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To: Grand Junction City Council 

/• I.· _ .. 
,_. : ' / '" J 

;'\ .... / f,• 

From: Orchard lesa Citizen .idvisory Group 

.Subject: : reposed Crdir:ance to reduce mininrum Set 13ack requirements. 

Iate: February 2E, 1977 

The CTchard hesa Citizen Advisory Group opposes this ordinance and requests that the 
City Council turn it down. 

The ordinance would change the character of establsihed neighborhoods. Further, it is 
premature at tnis time. 

A. transportation study no1·1 undenay willf:esul t in redesignation of some roadv.rays. ~s the 
Set Back requirement varies with the roadway designation, Set Backs id.ll change with the 
roadways when they are changed. If Set Backs are changed now, dwellings built at the min
imum set back line will be closer to the right of way •~hen a road is redesigmted to a 
wider right of way. ~'le submit that this is poor planning. 

The Set Back requirements were changed a few years ago. 1\fe feel that Set Back require
ments should not be changed again until the new roadway plan is fimlized. 

The Orchard Mesa Citizen Advisory Group and other groups have had discussion with City 
Officials about citizen input which can impact the planning process. We feel w~ have 
the right to participate in the planning process. He urge the City Council to take 
action to impliment a system whereby Citizens can take an active, constructive role 
in the planning of their community. 

~~g~ 
Orchard He sa Citizen Advisory Group 



Notify the following to any changes in setbacks: 

1. Enstroms Candy 
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