CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

ORDINANCE NO. 4426
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION TO INCLUDE THE REVISED GRAND VALLEY CIRCULATION PLAN
Recitals:


A request for a Comprehensive Plan Amendment has been submitted in accordance with the Zoning and Development Code.  The applicant has requested that the Grand Valley Circulation Plan be revised to be consistent with the adopted Comprehensive Plan.  


In a public hearing, the City Council reviewed the request for the proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment and determined that it satisfied the criteria as set forth and established in 21.02.130(c)(2) of the Zoning and Development Code and the proposed amendment is consistent with the purpose and intent of the Comprehensive Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION THAT THE GRAND VALLEY CIRCULATION PLAN BE ADOPTED AS PART OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

Introduced for first reading on this 5th day of May, 2010 
PASSED on this 17th day of May, 2010.

ATTEST:

/s/ Stephanie Tuin




/s/ Teresa A. Coons



City Clerk




           President of Council
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For further guidance refer to the 2002 Redlands Area Transportation Plan on the at www.mesa.co.us S 1l e
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Local circulation systems and land development patterns must not detract from the efficiency of adjacent higher
order streets. Management of access to higher volume streets, including public and private streets and driveways, is
necessary to ensure that efficiency and safety are not unduly compromised. Key factors are minimizing major road \
intersections while selectively placing them to obtain optimum safety and efficiency. '||
One strategy to achieve this goal is requiring developments to stub streets to adjacent properties in logical
location, based on the Grand Valley Circulation Plan and each jurisdiction’s Access Management Policies. This strategy, |||
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P street system. Stubs may be required for any functional class street. | K>
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Subdivisions and other development shall be designed to continue or create an integrated system of streets and trails that [ o ";‘ '
provide for efficient movement of pedestrians, bicycles, and automobiles to and from adjacent development, while ! = =g = - %\; £
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