kwiktag © 030 744 419

T

POLICY 1.8.3: Because of the shortage of suitable undivided tracts in Lehigh Acres (whose
boundaries for the purposes of this plan are shown on Map 16), commercial uses may also be
appropriate on certain other lands that might otherwise be used for residential lots.

1. Many such lands are designated with the Lot Assembly overlay. These lands are platted for
single-family lots and are under multiple ownerships. Commercial uses on individual lots or
small assemblies of lots would generally be intrusive to existing or emerging neighborhoods.
However, assemblies of entire blocks would provide suitable commercial parcels. Major lot
assemblies could qualify for commercial zoning whether assembled by government action,
private sector purchases, cooperative arrangements between individual lot-owners, or similar
arrangements.

2. Other tracts or combinations of platted lots in Lehigh Acres may also be considered for
commercial rezoning (even if they are outside any of the three overlays) through the normal
zoning processes or by requesting a new conventional commercial zoning district that may be
created to address Lehigh Acres conditions. Lands suitable for such rezoning would include:

a. Tracts that are assembled from vacant lots at the intersection of future collector or arterial
roads in sparsely developed areas where there are very limited or no suitable commercial
locations in any of the commercial overlays; or

b. Tracts that separate existing commercial and residential land uses where some
commercial uses may be appropriate if they provide a substantial buffer and reasonably
protect the privacy of existing dwellings. Land-owners seeking commercial zoning under
this subsection should expect a minimal level of commercial uses and/or to provide extra
levels of buffering.

Decisions on the suitability of any proposal will be made by Lee County on a case-by-case
basis in order to implement the intent of these regulations.

3. Commercially zoned land not placed within one of these overlays can be developed in
accordance with previous regulations, but may be subject to county-initiated rezonings to
restrict or eliminate future commercial uses there. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09, Amended
by Ordinance No. 00-22)

GOAL 2: GROWTH MANAGEMENT. To provide for an economically feasible plan

which coordinates the location and timing of new development with the provision of infrastructure by
government agencies, private utilities, and other sources.

OBJECTIVE 2.1: DEVELOPMENT LOCATION. Contiguous and compact growth patterns will
be promoted through the rezoning process to contain urban sprawl, minimize energy costs, conserve
land, watcr, and natural rcsources, minimize the cost of services, prevent development patterns where
large tracts of land. are by-passed in favor of development more distant from services and existing
communities. (Amended by Ordinance No. 94-30, 00-22)

POLICY 2.1.1: Most residential, commercial, industrial, and public development is expected to

~occur within the designated Future Urban Areas on the Future Land Use Map through the
assignment of very low densities to the non- urban categories.

Future Land Use II-16 August 2007
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Lee County Board Of County Commissioners
Agenda Item Summary Blue Sheet No. 20080639 )’Z Ce
1. ACTION REQUESTED/PURPOSE:
Adopt a resolution designating Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82. M ]Lt

2. FUNDING SOURCE:
N/A

3. WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES:
Designates Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line as an Access Road to State Road
82 and facilitates the connection spacing standards for State Road 82.

4. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATION: Approve.

S. Departmental Category: A13A 6. Meeting Date: 6/17/2008
7. Agenda: 8. Requirement/Purpose: (specify) 9. Request Initiated
[] Statute Commissioner: All
Administrative Ordinance LDC 10-283 Department: TRANSPORTATION
[] Admin Code Division: Administration
X Other Furtherance of By: Scott Gilbertson
CAMP adopted by
FDOT

10. Background:

In order to promote efficient and safe travel conditions, the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) adopted a
Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP) for State Road 82 in July 2007. Adoption of this Resolution will
support the FDOT CAMP.

Adhering to the connection spacing standards set forth in the CAMP for State Road 82 will allow for the safe and
relatively unimpeded movement of large volumes of traffic. In order to facilitate the connection spacing standards
for State Road 82, Meadow Road is being designated as the primary access for properties fronting on State Road 82.
A Public Workshop was held on April 14, 2008, in order provide notice of the Meadow Road designation.

Attachments: 1. Resolution & Map
2. Scott Gilbertson’s Memo to County Commissioners (2/12/08)

11. Required Review:

TRANSPORTATION Budget Analyst County Attorney Budget Services PDL;FJQ:O\?/N}(S

12, Commission Action:




LEE COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-__-__

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROM WALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATE ROAD 82.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes,
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads; and, '

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State
Road 82 Co;ridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authority, has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and,

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP fbr State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volumes of traffic; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(f), the County has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powers and privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and,

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set
forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

WHEREAS, one public workshop was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this resolution was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:

Attachment 1




1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector
roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC.

2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properties fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approval for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

4. The Board’s adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vest in
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning
movements along the Meadow Road corridor.

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.
Commissioner made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner . The vote was as follows:
Robert P. Janes”
Brian Bigelow
Ray Judah
Tamara Hall
Frank Mann
Duly passed and adopted this day of , 2008,
ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA
BY: BY: ‘
Deputy Clerk Ray Judah, Chair

Approved as to form by:

Robert Spickerman
County Attorney’s Office

Exhibit 1: Map of Meadow Road Corridor
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Date: February 12, 2008

To: Board of County Commissioners FrROM:

Scott Gilbertson, P.E., Director
Department of Transpartation

Re: Desi'gnaﬁon of Meadow Road as an
Access Road to SR 82 '

The purpose of this memorandum is to advise you of an upcoming public workshop on the
above referenced subject. '

This effort is being undertaken for several reasons. The first is to acknowledge Florida
Department of Transportation’s (FDOT) adoption of the State Road 82 Corridor Access
Management Plan (CAMP) in July 2007. The second is to preserve safety and optimize roadway
traffic capacity of State Road 82 between Wallace Avenue and the Lee/Hendry County line. The

“intentisto: 1) establish the cross section of the Meadow Road Corridor as an-undivided, two-lane,
collector consistent with the standards set forth in the Land Development Code (LDC), 2) note the
minimum connection spacing criteria of 330 feet; and (3) designate the Meadow Road Corridoras a
required access road and thus make it eligible for road impact fee credits.

Adoption of the resolution will ensure that local development orders issued by the County are
consistent with the State Road 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT. Approval of local development onders
will then be based upon consistency with the access program specified in the State Road 82
CAMP. Property fronting on State Road 82 will be entitled to access only in accordance with the
CAMP. The County will promote reasonable access to State Road 82 via the Meadow Road

Corridor through the local development order process.

DOT staff intends to hold a public workshop to present information ta citizens who may be
interested in the proposed action to designate Meadow Road as an access road to State Road 82.
The location of the workshop will be at the East Lee County Regional Library. The County will
distribute copies of the proposed access point locations along Meadow Road and answer any

question affected property owners may have with regard to the CAMP.

Attachment 2




Board of County Commissigners
February 13, 2008
Page 2

Re: Designation of Meadow Road as an Access Road to SR 82

SMG/kb

Distribution: Commissioner Robert P. Janes, District 1
Commissioner Brian Bigelow, District 2
Commissioner Ray Judah, District 3
Commissioner Tammy Hall, District 4
Commissioner Frank Mann, District 5 ..

c: - David M. Owen, County Attorney
" Donna Marie Collins, Assistant County Attorney
Donald Stilwell, County Manager
Jim Lavender, Director, Department of Public Works
Mary Gibbs, Director, Department of Community Development
Peter Eckenrode, Director, Development Services Division

S:\DOCUMENT\SMG\MEMOS\GETCHQOO?\MeadO\;I Road Gormridor - BOCC Memo - 1.doc
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CPA 2006-27
Corridor Access Management Plans
BoCC SPONSORED
AMENDMENT

TO THE
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LEE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
—
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LPA Public Hearing Document
for the

July 28™ Public Hearing
—

Lee County Planning Division
1500 Monroe Street
P.O. Box 398
Fort Myers, FL 33902-0398
(239) 533-8585

July 17,2008




LEE COUNTY
DIVISION OF PLANNING
STAFF REPORT FOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
CPA 2006-27

v This Document Contains the Following Reviews:

v Staff Review

Local Planning Agency Review and Recommendation

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Transmittal

Staff Response to the DCA Objections, Recommendations,
and Comments (ORC) Report

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Adoption

STAFF REPORT PREPARATION DATE: July 17, 2008
PART I - BACKGROUND AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
1. APPLICANT:
LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REPRESENTED BY LEE COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING

2. REQUEST:
Amend the Future Land Use Element of the Lee Plan to update Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the status of
the Corridor Access Management Plans for State Route 82 and for Gunnery Road.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. RECOMMENDATION: Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
transmit this proposed amendment. The specific language modifications that staff recommends is
provided below:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses withatso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access
Management Plan (CAMP) adopted bV FDOT in Julv 2007. otrce=a \.«UllidUl acCTss uuumguuuut y}au 1S

| +ad ] 2RO d— M e Wi £ N Q0 Tlas 1 11 <l £ g I DY 1 ]
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CUmLU\/tiUJJD ‘UUtW \wiwis g S.R. 82 aud }V{\/ddUW Ruad dt abuut Illg‘lllilc opabiug Witll f‘u}} [ASWAL VNI 1uudiau
crossingsat-about Hé=mite-spacing: All lots woulduttimatety will have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses woutd are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. tf
{SUC CULLU.t)’ ddUlJtD a billli‘lal plau, Wlt}l aulldo tU Cl.‘l:‘l }Utb {.}Uillg PlUVid\.«d via Glct\zllbll AVCIIU\J W}l;\.a‘ll WULLll-d

serveasthereversefrontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed

STAFF REPORT FOR July 17,2008
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by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent
with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, i i ; i
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Ordinance No. 98-09)

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

. Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial
Land Use Study.

. The study focused on the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh Acres.

. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

when a corridor access management plan for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road is adopted.

. An access management plan has been adopted for S.R. 82 by FDOT.

. An access management plan has been adopted for Gunnery Road by the Board of County
Commissioners.
. The proposed amendment clarifies that the access management plans are in effect and that

commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay in
compliance with those plans.

C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION :

Gunnery Road is a local Arterial Road with access governed by Lee County. S.R. 82 is a state road with
access governed by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). This amendment was initiated by
Lee County Planning staff in anticipation of a corridor access management plan being adopted by the
FDOT for State Road 82. In July 2007 FDOT adopted the Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP)
for S.R. 82 and the Lee County Board of County Commissioners adopted Resolution 08-06-28 supporting
the CAMP and establishing Meadow Road as the primary access road to S.R. 82. An access management
plan for Gunnery Road was similarly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in 2001 through
Bluesheet No. 20011253 establishing Gretchen Avenue as the primary access road to Gunnery Road. The
Board of County Commissioners formally initiated this amendment on October 3, 2006.

PART II - STAFF ANALYSIS

A. STAFF DISCUSSION

Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies direct commercial uses in Lehigh Acres through the Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay zones. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay facing S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road when a corridor access management plan for each roadway
is adopted. Policy 1.8.2 is reproduced below:

STAFF REPORT FOR : July 17, 2008
CPA 2006-27 PAGE2 OF 8



POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses will also be permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay facing
S R. 82 once a corridor access management plan is adopted by FDOT governing that portion of S.R. 82.
This plan would provide for additional road connections between S.R. 82 and Meadow Road at about 1/8-
mile spacing with full access median crossings at about 1/4-mile spacing. All lots would ultimately have
access to S.R. 82 via Meadow Road, which would serve as a reverse frontage street. Commercial uses
would also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road if Lee County adopts a similar
plan, with access to all lots being provided via Gretchen Avenue which would serve as the reverse frontage
street. Until such plans are in place, those lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay that do not qualify for
commercial development under the location standards of Policy 6.1 .2 may be used only for the residential
uses permitted in the C-2 zoning district. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09)

The Objective and policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial Land Use Study. The study
focused on the lack of adequate land for businesses in Lehigh Acres, where employment and shopping
opportunities for future residents is limited. One portion of the study concentrated on the advantages and
disadvantages of shallow commercial strips in Lehigh Acres, more specifically along the north side of S.R.
82 and along Gunnery Road. The study concluded that given the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh
Acres some of the strips could be used as-is or be made usable and become part of an overall solution to
the commercial deficiencies the area would face. The study noted that while the strips have shallow depth
they back up to a “continuos access or reverse frontage road.” The study provided that with Meadow Road
north of S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue west of Gunnery Road, some of the drawbacks of strip commercial
could be avoided. The study found the reverse frontage roads as a feasible approach for making the best
use of the more desirable commercial strips along S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Objective 1.8 and its
subsequent policies recommended by the commercial land use study were adopted into the Lee Plan in
1998.

At this time an access management plan has been adopted for both S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Staffis
proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 regulating the Reclaimed Strip overlay in Lehigh Acres to
implement the two access management plans. Adoption of the access management plans designate
Meadow Road as the primary access for the lots fronting S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue as the primary
access for the lots fronting Gunnery Road through the local development order process. With the adoption
of the access management plans, local development orders cannotbe approved for access directly onto S.R.
82 or Gunnery Road unless the proposed access is consistent with the adopted access management plans
for each roadway. Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 should be updated to reflect the status of the access management
plans. Adopting the proposed amendment will clarify that the access management plans are in effect and
commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay.

Bluesheet No. 20011253 has set in place the access management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems
necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed Strip overlay fronting Gunnery Road. A copy
of Bluesheet No. 20011253 is attached to this report as Attachment 1. '

Resolution 08-06-28 in conjunction with the CAMP adopted by FDOT have set in place the access
management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay fronting S.R. 82. A copy of Resolution 08-06-28 is attached to this report as Attachment 2.
Due to the size and layout of a hard copy of the CAMP staff is providing the following link where the
document is available for viewing:

http://www.lee-county.com/dcd/pdfs/ SR82CAMPReport_Final%20072407. pdf

STAFF REPORT FOR July 17, 2008
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Copies of all three documents, the CAMP, Resolution 08-06-28, and Bluesheet No. 20011253, will be kept
on file with the Lee County Division of Planning.

B. CONCLUSIONS

Staff is proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the adoption of the access management
plans for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road in Lehigh Acres. Adopting the proposed amendment clarifies that
the access management plans are in effect and that commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the
Reclaimed Strip overlay in compliance with those plans.

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners transmit this proposed amendment.
This recommendation is based upon the previously discussed issues and conclusions of this report.
Planning staff recommends that Policy 1.8.2 be modified as follows:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wittalsebe are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access

Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by FDOT in July 2007. once-acotridor-aceessmatagerrent plarrts
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crossingsat-about-H4-mitespacing: All lots would-ultinmatety will have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which weuld will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses would are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. if
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serveas-thereverse-frontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001, All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253. Yntitsuchplansareinrplace; thosetotsirthe
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PART III - LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY
REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING: July 28, 2008

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY REVIEW

LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
SUMMARY

1. . RECOMMENDATION:
2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:
NOEL ANDRESS

LES COCHRAN

RONALD INGE

JACQUE RIPPE

CARLETON RYFFEL

LELAND TAYLOR

RAE ANN WESSEL

STAFF REPORT FOR July 17, 2008
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PART IV - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR TRANSMITTAL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF TRANSMITTAL HEARING:

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:

STAFF REPORT FOR
CPA 20006-27

A. BRIAN BIGELOW
TAMMARA HALL
ROBERT P. JANES
RAY JUDAH
FRANKLIN B. MANN

July 17,2008
PAGE 6 OF 8



PART V - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS OBJECTIONS,
RECOMMENDATIONS, AND COMMENTS (ORC) REPORT

DATE OF ORC REPORT:

A. DCA OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

July 17,2008

STAFF REFORT FOR
PAGE7OF 8
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PART VI - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF ADOPTION HEARING:

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:

STAFF REPORT FOR
CPA 2006-27

A. BRIAN BIGELOW
TAMMARA HALL
ROBERT P. JANES
RAY JUDAH
FRANKLIN B. MANN

July 17, 2008
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LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY BLUE SHEET NO: 20011253

é.{anUESTED MOTION: Adoption of the recommended access management plan for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee
vd.

WHY ACTION IS NECESSARY: In accordance with Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan, a corridor access management
plan must be adopted for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee Blvd. in order for parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to
qualify for commercial development, ] ] i _ '
WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES: Allows those parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to _ci(Iua]_xfy for commercial
development and sefs all access and median openings along this section of Gunnery which will dictate any additional
lands needed for proposed road connections. 4

2. DEPARTMENTAL CATEGORY: 3. MEETING DATE:
COMMISSION DISTRICT #: 09 /
4. AGENDA 5. REQUIREMENT/PURFOSE | 6. REQUESTOR OF INFORMATION
_X_ CONSENT (Specify) A. COMMISSIONER: )
___ ADMINISTRATIVE . STATUTE B. DEPARTMENT: Transportation
—_ APPEALS ' —__ ORDINANCE C. DIVISION: Administration
____PUBLIC ) __ ADMIN. CODR BY: Scott Gilbertson, Director
—__tmMBREQUIRED: 15 Minutes __ OTHER

7. BACKGROUND:

Policy, 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan allows commercial uses on all lots in the Reclaimed StriB overlay once
a corridor access management plan has been adopted by Lee County. As part of a Preliminary | esx%n epott,
Pitman, Hartstein & Associates prepared a recommended access management plan for this seétion of Gunnery
Road. This plan identifies full median openings, directional median ogemngls), road closures, new _connections
and traffic signal locations for the streets intersecting Gunnery Road. Under Policy 1.8.2, there will be no new
driveway comnections to Gunnery Road from these commercial lots. All lots will'be required to use Gretchen

Avenue as a reverse frontage road.

This recommended access plan has been reviewed by Lee County DOT staff and Bill Spikowski, the anthor of
gzle Lehigh tAfreS Commercial Land Use Study, with both parties in agreement on the proposed access
anagement plan.

8. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS:

9. RECOMMENDED APPROVAL

DEPARTMENT Purchasing Human County, inistratlon ‘ COUNTY COUNTY
DIRECTQR Resources ' %‘W" i€ OTHER | ATTORNEY MANAGER
! ) o  OM | Risk G C‘f%‘w (; B
. ) ' (e
M@Z«iﬁ& D | ",9%,0: W P AT
Wa-Ooly * ) . | MECTR .
10. COMMISSION ACTION: : bﬁbcgg “&TTY.
N RECTIVED BY iifxzlod
~LN\APPROVED SO0 Y ADMIN.,
“pmNm ~ Ve
~p - . _NZ_/ il
—— OTHER T

Ty
S daly,

SADOCUMENT\Blue Sheet\2001\Gunnery Road to Lee Blvd.doc
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TABLE 3-10

RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

Intersectlon Medlan Type / Access Management Comments
Lee Boulevard Traffic Signal

Fourth Street W, Right in/ Right out

Third Street W, Directional median - Northbound left turns
Douglas Lane Directional median - Northbound left turns

First Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
Third Street S.W. Right in / Right out

PFire Station No. 10

Full median opening - fire department use only

New Connection Directional median - Northbound left turns (location to be determined)
Sixth Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Seventh Street S.W, Right in / Right out

|l Bighth Street S.W., Full median opening, Proposed connection between Gerald Ave. and Gunnery Rd.
’ 11% Street S.W. Right in / Right out
13" Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound and Southbound left turns - Proposed ;xmnection to Gerald
Ave,
14® Street S.W. Right in/ Right out
15% Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound left turns
16" Street S.W. Right in / Right out’
18" Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
New Connection Directional median - Northbound left turns (location to be determined)
! 21" Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Leonard Blvd. /23 St. S.W. | Traffic signal
25% Street S.W. 25" Street closed for Daniels Parkway Exterision
{1 26™ Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound leR turns
27" Street S.W. Reconnect 27" Street between Gunnery Rd. and Floyd Ave, - Right in / Right out
30% Street S.W, 30" Street closed for Daniels Parkway Extension
ﬂ Meadow Road Right in / Right out
sk, 52 Traffic Sigral : _




LEE BLVD. ]
3
)
k4
FOURTH ST. W,
TN\ T
&
o
THIRD ST. W,
180 Mol 1
¥
v
~
DOUGL AS LN.L 3
™
@

FIRST ST. S-W.+-—

THIRD ST. S.W.

