a few
invasive species and Hackberry trees.

The property overall is very dense in many areas, and the volunteer trees have grown and developed close
together. There is a heavy presence of invasive vines, and the property lacks sufficient sunlight for proper
tree growth. When trees grow in close plantings, they develop upright stems as they are all in search of
sunlight. Sunlight is what provides photosynthesis in order for the tree to survive. More often than not, due to
this straight narrow growth they often fail to properly develop lateral branching and balanced canopies.




Pictures of dense areas

[ observed several trees with utility pruning and branch bark inclusions. Branch bark inclusions are when
there is a tight “V” shaped attachment between two limbs, leads and or branches that do not form properly.
As a result of this formation, they are more likely to fail in high winds and have been known to fail for no
reason at all. It is advised that these attachments are mitigated prior to preservation and if they cannot be
corrected or stabilized and are severe, they should not be considered for preservation.

Pictures of trees on site with and without defects:




Trees are dynamic, living organisms which change over time. The observations made herein will reflect the
opinion of the Arborist at the time of inspection and do not guarantee the condition of the trees anytime in the
future. Trees or parts can fail at any time; these failures cannot always be predicted. Inspections of these trees
was based on a ground level visual observation only, I did not perform sound testing, advanced Arboricultural
testing or gather any forensic samples for further examination. The assessment did not take into consideration
any information unknown, not visible, or detectable at the time of the inspection.



Again Kimmy, thank you and please let me know if you have any questions regarding this information.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Edwards

Registered Consulting Arborist RCA #451
ISA Certified Arborist FI-0116

Florida Certified Landscape Contractor
321-303-4714
mary@maryedwardsarborist.com
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TITUSVILLE
CHENEY AND OLD HICKORY

