1-20-07 2:20am email from Michele Gordon (co-chair of Parks Committee) to:

'JimKimbrough@aol.com'; GRBUCKLEY419@houston.rr.com
BEFranken@consolidated.net; larisaloera@houston.rr.com; SOLLOCKHOMES@aol.com; Stuart@allenpagina.com; castahh@consolidated.net; comerreggie@netzero.net; slfinc@gmail.com; lhaley58@houston.rr.com; vrpyrch@ev1.net; KLNMLV@consolidated.net; clw151@earthlink.net; 'Barbara Franken'; 'BBBRUNASSO@aol.com'; 'Brian Fainter'; 'Brian L Ramaker'; 'Ron Swasta'; 'Scott Sentell'; 'Judy Yawitz'; 'ThomasNKornett@aol.com'; 'larisaloera@houston.rr.com'; edwardsb@consolidated.net; lmartin@misd.org; clw151@earthlink.net; dshockey@consolidated.net; edwardsb@consolidated.net; Gordon, Michele; jimkimbrough@aol.com; larisaloera@houston.rr.com; lmartin@misd.org; PTibbs@aol.com; smariemaldonado@hotmail.com; SMickeydoc@aol.com; sollockhomes@aol.com; rgaca@yahoo.com
Please see my comments below in Blue in response to the various questions.  

Thanks,

Michele



From: JimKimbrough@aol.com [mailto:JimKimbrough@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 19, 2007 4:55 PM
To: GRBUCKLEY419@houston.rr.com
Cc: BEFranken@consolidated.net; larisaloera@houston.rr.com; SOLLOCKHOMES@aol.com; Stuart@allenpagina.com; castahh@consolidated.net; comerreggie@netzero.net; slfinc@gmail.com; lhaley58@houston.rr.com; vrpyrch@ev1.net; KLNMLV@consolidated.net; clw151@earthlink.net; Gordon, Michele
Subject: MT POA meeting last evening
Glen, 

I was unable to attend last nights meeting so I apologize in advance for asking for some answers that probably would not be necessary if I had attended. But nevertheless, I would like to hear from you.

 

I will try to make this easy.

 

When we met a couple of weeks ago regarding building a road through Blue Lake in sect 2, no clear answers came from this meeting. However it was decided to allow a larger number of MT residents from all sections see this beautiful place by having a "Spring Fling picnic, fun weekend" so as many residents as possible could make their opinions known to the board before you make a decision to spend a lot of money on a road.

 

1. Is this an accurate assessment of this meeting? 
I think this is a GREAT idea to wait.  I would not recommend that ANY repairs be done to the road at all on either side until after this event is held.  This will allow all that turn out for the event to see the current state of the roads as they are today.  I also think this is a great opportunity for residents to be able to carry their items in just as they would for a family picnic since that is what it will be on a larger scale and not just a stroll out about by themselves for a walk.   

 

We discussed whether there is a need for a road that only a VERY SMALL percentage of residents would use.(+- 2%) 

2. Is this an accurate statement? 
I still think you misunderstand what has been presented to be done.  The road is already there, the only thing we have submitted (at the request of the Board) is to repair/perform maintenance on the current road since nothing has been done to it pretty much since it was created.  The maintenance is not to bring the road to a higher standard as far as roads go, or to make it more feasible for vehicular traffic.  It is to do maintenance to prevent further erosion and smooth it out -   Raise the center to create drainage to the side of the road vs. down the middle, have clay as the base (as suggested by Jimmy and agreed upon by Glenn), with a binder/stabilizer on top to prevent erosion every time it rains and have it packed down into the clay.  Jimmy says the clay acts as a raincoat so that the water does not easily penetrate the top stabilizing layer and everything stays in place.  The only maintenance plan presented at this time was the dam/lake road from the East and West, not going back to the picnic/BBQ area in the reserve.  No plans to come in and work on this road (down to the Lake Creek Park/reserve) have been discussed or are on the future plans.  

This would also make it nicer for those who would like to walk, run or ride bikes here.  At this time it is not the smoothest path for anything with the water erosion criss-crossing over it or through it.

There were some concerns over the material to be used on the top layer. There are options for the top binder/stabilizing layer, although the TCQ (I think this is the correct initials, per Glenn) is currently using crushed concrete as the environmentally friendly choice, crushed limestone was also mentioned and then there is gravel if the size is large enough for the grade of the road.  This will just require that we ask for a change of material to the contractor selected.  Glenn was going to do more research into the dangers of using crushed concrete, and since he is pretty much an expert in environmental issues, I would think his decision should be acceptable by all for the material choice.    It was also mentioned that if we used the same contractor that the Lake Committee used for the repair of the dam/spillway and did the work at the same time, we could save money on equipment fees, but it does not look like that is going to happen.

The lakes are to be accessible for those that would like to put small, non-motorized boats on them, and we do have this on this lake (canoe’s and small john boat types are the ones I have seen most often brought down).   They are a large investment and great benefit to the neighborhood to be enjoyed by all.