1
1

168°

i

|6TH ST. S.W,
o
W
~

Sae)

2187 ST, S-W.&

MATCH LINE
TN

ST. S«W,

|
[=]
FIRE STATION NO. (0 & LEONARD BLVD.
23A0° ST, s.w.f
NEW CONNECTION o
a -
w o
~
SIXTH ST. S.W. i 25TH ST. s.w.(
& W
SEVENTH ST. S.W, "
H &
. 26TH ST« S.W. @
%  STe S: ¥
N
n ZITH SY. S.W. ..._
EIGTH ST. S.W. )
— __e__.__........
. &
& =
™~
1ITH ST. s.w.< ‘ i 30TH ST. s.w.aW
=~ N .
(S A
=)
13TH ST, S.W.] .
— e et e
. MEADOW RD.
4 .
S.R. B2 N
14TH ST. s.w.Ef i
MATCH LINE
© FULL MEDIAN OPENING FAA A% ROAD CLOSURE FIGURE 3-|
O NO NEDIAN OPENING ¢ — - 7 NEW CONNECTION RECOMMENDED
@ TRAFFIC SIGNAL ACCESS MANAGEMENT
PLAN

I DIRECTIONAL MEDIAN OPENING




] /00z:sydeiboloyd |eusy
80/%71/L0 :pasinal depy

ONINNVId 30 NOISIAIQ
VAidoTd LSTAHLNOS

ALNNOD d47

UOIIoaUUOY) MBN 2
Buiuadp ueipsiy [euonoalq .
leubisoell @

BuiuadQ uelpsiy ON @

BuiuadQ uelpsy |IN4 mw

NS 15,18 ¥

=1

o = —— s
Aol -‘,n,t S

3 ..,..-_,. T\ ,_Lm

ey
P

b

o

* et




'LEE COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROMWALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATE ROAD 82 '

WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads; and, ,

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State
Road 82 Corridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authorlty has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and, .

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP for State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the. Lee/Hendry County ling; and,

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volumes of traffic; and

~ WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(t), the County has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and, '

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the.common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powers_and privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and, .

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set
forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
“and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

. 'WHEREAS, one publlc-workshop was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this résolutidn was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed. notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:
A13a
6-17-08

ATTACHMENT 2

cCOPvY



1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector

roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC.

} 2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properties fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approvél for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with-the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

, 4. The Board’s adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vestin
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning
movements along the Meadow Road corridor.

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.

Commissioner Mann made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The motion
was seconded by Commissioner Hall. The vote was as follows:

Robert P. Janes Absent
Brian Bigelow Nay
Ray Judah ~ Aye
Tamara Hall ~ Aye
Frank Mann ' Aye

Duly passed and adopted this 17th day of June, 2008.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA

BY: _ Y Tanosd Wdwan BY( | s )udel
easalegyty Clerk Ray@ng‘;ﬁ(, Chair
ERAIH A

- y

’ § SEAL %2 Approved as to form by:
A R .

' !‘;('&'; {;;""' =
‘-i-ﬁiﬂ.&@\ Robert Spi an
‘ County Attorney’s Office

Exhibit 1: Map of Meadow Road Corridor
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LEE COUNTY

DIVISION OF PLANNING
STAFF REPORT FOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
' CPA 2006-27
v This Document Contains the Following Reviews:
v Staff Review

v/ Local Planning Agency Review and Recommendation

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Transmittal

Staff Response to the DCA Objections, Recommendatlons,
and Comments (ORC) Report

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Adoption

STAFF REPORT PREPARATION DATE: July 17, 2008
PART I - BACKGROUND AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
1. APPLICANT:
LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REPRESENTED BY LEE COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING

2. REQUEST:
Amend the Future Land Use Element of the Lee Plan to update Pohcy 1.8.2 to reflect the status of

the Corridor Access Management Plans for State Route 82 and for Gunnery Road.
B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. RECOMMENDATION: Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
transmit this proposed amendment. The specific language modifications that staff recommends is
provided below:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wiltalso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access

Management Plan (CAMP} adopted by FDOT in July 2007, onee—a—eorrrdoracccssmmagmem-pi‘m

erossmgrat—about—}ﬁ—nn}e-spamg- All lots wou-}d—u}txmatcfy w111 have access to S. R 82 via Meadow

Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by

the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82

consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commer01al uses wou-ld are also be perm1tted on all Reclalmed Strlp lots facmg Gunnery Road. if

servc—as—thereversc-frcnrtagc-street- Access manafzement for propertv abuttmg Gunnerv Road is governed

- STAFF REPORT FOR October 8, 2008
CPA 2006-27 . PAGE 1 OF 8



by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, Yntitsuchplansareinplace;thosetotstrrthe
tet: (Added by

Ordinance No. 98-09)

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

. Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial
Land Use Study.

. The study focused on the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh Acres.

. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

when a corridor access management plan for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road is adopted.

. An access management plan has been adopted for S.R. 82 by FDOT. -

. An access management plan has been adopted for Gunnery Road by the Board of County
Commissioners. '
. The proposed amendment clarifies that the access management plans are in effect and that

commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay in
compliance with those plans.

C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Gunnery Road is a local Arterial Road with access governed by Lee County. S.R. 82 is a state road with
access governed by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). This amendment was initiated by
Lee County Planning staff in anticipation of a corridor access management plan being adopted by the
FDOT for State Road 82. In July 2007 FDOT adopted the Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP)
for S.R. 82 and the Lee County Board of County Commissioners adopted Resolution 08-06-28 supporting
the CAMP and establishing Meadow Road as the primary access road to S.R. 82. An access management
plan for Gunnery Road was similarly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in 2001 through
Bluesheet No. 20011253 establishing Gretchen Avenue as the primary access road to Gunnery Road. The
Board of County Commissioners formally initiated this amendment on October 3, 2006.

PART II - STAFF ANALYSIS

A. STAFF DISCUSSION ;

Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies direct commercial uses in Lehigh Acres through the Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay zones. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay facing S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road when a corridor access management plan for each roadway
is adopted. Policy 1.8.2 is reproduced below:

STAFF REPORT FOR October 8, 2008
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POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses will also be permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay facing
S.R. 82 once a corridor access management plan is adopted by FDOT governing that portion of S.R. 82.
This plan would provide for additional road connections between S.R. 82 and Meadow Road at about 1/8-
mile spacing with full access median crossings at about 1/4-mile spacing. All lots would ultimately have
access to S.R. 82 via Meadow Road, which would serve as a reverse frontage street. Commercial uses
would also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road if Lee County adopts a similar
plan, with access to all lots being provided via Gretchen Avenue which would serve as the reverse frontage
street. Until such plans are in place, those lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay that do not qualify for
commercial development under the location standards of Policy 6.1.2 may be used only for the residential
uses permitted in the C-2 zoning district. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09)

The Objective and policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial Land Use Study. The study
focused on the lack of adequate land for businesses in Lehigh Acres, where employment and shopping
opportunities for future residents is limited. One portion of the study concentrated on the advantages and
disadvantages of shallow commercial strips in Lehigh Acres, more specifically along the north side of S.R.
82 and along Gunnery Road. The study concluded that given the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh
Acres some of the strips could be used as-is or be made usable and become part of an overall solution to
the commercial deficiencies the area would face. The study noted that while the strips have shallow depth
they back up to a “continuos access or reverse frontage road.” The study provided that with Meadow Road
north of S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue west of Gunnery Road, some of the drawbacks of strip commercial
could be avoided. The study found the reverse frontage roads as a feasible approach for making the best
use of the more desirable commercial strips along S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Objective 1.8 and its
subsequent policies recommended by the commercial land use study were adopted into the Lee Plan in
1998. A map of the Lehigh Commercial Overlay is attached to this report as Attachment 3.

At this time an access management plan has been adopted for both S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Staff is
proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 regulating the Reclaimed Strip overlay in Lehigh Acres to
implement the two access management plans. Adoption of the access management plans designate
Meadow Road as the primary access for the lots fronting S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue as the primary
access for the lots fronting Gunnery Road through the local development order process. With the adoption
of the access management plans, local development orders cannot be approved for access directly onto S.R.
82 or Gunnery Road unless the proposed access is consistent with the adopted access management plans
for each roadway. Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 should be updated to reflect the status of the access management
plans. Adopting the proposed amendment will clarify that the access management plans are in effect and
commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay.

Bluesheet No. 20011253 has set in place the access management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems
necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed Strip overlay fronting Gunnery Road. A copy
of Bluesheet No. 20011253 is attached to this report as Attachment 1.

Resolution 08-06-28 in conjunction with the CAMP adopted by FDOT have set in place the access
management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay fronting S.R. 82. A copy of Resolution 08-06-28 is attached to this report as Attachment 2.
Due to the size and layout of a hard copy of the CAMP staff is providing the following link where the
document is available for viewing:

http://www.lee-county.com/dcd/pdfs/SR82CAMPReport_Final%20072407.pdf

STAFF REPORT FOR October 8, 2008
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Copies of all three documents, the CAMP, Resolution 08-06-28, and Bluesheet No. 20011253, will be kept
on file with the Lee County Division of Planning.

B. CONCLUSIONS

Staff is proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the adoption of the access management
plans for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road in Lehigh Acres. Adopting the proposed amendment clarifies that
the access management plans are in effect and that commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the
Reclaimed Strip overlay in compliance with those plans.

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners transmit this proposed amendment.
This recommendation is based upon the previously discussed issues and conclusions of this report.
Planning staff recommends that Policy 1.8.2 be modified as follows:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wiltalso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access
Management Plan gCAMPz adopted by FDOT in July 2007. oncc—a—cerrr&or‘accCSﬁmagmentpm

crossmgs—at—a-bﬁu’t-}ﬂ—mﬂvspacmg' All lots wvuid—u}tnnafe}y W111 have access to S. R 82 via Meadow

Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by

the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-

28. Commer01a1 uses wou}d are also bc permltted on all Reclalmed Strlp lots facmg Gunnery Road if

servc—as—the—rwcrse-ﬁ‘omage—sfrcct- Access management for nropertv abuttlng Gunnerv Road is ,qoverned

by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County

Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

w1th the access pomts reﬂected in Bluesheet No. 2001 1253 th-}ﬁuch-p}ms-arvm-p}ace—those-b’cmﬂm

ay-be-tusee '.(Addedby
Ordinance No. 98—09)
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PART III - LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY
REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING: July 28, 2008

A. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY REVIEW

Planning staff gave a brief presentation concerning the proposed amendment. One member of the LPA
asked for clarification regarding a specific parcel recently reviewed by the LPA that could be affected by
the subject corridor access management plans. This member wanted to confirm that the amendment
request for the specific parcel did not have anything to do with the subject amendment. Staff confirmed
that the subject amendment does not concern the specified parcel. Staff stated the subject amendment
pertains directly to the adopted access management plans. Another member of the LPA asked for
clarification on the location of the reclaimed strip. Staff clarified that the reclaimed strip is located on the
west side of Gunnery Road and on the north side of S.R. 82. Another member of the LPA expressed
concern that the plan does not provide adequate access to Gunnery Road or Alabama Road. This member
stated that there is no way for traffic heading east on Meadow Road to make a left hand turn onto Gunnery
Road and there is also no way to go south on Gunnery Road from Meadow Road. Staff stated that
additional property was acquired when Gunnery Road was four-laned and some additional access points
were made. Staff finds that there is adequate access. Staff also noted that not all of the access points on
'S.R. 82 are in place. Staff anticipates that as part of the management plan access points will be
constructed. In addition, these documents can be revisited in the future.

B. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
SUMMARY

1. RECOMMENDATION: The LPA recommends that the Board of County Commissioners

transmit the proposed amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: Thé LPA accepted the findings
of fact as advanced by the staff.

C. VOTE:
NOEL ANDRESS ABSTAIN
LES COCHRAN AYE
RONALD INGE AYE
JACQUE RIPPE AYE
CARLETON RYFFEL AYE
LELAND TAYLOR AYE
RAE ANN WESSEL ‘ AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR » October 8, 2008
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PART IV - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR TRANSMITTAL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF TRANSMITTAL HEARING: October 22, 2008

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:
A. BRIAN BIGELOW
TAMMARA HALL
ROBERT P. JANES
RAY JUDAH
FRANKLIN B. MANN
STAFF REPORT FOR Octobet 8, 2008
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PART V - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS OBJECTIONS,
RECOMMENDATIONS, AND COMMENTS (ORC) REPORT

DATE OF ORC REPORT:

A. DCA OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

STAFF REPORT FOR . October 8, 2008
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PART VI - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF ADOPTION HEARING:

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:

STAFF REPORT FOR
CPA 2006-27

A. BRIAN BIGELOW
TAMMARA HALL
ROBERT P. JANES
RAY JUDAH
FRANKLIN B. MANN

Octobet 8, 2008
PAGE 8OF 8
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LEE COUNTY BOARD OF CoﬁNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY BLUE SHEET NO: 20011253

Il_ﬁuzlt;}UESTED MOTION: Adoption of the recommended access management plan for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee
vd. ,

WHY ACTION IS NECESSARY: In accordance with Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan, a corridor access management
plan_must be adopted for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee Blvd. in order for parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to
qualify for commercial development. i ) i ) '
WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES: Allows those parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to ;‘i\lua]}f%; for commercial
development and sets all access and median openings along this section of Gunnery which will dictate any additional

lands needed for proposed road connections.

2. DEPARTMENTAL CATEGORY: . 3. MEETING DATE:

COMMISSION DISTRICT #: 09 /
4, AGENDA 5. REQUIREMENT/PURFOSE 6. REQUESTOR OF INFORMATION
_X_CONSENT (Speciy) A. COMMISSIONER: )
___ ADMINISTRATIVE ___ STATUTE B. DEPARTMENT: Transportation
— APPEALS : _ ORDINANCE A C. DIVISION: Administration
—___PUBLIC . ~ ADMIN. CODE BY: Scott Gilbertson, Director
___tMeRreQuReD: 15 Minutes ___OTHER

7, BACKGROUND:

Policy, 1.8.2 of the Comprehensiye Plan allows commercial uses on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay once
a corridor access management plan has been adopted by Lee County. As part of a Preliminary Desi epotf,
Pitman, Hartstein & Associates p{% yared a recommended access managenient plan for this section of Gunnery
Road. This plan jdentifies full median openings, directional median openings, road closures, new _connections
and traffic signal locations for the sireets intersecting Gunnery Road. Under Policy 1.8.2, there will be no new
driveway connections to Gu:mer&r Road from these commercial lots. All lots willbe required to use Gretchen

Avenueas a reverse frontage road.

This recommended access plan has been reviewed by Lee County DOT staff and Bill Spikowski, the anthor of
glle Lehigh tAi:res Commercial Land Use Study, with both parties in agreement on the proposed access
anagenient plan.

8. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS:

9, RECOMMENDED APPROVAL

DEPARTMENT Paorchasing Human Counfy, inistration . COUNTY COUNTY
DIRECTQR _ Resources ~ &%}1‘”‘- i]l§ OTHER | _ATTORNEY MANAGER
), 1o fiies) M Risk GC - & ; i e R
/!(‘f : v ﬁs"g . j("l\g \ Y 140~
i ‘/{ Ktk D : h/ 6:’70{ wiylo/ \LX’Q 3 s‘o\ F%&-_é(‘c&"’
AN * ; ' . TN
10..COMMISSTON ACTION: : b:bcg,'Am.
% : E!(zqm\t/\nb Y ~ lifzloi
_A\APPROVED | ST ADMIN, LMook, . 4
. DENIED : IV L7/ o i (. ATTY,
___ DEFERRED {»eﬁ)mmm J0:
—_OTHER Sy {‘ & 187
o leo s daly, L1 R AV it e )

SADOCUMENT\Blue Sheef\2001\Gunnery Road to Lee Blvd.doc
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TABLE 3-10
RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

Intersection Median Type/ Access Management Comments
Lee Boulevard Traffic Signal
Fourth Street W. Right in/ Right out
Third Street W, Directional median - Northbound left turns
Douglas Lane Directional median - Northbound left turns
First Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
Third Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Fire Station No. 10 Full median opening - fire department use only
New Connection . Directional median - Northbound lefs turns (focation to be determined)
Sixth Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Seventh Street S. W, Right in/ Right out
Eighth Street SW, Full median opening. Proposed connection between Gerald Ave. and Gunnery Rd.
11* Street S.W. Right in / Right out '
13% Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound and Southbound left turns - Proposed connection to Gerald
Ave,
14% Street S.W. Right in / Right out
15" Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound left tums
16" Street S.W. Right in / Right out’ '
18% Street SW. - Directional median - Southbound left turms
New Connection Ditectional median - Northbound left turus (location to be détermined)
21 Street S.W. Right in 7 Right out
Leonard Blvd. /23 St. S.W. | Traffic signat
250 Street S.W. 25 Street closed for Daniels Parkway Exterision
" 26™ Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound feft turns
ﬂ 27" Street S.W.- Reconnect 27* Sireet between Gunnery Rd. and Floyd Ave, - Right in / Right out
30" Street S.W. 30™ Street closed for Daniels Parkway Extension
ﬁ Meadow Road Right in / Right out
sk 82 Traffic Sigral _




LEE_BLVD, _
0
s

FOURTH_ST. W,
TN/ 'y
&
=

TH ST. W,
180_ST. Wl 1
T
i
~
DOUGLAS LN.L 1
*n
@

"FIRST ST. S.“.T R §

THIRD ST. S.W.

FIRE STATION NO. {0

REW CONNECTI g+

SIXTH ST, S.W.

;2087 769°

695/

- %

MATCH LINE
N

I8TH ST. S.V(.‘l

&

{6TH ST, S.W. “
O——

o

w

-~

b

wn

~
21ST ST, S.W.