Tree # DBH Species Supporting Characteristics for Health Assessment & Recommendations
1101 15" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - encroached canopy, heavy vines, girdled trunk, poor structure, deadwood, decay
1108 42" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - encroached canopy, 1/2 dead, advanced decay, utility pruned, heavy vines, deadwood
1052 24" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure, under utility lines, one-sided canopy, secondary growth, not a good stand alone tree, buffer tree only
1045 24" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure, under utility lines, one-sided canopy, secondary growth, not a good stand alone tree, buffer tree only
1067 24" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor -encroached canopy, slight lean, heavy vines, decay, deadwood, slim flux, damaged canopy, broken limbs
1086 |36"/36" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Good/Fair - co-dominate structure with low inclusion, good structure, deadwood, vines, encroachment - limited inspection due to encampment,
1156 34" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - co-dominate structure with inclusion, one-sided canopy, 1 broken canopy lead, vines, deadwood
1157 36" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - tip dieback, deadwood, vines, some canopy damage, limited inspection due to encampment, shared canopy with Tree #1159
1159 52" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - tip dieback, deadwood, vines, some canopy damage, limited inspection due to encampment, shared canopy with Tree #1157
1087 32" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - heavily encroached by surrounding canopy, significant lean on trunk, low canopy, deadwood, one-sided canopy
1168 28" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Fair - upright structure, full canopy, deadwood, slightly encroached
1174 15" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure with inclusion, significant lean in canopy, heavy vines, deadwood, poor structure
1178 18" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - broken canopy, advanced decay in lateral branches, deadwood, vines, poor structure
1179 36" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - upright canopy, deadwood, vines, low branching, minor decay in a few lateral branches
1182 16" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - high co-dominate structure with inclusion, broken upper lateral branches, advanced decay, heavy vines, poor structure
1183 20" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - high co-dominate structure, tip dieback, broken damaged canopy, deadwood, decay
1184 |12"/15" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - significant lean, canopy encroached with vines, broken branches, deadwood, poor structure
1194 14" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - one-sided canopy, significant lean, heavily encroached and wounding from neighboring Pine, poor structure
1092 24" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - very thin canopy, slight lean on trunk, significant deadwood, vines, secondary growth, girdled roots, poor structure
1119 16" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - canopy fully encroached by vines, broken lateral branches, hangers, decay, deadwood, poor structure
1223 16" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - high co-dominate structure, significant lean, one-sided canopy, trunk girdled by Sabal Palm, deadwood
1226 18" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - heavy vines, deadwood, no primary foliage, secondary growth, one-sided canopy, wounding from vines, poor structure
1251 20" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - heavy vines, deadwood, no primary foliage, secondary growth, one-sided canopy, wounding from vines, poor structure
1228 15" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - upright canopy, deadwood, minor vines, slight bend and wounding on trunk, whorl branch structure
1242 22" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - heavily encroached canopy, one-sided canopy, low lateral branching, deadwood, secondary growth, poor structure
1236 15" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - heavily encroached canopy, one-sided canopy, low lateral branching, deadwood, secondary growth, poor structure
1230 30" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - significant damage to canopy, several cut lateral branches, deadwood, heavy vines
1282 32" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - advanced decay in trunk and lateral branches, broken lower branches, deadwood, vines
1281 |16"/30" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - tri-dominate structure with inclusions, advanced decay in lateral branches, canopy dieback, heavy vines, deadwood
1416 22" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - advanced decay in trunk at fused lateral branches, one-sided canopy, deadwood, poor structure
1415 22" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - high co-dominate structure with no inclusions, upright structure, minor deadwood, slight lean
1413 18" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - significant lean, one-sided canopy, heavily encroached, deadwood, poor structure
1391 14" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - broken canopy branching, canopy dieback, vines, deadwood, poor structure
1390 |16"/24" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - significant lean, heavy vines in canopy, large deadwood, secondary growth, poor structure
1398 32" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Fair - full canopy trunk is heavily wounded by dead Cherry Laurel, extent of decay is unknown, evidence of ambrosia beetle present
1410 16" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - high co-dominate structure with inclusion, significant lean, heavy vines, deadwood, hangers, broken branches, poor structure
1018 16" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - advanced decay in main trunk, utility line pruning, vines, secondary growth, poor structure
1370 15" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - heavily encroached canopy, no lateral branching, advanced decay in upper trunk, deadwood, vines, poor structure
1349 24" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - broken canopy lead with advanced decay, decay in upper trunk, deadwood, vines, poor structure
1344 20" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - significant lean, one-sided canopy, large deadwood, decay, secondary growth, vines, poor structure
1346 14" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure, significant lean, one-sided canopy, large deadwood, decay, secondary growth, vines, poor structure
1353 20" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure, significant lean, one-sided canopy, large deadwood, decay, secondary growth, vines, poor structure
1333 16" Quercus laurifolia - Laurel Oak Poor - high co-dominate structure with inclusion, decay in main trunk, broken upper branches, secondary growth, vines, poor structure
1330 14" Celtis occidentalis - Hackberry Poor - heavy vines, deadwood, weak species, girdled roots
1325 18" Celtis occidentalis - Hackberry Poor - co-dominate structure with inclusion, advanced decay in trunk, canopy dieback
1206 |13"/22" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - co-dominate structure, significant lean, one-sided canopy, low canopy, encroached by neighboring Pine tree, large deadwood, poor structure
1288 | 8"/10" Quercus virginiana - Live Oak Poor - multiple leads with inclusions, heavy dieback in canopy, vines, broken branches, large deadwood, poor structure
1059 | 6"/10" | Prunus caroliniana - Cherry Laurel Poor - low co-dominate structure with inclusions, 1/2 tree cut off, multiple branching, poor structure, utility pruning
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APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC)-
TECHNICAL MANUAL/DOWNTOWN MIXED USE (DMU) ZONING WAIVERS

Please submit electronically a completed application and required submittals to the Community Development
Department for payment and meeting scheduling. Section 34-296 of the Titusville Land Development Regulations
contains the instructions for filing and the required exhibits. INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS SHALL NOT BE

