Appeal fo City Counedl

To: City Secretary
Colleges Slalon

Re: Appomatbox opening/A&M Church of Christ Conditional Use Permit

The undersigned hereby appeal the decision made by the College Station Planning and Zoning
Commission on June 7, 2001 regarding the plag to open Appomatiox Drive for use of the AGM
Chaurch of Chnist.

Tnder the College Station Comprehensive Plan and the Ezst Bypass plan, the followlng
recorormendafions are noted:

1. Land Use t5oal #3 objective 3.1: Colleges Stalzon should continue to protect the mtepmiy of
residential areas by minimizing intresive and incompatible land vses and densities

2. Land Use Goal #3 objective 8.6: Collzge Station showld designate the East Bypass from
Harvey Boad to Grabam as a special distnet to protect existing and fulure residential
developments from adjacent incompatible uses.

3. Transpontation Goal #5 abjective 5.2 Oollege Staticn should continue to encourage that new
developmenis be designed to minimize cul-thwough raflic, especially in residential
neighborhoods and pedesirian areas such as Eastgate/College Hills, the East Bypass
neighborhoods and Southside.

4. The College Station Staff recommendation was thal Appomaliox not be opeped. It is noted
that the role of Appomattox as a “collector”™ strect was deleted from the Thorsughfare Plan by
Council action ia 1997.

We note that the opening of Appomattox to the through traflic ereated by the A&M Church of Chnst
will be in violatton of alf. of the above recommendations. Tt 1s omn the basis of these noted violations
that we believe that an injustice has been created, and errors in decision-maldng were made by the
Planning and Zoning Commission 4s evidensrd by the vote to open Appomatiox,

We also wish to state that we do not object to the presence of ASM Church of Christ at 2475 Earl
‘Fglder. Our objeetion is 1o the opening of Appomattox (o intrusive mixed traffie,

We lmmbjr appeal the decision of the College Station Planming and Zoning Commission to the College

Statien City Couneil and ask for reconsideration, samely to keep Appomattox clozed to non-residential
traffic as per the City of College Station Comprehensive Plan the: Hast Bypass Plan,
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, I eppase openinglextending
Appomattox to the south for access to the adjoining property:
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PETITION

Az a rasident of the Rejntrae subdivision,

I oppose opening/extending
Appomattox to the south for aceess to the

adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintres subdivision, [ opposc openingfextending
Appomattox to the south for access to the adfoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, I oppose opening/extending
Appomattox to the south for access to the adjoining praperty:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, T o 1 1
» L oppose opening/extendin
Appomattox to the south for access to the adjoining property: :
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PETITION

As a regident of the Raintree subdivision, | oppose opening/extending
Appomattox to the south for access o the adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Rainfree subdivision, 1 oppose opening/extending
Appomatox to the south for access to the adjcining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raiuiree subdivision, 1 oppose openingfextending
Appomattox to the south for access to the adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, I oppose opening/extending

Appomattax to the south, for access t{::r_ ﬂm W\/\
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, 1 oppose opening/extending
Appomatiox to the south for access to the adjoining property:




PETITION

As a resident of the Rainwee subdivision, [ oppose opening/extending
Appomattox ta the south for Wmﬂ adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of'the Raintree subdivision, I oppose opening/extending
Appomattox to the. south for acoess to the adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintree subdivision, I oppose opening/extending
Appomattox to the south for aceess to the adjoining property:
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PETITION

As a resident of the Raintee subdivision, I oppose opening/extending
Appomaltox to the south for access to the adjoining praperty:
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" Degr Commissigners,

Attached to this letter is o petition signed by residents of Reintree subdivisien who appose the apening of Appemaltox to the
Huth.

There is a great amount of cancern, even though it might hove not been of evideat at the first meeting on May 177 where the
AdM Church of Chiists request for a conditional uze permit was tabled. The church mentioned at that May 177" public hearing
for this issue that there wos o low furnout at the meeting they had for us neighbors to shew us their plan end answer guestions,
This few turnout was due to the fast that Mr. (uncum called me the afternson of the meeting ond asked 1o chatge the time
firam 7:00 to 530, I was net able ta ferfify everyone in the neighborhaad about thiz chanee,

Unger gsuol circumztances, the contact person for the Meighborhood Association is netified of the public hearings af fecting
thesr aecas, in addition to The 200ft notification list, but for this past meeting The Raidlree Neighborhood Association was |eft
off the list. T, 08 the contact pargon, did not knaw about the Public Hearing until 3 days before, ond though I did my best o
aaf the word out, [t wad not possible to notify afl 283 homes (4 the neighborhood.

I did, hewever, receive ratification abewt thiz June 7" meating, ond though I am not able to attend, wanted the Comemission
knuw that thers is a large ameunt of concern aver this izsue ond we managed to get petitions down most streets over the past
week ta show the lzvel of cancern and apposition ta opening Appomatior. There were severnl streets That we just didn't have
time o cover, but for the streets that our neighbors did cover everypane signed in appesition (other tivn the people that were
not home}, There was not ong person that I know of that was in agreement with epening Appemottox, There are signatures
from 121 hames eut of a tatel of 283 in the neighborhaeed {a total of 140 individual signatures), Those That did #t sign were not
hame or able ta be contacted,

We have many concerns about the spening of Appomattox including the following

The Eest Bypass Flan stresses preserving the noture and integrity of exlsting neighborhsads. We feel this plon +o apen
Appematiox will compromize both the nature and integrity of Reintree. Those of us that served on the East Bypass Planning
Team feel very strongly about this issue and these feelings steered o majority of our decisions about the plan.

All church metibers (1200 members now, with estlmated future membership of 2000) entering from the nerth or west would
Use Appanattax 1o aveld goitg to Emerald Parkwoy and back. Mete that the Emerald Parkeway route does have an gasy U-turn
fane. ]

The big tisrn o Raintres Drive mears peaple leaving lower Falnitres might not see the congestion in time (might thiz require a
futuré steplight at Appomattox?)L .

Residents on Appeinotiox all said they moved there Because of the quiet neighborhood, Opening Appamattox forces o major
change in seighbiorhaod fifestyls. Becayse of the plan for varieus schools (o 2-day preschool iz already in aperation} and
activities of the chureh, dense traffic will secur more often then just Wadnesdays and Sundays. Other churches in this area
heve ot heeded access to local neighborheods, (Why ot add o stoplight and/or a furn lane ot the frentage reed entrance?)
While most Roltree residents view the church as o desirable aelghbor, most do not want Appomattox apened. ‘Good fences
ke good neighbors.”

Cancerns about where the overflow parking would be during big events that drow church membees a5 well 45 guests are
prevelent amang those living adjocent to the property. That averflaw iz nat likely 12 be oot on the bypazs, buf aleng
Appamattox end Raintree Drive, Ts the planned parking (800 spaces] enough to handle such events and stonderd choreh services
when folf? ;

We respectively submit these concerns and petitions opposing the epening of Appomattox, Thank yau fer your time and
eodgideration,

farls Young

CoPresident, Rointres Meighborboud Associotion
271t Radhill

College Statien, T Fri4b
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