()_______

5

o0

~

LEONARD BLVD.L ~

- 23AD ST+ S.We

-

o

~

25TH ST« S. W.(

, Yol
N
SEVENTH ST. S.W, i
¥ &
. 26TH_STs_S.¥, ©
%
o
0 27TH SY. S.W. L
etcrn_gr;_si.gs ok
. &~
N p
~
. 30TH ST, S.K.
1ITH ST. S.W.
Lo Ot
;.. - ’
@ "
=)
{3TH ST, S.W.} .
s S ey A
MEADOW ROD.
o —_—{)
a &
$.8. 62 &
14TH_ST. :;.w.Ef i @
MATCH LINE
© FULL MEDIAN OPENING A% ROAD CLOSURE FIGURE 3~
O N0 MEDIAN OPENING* — = NEW CONNECTION RECOMMENDED

@ TRAFFIC SIGNAL
M DIRECTIONAL MEDIAN OFENING

PLAN

ACCESS MANAGEMENT

0




| 100z:sudeiboloud jensy
80/¥1/L0 :pasinal depy

ONINNVY1d 40 NOISEIAICQ

uon23UU0D MBN 2
BuiuadQ uelpsyy [euonosiig
|eubis oujes |
BuiuadQ uelpsj ON

BuiuadQ ueipspy N4

ueld wawabeuely

———

$S900Y peoy Alsuuns 3 TR el ot (1S 1S
Ty ot SR Ao

- ﬂ.-,,
R
ik v sl . £
SHEE TR P T ‘,;ﬂ’u RO

iy g Rl it L aa

A PR Pt < i e A\ Wi A SR SR A
Pk b r.. .AL.n A 3 g 5 ,A: P .. A.f, : 4 J 4 ‘b ‘. . | 5 2

s, Bineit =

é




' LEE COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROMWALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATEROAD 82.

' WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes,
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads; and, .

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State

Road 82 Corridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authority, has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and, ' ‘ L

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP for State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the. Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volumes of traffic; and, ' '

~ WHEREAS, pursuant tc} Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(t), the Cdunty has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and, '

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the-common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powersvand privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and, - ‘

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set
forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
-and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

‘ 'WHEREAS, one publiéwork’sh()p was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this résolutioh was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed. notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:
A13a
6-17-08
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1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector
roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC. : ' -

4 2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properties fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approvél for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with-the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

. 4. The.Board’s adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vestin
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning
movements along the Meadow Road corridor.

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.

Commissioner Mann made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The motion
was seconded by Commissioner Hall. The vote was as follows:

Robert P. Janes Absent
Brian Bigelow - Nay
Ray Judah © Aye
Tamara Hall ~ Aye
Frank Mann ' Aye

Duly passed and adopted this 17th day of June, 2008.

ATTEST: ' BOARD OF COUNTY CbMMISSIONERS
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA
BY: _MHMMV\ BY:@% Qe b
_asaRenyty Clerk Ray UyigH, Chair
Y Bl Y,
G
Za 2,
Zest ¢ SRY-Y :
,;2’ g SE A ;5; g Approved as to form by.
/2N -
/ a. -
5 el e —
t (4\*1 ....... %:
h !f"%m ?\%g%"

Exhibit 1: Map of Meadow Road Corridor
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LEE COUNTY
DIVISION OF PLANNING
STAFF REPORT FOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
CPA 2006-27

This Document Contains the Following Reviews:

Staff Review

Local Planning Agency Review and Recommendation

NINEY R

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Transmittal

Staff Response to the DCA Objections, Recommendations,
and Comments (ORC) Report

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Adoption

STAFF REPORT PREPARATION DATE: July 17, 2008
PART I - BACKGROUND AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
1. APPLICANT:
LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REPRESENTED BY LEE COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING

2. REQUEST:
Amend the Future Land Use Element of the Lee Plan to update Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the status of
the Corridor Access Management Plans for State Route 82 and for Gunnery Road.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. RECOMMENDATION: Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
transmit this proposed amendment. The specific language modifications that staff recommends is
provided below:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wittatsobe are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access
Management Plan (CAMP) adopted bV FDOT in JUIV 2007. once=a buuidux aCCCSss ulauagclucut plau 1S

") 4 ] FIRAT . ot d £ Q1 QY L8 PN 1 1.1 h | £, e 5 RS 1 <
aUUpitl vy T IO T gUVULIIHIE tidt })UlLlUll Ul I\, G4, TS PIdil wOUIG piuvido TOT aUdrtiuidr 1Uaul

de 1 o Qi8] (¢]a] o W, | an) q + 1. 4.1 1O s | . +41 L1 i
COMeECtoNsS OCTWCCIT O 02 aid ivIiTatQOW 1NUdl dU aDUUT 1706711 bpdblllé Wit 1TOr aCCUrss5 IIICUrrali
crossings-at-about-H4=mite-spacing: All lots woutd-ultimatety will have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which weuld will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses would are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. if
1 ) 4 1 4 . +1 1 +41 4 1 latal . e dad xrea £ 4+l A i T N 13
)} ioiw k/UUIlI._)’ C‘UU}JLD d SIITdl pldll, Wi aCLUlos U dIT 1ULS UCUIB PIUVIUCU VIa OrciCnCir A veITaT winuIir wuoudiu

serveasthereversefrontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
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by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20. 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, YUntitsuchplansaretnrplace;those totsimrthe

DPals Lo} 1 = 1 £ 4] g | o | add o] s. 41, L1 . h SR Adddb
TUIIvy U 1.4 IIiay Ut USLU ULy " TUL ICTOSTACTI N AT OO US  PUTIHITILG T UICT =2 ZUHH T WIS I, (+] y

Ordinance No. 98-09)

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

. Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial
Land Use Study.

. The study focused on the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh Acres.

. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

when a corridor access management plan for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road is adopted.

. An access management plan has been adopted for S.R. 82 by FDOT.

. An access management plan has been adopted for Gunnery Road by the Board of County
Commissioners.
. The proposed amendment clarifies that the access management plans are in effect and that

commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay in
compliance with those plans.

C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Gunnery Road is a local Arterial Road with access governed by Lee County. S.R. 82 is a state road with
access governed by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). This amendment was initiated by
Lee County Planning staff in anticipation of a corridor access management plan being adopted by the
FDOT for State Road 82. In July 2007 FDOT adopted the Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP)
for S.R. 82 and the Lee County Board of County Commissioners adopted Resolution 08-06-28 supporting
the CAMP and establishing Meadow Road as the primary access road to S.R. 82. An access management
plan for Gunnery Road was similarly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in 2001 through
Bluesheet No. 20011253 establishing Gretchen Avenue as the primary access road to Gunnery Road. The
Board of County Commissioners formally initiated this amendment on October 3, 2006.

PART II - STAFF ANALYSIS

A. STAFF DISCUSSION

Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies direct commercial uses in Lehigh Acres through the Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay zones. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay facing S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road when a corridor access management plan for each roadway
is adopted. Policy 1.8.2 is reproduced below:

STAFF REPORT FOR October 22, 2008
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POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses will also be permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay facing
S.R. 82 once a corridor access management plan is adopted by FDOT governing that portion of S.R. 82.
This plan would provide for additional road connections between S.R. 82 and Meadow Road at about 1/8-
mile spacing with full access median crossings at about 1/4-mile spacing. All lots would ultimately have
access to S.R. 82 via Meadow Road, which would serve as a reverse frontage street. Commercial uses
would also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road if Lee County adopts a similar
plan, with access to all lots being provided via Gretchen Avenue which would serve as the reverse frontage
street. Until such plans are in place, those lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay that do not qualify for
commercial development under the location standards of Policy 6.1.2 may be used only for the residential
uses permitted in the C-2 zoning district. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09)

The Objective and policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial Land Use Study. The study
focused on the lack of adequate land for businesses in Lehigh Acres, where employment and shopping
opportunities for future residents is limited. One portion of the study concentrated on the advantages and
disadvantages of shallow commercial strips in Lehigh Acres, more specifically along the north side of S.R.
82 and along Gunnery Road. The study concluded that given the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh
Acres some of the strips could be used as-is or be made usable and become part of an overall solution to
the commercial deficiencies the area would face. The study noted that while the strips have shallow depth
they back up to a “continuos access or reverse frontage road.” The study provided that with Meadow Road
north of S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue west of Gunnery Road, some of the drawbacks of strip commercial
could be avoided. The study found the reverse frontage roads as a feasible approach for making the best
use of the more desirable commercial strips along S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Objective 1.8 and its
subsequent policies recommended by the commercial Jand use study were adopted into the Lee Plan in
1998. A map of the Lehigh Commercial Overlay is attached to this report as Attachment 3.

At this time an access management plan has been adopted for both S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Staffis
proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 regulating the Reclaimed Strip overlay in Lehigh Acres to
implement the two access management plans. Adoption of the access management plans designate
Meadow Road as the primary access for the lots fronting S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue as the primary
access for the lots fronting Gunnery Road through the local development order process. With the adoption
of the access management plans, local development orders cannot be approved for access directlyonto S.R.
82 or Gunnery Road unless the proposed access is consistent with the adopted access management plans
for each roadway. Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 should be updated to reflect the status of the access management
plans. Adopting the proposed amendment will clarify that the access management plans are in effect and
commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay.

Bluesheet No. 20011253 has set in place the access management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems
necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed Strip overlay fronting Gunnery Road. A copy
of Bluesheet No. 20011253 is attached to this report as Attachment 1.

Resolution 08-06-28 in conjunction with the CAMP adopted by FDOT have set in place the access
management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay fronting S.R. 82. A copy of Resolution 08-06-28 is attached to this report as Attachment 2.
Due to the size and layout of a hard copy of the CAMP staff is providing the following link where the
document is available for viewing:

http://www.lee-county.com/dcd/pdfs/ SR82CAMPReport Final%20072407.pdf

STAFF REPORT FOR October 22, 2008
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Copies of all three documents, the CAMP, Resolution 08-060-28, and Bluesheet No. 20011253, will be kept
on file with the Lee County Division of Planning.

B. CONCLUSIONS

Staff is proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the adoption of the access management
plans for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road in Lehigh Acres. Adopting the proposed amendment clarifies that
the access management plans are in effect and that commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the
Reclaimed Strip overlay in compliance with those plans.

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners transmit this proposed amendment.
This recommendation is based upon the previously discussed issues and conclusions of this report.
Planning staff recommends that Policy 1.8.2 be modified as follows:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wittalso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access

Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by FDOT in July 2007. orceacorridoraccess managementplanrts
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crossings-atabout-H4=mite-spacing: All lots would-ultimatety will have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which woutd will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008, All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses woutd are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. #f
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serveasthereversefrontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, Untitsuchplansarcinptace;thosetotsirthe
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PART III - LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY
REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING: July 28, 2008

A. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY REVIEW

Planning staff gave a brief presentation concerning the proposed amendment. One member of the LPA
asked for clarification regarding a specific parcel recently reviewed by the LPA that could be affected by
the subject corridor access management plans. This member wanted to confirm that the amendment
request for the specific parcel did not have anything to do with the subject amendment. Staff confirmed
that the subject amendment does not concern the specified parcel. Staff stated the subject amendment
pertains directly to the adopted access management plans. Another member of the LPA asked for
clarification on the location of the reclaimed strip. Staff clarified that the reclaimed strip is located on the
west side of Gunnery Road and on the north side of S.R. 82. Another member of the LPA expressed
concern that the plan does not provide adequate access to Gunnery Road or Alabama Road. This member
stated that there is no way for traffic heading east on Meadow Road to make a left hand turn onto Gunnery
Road and there is also no way to go south on Gunnery Road from Meadow Road. Staff stated that
additional property was acquired when Gunnery Road was four-laned and some additional access points
were made. Staff finds that there is adequate access. Staff also noted that not all of the access points on
S.R. 82 are in place. Staff anticipates that as part of the management plan access points will be
constructed. In addition, these documents can be revisited in the future.

B. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
SUMMARY

1. RECOMMENDATION: The LPA recommends that the Board of County Commissioners

transmit the proposed amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The LPA accepted the findings
of fact as advanced by the staff.

C. VOTE:
NOEL ANDRESS ABSTAIN
LES COCHRAN AYE
RONALD INGE AYE
JACQUE RIPPE AYE
CARLETON RYFFEL AYE
LELAND TAYLOR AYE
RAE ANN WESSEL AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR October 22, 2008
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PART IV - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR TRANSMITTAL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF TRANSMITTAL HEARING: October 22, 2008

A. BOARD REVIEW: The Board of County Commissioners provided no discussion concerning the
proposed plan amendment. No public input was provided concerning the proposed plan amendment. This
item was approved on the consent agenda.

B. BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:
1. BOARD ACTION: The Board of County Commissioners voted to transmit the proposed

plan amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The Board accepted the
findings of fact as advanced by staff and the LPA.

C. YOTE:
A. BRIAN BIGELOW AYE
TAMMARA HALL AYE
ROBERT P. JANES AYE
RAY JUDAH AYE
FRANKLIN B. MANN AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR October 22, 2008
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PART V - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS OBJECTIONS,
RECOMMENDATIONS, AND COMMENTS (ORC) REPORT

DATE OF ORC REPORT:

A. DCA OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

STAFF REPORT FOR October 22, 2008
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PART VI - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF ADOPTION HEARING:

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:

A. BRIAN BIGELOW
TAMMARA HALL
ROBERT P. JANES
RAY JUDAH
FRANKLIN B. MANN

STAFF REPORT FOR

CPA 2006-27

October 22, 2008
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LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY BLUE SHEET NO: 20011253

]Ig.{uiz‘iQUESTED MOTION: Adoption of the recommended access management plan for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee
vd.

WHY ACTION IS NECESSARY: In accordance with Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan, a corridor access management
plan must be adopted for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee Blvd. in order for parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to
qualify for commercial development. . ) . ) _
WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES: Allows those parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to qualify for commercial
development and sefs all access and median openings along this section of Gunnery which will dictate any additional
lands needed for proposed road connections. .

2. DEPARTMENTAL CATEGORY: . 3. MEETING DATE:
COMMISSION DISTRICT #: 09 9 ' /
4, AGENDA 5, REQUIREMENT/PURFOSE 6. REQUESTOR OF INFORMATION
_X CONSENT Speclly) A. COMMISSIONER: ,
__ ADMINISTRATIVE . STATUTE B. DEPARTMENT: Transpaortation
—_ APPEALS ' __ ORDINANCE . C. DIVISION: Administration
___ PUBLIC ) __ ADMIN.CODB BY: Scott Gilbertson, Director
~_mmsrequReD: 15 Minutes ___OTHER

7. BACKGROUND:

Policy, 1.8.2 of the Comprehensiye Plan allows commetcial uses on all lots in the Reclaimed Stn'B oyerlay once
a corridor access management plan has been adopted by Lee County. As part of a Preliminary Desi epott,
Pitman, Hartstein & Associates pre% ared a recommended access management plan for this section of Guunery
Road. 'This plan identifies full median openings, directional median o_&emngls), road closures, new connections
angd traffic signal locations for the streefs intersecting Gunnery Road. Under Policy 1.8.2, there will be no new
driveway corinections to Gunnery Road from these commercial lots. All lots will'be required to use Gretchen
Avenue ‘as a reverse frontage road. .

This recommended access plan has been reviewed by Lee County DOT, staff and Bill Spikowski, the anthor of
the Lehigh tAfres Commeroial Lend Use Study, with both parties in agreement on the proposed access
managenient plan.

8. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS:

9, RECOMMENDED APPROVAL

DEPARTMENT Puorchasing Human County, inlstraflon . COUNTY COUNTY
DIRECTQR Resources ' M-8 OTHER | _ATTORNEY MANAGER
/ )/ 2o A9 QM | Risk GeC- %Mv (; ,
. V ) ALl
M&ﬁéﬂ% D . 180 | 7\%\'2 o e [ o ﬁﬂ'ﬁ &f
LA I A 1) / { N N ’ . 33:@‘1!?33“
10. COMMISSION ACTJION: . by &0, ATTY.
RECZIVED BY lifzlai
_.XAPPRDVED | CCL IV ADMIN,
e - o 735
~— DEFERRED - . A 33a4
__OTHER O -._‘.'.‘i‘.‘l',‘“"""-
S\DOCUMENT\Blue Sheef\2001\Gunnery Road to Lee Blvd.doc .. / DA
IR
/‘a 55"201
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TABLE 3-10

RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

Intersection Medlan Type/ Access Management Conments
Lee Boulevard Traffic Signaf )
Fourth Street W, Right in / Right out
Third Street W, Directional median - Northbound left turns
Douglas Lane Directional median - Northbound left turns
First Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left tums
Third Street S.W. Right in / Right out '
Fire Station No. 10 Full median opening - fire department use only
New Connection Disoctional median - Northbound left turns (location to be determined)
Sixth Street S.W. Right in / Right out
| Seventh Street S.W., Right in / Right out
I Eighth Street S.W, . Pull median opening. Proposed connection between Gerald Ave. and Gunnery R, '
' 11* Street S.W. Right in / Right out ﬂ
1l 13" Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound and Southbound left turns - Proposed ;:onnection to Gerald H
Ave,
14 Street S.W. Right in / Right out
15% Streot S.W. Directional median - Northbound left turns i
16" Street S, W, Right in / Right out’
18% Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
New Connection Directionat median - Northbound left turns (location to be determined)
21" Street S.W. Right in/ Right out
Leonard Blvd. 723 St. S, W. | Traffic signal
25" Street S.W. 25" Street clased for Daniels Parkway Exterision
d 26 Stect S.W. Directional median - Northbound Ief turns "
H 27" Street S.W.: Reconnect 27* Street between Guanery Rd. and Floyd Ave, - Right in / Right out
H 30" Street S.W. 30™ Street closed for Daniels Parkway Extension
Meadow Road Right in / Right out
SR.82 Traffic Sigil ' _ [
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' LEE COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROMWALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATEROAD 82. v

' WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes,
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads; and, -

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State

Road 82 Corridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authority, has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and, : )

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP for State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the.Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volumes of traffic; gnd, ' o

~ WHEREAS, pursuant tc} Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(t), the County has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and, '

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01 (w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the-common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powers.and privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and, - . '

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set
forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

‘ 'WHEREAS, one publié-workshbp was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this résolutidn was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed. notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:
A13a
6-17-08
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1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector

roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC.

2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properﬂes fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approval for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with-the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

‘ 4. The.Board’s adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vestin
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning
movements along the Meadow Road corridor.

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.

Commissioner Mann made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The motion
was seconded by Commissioner Hall. The vote was as follows:

Robert P. Janes Absent
Brian Bigelow Nay
Ray Judah - Aye
Tamara Hall ~ Aye
Frank Mann ' Aye

Duly passed and adopted this 17th day of June, 2008.
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSlONERS

ATTEST:
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA
BY: _NManosa Wbaan BY/? -
\\\D&R'{’(y Clerk Ray@ng@r{ Chair
=% %\6%7?.9%?
SR q},
Z a3, B,
i ey .
? mar gE A L 1= é; Appfoved as to form l?y‘
% > :
l ,o(); - ""
i 7
_ SRR Gy
- County Attorney s Office

Exhibit 1:  Map of Meadow Road Corridor



Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay Zones

. Lehigh Commercial
% Lehigh Commercial”

*No Resiiction on Resigentizh Lots (see Peitcy 1.5.71

E’_ Reclaimed Sirip
Lot Assembly

Potential Commercial

Lend Ouisice Lehigh Acras

-— Exisling Roads

----- Proposed Roads™

*As dzpictain 7808 Commerciz! Study

CRA Boundary
| Cily Limits

'LEE COUNTY
S5OUTHWEST PLORIDA
DIVISTON OF FLANNING

e

?