ACCEPTED.
Property Address/Location Description
1. Project Location |\ ey of Cheney Hwy and Hickory Hill Blvd - 2870 Cheney Hwy, TitusviIE
Name of Applicant/Contact Name of Owner
KPM Franklin / Daniel Doyle 2400 Cheney, LLC
Street Address Street Address
6300 Hazeltine National Drive, 2150 Coral Way, Suite 4A
Suijte 118
City State  Zip City State Zip
2. Applicant/ Orlando FL 32822 |Coral Gables FL 33145
Owner
Telephone # Telephone #
Fax # Fax #
E-Mail Address E-Mail Address
Ddoyle@kpmfranklin.com Orodriguez@arenarei.com
3. Applicant Status | [] owner [ Tenant [ Agent L1 other
22-35-20-AC-*-122.01
. 11 ' .
4. Parcel ID 99-35-20-AC-*-123 01 Tax Acct
5. Site Si Acres: 1.31 AC, Square Feet: 56,929 SF,
- olte size 1.32 AC 57,344 SF
6. Property Current Zoning Current Use of Property
Information Commercial Low Density Undeveloped
Section Number LDR/Technical Manual Waiver Requested
Requirement
1 ) LDR Sec. 34-287, 30-32(a)(2) 1 ) Critical Root Zone within development 1 ) Removal of 36"(2), 72" DBH Heritage Tree (#1056)
7. Waiver(s) 2) LDR Sec. 34-287, 30-32(a)(2) 2) critical Root Zone within development | 2) removal of 52" Heritage Tree (#1159)
RequestEd 3) LDR Sec. 34-287, 30-32(a)(4) 3) _Poor Health 3) Removal of 16'630", 46" DBH Heritage Tree (#1261)
4) 4) 4)
5) 5) 5)

Page | 1
Updated 8/2016
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8. Design Review
and or Waivers
Required by
CRA in DMU
Zoning

Property is > 1.5 acres M
Building is > 10,001 square feet in size |:|

Not applicable ( property < 1.5 acres or building < 10,000 square in size) |:|

9. Narrative

Please provide a brief description of your request and the proposed project:

The project site contains three heritage trees identified in the arborist report
as Tree No. 1086, Tree No. 1159, and Tree No. 1281. Tree No. 1281 has
been identified by the project arborist as being in poor health and, while
mitigation will still be required, removal of this tree does not require a DRC
waiver or board approval. Tree No. 1086 and Tree No. 1159 have been
identified as being in good health; however, removal of these trees is
necessary due to unavoidable conflicts with critical infrastructure
improvements associated with the proposed master development plan. The
trees are located within areas required for proposed parking improvements,
stormwater pond grading and pond side banks, and the proposed force main
alignment extending from the sanitary lift station.

In addition, the critical root zones associated with heritage oaks of this size
are substantial and require extensive protection setbacks. Preservation of the
trees and their protected root areas would prevent construction of required
infrastructure, including the force main, stormwater facilities, utility routing,
and associated grading improvements necessary to support the development.

The site is also constrained by a high seasonal groundwater table, requiring
substantial imported fill and mass grading operations to achieve required
stormwater treatment and groundwater separation criteria. These grading
activities would significantly impact the root systems and long-term viability of
the trees even if preservation efforts were attempted.

Based on the combined impacts associated with required infrastructure
placement, stormwater pond construction, utility installation, and necessary
grading improvements, preservation of Tree No. 1086 and Tree No. 1159 is
not feasible as part of the proposed development.

e All applications shall require Community Development staff review prior to submittal.

¢ Incomplete applications and applications without appropriate backup information/justification will not
be accepted and will not be considered to be officially submitted until the appropriate information and
fees are submitted. Meeting dates for incomplete applications will not be set until all required
information and fees are submitted.

Page | 2
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

| am the owner and/or legal representative of the owner of the property described which is the subject of
this application. All answers to the questions in said application and all sketches and data attached to and
made a part of this application are honest and true to the best of my knowledge and belief. Should this
application be granted, | understand that any condition(s) imposed upon the granting of this request shall
be binding to the owner, his heirs and successors in title to possession of the subject property. |
understand that | must attend all applicable meetings and have been informed of the meeting date(s) and
time(s). | understand that if | fail to appear at an applicable meeting, the appropriate Board or
Commission may either table or deny the request.

