EDMOND CI TY COUNCI L M NUTES
Sept enber 26, 2005
Mayor Saundra Naifeh called the regular neeting of the Ednond
City Council to order at 5:30 p.m, Mnday, Septenber 26, 2005,
in the Gty Council Chanbers.

2. Approval of M nutes. Motion by MIler, seconded by Page,

to approve Septenber 12, 2005, M nutes. Motion carried as
fol |l ows:
AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M| I er
NAYS: None
3. Appoi ntments to Boards and Commni Ssi ons:

A Appoi nt ment to the Ctizens Participation Commttee
( CDBG) . Mayor Naifeh nom nated Joy Sharpe to replace Kim
Weat hers.

Motion by MIler, seconded by Page, to approve Item 3. A
Motion carried as foll ows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M I | er
NAYS: None

B. Appointnment to the Visual Arts Conm ssion. Mayor Nai feh
stated this itemwould be continued to the next neeting.

4. GENERAL CONSENT | TEMS: (CGeneral Consent Itens were voted
on collectively except where noted.)

A. Approval of Admi nistrative |ltens:

1) Acceptance of City Manager’s Financial Report for
nont h endi ng August 31, 2005.

2) Acceptance of Cty Treasurer’s |nvestnent Report
for nonth endi ng August 31, 2005.

3) Approval of FY 2004/05 year-end budget anendnents
to bal ance depart nment al budget categories for
governnental fund types.
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4) Approval of collective bargaining agreenent for
FY 2005/06 for the Fraternal Oder of Police, Lodge
136.

B. Approval of Purchases:

1) Approval of budgeted funds for ~capital and
operating expenditures for the CGuthrie/ Ednond Regi ona
Airport in the anmount of $1,717.91.

2) Approval to reject proposals received for the CS
Project Manager for the Uility Custoner Services
Depart nent .

3) Approval of energency design contract with MEC
Engi neering Consultants, Inc. for design of drainage
structures under Ednond Road, east of Santa Fe in the
amount of $38, 400.

4) Approval of utility relocation agreenent with ONG
for Boul evar d W deni ng, Danforth to Covel |
| nprovenents project in the amount of $80, 932.

5) Approval of renewal agreenment wth Gallagher
Basset t Servi ces, I nc. to provide third party
adm nistrative services for worker’s conpensation
clains in the anobunt of $25, 000.

6) Appr oval to reject bids received for t he
Comunity Park |ocated at 33 Street and Boul evard for
t he Park Departnent.

Motion by Lanb, seconded by Sanford, to approve GCeneral
Consent Items 4.A (1-4) and 4.B.(1-6). Motion carried as

foll ows:
AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lamb and M| er
NAYS: None

Motion by MIler, seconded by Page, to recess the Cty Counci
nmeeting in order to convene the Ednond Public Wrks Authority
meeting. Mtion carried as follows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council menbers Page,
Sanford, Lanmb and M1l er
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NAYS: None

PLANNING CONSENT ITEMS:

Public Hearing and Consideration of commercial Site Plan approval for Fairfield Inn Suites, located
west of Hampton Inn, south of the Holiday Inn Express and the Conoco station (Kajal Inn, Inc.,
applicant) Case No. SP050038.

Motion by Lanb, seconded by Mller, to approve Planning
Consent Item 8. A Mbtion carried as foll ows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M I | er
NAYS: None

Public Hearing and Consideration of comercial Site Plan
approval for a nedical clinic, located on the southwest
corner of Homestead Boulevard and Santa Fe (Mercy Health
Clinic/Honestead, applicant) Case No. SP050037. The
buil ding contains 12,400 square feet and 100 parking spaces
will be provided. Pl anning Conm ssion reconmended
approval .

Counci | renber M|l er stated he was concerned about the rear
of the building since it is just a long wall wth no
aest hetic inprovenents. He noted 141 feet of exposed roof
line will be visible to neighboring homeowners and he asked
if it would be possible to inprove this area to provide a
better view for honmeowners.

Russ Roberts, representing Danforth Devel opnent Conpany,

addressed Council on behalf of the applicant. He stated
after questions were raised during the Planning Comm ssion
nmeeti ng t he appl i cant | ower ed t he r oof l'ine by
approximately four feet. M. Roberts stated there are

nmedi cal offices on the west side of the building and there
was no way to add an off set to the building because of the
par ki ng. He noted they are utilizing all of the lot for
the building and parking |ot. M. Roberts stated the
Honest ead Center has 600 feet of exposed roof and they have
not had any objections.

