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PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS (Continued)

Resolution

No. 3616
Annexation
No. 57

6.

7.

8.
Annexation
No. 56}

9.

anﬁ@%@tlon procedure be tabled for S%mdy Motion seconded by Councmlman
Knudsen“and carried. T
% M‘N“‘m

Request for Anﬁéxation - Ciltrus Investments S

I “”w
Mr. Dan John and Mr. Gus~518631 presented the proposed us@wleqht Indus~-
trial and Commercial, for 80~acres north of the freeway betwééﬂ&Callfornla
and Alabama Streets. Mr. Blsesinsﬁated ~~~~~ that one occupant is to bhwan
insurance office. Following brief discussion, Councilman DeMirjyn moved
to permit this annexation to proceed by“adoptlng Resolution No. 3616, a
resolution declaring the City Council's lnténtlon to initiate on its own
motion proceedings to annex certain unlnhablted“terrlfory, No. 57. The
motion was seconded by Councilman Knudsen and carriéd.

Recuest Re: Building Permits for Tract No. 9778 - James W. Hicks

Attorney Bruce Atkins responded to the request in Mr. Hicks' letter for
assurance of availability of building permits for Tract No. 9778 which
received tentative approval in April, 1977. He stated that although the
tract received tentative approval prior to Proposition "R," the tract,
when it becomes final, will fall under the requirements and limitations
of Proposition "R" and Ordinance No. 1680. Following discussion of
methods in which public purchasers of the lots would be notified of the
requirements of Ordinance No. 1680, the Attorney and Director of Planning
were requested to draft a policy statement to alert purchasers of such
lots for the Council on motion of Councilman Knudsen, seconded by Council-
man Riordan.

City of Redlands vs Sack - CRA No. 369 - Re-review

Mavor Martinez stated that the reason for this re-review of the tennis-
court~fence~height problem is that all parties required by law to receive
notification of the Council hearing at the last meeting, September 18,
1979, were not notified, and added that Council will continue hearing
input.

Mr. Dan Pallia, 1020 Calle de Acacia, expressed concern for glare of
lights from the court. Following lengthy discussion, he was assured by
Mr. Christiansen that the Building Department would be directed to
regquire directional lighting if a permit were requested at this address.

The procedural developments of the suit and the action by Council in
acceding to the firmly expressed wishes of the residents were described
for Mr. Thalmayer and Mr. Pallia by Councilman Knudsen. Mrs. Mary Allen
of 1569 Edgehill Lane expressed distress that this matter was resolved
as it was at the last Council meeting. She insisted that a letter from
Eleanor and Joseph Borkowski be read publicly. (It was later revealed
that the Borkowskis resided a distance from the subject property.)

Councilman Knudsen expressed chagrin that a City Council must spend so
much time and money resolving a tennis court fence problem.

Councilman DeMirjyn stated that he believed this owner was being denied

a right to use his property and added that he felt there was a personality
clash, and moved for approval of the fence. Motion seconded by Mayor
Martinez. This motion to approve the fence as it is, failed by the
following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers DeMirjyn and Mayor Martinez
NOES:: Councilmembers Knudsen and Riordan
ABSENT: Councilmember Elliott.

Annexation No. 56 - Resolution No. 3615

Planning Director Schindler presented Resolution No. 3615 which initiates
proceedings for Annexation No. 56 (Redlands Boulevard near Alabama Street)
and sets public hearing thereon for November 6, 1979, at 7:00 P.M. as the
time to consider written protests. On motion of Councilman Knudsen,
seconded by Councilman DeMirjyn, Resolution No. 3615 was adopted by AYE
votes of all present.

LAFC Hearings

Mr. Larry Hendon, Director of the Local Agency Formation Commission, pre-
sented two matters to be heard by the LAFC on October 17, 1979. Both

are proposed new boundaries for the southeast Redlands zone of influence;
one conforms with the Redlands Unified School District limits and the
second continues to Live Oak Canyon and the Riverside County line.
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