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City Council Meeting Agenda August 13, 2013

1 Roll Call
2 Pledge of Allegiance

3 Consent Docket

Consent Docket

This item is placed on the agenda so that the City Council, by unanimous consent,
can designate those routine agenda items that they wish fo be approved or
acknowledged by one motion. If any item proposed does not meet with approval of af
Councilmembers, that item will be heard in regular order. Staff recommends that ftem 4
throtigh ltem 32 be placed on the consent docket.

ACTION NEEDED:  Motion fo pface ftem through ifem on the Consenf Docket
by unanimous vote.

ACTION TAKEN:
ACTION NEEDED:  Acting as the City Council, Norman Ulilities Authority, Norman
Municipat Authority, and Norman Tax Increment Finance Authority, motion to approve or

acknowledge alf items on the Consent Docket subject to any conditions included in the
individual action needed by ffem.

ACTION TAKEN:

Minutes
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4 GID-1314-19 CONSIDERATICN OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS:

CITY COUNCIL CONFERENCE MINUTES OF JULY 1§, 2013
CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES OF JULY 18, 2013
NORMAN'S 2060 STRATEGIC WATER SUPPLY PLAN PUBLIC
MEETING MINUTES OF JULY 18, 2013

CITY COUNCIL CONFERENCE MINUTES OF JULY 23, 2013
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF JULY 23, 2013

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY MINUTES OF JULY 23, 2013
NORMAN MUNICIPAL AUTHORITY MINUTES OF JULY 23, 2013
NORMAN TAX INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY MINUTES OF
JULY 23, 2013

Attachments: Text File Minutes

July 10 conference minutes

July 18 Special Session minutes

July 16 SWSP Public Meeting Minutes

July 23 Conference Minutes

July 23 CC Minutes

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the City Council, Norman Utilities Authority, Norman
Municipal Authority, and Norman Tax Increment Finance Authority, motion fo approve or
reject the minutes, and, if approved, direct the filing thereof.

ACTION TAKEN:

Ordinance

5 0-1112-19b  CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1112-19 UPON FIRST
READING BY TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING ARTICLE |, SECTICNS
5-101 AND 5-101.1; AND ARTICLE i, SECTION 5-212 OF CHAPTER
5; AND ARTICLE XIV, SECTION 13-1402 OF CHAPTER 13 OF THE
CCDE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO ADOPT AND AMEND
THE 2009 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE FOR ONE AND
TWO FAMILY DWELLINGS AS AMENDED AND MODIFIED BY THE
UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION PURSUANT TO590C.S8. §
1000.23; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THERECF.
Attachments:  Text File O-1112-19 August 13th

Jext File O-1112-19 May 8 2012
0-1112-19 Clean

O-1112-12 Annotated

Memo reqgarding 0-1112-19

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. O-1112-19 upon First
Reading by fitle.

ACTION TAKEN:
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6 0-1213-49 CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1213-49 UPON FIRST
READING BY TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 460 OF
CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE CF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO
PLACE PART OF THE SCUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 2,
TOWNSHIP 8 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE C-1, LOCAL
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND REMOVE THE SAME FROM THE R-1,
SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND
PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. {GENERALLY
LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 36TH AVENUE S.E.
AND STATE HIGHWAY NO. 9)

Atfachiments: Text File 0-1213-49 First Reading

O-1213-48

Bellatona Commercial Rezone Staff Report

Bellatona Commercial Lot Site Plan

Bellatona Protest Map

Bellatona Protest Letters 7-9-13

Beillatona Pre-Development Protest
7-11-13 PC Minutes - R-1213-133 0-1213-48 PP-1213-18

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. O-1213-49 upon
First Reading by tifte.

ACTION TAKEN:
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7 O-1314-1 CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-1 UPON FIRST
READING BY TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, CLOSING A PCRTION OF A UTILITY
EASEMENT LOCATED IN RED CANYQON RANCH ADDITION
SECTION 3, APLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, NORMAN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; AND PROVIDING FOR THE
SEVERABILITY THEREQF. (LOTS 5 AND 15, BLOCK 2, RED
CANYON RANCH, SECTION 3)
Aftachments: Text File O-1314-1

0-1314-1
Location Map
Clerk Memo Utility Vacation

Petition for vacation

Radius Map Red Canyon Ranch
Staff Report - Red Canyon Ranch UE
7-11-13 PC Minutes - 0-1314-1

ACTION NEEDED: Mofion fo Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. 0-1314-1 upon First
Reading by titfe.

ACTION TAKEN:

8 0-1314-2 CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NOC. 0-1314-2 UPON FIRST
READING BY TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECT{ON 460 OF
CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SCAS TO
PLACE LOTS 43 AND 44, BLOCK 5, HARDIE RUCKER ADDITICN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE R-2,
TWO-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND REMCOVE THE SAME
FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, CF SAID
CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.
(LOCATED AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER COF GEORGE AVENUE
AND STINSON STREET)

Attachments: Text File O-1314-2

0:-1314-2

Location Map
Rezoning Staff Report - 1420 George

Site Plan-George Ave
7-11-13 PC Minutes - R-1314-6 0-1314-2

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. 0-1314-2 upon First
Reading by fitle.

ACTION TAKEN:
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8 0-1314-3 CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. G-1314-3 UPON FIRST
READING BY TITLE: AN CRDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 460 OF
CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SOAS TO
PLACE PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION SIX,
TOWNSHIP EIGHT NORTH, RANGE TWO WEST OF THE INDIAN
MERIDIAN, NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE
C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME
FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF SAID
CITY; AND PROVIBING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (1217
SOUTH BERRY ROAD)

Attachments: Text File 0-1314-3

0-1314-3

Location Map
Rezoning Staff Report - 1217 S Berry

Preliminary Site Plan Linberry

Linberry Protest Map 7-10-13
1st Protest Ledbetter 6-27-13
2nd Protest Ledbetter 7/22/13
7-11-13 PC Minutes - R-1314-7 0-1314-3 PP-1314-2

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. O-1314-3 upon First
Reading by litle.

ACTION TAKEN:

Appointment
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AP-1314-6

CONSIDERATION OF THE MAYOR'S APPOINTMENTS AS FOLLOWS:

GREENBELT COMMISSION

TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16:
DR (AT-LG)

TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16:
(WARD 3)

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 07-13-16:
CT (WARD 6)

TERM: 07-13-12 TO 07-13-15;
CAMBRIDGE (WARD 8)

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16:
SHEFFIELD DRIVE

TERM: 08-13-13 TC 07-13-16:
BRANDON BLVD, #614

TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16:
AVENUE

TERM: 08-13-13 TC 07-13-15:
RUN

LIBRARY BOARD

TERM: 05-01-13 TO 05-01-16:
STREET, #802

TERM 08-13-13 TO 05-01-16:
STREET

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 05-01-16:
AVENUE

RICHARD MCKOWN, 4409 CANNON
ROBERT BRUCE, 5209 LYON DRIVE
DONNA BROWN, 1712 MONTCLAIR

JAMES MCCAMPBELL, 1717

MARY DRYWATER, 1707
JEFF HUGHES, 1600 ANN
TAMARA PULLIN, 415 COLLEGE

HARRY WRIGHT, 3351 ALLSPICE

BREEA CLARK, 2021 ALAMEDA
LISA SCHMIDT, 1330 SALSBURY

TIFFANY NEILL, 324 BARBOUR

PUBLIC SAFETY OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 02-10-15:

LINDA LOCKETT, 810 ELM AVENUE

NORMAN ECONCMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-14:
FAIRFIELD DRIVE

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-14:
CROSS COURT

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15:
ACCIPITER STREET

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15:
DRIVE

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15:
DEW TRAIL

TERM: 08-13-13 TC 08-13-16:
CLUB DRIVE

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-16:

ALEXANDER HOLMES, 2519

EDD PAINTER, 3927 CHARING
HOSSEIN FARZANEH, 121

BEN GRAVES, 1030 JOE KEELEY
CHRIS PURCELL, 2014 MORNING
RENEE PORTER, 1216 COUNTRY

CHUCK THOMPSOCN, 3519
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CHUKKAR COURT

Atfachments: Text File appointments
0-1213-42

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to confirm or reject the appointments.

ACTION TAKEN:

Regquest for Payment

11 GiD-1314-17 CONSIDERATION OF PAYMENT OF FYE 2014 DUES ASSESSMENT
IN THE AMOUNT OF $60,390 TO THE ASSOCIATION OF CENTRAL
OKLAHOMA GOVERNMENTS (ACOG) FOR THE PERIOD GF JULY 1,
2013, THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014.
Aftachments: Text File ACOG Dues

Letter from ACOG
ACOG Invoice

ACTION NEEDED. Motion to approve or reject payment of FYE 2014 dues
assessment in the amount of $60,390 to the Association of Centrat Okfahoma
Governments through June 30, 2014.

ACTION TAKEN:

Bid

12 BID-1213-93 CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING OF BiD NO. 1213-93 FOR THE
PURCHASE OF WATER METERS FOR THE LINE MAINTENANCE
DIVISION.
Atffachments: Text File Water Meter Bid

Bid Tab Water Meters

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, motion fo accept or refect
alf bids meefing specifications for Sections 1, 2, 3, 10, and 13; and, if accepted, award
the bid to H.D. Waterworks Supply as the lowest and best bidder meeting
specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Ulilities Authority, mofion to accept or refect
all bids mesting specifications for Sections 4, §, 6, 7, 8, 8, 11, and 12; and, if accepted,
award the bid to Badger Mefer, Inc., as the lowest and best bidder meeting
specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:
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13 K-1314-7 CONSIDERATION OF BID NO. 1213-94, NORMAN UTILITIES
AUTHORITY APPROVAL CF CONTRACT NO. K-1314-7 WITH
ASSOCIATED ENVIRONMENTAL INDUSTRIES CORPORATION IN
THE AMOUNT OF $92,000; PERFORMANCE BOND NO. B-1314-6;
STATUTORY BOND NO. B-1314-7; AND MAINTENANCE BOND NO.
MB-1314-3; FOR THE WATER WELL HOUSE NO. 20
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT AND BUDGET APPROPRIATION.

Attachments: Text File Well House

Bid Tabulation.pdf
Contract K1314-7.pdf

Performance Bend B1314-6 pdf
Statutory Bond B1314-7 . pdf
Maintenance Bond MB1314-3.pdf

PR Associated

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, motion to accept or reject
alf bids mecting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of $92,000
fo Associated Environmental Indiistries Corporation as the lowest and best bidder
meeting specifications; approve Contract No. K-1314-7 and the performance, statutory,
and maintenance bonds, authorize execution of the confract and bonds; direct the filing
of the bonds; and appropriate $100,000 from the Water Fund Bafance
(031-0000-253-20-00) to Project No. WAD197, Water Welf House #20 Replacement,
Construction (031-9345-462.61-01).

ACTION TAKEN:
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14 K-1314-4 CONSIDERATION CF BiD NO. 1314-2, NORMAN UTILITIES
AUTHORITY APPROVAL OF CONTRACT NO. K-1314-4 WITH TRENT
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., IN THE AMOUNT OF $309,878.92;
PERFORMANCE BOND NO. B-1314-1; STATUTORY BOND NO.
B-1314-2; AND MAINTENANCE BOND NC. MB-1314-1; FOR THE
HIGHWAY g UTILITY RELOCATICON PROJECT.
Atfachments: Text File Highway 9 Water Line

Bid Summary
Recommendation. pdf

Contract K-1314-4.pdf
Performance Bond B-1314-1.pdf
Statutory Bond B-1314-2.pdf
Maintenance Bond MB-1314-1.pdf

Hwy9WaterlineRelocationAreaMap. pdf
PR Highway 9 Water Line

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Ulilities Authority, mofion fo accept or refect
alf bids meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of
$309.978.92 to Trent Construction, L.L.C., as the fowest and best bidder mesting
specifications; approve Contract No. K-1314-4 and the performance, statutory, and
maintenance bonds; authorize execution of the contract and bonds; and direct the filing
of the bonds.

ACTION TAKEN:

15 BID-1314-4 CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING OF BID NO. 1314-4 FOR THE
PURCHASE OF TWO THCUSAND FIVE HUNDRED (2,500)
95-GALLON POLYCARTS FOR THE CITY CF NORMAN SANITATION
DIVISION.

Aftachments: Texi File Polycaris
Bid Tab Polycarts

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Municipal Authority, motion to accept or
reject all bids meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of
$47.75 each for a fotal bid price of $119,375 to Rehrig Pacific Company as the lowest
and best bidder meeting all specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:
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16 BiD-1314-5 CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING CF BID NO. 1314-5 FOR THE
PURCHASE OF FORTY (40) 6-CUBIC YARD AND EIGHTY (80}
8-CUBIC YARD FRONT-LOAD REFUSE CONTAINERS FOR THE
SANITATION DIVISION.

Aftachments: Text File Refuse Containers

Bid Tab Refuse Containers

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Municipal Authority, motion to accept or
reject all bids meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of
$87,920 lo Wastequip as the Jowest and best bidder meeting specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

17 GID-1314-26 CONSIDERATION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR THE PURCHASE OF
ONE {1) BREATHING AIR COMPRESSOR IN THE AMCUNT OF
$47,036 FROM TESCORP FOR FIRE STATION NO. NINE.

Attachments: Text File Air Compressor

Tabulation of Quotes Air Compressor

BAC -Station 9 - Tescorp. pdf

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject authorization for the purchase of one
{1) breathing air compressor in the amount of $47,036 from Tescorp for Fire Station No.
Nine.

ACTION TAKEN:

Certificate of Surve

18 C0S-1314-1 CONSIDERATION OF NORMAN RURAL CERTIFICATE OF SURVEY
NO. C0OS5-1314-1 FOR CADDELL ESTATES AND A VARIANCE TO THE
MINIMUM ACREAGE REQUIREMENTS FOR TRACTS 1, 2, AND 3.
(GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER CF 72ND
AVENUE S.E. AND STATE HIGHWAY NO. 9)
Aftachments: Texi File Caddell Acres COS

Location Map
COS Caddell Estates

Staff Report - Caddell Estates COS
Site Plan - Caddel! Estates

Variance Reguest - Caddell Estates
Aeiial Photo Caddell
7-11-13 PC Minutes - COS5-1314-1

ACTICN NEEDED: Motion fo approve or reject Norman Rural Certificate of Survey No.
COS-1314-1 for Caddelf Estates and a variance in the minimum acreage requirements
for Tracts 1, 2, and 3; and, if approved, direct the filing thereof with the Cleveland
County Clerk.

ACTION TAKEN:
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Grant

19 GID-1314-18 CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF A GRANT TO RECEVE
FORENSIC IMAGE AND VIDEO ENHANCEMENT SOFTWARE
VALUED AT $3,975 FROM THE SPIRIT OF BLUE FOUNDATION TO
BE USED BY THE NORMAN POLICE DEPARTMENT IN
PARTNERSHIP WITH THE OKLAHOMA CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT
TO INCREASE INVESTIGATIVE CAPABILITIES OF DIGITAL
EVIDENCE.

Attachments: Text File Spirit of Blue Foundation Grant
GID-1314-18 Grant Solicitation Announcement. pdf
GID-1314-18 Grant Award Notification.pdf

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo approve or reject a grant to receive forensic image and
video enhancement soffware valued at $3,975 from the Spirit of Blue Foundation fo be
used by the Norman Pofice Department in partnership with the Okfahoma City Police
Department; and, if approved, authorize the Mayor fo sign additional supporting
documentation refated to the grant.

ACTION TAKEN:

Encroachment

20 EN-1314-2 CONSIDERATION OF CONSENT TO ENCROACHMENT NO.
EN-1314-2 FOR LOT 1, BLOCK 3, CARRINGTON PLACE ADDITION,
SECTION 8. (4715 KENSAL RISE PLACE}

Attachments: Texi File Encroachment

Clerk Memo Encreachment

Application Packet McCarty
Consent No. 1314-2

Planning Memo

Public Works Memo

Consents from Utilities

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject Consent to Encroachment No.
EN-1314-2; and, if approved, direct the filing thereof with the Clevetand County Clerk.