Motion by Lanb, seconded by Sanford, to approve Planning
Consent Item 8.B. Mdtion carried as follows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council menbers Page,
Sanford, Lanmb and M|l er
NAYS: None
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9. Public Hearing and Consideration of Odinance No. 2945
anending Ednond Plan Il from Single Famly Dwelling to Medium
Density Residential usage, |located on the north side of C egern,
east of Broadway, 11 E. Cegern (Alan Wshon, applicant) Case
No. Z050039. The site contains 14,000 square feet and is nore
specifically shown as Lots 32-35, Block 10, Rossnore Addition.
The property falls within the Downtown Study boundaries and is
in a transition area north of the <core Central Business

District. The applicant plans to renove the existing 50-year
old honme and construct two duplex dwellings containing four
units. The land located to the north has been devel oped as

multi-famly for many years and nore recently the Ednond Pl an
was anmended for property on Lincoln to allow two duplex units.

Counci | menber Page stated he would like to see the transition
area inproved and existing standards naintained. He asked if
requesting the applicant to develop the property as a Planned
Unit Devel opnent (PUD) could be requested by Council as the
appropriate path to take.

Alan Wshon addressed Council and stated the property was part
of a famly trust and the old house belonged to the famly. He
noted renoving the old and dilapidated home will inprove the
area and provide nore affordable housing which Ednond is in need
of .

Counci | menber Lanb stated the Central Ednond Urban Board is
encouragi ng residential re-developnent in the transition area to
support the core activities. He noted this application has not
been reviewed by the Uban Board but that it neets the
objectives of the residential expansion in the transition zone
north of the core area.

Motion by Page, seconded by MIller, to approve Odinance No.

2945 as read by title by Gty Planner. Motion carried as
fol |l ows:
AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council menbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M| I er
NAYS: None

Motion by Lanb, seconded by MIler, to attach Energency C ause
to Ordinance No. 2945. Motion carried as follows and O di nance
No. 2945 is in effect imedi ately:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
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Sanford, Lanb and M Il er
NAYS: None

10. Public Hearing and Consideration of Odinance No. 2946
rezoning from “A” Single Famly Dwelling to “C-2” Medium Density
Residential District, |ocated on the north side of C egern, east
of Broadway, 11 E. Cegern (Alan Wshon, applicant) Case No.
Z050040. This is a conpanion to the above item and was
di scussed at that tine.

Motion by MIller, seconded by Page, to approve Odinance No.

2946 as read by title by Gty Planner. Motion carried as
fol | ows:
AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council menbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M| I er
NAYS: None

11. Public Hearing and Consideration of comercial Site Plan
approval for Suds Carwash, |ocated on the west side of Broadway,
north of 15'" Street, 1401 S. Broadway (Suds USA, LLC, applicant)
Case No. SP050039. The site contains 18,600 square feet. The

3,408 square foot building will replace the existing car wash
which will be renoved. Two variances are requested regarding
the exterior walls and the wall signs. The applicant is

proposing to use blue pre-finished netal walls of conposite
alum num for the majority of the exterior walls. The applicant
is also requesting larger wall signs than allowed and that are

not |ocated on an enclosed wall. The plan proposes pink signs
with a blue background. The sign copy conplies with City
regul ations but the use of bubbles on the wall material mnakes
the entire wall a sign and is therefore too |arge. The only

enclosed wall on which a sign can be placed is in the center
part of the car wash. Planning Conmm ssion reconmended deni al .

Stanl ey Rogers, CEO of Suds USA, addressed Council and stated no
other city in which they have constructed the car wash has
objected to the netal exterior walls. He noted the nmetal is not
a corrugated netal but a conposite netal that was chosen because
of it longevity and it also holds its color and does not fade
over tine. M. Rogers stated the netal is nore expensive than
tile but wll not be as long |asting. He noted the car wash
bays will be all tile. He stated the bubbles on the exterior
wall's were designed to break up the netal wall and are part of
the architecture and do not constitute a sign. He stated as a
conprom se they will agree to renove the bubbles from the end
caps.
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Mayor Naifeh stated she alnost never approves sign variances
because she feels the standards are inposed for a reason. She
stated it would not be difficult to see that the building was a
car wash w thout the bubbl es. Mayor Naifeh noted that other
recent car washes look like quality buildings and she felt this
bui | di ng shoul d al so. She stated while construction of the car
wash woul d be an inprovenent to the area, she felt the design of
t he car wash coul d al so be better.