This matter is subject to quasi-judicial rules of procedure. Interested parties should limit contact with the
DRC Committee and or the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) on this topic to properly noticed
public meetings or to written communication to the Redevelopment Planner for DMU waivers and the
Development Services Manager for Technical Manual waivers, City of Titusville, P.O. Box 2806, Titusville,
FL 32781

/s/ Daniel Doyle 05/08/2026
(Signature®) (Date)

* By entering your name in the “Signature” box above, you are signing this Application electronically. You agree
yvour electronic signature is the legal equivalent of your manual signature on this Application. By entering your
name in the “Signature” box above, you consent to be legally bound by this Application’s terms and conditions.

DATE RECEIVED:

ACCEPTED BY:
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City of Titusville
Staff Report

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE (DRC) - #12-2026

Waiver Request for 5205 S. Washington Ave — Flores del Sol

Meeting Date: June 16, 2026

Prepared By: Mandy Lamothe, Deputy Community Development Director
Applicant(s): Rodney Honeycutt, P.E.

Applicant’s Request: To allow parking space dimension width to be reduced to 9 ft wide

Staff Recommendation: Consideration of the proposed waiver request

Background Information

The applicant, Rodney Honeycutt, is requesting the Development Review Committee (DRC) grant
the following waiver:

1. To the criteria specified in the City’s Transportation Infrastructure Technical Design
Manual Chapter 9 — Transportation Infrastructure, Section 9.17.1.1 which establishes the
minimum parking space dimensions for development within the City.

The purpose of the request is for the development of a 48-unit condominium project on the
subject property. The project is currently under site plan review.

Waiver Criteria

Pursuant to Section 34-286 of the Code, the DRC has the authority to waive this requirement
using the following review criteria specified in Section 34-288:

1. The alternative standards promotes flexibility and environmental soundness in layout and
design; or

2. The proposed new standards are appropriate to the proposed type of development; or

3. The property exhibits physical constraints that prevent the implementation of provisions
of the City's technical manuals and the waiver would allow the implementation of the code
provision to the greatest extent possible; or

4. The waiver would be based on the latest best professional practices that would not be
possible in implementing the code provision.



Development Review Committee: #12-2026 - Flores del Sol

Analysis

The applicant has requested a waiver to reduce the minimum parking space dimension width
from the required 10 feet to 9 feet. The applicant proposes two exfiltration trenches in the
stormwater treatment train (1200 feet long), which is listed as a Best Management Practice of
LID. Reduction of parking space dimension is an incentive of providing exfiltration trenches. At
one time, the City’s standard parking space dimension was 9-foot wide by 18-foot deep.

Recommendation

The Development Review Committee (DRC) should weigh the physical constraints involved with
the property in order to implement the code to the greatest extent possible and also consider the
criteria for waivers in Sec. 34-288.

Pursuant to Section 34-289 of the Code, the DRC shall review waiver applications with staff
comments and either approve, approve with conditions or deny the request by a majority of the
attending committee members. Any appeals to the decision of the DRC shall be heard by the
Board of Adjustment and Appeals within thirty (30) days after the decision has been rendered.

Page 2 of 2
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| FLENO:  Sec 26, T22S,R35E

