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Per the comments made in the previous review,
full access movements will not be allowed at either
access point. Only right-in right-out movements will
be allowed. Please revise all documents (deviation
and TIS) to consistently analyze and request these
movements.
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Please note, there are platted common access
easements for the two subdivisions to the north
and to the west under plat numbers 11642 and
8989.
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Unresolved. This is not a full movement access.
Please call it out as a right-in right-out. Full
movements will not be allowed onto either street.
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Unresolved. This is not a full movement access.
Please call it out as a right-in right-out.
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Please note, there are platted common access
easements for the two subdivisions to the north
and to the west under plat numbers 11642 and
8989.
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Per the comments made in the previous review,
full access movements will not be allowed at either
access point. Only right-in right-out movements will
be allowed. Please revise all documents (deviation
and TIS) to consistently analyze and request these
movements.

lain the proposed alternative and compare to the ECM standards (May provide applicable regional or national standa
basis): 
proposed alternative is to allow a full movement access along Security Blvd. in order for customers to gain access onto the site

ulate throughout it. In the proposed alternative, an access will be places approximately 200’ northwest of the Main and Securit
rsection, allowing full movement access for all parties. The request is a deviation from the 595’ requirement.  

Per the comments made in the previous review, full access
movements will not be allowed at either access point. Only
right-in right-out movements will be allowed. Please revise all
documents (deviation and TIS) to consistently analyze and
request these movements.

ECM standard which is deviation is requested refers to table 2-7 – Roadway Design Standards for Urban Collectors and Locals. Per this 
e, it references table 2-35 for access design. The code requires minimum of 595’ between access points of distance from the access point 
n intersection.  Per table 2-5 in ECM standard access is not allowed for Major Collector roadways. 

e the reason for the requested deviation: 
 to site layout, parcel location, and intersection distance, there is no feasible way to place the access point along Main Street further than 
roximately 200’. Per table 2-5 in ECM standard access is not allowed for Major Collector roadways. Access has been explored through the 
perties to the east and north however there is not currently an existing agreement in place and removing access could potentially land 
 the parcel. In addition, if cross access through sites to the east and north were the only access to the project site, the traffic the adjacent 
s would increase and create potential circulation and operation issues for adjacent sites. The increased traffic could increase safety issues 
pedestrian walking within the center.  

lain the proposed alternative and compare to the ECM standards (May provide applicable regional or national standards used 
basis): 
proposed alternative is to allow a full movement access along Security Blvd. in order for customers to gain access onto the site and safely 

ulate throughout it. In the proposed alternative, an access will be places approximately 200’ northwest of the Main and Security 
rsection, allowing full movement access for all parties. The request is a deviation from the 595’ requirement.  

Please note, there are platted common access easements for the two
subdivisions to the north and to the west under plat numbers 11642 and 8989.
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Unresolved. This is
not a full movement
access. Please call it
out as a right-in
right-out. Full
movements will not
be allowed onto
either street.
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Unresolved. This is
not a full movement
access. Please call it
out as a right-in
right-out.

table, it references table 2-35 for access design. The code requires minimum of 595’ between access points of distance from the access point 
to an intersection.  Per table 2-5 in ECM standard access is not allowed for Major Collector roadways. 

State the reason for the requested deviation: 
Due to site layout, parcel location, and intersection distance, there is no feasible way to place the access point along Main Street further than 
approximately 250’. Per table 2-5 in ECM standard access is not allowed for Major Collector roadways. Access has been explored through the 
properties to the east and north however there is not currently an existing agreement in place and removing access could potentially land 
lock the parcel. In addition, if cross access through sites to the east and north were the only access to the project site, the traffic the adjacent 
sites would increase and create potential circulation and operation issues for adjacent sites. The increased traffic could increase safety issues 
for pedestrian walking within the center.  
 

Explain the proposed alternative and compare to the ECM standards (May provide applicable regional or national standards used 
as basis): 
The proposed alternative is to allow full movement access along Main Street in order for customers to gain access onto the site and safely 
circulate throughout it. In the proposed alternative, an access will be places approximately 250’ northeast of the Main and Security 
intersection, allowing full movement access for all parties. The request is a deviation from the 595’ requirement.  
 

Please note, there are platted common access easements for the two
subdivisions to the north and to the west under plat numbers 11642 and 8989.

for pedestrian walking within the center.  
 

Explain the proposed alternative and compare to the ECM standards (May provide applicable regional or national sta
as basis): 
The proposed alternative is to allow full movement access along Main Street in order for customers to gain access onto the site
circulate throughout it. In the proposed alternative, an access will be places approximately 250’ northeast of the Main and Secu
ntersection, allowing full movement access for all parties. The request is a deviation from the 595’ requirement.  

Per the comments made in the previous review, full access
movements will not be allowed at either access point. Only
right-in right-out movements will be allowed. Please revise all
documents (deviation and TIS) to consistently analyze and
request these movements.



Author: lpackman
Subject: Callout
Page Label: 16
Date: 3/7/2022 7:47:13 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please revise to 2.3.7 since there is no section 7 in
chapter 2.

s, figures, and other documentation to clarify request) 

ection 2.7.3 of the Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM) is requested.  

ch a deviation is requested: 
quested refers to section 2-7.3.d.2 – Turn Lanes Required – Exclusive Right Turn Lanes Requ
t Turn Lane, the code requires a right turn lane for any access with a projected peak hour rig
er.  

viation: 
xisting intersection geometry for adjacent access drives serving the overall Security Center S

y took this into account and it is understood to provide a conservative analyses.  Based on th
still function at acceptable level of service 

Please revise to 2.3.7
since there is no
section 7 in chapter
2.