Counci | menber Sanford stated she is also opposed to the

vari ances. She stated although Broadway is not t hat
aesthetically pleasing now, she stated Council has been
di scussing inproving Broadway and she did not feel this design
woul d be an inprovenent. She stated she was al so opposed to the
bays opening onto Broadway. Council nmenber Sanford stated if the
end caps faced Broadway she would not find it t hat
obj ecti onabl e. She stated any variances regarding signs and

even exterior wall materials would make it nore difficult to
resolve an ongoing problem with an existing car wash’s non-
conform ng sign. She noted appearance of Broadway was extrenely
i nportant to her.

Counci | mrenber Page agreed with Council nenber Sanford and stated
Broadway is the primary entrance into the City and he felt by
approving the variances it would be setting a precedent for
ot her devel opers to request variances in the future.

The applicant distributed several alternate designs to Council
and general discussion was held on which design would conply
with the City’s site plan standards.

M. Rogers stated he would agree to renove the bubbles from all
the exterior walls except for the 195 foot wall sign on the
front, and to tile the end caps rather than using the conposite
metal. He stated they would not agree to face the car wash bays
away from Broadway due to safety and security, especially for
their femal e custoners.

Motion by Lanb, seconded by MIler, to approve Item No. 11 using
the nodified design with respect to the elevations between the
conposite netal and the tile and subject to conpliance of the
sign copy with Gty codes Motion carried as foll ows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanmb and M| er
NAYS: None
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12. Public Hearing and Consideration of Prelimnary Plat for
Autum Ridge Addition, located north of Covell Road, one-half
mle east of Bryant, and west of the Asheforde Qaks Addition
(Gordon Am ni, applicant) Case No. PR050020. The site contains
71.5 acres and will add 130 additional lots to the existing two
phases of the devel opnent for a total of 175 |ots. A majority
of the streets are public, however, there is a section of the
devel opnment that contains private gated streets north of the

site owed by the Ednond School District. A variance is
requested to allow 20 foot front setbacks on this 51 lot private
street phase. Only one entrance has been provided which wl

connect to Covell Road. A construction access runs west of the
school property and is for wutility construction purposes only.
Wodcrest Lane will be a stub out to the school district
property for a possible future second connection. No attenpt
has been nmade to connect to Steeplechase Addition in conpliance
with those residents desires. O her additions with a simlar
nunber of lots and one entrance have been approved recently.
Pl anni ng Conmmi ssi on reconmended approval .

Randel Shadid, attorney representing the applicant, addressed

Council and stated when the original prelimnary plat was
submtted it contained five acres |less than the current
application and nore platted |ots. He stated at this point he

did not know if the school district would all ow Wodcrest to be
connected as a second entry. He noted as a worst case scenario
there would be a crash gate on Wodcrest. M. Shadid stated
al though optimally a second entrance is needed for the anount of
lots in the developnment, there is no other place for a second
entrance other than Wodcrest. He noted there are several other
subdivisions that contain a mxed use with both public and
private gated street additions in the same devel opnent.

Phil Elstromwho is building a home in the first phase of Autum
Ri dge Addition, addressed Council and requested the existing
construction entrance continue to be wused until the current
phase is conplete and that no lots in the second phase be sold
until all the hones in the first phase are built.

Bob Schierneyer, Cty Planner, addressed Council and stated
there is no policy requiring that home builders and their crews
use only the construction access. He stated it is encouraged
but difficult to enforce due to the nunber of builders who may
be working in the area. He noted that each application is
reviewed on its own nerits and that it would be cost prohibitive
to require developers to provide nore than one access for
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additions with a certain nunber of lots due to the existing
additions that have additional phases.

M. Shadid stated the developer wll <certainly take into
consideration using the construction access when constructing
i nprovenents such as water and sewer lines, etc. since it is in

their best interest to do so.

Bill Burge, Asheforde Oaks Addition, addressed Council and
stated he owmns two lots that backup to the applicant’s property.
He stated he was told by the devel oper that he was contenpl ating
leaving a 50 foot barrier on the east next to Asheforde Oaks
which is not shown on the current plat.

M. Shadid stated he was not aware of any agreenents to |eave a
50 foot barrier next to Asheforde Caks and that it was not part
of the prelimnary plat being considered. He noted the hones in
this area are somewhat simlar as far as size as those in
Asheforde Oaks. M. Shadid stated nobst honmeowners prefer
additions with only one access for safety reasons.