COPYRIGHT® 2026 HONEYCUTT & ASSOCIATES, INC., ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
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PICKLEBALL —_
ot 775 COURT —_— LOTS 2 & 3 ARE NOT A PART OF THE FLORES DEL SOL
) J T050] T~ STORMWATER SYSTEM. LOTS 2 & 3 STORMWATER EXISTING 18"RCP
ETJ(A)A\I/DISDTES \/)\;AQLI? FSRPEIEIL\\‘IﬁAJ\,\éE \ SYSTEMS HAVE NO HYDRAULIC CONNECTION AND SINV 7.32
10 ~ - OPERATE INDEPENDENTLY AND SEPARATELY. THEY EINV 7.02
b - pa— WILL STAND ALONE INDIVIDUALLY AND NOT BE A
- ] PART OF THE FLORES DEL SOL HOMEOWNERS
N ASSOCIATION OR CONDOMINIUM ASSOCIATION.
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CONSTRUCT EXFILTRATION TRENCH 2
SWALE TO MEET LOW INTENSITY MATCH EXISTING GRADE ALONG PROPERTY LINE EXISTING 6' CL FENCE
DEVELOPEMENT REQUIREMENT s g ° ° i o it o R
\
\
- - r SILT FENCE » .
| - \ UNDERDRAIN TABLE
| i ~ \ STRUCTURE DETALS PIPES
; CLEAN OUT
I U-1 FINISHED GRADE = 10.93 U1-U3: - 14LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 3.62%
INV = 5.67
1 CLEAN OUT
\ u-2 FINISHED GRADE = 11.14 U2-U3: - 109LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.46%
INV = 5.67
\ / FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
\ u-3 FINISHED GRADE = 8.82 U3-U5: - 16LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
¢ INV = 5.17
CLEAN OUT
STORM DRAIN TABLE U-4 FINISHED GRADE = 11.02 U4-US5: - 104LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.50%
INV = 5.67
STORM DRAIN TABLE STRUCTURE DETAILS PIPES UNDERDRAIN TABLE FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
\ STRUCTURE DETALS p— FDOT 425.052 MODFIED TYPE U-5 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U5-U7: - 16LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
a STRUCTURE DETAILS PIPES INV =5.15
D INLET WITH 1.0' DEEP SLOT STORM DRAIN TABLE
FDOT 425-041 TYPE V INLET D-9 (SEE DETAIL ON C-11.0) D9-D10: - 46LF of 30" RCP @ 0.22% CLEANOUT CLEAN OUT
D-1 RIM = 10.66 D1-D2: - 28LF of 18" RCP @ 0.35% RIM = 9.00 STRUCTURE DETAILS PIPES U-17 FINISHED GRADE = 10.90 U17-U19: - 20LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 2.51% U-6 FINISHED GRADE = 10.99 U6-U7: - 99LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.54%
D1-D2 INV OUT =3.70 D9-D10 INV OUT=1.10 e INV = 5.67 INV =5.67
_ . 0 CLEANOUT FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
FDOI F2o,0ZECIE FDOI T A O =l RIMI=-28 _ A DIkE =l @l 1 [NElP O =l U-18 FINISHED GRADE = 10.96 U18-U19: - 88LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.57% U7 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U7-U9: - 16LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
D2 RSN Oce D2-D4: - 1211LF of 18"RCP @ 0.33% RIML0-12 D17-D18 INV OUT = -2.00 INV = 5.67 INV =514
DI1-D2 INV IN = 3.60 : : D-10 D8-D10 INV IN = 2.20 D10-D11: - 27LF of 30" RCP @ 0.38% :
D2-D4 INV OUT = 3.60 D9-D10 INV IN = 1.00 OUTFALL STRUCTURE FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX CLEAN OUT
p——, . D10-D11 INV OUT =1.00 FDOT 4%5-052 MOD(')HE%TYP%) U-19 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U19-U21: - 17LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10% u-8 FINISHED GRADE = 10.98 U8-U9: - 93LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.59%
FDOT 425-021 TYPE 6 INLET E INLET (SEE DETAIL ON C-11. . . INV =5.17 INV = 5.67
D-3 RIM = 10.66 D3-D4: - 28LF of 18" RCP @ 0.35% FDOT 425-021 TYPE 6 INLET Dals RIM = 8.50 Dkl el Ik HeP @2
D3-D4 INV OUT = 3.30 RIM =10.72 . | D17-D18 INV IN = 3.00 CLEANOUT FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
