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Status Report: 
Consideration of a status report on roadway projects, including the 2011 Chip seal project. 


Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 30 minutes. Staff will make the Powerpoint presentation 
given to Rotary. 
Following the presentations, staff anticipates some time for questions and answers.  


Background: 
The City has about 250 centerline miles of asphalt (plantmix) streets. A lane mile is 1 mile long and 12 feet 
wide. The vast majority of roads in Twin Falls are 36 feet wide (residential street width which provides 
parking) or greater. So we are maintaining around 750 lane miles of plantmix roadway. 
 
Our plans were to: 


 Chip seal within the allotted budget of $550,000, 
Overlay about 1 mile of roadway capital maintenance budget of $400,000 plus some portion of the 
construction projects budget of $598, and  
Construct the rock work on Canyon Springs grade. 


 
The construction projects budget is used to address ADA ramp retrofits, storm drain repairs and projects, 
maintenance projects and catastrophic failures of gravity systems in right-of-way and larger zipper projects. 
Even in the absence of a Title VI (ADA) transition plan, the City must construct work to improve 
accessibility in the right of way. The first priority is to address specific citizen requests, then to focus on 
areas around public buildings. Streets typically selects repair or replacement of stormdrains that are, first, 
showing evidence of failing the roadway and then capacity limits crossings. Last year, Streets focused on 
replacements that were associated with the new pavements placed as part of arsenic. Irrigation projects 
typically consist of things like replacement of the box structure on Elizabeth and Locust, repair or significant 
maintenance on the Addison Ave lateral (lat. 38). The remainder is dedicated to overlay and small scale 
reconstruction efforts. 
 
This report is to provide an update on the roadway construction for the 2011 construction season. 
 
Washington St. South – Knife River is crushing and will place a thin overlay on SH-74/Washington St. 
South between 6th and the South Water Tanks (at 3600N). This work is scheduled to complete before 
Memorial Day. 


Date:  Monday, April 18, 2011 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Jacqueline D. Fields, City Engineer 
 







Washington St. North – Debco has mobilized and the work is scheduled to complete mid-July. 
By Others 


Staff is negotiating design contracts on Eastland with the following firms: 
Cheney to Bowlin Lane – Civil Science 
Stadium to Filer – JUB Engineers 
Intersections of Filer and Elizabeth – Land Group 
Elizabeth to north of 4th


EHM is under contract to design the reconstruction of the Falls Ave/Eastland intersection and is providing 
survey assistance on the Hillcrest to Kmart project which is currently being designed in-house. 


 – Riedesel Engineers 


The CSI Cheney Drive project is at preliminary design; the concept is approved. Staff is endeavoring to 
complete an addendum that will address impacts associated with the Perrine Coulee.  
 We believe that a portion of Morning Sun will develop and that it will be prudent to construct the 


section of road on Falls Ave E and Hankins Rd. at the Boy Scout corner in conjunction with that 
work. This financial commitment was made during the platting process. This would fund from the 
overlay component of the Streets Construction projects’ budget and is a discussion point. 


 We also understand that the developer will reconstruct the west pavement on Grandview Dr. 
between Falls Ave. W. and the Sunterra subdivision will construct this summer, as well.  


 Staff is holding on the construction of Grandview near Cheney Drive to consider a request that 
would impact that work. 


Streets will overlay Shoup between Martin and Carney and will begin addressing failures on Sunrise Dr. 
between Filer and Addison. Other roadway sections under consideration are sections of Minidoka from 2


Overlay program 


nd 
to Shoshone and sections of Washington St from 2nd


All work will be contingent upon whether the bulleted items above are funded out of Construction Projects 
and whether or not Streets must address the more spontaneous events.  


 to Victory. In both cases all sections need work; any 
that could be accomplished would be good. Washington St N from Addison to the Washington St I section 
was under consideration but removed because it could conflict with Washington St III, it requires an ITD 
permit for part of the work and it will be a significant project with respect to impacts on N-S arterials. 