T448

06 03 ) 0.6 W2

T458

Prepeted for
Communily Regavalopment Agency
of Le= County. Flondz

[

i

|

t

I Prepzred by
Spikavald Plznning Assatizies

l Fori lfyers Floridss

l FRs Adopisd by tne

| Bozrd of County Commissionars

! Iz 27. 7288

i

Tiep Generaled Februery 2005

ATTAGHMENT 3=




CPA 2006-27
Corridor Access Management Plans
BoCC SPONSORED
AMENDMENT
TO THE

LEE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PILAN

THE LEE PLAN

BoCC Public Hearing Document
for the
February 25" Adoption Hearing

L e

Lee County Planning Division
1500 Monroe Street
P.O. Box 398
Fort Myers, FL 33902-0398
(239) 533-8585

January 16, 2009




LEE COUNTY
DIVISION OF PLANNING
STAFF REPORT FOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
CPA 2006-27

This Document Contains the Following Reviews:

Staff Review

Local Planning Agency Review and Recommendation

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Transmittal

NINEER

Staff Response to the DCA Objections, Recommendations,
and Comments (ORC) Report

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Adoption

STAFF REPORT PREPARATION DATE: July 17, 2008
PART I - BACKGROUND AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
1. APPLICANT:
LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REPRESENTED BY LEE COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING

2. REQUEST:
Amend the Future Land Use Element of the Lee Plan to update Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the status of
the Corridor Access Management Plans for State Route 82 and for Gunnery Road.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. RECOMMENDATION: Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
adopt this proposed amendment. The specific language modifications that staff recommends is
provided below:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses withatso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access
Management Plan ( CAMP) adopted by FDOT in July 2007. oncea corridor-aceess uxauagmucut p}au ts

1 4+ a1 FROT : 7S 'S i £ QN s ni 294 1 14 M | £, = B 1 3
auupu:u vy 1L BUVCLUIIIS {1liat })UIU.UII U3\ 04, 11115 Pldll wUUTIG Ploviae TOT—aQUItIolrgr 1va

Wllllc\/tiullb thWCUll S.R. 82 aud }vicaduw Ruad at ﬂbUUt 1/’8‘llli1lc Dpabillé Wit}l fu}} alLLod ulcdiau
Uluabiuga at-about-H4=-mite bpauiug. All lots weu-}d-u-l-t‘xmafc‘l“y _\_Y_IH have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access pointsreflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses woutd are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. tf
}:UC Cuuut:y adUPtD d billli}dl p}au, Wit1ll dULULODD tU a}‘l 11Utb bCillB PlUVidCd Via Gl Ctb:‘llcll Avcuuc W}li\u}l WUu}d

serve-asthereversefrontagesireet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
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by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent
with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253. Yntitsuch plaub aret p}auc, thosetots the

Recla_i_l A fyat 1 P PR | + b AT A o) . = | 1 4 i 4+1 1 4 £ = Aot
Ireu o ll) Uvilidy (IIat QU irotl quauly Tor-commerciaruc VCIUPIIICILL gt T Totativil Stanidaiusy Ul

Peals 1.0 1 1 1 £ 41 b | | ittt o 41 Fanlia . i PO IS Adddb
TUIIvy O Z271Idy UL ST VIILY O e 1CSTUCIIIAT UShLo PCLllllLLDU e T2~ ZUllHIE arsiaivt. ( € y

Ordinance No. 98-09)

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

. Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial
Land Use Study.

. The study focused on the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh Acres.

. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

when a corridor access management plan for S R. 82 and Gunnery Road is adopted.

. An access management plan has been adopted for S.R. 82 by FDOT.

. An access management plan has been adopted for Gunnery Road by the Board of County
Commissioners.

. The proposed amendment clarifies that the access management plans are in effect and that

commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay in
compliance with those plans.

C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Gunnery Road is a local Arterial Road with access governed by Lee County. S.R. 82 is a state road with
access governed by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). This amendment was initiated by
Lee County Planning staff in anticipation of a corridor access management plan being adopted by the
FDOT for State Road 82. In July 2007 FDOT adopted the Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP)
for S.R. 82 and the Lee County Board of County Commissioners adopted Resolution 08-06-28 supporting
the CAMP and establishing Meadow Road as the primary access road to S.R. 82. Anaccess management
plan for Gunnery Road was similarly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in 2001 through
Bluesheet No. 20011253 establishing Gretchen Avenue as the primary access road to Gunnery Road. The
Board of County Commissioners formally initiated this amendment on October 3, 2006.

PART II - STAFF ANALYSIS

A. STAFF DISCUSSION A

Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies direct commercial uses in Lehigh Acres through the Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay zones. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay facing S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road when a corridor access management plan for each roadway
is adopted. Policy 1.8.2 is reproduced below: '

STAFF REPORT FOR January 16, 2009
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POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses will also be permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay facing
S.R. 82 once a corridor access management plan is adopted by FDOT governing that portion of S.R. 82.
This plan would provide for additional road connections between S.R. 82 and Meadow Road at about 1/8-
mile spacing with full access median crossings at about 1/4-mile spacing. All lots would ultimately have
access to S.R. 82 via Meadow Road, which would serve as a reverse frontage street. Commercial uses
would also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road if Lee County adopts a similar
plan, with access to all lots being provided via Gretchen Avenue which would serve as the reverse frontage
street. Until such plans are in place, those lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay that do not qualify for
commercial development under the location standards of Policy 6.1.2 may be used only for the residential
uses permitted in the C-2 zoning district. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09)

The Objective and policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial Land Use Study. The study
focused on the lack of adequate land for businesses in Lehigh Acres, where employment and shopping
opportunities for future residents is limited. One portion of the study concentrated on the advantages and
disadvantages of shallow commercial strips in Lehigh Acres, more specifically along the north side of S.R.
82 and along Gunnery Road. The study concluded that given the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh
Acres some of the strips could be used as-is or be made usable and become part of an overall solution to
the commercial deficiencies the area would face. The study noted that while the strips have shallow depth
they back up to a “continuos access or reverse frontage road.” The study provided that with Meadow Road
north of S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue west of Gunnery Road, some of the drawbacks of strip commercial
could be avoided. The study found the reverse frontage roads as a feasible approach for making the best
use of the more desirable commercial strips along S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Objective 1.8 and its
subsequent policies recommended by the commercial land use study were adopted into the Lee Plan in
1998. A map of the Lehigh Commercial Overlay is attached to this report as Attachment 3.

At this time an access management plan has been adopted for both S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Staffis
proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 regulating the Reclaimed Strip overlay in Lehigh Acres to
implement the two access management plans. Adoption of the access management plans designate
Meadow Road as the primary access for the lots fronting S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue as the primary
access for the lots fronting Gunnery Road through the local development order process. With the adoption
of the access management plans, local development orders cannot be approved for access directly onto S.R.
82 or Gunnery Road unless the proposed access is consistent with the adopted access management plans
for each roadway. Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 should be updated to reflect the status of the access management
plans. Adopting the proposed amendment will clarify that the access management plans are in effect and
commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay.

Bluesheet No. 20011253 has set in place the access management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems
necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed Strip overlay fronting Gunnery Road. A copy
of Bluesheet No. 20011253 is attached to this report as Attachment 1.

Resolution 08-06-28 in conjunction with the CAMP adopted by FDOT have set in place the access
management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay fronting S.R. 82. A copy of Resolution 08-06-28 is attached to this report as Attachment 2.
Due to the size and layout of a hard copy of the CAMP staff is providing the following link where the
document is available for viewing:

http://www.lee—county.com/dcd/pdfs/SR82CAMPReport_Final%20072407.pdf

STAFF REPORT FOR o Januaty 16, 2009
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Copies of all three documents, the CAMP, Resolution 08-06-28, and Bluesheet No. 20011253, will be kept
on file with the Lee County Division of Planning.

B. CONCLUSIONS

Staff is proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the adoption of the access management
plans for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road in Lehigh Acres. Adopting the proposed amendment clarifies that
the access management plans are in effect and that commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the
Reclaimed Strip overlay in compliance with those plans.

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners transmit this proposed amendment.
This recommendation is based upon the previously discussed issues and conclusions of this report.
Planning staff recommends that Policy 1.8.2 be modified as follows:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wittatso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access -
Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by FDOT in July 2007. oncea corridoraceess management p}au 1S

| I i | b aVata sl . M 41 4 e £ Q1 Q) L i P 1 143 i | £, I At 1 3
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uluaaiugo at-aboutH4=mile byauius. All lots woufd—ni-ﬂma—tcl-y _V&H have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses would are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. tf
LCC Cuuut:y adupta a bill.lilal p‘lall, Wit}l dULLOS tU d}l 11Utb bCills pLUVidCd Vid Gl Ctb}.lcll AV\./.U.UC W}li\/‘ll WULlld
serveasthereverse-frontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001, All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, Untitsuchplansareinrplace-thosetotsrthe
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PART III - LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY
REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING: July 28, 2008

A. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY REVIEW

Planning staff gave a brief presentation concerning the proposed amendment. One member of the LPA
asked for clarification regarding a specific parcel recently reviewed by the LPA that could be affected by
the subject corridor access management plans. This member wanted to confirm that the amendment
request for the specific parcel did not have anything to do with the subject amendment. Staff confirmed
that the subject amendment does not concern the specified parcel. Staff stated the subject amendment
pertains directly to the adopted access management plans. Another member of the LPA asked for
clarification on the location of the reclaimed strip. Staff clarified that the reclaimed strip is located on the
west side of Gunnery Road and on the north side of S.R. 82. Another member of the LPA expressed
concern that the plan does not provide adequate access to Gunnery Road or Alabama Road. This member
stated that there is no way for traffic heading east on Meadow Road to make a left hand turn onto Gunnery
Road and there is also no way to go south on Gunnery Road from Meadow Road. Staff stated that
additional property was acquired when Gunnery Road was four-laned and some additional access points
were made. Staff finds that there is adequate access. Staff also noted that not all of the access points on
S.R. 82 are in place. Staff anticipates that as part of the management plan access points will be
constructed. In addition, these documents can be revisited in the future.

B. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
SUMMARY

1. RECOMMENDATION: The LPA recommends that the Board of County Commissioners

transmit the proposed amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The LPA accepted the findings
of fact as advanced by the staff.

C. VOTE:
NOEL ANDRESS ABSTAIN
LES COCHRAN AYE
RONALD INGE AYE
JACQUE RIPPE AYE
CARLETON RYFFEL AYE
LELAND TAYLOR ~ AYE
RAE ANN WESSEL AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR ) Janwaary 16, 2009
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PART IV - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR TRANSMITTAL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF TRANSMITTAL HEARING: October 22, 2008

A. BOARD REVIEW: The Board of County Commissioners provided no discussion concerning the
proposed plan amendment. No public input was provided concerning the proposed plan amendment. This
item was approved on the consent agenda.

B. BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:
1. BOARD ACTION: The Board of County Commissioners voted to transmit the proposed

plan amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The Board accepted the
findings of fact as advanced by staff and the LPA.

C. VOTE:
A. BRIAN BIGELOW AYE
TAMMARA HALL - AYE
ROBERT P. JANES AYE
RAY JUDAH ' ' AYE
FRANKLIN B. MANN AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR : ‘ January 16, 2009
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PART V - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS OBJECTIONS,
RECOMMENDATIONS, AND COMMENTS (ORC) REPORT

DATE OF ORC REPORT: January 16, 2009

A. DCA OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS

The DCA has provided a comment addressing both CPA2006-27, the subject amendment to Policy 1.8.2,
and CPA2007-53, a private amendment request to amend Policy 1.8.2 as well. The subject amendment
clarifies that access management plans have been adopted and are in effect for State Route 82 and for
Gunnery Road. DCA has provided that the two amendments to Policy 1.8.2 create inconsistencies. The
staffreport for CPA2007-53 addresses those inconsistencies by revising the text of Policy 1.8.2 specifically
as it relates to the private amendment request. No changes have been made to the subject amendment as
a result of the ORC report.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Adopt the amendment as transmitted.

STAFF REPORT FOR January 16, 2009
CPA 2006-27 PAGE 7OF 8



PART VI - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF ADOPTION HEARING: February 25, 2009

BOARD REVIEW:

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS ‘OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

VOTE:

A. BRIAN BIGELOW

TAMMARA HALL

ROBERT P. JANES

RAY JUDAH

FRANKLIN B. MANN

STAFF REPORT FOR January 16, 2009
CPA 2006-27 : PAGE 8 OF 8
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LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY BLUE SHEET NO: 20011253

ﬁ{{EQUESTED MOTION: Adoption of the recommended access management plan for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee
vd.

WHY ACTION IS NECESSARY: In accordance with Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan, a corridor access management
plan must be adopted for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee Blvd. in order for parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to
qualify for commercial development. . ) . i )
WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES: Allows those parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to %ual}fy for commercial
development and sets all access and median openings along this section of Gunnery which will dictate any additional
lands needed for proposed road connections. ,

2. DEPARTMENTAL CATEGORY: 3. MEETING DATE:
COMMISSION DISTRICT # 09 /

4. AGENDA 5. REQUIREMENT/PURPOSE | 6. REQUESTOR OF INFORMATION

_X CONSENT (Specify) A. COMMISSIONER: )

___ ADMINISTRATIVB .. STATUTR B. DEPARTMENT: Transportation

__ APPEALS ' ' —__ ORDINANCE C. DIVISION: Administration

___PUBLIC ) —__ ADMIN. CODR BY: Scoft Gilbertson, Director

___tmsRreQUIRED: 15 Minutes ___OTHER

7. BACKGROUND:

Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensiye Plan allows commercial uses on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip oyerlay once
a cortidor access management plan has been adopted by Lee County. As part of a Preliminary es1%n epott,
Pitman, Hartstein & Associates prepared a recommended access management plan for this section of Gunnery
Road. This plan identifies full median openings, directional median ogenm s, road closures, new_connections
and traffic signal Jocations for the streets intersecting Gunnery Road. Under Policy 1.8.2, there will be no new
driveway connections to GunneIX Road from these commercial lots. All lots will"be required to use Gretchen
Avenueas a reverse frontage road. .

This recommended access plan has been reviewed by Lee County DOT staff and Bill Spikowski, the author of
%e Lehigh tAfres Commercial Land Use Study, Wwith both parties in agreement on the proposed access
anagemient plan.

8. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS:

9, RECOMMENDED APPROVAL

DEPARTMENT Purchasing Human County, inistratton COUNTY COUNTY
DIRECTQR Resonrces V1018 OTHER | ATTORNEY MANAGER

ll’ 210 . 1 QM | Risk i ‘?C W 4 (; 9;;2 Q
}_(‘L(_ ‘/@j?m) . )i)810 | 7\4\1}8!0/ U i&\“‘ et g;jjl/— XY,

i ) CEEW.,
10. COMMISSION ACTION: ! : 5;6{;, ATTY.
Y RECTIVED BY W [10:4 X M
___DENIED : NIyl 335241 1Lk
DEFERRED
OTHER ey —

SADOCUMENT\Blue Sheet\2001\Guunery Road to Lee Blvd.doc
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TABLE 3-10

RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

Intersection Median Type / Access Management Cormments
Lee Boulevard Traffic Signal

Fourth Street W, Right in / Right out

Third Street W, Directional median - Northbound left tums
Douglas Lane Directional median - Northbound left turns

First Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
Third Street S.W. Right in / Right out

| Fire Station No. 10

Full median opening - fire department use only

New Connection Directional median - Northbound left turns (location to be determined)
Sixth Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Seventh Street S.W, Right in / Right out
|l Eighth Street S.W, Full median opening. Proposed connection between Gerald Ave, and Gunnery Rd.
' 11% Street S.W. Right in / Right out
13" Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound and Southbound left turns - Proposed ;xmnection to Gerald
Ave,
14" Street S.W. Right in / Right out
15" Street S. W, Directional median - Northbound lefi turns
16" Strect S.W. Right in / Right out
18" Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
New Connection Directional median - Northbound Jeft turns (location to be determined) J
" 21" Street S.W. Right in / Right out
Leonard Blvd. /23 St. S.W. | Traffic signal
25% Street S.W. 25" Street closed for Daniels Parkway Exterision
[ 26™ Strect S.W. Directional median ~ Northbound left turns
“ 27" Street S.W., Reconnect 27" Strect between Gunnery Rd. and Floyd Ave, - Right in / Right out
" 30" Street S.W. 30" Street closed for Daniels Parkway Extension
“ Meadow Road Right in / Right out
ﬂ S.R. 82 Traffic Sigﬁal




MATCH LINE
AN

LEE BLVD.
T F/ -1
8 8
FOURTH ST. W. N
g I5TH ST. S.Mel ]
& NTS P
THIRD ST. W. i o
. 1 (6TH ST. S.W.
O——i
- .
= 3
o
DOUGLAS LN.L
¥ 18TH ST. _S.W,
"
I .
3
FIRST ST. S.W.h . 1 "
21ST ST, S.¥.
O]
o
w
~
8
THIRD ST. S.W. + ~
o
o -
FIRE STATION NO. 10 &, LEONARD BLVD. &
23RD ST. S.W.
NEW CONNECTION 0
& . ~
W (o]
~
SIXTH ST. S.W.
1 25TH ST. S.¥.
N O
N
SEVENTH ST. S.W. ™
T &
[
. 26TH ST. S.¥. ©
% _ST. S.¥
3
" 27TH ST. S.W. .
EIGTH ST. S.W. )
o i __e—_.._._
. &~
N . A
~
. 30TH ST. S.¥.
I11TH ST. S-H-< i eW
= . .
S @
°
13TH ST. S.w.) .
[Eherpiiarubisy " DENENNSSNRION A
MEADOW AD.
& ()
2 ~
“ S.R. 82, ]
ATH_ST. s.w.Ei 4 ——¢
MATCH LINE
© FULL VEDIAN OPENING 77774 ROAD CLOSURE FIGURE 3-1
O HO NEDIAN OPENING ¢ — - = NEW CONNECTION RECOMMENDED

@ TRAFFIC SIGNAL
B DIRECTIONAL MEDIAN OPENING

ACCESS MANAGEMENT

PLAN




1l £,002:sydeisboroyd |eusy
| 80/¥L/20 :pasiral depy

ONINNVId 4O NOISIAIQ

UoNIBUUOD MON 2

BujuadQ uelps|y [eUOnORII]
|eubis oel |

BuiuadQ ueipsy ON

BuiuadQ ueipsy |IN4

ue|d Juswabeuepy
$S900y peoy AJsuung

w——

. \J .
L —|. .Q.
[MSIS,uig 1

o o = g

iz el mar

ALK
A | WL

y




LEE COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROM WALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATE ROAD 82.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes,
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads,; and,

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State
Road 82 Corridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authority, has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and, .

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP for State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the.Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volumes of traffic; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(t), the County has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01(w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powers and privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and, - ~

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set
forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

, WHEREAS, one public workshop was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this résolutidn was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed. notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:
A13a
6-17-08
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1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector
roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC.

2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properties fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approval for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

4. The Board's adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vestin
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning

movements along the Meadow Road corridor.

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.
Commissioner Mann made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The motion

was seconded by Commissioner Hall. The vote was as follows:

Robert P. Janes Absent
Brian Bigelow Nay
Ray Judah Aye
Tamara Hall ~ Aye
Frank Mann Aye

Duly passed and adopted this 17th day of June, 2008.
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSlONERS

ATTEST:
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA

oy: _anesa Whuan BY:O% Ol b
Ray UhigaH, Chair

Approved as to form by:

'/ ’1 .t
nl e o
e S
by =~ Robert Spi an
County Attorney’s Office

Exhibit 1: Map of Meadow Road Corridor
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LEE COUNTY
DIVISION OF PLANNING
.STAFF REPORT FOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
CPA 2006-27

v This Document Contains the Following Reviews:

Staff Review .