ACTION TAKEN:

Special Claim
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21 SC-1314-5  SPECIAL CLAIM NO. SC-1314-5: A CLAIM IN THE REDUCED
AMOUNT OF $5,000 SUBMITTED BY PAT SCAVUZZO FOR MEDICAL
EXPENSES INCURRED DUE TO AFALL IN THE NORMAN PUBLIC
LIBRARY PARKING LOT.

Attachments: Text File Special Claim Scavuzzo

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or refect Speciaf Claim No. SC-1314-5; and, if
approved, direct payment in the reduced amount of $5,000 contingent upon obfaining a
Release and Covenant Not fo Sue from Pat Scavuzzo.

ACTION TAKEN:

Limited License

22 LE-1314-2 LIMITED LICENSE NO. £1-1314-2: ALIMITED LICENSE TO PLACE
ONE (1) GROUND BANNER WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY
PURSUANT TO AREQUEST FROM CROSSROADS YCUTH AND
FAMILY CENTER, INC.

Attachments:  Text File Limited License Crossroads

Crossroads Application

Limited License Crossroads

Now Enrolling Picture

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo approve or reject Limited License No. LL-13714-2 to place
one (1) ground banner within the public rights-of-way pursuant to a request from
Crossroads Youth and Family Cenfer, Inc.; and, if approved, authorize the issuance
thereof.

ACTION TAKEN:

23 £L-1314-3 LIMITED LICENSE NO. LL-1344-3: ALIMITED LICENSE TO PLACE
THREE (3) GROUND BANNERS WITHIN THE PUBLIC
RIGHTS-OF-WAY PURSUANT TO AREQUEST FROM THE
CLEVELAND COUNTY YMCA FOR THE 12TH ANNUAL TIE-DYE TR!
ON SEPTEMBER 15, 2013.
Aftachments:  Texi File Limited License YWMCA

Application YMCA
YMCA Tie-Dye Tri

ACTION NEEDED. Motion to approve or reject Limited License No. LL-1314-3 to place
three (3) ground banners within the public rights-of-way pursuant fo a request from the
Cleveland County YMCA; and, if approved, authorize the issuance thereof.

ACTION TAKEN:

Contract
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24 K-0304-147 AMENDMENT NO. TWO TO CONTRACT NOC. K-0304-147: BY AND
Amd 2 BETWEEN THE NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY AND CP&Y, INC.,
(FORMERLY CHAING, PATEL & YERBY), IN AN AMQUNT
NOT-TO-EXCEED $104,975 TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL
ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR THE SOUTHEAST BISHOP
INTERCEPTOR PROJECT.
Attachments: TextFile CP&Y

CP&Y - Amdmi No 2 rev 01

SEBEBishopinterceptor Map
PR CPY

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Ulilities Authorify, motion fo approve or refect
Amendment Mo. Two fo Confract No. K-0304-147 with CP&Y in an amount
not-fo-exceed $104,975; and, if approved, authorize the execution thereof.

ACTION TAKEN:

25 K-1213-51 AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1213-51: A
Amd 1 CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY CF NORMAN,

OKLAHOMA, AND THE OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
INCREASING THE EMERGENCY SCLUTIONS GRANT AMOUNT BY
$8,481.26 TO BE USED FOR HOUSING RELOCATION AND
STABILIZATION SERVICES FOR THE HOMELESS AND FAMILIES
SEEKING ASSISTANCE.
Attachments: Text File Amd to ODOC Grant

Amendment No. 1 to K-1213-51 with ODC for ESG with FS QDOC form
K-1213-51

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo approve or reject Amendment No. One fo Contract No.
K-1213-51 with the Okfahoma Department of Commerce increasing the the Emergency
Solutions Grant amount by $8,481.26; and, if approved, authorize the execution thereof
and increase Emergency Shelter Grant Program (021-0000-331.13-18} by $8,481.26 by
$8,481.286.

ACTION TAKEN:
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26 K-1213-52 AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1213-52: BY AND
Amd 1 BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHCMA, AND FOOD AND
SHELTER, INC., INCREASING THE CONTRACT AMCUNT BY
$8,481.26 FOR THE EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS GRANT PROGRAM
TO BE USED FCR HOMELESS PREVENTION AND/OR HOUSING
RELOCATION AND STABILIZATION AND BUDGET APPROPRIATION.
Aftachments: Text File FSFF Amdmt

Amd K-1213-52 FSFF doc
K-1213-52
PR FSFF

ACTION NEEDED: Mation to approve or reject Amendment No. Ong to Contract No.
K-1213-52 with Food and Shetler, Inc., increasing the confract amount by $8,481.26;
and, if approved, authorize the execution thereof and appropriate .$8,481.26 from
Emergency Shelter Grant Program (021-0000-331.13-18) fo Miscelfaenous
Services/Food and Shelter (021-4001-463.47-77).

ACTION TAKEN:

27 K-1314-31 CONTRACT NQO. K-1314-31: ACONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF NORMAN, CKLAHOMA, AND B9ER DAY PARADE
COMMITTEE IN THE AMOUNT OF $5,000 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
PROMOTING, ENCOURAGING AND PROVIDING SERVICES FOR
THE 89ER DAY PARADE TO BE HELD IN APRIL, 2014.
Attachments: Texi File 8%er Day Parade

K-1314-31

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject Coniract No. K-1314-31 with 8%er Day
Parade Committee in the amount of $5,000, and, if approved, authorize the execution
thereof.

ACTION TAKEN:
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28 K-1314-40 CONTRACT NO. K-1314-40: ACONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AND THE CROSSROADS YOUTH
AND FAMILY CENTER, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $285,087 FOR THE
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE CF THE COMMUNITY
INTERVENTION CENTER FROM JULY 1, 2013, THROUGH JUNE 30,
2014, AND BUDGET APPROPRIATION.

Attachments: Texi File Crossroads Contract OJA

CIC Contract
OJA Contract

CIC Assignment

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or refect Contract No. K-1314-40 with
Crossroads Youth and Family Center, Inc., in the amount of $285,087 for the operation
and maintenance of the Community intervention Center from July 1, 2013, through
June 30, 2014; and, if approved, authorize the execution of the confract and an affidavit
of assignment to allow direct payment of OJA funds fo Crossroads, and appropriate
$40.000 from the General Fund Balance (010-0000-253.20-00) fo Professional
Services/Other Professional, Legal (010-2220-412.40-89).

ACTION TAKEN:

29 K-1314-42 CONTRACT NO. K-1314-42 ACONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AND THE MADOLE FAMILY
REVOCABLE TRUST, WILEY R. AND BARBARA SUE MADOLE,
CO-TRUSTEES; JAMES ROBERT ARMSTRONG REVOCABLE
LIVING TRUST, JAMES ARMSTRONG, TRUSTEE UNDIVIDED 2
INTEREST AND DOROTHY ARMSTRONG; AND CHRISTOPHER
ARMSTRONG; AND ACCEPTANCE OF THE RIGHT-OF-WAY
ACQUISITIONS AS DESCRIBED IN THE SUBJECT AGREEMENT AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE
NECESSARY DOCUMENTS TO EFFECTUATE THE TRANSFERS.

Aftachments: Text File K-1314-42 Cedar Lang
K-1314-42

Map 8-8-13
Easements 8-8-13
Warranty Deeds 8-8-13

ACTION NEEDED: Meotion to approve or reject Contract No. K-1314-42 with the
Madofe Family Revocable Trust, Wiley R. and Barbara Sue Madole, Co- Trusfees,
James Robert Armstrong Revocable Living Trust, James Armstrong, Trustee Undivided
¥ Interest and Dorothy Armstrong; and Christopher Armstrong, and, if approved, accept
the right-of-way acquisitions, and authorize the City Manager to execute the necessary
documents fo effectuate the transfers.

ACTION TAKEN.

Resolution
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30 R-1314-23 RESOLUTION NO. R-1314-23: ARESOLUTICN OF THE COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF NCRMAN, OKLAHOMA, DECLARING CERTAIN
REAL PROPERTY KNOWN AS BOYD VIEW PARK AS UNSUITABLE
FOR USE AS APARK AND DECLARING SUCH USE TO BE
ABANDONED.
Attachments: Text File Boyd View

Resolution No. R-1314-23

Bovdview |Location Map
Easements B-1314-23
Deed R-1314-23

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Resolution No. R-1314-23.

ACTION TAKEN:

Contract

31 K-1314-43 CONTRACT NOC. K-1314-43: ACONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AND 1l MCORE PROPERTIES, LTD,
FOR PROPERTY ACQUISITION IN CONNECTION WITH THE CEDAR
LANE WIDENING PROJECT AND TRANSFER OF BOYD VIEW
PROPERTY AND RESERVING FUTURE DEVELOPMENT
REQUIREMENTS OF THE BOYD VIEW PROPERTY; AND
ACCEPTANCE OF THE RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITIONS AS
DESCRIBED IN THE SUBJECT AGREEMENT AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS
TO EFFECTUATE THE TRANSFERS.

Attachments:  Text File I} Moore
K-1314-43 8-8-13
Maps K-1314-43
Deeds K-1314-43
Easements K-1314-43

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject Contract No. K-1314-43 with i Moore
Properties, LTD, for property acquistion and transfer of of Boyd View Property, and, if
approved, authorize the City Manager to execute the necessary documents fo
effectuate the transfers.

ACTION TAKEN:

Settlement
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32 GID-1314-20 CONSIDERATION CF A RECOMMENDATION FROM THE CITY
ATTORNEY THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A SETTLEMENT IN
THE AMOUNT OF $28,000 IN HODGE V. KEENE, ET AT., UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA CASE NO. CJ-2010-1283D.

Atfachments: Texi File Hodge vs Keene

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject the City Afforney’s recommendation;
and, if approved, authorize the City Altorney's office to effectuate the setifement in the
amount of $28,000.

ACTION TAKEN:

Non-Consent ltems

33 R-1314-26 RESCLUTION NO. R-1314-26: A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE
NORMAN TAX INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY (THE
“AUTHCRITY”) TO ISSUE ITS TAX INCREMENT REVENUE NOTE,
TAXABLE SERIES 2013 (THE "NCTE") IN THE AGGREGATE
PRINCIPAL AMCUNT OF $14,215,000; WAIVING COMPETITIVE
BIDDING AND AUTHORIZING THE NOTE TC BE SOLD ON A
NEGOTIATED BASIS; APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION
OF A SECURITY AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND
THE AUTHORITY PERTAINING TO A PLEDGE OF CERTAIN SALES
TAX INCREMENT REVENUE AND AD VALCREM TAX INCREMENT
REVENUE; APPRCVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A
GENERAL BOND INDENTURE AND A SERIES 2013 SUPPLEMENTAL
NOTE INDENTURE (COLLECTIVELY, THE “INDENTURE™)
AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE AND SECURING THE PAYMENT OF
THE NOTE; PROVIDING THAT THE ORGANIZATIONAL DOCUMENT
CREATING THE AUTHORITY iS SUBJECT TC THE PROVISIONS OF
THE INDENTURE; AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE EXECUTION
QOF THE NOTE AND OTHER DOCUMENTS RELATING TO THE
TRANSACTION; AND CONTAINING CTHER PROVISIONS RELATING
THERETO.

Attachments: Text File R-1314-28

08 Resolution Authority R-1314-26

ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Tax Increment Finance Authoritym motion fo
adopt or reject Resofution No. R-1314-26.

ACTION TAKEN:
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34 R-1314-27 RESOLUTION NO. R-1314-27: A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
INCURRENCE OF INDEBTEDNESS BY THE NORMAN TAX
INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY (THE "AUTHORITY”) ISSUING
ITS TAX INCREMENT REVENUE NOTE, TAXABLE SERIES 2013
{THE "NOTE"); PROVIDING THAT THE ORGANIZATIONAL
DOCUMENT CREATING THE AUTHORITY IS SUBJECT TO THE
PROVISIONS OF THE INDENTURE AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE
OF SAID NOTE; WAIVING COMPETITIVE BIDDING WITH RESPECT
TO THE SALE OF SAID NOTE AND APPROVING THE
PROCEEDINGS CF THE AUTHORITY PERTAINING TO THE SALE OF
SAID NOTE; APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A
SECURITY AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA (THE “CITY”") AND THE AUTHORITY
PERTAINING TO THE PLEDGE OF CERTAIN SALES TAX
INCREMENT REVENUES AND AD VALOREM TAX INCREMENT
REVENUES; AND CONTAINING OTHER PROVISIONS RELATING
THERETO.

Aftachments:  Text File R-1314-27 TIF

09 Resolution City R-1314-27

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopf or reject Resolution No. R-1314-27.

ACTION TAKEN:

35 PP-1314-1 CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR ASHTON GROVE
ADDITION, A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT. {GENERALLY
LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 48TH AVENUE N.W.
AND WEST ROCK CREEK ROAD)

Attachments:  Text File Ashton Grove

Attachment A.pdf
Location Map - Ashton Grove

Prelim Ashton Grove

Stf-rept. prelim-plat-Ashton pdf

Transportation Impacts - Ashton Grove

Predevelopment Ashton Grove

Greenbelt Comments Ashton Grove

7-11-13 PC Minutes - PP-1314-1

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject the preliminary plat for Ashfon Grove
Addition, a Planned Unit Development.

ACTION TAKEN:
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36 R-1213-138 RESOLUTION NO. R-1213-139: ARESCLUTION OF THE COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHCMA, AMENDING THE NORMAN
2025 LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION PLAN, LAND USE PLAN
AMENDMENT NO. LUP-1213-14, SO AS TO PLACE PART OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 9, TOWNSHIP 8 NORTH,
RANGE 2 WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, NORMAN, CLEVELAND
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
DESIGNATION AND REMOVE THE SAME FROM THE LOW DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION. {(GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE
EAST SIDE OF 12TH AVENUE S.E. APPROXIMATELY 620 FEET
NORTH OF CEDAR LANE ROAD)

Atftachments:  Text File R-1213-138 LUP

R-1213-139
2025 Map

Staff Report
Predevelopment Summary Park 7

6-13-13 PC Minutes - R-1213-139 O-1213-56 PP-1213-19

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo adopt or reject Resolution No. R-1213-139, Land Use
Plan Amendment No. LUP-1213-14; and, if adopted, amend the NORMAN 2025 Land
Use and Transportation Plan according therefo

ACTION TAKEN:
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37 C-1213-56 CONSIDERATION OF CRDINANCE NO. 0-1213-56 UPON SECOND
AND FINAL READING: AN ORDINANCE CF THE CCUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 460 OF
CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO
PLACE PART OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 9 OF
TOWNSHIP 8 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE PUD,
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME
FROM THE A-2, RURAL AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY;
AND PROVIDING FCR THE SEVERABILITY THERECF.
{(GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF 12TH AVENUE S.E.
APPROXIMATELY 620 FEET NCRTH OF CEDAR LANE RQOAD)
Attachments: Texi File O-1213-56

0-1213-56

Location Map

Park 7 Rezone Staff Report

PUD Narrative 6-6-13

6-13-13 PC Minutes - R-1213-139 0-1213-56 PP-1213-18

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or refect Ordinance No. 0-1213-56 upon Second
Reading section by section.

ACTION TAKEN:

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. O-1213-56 upon Final
Reading as a whole.

ACTION TAKEN.
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38 PP-1213-19 CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR PARK 7 GROUP
ADDITION, A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, WITH A WAIVER OF
THE REQUIREMENT FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A CUL-DE-SAC.
(GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF 12TH AVENUE S.E.
AND NORTH OF CEDAR LANE ROAD)
Attachments: Text File Prelim Park 7

Attachment A.pdf
Park7Group Prelimbocation.pdf

Prelim Park 7 went to PC

Expanded Prelim Park 7

Staff Report
Transportation impacts Analysis

Park Prelim Site Dev Plan PC
Well site Plan Park 7 PC

Park 7 Variance Letter
Park 7 - Parks Board
6-13-13 PC Minutes - R-1213-139 0-1213-56 PP-1213-19

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject the preliminary plat for Park 7 Group
Addition, a Planned Unit Development, with a waiver of the requirement for the
construction of a cii-de-sac.