This year’s sealcoat project is a chip seal to be placed on roads with higher volumes or heavier loads. The 
work focuses on arterials, some collectors and streets in the industrial areas. This work is scheduled to 
begin after July 4th


 
. The proposed list is: 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 


CHIP Seal List 2011 


      
PAGE 


NO STREET BEGIN TO END 
SEAL 
TYPE 


SQUARE 
YARDS 


       
       1 Addison Ave. East 


Blue Lakes Blvd. 
North   Sunrise Blvd. Chip 21,931.11  


2 Addison Ave. East Eastland Dr./Vickers   
City Limits 1/4 Mi. 
West of Hankins Rd. Chip 16,256.67  


3 Beryl Ave. Eastland Dr. South   Harold St. Chip 11,022.22  
4 Doc Taylor Dr.             ALL               ALL Chip 2,365.56  
5 Eldridge Ave. Locust St. South   Dead End (EAST) Chip 23,860.00  
6 Grange Ln. Eldridge Ave.   Beryl Ave. Chip 6,975.56  
7 Harold St. Orchard Dr. East   Beryl Ave. Chip 4,430.56  
8 Harrison St. South Hailee Ave.   Pheasant Rd. Chip 13,896.67  


9 Highland Ave. East Eastland Dr. South   
Blue Lakes Blvd. 
South Chip 19,804.49  


10 Maxwell Ave. Shoshone St.   3rd St. East Chip 3,757.56  
11 Monroe St. Addison Ave.   Filer Ave. Chip 9,128.78  


12 North College Rd. Washington St. North    
Blue Lakes Blvd. 
North Chip 21,605.00  


13 Orchard Dr. Washington St. South   
Blue Lakes Blvd. 
South Chip 18,394.56  


14 Pheasant Rd. Kenyon Rd.   Harrison St. South Chip 9,128.78  
15 Rostron Cir.             ALL               ALL Chip 2,853.89  
16 Sunrise Blvd. North Filer Ave. East    Addison Ave. East Chip 11,266.67  
17 Warren Ave. Eastland Dr. South    Harold St. Chip 7,902.22  


18 Washington St. 
North Poleline Rd.   Federation Rd. Chip 12,840.00  


19 Candleridge Dr. Madrona St. North   Eastland Dr. North Chip 12,361.11  
20 Locust St. North Filer Ave. East   Addison Ave. East Chip 12,046.67  


21 Madrona St. North Falls Ave. East   Cheney Dr.  Chip 
   
17,890.89  


22 Federation Rd. Canyon Rim Rd.   Park View Dr. Chip 
     
6,500.00  


23 Grandview Dr. South Park Ave. West   City Limits (North) Chip 
     
9,055.00  


 
Typically, staff extends the sealcoat project to utilize the available budget when the bids prices permit. The 
additional streets that could be included are:  


STREET BEGIN TO END 


    
    Blake St.   4th Ave. West   Addison Ave. West 


Shoup Ave. Washington St. North    
Blue Lakes Blvd. 
North 


Shoup Ave. East Applewood Dr.   Locust St. North 
Shoup Ave. West  Washington St. North    Carney 
Wendell St. Falls Ave. West    Filer Ave. West 







 


Approval Process: 
N/A 


Budget Impact: 
There is no new status on budget impacts. 


Conclusion: 
Staff stands for questions and accepts input.  


Attachments: 
1. Sealcoat map 
2. Sealcoat white paper 
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J. Fields 
10/2009 


4/18/2011 
Seal Coat Report 


The Sealcoat map and a discussion on why is looks as it does 


The Map now has 10 years of data shown. It is apparent, by the white roads on the 
map, that we haven’t sealed all the roads on an 8 year rotation. It is important to note 
that 8 year rotation concept was implemented less than 8 years ago.  


The map shows a lag; it is real. The map also shows white road where: 


1. Streets are private and some are gravel. This is a small portion of the City. 


2. Streets are State highways (portions of Addison, Blue Lakes, Shoshone, 
Washington St. S, Kimberly Rd, the 2nds). 


3. Streets are planned for major rehabilitation, reconstruction or have other 
significant construction activities (large sections of Poleline, Washington St. N, 
and sections of Eastland).  