Local Planning Agency Review and Recommendation

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Transmittal

NSNS IS

Staff Response to the DCA Objections, Recommendations,
and Comments (ORC) Report

S\

Board of County Commissioners Hearing for Adoption

STAFF REPORT PREPARATION DATE: July 17, 2008
PART I - BACKGROUND AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. SUMMARY OF APPLICATION
1. APPLICANT:
LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
REPRESENTED BY LEE COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING

2. REQUEST:
Amend the Future Land Use Element of the Lee Plan to update Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the status of
the Corridor Access Management Plans for State Route 82 and for Gunnery Road.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. RECOMMENDATION: Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
adopt this proposed amendment. The specific language modifications that staff recommends is
provided below:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses wiltatsobe are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access

Management Plan ( CAMP) adopted bv FDOT in Julv 2007. omeamnr&or—access—mmmgmnenﬁﬂan—rs

emsmngs—a—t—a-botrt—h‘él—mrlc-spm AH lots wcu-}d-tt}tmafe}y w111 have access to S. R 82 via Meadow

Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82

consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28, Commermal uses Wﬁ’cﬂ'd are also be permltted on all Reclalmed Strlp lots facmg Gunnery Road. if

smave—as—ﬁ-rereverse-ﬁ*ontagcﬁreet- Access management for propertv abuttmg Gunnery Road is governed

STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County

Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

Wlth the access pomts reﬂected in Bluesheet No. 2001 1253 Hnﬁ-l—snch-p’rans-armnp}ace—ﬂmsﬁo’csmrﬂﬁc

IUII\J_)’ U.l.L Ilidy UC UDCU Ulll)’ lUl LllC lelUCuudl uoLd PCJ.IHILLCU ux UIC b"‘L LUIIUIE Ulbulbl. (Added by

Ordinance No. 98-09)

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:

. Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial
Land Use Study.

. The study focused on the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh Acres.

. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed Strip overlay

when a corridor access management plan for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road is adopted.

. An access management plan has been adopted for S.R. 82 by FDOT.

. An access management plan has been adopted for Gunnery Road by the Board of County
Commissioners.
. The proposed amendment clarifies that the access management plans are in effect and that

commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay in
compliance with those plans.

C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Gunnery Road is a local Arterial Road with access governed by Lee County. S.R. 82 is a state road with
access governed by the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). This amendment was initiated by
Lee County Planning staff in anticipation of a corridor access management plan being adopted by the
FDOT for State Road 82. In July 2007 FDOT adopted the Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP)
for S.R. 82 and the Lee County Board of County Commissioners adopted Resolution 08-06-28 supporting
the CAMP and establishing Meadow Road as the primary access road to S.R. 82. An access management
plan for Gunnery Road was similarly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in 2001 through
Bluesheet No. 20011253 establishing Gretchen Avenue as the primary access road to Gunnery Road. The
Board of County Commissioners formally initiated this amendment on October 3, 2006.

PART II - STAFF ANALYSIS

A. STAFF DISCUSSION

Objective 1.8 and its subsequent policies direct commercial uses in Lehigh Acres through the Lehigh Acres
Commercial Overlay zones. Policy 1.8.2 provides that commercial uses will be permitted in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay facing S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road when a corridor access management plan for each roadway
is adopted. Policy 1.8.2 is reproduced below:

STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses will also be permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay facing
S.R. 82 once a corridor access management plan is adopted by FDOT governing that portion of S.R. 82.
This plan would provide for additional road connections between S.R. 82 and Meadow Road at about 1/8-
mile spacing with full access median crossings at about 1/4-mile spacing. All lots would ultimately have
access to S.R. 82 via Meadow Road, which would serve as a reverse frontage street. Commercial uses
would also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road if Lee County adopts a similar
plan, with access to all lots being provided via Gretchen Avenue which would serve as the reverse frontage
street. Until such plans are in place, those lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay that do not qualify for
commercial development under the location standards of Policy 6.1.2 may be used only for the residential
uses permitted in the C-2 zoning district. (Added by Ordinance No. 98-09)

The Objective and policies are based on the 1996 Lehigh Acres Commercial Land Use Study. The study
focused on the lack of adequate land for businesses in Lehigh Acres, where employment and shopping
opportunities for future residents is limited. One portion of the study concentrated on the advantages and
disadvantages of shallow commercial strips in Lehigh Acres, more specifically along the north side of S.R.
82 and along Gunnery Road. The study concluded that given the shortage of commercial land in Lehigh
Acres some of the strips could be used as-is or be made usable and become part of an overall solution to
the commercial deficiencies the area would face. The study noted that while the strips have shallow depth
they back up to a “continuos access or reverse frontage road.” The study provided that with Meadow Road.
north of S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue west of Gunnery Road, some of the drawbacks of strip commercial
could be avoided. The study found the reverse frontage roads as a feasible approach for making the best
use of the more desirable commercial strips along S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Objective 1.8 and its
subsequent policies recommended by the commercial land use study were adopted into the Lee Plan in
1998. A map of the Lehigh Commercial Overlay is attached to this report as Attachment 3.

At this time an access management plan has been adopted for both S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road. Staffis
proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 regulating the Reclaimed Strip overlay in Lehigh Acres to
implement the two access management plans. Adoption of the access management plans designate
Meadow Road as the primary access for the lots fronting S.R. 82 and Gretchen Avenue as the primary
access for the lots fronting Gunnery Road through the local development order process. With the adoption
ofthe access management plans, local development orders cannot be approved for access directly onto S.R.
82 or Gunnery Road unless the proposed access is consistent with the adopted access management plans
for each roadway. Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 should be updated to reflect the status of the access management
plans. Adopting the proposed amendment will clarify that the access management plans are in effect and
commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay.

Bluesheet No. 20011253 has set in place the access management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems
necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed Strip overlay fronting Gunnery Road. A copy
of Bluesheet No. 20011253 is attached to this report as Attachment 1.

Resolution 08-06-28 in conjunction with the CAMP adopted by FDOT have set in place the access
management plan Policy 1.8.2 currently deems necessary for commercial development in the Reclaimed
Strip overlay fronting S.R. 82. A copy of Resolution 08-06-28 is attached to this report as Attachment 2.
Due to the size and layout of a hard copy of the CAMP staff is providing the following link where the
document is available for viewing:

http://www .lee-county.com/dcd/pdfs/SR82CAMPReport_Final%20072407.pdf

STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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Copies of all three documents, the CAMP, Resolution 08-06-28, and Bluesheet No. 20011253, will be kept
on file with the Lee County Division of Planning.

B. CONCLUSIONS

~ Staff is proposing an update to Lee Plan Policy 1.8.2 to reflect the adoption of the access management
plans for S.R. 82 and Gunnery Road in Lehigh Acres. Adopting the proposed amendment clarifies that

the access management plans are in effect and that commercial uses are now permitted on the lots in the

Reclaimed Strip overlay in compliance with those plans.

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Planning staff recommends that the Board of County Commissioners transmit this proposed amendment.
This recommendation is based upon the previously discussed issues and conclusions of this report.
Planning staff recommends that Policy 1.8.2 be modified as follows:

POLICY 1.8.2: Commercial uses willatso-be are permitted on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip overlay
facing S.R. 82. Access management for property abutting S.R. 82 is governed by the Corridor Access
Management Plan (CAMP) adopted bV FDOT in Julv 2007. once= corridor-access umuagcumut plau 1S

4 I [ } DAt M 4la ot fa £ QR QO Tlns 1 14 g | £, I I S 1 e |
dUUPILUUy OB WAV § EUVCIIILIIB ulal PULtlUlI Ul I\, 04, TS PIdATT WUUuId PIUVRIC TOT aUUILIUIIdT TUdU

bUllllC\JtiUllb ‘UUtWCCll S.R. 82 aud }vicaduw RUdd at (11UUU‘|: 11/’8'111i115 apavius Witll fu‘l}. dULLDS ulcdiau
crossings-atabout-Hé=mite-spacing: All lots would-ultimately will have access to S.R. 82 via Meadow
Road, which would will serve as a reverse frontage street as described in Resolution 08-06-28 adopted by
the Board of County Commissioners on June 17, 2008. All lots will be required to access S.R. 82
consistent with the access points reflected in the CAMP and the requirements set forth in Resolution 08-06-
28. Commercial uses woutd are also be permitted on all Reclaimed Strip lots facing Gunnery Road. 1f
LCC Cuuu‘f_y aduptb a billlﬂlal lJ}CUl, Wlt}l AdAlLLLTONS tU d}} 1Utb bCills PlUVidCd via Gl Ut\J‘llCll AVCILLIU W}U‘.U‘ll wuuld
serveasthereversefrontagestreet: Access management for property abutting Gunnery Road is governed
by the access management plan described in Bluesheet No. 20011253 adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners on November 20, 2001. All lots will have access to Gunnery Road via Gretchen Avenue,
which will serve as a reverse frontage street. All lots will be required to access Gunnery Road consistent

with the access points reflected in Bluesheet No. 20011253, ntitsuchplansarcinplace; thosetotstrthe

Rals A e | 1 n 1 £, 41 ign | tenl WV 4] s . L cdaagnd Adddb
TONUY U. T.Z 1lidy UV USUUUITE Yy 103 Ul TOSTUUTIIaT UslS lJClllllLLCU T UIUTCO=2 7 ZUMT s U TS IO, € y

Ordinance No. 98-09)
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PART III - LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY
REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION

DATE OF PUBLIC HEARING: July 28, 2008

Al LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY REVIEW

Planning staff gave a brief presentation concerning the proposed amendment. One member of the LPA
asked for clarification regarding a specific parcel recently reviewed by the LPA that could be affected by
the subject corridor access management plans. This member wanted to confirm that the amendment
request for the specific parcel did not have anything to do with the subject amendment. Staff confirmed
that the subject amendment does not concern the specified parcel. Staff stated the subject amendment
pertains directly to the adopted access management plans. Another member of the LPA asked for
clarification on the location of the reclaimed strip. Staff clarified that the reclaimed strip is located on the
west side of Gunnery Road and on the north side of S.R. 82. Another member of the LPA expressed
concern that the plan does not provide adequate access to Gunnery Road or Alabama Road. This member
stated that there is no way for traffic heading east on Meadow Road to make a left hand turn onto Gunnery
Road and there is also no way to go south on Gunnery Road from Meadow Road. Staff stated that
additional property was acquired when Gunnery Road was four-laned and some additional access points
were made. Staff finds that there is adequate access. Staff also noted that not all of the access points on
S.R. 82 are in place. Staff anticipates that as part of the management plan access points will be
constructed. In addition, these documents can be revisited in the future.

B. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
SUMMARY

1. RECOMMENDATION: The LPA recommends that the Board of County Commissioners
transmit the proposed amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The LPA accepted the ﬁndmgs
of fact as advanced by the staff.

C. VOTE:
NOEL ANDRESS ABSTAIN
LES COCHRAN AYE
RONALD INGE AYE
JACQUE RIPPE AYE
CARLETON RYFFEL AYE
LELAND TAYLOR AYE
RAE ANN WESSEL AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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PART IV - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR TRANSMITTAL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF TRANSMITTAL HEARING: October 22, 2008

A. BOARD REVIEW: The Board of County Commissioners provided no discussion concerning the
proposed plan amendment. No public input was provided concerning the proposed plan amendment. This
item was approved on the consent agenda. ‘

B. BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:
1. BOARD ACTION: The Board of County Commissioners voted to transmit the proposed

plan amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT: The Board accepted the
findings of fact as advanced by staff and the LPA.

C. VOTE:
A. BRIAN BIGELOW AYE
TAMMARA HALL AYE
ROBERT P. JANES AYE
RAY JUDAH AYE
FRANKLIN B. MANN AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR ‘ February 25, 2009
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PART V - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS OBJECTIONS,
RECOMMENDATIONS, AND COMMENTS (ORC) REPORT

DATE OF ORC REPORT: January 16, 2009

A. DCA OBJECTIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS

The DCA has provided a comment addressing both CPA2006-27, the subject amendment to Policy 1.8.2,
and CPA2007-53, a private amendment request to amend Policy 1.8.2 as well. The subject amendment
clarifies that access management plans have been adopted and are in effect for State Route 82 and for
Gunnery Road. DCA has provided that the two amendments to Policy 1.8.2 create inconsistencies. The
staffreport for CPA2007-53 addresses those inconsistencies by revising the text of Policy 1.8.2 specifically
as it relates to the private amendment request. No changes have been made to the subject amendment as
a result of the ORC report.

B. STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Adopt the amendment as transmitted.

STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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PART VI - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

DATE OF ADOPTION HEARING: February 25, 2009

BOARD REVIEW:

The Board of County Commissioners provided no discussion concerning the proposed plan
amendment. No public input was provided concerning the proposed plan amendment. This item
was approved on the consent agenda. '

BOARD ACTION AND FINDINGS OF FACT SUMMARY:

1. BOARD ACTION:
The Board of County Commissioners adopted the proposed amendment.

2. BASIS AND RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT:
The Board of County Commissioners accepted the facts advanced by staff and the LPA.

VOTE:
A. BRIAN BIGELOW AYE
TAMMARA HALL AYE
ROBERT P. JANES AYE
RAY JUDAH AYE
FRANKLIN B. MANN AYE
STAFF REPORT FOR February 25, 2009
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LEE COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

BLUE SHEET NO: 20011253

f it

Blvd. »

qualify for commercial development.

WHY ACTION IS NECESSARY: In accorda
plan must be adopted for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee BI

L.REQUESTED MOTION: Adoption of the recommended access management plan for Gunnery Road from SR 82 to Lee

WHAT ACTION ACCOMPLISHES: Allows those parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to qualify for commercial
development and sets all_access and median openings along this section of Gunnery which will dictate any additional
lands needed for proposed road connections. .

nee with Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan, a corridor access management
vd. in order for parcels in the reclaimed strip overlay to

«

2. DEPARTMENTAL CATEGORY:
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3. MEETING DATE:
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2, REQUIREMENT/PURPOSE

Specify)

____STATUTR
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____ ADMIN. CODB
___OTHER

6. REQUESTOR OF INFORMATION

A. COMMISSIONER: _
B. DEPARTMENT: Transportation
C. DIVISION: Administration
BY: Scoft Gilbertson, Director

7, BACKGROUND:

Avenueas a reverse frontage road.

managenient plan.

Policy 1.8.2 of the Comprehensive Plan allows commercial uses on all lots in the Reclaimed Strip oyerlay once
a corridor access management plan has been adopted by Lee County. As part of a Preliminary ] esx%n epott,
Pitman, Hartstein & Associates prepared a recommended acoess management plan for this section of Gunnery
Road. This plan jdentifies full median openings, directional median openings, road closures, new connections
and traffic signal locations for the sireefs intersecting Gunnery ]
driveway corinections to Gunuery Road from these commercial lots. All lots wi

This recommended access plan has been reviewed by Lee County DOT staff and Bill S ikowski, the author of
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Road. Under Policy 1.8.2, there will be no new
be required to use Gretchen
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TABLE 3-10

RECOMMENDED A CCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

Intersection Median Type/ Access Management Comments
Lee Boulevard . Traffic Signal- )
Fourth Street W. Rightin/ Right out
Third Street W, Directional median - Northbound left turns
Douglas Lane Directional median - Northbound left turns
First Street S.W, Directional median ~ Southbound left turns
Third Street S.W. Right in/ Right out

Full median opening « fire department use only

h PFire Station No. 10

New Connection Directional median - Northbound left tums (location to be determined)
H Sixth Street S.W, Right in / Right out
H Seventh Street S.W. Rightin/ Right out
“ Eighth Street S W, Full median opening. Proposed connection between Gerald Ave, and Gunnery Rd.
] 1% stxeet s.w. Rightin / Right out
H 13% Street S. W, Directional median - Northbound and Southbound left turns - Proposed ;sonnection to Gerald
Ave,
14% Strect S.W. Right in / Right out
15% Street S.W. Directional median - Northbound left tums
16" Streat S.W. Right in / Right out’
18" Street S.W. Directional median - Southbound left turns
New Connection Ditectional median - Northbound left turns (location to be détermined)
[ 212 Stroet s, Right in / Right out '
Leonard Blvd. /23 St. S.W. | Traffic signat
25% Street S.W. ‘ w_saea closed for Daniels Parkway Exteriston
(| 26% steeat s.w. Directionsl median - Northbound R turas
H 27" Street S.W.: Reconnect 27% Street between Gunnery Rd. and Floyd Ave. - Right in / Right out
uao'h Street S.W. 30" Street closed for Daniels Parkway Extenslon
ﬁ Meadow Road Right in / Right aut
s 52 “Traffic Signal
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| LEEV COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 08-06-28

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA,
DESIGNATING MEADOW ROAD FROMWALLACE AVENUE
TO THE LEE/HENDRY COUNTY LINE AS AN ACCESS
ROAD TO STATEROAD 82. - .

' WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners (Board) is considered the
transportation authority in Lee County by virtue of the authority granted in Florida Statutes,
Section 125.01(m), to provide and regulate roads; and, L

WHEREAS, the Board desires to support the purpose of the State Road 82 Corridor
Access Management Plan (CAMP) adopted by the Florida Department of Transportation
(FDOT) by designating and establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to the State

Road 82 Corridor from Wallace Avenue to the Lee/Hendry County line; and,

WHEREAS, the Board, as the transportation authority, has the power to establish,
designate, and regulate County roadways; and, . ]

WHEREAS, in July 2007, FDOT adopted a CAMP for State Road 82 from Interstate
75 to the, Lee/Hendry County line; and, .

WHEREAS, adherence to the connection spacing standards set forth in the State
Road 82 CAMP will allow for the safe and relatively unimpeded movement of large
volu'mes of traffic; gnd, ‘ o

~ WHEREAS, pursuant th Florida Statutes, -Section 125.01(t), the Cdunty has
authority to adopt resolutions necessary for the exercise of its powers; and, '

WHEREAS, pursuant to Florida Statutes, Section 125.01 (w), the County may adopt
resolutions that are in the-.common interest of the people of the County, and exercise all
powers and privileges not specifically prohibited by law; and, - .

WHEREAS, the County desires to protect the integrity of the access spacing set

forth in the CAMP by establishing Meadow Road as an Access Road to State Road 82
-and designating Meadow Road as the primary access for properties fronting on State
Road 82 through the local development order process; and,

4 'WHEREAS, one publié»works.hc’np was held on April 14, 2008, after publication
notice and mailed notice to affected property owners; and,

WHEREAS, this résolutidn was considered by the Board of County Commissioners
at a regularly scheduled meeting with mailed. notice to affected property owners.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners that:
A13a
6-17-08
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1. Meadow Road from Wallace Avenueto the Lee/Hendry County line is hereby
designated as an Access Road to State Road 82. The connection spacing criteria
applicable to the Meadow Road corridor will be consistent with the standards for collector

roadways set forth in Chapter 10 of the LDC.