ACTION TAKEN:

39 0-1314-5 CONSIDERATION OF CRDINANCE NO. ©-1314-5 UPON SECOND
AND FINAL READING: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTIONS 21-111 AND
21-201 OF CHAPTER 21 OF THE CODE CF THE CITY OF NORMAN
TO AMEND THE FREQUENCY OF RECYCLING COLLECTION, THE
TYPE OF RECYCLING CONTAINERS UTILIZED, AND THE
MATERIALS TO BE RECYCLED; AND PROVIDING FCR THE
SEVERABILITY THEREOF.
Aftachments: TJexiFile 0-1314-5

0-1314-5
0-1314-5 Annotated

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. 0-1314-5 upon Second
Reading section by section.

ACTION TAKEN.

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. 0-1314-5 upon Final
Reading as a whole.

ACTION TAKEN:.
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40 0-1314-6 CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-6 UPON SECOND
AND FINAL READING: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY CF NCRMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING CHAPTER 20,
SECTION 20-803, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN TO
AMEND AND CLARIFY THE LANGUAGE AS IT RELATES TO
PARKING METER USAGE PAYMENT CPTIONS AND OPERATION
TIMES; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.
Aftachments: Text File 0-1314-6

0-1314-6 Amending Meter Usage and Payment

0-1314-6 Amending Meter Usage and Payment-Anng2

ACTION NEEDED: Motion fo adopt or reject Ordinance No. O-13714-6 upon Second
Reading section by section.

ACTION TAKEN:

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. O-1314-6 upon Final
Reading as a whole.

ACTION TAKEN:

41 Miscellaneous Discussion
This is an opportunity for citizens to address City Council. Remarks should be
directed to the Council as a whole and limited to five minutes or less.

42 Adjournment
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CITY COUNCIL CONFERENCE MINUTES
July 10, 2013

The City Council of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in a conference at 5:30 p.m. in the
Municipal Building Conference Room on the 10th day of July, 2013, and notice and agenda of the meeting were
posted at the Municipal Building at 201 West Gray, and the Norman Public Library at 225 North Webster 48 hours
prior to the beginning of the meeting.

PRESENT: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Griffith,
Holman, Jungman, Miller, and Mayor
Rosenthal

ABSENT: Councilmembers Heiple, Kovach, and
Williams

Item 1, being;

DISCUSSION REGARDING A WASTEWATER RATE INCREASE TO BE SUBMITTED FOR VOTER
APPROVAL.

Mayor Rosenthal said the last wastewater rate increase was approved by voters in January 2001, and since that time the
City has spent approximately $80 million in investments from various sources for wastewater improvements
throughout the system. She said the City has made substantial investments in the system and furthering the goals of
the Wastewater Master Plan (WWMP), which consists of two (2) plants, a northside plant and a southside plant. The
southside Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) improvements are primarily driven by regulatory demands of the
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ), as well as capacity issues.

Mayor Rosenthal said tonight’s focus will be on creating a rate proposal that will be submitted for voter approval and
Council will need to provide guidance to Staff regarding how to calculate the rate to finance the improvements
including the engineering work currently being done at the south WWTP. She said tonight’s discussion is not a debate
as to whether or not the City will have a north WWTP, but rather a discussion regarding how to finance the
improvements at the south WWTP.

Mr. Ken Komiske, Director of Utilities, said the Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) is a 24/7 operation. He said the
water reclamation funding sources created in 2001 are:

s Sewer Sales Tax: temporary one/half cent sales tax implemented October I, 2001, and ended September 30,
2006;

¢ New Development Sewer Sales Excise Tax: main source of revenue is from new construction building permits
based on square footage; and

¢ Sewer Maintenance Fee: $5.00 per month fee for replacement of sewer lines on a pay as you go basis.

Mr. Komiske said another funding source is the commodity fee which is a user charge rate. He said current rates are
80% (residential) of the winter use during December, January, and February. He said the base rate is $3.90 plus $1.60
per 1,000 gallons of treated wastewater. He said the last rate increase was in 1996.

Mr. Komiske said the City has been a very good steward of the funding sources and improvements that have been
made to date at the WRF include:

e Upgrade to the West Side Lift Station in 2004 ($2.5 million) and Headworks construction in 2005 ($3.9
millien). The total cost for both projects was $6.4 million; however, the City received $2.5 million in grant
funding;

o Sludge Project in 2009 having a cost of $6.5 million and the City received $1.5 million in grant funding; and

o Digester Boiler and Blower Variable Frequency Drive (VFD) replacement which was funded through a $1
million Department of Energy (DOE) grant.
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Mr. Komiske said the proposed project has three (3} components: reguiations {consent order), equipment replacement,
and capacity. He said the proposed estimated $63 million Water Reclamation Facility Improvement Project includes
the foilowing components:

e Capacity (5 mgd at South plant) $30,900,000
s Renew/replace obsolete equipment $18,400,000
* Regulatory $ 9,100,000
¢ (Odor Control $ 4.700.000

Total $63,100,000

Phase 2A, currently under design contract with Garver Engineering, is a regulatory project and includes Ultra Violet
(UV) disinfection; post aeration; new discharge outfall piping; solids handling; standby power; site electrical; and
instrument and controls.

Phase 2B, also contracted with Garver Engineering, is capacity and replacement driven. Phase 2B includes headworks;
effluent flow measurement and splitting; primary clarifier upgrades; aeration basin upgrades; secondary clarifier
upgrades; odor control; standby power; site electrical; and instrument and controls.

Mr. Komiske said the Water Reclamation Facility Improvement Project will provide increased capacity; disinfection of
effluent; increase dissolved oxygen in receiving stream; odor control; overall reduction in pollutants to receiving
stream; emergency generators; and a more marketable effluent.

In the past, the City has been fortunate to borrow money from the Oklahoma Water Resource Board {OWRB)
State Revolving Fund (SRF), which provides low cost federal funding to municipalities on an as-needed basis. Mr.
Komiske said the City of Norman is on a list to receive money; however, the City may not be able to finance the total
bond for the Water Reclamation Improvement Project through OWRB due to limited available funding and may need
to obtain funding using the bond market process.

The 2013 estimate for the Water Reclamation Improvement Project is $63 million and the City is looking to borrow
$38 million, which would include require a $2.8 million annual payment based on 4% interest rate for 20 years.
Mr. Komiske highlighted the timeline as follows:

¢ Submit engineering report to DEQ July, 2013

e Submit plans and specifications for construction November, 2013 or 30 days from the environment
for task A (DEQ required) review approval

¢ Begin construction July, 2014

¢ Complete construction January, 2017

e Compliance with Oklahoma Pollutant Discharge July, 2017

Elimination System (OPDES) permit limits

Mr. Komiske highlighted Water Reclamation revenues and reserves in the Wastewater Excise Tax and Wastewater
Sewer Sales Tax Funds. He said Council could consider using some or all of the available reserves in order to “cash
down” the bond nofe so the annual payments would be considerably less. He highlighted the following funding

reserves and options:

Total Project: $63.000.000 20 Year Apnual Payment

Water Reclamation: 59.3% or $37,359,000 $2.8 million without reserve versus
$5.7 miilion available reserve $2.4 million using reserve

Wastewater Excise: 40.7% or $25,641,000 $1.9 million withcut reserve versus
$11 million available fund balance $1.3 million using reserve

Sales Tax: 0.0%
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Mr. Komiske said if voter approval is achieved the rates for both residential and commercial customers will change and
highlighted the water reclamation monthly rates for residential and commercial customers stating each are billed as follows:

e $3.90 base fee;
80% of water used in December, January, and February - winter usage; Commercial Commeodity rate is recalculated
each month based on usage; $1.60/1,000 gallons; (commodity rate)
e $5.00 maintenance fee;
Residential Capital Improvement Charge (CIC) of $0.50; and
Commercial CIC = 60% of total bill.

Mr. Komiske said the following are options Council could consider to obtain the necessary revenues needed to fund the
improvements:

s Begin billing residential customers a commodity rate of 100% instead of 80% which would increase revenues by
$650,000. He said Norman is the only metro city that utilizes the 80% formula and other cities bill customers based
on 100% of the water usage. Councilmember Miller asked why the Norman uses this formula and Mr. Komiske
said in the past, the City’s theory was only 80% of residential water usage will “go down the drain” and ultimately
be treated at the WWTP; therefore, only 80% should be billed.

e Increase the base fee from $3.90 to $5.00 or $6.00, gaining an additional $450,000 or $870,000 respectively in
revenues.

e Increase the commodity rate, currently at $1.60 per 1,000 gallons to $2.50, $2.75, or $3.00, gaining an additional
$1.5 million, $1.9 million, or $2.3 million respectively in revenues.

Mr. Komiske said Staff researched base and cost per 1,000 gallon rates for several cities in the metro area as well as cities in
Kansas and Texas. He said the average base rate is $7.77 per month and the average cost per 1,000 gallons is $3.06.
Mr. Komiske said while Staff looks at other cities as a comparison, the rates should be based on what the City needs to pay
for projects and/or recover costs for services provided. He said the cities researched appeared to have either a lower base
charge/higher commodity or a higher base charge/lower commodity. Councilmember Miller asked if a higher commodity
rate would encourage water conservation and Mr. Komiske said yes. Mayor Rosenthal said if increasing the commodity rate
will help the City recover costs as well as encourage water conservation then that is the way to go.

Mr. Komiske said use for residential customers at 7,000 gallons per month would cover 85% of all the wastewater bills sent.
He gave three (3) residential water reclamation scenarios as options for Council’s consideration:

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Existing Rate: New Rate: New Rate: New Rate:
80% winter use 80% winter use 100% winter use 80% winter use
$3.90 base $3.90 base $3.90 base $5.00 base
$1.60/1,000 gallons $3.00/1,000 gallons $2.40/1,000 gallons $2.75/1,000 gallons
Total bill: $18.36 Total bill: $26.20 Total bill: $26.20 Total bill: $25.90

Mayor Rosenthal asked what all went into the base fee and Mr. Komiske said at one time the thought was for the base fee to
help cover customer service costs, i.e., meter reader, collection of data, billing, and customer service personnel. He said
research of other cities reflected their base fee also assisted with “fixed” costs, such as debt service, in order to help provide
more stable rates during drought or very wet seasons. Mr. Komiske said Norman does not have a formula showing how
much of the base rate is used for debt and how much is used for customer service, billing, personnel, etc.

Councilmember Miller asked if the increases would also apply to commercial customers and Mr. Komiske said yes;
however, residential is the main focus since 75% of Norman’s revenue is derived from residential customers. He said each
option includes an approximate 40% sewer increase; however, customers will see a 20% increase to their overall bill (sewer
and water). Mr. Komiske said the increase will generate approximately $2.1 million, which is 75% of the $2.8 million

needed to pay the annual payment.
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Mr. Komiske highlighted the fund summary for the Water Reclamation Fund through FYE 2018 eliminating the Class A
Sludge and Non-Potable Effluent Reuse Line Projects. Mayor Rosenthal asked if Staff ran the same three scenarios using
the fund balance in the Wastewater Excise Sales Tax and the reserves in the Sewer Sales Tax (sales tax} to pay down the
amount the City would borrow and Mr. Komiske said no, but Staff could provide that information.

Council discussed the other scenarios altering the base rate and commodity rate. The following options were calculated:

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3

80% winter use 100% winter use 100% winter use
$3.90 base $3.90 base $5.00 base
$2.75/1,000 gallons $2.25/1,000 gallons $2.75/1,000 gallons
Total bill: $24.80 Total bill: $25.15 Total bill: $28.65
Option 1

Utilizing the Sewer Sales Tax Reserve to reduce the amount the City bonds and would allow the commodity rate to be
reduced from $3.00/1,000 gallons to $2.75/1,000 gallons and decreases the total monthly bill from $26.20 to $24.80.

Option 2
Utilizing the Sewer Sales Tax Reserve to reduce the amount the City bonds and would allow the commodity rate to be

reduced from $2.40/1,000 gallons to $2.25/1,000 gallons and decreases the total monthly bill from $26.20 to $25.15.

Option 3
Changing the percentage used to calculate the commodity rate from 80% to 100% increases the total monthly bill from

$25.90 to $28.65.

Ms. Joy Hampton, The Norman Transcript, asked if the total bill figures are for the total utility bill and Mr. Komiske said
no, the total bill figures are only for the sewer portion of the utility bill and do not include water or solid waste.

Councilmember Jungman felt the City needed to cover costs while giving citizens some control of their bill by increasing the
commodity rate. Councilmember Castleberry said rates have not been raised since 1996 and felt the City needed to have a
little cushion to assist with future/rising costs. He said the current Charter does not allow the City the flexibility to change
rates without voter approval; therefore, it could possibly be another 15 plus years before another increase is approved and
implemented. Mr. Komiske said Councilmember Castleberry makes a very good point and felt the City should not get into
the position where facilities begin to suffer because of funding/financial issues. He said issues can then develop into costly
repairs and/or expensive improvements which require a more substantial amount of money and rate increases to bring and/or
keep facilities in compliance. Councilmember Jungman agreed it is nice to have a healthy fund balance, but felt the City
should only request a rate increase for what is needed at this time in order to pay for improvements to the south plant.
Councilmember Griffith felt the City should raise the commeodity percentage to 100% as well as increase the base rate so the
City can make repairs and improvements before they become expensive issues.

Mayor Rosenthal felt the focus needed to be on what increase option should be taken to a citizen vote so improvements can
be made at the south plant and asked for Council input. She also requested Council’s input regarding the elimination of the
Class A Sludge and Non-Potable Effluent Reuse Line (reuse line) Projects.

Mayor Rosenthal felt the reuse line is a desirable project, but Councilmember Jungman raised a very good point and agreed
the City needed to justify the bottom line target needed for the south plant improvements. She said each line item will need

to tie into the use and merits.

Councilmember Miller asked how long the rate increase will sustain the City and Mr. Komiske said until 2019.
Councilmember Castieberry suggested installing an interactive piece so citizens can calculate their own utility bilk
Mr. Steve Lewis, City Manager, cautioned Council that the City did not want to send the wrong message where citizens
think they will have a 35%-40% increase on their fotal utility bill as opposed to the wastewater/sewer portion of the utility
bill. Councilmember Jungman suggested explaining to citizens that the proposed rate increase will increase their utility bill
approximately $7.00 to $10.00 per month and Council agreed that would be better.

Councilmember Jungman asked how much the improvements to the south plant will cost and Mr. Komiske said it is
estimated to cost $63 million. Mr, Lewis said the estimated cost of the project is based on the engineer’s estimate 4_4oday’s
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econemy; however, DEQ approval is still needed so the estimate could change depending upon what DEQ actually
approves, as well as any change(s) in the economy. He said the City cannot depend on OWRB SRF loans to fund the entire
$63 million and the City needs to be ready to request additional funding. Mr. Lewis said a concern is whether or not a vote
should be taken to the citizens when 100% of the project is “ready to go,” i.e., engineering done, DEQ approval received,
etc., or when oaly 90% of the project has been completed, which provides an estimated cost and interest rate. He said the
timing of getfing this issue in front of the voters is key.

Ms. Cindy Rogers, 633 Reed Avenue, asked Council to consider increasing the excise tax too and Councilmember Jungman
felt that was a fair point. Councilmember Jungman said the community rate should probably increase; however, on the other
hand if the City does not request an increase on the sewer excise tax (one-time fee for new construction) he felt citizens
might feel as though that is a little unfair.

Mayor Rosenthal requested Staff provide history regarding the establishment of the sewer excise tax and Mr. Anthony
Francisco, Finance Director, said the Citizens Coalition for the Future Wastewater submitted a report to Council on April 9,
2001, outlining the imposition of a Wastewater System Expansion Excise Tax on new development fo be served by the
City’s wastewater system; providing that the use of proceeds generated from the excise tax be used for future wastewater
system expansion, as well as paying debt service on obligations issued to finance future improvements and expansion of the
City’s wastewater system. He said Ordinance No. O-0001-58 was confirmed by voter approval on June 12, 2001, which
amended Chapter 8, of the City Code by adding Sec. 8-617 providing for the City to serve the common obligated customers
that were already in place in 2000, as well obligated customers who had approved plats but did not have their home built yet.
Mr. Francisco said it can be argued whether or not the 60/40 cost sharing solution is correct but it was based on good science
in 2000; therefore, at this current rate the excise tax is paying and has been paying its fair share since the year 2000.