4. Newer subdivisions are built by phase and these new roads were used for heavy 
construction access to other phases. (Park View, Federation, sections of N. 
College, Grandview Dr. N) 


5. Even though houses/businesses have been springing up, subdivision 
development was not complete and/or work was not accepted until less than 3 
years ago. Also, some subdivisions are in trust, and others are not built yet. This 
list is incomplete and moves in a counterclockwise direction through the City: 
parts of Canyon Crest Rd near Washington St N, Settlers Ridge, Northern 
Passage, Hometowne, Grandview Estates, Northern Sky, Canyon Trails, Saint 
Lukes/ WalMart, Canyonridge HS area, Fieldstone, Sunterra, Castlewood, Rock 
Creek Trails Estates, Bos’Ero, Fairway Estates (portions), Pheasant Meadows, 
Golden Eagle, Copper Basin, Calistoga, South Estates, Benno’s Point, High Plains 
Estates, some of Parkwood, some of Eastwood, Treasure Meadows, Eagle Parke, 
and Ensign Point.  


The purpose of the map is to identify needs. It is apparent that there are some areas 
where we need to schedule such as the area just south of CSI, Villa Vista, Magic Valley 
Ranches, some of the South Park area and parts of Woodland Hills and Cedarpark.  


 







The Problem Statement 


Several of the “young” subdivisions listed #5 above need to be scheduled as well as the 
orange, black and pine green sections on the map. Staff and others were concerned 
that the 8 year rotation may not be viable unless the City: 


1. Spends more money on this type of maintenance (sealcoat), or 


2. Does something different. 


The Streets budget splits expenditures among a large array of activities (sealcoat, 
overlays, major reconstruction, new signals and capacity projects, streetsweeping and 
drain maintenance, snow plowing/salt, DustGuard, patching potholes, signal 
maintenance and repair, sign and striping maintenance actions, and repair of failed 
structures/culverts).  


What is Sealcoat? What is Slurryseal? 


The portion of the streets budget dedicated to sealcoat varies but generally hovers at 
10% of the whole.  Sealcoat does 2 things for a road. It seals the pavement to slow the 
oxidation (decay) process and it improves traction. The traction from sealcoats is very 
nice when the roads are icy but not quite as nice when bicycling, pushing a stroller, or 
even walking on the roadway.  


Before tipping the existing, albeit tenuous, balance in that budget, staff chose to test 
slurryseal as an alternative to sealcoat. Slurryseal also seals the pavement to slow 
decay but it does so with less improvement to the traction of the surface. It appears to 
be a great application on lower volume, slower roads where the surface hasn’t already 
become slick. Slurryseal advocates also market the belief that slurryseal has similar 
durability to sealcoat. We chose to use a larger particle slurryseal on a few higher 
volume, higher speed roads to get a little better traction. We’ll monitor both types of 
seal to assess durability on our pavements.   


How did the slurryseal project differ from a sealcoat project? 


We did experience a number of complaints. Engineering had about 5-7 calls/day. The 
calls tapered off as the work progressed. The most common concern from citizens, 
during the slurry seal project, was that they sought to understand why City did anything 
to “perfectly good roads”. Pavement oxidizes over time. “Sealing” the surface impedes 
the oxidation process and “rejuvenates” the pavement. It is good practice to regularly 
seal roads and sealing roads will defer reconstruction which minimized long-term costs. 







The sealcoat door hangers did not identify a number to call so this may have 
contributed to the increase. Also, sealcoated pavements are “immediately” available to 
the driver; slurry is not available for a couple of hours until the material cures. The 
closure notices were for 8 hours of closure and the actual closures were about 4 hours. 
This was done to enable the contractor to progress smoothly through the work. 


 We did have citizens moving barrier (traffic control) devices and driving on newly 
sealed surfaces. We will make more effort to educate folks to minimize this action. If 
that continues over time, we will need to support the work with more aggressive traffic 
control devices and, perhaps, enforcement.  


This year, we were able to slurry seal approximately 323,340 sy for about $447,000 in 
project costs or $1.38/sy. We landed an extremely competitive bid and should exercise 
a little caution before using this price to estimate future years. The budget was 
$450,000. Last year, the sealcoat total yardage was approximately 238,250 sy for about 
$411,120 in project costs or $1.73/sy. The FY08-09 budget was $418,000. The budget 
increased by 7.6% and the cost decreased by square yard by 20%.  


Can we meet an 8 year seal cycle with our planned expenditures? Should we make a 
change? When? 


