GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL
WORKSHOP

MONDAY, JULY 1, 2013, 11:30 A.M.
ADMINISTRATION CONFERENCE ROOM
CITY HALL
250 N. 5" STREET, 2"° FLOOR

Ta tecome the mest livalile cammurity west of the Rockies by 2025

. Meet with Colorado Municipal League Executive Director Sam Mamet

. City Addressing Discussion: Staff will address questions and concerns
regarding addressing anomalies and inconsistencies within the City limits.
Attach W-1

. Large Vehicle Storage Discussion: The City owns three large vehicles that are
required to be parked indoors. It is becoming increasingly more difficult to find
storage space for these vehicles. Within the last three months, these vehicles
have been moved to three different locations and have yet to find a permanent
storage solution. Attach W-2

. Other Business

- Urban Trails Plan Attach W-3
- District E Vacancy Next Steps



Date: 06/26/2013

Grand lunctlon Author:__Mike Nordine
<L Title/ Phone Ext: Deputy Chief of
Police/549-5111
CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT Proposed Meeting Date:
WORKSHOP SESSION 07-01-2013
Attach W-1

Topic: Discussion of City Addressing

Staff: Mike Nordine, Deputy Chief of Police

Summary:

Staff will address questions and concerns regarding addressing anomalies and
inconsistencies within the City limits.

Background, Analysis and Options:

Council presented two questions to staff reference addressing challenges in Grand
Junction.

1) What is the extent of the problem within the City? In other words is this primarily
a county problem, or do we have issues too? What are they?

2) Are there any technical solutions that we can identify? For example, there was
some discussion of grid “layover” that might be helpful. Have there been any
technological solutions implemented in other jurisdictions to solve this problem?

The multi-jurisdictional addressing committee, working under the authority of the
Communication Center Authority Board, has identified four main issues with addressing
in the City; overlapping ranges; fractional addresses; mixed addressing standards
across jurisdictional lines; and multiple names for a single street.

Board or Committee Recommendation:

Not at this time.

Financial Impact/Budget:

None at this time

Legal issues:

None at this time



Other issues:
NA
Previously presented or discussed:

Some of this information was presented to Council during the Municipalities Dinner held
at Colorado Mesa University on May 20th

Attachments:

None



Date:  6/28/13

Grand lunCthl] Author: _Jay Valentine
(Q e Re R Title/ Phone Ext: _1517
Proposed Meeting Date:
CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 71113
WORKSHOP SESSION
Attach W-2

Topic: Large Emergency Vehicle Storage

Staff (Name & Title): Jay Valentine, Internal Services Manager

Summary:

The City owns three large vehicles that are required to be parked indoors. It is
becoming increasingly more difficult to find storage space for these vehicles. Within the
last three months, these vehicles have been moved to three different locations and
have yet to find a permanent storage solution.

Background, Analysis and Options:

In 2009, as plans were in the works to construct a new public safety facility that was to
include vehicle storage to house the City’s 3 large vehicles that were being stored at
off-site leased facilities. These vehicles include the SWAT vehicle, Bomb Squad vehicle
and the mobile Emergency Communication Center vehicle. To bridge the gap until the
new building was constructed, these vehicles were moved to the Fleet services building
and were parked in un-utilized maintenance bays. Since that time Fleet operations has
had to make use of these maintenance bays so an extensive search began to find
adequate space to lease. In February of this year, Council gave direction to lease a
large hangar at Grand Junction Regional Airport to house the vehicles.

After all of the apparatus and associated gear was moved in to the airport hangar in
April, the City was notified that we were to move out of the hangar since “the Airport
Authority Board did not give approval for a lease to be entered into” and that any use of
a hangar at the airport had to be for “aeronautical use”.

After increased pressure from the airport to move out, a team of city employees started
looking for alternative spaces to lease. In early June, after looking at several buildings
that were not viable, they settle on and entered into a lease of four vehicle bays at a
multi-use building. After moving into that building, various issues with the building were
discovered and it is no longer a viable option. Because of this, another search for
adequate space to lease has begun.

Board or Committee Recommendation:

Staff would like to have a dialogue with Council to discuss a more permanent solution
for the large vehicle storage needs.



Financial Impact/Budget:

The lease payments for adequate vehicle storage are expected to range from $3,000 -
$4,000 per month.

Legal issues:

N/A

Other issues:

N/A

Previously presented or discussed:

This topic was discussed at a City Council Workshop on February 4, 2013.
Attachments:

N/A



Attach W-3

The following pages contain the slide presentation on the Urban Trails Plan. This is
provided so that if time allows, the City Council can have a brief discussion on the topic.
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Grand Valley Trails Master Plan
With Mesa County Canal Trails
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Grand Valley Trails Master Plan

Without Mesa County Canal Trails
Grand Junction Urban Area
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Relationship to Development

The GVTMP, in conjunction with local
governments’ land use and zoning
codes, will serve to guide and manage
the development, protection,
management, operations and use of the
trail system over the next 10 years as the
community meets new challenges and
opportunities.



Next Steps

*Complete workshops w/Planning

- Comm|55|ons and Elected Official
*Revise Plan as needed based on
ents received