Mayor Rosenthal said she previcusly discussed researching and completing a thorough study of what it would cost to add
new capacity going forward with the City Manager. She said she also requested a comparison of Norman’s excise tax rate to
communities in the metro area which determined that Norman’s rate is approximately two times higher, Mr. Lewis said the
setting of excise tax fees is a very complicated process and felt an evaluation process by an appropriate sub-committee could
take a minimum of six months. He said research showed that communities complete the process very differently, i.e., the
meter size, number of bathrooms in a home, and/or number of plumbing fixtures in a home, etc., and generally not only
sewer rates, but water rates as well, are researched at the same time. Mr. Lewis said the total sewer fees for an average
single family house having 1,800 square feet in Norman is approximately $2,325.

Councilmember Castleberry felt capacity is not only increased by new users/customers and felt current users/customers can
also add to Norman’s sewer and water capacity, i.e., building additions to homes, having children, etc. Mayor Rosenthal felt
under the scenario that was developed in 2001, growth is paying its way and share any new costs for the expansion to
Norman’s wastewater system. She felt considering an increase to the sewer sales excise tax at this time would not be a

thoughtful process.

Mayor Rosenthal said she felt Option 1 would be the best choice and Councilmember Jungman agreed. She also felt it
would be fiscally imprudent to sit en $5.7 mitlion that could be put to use to serve customers and improve the City’s system.
She suggested the $5.7 million in the Sewer Sales Tax Fund be used to pay down the note, or at the very least, acknowledge
if there are any overages to the $63 million Water Reclamation Plant Construction Project, the $5.7 million in reserve will be
used first. Mr. Francisco said the sales tax reserve could not be used to pay off the bond(s) early; however, the reserve could
be used for improvements at the Water Reclamation Plant.

Councilmember Holman felt increasing the commodity rate and not increasing the base rate would be the best option, but he
is concerned there may not be encugh money. Councilmember Castleberry asked the rationale behind the 80% calculation
for the commedity rate. Councilmember Jungman felt Council will need to satisfy the voters as to what they expect and/or
want. Councilmember Jungman said customers would be in more control of their bill if only the commeodity rate is
increased and the winter use rate is left at 80%.
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Councilmember Griffith liked Option 2 and felt the City should begin using the standard of 100% winter use for the
commodity rate calculation. Councilmember Jungman felt Council needed to see the three options utifizing the sales tax
reserve before deciding which option to bring forward.

Mayor Rosenthal recapped the discussion stating most has been focused on Option 1 and Option 2. She said the difference
between Option: 1 and Option 2, if applying the sewer sales tax, is the commodity rate and menthly fee. Optien 1 would
drop the commedity rate to $2.75/1,000 gallons making the monthly fee $24.80 and Option 2 would drop the commodity
rate to $2.25/1,000 gallons making the monthty fee $25.15.

Councilmember Castleberry preferred Option 1 and likes the concept of incentivizing citizens to use less water; however, he
felt the winter usage should be 100% instead of 80%. He said he would like to see scenarios calculated for commercial
custemers as well as what the City’s cost is to treat wastewater and Mr. Komiske said Staff will provide that information to
Council. Mayor Rosenthal said the City’s costs should be factored when looking at proposed rate increases to determine
whether the improvements as well as the costs are covered; however, at this point Council’s focus is trying to determine how
to finance the Water Reclamation Improvement Project. She said it could be a big rate increase, but felt it did not make
sense to wait or complicate the issue. Councilmember Castleberry agreed that Council should move forward, but felt the
information would be beneficial. He said knowing the average customer’s usage would also help determine which option
would be best and the City could let customers know the approximate dollar amount increase they can expect. Mr. Komiske
said 85% of the customers will see a $7.00 increase, or less, on their monthly utility bill. Staff said a customer using
3,500 gallons would have a $4.90 increase on their monthly bill.

Councilmember Castleberry felt public input on the proposed options would be a good idea. Staff said this issue can be
tentatively scheduled for a pre-conference on August 13, 2013, and the First Reading ordinance calling for the election
would be scheduled as an agenda item for Council’s consideration on August 27, 2013. Mayor Rosenthal asked Council’s
input regarding scheduling a public meeting on August 12, 2013, and Councilmember Castleberry felt a public meeting
would be a good idea. Mayor Rosenthal requested Staff prepare language for Option 1 and Option 2 with and without
utilizing sewer sales tax reserves for the Public Meeting. She felt citizens should be encouraged to bring their monthly
utility bill reflecting the usage and stations could be set up to show citizens the amount of increase to expect using Option 1
and Option 2. Staff asked if the presentation should include the Class A Sludge and Non-Potable Effluent Reuse Line
Projects and Mayor Rosenthal said not at this time.

Items submitted for the record
1. PowerPoint presentation entitled, “Water Reclamation Fund,” dated July, 2013
2. Water Reclamation — Fund 32 Audited FYE 12 Figures
The meeting adjourned at 7:25 p.m.

ATTEST:

City Clerk Mayor
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CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
July 16, 2013

The City Counci! of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in Special Session at 5:05 p.m.
in the Municipal Building Conference Room on the 16th day of July, 2013, and notice and agenda of the meeting
were posted in the Municipal Building at 201 West Gray and the Norman Public Library at 225 North Webster 48
hours prior to the beginning of the meefing.

PRESENT: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Miller, Williams, Mayor Rosenthal
ABSENT: Councilmember Jungman
TARDY: Councitmembers Griffith and Kovach
Item 1, being:

DISCUSSION REGARDING REFINANCING THE 2009 SERIES NOTE FOR THE TAX INCREMENT
FINANCE DISTRICT FOR UNIVERSITY NORTH PARK.

Mr. Anthony Francisco, Director of Finance, said in 2009, City Council, acting as trustees of the Norman Tax
Increment Finance Authority (NTIFA), authorized the issuance of debt in the amount of $14,560,000 for certain
University North Park {UNP) public projects. The loan was structured as a draw note and the NTIFA could
withdraw funds as needed and avoid paying interest on the full debt authorization before those funds were needed.
He said the lender, the University of Oklahoma {OU) Foundation, had to approve any funds that were drawn before
they could be spent along with any available Tax Increment Finance (TIF) District funds that were to be spent. He
said this is one of the major reasons Staff is suggesting the notes be refinanced. He said an open market refinancing
would allow the NTIFA more flexibility to do the projects they choose.

Mr. Francisco said the interest rate on the original note was financed on a floating rate based on the cne year
Treasury Rate plus 1.25%. He said beginning September 1, 2013, the rate will be based on the one year Treasury
Rate plus 2%; in September 2014 it will be 3%, and in September 2015, it will be 4%. He said there is a minimum
interest rate of 3.75% and to date, the interest rate has not exceeded the floor of 3.75%. He said interest rates have
been increasing and if a loan with a low interest rate is not locked in now, there is a chance of going above the
minimum interest rate.

Mr. Francisco said four draws have been taken from the note for the Rock Creek Overpass Project, the 24th Avenue
N.W./Rock Creek Intersection Project, the Legacy Park/24th Avenue N.W. Intersection Project, and the Legacy
Park Design and Construction Project. He said projects have also been completed on a pay-as-you-go basis such as
repaying the developer for the intersection of 24th Avenue N.W. and Robinson Avenue. He said total draws have
been $14,560,000 and the City has met principle payment obligations of $400,000 on September 1, 2011, and
$425,000 on September 1, 2012, If refunding is not done, another principle payment will be due on September 1,
2013.

Mr. Francisco said Staff made some assumptions based on the analysis of potential refunding for Council’s
consideration. He said the existing note will be paid off on the principle repayment of September 1, 2013, in the
amount of $13,735,000. He said NTIFA has made monthly deposits into an interest account and a principle
account so those funds are avaitable to meet the repayment of the outstanding principle and the net payoff wouid be
an estimated $13,545,000. He said as part of Development Agreement No. 5, the QU Foundation reduced the
required reserve level from $1.5 million to $1 million; however, potential lenders may require a $1.5 million
reserve level so Staff has built that into the proposed financing assumption. He said cost of issuance suggests
rounding off figures to make a total proposed issuance of $14,385,000.

Mr. Francisco said other common assumptions to NTIFA refunding notes include taxable interest income to
investors; a prepayment option; coverage estimates (the amount of money on hand divided by the amount of money
that has to be paid to meet debt service) based on current sales tax and property fax apportionment revenues;
repaying principle upfront at a lower rate (back-loading principle); and having available cash on hand in the
TIF fund and on deposit with the Trustee available for TIF Projects or to prepay debt.

Mr. Francisco said investors usually want a minimum coverage ratic of at least 1.25 times and the City’s
assumption has 2 minimum coverage of at least 1.70 times cn a 10-year maturity issue; 1.76 times on a 12-year
maturity issue, and 1.93 times on a 15-year maturity issue. He said maximum coverage would be 2.77 times on a
10-year maturity issue, 2.97 times on a 12-year maturity issue, and 3.44 times on a 15-year maturity issue. He said
given those assumptions, the City would pay out $3,600,184 in interest on a 10-year maturity, $4,602.197 in
interest on a 12-year maturity, and $6,094,071 in interest on a 15-year maturity. He said average annual “excess”
cash would be $977,902 for 10-year maturity, $1,167,633 for 12-year maturity, and $1,358,795 for 15-year
maturity and total “excess” cash would be $9,772,144 for 10-year maturity, $14,011.598 for 12-year maturity, and
$20,381,922 for 15-year maturity.

Mr. Francisco highlighted tentative future funding needs for proposed TIF projects, anticipated costs, and cash
flows in 2014 through 2021.
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Item 1, continued:
Councilmembers Griffith and Kovach arrived at 5:30 p.m.

Mr. Francisco asked for input from the NTIFA regarding the proposed financing. Councilmember Castleberry said
the 15-year maturity has an estimated $20,381,922 in “excess™ cash and asked if the NTIFA chose a 10-year
maturity and at year 15 could they take the 10-year estimated “excess” cash of $977,902 times five years and add
that to the $20,381.922 estimated 15-year “excess”™ cash and Mr. Francisco said yes, by that apalysis they could do
that. Mr. Francisco said if that comparison was made on a 10-year maturity to a 15-year maturity it would add
approximately $7.2 million to the 10-year maturity and if you made that comparison on a 10-year maturity fo a
12-year maturity it would add approximately $2 million. Councilmember Castleberry said if the NTIFA wanted to
maximize cash 15 years from now then a 10-year maturity would do that and Mr. Francisco said yes but only to the
extent that the debt has been paid off.

Mayor Rosenthal asked about available cash on hand and Mr. Francisco said it would depend on the actual cost of
the projects, but if all of the projects cost exactly what is projected, there would be around $2.1 to $2.2 million in
available cash. Councilmember Castleberry asked if any of the cash reserves will be used for financing and
M. Rick Smith, Municipal Finance Services, said there is $1,050,000 currently in reserves on the existing note so
that would be transferred to the new note, but the City would need an additional $500,000 to increase reserves to
$1.5 million, which he believes would be required by lenders. He said the $500,000 would be financed.
Councilmember Castleberry asked what the savings would be on refinancing and Mr. Smith said it would depend
on interest rates, but there will be no dollar savings uatil after the year 2015; however, refinancing will give the
NTIFA flexibility on projects. Mayor Rosenthal said the loan from the OU Foundation was structured to increase
interest rates yearly because the Foundation did not want to be a long term lender. She said the biggest reason to
refinance is to give the NTIFA flexibility to make decisions on projects without getting permission from the
OU Foundation, Mr. Smith said another advantage is & fixed interest rate versus the annual increase of the
OU Foundation note.

Mr. Smith said there will be an increase in the pool of potential bidders with a shorter maturity term. He said when
vou go beyond ten years some of those bidders fall out because they will not want to commit to a fixed rate for
more than 10 years.

Councilmember Castleberry said the assumption is there will be no growth in sales tax or property tax over the next
ten years and that is as conservative as you can get. Councilmember Kovach said he is all for a shorter term and
Mayor Rosenthal agreed. Councilmember Heiple said he prefers the 15-year term although he understands wanting
to save on interest. Mr. Smith said the City can request bids for both 10 and 15 years, but felt there would only be
one or two serious bidders for a 15-year fixed rafe note while there may be 2 dozen bidders for a 10-year note.

Mir. Steve Lewis, City Manager, said $2.5 million for a Lifestyte Center is in tentative future funding needs, but the
project plan allows for more than that and Mr. Jeff Bryant, City Attorney, said the project plan consists of
$8.75 million. Mr. Bryant said a Cultural Center is projected to cost $7.75 million, but that is not listed in future
funding needs and there is approximately $13 million in other projects not listed. Mr. Bryant said a 15-year term
wottld allow the City to pay off the debt and have enough “excess” cash to finish the remaining components of the
project plan. Councilmember Castleberry felt a 10-year note would finance all the projects and leave enough cash
built up to allow pay-as-you-ge on other projects, Mayor Rosenthal said there is interest from the public for a
Cultural Facility and Mr. Francisco said the affordability of doing the proposed projects in the project plan becomes
very questionable when you add a $7 million project and Council needs to understand there would need to be some
trade-offs.

Mr. Harold Haralson, Chair of the TIF Oversight Committee, feit the TIF Oversight Committee would support the
10-year note term.

Councilmember Kovach said if Council is seriously concerned about the General Fund Budget, then the sooner the
debt is paid off the sooner the revenues go into the General Fund. He said the City still has hiring freezes and
possible service cuts in the budget so if this keeps being pushed back the City will never see the full benefit of the
TIF in the General Fund Budget. Councilmembers Griffith and Williams agreed the guicker the debt is paid off the
better.

Mayor Rosenthal said there seems to be a consensus to move forward with a 10-year note. She said financiai
proposals will be circulated with bids received by July 3Ist. She said Council wiil award the bid at the first
meeting of August and financing will be finished by the end of August. Mr. Smith said the proposed financing
schedule shows bids being received by the Financial Advisor and Finance Department two weeks before the first
Council meeting in August; however, banks will not want to wait two weeks for action to be taken by Council. He
said bids will probably come in the Thursday before the first Council in meeting in August and Council will at least
be aware of what the bids are prior to the meeting.

Councilmember Castleberry asked if all the revenues will be pledged and Mr. Smith said 50% of sales tax and ad
valorem tax that comes to the TIF will be pledged. Mr. Francisco said you have to pledge the revenue that is
coming in, but all you have to pay is debt service. Councilmember Castleberry asked if the City wouid still have

4-8



City Council Special Session Minutes
July 16, 2013
Page 3

Item 1, continued:

the flexibility to approve small projects within the TIF and Mr. Francisco said yes, that is the reason for
refinancing, allowing Council to make those decisions instead of having to go through the OU Foundation for
approval.

* K ¥ k ok

Item 2, being:
CONSIDERATION OF ADJOURNING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS THE FOLLOWING:

AS AUTHORIZED BY OKLAHOMA STATUTES TITLE 25 §307(B)4) TO DISCUSS POSSIBLE AND
PENDING LITIGATION IN THE FOLLOWING CASES:

CAROL K. ROONEY VS. CITY OF NORMAN AND COXCOM, LL.C, CLEVELAND COUNTY
DISTREICT COURT CASE NO. CJ-029011-1950 TS.

HODGE V8. KEENE, WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA, CIV-2010-1283D; TENTH CIRCUIT
CASE NG. 2013-6047.

AS AUTHORIZED BY OKLAHOMA STATUTES TITLE 25 §307(B)(4) TO DISCUSS PGSSIBLE LITIGATION
AND TO DISCUSS THE ACQUISITION OF REAL PROPERTY AS AUTHORIZED BY TITLE 25 §307(B)}3) OF
RIGHT-OF-WAY IN CONNECTION WITH THE CEDAR LANE WIDENING PROJECT BETWEEN
12TH AVENUE S.E. AND ONE-EIGHTHH MILE EAST OF 24TH AVENUE S.E..

CITY OF NORMAN VS. TIETSORT REVOCABLE TRUST (CJ-2013-775)

CITY OF NORMAN VS. IIT MOORE, LTD. (CJ-2013-776)

CITY OF NORMAN VS. CHRISTOPHER ARMSTRONG (CJ-2013-777)

CITY OF NORMAN VS. JAMES AND DOROTHY ARMSTRONG (CJ-2013-778)

CITY OF NORMAN VS. WILEY AND BARBARA MADOLE (CJ-2013-779)
Councilmember Kovach moved that the Special Session be adjourned out of and an Executive Session be convened in
order to discuss potential and pending litigation in the cases as stated above and to discuss the acquisition of real
property of right-of-way in connection with the Cedar Lane Widening Project between 12th Avenue SE. and
one-eighth mile east of 24th Avenue S.E., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Griffith; and the

question being upon adjourning out of the Special Session and convening an Executive Session, a vote was taken with
the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Griffith,
Heiple, Holman, Kovach, Miller, Williams,
Mayor Rosenthal

NAYES: None

The Mayor declared the motion carried and the Special Session adjourned out of} and an Executive Session was
convened in order to discuss potential and pending litigation in the cases as stated above and to discuss the acquisition
of real property of right-of-way in connection with the Cedar Lane Widening Project between 12th Avenue SE. and
one-eighth mile east of 24th Avenue S.E.