 From the 2008 Public Mileage report that we sent to ITD, we have about 243 miles of 
asphalt (plantmix) streets. We endeavor to rehabilitate 2 3 lane miles (1 mile, 30 36 
feet wide) of road every year, using zip(mill)/inlay, overlay or reconstruction. The vast 
majority of our streets are 2 lanes wide and assuming aat 30 36 feet width yields 
4,259,200 square yards (SY). If we assume $1.50/sy cost to slurryseal, the program is 
about a 14 year program. Staff increases the sealcoat budget every year in an effort to 
keep up with cost escalation of labor and materials. The move to slurryseal some roads 
is an economic step in the right direction but, as the sole change to the way we 
maintain roads, slurryseal will not achieve an 8 year cycle. 


Using the following assumptions: 


street revenues follow projections, 


current inflation of the sealcoat line item of the budget keeps up with actual 
inflation,  


square yardage calculations are confirmed, by Engineering or Streets, at 
4,259,200, and, 


slurryseal bids yields $1.50/sy to do the work, 







we will need to adjust the streets budget to approach $800,000 for sealcoating 
annually. This, however, is not the only answer.  


There is an application commonly called fogseal that applies sealant without any of the 
sand or gravel that improves traction. In the summer of 2010, we plan to place fogseal 
on our “newer”, low volume roads and on roads where the gravel part of the chipseal is 
still in great shape.  


After review of the Street Fund Projection, dated 9/3/09, it is not clear the highway user 
fees will stay flat and that franchise fees or investment income will perform as 
expected. I would recommend waiting to increase the sealcoat budget substantially 
until after the Washington St N projects complete. Remember, if change orders on the 
construction exceed the federal-aid limit, the City is responsible for 100% of the costs. 
We will obviously endeavor to have none of that and will move to confine the overruns 
to the Master Plan projects line item ($400,000).  The projections for 2011-12 appear to 
be able to facilitate the additional funding to the sealcoat line item while continuing to 
save for (or build) the master plan projects line item. The master plan projects line item 
includes major reconstruction projects that do not include widening, as well as widening 
and signal projects in the Transportation Master Plan.  


Next steps for staff are  


1. confirm the square yardage of pavement maintained by Streets 


2. determine locations and consider the alternatives of placing fogseal with City 
forces versus contract labor  


3. prior to recommending a substantial increase to the sealcoat budget, evaluate 
the needs for rehabilitation (mill/inlay or overlay) major reconstruction, and 
capacity improvement projects 


4. propose budget allocations that meet goals or propose modifications to City’s 
performance goals with regard to street projects.  
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Request: 
The staff is seeking direction from the City Council on a series of projects.   


Time Estimate: 
The conversation should take approximately 15 minutes. 


Background:   
 


The purpose of this agenda item is to seek clarification on a series of items.  Those items include: 
 


• Downtown Parking:   Since the discussion of dissolving the Business Improvement District (BID), members 
of the City Council have asked: should the City be in the parking business?  The city owns seven parking 
lots throughout the downtown area.  The Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency owns one lot.  The City 
maintains the lots it owns.  It enforces parking regulations, both metered on-street and in the lots.      
 


• Truck Weight and Limits:  In light of the significant capital investments made to the City’s transportation 
system, the members of the City Council have discussed the concept of setting weight restrictions, 
regulating overall truck weights and capacities on city streets and roadways 
 


• Strategic Plan – The primary purpose of the City’s strategic plan is to guide the City Council and City Staff 
decisions for a period of time, typically a five to ten year period of time.  The City has accomplished many of 
the current strategic plan’s goals, objectives and tasks.  It is time to consider revising and updating the City’s 
strategic planning.   If the City is going to update or revise its strategic plan, the City Council needs to have 
a discussion about the process and engaging the services of a strategic planning professional.  Those 
discussions will allow the City to allocate the appropriate amount of funds and allow the staff to being the 
process of finding and selecting a consultant. 
 


• Development standards – The City of Twin Falls has created several development standards.  The City 
staff believes its development standards should be reviewed periodically.   
 


Again, the purpose of this agenda item is to develop a path to complete these items in the near future, not to resolve 
or solve these issues at this meeting.  From the direction and input provided by the City Council, the City Manager 
and members of the City’s staff will develop a path to complete each of the items discussed above.   


Conclusion:  


For this, the Council will be able to provide direction to the City Manager and other members of the City’s 
staff on these projects and issues. 