4 2. Lee County hereby designates Meadow Road as the primary access for
properties fronting on State Road 82 through the local development order process.

3. Lee County will not grant development order approvél for access directly to
the State Road 82 Corridor unless the proposed access is consistent with-the access
points reflected in the State Route 82 CAMP adopted by FDOT in July 2007.

4 The.Board’s adoption of this resolution does not guarantee, create, or vestin
any property owner a right or property interest with respect to access points or turning
movements along the Meadow Road corridor. :

5. Approval for the construction or use of an existing access point or turning
movement onto Meadow Road is reserved to the County.

Commissioner Mann made a motion to adopt the foregoing resolution. The motion
was seconded by Commissioner Hall. The vote was as follows:

Robert P. Janes Absent
Brian Bigelow - Nay
Ray Judah " Aye
Tamara Hall ~ Aye
Frank Mann ' Aye

Duly passed and adopted this 17th day of June, 2008.

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY CbMMISS|ONERS
CHARLIE GREEN, CLERK OF LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA

ey Manera. WdhSugh N EIASN N}
) M‘,\\D@l&y Clerk ‘ - Ra@@l’f, Chair
:'::‘{&Q%W [.‘g?;/#‘l | |

M

P 4,
LAY 2l
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Approved és to form by:

cvseed
i
N

Exhibit 1:  Map of Meadow Road Corridor
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CORRIDOR ACCESS
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR SR 82

From I-75 in Lee County to Sk 29 in Collier County

This Corridor Access Management Plan is consistent with Florida Statute 335.18,
Access Management Act, and Rule 14-97, Sections .003 and .004, which define
the Access Management Classification System and Standards for Access.

Adopted in accordance with Rule 14-97.004(5) by the
Florida Department of Transportation

(Ftee

Stanley M.Cann, P.E.
District Secretary - District One

Date ’?/17 }b/,
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SECTION 1 - OVERVIEW

INTRODUCTION

The SR 82 Corridor Access Management Plan (CAMP) was developed to define the access management
features that are needed to promote efficient and safe travel conditions. These features have been defined
to serve existing and future travel demand on SR 82, which is an Emerging Strategic Intermodal System
(SIS) Roadway from 1-75 to SR 29. The SR 82 CAMP extends from I-75 in Lee County through Hendry
County to SR 29 in Collier County, a distance of approximately 26 miles.

This SR 82 CAMP is a continuation of the “SR 82 CAMP — Existing Conditions Report, dated August 2005".
The SR 82 CAMP is prepared based on the comments received for the Draft SR 82 CAMP and the
comments received during the first and second Public Hearings on SR 82 CAMP held on September 21,
2006 and February 26, 2007. The comments received for the Draft SR 82 CAMP, and the comments
received during the first and second Public Hearings on SR 82 CAMP held on September 21, 2006 and
February 26, 2007 along with the responses are included in Appendices A, B and C, respectively. The
details of the public hearings are provided in later portions of the report.

STUDY OBJECTIVE

SR 82 traverses through Lee, Hendry and Collier Counties and is expected to become a major arterial
serving the proposed developments along the corridor. Considering the expected growth in the area,
District 1 of the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has initiated this study in cooperation with
Lee, Hendy, and Collier Counties to develop the SR 82 CAMP for safe and efficient flow of traffic along this
arterial. The objective of the SR 82 CAMP is to define the future access management needs of the SR 82
corridor and provide the needed level of access for adjacent development such that both SR 82, and the
future adjacent development, can coexist at the highest level of efficiency and safety.

SECTION 2 — EXISTING CONDITIONS

PROJECT LOCATION & LIMITS

SR 82 is primarily an east-west arterial that extends from US 41 near downtown Fort Myers in Lee County,
Florida to SR 29 in the City of immokalee in Collier County, Florida. The study segment extends from the |-
75 interchange in the west in Lee County to SR 29 in the east in Collier County. A small section of the

project segment, approximately 1.2 miles in length also passes through Hendry County. The project
corridor is predominantly rural in nature except for a few small sections in Fort Myers that are transitioning
into urban areas. The project location is depicted in Figure 1.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Within the project limits, FDOT classifies SR 82 as an urban minor arterial from 1-75 in Lee County to M.P.
8.711 very close to Lee Memorial Park and as a rural minor arterial from M.P. 8.711 to SR 29 in Collier
County. Within the project limits, SR 82 functions as a four lane divided roadway for a short segment from
I-75 (M.P. 4.484) to M.P. 4.926 and as an undivided two-lane roadway through the remaining length of the
corridor. The posted speed limit along SR 82 varies between 50 miles per hour (mph) (M.P. 4.484 to M.P.
4.946) and 60 mph through the majority of the study corridor from M.P. 4.946 in Lee County to M.P. 6.444
in Collier County. Small segments of SR 82 are posted with speed limits of 55 mph (from M.P. 6.444 to
M.P. 6.944) and 45 mph (from M.P. 6.944 to M.P. 7.058) in Collier County. The Straight line diagram for
the entire corridor is provided in Appendix D. The existing AADT along SR 82 ranges between 26,920 just
east of 1-75 to 10,370 just west of SR 29. The existing traffic volumes along with the roadway
characteristics are provided in detail in the “SR 82 CAMP — Existing Conditions_Report, dated August
2005". The signalized intersections along SR 82 at Colonial Boulevard and Gunnery Road are found to

operate at LOS D during the a.m. peak hour and at LOS E and C, respectively during the p.m. peak hour.
The crash analysis, intersection (signalized and unsignalized) and roadway analysis are described in detail
in the “SR 82 CAMP — Existing Conditions Report, dated August 2005".

EXISTING & PROPOSED LAND USE

The Future Land Use maps and Planning Communities maps for Lee and Collier Counties are included in
Appendix E. The Lee County maps show the study segment to fall within the Planning Communities of
Fort Myers, Lehigh Acres, Gateway/Airport, and Southeast Lee County. The area on the north side of SR
82 is zoned as future urban areas (residential, commercial, and industrial land uses). The area south of
SR 82 is mostly zoned as non-urban areas with some residential community and industrial land uses west
of Daniels Parkway/Gunnery Road. The Collier County maps show that the SR 82 project segment is
zoned as Agricultural/Rural Mixed Use District and falls within the Corkscrew Planning Community.

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Corridor Access Management Plan — From I-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County

Page 1



i I Caloosahatches : 78R b ‘
3 ~TT___ RverStePark o . | N T |
1i T ] s 5
i :

E & DAY » ' L*, T Myers
L ta1) ' i i Shores /
d | Diplomat >, | Myers . .

= v _1)7 W \

78

HENDRY

_ o
| | b4
S ) 3 @ Lt [‘

g ;L'Js.hlgh Acres

—{=—Richmond-Ave N

Faurmile
Cove Eco
——Parle—

B (Y. S| I

~TaorAl

7 SUISUNS

F ! |
———gpAIg

sty -
»
—

"4 | “SentinelaBlvd |

. . W——

|

p— ! % pi
- ! /
7
/
/

1l
Milvaukae gy
.\

| *" Southwest Florida s ™ i |

e J ,[Ainlels._R_dﬁ,,r'/ International ! ’\}J", ’Jggu]ar Bivd,
-l @Ahpptt \-(:- T | |

| .

P G i

’ ‘_-_,."'J b ¢ v tq j_z‘ z :
! v S ham—— ) | [ LEE FLORIDA s 'i‘;h:.«:,,,‘ ‘§,’
lona, & e 4,,,(1.,. - e ‘-'Az:gk_;ti

bus Bivd 'S

g b i L T eR——— A
L e
! 1 g < - e .
/ (/‘/‘ | S _e] el =
1§E~~--~-~'~-=‘N— e AleoRd : Project End | :

I d S i

i i ~ San CaPrloi E “\ I '

i : ¥ arl o '\ll \\“’ .; The
: 5 3

}*

{0 ]);',' §

. e % Evarglades
129 i

frort Myers™ : queshanﬁl\’.dg’;, % I B — 1
%
:‘)I %J
e (os0l A 1 Immokalee
Estero ; : ML L Adpont

Beach
G u it ot L9 : . N S :

s

; ins
P {

P

w E Prepared by: GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. SR 82 COI'I'idOI' Access M anageme“t Project Location Map
P d for: FDOT District O
! repared for istrict One P I an (c AM P)




ACCESS MANAGEMENT

As per Rule 14-97 of the State Highway System Access Management Classification System and

Standards, the access classification and standards for controlled access facilities are summarized
in Table 1.

FDOT classifies SR 82 as Access Class 3 from 1-75 (M.P. 4.391) to Gunnery Road (M.P. 11.132)
and as Access Class 4 for the remaining length of the Corridor where SR 82 is a two-lane
undivided roadway. Rule 14-97 of the State Highway System Access Management Classification
System and Standards, describes Access Class 4 as follows:
“Thesé facilities are controlled access highways where direct access to abutting land will be
controlled to maximize the operation of the through movement. This class will be used where
existing land use and roadway sections have not completely built out to the maximum land use
or roadway capacity or where the probability of significant land use change in the near future is
high. These highways will be distinguished by existing or planned non-restrictive median

treatments.”

Table 1: Access Classification and Standards — Controlled Access Facilities

Access Facility Design Minimum Minimum Median Opening Minimum
Class Features (Median Connection Spacing Signal
Treatment and Spacing Directional Full Spacing
Access Roads) (Feet) (Feet) (Mile) (Mile)
2 Restrictive with 1320/660 1320 0.5 0.5
Service Roads
3 Restrictive 660/440 1320 0.5 0.5
4 Non-Restrictive 660/440 N/A N/A 0.5
5 Restrictive 440/245 660 0.5/0.25 0.5/0.25
6 Non-Restrictive 440/245 N/A N/A 0.25
7 Both 125 330 0.125 0.25

(Greater than 45 mph/Less than or = 45 mph) Source: FDOT

As shown in Table 1, Access Class 3 requires a minimum connection spacing of 660 feet for

speed greater than 45 mph and 440 feet for speed less than 45 mph. The minimum directional
median spacing should be 0.25 mile. The minimum full median and signal spacing should be 0.5

mile. Access Class 4 requires a minimum connection spacing of 660 feet for speed greater than
45 mph and 440 feet for speed less than 45 mph. The minimum signal spacing should be 0.5
mile.

Based on the field data collection, straight line diagrams, and access management classification
data obtained from District 1, the connections on SR 82 within the study limits have been
summarized in Table 2. This table identifies the connections that do not meet the above
described access management standards.

It can be observed from Table 2 that the following connections along SR 82 do not meet the
access management standards:

e 1,173 foot median and signal spacing between 1-75 NB Ramps and Teter Road
intersections.

e 386 foot spacing between Landfill Road and Wallace Avenue intersections.

o 354 foot spacing between Sunshine Boulevard and Green Meadows Boulevard

intersections.

e 650 foot spacing between Parkdale Boulevard/Blackstone Drive and Harcourt Avenue

intersections.
o 291 foot spacing between an unnamed street and Sparta Avenue intersections.
e 106 foot spacing between Troyer Brothers and Sakata Road intersections.
e 317 foot spacing between Sakata Road and Lydia Street intersections.

e 401 foot spacing between Wildcat Drive and Genoa Avenue intersections.

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Coridor Access Management Plan — From 1-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County
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Table 2

SR 82 Existing Access Management Evaluation Summary

Median Distance Between Speed Meets Access
Roadway | Area MP Street Classification Openings No.of 1 ) imit 2003 Criteria
Section Type Lanes (mph) Classification
Type Dir Miles Feet p Drwy. Connection | Opening | Signal
12-070000} Urban | 4.476 |I-75 NB Ramps Signal o 5 e el
0.222 41D 50 YES NO NO
12-070000] Urban | 4.698 |Teter Road Full -
12-070000] Urban | 5.090 {Forum Blvd - -
12-070000] Urban | 6.378 |Omni Bivd - -
12-070000] Urban | 5.665 |[Lighthard knott --- o
12-070000f Urban | 6.030 |{Buckingham Rd 1 - -
12-070000f Urban | 6.164 {Buckingham Rd 2 - —
0.719 3,798 2LUD 50 3 YES — YES
12-070000{ Urban | 6.883 [Colonial Bivd Signal — .
12-070000] Urban | 7.621 |Landfill Road - .
12-070000] Urban | 7.694 |Wallace Ave - )
12-070000] Urban | 8.389 {Owen Ave - -nm
12-070000| Urban 8.568 {Lee Memorial pk 1 - .
12-070000| Rural | 8.731 |Lee Memorial pk 2 — -
12-070000{ Rural 8.946 |Gateway == —
12-070000§ Rural 9.327 {Commerce Lake Dr - —
12-070000f Rural | 10.028 [|Gregory Ave - ===
12-070000] Rural 10.416 jHaviland Ave —— —— -
0.819 4,326 2LUD 60 3 YES — YES
12-070000| Rural | 11.235 |Gunnery Road Signal
12-070000] Rural 11.530 |Shawnee Rd -
0.642 3,391 2LUD 60 4 YES —
12-070000] Rural | 12,172 140th Street —— —
12-070000] Rural 12.405 |Rod Gun Club Road --- -
12-070000] Rural | 12.602 |Unnamed - -
12-070000| Rural | 13.673 [Sunshine Bivd o —
12-070000] Rural | 13.640 {Green Meadows Rd — -
1.069 5,646 2LUD 60 4 YES -—
12-070000| Rural | 14.709 |Alabama Road - —
Blackstone Rd/
12-070000] Rural | 15.049 Grant Bivd — -
12-070000f Rural { 15.374 |Rue Labeau Ctr - .-
12-070000| Rural 16.064 [ Kalamar Dr e

Page 1 0of 2



Table 2

SR 82 Existing Access Management Evaluation Summary

Roadway | Area | yp Street Cla;ns‘;:?ar:ion DiStg‘::niBneé: % | No.of s;_;::::x 2003 Me%tf‘it‘g‘r’i‘;‘*ss
Section Type Lanes Classification
Type Dir Miles Feet (mph) Drwy. Connection | Opening | Signal
_0.1‘65 A ‘ 872 UD 60 ’ YES s
12-070000| Rural |16.229 gf;:‘s:t'gn'z‘[’)dr’i . -
12-070000{ Rural | 16.352|Harcourt Ave - ——
12-070000| Rural | 16.778 |Jaguar Blvd —en -
12-070000( Rural | 16.935 |Hedgewood Street - —
12-070000( Rural | 17.086 |Unnamed - am
12-070000| Rural | 17.151|Sparta Ave — —
12-070000| Rural | 17.544 |Nemitz Blvd -
12-070000| Rural | 17.911 [Homestead Rd — -
12-070000| Rural | 18.224 | Troyer Bros e .
12-070000| Rural | 18,244 |Sakata Road
12-070000! Rural | 18.304 |Lydia Street — ——
12-070000{ Rural | 18.949 Bell Blivd —— .
12-070000] Rurai | 20.057 {Eisenhower Bivd o
12-070000| Rural | 20.567 [Wildcat Dr
12-070000| Rural | 20.643|Genoa Ave - -
12-070000f Rural |21.033[Columbus Bivd - -
12-070000| Rural | 21.543 |Naples Ave - -
03-050000] Rural 0.848 1South Church Street — --e
03-050000| Rural 1.695 |Corkscrew Grade -
03-050000] Rural 4.995 |Lamm Road ---
03-050000] Rural 6.005 |Edward Grove Road -
03-050000 Rural | 7.058 |[SR 20 Fg;’,l‘:,g

Page 2 of 2



SECTION 3 — FUTURE CONDITIONS

PROGRAMMED AND PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS

SR 82 is not an FIHS facility but is an emerging SIS facility from 1-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in
Collier County. Based on the most recent Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) from Lee
and Collier County Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and FDOT Work Program (FY
2007/08 — FY 2011/12), there is funding included in fiscal year 2009 for six-lane construction of
SR 82 from Ortiz Avenue to Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard in Lee County. Although a Project
Development and Environment (PD&E) study for SR 82 recently began for the segment from
Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County, no funding currently
is identified for design, right-of-way, and construction phases for widening projects in this
segment.

The most recent Lee and Collier County Adopted Year 2030 Highway Element (Adopted
December 7", 2005 with Amendments on January 20" and March 17", 2006) show the widening
SR 82 to a six lane divided roadway from Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard to Hendry County
Line (Lee County portion) and from Hendry County Line to SR 29 (Collier County portion)
contingent on availability of funding.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

First Public Hearing

The first Public Hearing for the SR 82 CAMP was held on Thursday, September 21, 2006 at the
East Lee County Regional Library. The meeting began with an open house from 6:00 to 7:00 p.m.
followed by the formal Public Hearing presentation at 7:00 p.m. The Public Hearing was attended
by 93 citizens including FDOT staff, local government agency staff, and study team staff
members. The sign-in sheet for all the attendees are included in Appendix B. With SR 82 being
planned to be widened to a six-lane divided roadway, the access classification for SR 82 was

proposed as Access Class 3 from |-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County during the first
Public Hearing.

Notification of the Hearing was achieved through publishing two display advertisements in the
News-Press and Naples Daily News, in English, on Wednesday, September 6, 2006 and
Saturday, September 16, 2006 and two display advertisements in the News Star, in English, on
Saturday, September 9, 2006 and Saturday, September 16, 2006. The affidavits of publication
from the newspapers are included in Appendix B. A legal notification of the Hearing was
published in the Florida Administrative Weekly published on Friday, August 25, 2008. Invitational
letters were mailed to 45 elected and appointed officials and more than 1,000 property owners
and interested parties within the study area. Copy of the property owner letter is included in
Appendix B. The “82 CAMP — Existing Conditions Report dated August 2005”, “Draft SR 82
CAMP Report dated August 2006”, and Final Project Traffic Report for SR 82 dated August 2006”
were made available for public review from Thursday, August 31, 2006, to Monday, October 2,
2006 at East Lee County Regional Library, 881 Gunnery Road, Lehigh Acres, Florida, Hendry
County Engineering Department, 99 East Cowboy Way, La belle, Florida, Immokalee Branch
Library, 417 N 1%t Street, Immokalee, Florida, and FDOT Southwest Area Office — District One,
2295 Victoria Avenue, Suite 292, Fort Myers, Florida.

As attendees entered the hearing, they were asked to sign in and were given comment sheets for
offering comments. The hearing included an open-house period with members of the study team
available to answer questions and discuss the project "one-on-one” with attendees. The following
project related information was on display:

Project Location Map

Proposed Corridor Access Management Plan

Title VI Board

Contact Address
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Randy Cimini began the formal portion of the hearing at 7:00 p.m. A power point presentation
was presented by Randy Cimini. Following the power point presentation, a short break was given
and the hearing was reconvened for the public testimony period. Seven citizens gave oral
statements during the public testimony period. Almost all of them wanted SR 82 to be widened in
the near future and expressed concern on the traffic and in particular truck traffic. Seventeen
written comment forms/emails were received at the Hearing and during the 10-day comment

period following the Hearing. Appendix B includes the Public Hearing Transcript along with the
responses and comments.