The City Council adjourned into Executive Session at 5:50 p.m. Mr. Steve Lewis, City Manager; Mr. Jeff Bryant, City
Attorney; and Ms. Kathryn Walker, Assistant City Attorney, were in attendance at the Executive Session.

Mr. Shawn O"Leary, Director of Public Works, was in attendance at the Executive Session beginning at 6:15 p.m.

Mayor Rosenthal acknowledged return to Open Session.
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Item 2, continued:

Thereupon, Councilmember Kovach moved that the Special Session be reconvened, which motion was duly seconded
by Councilmember Griffith; and the question being upon reconvening the Special Session, a vote was taken with the
following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castieberry, Griffith,
Heiple, Holman, Kovach, Miller, Williams,
Mayor Rosenthal
NAYES: None

The Mayor declared the motion carried and the Special Session was reconvened at 6:32 p.m.

The Mayor said potential and pending litigation in the cases as stated above and potential and pending litigation in the
cases as stated above and the acquisition of real property of right-of-way in connection with the Cedar Lane Widening
Project between 12th Avenue S.E. and one-eighth mile east of 24th Avenue S.E., were discussed in Executive Session.
No action was taken and no votes were cast.

* ok % k &k
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, Councilmember Kovach moved that the meeting be adjourned, which motion was

duly seconded by Councilmember Heolman; and the question being upon adjournment of the meeting, a vote was
taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Griffith,
Heiple, Hoiman, Kovach, Miller, Williams,
Mayor Rosenthal
NAYES: None

The Mayor declared the motion carried and the meeting was adjourned at 6:33 p.m.

ATTEST:

City Clerk Mayor
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Strategic Water Supply Plan Public Meeting #4
Minutes
July 16, 2013
6:30 p.m.

The City Council of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, attended
the Strategic Water Supply Plan Public Meeting #4 at 6:30 p.m. at the Norman Municipal
Building on the 16™ day of July, 2013, and notice of the public meeting was posted at the
Municipal Building at 201 West Gray 48 hours prior to the event. Although this meeting
was not a regularly scheduled meeting of Council a quorum of Council was present;
therefore, a summary of the meeting was recorded as required by the Open Meeting Act.

Attendance

o Strategic Water Supply Plan Project Team: John Rehring and Amber Wooten

o Councilmembers: Castleberry, Griffith, Heiple, Holman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Rosenthal

o Staff: Ken Komiske, Mark Daniels, Chris Mattingly, Charlie Thomas, Scott
Aynes, Gay Webb

Status and Progress Update

Mayor Rosenthal welcomed the citizens in attendance and television audience to the
fourth and final scheduled public meeting of the Strategic Water Supply Plan (SWSP).
This process is to plan for our intermediate and long term water supply future. The
Mayor acknowledged and thanked the Ad Hoc Committee for their work and input over
the last year during this process. The Mayor stated additional public meetings will be
held as we move forward and refine these options. She encouraged citizens to let Council
know their preferences, concerns and questions about the three water supply plan options
that Council will be considering. Mayor Rosenthal introduced John Rehring with Carollo
Engineers to lead the presentation.

Mr. Rehring thanked those in attendance and gave a brief overview of the SWSP process
which began over a year ago. Seven Ad Hoc Committee meetings have been held and
this is the fourth and final scheduled public meeting in the process. He stated the goal of
this process has been to select the best two or three water supply portfolios and tonight
we will discuss the three recommended options.

Mr. Rehring explained the process began by looking at existing supply sources, new local
sources and new regional sources. Screening criteria was applied to the supply sources to
determine which were more viable for Norman. The criteria used included: supply
availability, reliability, certainty and timeliness, and cost-effectiveness. A short-list of
supply options was then developed from the most viable and cost-effective options,
which became “building blocks” for the water supply portfolios. A portfolio is a
combination of different sources that together can meet our long term average water
needs of approximately 29 million gailons per day (mgd) through 2060,
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Recommended Portfolios

Fourteen supply portfolios were reviewed, taking into consideration capital costs,
operational cost and the non-economic attributes outlined by the Ad Hoc Committee and
Council. Of the fourteen reviewed, the final three portfolios that best meet our objectives
include:
» Portfolio 1 — Maximizes local supplies
Lake Thunderbird firm yield (6 mgd)
Existing wells (8 mgd)
Additional conservation and non-potable reuse (2 mgd)
Lake Thunderbird Augmentation (13 mgd)
Capital Cost — $250 Million
Operations and Maintenance — $§21 Million per year

¢ Portfolio 13 — Regional raw water ( co-owner with Oklahoma City)
Lake Thunderbird firm yield (6 mgd)
Existing wells (8 mgd)
Additional conservation and non-potable reuse ( 2 mgd)
Regional supplies via Oklahoma City (13 mgd)
Capital Cost - $340 Million
Operations and Maintenance - $23 Million per year

o Portfolio 14 — New wells and Lake Thunderbird Augmentation
Lake Thunderbird firm yield (6 mgd)
Existing wells (8 mgd)
New groundwater wells (2 mgd)
Additional conservation and non-potable reuse (2 mgd)
Lake Thunderbird Augmentation (11 mgd)
Capital Cost - $270 Million
Operations and Maintenance - $22 Million per year

Implementation Planning

Mr. Rehring discussed the implementation possibilities of each of the recommended
portfolios to include: phasing, how capacity could be added over time and financing
increments. Mr. Rehring concluded the presentation with a summary of key attributes of
the three recommended portfolios and asked for questions from the audience.

Feedback and discussion
Mr. Rehring answered the following questions:

o On slide titled Use Already Exceeds Local Supply, what causes the drop in yellow
dashed line (annual average supply)?
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It is based on anticipated drop in allocation from Lake Thunderbird. The
allocation is currently based on the reservoir’s conjunctive yield (firm yield of the
watershed plus groundwater wells), but we anticipate that the allocation will be
reduced to the firm yield of the reservoir only. Right now, the yield of the wells is
double-counted in our permits.

o What does “Lake Thunderbird Augmentation” mean? Please distinguish whether
this is augmentation with water from Oklahoma City, reclaimed wastewater, etc.

For the SWSP project, Lake Thunderbird Augmentation means using reclaimed,
highly treated, wastewater effluent to increase the yield of Lake Thunderbird. We
would then pump the additional water from Lake Thunderbird as a source of
potable supply. In the SWSP project, raw water from Oklahoma City would not
be stored in Lake Thunderbird.

o Why was there such a push from local agencies to get authorization from the
Federal government to get permission to store raw water from Oklahoma City in
Lake Thunderbird?

The Lake was authorized for construction and storage of water originating in the
Lake Thunderbird tributary area (i.e., its watershed). In light of Norman’s
forecasted increases in demand and existing limitations on Thunderbird’s yield,
Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District (COMCD) sought approval for
augmenting the lake’s supplies, including releases from Oklahoma City supplies
to Lake Thunderbird or from other future sources. Changing the allowable uses of
Lake Thunderbird required an act of Congress.

o Why is there an initial steep jump in the demand projection, then a flat period,
followed by a demand growth period? Are you saying that low flow fixtures are
being replaced as they age (retrofit)? What is the source of population projections
used in the SWSP?

This pattern is caused by how demand projections were estimated in previous
studies and the change to the projection method made in the SWSP project. For
the SWSP project, we are using the highest per capita demand from recent years
(accounts for drought and Norman’s existing conservation programs)} plus a 10
percent contingency (to account for potential new industries and other planning
uncertainties). The flat portion of the projection is result of passive conservation
measures (retrofits of older higher-flow fixtures, driven by plumbing code
requirements). The passive conservation savings were derived from the Oklahoma
Comprehensive Water Plan. They represent a gradual replacement of old, high
water use fixtures, but the retrofits and water savings are expected to be in place
by around 2030. The population projections are based on the Norman 2025 Plan.

4-13



SWSP Public Meeting #4
July 16, 2013
Page 4 of 11

The population is not projected to grow at a steady percentage each year, but
generally, population is projected to grow by about 1,500 people each year.

o We have heard the Garber-Wellington aquifer may be losing water (withdrawal
rate is higher than recharge rate). We are looking at 50-year planning period and
should think beyond that too. What is the possibility of this supply not being
available in the future?

There are two aspects to consider when using groundwater as a supply source:
quantity and quality. We have discussed some groundwater quality implications.
Currently, the State of Oklahoma is studying the quantity of water that can be
withdrawn (measured in acre-feet per year per acre of land dedicated) from the
Garber-Wellington. (Norman currently uses groundwater under a permit with a
temporary withdrawal rate.) Based on preliminary information, there will be a
reduction in the permitted withdrawal rate. However, there is sufficient land
available that Norman can choose to dedicate to groundwater wells (i.e., permit
availability will not limit supply). However, just because you have a permit does
not mean that you have water physically available to withdraw. Norman will need
to continue to manage wells (well spacing, annual operation, etc.) to make sure
that we do not see big reductions in well production.

o Understand Lake Thunderbird has a silting problem. How long will it be
available?

Lake Thunderbird’s permitted yield already accounts for 100 years of assumed
siltation. We are about half way through this period now. Analysis shows that
siltation is on track with Bureau of Reclamation projections. The reliable yield
assumes that 100 years of siltation has already occurred. Beyond about 2060
(when the 100 year period ends), siltation may cut back on available supply in
drought years. There will be some tough decisions as this date approaches
(dredging, raising lake, decreasing yield, etc.), but currently, no action is required
to maintain the firm vield at Lake Thunderbird.

o If we do not tap into southeast Oklahoma water, is Texas likely to get it?
The U.S. Supreme Court recently ruled in Oklahoma’s favor in the north Texas
agencies’ litigation. This essentially gave Oklahoma the ability to control its own

water supplies within the framework of the Red River interstate compact.

o Some of us are very concerned about conservation. The amount of conservation
savings shown seems very small.

Conservation is critically important in Norman (we saw this in feedback from Ad

Hoc Committee members and during public meetings). The conservation savings
build on Norman’s current conversation programs. In communities with no
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significant conservation, studies show that around a 10% reduction can often be
achieved. However, in communities like Norman who have been proactive in
implementing conservation, you would not expect to get this much of a reduction
in demand. The 1 mgd presented here represents a 3% reduction in 2060 demand
(in addition to what is already being done). If conservation takes hold more
quickly, there is flexibility in plan to delay implementation of other supply
sources. Norman is also planning an update to its Conservation Plan, which might
drive further conservation efforts and programs.

o I am very concerned about maintaining local control. I did not see any reference
to agreement made with Del City.

The agreement with Del City is not a firm or permanent supply, but when it is
available, it can be used.

o What do you mean when you refer to augmenting Lake Thunderbird? Is it
possible to work with the Corps of Engineers to allow the lake level to rise and
allow us to capture more water?

See previous response regarding Lake Thunderbird augmentation. Around the
country, some reservoir owners are conducting updated flood studies that may
allow reallocation of water from the flood pool to the conservation pool where it
could be used municipal purposes. Right now, we do not have authorization to
store water in the flood pool. Updating the flood study would be expensive and
complicated.

o Is anything in process now regarding an updated flood study?

Not to my knowledge.

o The conservation projections seem low. I think that there is a lot more that can be
done. 1 like Portfolio 14 because you can phase it in as you need it. For the
pipeline from Lake Thunderbird to existing WTP, would it be designed for
maximum flow (you would not want to phase this)?

There is a current project that expands transmission capacity from Lake
Thunderbird to the WTP to 17 mgd.

o What about the new pipeline from Lake Thunderbird to existing WTP under Lake
Thunderbird augmentation?

Yes, it would likely be constructed in a single phase, but because it is a shorter
distance, it is not as costly to construct this all at once {relative to the 100-mile

Atoka pipeline parallel).
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o Supply slides through 2060 show a steady use of Lake Thunderbird yield, but you
said that yield factored in 100 years of siltation. Why doesn’t the use change over
time as siltation occurs?

When Bureau of Reclamation did its yield study, it assumed that 2060 siltation
has already occurred. Norman’s allocation of yield assumes that full 2060 siltation
has occurred even though it is only part way there. The supply use was held
constant at Norman’s portion of the firm yield from Thunderbird.

o How do you augment the lake when silt is filling up the lake already?

It is not a question of filling up the lake when it is full but of adding water to the
lake when the water level is low (it is the “bottoming out” of the lake’s
conservation pool water level that dictates firm yield).

o We are using “reclaimed” water to mean highly treated wastewater. What makes
it safe is that we are mixing it with lake water. However, there is less and less
water in the lake.

The relative proportion of effluent in the lake remains small, and we have
included processes to make discharges to the lake be very high quality.

o Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ) has shown no hint of
approving augmentation. How can we count on this source?

I wouldn’t characterize it as “no hint” of approval. The City is in discussions with
ODEQ along with other cities who are interested in augmenting sensitive water
supplies. We are already doing something similar with users downstream of S.
Canadian who use water from the river as a source of potable supply. It is
common practice in other states and there is regulatory precedence in the United
States. There are on-going discussions about this with ODEQ. Conservation and
reuse are part of the Oklahoma Comprehensive Water Plan (OCWP). The
Legislature adopted a resolution to use the same amount of fresh water in 2060 as
was used in 2012, The only way this happens is if conservation/reuse is
implemented. ODEQ has not come out with indirect potable reuse plans (IPR),
but we are working with them to do so.

o If we put a lot of our eggs in one basket while waiting for ODEQ, do we risk
losing the opportunity to form a regional partnership with Oklahoma City?

Oklahoma City has not set a date for regional partners to make a commitment to
the project. Oklahoma City may ultimately add a third parallel pipeline in the
future. If we decide to collaborate with them, it may change the date of that future
pipeline. This is all something that will need to be negotiated with Oklahoma

City.
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o Would it not be possible for Norman to have more aggressive conservation plan?

Yes, it is possible and should be reflected in an updated conservation plan. For
planning, we need to be conservative and prepare for potential worst-case
conditions. We have a flexible plan that allows for delaying other projects if
conservation is adopted more rapidly or widely than is assumed here. For
planning purposes and looking at other communities, it seems that 1 mgd is a
reasonable planning number.

o This is a 50-year plan, but nowhere in plan is addressed the issue between serving
non-potable demands with potable water. Right now, we treat all water like
drinking water even though there is a large percentage of water used that we do
not drink. Is there a reason that we did not include ultimate separation of potable
nen-potable water?

Each recommended portfolio includes additional direct non-potable reuse
(DNPR). It helps us cut back peak day demand (5 mgd of 55 mgd for 2060).
However, DNPR systems are expensive to implement in developed areas. It is
essentially a parallel pipe system going through urbanized areas. You often see
them implemented in new developments near the source of supply (water
reclamation facilities). The SWSP reframed the question to ask we have an
effluent source, how do we use it efficiently? This is reflected in Lake
Thunderbird augmentation (IPR) options. Communities are finding that a single
pipe augmenting a supply source and a single diversion to existing treatment and
distribution piping is much more cost effective than DNPR parallel systems. In
recommended portfolios, you are seeing a combination of these efficient uses of
resources.

o When we build new developments, we should keep this in mind — require division
between potable/non-potable supplies.

We need to keep in mind the ability to get from source (WRF) to the new
development. Should the city choose, the DNPR system proposed is expandable.
It is a question of whether expanding purple pipe is better use of resource than
other options (like IPR).

o Why can we not pump arsenic contaminated water into Lake Thunderbird where
it can be diluted (alternative way to augment Lake Thunderbird)?

It is a question of what is the best way to use existing offline wells. We have
shown here bringing these wells into a new centralized treatment facility. The
United States Geological Survey (USGS) recently completed a study that looked
at pumping arsenic wells into tributaries to mitigate arsenic on its way to Lake
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Thunderbird. The study showed some promise but raised some concerns. The
USGS is continuing to study this issue.

o When you talk non-potable water, are you talking gray water?

