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February 28, 2005

Mark Austin, P.E.

RG Consuiting Engineers, Inc.
Western Slope Project Manager
336 Main Street, Suite 203
Grand Junction, CO 81501

DEB8-05 — Design Exception — Shared Driveway Standards — On-Site Parking
Camelot Gardens

Dear Mark:
Please find attached the committee’s decision to deny the above request.

, If you have any questions concerning this decision, please feel free to contact the
e Development Engineer in charge of your project or Tim Moore at (970)244-1557.

Sincerely,

\s./f;%/% ﬂ%ﬁ%&z&

Sandi Nimon, Sr. Administrative Assistant
Public Works Administration
City of Grand Junction

xc: Rick Dorris, Development Engineer (256-4034)
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DESIGN EXCEPTION #DE 8-05

To: Mark Relph, Director of Public Works & Utilities
Bob Blanchard, Director of Community Development
Rick Beaty, Fire Chief

From: Tim Moore, Public Works Manager

Copy to: Rick Dorris, Development Engineer

Date: February 22, 2005

RE: Shared Driveway Standards — on-site Parking

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITUATION

Section 13.2.1 part 6 of TEDS reads, in part, “for lots abutting a shared driveway shall provide
four on-site parking spaces. For homes on shared driveways that access a cul-de-sac, five on-site
parking spaces shall be provided. These additional spaces may be provided on the shared
driveway if it is widened to accommodate such parking”.

Site Description:

Camelot Gardens Phase 11 is a Habitat for Humanity project. Their houses don’t have garages so
all parking is outside. They have designed the project to provide two parking spaces on the site.
Most lots for this project access from shared driveways on a cul-de-sac.

¢

The applicant indicates that the income level of the future residences will be such that ownership
of multiple cars is not likely and that the two spaces proposed is realistic and appropriate.
EXCEPTION CONSIDERATIONS
1. Will the exception compromise safety?

Staff does not believe that granting the exception for a reduction in the number parking

spaces required will create a safety issue.

2. Have other alternatives been considered that would meet the standard?
The applicant indicates the alternative would be to meet the parking requirements in TEDS.

3. Has the proposed design been used in other areas?
Staff is not aware of any other projects that have utilized this specific design.

Will the exception require CDOT or FHWA coordination?
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5. Is this a one-time exception or a manual revision?
This would be a one-time exception.

Staff Recommendation

Because staff is not aware of other projects utilizing this design, a comparison of the
appropriateness of the request is difficult. Staff has observed several cars present in Camelot
Gardens Phase, adjacent to the proposed project, but these observations did not provide
conclusive evidence of the number of vehicles owned by similar occupants. Absent data to
confirm the appropriateness of the request, staff would recommend denial of the request.

Recommended by:

Approved as Requested:

Approved as Modified:
yd
Denied '/
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\DE#S—OS Camelot Gdns, Parking 2-23-05
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December 28, 2004

Mr. Rick Dorris

City of Grand Junction Community Development
250 North 5 Street

Grand Junction, CO 81501

Re: Request for TEDS Exemption for Shared Driveway Standards
Camelot Gardens Il
2843 Elm Avenue

Dear Mr. Dorris:

The purpose of this letter is to request an exemption from City of Grand Junction’s Transportation
Engineering Design Standards (TEDS) shared driveways requirements specified in Section 13.2.1, Part
6, which specifies:

6. Each lot abutting a shared driveway shall provide four on-site
parking spaces. For homes on shared driveways that access a cul-
de-sac, five on-site parking spaces shall be provided. These
additional spaces may be provided on the shared driveway if it sis
widened to accommodate such parking.

This project is an affordable housing and “infill” infill development project. The applicant for this
development is Habitat For Humanity. Habitat For Humanity recently completed the Cameiot Garden
Subdivision, immediately adjacent to this proposed development. The Habitat For Humanity’' home
projects for this development, as well as the adjacent Cameiot Garden development, do not include
garages with the homes. The residences that purchase these homes generally do not have income
levels that allow muitiple vehicles or garages.

They don’'t have the income to afford five vehicles, which is the requirement stated in TEDS. We ask that
this requirement be lowered to 2 vehicles per household, which is more realistic as a result of the income
associated with individuals that reside in such units. Residents can then use the 9’ Parking Easement for
parking and utilize more of their lot for landscaping, etc.

Alternatives to this request would be to comply with the standards outlined in Section 13.2.1 of TEDS.
This standard requires too much parking for the small affordable housing projects.

I have included an exhibit that depicts the proposed “Preliminary Plan” layout requested by this
exemption. If you have any additional questions or concerns, please give me a call at 242-7540.

Sincerely,

ENGINEERS, INC.

Western Slope Project Manager
Attachments: As Stated.

336 main street, suite 203 ¢ grand junction, colorado 81501 ¢ (970) 242-7540 « fax (970) 255-1212
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pUBLIC wonKs Memorandum
TO: Tim Moore :
FROM: Rick Dorris o
DATE: February 16, 2005

SUBJECT: PP-2005-008, Camelot Gardens Phase Il

Camelot Gardens is a Habitat for Humanity project. Their position is that their clients
can't afford to own and maintain multiple cars. Their houses don’t have garages so all
parking is outside. They have designed their project to provide two parking spaces on
site. Most lots for this project access from shared driveways. This leaves a significant
portion of the cul de sac open for parking.

I drove by Camelot Gardens Phase | about 4:45 the other day and there were a few
cars present. |1 don’t’ have knowledge one way or the other to determine if their
ascertion of owning only one or two cars is valid and therefore can’t make a
recommendation. | can visit other habitat sites at different times of the day but didn't do
that to save time.