Second Public Hearing

After the First Public Hearing, a meeting was held with Lee County staff on November 22, 2006 to
address fhe comments received from the First Public Hearing. During the meeting, Lee County
staff requested changing the proposed access classification of 3 presented at the September
public hearing to 2 along SR 82 from Wallace Avenue to Hendry County Line. Subsequent to the
November 22, 2006 meeting, a separate meeting was held with Collier, Hendry and City of Fort
Myers staff on January 2, 2007 on changing the proposed access classification of 3 presented at
the September public hearing to 2 in their respective jurisdictions. During the meeting, City of Fort
Myers staff requested to maintain the proposed access classification of 3 presented at the
September public hearing within their jurisdiction. After the January 2, 2007 meeting, Collier and
Henry County staff discussed the opportunity of changing the proposed access classification of 3
presented at the September public hearing to 2 and making it more restrictive with their elected

officials and made their final request to change the proposed access classification from 3 to 2
within their respective jurisdictions.

The second Public Hearing for the SR 82 CAMP was held on Monday, February 26, 2007 at the
East Lee County Regional Library to afford interested persons the opportunity to express their
views concerning the revised SR 82 CAMP and the proposed access classification change from 3

to 2 along SR 82 from Wallace Avenue in Lee County through Hendry County to SR 29 in Collier
County.

The meeting began with an open house from 6:00 to 7:00 p.m. followed by the formal Public
Hearing presentation at 7:00 p.m. The Public Hearing was attended by 52 citizens including
FDOT staff, local government agency staff, and study team staff members. The sign-in sheet for
all the attendees are included in Appendix C. With SR 82 being planned to be widened to a six-
lane divided roadway, the access classification for SR 82 was proposed as Access Class 3 from |-
75 to Wallace Avenue in Lee County and Access Class 2 from Wallace Avenue in Lee County to
SR 29 in Collier County during the second Public Hearing.

Notification of the Hearing was achieved through publishing two display advertisements in the
News-Press and Naples Daily News, in English, on Monday, February 5, 2007 and Monday,
February 19, 2007 and two display advertisements in the News Star, in English, on Saturday,
February 3, 2007 and Saturday, February 17, 2007.
newspapers are included in Appendix C. A legal notification of the Hearing was published in the
Florida Administrative Weekly published on Friday, February 2, 2007. Invitational letters were

The affidavits of publication from the

mailed to elected and appointed officials and more than 1,000 property owners and interested
parties within the study area. Copy of the property owner letter is included in Appendix C. The
“82 CAMP — Existing Conditions Report dated August 2005”, “Draft SR 82 CAMP Report dated
February 2007”, and Final Project Traffic Report for SR 82 dated August 2006” were made
available for public review from Monday, February 5, 2008, to Friday, March 9, 2007 at East Lee
County Regional Library, 881 Gunnery Road, Lehigh Acres, Florida, Hendry County Engineering
Department, 99 East Cowboy Way, La belle, Florida, Immokalee Branch Library, 417 N 1%t Street,
Immokalee, Florida, and FDOT Southwest Area Office — District One, 2295 Victoria Avenue, Suite
292, Fort Myers, Florida.

As attendees entered the hearing, they were asked to sign in and were given comment sheets for
offering comments. The hearing included an open-house period with members of the study team
available to answer questions and discuss the project “one-on-one” with attendees. The following
project related information was on display:

Project Location Map
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Proposed Corridor Access Management Plan
Title VI Board
Contact Address

Randy Cimini began the formal portion of the hearing at 7:00 p.m. A power point presentation
was presented by Randy Cimini. Following the power point presentation, a short break was given
and the hearing was reconvened for the public testimony period. Only one citizen gave oral
statement during the public testimony period. Six written comment forms/emails were received at
the Hearing and during the 10-day comment period following the Hearing. Appendix C includes
the Public Hearing Transcript along with the responses and comments.

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC), CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC) AND
MPO MEETINGS

A power point presentation on SR 82 CAMP was presented to the Joint Lee and Collier County
TAC and CAC on Thursday, March 1, 2007 and both the Joint Lee and Collier County TAC and
CAC recommended that the respective MPOs endorse the SR 82 CAMP. A power point
presentation on SR 82 CAMP was also presented to the Joint Lee and Collier County MPQs on
Friday, March 16, 2007 and both the Joint Lee and Collier County MPOs provided their
endorsement to the SR 82 CAMP. A copy of the Joint Lee Collier County MPOs endorsement is
included in Appendix C. The Hendry County Board of County Commissioners provided their
endorsement to SR 82 CAMP on Tuesday, January 9, 2007 and a copy of the endorsement is
included in Appendix C.

RECOMMENDED ACCESS MANAGEMENT CLASSIFICATION

Based on comments received from the first public hearing held on the CAMP on September 21,
2006 and based on discussions with staff from Lee, Hendry, and Collier Counties to make the SR
82 corridor more restrictive, the proposed access classification of 3 presented at the September
public hearing is proposed to be changed to 2 along SR 82 from Wallace Avenue in Lee County
through Hendry County to SR 29 in Collier County. The proposed access class 2 is the same as

access class 3 with the exception of limiting the driveway connections spacing to 1320’ compared
to 660" under access class 3. Access Class 2 relates to roadways with existing or planned service
roads so that driveway spacing would be restricted to 1320’ and access to properties would be

from the existing or planned service road.

Rule 14-97 of the State Highway System Access Management Classification System and

Standards, describes Access Classes 3 and 2 as follows:

Access Class 2:
“These are highly controlled access facilities distinguished by the ability to serve high speed
and high volume ftraffic over long distance in a safe and efficient manner. These highways are
distinguished by a system of existing or planned service roads. This access class is
distinguished by a highly controlled limited number of connections, median openings, and
infrequent traffic signals. Segments of the State Highway System having this classification
usually have the access restrictions supported by local ordinances and agreements with the

Department.”

Access Class 3:

“These facilities are controlled access highways where direct access to abutting land will be
controlled to maximize the operation of the through traffic movement. This class will be used
where existing land use and roadway sections have not completely built out to the maximum
land use or roadway capacity or where the probability of significant land use change in the near
future is high. These highways will be distinguished by existing or planned restrictive medians
and maximum distance between traffic signals and driveway connections. Local land use
planning, zoning, and subdivision regulations should be such to support the restrictive spacings
of this designation.”

As shown in Table 1, Access Classes 2 and 3 require a minimum connection spacing of 1320 and
660 feet for speed greater than 45 mph, respectively. Also, access Classes 2 and 3 require a

minimum connection spacing of 660 and 440 feet for speed less than 45 mph, respectively. For

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Corridor Access Management Plan — From 1-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County
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both access classes 2 and 3, the minimum spacing for a directional and full median opening
should be 0.25 miles (1,320 feet) and 0.50 miles (2.640 feet), respectively. Also, for both access
classes 2 and 3, the minimum signal spacing should be 0.5 mile (2.640 feet).

Based on coordination with FDOT, Lee, Hendry and Collier County staff, based on the information
on future developments along the corridor, and based on the comments received during the first
Public Hearing held on September 21, 2008, the proposed access management plan for SR 82
was prepared. The proposed access management plan for SR 82 is summarized in Table 3 and
Figures 2-1 through 2-45. The proposed access management plan is described in detail by
individual median opening below.
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Table 3

SR 82 Proposed Access Management Evaluation Summary

Distance Between

Proposed Conditions

Roadway Area Mile Openi No. of Roadway
Median 1d Saction Type Post Stroot penings Lanos Classlfication Meets Access Criteria Medlan Classification Notes
Miles Feot Openings | _Drwy. Connection Signal Type Dir
No
1 12-070000 § Urban 4.478 {1-75 NB Ramps Signal —_— Fails to meet Access Class [l in the WB direction
2 12-070000 | _Urban 4,698 |Teter Road = Directional EB/WB Fails 16 meel Access Class N in the EB direction
3 12-070000 | Urban 5.087 |Forum Bivd Full — Access to Forum DRI
4 12-070000 | Urban 5415 |No Name Directional EB/WB -
5 12-070000 | Urban 5,665 |Lighthard Knott Lane/Proposed Hanson St Full [ Falls to mee! access class lli in the WB direction
12-070000 | Urban 6.030 jBuckingham Rd 1 Rt (n/Rt Out — -
0.494 2,608 8LD 1] No YES
6 12-070000 | Urban 6.159 |Buckingham Rd 2 Full [ Fails to meel Access Class [i] in the EB direction
7 12-070000 | Urban 6,879 | Colonial Bivd Signal — Fails {o meat Access Class IIl in the WB direction
0.267 1,410 eLb 1l No YES
8 12-070000 | Urban 7.146 | Publix - Full o Fails to meet Access Class Hl in both the directions
9 12-070000 | Urban 7.328 |Sherwood Residential Access Directional EB Fails to meet Access Class il in the EB direction
0.293 1,647 6LD 11 No YES
10 12.070000 | Urban 7.621 |Landfill Road Full Fails to meel Access Class Hl in the WB direction
12-070000 | Urban 7.694 |Wailace Ave Close - Realign with Galeway BIvd
11 12-070000 { Urban 7.908 |Gateway Bivd Full [ Fails 1o meet Access Class 1l in the EB direction
12 12-070000 | Urban 8.389 |Owen Avenue Directional EB -
12-070000 | Urban 8.568 |lee Memorial pk 1 Rt In/Rt Out [ -
13 42-070000 |  Rural 8.731 {lLea Memorial pk 2 Full [ ~—
12-070000 Rural 8.946 |Gateway Rt in/Rt Out = -
14 12070000 Rural 8.327 |Griffin Dr/Ray Ave Full - -
15 12-070000 | Rural 10,028 |Gregory Ave Diroctional EBMWB hn
16 12-070000 | Rural 10,416 |Haviland Ave Full -
17 12-070000 Rural 11.235 {Gunnery Road Slgnal e Fails to meet Access Class I in the WB direction
18 12-070000 Rural 11.633 {Shawnee Rd Full e Fails to meet Access Class Il in the EB direction
19 12-070000 Rurai 12.012 |No Name Directional EB/WB Proposed Access point 1or SR 82 Properiies
0.260 1,373 6LD n No YES
20 12-070000 Rural 12,272 {40th Street Full — Fails to meet Access Class Il in the WB direction
21 12-070000 Rural 12.505 {Rod Gun Club Road Directional WB Fails to meel Access Class Il'in the both directions
22 12-070000 Rural 12.701 {OLD SR 82 Dlrectional EB/WB Fails to mes! Access Class Il in the EB direction
23 12-070000 Rural 13.323 |No Name Diractional EB/WB Proposed Access point for SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows PD
24 12-070000 Rural 13.573 | Sunshine Bivd Full v -
12-070000 Rural 13.640 |Green Meadows Rd Close — Relocats (0 align with Sunshine Bivd
25 12-070000 Rural 14.155 |No Name Full [ Proposed Access point for SR 82 Properiies and (3reen Meadows PD
26 12070000 | Rural 14.709 jAlabama Road Full -ails to meet Access Class It in the WB direction
27 12070000 | Rural | 15,040 |Blacksione Rd/ Full - Fails to meat Access Class il in both directions
Grant Blvd
28 12-070000 | Rural 15.374 {Rue Labeau Cir Full f\ccess to Savanna Lakes and fails 1o meet Access Class Iil in both direction|
0.436 2,300 6LD 1] No YES
29 12-070000 Rural 15.810 [Royal Palm Full — Fails to mest Access Class [l in the EB direction
30 12-070000 | Rural 16.064 [Kalamar Dr Diroctional EB Fails o meat Access Class Il in the WB direction
Parkdale Blvd/ . o
3t — i
12-070000 Rural 16.229 Blackstone Drive Full Fails to meet Access Class ! in the EB direction
12-070000 |  Rural 16,352 [Harcourd Ave Rt In/Rt Out - -
31A 12-070000 | Rural 16.521 |Blackstone Commerce Park Directional EBWB Proposed Access point for Blackstone Commerce Park
32 12-070000 Rurat 16.778 |Jaguar Blvd Full -
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Table 3
SR 82 Proposed Access Management Evaluation Summary

Proposed Conditions
Roadway Area Mile Distanco Between No. of Roadway
Meodian 1d Section Type Post Stroot QOpenings Lanes Classification Maoots Access Criteria Median Classification Notes
Miles Fost Openings | Drwy. Connection Slgnal Type olr
12-070000 | Rural 16.935 {Hedgewood Strest 221 Rtin/Rt Qut o —
12:070000 ] Rural | 17,096 [Unnamed Close - Relocale 1o align with Sparta Rd
33 12-070000 [ Rural 17.161 _|Sparia Ave Directional EB/WB hd
34 12-070000 | Rurai 17.544 {Nemitz Blvd Directional EB bt
35 12-070000 Rural 17.911 |H tead Rd Full — hotd
38 42-070000 | Rural 18.224 {Troyer Bros Directionai EB/WB Consolidate the two Driveways at Troyers Brothers Road
12-070000 Rural 18.244 {Sakata Road Cloae o & Sakala Road into a singfe Driveway
12-070000 Rural 18.304 |Lydia Street Rt In/Rt Qut o -
37 12-070000 | Rural 18.949 (Bell Bivd Fuli - -
38 12-070000 | Rural 19,5651 |No Name Full o
39 12-070000 | Rural 20.067 |Eisenhower Bivd Full - -
40 12-070000 | Rural 20.567 Wildcat Dr Diractional EB/WB bt
12-070000 | Rural | 20.643 [Genoa Ave Rtin/Rt Out b b
41 12-070000 | Rural 21,033 |Columbus Bivd Full o o
42 12-070000 Rural 21.543 |Naples Ave Full i o
43 07-020000 ] Rurai | 21.885 [No Name Directional EB/WB bt
43A 07-020000 { Rural 22.375 |Tri County Mining Full — Proposed Access poinl for Tri County Mining
44 07-020000 | Rural | 22,625 [No Name Directional EB/WB b
44A 07-020000 Rural 22.894 |Gardinier Properly Full — Proposed Access point for Gardinier Property
45 03-050000 Rural 23.674 |South Church Sireet Full - hond
16 03-050000 Rural 23.873 |No Name Directional EB/WB b
a7 03-050000 | Rural 24,521 1CR 850 Full -
48 03-050000 | Rural 25,124 |No Name Fult - -
49 03-050000 | Rural | 25706 iNo Name Diroctional EB/WB i
50 03-050000 | Rural 26.308 [No Name Diractiona! EBWB -
51 03-050000 Rural 26.745 [No Name Full - b
52 03-050000 | Rural 27.302_{No Name - Full - =
0.519 2,740 6LD 1] No YES .
63 03-050000 { Rural 27.821 {Lamm Road Full [ Fails lo meel Access Class It in the WB direclion
54 03-050000 Rural 28,294 INo Name Fuli —— Relocate to align with the roadway & Fails to meetl
0.253 1,334 6LD il YES YES Access Class [i in the EB direction
55 03-050000 | Rural 28.547 |No Name Directionat EB/WB -
56 03-050000 | Rural 28.831 |Edward Grove Road s - - . - Full - b
0.369 1,806 6LD 1 YES YES
57 03-050000 | Rural | 29.190 [No Name Directional EB/WB -
58 03-050000 | Rural 29.539 |No Name - -] _Directional EB/WB b
0.345 1,824 LD 1l YES YES YES
59 03-050000 Rural 29.884 |SR29 Signal -
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Median Opening # 1 — 1-76 NB Ramps: This median opening will remain signalized. This
signalized median opening would fail to meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the westbound

direction.

Median Opening # 2 — Teter Road: To protect the influence area of the interchange the full
median opening is proposed to be converted to an eastbound/westbound directional median
opening. This dual directional median opening would fail to meet access class 3 spacing criteria
in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 3 — Forum Boulevard: A full median is proposed at this location and will
serve as an access point for The Forum DRI. This full median opening would meet access class 3

spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 4 — No name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 3
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 5 - Lightard Knott Lane/Proposed Hanson Street: Based on discussions
with City of Fort Myers, the proposed alignment of Hanson Street would form the fourth leg of the
intersection. A full median is proposed at this location. This full median opening would not meet
access class 3 spacing criteria in the westbound direction.

Driveway Connection — Buckingham Road 1: A right in/right out only is proposed at this
location. This connection would meet the access class 3 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 6 — Buckingham Road 2: A full median is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 7 —Colonial Boulevard/Lee Boulevard: This full median opening will remain
signalized. This signalized median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the
westbound direction.

Median Opening # 8 — Publix: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in both the directions.

Median Opening # 9 — Sherwood Residential Access: An eastbound directional median is
proposed at this location to serve Sherwood development. This eastbound directional median

opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 10 — Landfill Road: Considering the truck traffic, a full median is proposed at
this location. This full median opening would not meet access class 3 spacing criteria in the
westbound direction.

Driveway Connection — Wallace Avenue: Closing of Wallace Avenue and realigning with
Gateway Boulevard is recommended. This connection would not meet the access class 3 spacing

criteria.

Median Opening # 11 — Gateway Boulevard: A full median is proposed at this location. This
median opening would provide access to Stoneybrook at Gateway development and Gateway
DRI. This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound
direction.

Median Opening # 12 — Owen Avenue: An eastbound directional median is proposed at this
location. This directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both
directions.
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Driveway Connection — Lee Memorial Park 1: A right in/right out only is proposed at this

location. This connection would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 13 — Lee Memorial Park 2: A full median is proposed at this location. This
full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Driveway Connection — Gateway: A right infright out only is proposed at this location. This

connection would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 13A — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location to facilitate U turn movements. This dual directional median opening

would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 14 — Griffin Drive/Ray Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this
location. This median opening would serve Gateway DRI. This full median opening would meet
access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 15 — Gregory Avenue: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median
opening is proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access
class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 16 — Haviland Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this location.
This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 17 — Gunnery Road/Daniels Parkway: This full median opening will remain

signalized. This signalized median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the
westbound direction.

Median Opening # 18 — Shawnee Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This
full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 19 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties. This dual directional median

opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 20 - 40t Street Southwest: A full median opening is proposed at this
location. This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the
westbound direction.

Median Opening # 21 — Rod Gun Club Road: A westbound directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This westbound directional median opening would not meet access
class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 22 — Old SR 82: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 properties. This dual directional median

opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 23 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows planned
development. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in
both directions.

Median Opening # 24 — Sunshine Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location.

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.
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Driveway Connection — Green Meadows Road: Closing of Green Meadows Road and
realigning with Sunshine Boulevard is recommended. The spacing between Sunshine Boulevard

and Green Meadows Road would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 25 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location to provide
access to SR 82 Properties and Green Meadows planned development. This full median opening
would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 26 — Alabama Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This

full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the westbound direction.

Median Opening # 27 — Blackstone Road/Grant Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed
at this location. This full median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both
directions.

Median Opening # 28 — Rue Labeau Circle: A full median opening is proposed at this location to
provide access to Savanna Lakes development. This full median opening would not meet access
class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 29 — Golden Palms Motor Coach Estates: A full median opening is
proposed at this location to provide access to the Golden Palms Motor Coach Estates. This full

directional median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound
direction.

Median Opening # 30 — Kalamar Drive: An eastbound directional median opening is proposed at
this location. This directional median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in
the westbound direction.

Median Opening # 31 — Blackstone Drive/Parkdale Boulevard: A full median opening is
proposed at this location to provide access to SR 82 Properties. This full median opening would

not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Driveway Connection — Harcourt Avenue: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.

This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 31A — Blackstone Corporate Park: An eastbound/westbound dual
directional opening is proposed at this location to provide access to Blackstone Corporate Park.
This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both the
directions.

Median Opening # 32 — Jaguar Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location.
This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Driveway Connection — Hedgewood Street: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.

This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria.