Attachments: 


1. None 
 


Date:  Monday, April 18, 2011. 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Travis Rothweiler, City Manager 












 


 


COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
LANCE   TRIP    DON     DAVID E.   WILLIAM A.  GREG    REBECCA          


 


CLOW    CRAIG   HALL    JOHNSON       KEZELE   LANTING   MILLS SOJKA 
         Mayor             Vice Mayor 


 
 
 
 


 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER:   5:00 P.M. 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG 
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   


PROCLAMATIONS:  
 


AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 


1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 11-18, 2011. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 


2. Consideration of the April 4 and 11, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of a request by Jose Perez, Garibaldi’s Mexican Restaurant, to approve an 


outdoor event at their facility beginning at 5:00 p.m. and ending at 9:00 p.m. on Thursday, 
May 5, 2011. 


4. Consideration of a request to approve a Half Marathon sponsored by the Magic Valley 
Community Fun Run Organization.  This event will be held on Saturday, June 4, 2011, and 
will coincide with the Western Days Event and Parade.  


5. Consideration of a request by Rosalinda Paiz to approve the 22nd Annual Mother’s Day 
and Latin Fiesta to be held at the City Park. 


6. Consideration of a request to approve the Western Days Special Events Application and 
Western Days Parade Application.  Western Days is scheduled to be held on Friday, June 
3; Saturday, June 4; and Sunday, June 5, 2011.   The Western Days Parade is scheduled 
to be held on Saturday, June 4, 2011. 


 


Action 
 


Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Leila Sanchez 
Dan McAtee 
 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
 
Dan McAtee 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 


II. 
1. Consideration of a request from the Library Board of Trustees that an Idaho Power Rebate 


Check that the Library received because of the HVAC Project, be used by the Library to 
replace the two outdated rooftop heat pumps on the 1939 building.  


ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  


2. Consideration of a request to rename California Street to Bridge Street. 
3. Consideration of a status report on roadway projects, including the 2011 Chip seal project. 
4. The staff is seeking direction from the City Council on a series of projects.   
5. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council.   


 
Action 
 
 
Action 
Report 
Direction 
 


 
Susan Ash 
 
 
Jackie Fields 
Jackie Fields 
Travis Rothweiler 
 
 


III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:  
IV.    


 
PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M.  – None. 


 
 
 


V.  ADJOURNMENT  :  :  To Executive Session 67-2345(1)(c) To conduct deliberations concerning 
  labor negotiations or to acquire an interest in real property which is not owned by a public 
  agency. 
 


 


*Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting should 
contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days before the meeting. 


AGENDA 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 


April 18, 2011 
City Council Chambers 


305 3rd Avenue East Twin Falls, Idaho 
 


 







AGENDA 
April 18, 2011 
Page 2 of 2 


 


 
Twin Falls City Council 


Public Hearing Procedures for Zoning Requests 
 
1. Prior to opening the first Public Hearing of the session, the Mayor shall review the public hearing procedures. 
 
2. Individuals wishing to testify or speak before the City Council shall wait to be recognized by the Mayor, approach the 


microphone/podium, state their name and address, then proceed with their comments.  Following their statements, 
they shall write their name and address on the record sheet(s) provided by the City Clerk.  The City Clerk shall make 
an audio recording of the Public Hearing. 


 
3. The Applicant, or the spokesperson for the Applicant, will make a presentation on the application/request (request).  


No changes to the request may be made by the applicant after the publication of the Notice of Public Hearing.  The 
presentation should include the following: 


• A complete explanation and description of the request. 
• Why the request is being made. 
• Location of the Property. 
• Impacts on the surrounding properties and efforts to mitigate those impacts. 


Applicant is limited to 15 minutes, unless a written request for additional time is received, at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing, and granted by the Mayor. 


 
4. A City Staff Report shall summarize the application and history of the request. 


• The City Council may ask questions of staff or the applicant pertaining to the request. 
 


5. The general public will then be given the opportunity to provide their testimony regarding the request.  The Mayor 
may limit public testimony to no less than two minutes per person. 


• Five or more individuals, having received personal public notice of the application under consideration, may 
select by written petition, a spokesperson.  The written petition must be received at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing and must be granted by the mayor.  The spokesperson shall be limited to 15 minutes.   


• Written comments, including e-mail, shall be either read into the record or displayed to the public on the 
overhead projector. 