Gray water refers to water collected from showers, sinks, etc. and used at the
household level — different from use of treated effluent from a water reclamation
facility.

o We are building 1,000 houses in north Norman. If you put gray water from all of
these houses, you have maybe 80,000 gallons of water you can save. I did not see
this in any of options discussed. It seems that conservation is something that we
can do with stricter rules. Why isn’t this been included for new homes?

That absolutely could be used as part of updated conservation plan and Norman’s
future. Overall, it will not replace one of the larger projects that we need to do in
the future.

o State bill 252, chapter 627 (water reuse regulations). I read it in great detail but it
does not include drinking water. Did they pull out drinking water, did they not
consider it, was it expunged in committee? Do you know why it wasn’t included?

Potable reuse brings a lot of concerns that we need to take care of (concerns that
are not there for non-potable reuse). They held category 1 in reserve with
intention of developing indirect potable reuse guidance. There is quite a bit of
interest at the state level and in communities driving ODEQ to develop indirect
potable reuse regulations.

o Demand growth at 1,500 per year results in about a year 2050 growth of 65%
whereas graphs show water use up to 90% growth.

Per capita use first was founded on the recent higher per capita use (reflects
existing conservation savings, but also the need to meet dry year demands). It also
includes a 10% reserve (ready for emergency or industry growth). Demand
growth is function of population growth but is also impacted by what percentage
of Norman’s population is on city’s water. In past we have shown high/low
demand projections. Tonight we focused on the high demand projection
(conservative sizing) that reflects 100% of residents are on city water service.

o Regarding chromium-6 and arsenic: we have already treated one well for arsenic.
We can do that now. California has been treating for chromium-6 for years. Are
you saying that it is 10 years down the road before we can do this here?
Technology is improving (reverse osmosis, ultraviolet light) and it is capable of
taking out pharmaceuticals, fecal, Cr6, etc., from water. We could treat wells now
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and have more water now. All wells are not contaminated with chromium-6, was
this a general statement?

Absolutely, we can treat individual wells for arsenic. However, it is debatable
whether it is cost effective and operationally practical to treat wells individually.
As technology develops, it becomes more cost effective to treat for arsenic,
chromium-6, and other future potential regulated items. What we see is that the
most effective and efficient way to address this is to bring wells together for
treatment. Once centralized treatment and collection is in place, it makes sense to
treat water from the currently inactive arsenic wells also. California does not have
chromium-6 regulations, but the state is expected to issue them and is expected to
issue them before the federal regulations. For the SWSP, we anticipated federal
regulations in 2018. Depending on federal regulated level and using available data
on Norman’s wells, it is anticipated that a majority of wells will require
chromium-6 treatment.

o Staying local is cheapest way. You sight 12% weighting ratic here for cost but I
think that you have made an error in saying that cost is only 12% important. It
seems more like 20%. Also, aren’t bonds shown going to be about 25% higher
than what is shown for paying bondsman?

Costs we assumed for bond issuance are included here. The 12% weighting is
based on feedback from Ad Hoc committee members, City Council members,
Mayor, and city staff that chose to participate in the paired comparison exercise.
We have not seen statistics indicating such a high percentage of bond fees, and
there are other funding avenues (e.g., state revolving fund low-interest loans).

o Is there a way to consider which portfolio offers us more flexibility? Won’t
technology continue to change?

Flexibility is factored into both phasing potential and timely implementation.
Technology impacts treatment for any of these sources but technology changes
are unlikely to change the availability of supply. There is uncertainty but our job
is to sort through uncertainties, make best decision that we can, then continue to
update the plan as we know more.

o It looks like there is excess capacity phased in early years (for Portfolio 13), is
there a reason that it is not delayed to more closely match demands?

In Portfolio 13, we participate as co-owner with Oklahoma City and need to build
the pipeline at one time. We build a significant portion of capacity up front.
Beyond that, the increases occur in community interest areas of DNPR. This
could be delayed, depending on community interests. Buying into Oklahoma City
raw water infrastructure sets a course of where we get a big portion of supply
long-term (but does not significantly affect treatment decisions).
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o I think that we are overlooking what we are going to do with tribal issues. The
tribe has not decided what to do about Lake Sardis. It could be 50 years before
that is decided. I believe that OWRB bought Sardis from Federal. What did OKC
pay for Sardis water rights? If it is all federal, why can we not just buy Lake
Thunderbird? We need to make non-potable mandatory.

Acknowledged comments.

o From Oklahoma City to the Arkansas state line, the change in rainfall is equal to
the change in rainfall between Arkansas to the east coast. If you want water, you
go east.

You can see that when we looked at regional sources, we did not look to western
Oklahoma.

o I assume Oklahoma City makes money off supplying water to others.

They are allowed to cover costs. There is some economy of scale in large regional
projects.

o There is quite a bit of interest in conservation. I like that you are planning for
supply reserve and are being conservative in demand projections. The way you
pay for some of these projects are not necessarily bonds. Did the voters authorize
OWRB an additional $300M that they can use for loans?

Essentially, this authorization is for an expansion of their existing low cost loan
program. It puts the State’s resources as loan guarantees for borrowers. This
translates to issuing more low interest loans. This is definitely a tool in our
financial toolbox.

o What about groundwater recharge? Tucson has engineered wetlands that are
marvelous. Their recharge does not include drilling new wells. They ripped
ground about 5-feet where most of bacteria exist. They recharge using big ponds
located on the ripped land. Arizona also has dual pipe system. Why can’t
something like this be implemented here?

Arizona has sandy soils that are more conducive to percolating water than the clay
soils that we have here and actually limit percolation. Arizona also has regulatory
precedent for recharging groundwater with treated effluent. Oklahoma does not.
When it does come, we anticipate that the regulations will be more stringent than
what will be required to augment surface water.

o What about using wetlands? We have Little River running gquite a distance into
Lake Thunderbird. For several years, I have been trying to talk about engineered
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wetlands (There is available land near Franklin and 60th.) Has anyone been
talking about using these?

The applicability would be adding engineered wetlands as part of IPR treatment
process. Our industry has found that getting reliable, year-round treatment from
wetlands in order to meet discharge permits is challenging. It is possible to get
good treatment in summer and poor or no treatment in winter.

The meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m.
Items submitted for the record:

1. PowerPoint presentation entitled, 2060 Strategic Water Supply Plan Public Meeting
#4, July 16,2013

ATTEST:

City Clerk Mayor
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CITY COUNCIL CONFERENCE MINUTES
July 23,2013

The City Council of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in a conference at 5:15 p.m. in the
Municipal Building Conference Room on the 23rd day of July, 2013, and notice and agenda of the meeting were
posted at the Municipal Building at 201 West Gray, and the Norman Public Library at 225 North Webster 24 hours

prior to the beginning of the meeting.

PRESENT: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Griffith,
Heiple, Holman, Kovach, Miller, and
Williams

ABSENT: Councilmember Jungman and Mayor
Rosenthal

Item 1, being:

DISCUSSION REGARDING CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1112-42 WITH SHELL
CONSTUCTION COMPANY, INC., DECREASING THE CONTRACT BY $89,174.13 FOR A REVISED
CONTRACT AMOUNT OF $493,087.87 FOR THE 2016 ROAD RECONSTRUCTION BOND PROJECTS AND

FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Mr. Greg Hall, Street Maintenance Superintendent, said City Council approved Contract No. K-1112-42 on October 11,
2011, with Shell Construction Company in the amount of $582,262 for the first phase of total reconstruction projects
included in the 2010 Street Maintenance Bond Program. Four neighborhood streets were included in the project that
included Johnson Street, Himes Street, Mosier Street, and Hayes Street, all located south of Robinson Street east of Flood
Avenue. He said the City and contractor mutually agreed to delete Hayes Street from the project due to delays on the
Robinson Street Underpass Project and the anticipated disruption to the neighborhood. Hayes Street was rescheduled to take
place in 2013 as part of another contact. He said the 2010 Road Reconstruction Bond Projects are complete and was
inspected by Staff on November 18, 2012. Mr. Hall said Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-42 decreasing the
contract amount of $89,174.13 reflects the deletion of Hayes Street as well the addition of minor unit price items on Himes

Street and Johnson Street.

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1112-42, Change Order No. One
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-42 with Detailed Cost Itemization

Item 2, being:

DISCUSSION REGARDING CHANGE ORDER NO. TWO TO CONTRACT NO. K-1112-107 WITH SUN
CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, L.L.C., INCREASING THE CONTRACT BY $2,186.40 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT
AMOUNT OF $244,133.40 FOR THE BUILDING “A” RENOVATION PROJECT, PHASE 1, AND FINAL
ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Mr. Scott Sturtz, City Engineer, said Building A in the Municipal Complex was constructed in 1978 and currently houses
61 employees of the Planning and Community Development and Public Works Departments. Building A did not meet
current accessibility standards of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and, in addition, customer service and public
meetings were compromised due to a lack of adequate space and employees were crammed in small work spaces.

Mr. Sturtz said Building A renovations were scheduled in two phases to accommodate Capital Fund budget limitations
without a disruption of customer service. City Council approved Contract No. K-1112-107 with Sun Construction Services,
L.L.C., on March 27, 2012, in the amount of $217,328. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-107 was approved
by City Council on August 13, 2012, in the amount of $24,619 and covered construction phasing alternatives to accelerate
the completion date of the overall project. Change Order No. Two increasing the contact by $2,186.40 addresses several
requests from the contractor that included additional cabinetry and countertops; additional light fixtures and electrical
outlets; an additional swing gate in the permit area; additional plumbing; medification of a closet door; and modifications of
the restrooms. He said the Building “A” Renovation Project, Phase 1, is now complete.
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Item 2, continued:

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1112-107, Change Order No. Two
2. Change Order No. Two to Contract No. K-1112-107

Item 3, being:

DISCUSSION REGARDING CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO CONTACT NO. K-121347 WITH SUN
CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, L.L.C., INCREASING THE CONTRACT BY $1,308.60 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT
AMOUNT OF $78,864.60 FOR THE BUILDING “A” RENOVATION PROJECT, PHASE 2, AND FINAL
ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Mr. Sturtz said Building A renovations were done in two phases to accommodate Capital Fund budget limitations without a
“disruption of customer service. City Council approved Contract No. K-1112-47, which was Phase 2 of the project, with
Sun Construction Services, L.L.C., en March 27, 2012, in the amount of $63,420. He said there were two bid alternates that
were separated from the base bid to insure the base bid was within the project budget. These alternatives included the
replacement of four exterior steel doors and hardware at the four corners of the building at a cost of $7,650 and the
installation of four interior glass and aluminum doors at a cost of $6,496. These doors provide security within the building
and were recognized by the Police Department as an effective security measure for Staff and citizens.

Mr. Sturtz said Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-47 in the amount of $1,308.60 allowed for additional work
including the painting of existing paneling in one office; electrical work; modification to exterior doors; additional millwork;
removal of track lighting; installation of the northeast door; and installation of closet shelving. He said the Building “A”
Renovation Project, Phase 11, is now complete.

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1213-47, Change Order No. One
2. Change Order No. One to Confract No. K-1213-47

Item 4, being:

DISCUSSION REGARDING CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1213-65 WITH CENTRAL
CONTRACTING SERVICES, INC., DECREASING THE CONTRACT BY $11,300 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT
AMOUNT OF $362,540 FOR THE APPLE CREEK WATER LINE PROJECT AND FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF THE

PROJECT.

Mr. Jim Speck, Capital Projects Engineer, said the Apple Creek Water Line Project provided for the replacement of
approximately 2,800 feet of ductile iron waterline with polyethylene vinyl chloride in the Apple Creek Apartment area of
Prairie Creek Addition. City Council approved Contract No. K-09i0-62 with Cardinal Engineering and Contact
No. K-0910-55 with Lemke land Surveying for on-call engineering and drafting services on August 25, 20609, The waterline
replacement design was performed by Staff with the assistance of Cardinal Engineering and Lemke Surveying., On May 26,
2013, City Council approved Contract No. K-1213-65 with Central Contracting Services, Inc., in the amount of $373,840 for

the construction of the waterline.

Mr. Speck said the project is now complete and Change Order Ne. One to Contract No. K-1213-65 decreasing the contract
amount by $11,300 allows for the adjustment of the bid quantities to final quantities installed.

Items submitted for the record
1. TextFile No. K-1213-635, Change Order No. One
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-65
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Item 5, being:

PRESENTATION BY MARK DERICHSWEILER FROM THE OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ON THE DRAFT TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD STUDY FOR LAKE THUNDERBIRD.

Mr. Ken Komiske, Director of Utilities, introduced Ms. Shellie Chard-McClary, Director, Water Quality Division, and
Mr, Mark Derichsweiler, Watershed Planning Section, Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ).
Mr. Derichsweiler gave a brief overview of ODEQ’s proposed modification to incorporate Lake Thunderbird’s nutrient,
turbidity, and dissolved oxygen into the Oklahoma Water Quality Management Plan.

Mr. Derichsweiler said the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) was adopted in 1972 and requires States to develop Water
Quality Standards (WQS) which provide goals and pollution control targets for improving water quality where minimum
standards are not met. The waterbodies where these minimum standards are not met are considered to be “impaired” and are
listed on what is known as the 303d List because regulations fali under Section 303(d) of the CWA. The plan to improve
water quality for impaired waterbodies is accomplished by establishing limits known as Total Daily Maximum Loads
(TMDLs) for each pollutant exceeding standards. He said TMDL’s set levels for pollutants that allow waterbodies to
achieve their WQS for beneficial uses that include drinking, recreation, aesthetics, irrigation, fishing, and swimming. He
said there is a two-step appreach to achieving CWA goals that include technology based requirements for all pollutions
discharged and additional water quality based controls to meet WQS. He said ODEQ takes samples from waterbodies and
compares monitoring results to WQS to identify problem areas then compiles a list to be submitted to the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) every two years. He said Lake Thunderbird has been on that list for the last few cycles. He said
there are priority standards for problem areas on the list and Lake Thunderbird is a high priority.

Mr. Derichsweiler said problems found in Lake Thunderbird include high turbidity (clarity of water), low dissolved oxygen,
and high chlorophyll-a. Elevated levels of chlorophyli-a means too much algae is growing in the lake creating a high
concentration of nutrients, especially nitrogen and phosphorus. High levels of algae can cause surface scum, poor water
clarity, and noxicus odors and can affect the taste of drinking water as well as increasing the cost of treating the water.

Mr. Derichsweiler said the TMDL allocates poilutant loads to point sources known as waste load allocation (WLA) and
nonpoint sources know as load allocation (LA). A point source is described as a discernible, confined, and discrete
conveyance from which pollutants are or may be discharged to surface waters. He said peint source discharges are single,
identifiable, and localized that are usually, but not always, discharges from pipe and nonpoint sources are generally from
agricultural runoff that cannot be identified as entering a waterbody at a single location. He said the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Program regulates point source discharges. He said Norman, Oklahoma City, and
Moore’s stormwater systems are regulated point sources so there is a margin of safety (MOS). He said DEQ regulates
stormwater discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s), industrial sites, and construction sites. He
said polluted stormwater runoff is commonly transported through MS4s from which it is often discharged untreated into
local creeks or rivers. He said to prevent harmful pollutants from being washed or dumped into an MS84 operators must
obtain a NPDES permit and develop a Stormwater Management Program. He said there are a few unincorporated areas in
Oklahoma that will not be regulated by a permit, but that is less than 2% of the total TMDLs.

Mr. Derichsweiler highlighted the project timeline and said a TMDL report was submitted to the EPA in November 2012,
and a series of public meetings were held. He said ODEQ is now in the public comment period, which is scheduled to run
through August 1, 2013. Afier the comment peried closes ODEQ is required to go through the comments and prepare a
response for each comment known as a responsiveness surnmary to be circulated to everyone who made comments and be
posted on the ODEQ website. The revisions will be made to the draft report and submitted to the EPA for approval. The
report has to be approved by the EPA before it takes affect.

