OConsent Discussion

BLIC HEARING - APPLICANT:

, ET AL - Request to amend the Master
g [ransportation & Streets and Highways

4 SECONDARY COLLECTOR TO

AVENUE BETWEEN CASINO

C.C.: 11/04/2009

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg.
City Council Meeting D City Council Meeting ICl
RECOMMENDATION:

APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location and Aerial Maps
2. Conditions (Not Applicable) and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation
4. Photos

5. Justification Letter
6

7

8

2

. Support Postcard

. Submitted after Final Agenda Condition Confirmation Letter and Protest/Support Postcards

. Submitted at Meeting Copy of Agenda Summary Pages from City Council Meeting of July 6,
005

Motion made by BYRON GOYNES to Approve

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 2

VICKI QUINN, BYRON GOYNES, RICHARD TRUESDELL, STEVEN EVANS, GUS
FLANGAS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-KEEN
ELLSWORTH, GLENN TROWBRIDGE)
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Minutes:
VICE CHAIR TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing open.

GREG McDERMOTT, Public Works, explained that the General Plan Amendment will amend
the City's Master Plan of Streets and Highesgaifaa@n the overhead he showed the areas affected
d cats-spreetically Wi new connector road between Clark

nds i ey

bt

on July of 2005, there was a similar issue relating to the current owner's property located closer
to Main Street and Bonneville Avenue. It was brought before the City Council who imposed 25
conditions in order to add the couplets and other plans. She asked whether those conditions have
been met. Promises were also made by the developer, who at that time, was applying for the
couplets. The developer assured the owners that there would be no impingement upon their
properties. Since the City does not have any projects planned at this time, it will not be
necessary to widen Bonneville Avenue from two lanes to three lanes.

MS. GONNAM stated that approving the plan would be an imposition on the property owners,
either for investment or future development. There has been no traffic analysis to indicate the
necessity to widen the street from 80 feet to 122 feet. She referred to the minutes of the July 6,
2005 City Council meeting, pointing out the comments made by MR. MITCHELL, who
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stipulated there would be no opposition to locating the one-way couplet in a manner that would
not impact the other property owners. With the City stating that they have no need to widen it,
she wondered why the plan is being put into effect that will affect future saleable lots and
development.

GONNAM rep,

government

ASSISTA oject or funding;
itisjusta could be 10, 20,
30 years

VICE C inging forward
a devel \ plan would not
be ame d be amenji@l by the City, if
in fact, {

VICE CE provements, it
would be gnyprudent o i

potential a . This does not
mean that t

Fility to provide notice
to all property owl gfagPher objections on the

VICE CHAIR TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing closed.