Driveway Connection — No Name: Closing of No Name Street and realigning with Sparta
Avenue is recommended. The spacing between the No Name Street and Sparta Avenue would
not meet access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 33 — Sparta Avenue: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median
opening is proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access

class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 34 — Nimitz Boulevard: An eastbound directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This eastbound directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Comidor Access Management Plan — From I-75 in Lee County fo SR 29 in Collier County

Page 14



Median Opening # 35 — Homestead Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 36 — Troyer Brothers Road: An eastbound/westbound dual directional
median opening is proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet
access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Driveway Connection — Sakata Road: Closing of Sakata Road and consolidating the driveway at
Sakata Road with Troyer Brothers Road is recommended. This connection would not meet the
access class 2 spacing criteria.

Driveway Connection — Lydia Street: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location. This

connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 37 — Bell Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This
median opening will also serve Sun State Excavation planned development. This full median
opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 38 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location considering
the large agricultural area this median opening would provide access to the large trucks that would

be using this access. This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both
directions.

Median Opening # 39 — Eisenhower Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this

location. This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 40 — Wildcat Drive: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median
opening is proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access
class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Driveway Connection — Genoe Avenue: A right in/right out only is proposed at this location.
This connection would not meet the access class 2 spacing criteria.

Median Opening # 41 ~ Columbus Boulevard: A full median opening is proposed at this

location. This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 42 — Naples Avenue: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This
full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 43 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2

spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 43A — Tri County Mining: A full median opening is proposed at this location.
This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 44 ~ No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directiona! median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 44A — Gardinier Property: A full median opening is proposed at this location.
This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 45 — South Church Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.
This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 46 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Cormidor Access Management Plan — From I-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County
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Median Opening # 47 — CR 850: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 48 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 49 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 50 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 51 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 52 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 53 — Lamm Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the westbound direction.

Median Opening # 54 — No Name: A full median opening is proposed at this location. This full
median opening would not meet access class 2 spacing criteria in the eastbound direction.

Median Opening # 55 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 56 —~ Edward Grove Road: A full median opening is proposed at this location.

This full median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 57 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 58 — No Name: An eastbound/westbound dual directional median opening is
proposed at this location. This dual directional median opening would meet access class 2
spacing criteria in both directions.

Median Opening # 59 ~ SR 29: This full median opening will remain signalized. This signalized

median opening would meet access class 2 spacing criteria.

GMB Engineers & Planners, Inc. — SR 82 Corridor Access Management Plan — From I-75 in Lee County to SR 29 in Collier County
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2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. ||
g e 5 3. Directional Median Qpening 1320 /1320 ft. |
| CORRBIDOR | 4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.
LEGEND ACCESS CLASSIEICATION: [CLASST2
ELORIDA COUNTY bE A R DS T ' ¢
Lee County " '

SPEED LIMIT

| Spee
| Limit :
60

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECIION
OPENING ID NUMBER

vvvvvvvv

R S R A S R S K SRR M WA o0 e
.

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS

From To Distances |
22 23
23 24

"GREEN MEADOWS
" |PLANNED DEVELOPMENT |

MEDIAN LY PR l 25 ! ) A Mg . S R i
@ Full median [ ROADINA FEATURES
O ‘Signalized Median

; EB Directional
2 Median

. — Xnvgd%i;ectional 39249 ﬂ 932@9

‘ EB/WB Directional
Jr Median

""" "1 Inch = 200 Feet

200'

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

.
S'l‘f"l‘lg l{()jll’ 8 2 (:(’ l‘l‘l l) 01{ gggﬁﬁrﬂ bytthfe Tl;F‘r;da rtation. "~ Stanley M. Cann, PE.
ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN | Date: 9}87 0p7 District Secretary - District One

2-18




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS i

245 / <45m h i

1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. ‘
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |

3. Directional Median Opening 41320 /1320 ft. ||
4. Dnveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft. ||

LEGEND | A\CC ESS CLA'SSI|F IlC ATIIO‘N

ELORIDA'COUNTY

Lee County

Sl’l |} I) LIV

Speed
Limit

MEDIAN AN INTERSECTION
OPENING IDNUMBER
XX

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS

From To | Distances

MEDIAN 1YPE

: - = Vit ‘ o 2 b £ ﬂ"ﬂ =
: T, — = : e DGR (g T : . pE ‘ A SEapeee 1 Inch = 200 Feet
@) Fulimedian [RO/ADW/AN [FEMNIUIRES RN gl SRS R

200
O Signalized Median

EB Dlrectlonal
J Median

WB Directional
¥ Median

EB/WB Directional
2" Median

NOTE"* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR Adopled by the Fiprida

Department h ipg)rtatlon LStanley M. Cann, PE.

AGGESS MANAGEMENT=PLAN Date:

District Secretary - District One




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

|
|
245 |/ <45mph ||
4. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |

S 3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. ‘
COIRIBIHTIXDIR | 4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft. |

LEGEND SACCESSICILASSIFICATION:!

ol

FLORIDA COUNTY
Lee County

SPEEDEIMIT
Spee
| Limit
3 S
MEDIAN ANDINTERSECLION .
OPENING ID'NUMBER
XX

=

MEDIAN OPENING'SPACINGS e
!.
From To Distances .

2.6 27

MEDIAN RY P e
:f‘ Full median [ ROADIAN HEMURES
((®)) Sianalized Median |

EB Directional
= iMedian

WBDirectional

¥ Median 29@@59

EBIWB Directional
‘Jr Median

NOTE"* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

‘ | o A | sheet |
STATE ROAD $2 CORRIDOR e T L hitte e vy
AGEESS MANAGEMENT PLAN ci) K e . -




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS
>45 | <45mph |
1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft.
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.

LEGEND L ACCESS/CIEASSIFICATIO]

$ AL P b

ELORIDA COUNTY
Lee County.

SPEED LIMIT

[Speed
| Limit

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECEION ’
OPENING ID NUMBER
XX

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS

From | To
2.0 27
27
28

MEDIAN'1'YPE

' 4. Eulllmedian

{ﬂ Signalized/Median

EB'Directional
i Median

WB Directional |
¥ Median ¥ ‘ ' 'ﬂg?ﬂ ®’
EB/WB Directi |
JFMedian recoana

200'

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

;"m'm ROAD 82 CORRIDOR Do T e

- v

Trarsm’r’(ation. , P.
ACCESS MANAEEMENT BEAN Date: Dﬁ 1D District Secretary - District One




LEGEND
FLORIDA COUNTY
Lee County

SPEED EIMIT
[Speed]

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

>45 [ <45mph |
1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.

|

ACCESSICLASSIFICATION:CIASS2

O

MEDIAN AND INIERSECEION ¢

OPENING IDNUMBER
XX

MEDIAN ORENING SPACINGS

“From To | Distances | .7

28 29
24 £40)
30! 31

MEDIAN LY L

@ Full median
."0 Signalized Median

EB Directional
A Median

' WB Directional
¥ Median

EBIWRB Directional
‘Jr Median os

1,344

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS / ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

AGEESS MANAGEMENTRLAN

Depart
Date:

Adopted by/t

i

he Florida '
oj' ns«p}:rtation. “Stanley M. Cann, PE.
{ District Secretary - District One




LEGEND
FEORIDA COUNTY
Lee County

SPEED EIMI'T
[Speed|
| Limit

MEDIANANDINTERSECETION
OPENING IDNUMBER
XX

MEDIANOPENING SPACINGS'

From To Distances
30 31
31'A
32

MEDIAN'IY L

N @) Fuil median
G Signalized Median

EB'Directional
= Median

WB'Directional
¥ Median

| EBIWB Directi
‘J(-Median irectional

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS ‘

>45 [ <45mph ||

1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft.
4. Driveway Connections 1320 | 660 ft.

[/ACCESS!CI'ASSIFICATION: CIEASSY2Y -

(R
A

i,
0
3’

: ] '.;-:'g,?, 73 Y Ay
Q ] p N ; ‘b\ N

| BLACKSTON

200

1,360"

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

— Sheet_|

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR Dot aerrion, Staniey M. Cann, PE.

AGCESSMANAGEMENT RLAN Date:

?lzs?ortation
Wi . District Secretary - District One
{




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

>45 | <45mph |
1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft.

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 #t. ||
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.

LEGEND : A\C:C;EfSiS C!LAS:SiI!F’I(CAT'I*Q{N:; *CILA(SAIS 2 |
ELORIDA COUNTY RS L \ SN P e e S
lee County. '

SPEED LIMIT
[spocd]
| Limit

MEDIANANDINTERSECLION
OPENINGIDNUMBER
2404

AT P EIIM IR s e A
- 4 1 ool

From To Distances pas=ame=—== " DR ‘ ‘ , SO S :
/A 32 :

32 33 1,969 ft ;

MEDIANEYPE

1@ Full median

ﬂ Signalized Median

{ EB Directional
A Median

WB Directional
¥ Median oo | 1,860

EB/WB Directional
1Jr Median

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

Sheet

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR | fidoptad byt Forile

Department of Tra rtation. _—Stanley M. Cann, P.E.
ACCESS MANAGEMENT RLAN i fidal

District Secretary - District One




LEGEND
l?ll()llll){\ COUNTY
Lee County

SPEED EIMIT
|Speed
Limit

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECLION
OPENINGID NUMBER

1 K
E:

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS |

245 | <a5mph ||
1. Full Median Opening 2640 [ 2640 ft. |

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. 1
J. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.

ANCCESS CLASSIFICATION:!
BRI F T e~ T T BRAE

&

|

- "

XX g0

MEDIAN OPENINGISPACINGS é'v'.‘

|
¥

From To | Distances &

32 33 1,969 it

33 34

34 35 1,938 fit

MEDIAN YRR

\‘ Full median
G Signalized Median

EB!Birectional
-:} Median

WB Directionhal
¥ Median

L8 ‘

1 Inch = 200 Feet

200'

EB/WB Directional
erMedian o fona

2,075 1,938
el

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS / ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

ALCESSIMANAGEMENT FLAN-

NOTE" RECOMMEND REALIGNING THE UNNAMED STREET WITH SPARTA AVENUE

Adopted by the Florida
Departmen f]rans/) nlation. -~ Stanley M. Cann, PE.
Date: (/1 f District Secretary - District One




LEGEND
l-‘l,_(mll).\ (I()Ux\"l‘\f
Llee County.

SPEE AVEIMIEY

Speed
| Limit

\ll DIANAND INTERSECTION |
OPENINGIDNUMBER

XX |

|

MEDIANOPENING SPACINGS 3,

From To Dlstances i ‘

34 35 IEEEXEE .
9 40 m.

MEDIAN'IYDE

. Eulbmedian
| O Signalized Median

EB'Directional
J Median

1 VB Directional
¥ Median

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

>45 | <45mph |
1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft.
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. 1
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. ||
q. Dnveway Cmmectlons 1320 / 660 #t. |

|

RO ADWAVAFEATU

1,936

200'

‘ EB/WB Directional
J(_Median

NOTE" DRIVEWAYS / ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL

SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

ACGESS MANAGEMENT RLAN

Adopted by the Florida

Department of Jran
Date:

sforl?tlon

““Stanley M. Cann, P.E.
District Secretary - District One




LEGEND
FLORIDA COUNTY
Llee County

SPEED LIMIL
|Speed
| Limit

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECLION
OPENINGID NUMBER
XK

~ - ; =
MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS ‘

: >45 [ <45mph |

1. Full Median Opening 2640 / 2640 ft. ‘
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft. |

ACCESSICIVASSIFICATION: (CIASS Y2 |

|
I“f
!'f.

}

B
i

MEDIANOPENING'SPACINGS

From To Distances .

35 36

36 37 3,828 ft

MEDIANIY DL

N@) Full median
; 9 Signalized Median

EB'Directional
‘ J Median

: WB Directional
L ¥ Median

J EBJ/WB Directional
J{—Median o

il

SROADWAYVARE

1,658”

T vs e Y G Zpt ¢
TR R R Sy St i

RO O N SR R

[SUN STATE EXCAVATION IPD |

"1 Inch = 200 Feet
= = |

200' 400'

33,8267

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS / ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN

NOTE* RECOMMEND TO CONSOLIDATE THE TWO DRIVEWAYS AT TROYER

Departme
Date:

Adopted by the Flor}da

BROTHERS ROAD AND SAKATA ROAD TO A SINGLE DRIVEWAY.

pou?tion. Stanley M. Cann, PE.
b District Secretary - District One

@ikl




T
i

LEGEND
FLORIDA COUNTY
Lee County.

SPEEDILIMIL
Speed|
Limit

OPENINGID NUMBER
XX |

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS ‘
T T ieas isdamphid|
1. Full Median Opening
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted)
3. Directional Median Opening
4. Driveway Connections

ACCESSICLASSIFICATION:

MEDIAN ANDANTERSECTION

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS P

I

From To | Distances “=

37 38

36 37 3,828 ft

MEDIANLYDPE

(. Fullmedian

0 Signalized Median

EB'Directional
A Median

WB'Directional
¥ Median

EB/WB Directiohal
_4¥ FEINBDi

B

ROADWAYAEEAT

3,828°

eSS 2

2640 /2640 ft. ||
2640 /2640 ft. |
1320 /1320 ft. |
1320 / 660 ft.

4

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS / ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL

SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

ACGESS MANAGEMENTERLAN

Adopted by the Flo

Departme
Date:

f Tran

i

da

F%o tion. Stanley M. Cann, P.E.
District Secretary - District One

[




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS |

>45 [ <45mph |

1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
o 3. Directional Median Opening 1320 | 1320 ft.
| 4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft. '

LEGEND : A\C‘Ci.", ClLA\SfSil|F'I!C/AT'IIQ"N1:‘ZC)L‘AS".S'2 |
ELORIDA COUNDY i & L A R
Lee County.

SPEED LIMIT
{Speed \
| Limit :
|60 I

ld -

| %,

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECTION ;"
OPENINGIDNUMBER ["
{

KX

| Ay

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS

From To Distances "’

37 38 13,179 ft o
38 39 2,672 fit i

MEDIAN1YPE
BT : WY
«. Fulllmedian f IEEATIURES
H(:)) Sianalized Median |

EB'Directional
= Median

— xnveBdli:;i;ectional | :539ﬂ 7@9 29@729

i EBIWB Directional
:Jr Median

200

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

Srl‘j"l‘lz l{‘)j‘l' 3;2 (:(’ l‘l{ll)“l{ gceigg?r?\é)rz,tthfe Tf;%c:‘r;c:)a rtation. (_stanley M. Cann, P.E. 2.30
AGCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN Date: _7[3?7' D District Secretary - District One -

Sheet




BCOR
LEGEND

1’1,()lllI)/\ COUNTY
Lee County

SPI LD l NI

Speed
| Limit

MEDIAN ANDAINTERSECTION
OPENINGID NUMBER
XX

MEDIAN'OPENING SPACINGS |

From To Distances
38 39 e

| 26721t |
39 40 2,693 fit t

MEDIAN TYPE

@) Full median
ﬂ Signalized Median

EB Dlrectlonal
-'} Median

WB Directional
¥ edian

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS |

>45 | <45mph |

1. Full Median Opening 2640 / 2640 ft.
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |
3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
4. Drlveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft. |

A\CCESS CLASSI)FI*CATIO [CAssi2!

"1 Inch = 200 Feet

200'

EB/VVB Directional
J(_Median '

NOTE"* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR Deoarmel T,

Departmen/ of T/a?grortatuon — Stanley M. Cann_, P:E.
ACCESS MANAGEMENT RLAN Date: ___/ District Secretary - District One

2-31




LEGEND
ELORIDA COUNTY
Lee County

SPEED LIMIT

} Spe
| Limit

; |60
MEDIAN ANDINEERSECLION
ORENING ID'NUMBER
x|

MEDIAN OPENINGISPACINGS i

From To | Distances |

39 40 2,693 ft ‘.

c0) a4

MEDIAN LYDE

H@) Fuilimedian
N(?)) signalizediMedian

EB Directional
TR

WB Directional
v Median

MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

245 | <45mph
2640 |/ 2640 ft. |
2640 /2640 ft. |
1320 /1320 ft. ||
1320 / 660 ft. 1

1. Fulll Median Opening
2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted)
3. Directional Median Opening
4. Driveway Connections

ACCESSICIUASSIFICATION:(CINAS'SH2

7‘:: e "\
§ ]
3
§

| 2460%¢ |

CELE LY \ ‘t‘;"\ 1 : LAt
ROADWAYAEEATIURE

1 Inch = 200 Feet

200"

2,698 2y 60P

EB/WB Directional
.JrMedian oo

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR

—Stanley M. Cann, P.E.
District Secretary - District One

Adopted by the Fl}rida

Department ¢f Tra ation.
AGCESS MANAGEMENT-PLAN Date: ‘)?/”f %’07




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS

>45 / <45mph ||
1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft.

: 2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 /2640 ft. |

T = - | 3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
| COIBIRITIXOR 4. Dnveway Connectmns 1320 / 660 ft. ||
LEGEND A\CC ESS (5] LASS |'F | CAT I‘O'N CLASS 2

FEORIDA COUNTY
Lee County.

SPEED LM
ISpeed|
Limit
| MEDIAN AND INTERSECTION |
OPENING'ID NUMBER
XX |

MEDIAN OPENING SPACINGS

From To Distances ;

MEDIAN ‘LYRE

1’ Full median : ROADWAY FEATURE.S
19 SignalizedMedian |

EB Dlrectlonal
J Median

WB'Directional

¥ Median 29@@@9

1 Inch =200 Feet

200'

EB/WB Directional
Jr Median 5

NOTE* DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR
ACCESS MANAGEMENT RLAN

Adopted by t
Departm
Date:

e Florida
T;\a po ation.

(Stanley M. Cann, P.E.
District Secretary - District One

2-33




MINIMUM SPACING STANDARDS i

>45 { <45mph |

1. Full Median Opening 2640 /2640 ft. |

2. Traffic Signal (If Warranted) 2640 |/ 2640 ft. |

3. Directional Median Opening 1320 /1320 ft. |
4. Driveway Connections 1320 / 660 ft.

LEGEND 3 A\C.:C5EIS.SV CLAS[S}I!F'I'C,AT"IlOIN*' '
ELORIDA COUNTY, A T P ) 6&'
lee County. 2 : ‘
"HENDRY-Cotinty
SPEED LIMIT
{Speed)
Limit

MEDIAN ANDINTERSECTION b
OPENINGID NUMBER

XX

MEDIANOPENING SPACINGS &%

From To Distances |!

{
a4 a 2,693 ft |
) a3 1,859 fit '

1l

|

MEDIANTYPR

A,
- -~
o Tt

@) Fullmedian I [READWAY [FEATURIES | , , | Toaies Tin 70 :
) Signalizetimedian | '

‘ EB'Directional
-7 Median

WB Directional

el | 2,69

EB/WB Directional
JrMedian

NOTE" DRIVEWAYS /| ROADWAYS WITH NO MEDIAN INDICATION WILL
SERVE AS RIGHT IN / RIGHT OUT ONLY

Sheet

Department of Trdnspartation. ~Stanley M. Cann, PE. 2.34
AGEESS MANAGEMENT BLAN Date: _ "/ | Iy, District Secretary - District One

STATE ROAD 82 CORRIDOR Adopted by the F?,ﬂda




