Motion to deviate PZO-2001-01 Traffic by Ms. Richoux, second by Mr. Thomas

YEAS:

Hull, Derveloy, Richoux, Thomas, Babineaux

NAYS:

None

ABSENT:
Wilson, Charles

PZO-2001-01 Requested by “Ram” Ramchandran, Councilman at Large, Division A for an ordinance to amend Appendix C of the Code, St. Charles Parish Subdivision Regulations of 1981, Ordinance No. 81-8-2 to require a Traffic Impact Analysis for certain developments within St. Charles Parish.

G. Ramchandran, Councilman at Large, 13 Hermitage Court, Destrehan, spoke for the request.  Mr. Ramchandran stated that guidelines needs to be in place for the developers to follow.   

Mr. Lambert stated that this only pertains to subdivision actions.  Nothing in this ordinance would apply to subdivisions that are in construction phase or preliminary approval stage prior to this ordinance.

Mr. Babineaux asked if a developer stays right under the 50 household threshold for single family residences, and then come back a year later and do 45 lots, what should be done.

Mr. Ram said that the Commission should put the developer on the spot and tell him that it’s not going to cut it.

Mr. Lambert stated that it should be questioned.

Ms. Richoux stated that the Commission has the authority that even an addition of 30 units, we can demand a TIA.

Mr. Lambert stated that the Commission can do it today.

Speaking in favor:
Bruce Ehrman, 21 Holster Lane, St. Rose.  Several developments have come in and they feed to River Road, Airline Hwy. Or Hwy. 90.  Over a period of time you can bet that there is 200 vehicles going there.  

Speaking in opposition:
Danny Hebert, Consulting Engineer, Luling.  He stated that he is not opposed to TIA.  This ordinance solve the problem.  St. Charles Parish needs a master traffic analysis plan to show where the growth corridors will be.  Individual Traffic Impact Analysis will not look at the collector and feeder streets.  This ordinance needs to be in a global traffic impact analysis for St. Charles Parish.

Mr. Derveloy asked how much is a TIA?

Mr. Hebert stated that for Ashton between 25K to 50K not including improvements.

Scott Coulon, Executive Vice President, Greater New Orleans Home Builders Association.  Agreed with Mr. Hebert  He stated that these are isolated incidences.  A master plan is needed to know what kind of growth and  development is going on.  With a master plan you can nail down, where you want to go with it.  We recommend a master plan and you could lock in on it.  You need criteria on the type of people you want for the study.  They do get expensive, smaller ones can cost 10K.  We wish you would look at the big picture and ask the Council to get a master traffic plan.

Mr. Thomas stated that he supports what Mr. Ram is trying to do, but when you get down to the traffic, certain areas are a mess.  Mr. Thomas stated that you can compromise people.

Public hearing was closed.

Mr. Lambert agree with both Mr. Hebert and Mr. Coulon on getting a master transportation plan.  The RFP has been delayed because of the budget crisis.  The Planning Commission has all of the authority they need today without this ordinance.  The TIA can show the impact in an immediate area.  The Planning Dept. do not oppose or recommend denial.  We believe that this ordinance may be too much too soon.  It’s a good ordinance once we have a master transportation plan.  

Ms. Richoux asked Mr. Lambert if they are authorized at this point to have a master transportation plan

Mr. Lambert stated yes.  The request proposal will be complete within the next 2-3 weeks.  They will be turned into the Purchasing Dept. and then 6-8 weeks.  Then to the Council.  There should be a vendor by September 2001.

Ms. Richoux stated that she agrees with Mr. Hebert and Mr. Coulon because is does place a burden on the developers.

Mr. Lambert stated again, that he thinks the Commission has the authority now.  If you think that a transportation study should be conducted you can request it.  Mr. Lambert stated that he does not have a problem with recommending to the Planning Commission a traffic study.  We will recommend in the RFP that the vendor recommend a funding source.  

Mr. Wilson stated that he has a problem telling a developer to get a traffic study, when we have not committed as a Parish to a master transportation plan.

Mr. Thomas asked do you let a developer create an unsafe situation.

Mr. Wilson stated that while it’s not written, I can tell you that I have never been a part of a Commission that we’ve asked a developer to do a traffic impact analysis and they didn’t do it.  We’ve had Winn Dixie, Willowridge, and Primrose.  We haven’t been told no to my recollection.  This is good, it’s just hard for me to force something on someone when the Parish doesn’t have a direction.  We don’t have a mitigation plan as a Parish.

Ms. Richoux asked Councilman Ramchandran back.  She asked him if he’d rather to put it in place now or wait until a master transportation study.

Mr. Ram stated that this kind of football playing has to stop.  Tell the developers if you want to develop in our Parish, you have to do this.

Ms. Richoux clarified with Mr. Lambert that he did not have a problem with the ordinance.

The foregoing having been submitted to a vote, the vote thereon was as follows:

YEAS:

Richoux, Thomas, Hull

NAYS:

Wilson, Babineaux, Derveloy

ABSENT:
Charles

Ordinance fails.