D-11 DI10-D11 INV IN = 0.90 D11-D12: - 32LF of 30" RCP @ 0.31% D18-DI9 INV OUT = 3.00 U-20 FINISHED GRADE = 11.05 U20-U21: - 93LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.56% u-9 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U9-U11: - 16LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
FDOT 425-041 TYPE V INLET D11-D12 INV OUT = 0.90 INV = 5.67 INV = 5.12
RIM = 10.66 FDOT 425-001 J-8 MANNHOLE
FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX CLEAN OUT
D-4 D3-D4 INV IN = 3.20 D4-Dé: - 160LF of 18" RCP @ 0.25% FDOT 425-052 MODIFIED TYPE RIM = 8.85 i . 7 _ . 3
5 Y = o % U-21 FINISHED GRADE = 8. U21-U23: - 254LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10% u-10 FINISHED GRADE = 11.52 U10-U11: - 79LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.71%
D2-D4 INV IN = 3.20 D INLET WITH 1.0' DEEP SLOT Ral D18-D19 INV IN =2.95 R0 2O SARCRICI02A% |NVS: 5.]56 8.00 ° INV = 5.67 ©
D4-Dé INV OUT = 3.20 D-12 (SEE DETAIL ON C-11.0) D19-D20 INV OUT =2.95
RIM = 9.00 CLEANOUT FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
FDOT 425-041 TYPE V INLET D11-D12 INV IN = 0.80 FDOT 425-001 J-8 MANNHOLE uU-22 FINISHED GRADE = 10.23 U22-U23: - 32LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 2.45% u-11 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U11-U13: - 272LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
D-5 RIM = 10.66 D5-Dé: - 28LF of 18" RCP @ 0.35% RIM = 8.98 ) . INV = 5.67 INV = 5.10
D5-D6 INV OUT = 2.90 FDOT 425-052 TYPE D INLET R0 D19-D20 INV IN = 2.65 20,2128 RO ISERCIOI0.257%
T D20-D21 INV OUT = 1.30 FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX CLEAN OUT
FDOT 425-021 TYPE 6 INLET D-13 AN Y SA D13-D14: - 122LF of 18'RCP @ 3.27% U-23 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U23-U25: - 271LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10% U-12 FINISHED GRADE = 10.23 U12-U13: - 31LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 2.72%
RIM = 10.66 D13.D14 INV OUT = 4.00 FDOT 430-020 A NYese
20 0 10 20 40 80 D-6 D5-D6 INV IN = 2.80 D6-D8: - 121LF of 18" RCP @ 0.33% D% 18'FLARED END O EOT AN o Cor:
D4-Dé INVIIN = 2.80 PIPE END RIM =279 U-24 FINISHED GRADE = 10.00 U24-U25: - 12LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 8.61% U-13 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U13-U15: - 263LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
D6-D8 INV OUT = 2.80 D-14 RIM =221 D20-D21 INV IN = 1.00 INV = 5.67 INV = 4.83
h m ﬁ H H D13-D14 INV IN =0.00
FDOT 425-021 TYPE 6 INLET REMOVE HEADWALL & FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX CLEAN OUT
D-7 RIM = 10.66 D7-D8: - 28LF of 18" RCP @ 0.35% 425-052 TYPE D INLET CONNECT TO EXISING PIPE } U-25 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U25-U26: - 12LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10% U-14 FINISHED GRADE = 10.16 U14-U15: - 12LF of 4" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 9.09%
_ t D-22 N D22-D23: - 26LF of 12" RCP @ 17.18% INV = 4.62 INV = 5.67
GRAPH'C SCALE _ -||| — 20! D7-D8 INV OUT = 2.50 D-15 RIM =9.05 D15-D16: - 131LF of 18" RCP @ 4.58% RIM =7.06 8 .
Uisllle NV IN =4S ) R opproyie Y OIS & FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX FDOT 440-002 INSPECTION BOX
. FDOT 425-041 TYPE V INLET D15-D16 INV OUT = 4.00 p " p "
NOTES: . RIM = 10.66 d FDOT 430-020 U-26 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U26-U27: - 21LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10% U-15 FINISHED GRADE = 8.00 U15-U16: - 32LF of 10" HDPE UNDERDRAIN WITH SOCK @ 0.10%
1 SEE SH EET C' 1 1 FOR I.EGEN D D-8 D7-D8 INV IN = 2.40 D8-D10: - 80LF of 18" RCP @ 0.25% PIPE END D-23 12" FLARED END INV =463<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>