• Following the Public Testimony, the applicant is permitted five (5) minutes to respond to Public Testimony. 
 


6. Following the Public Testimony and Applicant’s response, the hearing shall continue.  The City Council, as 
recognized by the Mayor, shall be allowed to question the Applicant, Staff or anyone who has testified.  The Mayor 
may again establish time limits. 


 
7. The Mayor shall close the Public Hearing.  The City Council shall deliberate on the request.  Deliberations and 


decisions shall be based upon the information and testimony provided during the Public Hearing.  Once the Public 
Hearing is closed, additional testimony from the staff, applicant or public is not allowed.  Legal or procedural 
questions may be directed to the City Attorney. 


 
* Any person not conforming to the above rules may be prohibited from speaking.  Persons refusing to comply with such 


prohibitions may be asked to leave the hearing and, thereafter removed from the room by order of the Mayor. 


 
 





		PROCLAMATIONS: 






























































































































April 18, 2011, City Council Meeting 
 
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM: Susan Ash, Director 
        Twin Falls Public Library 
 
 
Request:


 


  The Library Board of Trustees will bring a recommendation that the Idaho 
Power Rebate Check for $18,319, that was presented to the Twin Falls Public Library 
after finishing our current HVAC Capital Improvements Project, be used to replace the 
two outdated rooftop heat pumps on the 1939 building. 


Background:


 


  The Library just finished a renovation of the HVAC (Heating, Ventilation, 
and Air Conditioning) system.  The two rooftop air handlers on the 1939 building were 
not a part of the original project but it was understood that they would need to be 
replaced in the near future.  These two heat pumps were installed in 1991 when the 
Library was remodeled.  These units are nearing the end of their useful lives and should 
be replaced. 


History:


 


  The Twin Falls Public Library was originally built in the late 1930’s.  Additions 
were completed in 1975 and then again in 1991, giving the building a total of 42,000 
square feet.  During that time the building had several upgrades to the HVAC system, the 
latest being the complete overhaul this past year as part of a Capital Improvements 
request.    


Budget Impact:


 


  The estimated cost of the two rooftop heat pumps is $26,000.  The 
Library was planning to request a Capital Improvement for this next fiscal year 
(2011/2012) in order to purchase these units.  Instead, the Library is asking to use the 
Idaho Power Rebate Check for $18,319 immediately to purchase these two heat pumps.  
The Library Director and the Library Trustees have reviewed the Library’s current budget 
and would be able to make up the difference by using some money from our current 
operating budget lines.  Therefore, our next year’s Capital Improvements request would 
be reduced by $26,000. 


Regulatory Impact:
 


  N/A 


Conclusion:


 


  The Library asks that this recommendation be approved so that these two 
rooftop heat pumps could be purchased and it would complete our integrated and 
efficient HVAC system that will provide comfort for the patrons and staff and will also 
create an environment for the protection and preservation of the books and other 
materials. 


Thank you and Take Time to Read! 












 
 


Request: 
Consideration of a request to rename California Street to Bridge Street. 
 


Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 2 minutes. 


Background: 
California Street was established in 1923 as platted right of way in Fargo Addition Subdivision.  California 
Street extends in a southwesterly direction from Washington Street for approximately 200 feet and 
becomes Bridge Street as it turns back to the southeast. 
Presently there is one business that does front California Street, although they are utilizing a Bridge Street 
address.  Renaming California Street would allow Bridge Street to continue north to Washington Street, 
thus allowing for continuity and simplifying addressing and street signage.     


Approval Process: 


 City Code Section 8-1-3 states: The names of streets and avenues as given and shown on the map of the 
City adopted by the City Council on February 25, 1957, and on file in the office of the City Clerk, or as may 
hereafter be renamed by said Council, are hereby declared to be the names of the same. Names of all 
streets and avenues hereafter dedicated shall be approved by the City Council. (1958 Code, ch. IV, art. 1).   


Budget Impact: 
The Council’s approval of this request will not impact the City budget.  


Regulatory Impact: 
None.  


Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council approve the request to rename California Street to Bridge Street. 


Attachments: 
1. Location Map 
 


Date:  April 18, 2011 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Jacqueline D. Fields, P.E., City Engineer 
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		Name Change California St to Bridge St

		California Street Location Map