Mr. Derichsweiler said it is not practical from a scientific or financial standpoint to take samples all the time to measure
pollutant leadings on a watershed for a long period of time. He said models estimate pollutant loadings in-between
measurements and give a continuous picture of loading. He said the EPA developed a model framework to establish the
cause/effect linkage between pollutant loading from the watershed and water quality conditions in the lake. The water
quality linkage analysis was performed using the Environmental Fluid Dynamics Code (EFDC) reserveir water quality
model. The model was developed to simulate water quality condition in Lake Thunderbird for sediments, nutrients, organic
matter, dissolved oxygen, and chlorophyll-a. The EFDC lake model was developed with water quality data collected at
eight locations in the lake during a one year period from April 2008 through April 2009. Model results were calibrated to
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Item 5, continued;

observations for water level, water temperature, nitrogen, phosphorus, dissolved oxygen, organic carbon, and algae
(chlorophyll-a). The calibrated lake model was used to evaluate the water quality response to reductions in watershed
loading of sediment and nutrients. The linked watershed and lake model framework were used to calculate average annual
loads that, if achieved, should meet WQS within a reasonable time. The calibrated model results supported the development
of TMDLs to achieve compliance with WQS for turbidity, chlorophyll-a, and dissolved oxygen.

Mr. Derichsweiler said a 35% reduction of all loadings of nitrogen, phosphorus and total suspended solids {TSS) from the
Lake Thunderbird Watershed would be needed to meet WQS; however, the lake is meeting all criteria for organic matter or
dissolved oxygen. He said algae began increasing due to a reduction in turbidity in the lake over a ten year peried so it will
take some time to meet the chlorophyll-a standard. He said turbidity is generally caused by soil erosion and sediment runoff
and is a measure of cloudiness of water from suspended particles such as sediment, clay, silt, plankton, or microscopic
organisms. Higher turbidity/TSS increases water temperatures because the suspended particles absorb more heat, which in
turn reduces concentration of dissolved oxygen. Turbidity also reduces sunlight penetration to aquatic plants and if plants
do not get enough sunlight then photesynthesis will occur reducing the level of dissolved oxygen. Turbidity/TSS can affect
fish by clogging the gills they need to breathe, rotting their fins, and reducing their resistance to diseases, It can also add to
the mechanical wear of water supply pumps and distribution systems thus increasing water freatment costs. He said
projections indicate reduction standards will have been met in six years, but that does not mean Lake Thunderbird will be
impairment free in six years.

Mr. Derichsweiler said waste load allocations (WLA) are assigned based on the percentage of existing loadings in 2009. He
said no WLA’s were assigned for Midwest City, Del City, Lexington or Noble because they are such a small part of the
watershed. No reductions are required for unincorporated areas.

Mr. Derichsweiler highlighted recommendations from the report. He said the Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy
District (COMCD) has been taking water from the bottom of the lake and adding liquid oxygen to increase oxygen levels
known as hypo limnetic oxygen injection and this should be continued. Cities should also continue to re-vegetate the lake
shoreline to help reduce sediment loadings and consider establishing treatment wetlands on the Little River arm above the
Twin Bridges for long term reduction. He said general recommendations include improving controls of sewer overflows;
implementing enhanced controls for on-site wastewater systems (septic tanks), and establishing a stakeholder/citizen
advisory committee.

Mr. Derichsweiler said ODEQ ftried to strike a balance for telling communities what they need to do for reduction of TMDL
and ailowing communities to develop a compliance policy to reach their geoals. He said they tried to make MS4 permit
requirements open ended and flexible. Permit requirements will include submitting an approvable TMDL compliance plan
within 24 months of EPA approval; identifving potential significant sources; selecting a general strategy for meeting the
WLAs; implementing enhanced or more frequent construction site inspections and considering enhanced enforcement
measures; determining a schedule for achieving the WLA; tracking Best Management Practices (BMP) implementation; and
implementing educational programs. He said there is a monitoring component that goes along with the MS4 permit and it
may be advantageous for Norman, Oklahoma City, and Moore to collaborate on a coordinated regional monitoring program.
He said a monitoring program must be fully implemented within three years of EPA approval. He said the goals of the
monitoring plan will be to show the effectiveness of BMP’s and demonstrate progress toward achieving the required
reduction. He said if progress cannot be shown, then revisions to the compliance plan will need to be made. He said an
annual report must also be submitted.

Mr. Derichsweiler said a statewide Stormwater Construction General Permit (OKR10) is required for construction near
bodies of water and ODEQ is proposing changes to the requirements that would apply solely to the Lake Thunderbird
Watershed. He said the permit would apply to any construction site consisting of one acre or greater. Construction sites
would have to meet all conditions of the general permit and comply with additional conditions implemented by cities for
TMDL compliance. He said projects within the Lake Thunderbird Watershed must submit all Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plans (SWP3) for sites of five acres or larger. He said specific requirements within the control measures of the
permit include a 100 foot minimum buffer for all streams; sediment basins for all locations draining five acres or more;
weekly site inspections; quicker corrective actions; immediate stabilization; and soil nutrient testing before using fertilizer.
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Mr. Derichsweiler said a Multi-Section General Permit (OKRO03) is required for industrial sites and ODEQ is proposing
addition requirements that include an update for additional TSS and nutrient reduction measures within 12 months; monthly
inspections and maintenance; monitoring and reporting once a month if the permit has numeric effluent limits; and
complying with any additional poilutant prevention or discharge monitoring requirement established by the local MS4
municipalities. These requirements would apply to asphalt paving, concrete products, and sand and gravel mining.

Councilmember Heiple asked why model resuits took so long to obtain and if Council could see the models and
Mr. Derichsweiler said ODEQ spent a year monitoring the lake and lost EPA funding along the way. He said the final
results of the models will be available soon. Councilmember Heiple said parameters can change the outcome of results and
asked if the requirements are federally mandated, state mandated, or did ODEQ create them?” Mr. Derichsweiler said the
requirements were originally developed by EPA and are widely used. Councilmember Heiple asked who centrols the
parameters and Mr. Derichsweiler said ODEQ hired a consultant to develop and control parameters. Councilmember Heiple
said all the models he has seen on the EPA website use bell curve models based on average conditions, but it is not the
average conditions that hurt the lake, it is the extraordinary condition or occurrences.

Councilmember Kovach said months ago Mr. Derichsweiler expressed concems that the model was not as good as it could
be because ODEQ was being rushed and Mr. Derichsweiler said although ODEQ did not have time fo review different
alternatives for reduction, they are confident the model results are within an acceptable error range. Councilmember Kovach
said he would like to coordinate with the other cities involved for a regional monitoring program. He felt the Association of
Central Oklahoma Governments (ACOG) should also be involved.

Councilmember Miller asked if ODEQ is continuing to monitor the lake and if the model projects firture results and
Mr. Derichsweiler said monitoring is ongoing, but future projections have not been done.

Councilmember Griffith asked if ODEQ could modify input in the model fo reflect current weather conditions and
Mr. Derichsweiler said there is no funding, but the 2008/2009 precipitation and temperature used were right at the long term
average. Ms. McClary said there have been discussions with COMCD about obtaining the model and collecting data that
would eventually lead to an updated TMDL. She said the TMDL is not final forever and there is always the opportunity to
submit amendments to the EPA.

Councilmember Castleberry asked where the EPA is on water reuse and Ms. McClary said updates are expected in early
2014. She said Oklashoma Water Resources Board (OWRB) water quality standards allow lake managers to adopt another
set of regulations for sensitive water supplies, which makes it more difficult to do reuse because cities would have to prove
that the lake would not be degraded by discharge. She said if COMCD and those with water rights were to get that removed,
ODEQ could legally issue a discharge permit. She said WQS’s allow for a project or study to demonstrate that water would
not negatively impact the lake and Garver Engineering is working on a project that would show what such a study might
lock like.

Mr. Derichsweiler said a public meeting will be held at the Norman Public Library tonight at 6:30 p.m.

Items submitted for the record
1. Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality Public Notice regarding the Draft Nutrient, Turbidity, and
Dissolved Oxygen TMDLs for Lake Thunderbird dated June 10, 2013
2. 208 TMDL Factsheet for Nutrients, Turbidity, and Dissolved Oxygen in the Lake Thunderbird Watershed
3. Lake Thunderbird Report for Nutrient, Turbidity, and Dissolved Oxygen TMDLs Executive Summary
4. PowerPoint presentation entitled, “Lake Thunderbird TMDL Project Overview,” prepared by the Oklahoma
Department of Environmental Quality dated July 23, 2013

The meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m.

ATTEST:
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY MINUTES
NORMAN MUNICIPAL AUTHORITY MINUTES
NORMAN TAX INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY MINUTES

July 23,2013

The City Council of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in Regular
Session in the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building on the 23rd day of July, 2013, at
6:30 p.m., and notice and agenda of the meeting were posted at the Municipal Building at 201 West
Gray and at the Norman Public Library at 225 North Webster 24 hours prior to the beginning of the
meeting.

PRESENT: Councilmembers  Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miiler
Wiltiams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

ABSENT: Mayor Rosenthal

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mayor Pro Tem Griffith.

* % ok & ok

Item 3, being:
CONSIDERATION CF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS:

NORMAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE CITY COUNCIL MEET AND GREET RECEPTION
MINUTES OF JULY 8, 2013

CITY COUNCIL CONFERENCE MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2013

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2013

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2013

NORMAN MUNICIPAL AUTHORITY MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2013

NORMAN TAX INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2013

Acting as the City Council, Norman Utilities Authority, Nerman Municipal Authority, and Norman Tax
Increment Finance Authority, Councilmember Kovach moved that the minutes be approved and the
filing thereof be directed, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Wiiliams;

Items submitted for the record
1. TextFile No. GID-1213-12 dated July 18, 2013, by Brenda Hall, City Clerk
2. Norman Chamber of Commerce City Council Meet and Greet Reception minutes of
July 8, 2013
City Council! Conference minutes of July 9, 2013
City Council minutes of July 9, 2013
Norman Utilities Authority minutes of July 9, 2613
Norman Municipal Authority minutes of July 9, 2013
Norman Tax Increment Finance Authority minutes of July 9, 2013

N W

and the question being upon approving the minutes and upon the subsequent directive, a vote was taken
with the following result:

YEAS: Councifmembers Castieberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the minutes approved; and the filing thereof was
directed.

% % & %k %k
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City Council Minutes Page 2 July 23, 2013
Item 4, being:

PROCLAMATION NO. P-1314-2: A PROCLAMATION OF THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, PROCLAIMING THE WEEK OF AUGUST 11 THROUGH 11, 2013,
AS NATIONAL HEALTH CARE CENTER WEEK IN THE CITY OF NORMAN.

Councilmember Kovach moved that receipt of Proclamation No. P-1314-2 proclaiming the week of
August 11 through 17, 2013, as Naticnal Health Care Center in the City of Norman be acknowledged
and the filing thereof be directed, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. P-1314-2 dated July 6, 2012, by Sergeant Jennifer Newell,
Neighborhood Watch
2. Proclamation No, P-1314-2
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Brian Kamnes, Director, Variety Care Corporation, accepted the proclamation
and thanked the Council

and the guestion being upon acknowledging receipt of Proclamation No. P-1314-2 proclaiming the
week of August 11 through 17, 2013, as National Health Care Center in the City of Norman and upon
the subsequent directive, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and receipt of Proclamation No. P-1314-2
proclaiming the week of August 11 through 17, 2013, as National Health Care Center in the City of
Norman acknowledged; and the filing thereof was directed.
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Item 5, being:
CONSENT DOCKET

Councifmember Kovach moved that ltem 6 through Item 42 be placed on the consent docket by
unanimous vote, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Williams; and the guestion
being upon the placement on the consent docket by unanimous vote of Item 6 through Item 42, a vote
was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Item 6 through Item 42 were placed on the
consent docket by unanimous vote.

* k ok k% %
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City Council Minutes Page 3 July 23,2013
Item 6, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1213-56 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE: AN
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING
SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO PLACE
PART OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION NINE (9) OF TOWNSHIP EIGHT
{8) NORTH, RANGE TWOC (2) WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, NORMAN, CLEVELAND
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE PUD, PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT, AND
REMOVE SAME FROM THE A-2, RURAL AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND
PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST
SIDE OF 12TH AVENUE S.E. APPROXIMATELY 620 FEET NORTH OF CEDAR LANE ROAD)

Councilmember Kovach moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-56 be Infroduced and adopted upon First
Reading by title, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

[tems submitted for the record

1. Text File No. 0-1213-56 dated May 13, 2013, by Jane Hudson, Current Planning
Manager
Ordinance No. 0-1213-56
Location map
Staff Report dated June 13, 2013, recommending approval
Park 7 Group Addition Application for 2025 Plan Change, Planned Unit
Development, Preliminary Plat, prepared by Sean Paul Rieger, S.P. Rieger,
P.LL.C., originally submitted May 13, 2013, and revised June 6, 2013, with
Exhibit A, Preliminary Plat; Exhibit B, Preliminary Site Development Plan;
Exhibit C, Calculations of Intensity of Uses; Exhibit D, Open Space Exhibit; and
Exhibit E, Qil Well Site Plan
6. Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of June 13,2013

i

and the question being upon the Introduction and adoption of Ordinance No. 0-1213-56 upon First
Reading by title, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Hoiman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-56 was Introduced, read,
and adopted upon First Reading by title,
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Item 7, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-5 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE: AN
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING
SECTIONS 21-111 AND 21-201 OF CHAPTER 21 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN
TO AMEND THE FREQUENCY OF RECYCLING COLLECTICN, THE TYPE OF RECYCLING
CONTAINERS UTILIZED, AND THE MATERIALS TO BE RECYCLED; AND PROVIDING
FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Ordinance No, 0-1314-5 be Introduced and adopted upon First
Reading by title, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
i.  TextFile No. O-1314-5 dated July 16, 2013, by Ken Komiske, Director of Utilities
2.  Ordinance No. 0-1314-5
3. Legislatively notated copy of Ordinance No. 0-1314-5
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Jeff Bryant, City Attorney
2. Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions
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City Council Minutes Page 4 July 23, 2013
Item 7, continued:

and the question being upon the Introduction and adoption of Ordinance No. O-1314-5 upon First
Reading by title, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1314-5 was Introduced, read,
and adopted upon First Reading by title.
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item 8, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-6 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE: AN
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OCKLAHOMA, AMENDING
CHAPTER 20, SECTION 20-803, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN TC AMEND
AND CLARIFY THE LANGUAGE AS IT RELATES TO PARKING METER USAGE PAYMENT
OPTIONS AND OPERATION TIMES; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY
THEREOF.

Councitmember Kovach moved that Ordinance No. 0-1314-6 be Introduced and adepted upon First
Reading by title, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. 0-1314-6 dated July 15, 2613, by Angele Lombardo, Transportation
Engineer
2.  Ordinance No. 0-1314-6
3. Legislatively notated copy of Ordinance No. 0-1314-6

and the question being upon the Introduction and adoption of Ordinance No. O-1314-6 upon First
Reading by title, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Counciimembers Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. O-1314-6 was Introduced, read,
and adopted upon First Reading by title.
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Item 9, being:

SUBMISSION AND ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT OF THE FINANCE DIRECTOR'S
INVESTMENT REPORT AS OF JUNE 30, 2013, AND DIRECTING THE FILING THEREOF.

Councilmember Kovach moved that receipt of the report be acknowledged and the filing thereof be
directed, which motion was duly secended by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. RPT-1314-3 dated July 9, 2013, by Anthony Francisco, Director of
Finance
2. Finance Director's Investment Report of June 30, 2013
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Anthony Francisco, Director of Finance
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City Council Minutes Page 5 July 23,2013
Item 9, continued:

and the question being upon acknowledging receipt of the report and upon the subsequent directive, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and receipt of the report acknowledged; and the
filing thereof was directed.
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Ttem 10, being:

SUBMISSION AND ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT OF THE MONTHLY DEPARTMENTAL
REPORTS FOR THE MONTH OF JUNE, 2013, AND DIRECTING THE FILING THEREOF.

Councilmember Kovach moved that receipt of the reports be acknowledged and the filing thereof be
directed, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. RPT-1314-4 dated July 9, 2013, by Carol Coles, Administrative

Assistant
2. Monthly Departmental Reports for the month of June, 2013

and the question being upon acknowledging receipt of the reports and upon the subsequent directive,
a vote was taken with the fellowing result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and receipt of the reports acknowledged; and the
filing thereof was directed.
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Item 11, being:

CONSIDERATION OF A RECOMMENDATION FROM THE REAPPORTIONMENT
COMMISSION THAT THE CITY COUNCIL NOT ADJUST THE WARD BOUNDARIES AT
THIS TIME.