Kat e Whot en, Ednond Nei ghborhood Alliance, addressed Council and
stated because of the difficulty that rescuers have had reaching
hurricane victinms she felt tonight would be a good time for
Council to determ ne the maxi num nunber of hones that wll be
allowed in an addition with only one entrance in order to
alleviate any problens the Cty nmay have during a tornado or

other acts of nature in reaching affected citizens. She asked
if the access road could be used as a second entrance after the
construction phase is conplete. Ms. Woten stated the crash
gate into the school property will help with access but if the

school district denies access to their property it would be
difficult to get fire trucks and other heavy equipnment into the
addi ti on.

Counci | menber Lanb stated he also advocates nultiple entrances
in an addition of this size but the subject property has a major
drai nage basin that feeds through the addition. He noted the
existing entry contains a split nedian which provides two | anes
of traffic and in the event that one of the lanes is closed then
there would at least still be another access lane in and out of
the addition. He noted nost of the surrounding area has
previ ously been devel oped and does not have any stub outs to
al l ow nore than one entrance.

Motion by Lanmb, seconded by Mller, to approve Item No. 12.
Motion carried as foll ows:
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AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M|l er
NAYS: None

13. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 2947 adding Bed and Breakfast as a Special Use

Permit in “D-1” Restricted Commercial District. Each application will be reviewed individually as to size and
characteristics in order to document the conditions prior to any approval. A property owner is anticipating
submitting an application as soon as the ordinance, if approved, is effective.

Motion by Page, seconded by MIller, to approve Odinance No.

2947 as read by title by Gty Planner. Motion carried as
fol |l ows:
AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanmb and M| er
NAYS: None
14. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance amending Edmond Plan 11l from Single Family

Dwelling to General Commercial Planned Unit Development (PUD) usage, located on the southeast corner of
Covell Road and Coltrane (David Huffman, applicant) Case No. Z050042 (Continued to October 24, 2005, at
request of applicant).

15. Public Hearing and Consideration of O dinance rezoning from
“aA” Single Famly Dwelling to “E-1” Ceneral Commercial District
Pl anned Unit Devel opnent (PUD), |ocated on the southeast corner
of Covell Road and Coltrane Avenue (David Huffman, applicant)
Case No. Z050041 (Continued to Cctober 24, 2005, at request of
applicant).

16. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance amending Edmond Plan 11l from Single Family
Dwelling to Suburban Office District Planned Unit Development (PUD) usage, located on the southeast
corner of Covell Road and Coltrane (David Huffman, applicant) Case No. Z050042 (Continued to October 24,
2005, at request of applicant).

17. Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance rezoning from “A” Single Family Dwelling to “D-0”
Suburban Office District Planned Unit Development (PUD), located on the southeast corner of Covell Road
and Coltrane (David Huffman, applicant) Case No. 2050042 (Continued to October 24, 2005, at request of
applicant).

18. Consideration of Resolution No. 31-05 declaring the necessity of acquiring certain real property
within the City of Edmond, Oklahoma, for public use and authorizing acquisition by Eminent Domain
(Covell and Sooner Roads). Approval of the proposed resolution will authorize staff to proceed with
condemnation of tracts of land near the northeast corner of Covell and Sooner Roads. This property will be used for
water line, bridge and road improvements. This process is necessary due to the inability of staff to negotiate with
the property owner to acquire the property. This action is necessary in order for the project to move forward.

Dr. Joe Freund, owner of the above property, addressed Council
and stated approximately 2% nonths ago he requested information
through the Open Records Act and has not received the
information that he requested. He stated he did not want to ask
an attorney to intervene in order to get the information.
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Steve Murdock, City Attorney, stated he was unaware that the
information had not been received and he requested that Dr.
Freund fax him the request and he would nmake sure the
informati on was provided to him

Motion by Lanb, seconded by MIler, to approve Resolution No. 31
-05. Mdtion carried as follows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page, Lanb
and M1 er
NAYS: Counci | renber Sanford

19.  NEW BUSI NESS:

Counci | menber Lanb announced that a regional OWA neeting
regarding the contract extension will be held at the University
Center at UCO on Cctober 13'™" at 6:00 p.m and he invited all the
Counci | menbers to attend.

Mayor Naifeh stated Septenber has been National Preparedness
Month and the committee formed for this purpose has already held
two neetings. She stated she has had a request to discuss this

information at a Council neeting or workshop. Consensus of
Council was to discuss this item during a strategic planning
wor kshop.

20. Modtion by Page, seconded by Mller, to adjourn neeting.
Motion carried as foll ows:

AYES: Mayor Nai feh, Council nenbers Page,
Sanford, Lanb and M| er
NAYS. None

Cty derk May or