There is also equipment and maintenance vehicles (mowers and such) that are going to HAVE to have driving access to maintain these parks.  The small amount of residents that choose to drive down here is not going to be noticeable over this.  The roads can be closed when there has been lots of rain and they are not feasible for driving (to minimize damage if they are saturated), not that this would be a high traffic time anyway, by a second lock can be put on the gate.  This does will not incur any additional expense; accept for the 2 locks which would be about $10.

 

We discussed that this place has natural beauty and that perhaps more people would use this as a hiking,biking trails area if trails were developed and maintained and some day even tied in with all the trails in other sections in MT.

3. Is this an accurate statement? 
Doing maintenance does not take away from the natural beauty of this area.  It also creates a better walking, running and biking surface those that would like to use it for these activities, especially biking.   We want to increase the usage of all the park areas; that is the goal and reason for improvements.

Trail development that ties to this area would be great, but the area to the East has posted signs for “no trespassing” where the overflow runs to the creek.  You may be able to tie in to some trails if there is access behind the homeowners to the West.  I don’t know if there is a public easement between their property and the creek.  I do know that Brian Fainter is looking for those interested is working on developing the trails so if you are interested in this you should let him know.  I don’t think anyone has shown much interest in working on this committee last time I talked to him about it.

Having these parks driving accessible by MT residents who also pay for the upkeep on this park, is not going to take away from any of the above activities or cost any additional money.  I really don’t understand the adamant sentiments that were VERBALLY expressed that day of the meeting at Blue Lake and Lake Creek Park by many (majority of them not from sections 1-3) that these 3 parks and lake should be ONLY for those who are physically fit enough to get down to it on their own 2 feet or a bike; and if you are handicapped/physically challenged, too old, have kids too young to walk in or just otherwise not easily able to walk in, or if you would like to be able to drive in for a nice family picnic/afternoon and such, then you should use Nickerson Park.  This sounds like a law-suit waiting to happen.

Personally I don’t see why it is so hard to understand that ALL can be accommodated to use these areas in safety, harmony and respect for others with out a loss to those who want to hike and bike.  

10+ years of driving with no real road, more like just a driving trail going to Lake Creek Park and it is still in pretty good shape for NO maintenance.  This also goes to support that the erosion on the steeper graded roads coming down to the lake is primarily caused by water erosion and not vehicle traffic.  There is not the erosion issue on the flat part of the road once you get down to the lake or on the flat driving area going to the Lake Creek Park reserve.

 

I heard conflicting reports that the board agreed with a motion from Michele Gordon to approve funding the road construction. 
What I asked in regards to the roads was what did the Board want to do at this time on the roads and gates as they are still open items.  They said we could put the gates in and do some repair/maintenance to the road on the East side (by the Sollock’s) and to wait to do any repair on the other side.  I told them that it would be more cost effective to do it all at one time and we would wait until both sides could be done, which at minimum would be after the dam/spill was is repaired and we don’t have a date on that.  It was decided that we could put the gates up to provide better security on the East side, but wait on the West side until after the dam/spillway work is done (we did not want to worry that it would not get possible damage during that work).  Now we will wait and put both gates in at the same time.

 

 

Are you going to just repair the damaged areas where there is a lot of erosion to the existing East West road that goes across the dam?  

That was the proposed the plan, although not the road over the dam (in case you thought that).  However, we are not going to repair anything (accept maybe the dam/spillway by the Lake Committee) before the Spring Fling Picnic. 

Additionally, there was NOT a plan to work on the road going to the reserve /Lake Creek Park, but after walking it that day, it was mentioned that it might need some minor fill in low spots and help to direct the water in the direction that we want it to go.  No further discussions have been made on this, or planned at this time.  That will be a Board directed decision.

 

Are you going to go forward in making this a road for automobiles?

It was always/already a road for vehicles; the plan is not to turn it in to something that it wasn’t already.  

  

Initially, the major reasons given for wanting these parks blocked from driving access was to prevent kids from other areas coming down here, throwing parties and causing damage, people driving down into the park to have sex, workers coming down here for their lunch breaks while building homes in the neighborhood and there was the ever present threat that a child molester would drive down here for the kids.  The solution/compromise reached by the majority was to keep the park gates closed, but give the combination to MT residents that are current on dues and would like to have driving access.  They would request the combination from CKM and sign an agreement to state they would be responsible for closing the gate after them and not giving it out to others.  CKM would also maintain the list of who had the combination.  The Constable would also be able to check it on his patrols of the area to ensure no foul play.  It would also allow for emergency access should that ever be necessary if someone was hurt down in the park.

 

Again I thank you for all you do for our community.  I hope some day to be able to have Thursdays free so I may attend these meetings.  I understand they sometime get quite interesting, if not worse.  

 

Jim & Sue Kimbrough

206 Forest Wind Circle 

 

 

 
