/ZENGER PROPERTY

MURANO

ANNEXATION AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
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ZENGER ANNEXATION
(MURANO)

84 acres

RA-1-43 zone

Annexed on June 27, 2007

Limited o 48 lots

Private Streefs

Public Trails including some off-site trails

Open Space
- 18.83 acres (22.16%)

Park annexation fee of $47,600
« Paid on January 31, 2008
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AMENDMENT OF THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT

* This agreement may be amended in whole orin
part by the mutual written consent of the parties to
this agreement or by their successors in interest or
assigns.



2019 CONCEPT PLAN

384 acres

RA-1-43 zone

64 pads (PUD)

1 lof

Private streets

Public and private frails

Open space
* 44 Qcres



- HILLSIDE OPEN SPACE/NOM BULDABLE SLOPES,/COMUON AREA
{714 ACRES)

I:l COMMON AREA/OPEN SPACE
(36,90 ACRES)

2244 ACRES)

PRIVATE AREA (90°60° BULDING PADS)
(7,91 ACRES)

NOTE: N AREA WTHIN LOTS |5 CONSIDERED AS OPEN SPACE

MIN LOT SIZE

MALMROSE
ZENGER PROPERTY




- HILLSIDE OFEN SPACE/MOM BULDABLE SLOPES,/COMMON AREA
(714 AGRES) B398 AC
COMMON AREA/OPEN SPACE et
[ &%
&4 NEW PADS

PRIVATE AREA (PATIO, DECK, YARD)
(7.80 ACRES) E5 TOTAL PADS

- PRIVATE AREA (90°%60° BUILDING PADS)
[11.50 ACRES)




DISCUSSION POINTS

* |s the open space of higher value to the community
In either plan?

* Is there a layout that would create open space of high
value to the community?

* The General Plan promotes reducing density
whenever appropriate.

* The voters approved an open space bond that
essentially reduces density in Midway, therefore;

- Density has a value

 Increasing density is the opposite of what voters want



DISCUSSION POINTS

» The original approval was a legislative decision that took
months to develop;

 Included public comment
* Multiple public meetings before the PC and CC

- This is one reason why the City wanfed fo have a public
heoringdon the issue even though a public hearing was not
require

« Are there any benefits that the developer could give to
the community that would convince the residents that
the proposed plan is a better plan than what was
approved?

« Agreement required construction of an off-site trail that has
already been built by the City