Councilmember Kovach moved that the Reapportionment Commission recommendation that the City
Council not adjust the ward boundaries at this time be accepted, which motion was duly seconded by
Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. RPT-1314-2 dated July 9, 2013, by Joyce Green, GIS Manager
2.  Memorandum dated June 27, 2013, from Joyce Green, Manager, GIS Division, to
Chairman and Members, Norman Reapportionment Commission
3. Statistics for 2013 Reapportionment Commission Review of City Council Wards

4. Norman Reapportionment Commission minutes of July &, 2013
5. Map of ward boundaries
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City Council Minutes Page 6 July 23,2013
Item 11, continued:

and the question being upon accepting the Reapportionment Commission recommendation that the
City Council not adjust the ward boundaries at this time, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the Reapportionment Commission
recommendation that the City Council not adjust the ward boundaries at this time was accepted.
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Item 12, being:

AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE ONE (1) FIRE APPARATUS FROM PIERCE
MANUFACTURING THROUGH CONRAD FIRE EQUIPMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $588,948
UTILIZING THE HOUSTON GALVESTON AREA CONTRACT (HGAC).

Councilmember Kovach mcved that the purchase of one (1) fire apparatus from Plerce Manufacturing
through Conrad Fire Equipment in the amount of $588,948 utilizing the Houston Galveston Area
Contract be approved, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

[tems submitted for the record
1. Text File No. GID-1314-11 dated July i1, 2013, by James Fullingim, Fire Chief
2. Proposal Option List for Bid No. 245 dated June 20, 2013, from Pierce
Manufacturing for Conrad Fire Equipment for one sky boom truck

and the question being upon approving the purchase of one (1) fire apparatus from Conrad Fire
Equipment in the amount of $588,948 utilizing the Houston Galveston Area Contract, a vote was taken
with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miiller,
Wiiliams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the purchase of one fire apparatus from Conrad
Fire Equipment in the amount of $588,948 utilizing the Houston Galveston Area Contract was
approved.
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Item 13, being:

EASEMENT NO. E-1514-3: CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF A PERMANENT
EASEMENT FROM THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF $32,287
FOR THE BIGHWAY 9 UTILITY RELOCATION PROJECT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Easement No. E-1314-3 be accepted and the filing thereof with the
Cleveland County Clerk and payment in the amount of $32,287 to United States Postal Service be
directed, which moticn was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. E-1314-3 dated July 3, 2013, by Jim Speck, Capital Projects Engineer
2. Easement No. E-1314-3 with Exhibit “B,” legal description, and Exhibit “C,” location
map
3. Purchase Requisition No. 0000220375 dated July 15, 2013, in the amount of $32,287
to USPS
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City Council Minutes Page 7 July 23, 2013
Item 13, continued:

and the question being upon accepting Easement No. E-1314-3 and upon the subsequent directives, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Easement No. E-1314-3 accepted; and the filing
thereof with the Cleveland County Clerk and payment in the amount of $32,287 to United States Postal

Service were directed.
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Ttem 14, being:

CONSIDERATION OF A FINAL PLAT FOR EAGLECLIFF SOUTH ADDITION SECTICN 4,
AND ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC DEDICATIONS CONTAINED THEREIN. (GENERALLY
LOCATED 1/2 MILE SOUTH OF CEDAR LANE AND 1/4 MILE WEST OF 12TH AVENUE S.E.)

Councilmember Kovach moved that the final plat for Eaglecliff South Addition, Section 4, be approved;
the public dedications contained therein be accepted; the Mayor be authorized to sign the final plat and
subdivision and maintenance bonds subject to the City Development Committee's acceptance of all
required public improvements and receipt of a fee in the amount $2,211.25 in lieu of park land dedication
requirements and $1,935.36 for traffic impact fees; and the filing of the final plat be directed, which
motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Hems submitted for the record

Text File No. FP-1213-2 dated June 12, 2612, by Ken Danner, Subdivision Manager
Location map

Final plat

Staff Report dated July 12, 2012, recommending approval

Preliminary plat

Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of July 12, 2012

AR

and the question being upon approving the final plat for Eaglecliff South Addition, Section 4, and upon
the subsequent acceptance, authorization, and directive, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the final plat for Eaglecliff South Addition,
Section 4, approved; the public dedications contained therein were accepted, the Mayor was authorized
to sign the final plat and subdivision and maintenance bonds subject to the City Development
Committee's acceptance of all required public improvements and receipt of a fee in the amount $2,211.25
in lieu of park land dedication requirements and $1,935.36 for traffic impact fees, and the filing of the
final plat was directed.
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Item 15, being:

CONSIDERATION OF A FINAL SITE DEVELCPMENT PLAN AND FINAL PLAT FOR RED
CANYON RANCH ADDITION, SECTION 4, A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND
ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC DEDICATIONS CONTAINED THEREIN. (GENERALLY
LOCATED 1/2 MILE WEST OF 12TH AVENUE N.E. AND 1/4 MILE NORTH OF EAST
TECUMSEH ROAD)

Councilmember Kovach moved that the final site development plan and final plat for Red Canyon Ranch
Addition, Section 4, a Planned Unit Development, be approved; the public dedications contained within
the plat be accepted; the Mayor be authorized to sign the final plat and subdivision and maintenance
bonds subject to the City Development Committee's acceptance of all required public improvements and
receipt of a copy of a warranty deed for private park land; and the filing of the final site development
plan and final plat be directed, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;
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City Council Minutes Page 8 July 23,2013
Item 135, continued:

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. FP-1213-21 dated November 14, 2012, by Ken Danner, Subdivision

Manager
2. Location map
3. Final plat
4.  Staff Report dated December 13, 2012, recommending approval
5. Preliminary plat
6.  Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of December 13,2012

and the question being upon approving the final site development plan and final plat for Red Canyon
Ranch Addition, Section 4, a Planned Unit Development, and upon the subsequent acceptance,
authorization, and directive, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the final site development plan and final plat for
Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 4, a Planned Unit Development, approved; the public dedications
contained within the plat were accepted, the Mayor was authorized to sign the final plat and subdivision
and maintenance bonds subject to the City Develepment Committee's acceptance of all required public
improvements and receipt of a copy of a warranty deed for private park land, and the filing of the final
site development plan and finai plat was directed.
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Item 16, being:

SUBMISSION OF SEWER LINE PERMIT NO. SL000014130438 ISSUED BY THE STATE OF
OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY (ODEQ) FOR THE 2011
SEWER MAINTENANCE PROJECT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that the permit be acknowledged and the filing thereof be directed,
which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. GID-1314-8 dated July 8, 2013, by Charlie Thomas, Capital Projects
Engineer
2. State of Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality Permit
No. SL000014130438 dated June 6, 2013, Sewer Lines
3. Location map
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions
2. Mr. Charlie Thomas, Capital Projects Engineer

and the question being upon acknowledging receipt of the permit and upon the subsequent directive, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and receipt of the permit acknowledged; and the filing
thereof was directed.
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Item 17, being:

DECLARATION OF SURPLUS AND/OR OBSOLETE EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS AND
AUTHORIZING THE SALE THEREOF,

Councilmember Kovach moved that the equipment be declared to be surplus/obsolete and the sale
thereof be authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. GID-1213-93 dated July 11, 2013, by Frederick Duke, Procurement
Analyst
2. Smalley Inventory List
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions
2. Ms. Brenda Hall, City Clerk
3. Mr. Anthony Francisco, Director of Finance

and the question being upon declaring the equipment to be surplus/obsolete and upon the subsequent
authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Counciimembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Hoiman, Jungman, Kowvach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the equipment declared to be surplusfobsolete;
and the sale thereof was authorized.

¥ ok k¥ %k

Item 18, being:

CONSIDERATION OF THE ACCEPTANCE OF A DONATION OF ONE (1) JOHN DEERE
GATOR WITH SKID UNIT VALUED AT $21,544.45 FROM FIREHOUSE SUBS PUBLIC
SAFETY FOUNDATION TO BE USED BY THE FIRE DEPARTMENT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that a donation of one (1) John Deere Gator with Skid Unit valued at
$21,544.45 from Firehouse Subs Public Safety Foundation to be used by the Fire Department be
accepted, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record

1. TextFile No. GID-1314-% dated July 11, 2013, by James Fullingim, Fire Chief
Participants in discussion

1. Mr. James Fullingim, Fire Chief

and the question being upon accepting a donation of one {1} John Deere Gator with Skid Unit valued at
$21,544.45 from Firehouse Subs Public Safety Foundation to be used by the Fire Department, a vote
was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heipie,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miiler,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and a donation of one (1) John Deere Gator with Skid
Unit valued at $21,544.45 from Firehouse Subs Public Safety Foundation to be used by the Fire

Department was accepted.
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Item 19, being:

LIMITED LICENSE NO. II1-1314-1: LIMITED LICENSE TO PLACE FCUR (4) GROUND
BANNERS WITHIN THE FUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY PURSUANT TO A REQUEST FROM THE
FIREHOUSE ART CENTER FOR THE MIDSUMMER NIGHT’S FAIR TO BE HELD AUGUST 23
AND 24, 2013, AT LION’S PARK.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Limited License No. LL-1314-1 to place four (4) ground banners
within the public rights-of-way pursuant to a request from the Firehouse Art Center be approved and the
issuance thereof be authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. TextFile No. LL-1314-1 dated July 9, 2013, from Wayne Stenis, Planner II
2. Application for Limited License dated July 3, 2013, for four banners from the Firehouse
Art Center
3. Limited License No. L1-1314-1

and the question being upon approving Limited License No. LL-1314-1 to place four (4) ground banners
within the public rights-of-way pursuant to a request from the Firchouse Art Center and upon the
subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Limited License No. LL-1314-1 to place four {4}
ground banners within the public rights-of-way pursuant to a request from the Firehouse Art Center
approved; and the issuance thereof was authorized.
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Item 20, being:

SPECIAL CLARM NO. SC-1314-3: A CLAIM IN THE AMOUNT OF $2,349.43 SUBMITTED BY
MIKE BIEHLER FOR DAMAGES TO HIS VEHICLE DUE TO AN ACCIBENT WITH A
SANITATION TRUCK AT THE INTERSECTION OF JENKINS AVENUE AND LINDSEY STREET.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Special Claim No. SC-1314-3 be approved and payment in the amount
of 32,349.43 be directed contingent upon obtaining a Release and Covenant Not to Sue from Mike Biehler,
which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Itemns submitted for the record

1. Text File No. SC-1314-3 dated July 11, 2013, by Jeanne Snider, Assistant City Attorney

2. Memorandum dated May 31, 2013, from Brenda Hall, City Clerk, to Ken Komiske,
Director of Utilities, and Jeff Bryant, City Attorney

3. Special Claim No. SC-1314-3 filed May 31, 2013, by Mike Biehler in the amount of
$2,349.43

4. Preliminary Estimate No. c1f432ac dated May 29, 2013, from McConnell’s Body Shop,
Inc,, in the amount of $1,854.77

5. Invoice No. 60554 from Budget Wrecker, Inc., d/b/a Quick Wrecker dated May 9, 2013,
in the amount of $294.66

6.  Official Okiahoma Traffic Collision Report dated May 9, 2013

7.  State of Oklahoma Certificate of Title issued January 16, 2009, to Michael Biehler

and the question being upen approving Special Claim No. SC-1314-3 and upon the subsequent directive, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Special Claim No. SC-1314-3 approved; and payment
in the amount of $2,349.43 was directed contingent upon obtaining a Release and Covenant Not to Sue from
Mike Biehler.
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Item 21, being:

SPECIAL CILAIM NO. SC-1314-4: A CLAIM IN THE AMOUNT OF $2,001.73 SUBMITTED BY
ROBERT K. WATSON, JR., FOR DAMAGES TO HIS VEHICLE DUE TO UNSECURED TCOLS
FALLING OUT OF A STREET MAINTENANCE VEHICLE ON WEST ROBINSON STREET.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Special Claim No. SC-1314-4 be approved and payment in the amount
of $2,001.73 be directed contingent upon obtaining a Release and Covenant Not to Sue from Robert K.
Watson, Jr., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1.  Text File No. SC-1314-4 dated July 11, 2013, by Jeanne Snider, Assistant City Attomey
2.  Memorandum dated May 10, 2013, from Brenda Hall, City Clerk, to Jeff Bryant, City
Attorney, and Shawn 'Leary, Director of Public Works
3. Special Claim No. SC-1314-4 filed May 10, 2013, by Robert K. Watson, Jr., in the
amount of $2,001.73
4, Preliminary Estimate No. 3924107¢ dated May 3, 2013, from Milis Body Shop in the
amount of $2,001.73
5. Official Oklahoma Traffic Collisicn Report dated May 9, 2013
6.  State of Oklahoma Certificate of Title issued December 19, 2011, to Robert K. Watson
Participants in discussion
1. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, made comments

and the question being upon approving Special Claim No. SC-1314-4 and upon the subsequent directive, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Wiiliams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Special Claim No. SC-1314-4 approved; and payment
in the amount of $2,001.73 was directed contingent upon obtaining a Release and Covenant Not to Sue from
Robert K. Watson, Jr.
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Hem 22, being:

AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-0607-142: BY AND BETWEEN THE NORMAN
UTILITIES AUTHCRITY AND SPRINT SPECTRUM REALTY COMPANY, L.P,, TO ADD NEW
COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT LOCATED ON THE ROBINSON WATER TOWER LOCATED
AT 453 WEST ROBINSON STREET AS PART OF THE EXISTING LEASE AGREEMENT AND
INCREASING THE MONTHLY LEASE PAYMENT AMOUNT.

Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that Amendment No. One to Contract
Neo. X-0607-142 with Sprint Spectrum Realty Company, L.P, be approved and the execution thereof be
authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Trustee Holman;

[tems submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-0607-142, Amendment No. One, dated July 1, 2013, by Mark Daniels,
Utilities Engineer
2. Amendment No. One to Contract No, K-0607-142 with Exhibit A-1, Overall Site Plan;
Exhibit A-2, Equipment Site Plan; Exhibit A-3, Site Elevation; and Exhibit A-8,
Existing Antenna Plan
3. Contract No. K-0607-142 with Exhibit A, Site Description

and the guestion being upon approving Amendment No. Cne to Contract No. K-0607-142 with Sprint
Spectrum Realty Company, L.P., and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the
following result:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Vice-
Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and Amendment No. One to Coniract No. K-0607-142
with Sprint Spectrum Realty Company, L.P., approved; and the execution thereof was authorized.

* ok k ok %
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Item 23, being:

AUTHORIZATION OF AN EXPENDITURE UNDER CONTRACT NO. K-0910-55 TO LEMKE
LAND SURVEYING IN AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED $69,415 TO PROVIDE SURVEYING
AND DRAFTING SERVICES FOR THE FYE 13 SEWER MAINTENANCE PROJECT.

Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that an expenditure in an amount
not-to-exceed $69,415 under Contract No. K-0910-55 with Lemke Land Surveying be approved and the
execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Trustee Holman;

Ttems submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-0910-35, Expenditure, dated July 8, 2013, by Charlie Thomas,
Capital Projects Engineer
2. Cost Estimate dated May 14, 2013, in the amount of $69,415 from Kelly J.
Henderson, PLS, CFedS, Senior Project Manager, Lemke Land Surveying, to
Mr. Charlie Thomas, P.E., City of Norman Utilities Department
3. Location map

and the question being upon approving an expenditure in an amount not-to-exceed $69,415 under
Contract No. K-0910-55 with Lemke Land Surveying and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote
was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
: Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams,
Vice-Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and an expenditure in an amount not-to-exceed
$69,415 under Contract No. K-0910-55 with Lemke Land Surveying approved; and the execution
thereof be authorized.
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Item 24, being:

AMENDMENT NO. THREE TO CONTRACT NO. K-0910-185: BY AND BETWEEN THE
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY AND THE ASSOCIATION OF CENTRAL OKLAHOMA
GOVERNMENTS (ACOG) EXTENDING THE CONTRACT UNTIL JUNE 30, 2014, FOR THE
CANADIAN RIVER WASTELOAD ALLOCATION STUDY.

Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that Amendment No. Three to
Contract No. K-0910-185 with ACOG extending the contract until June 30, 2014, be approved and
the execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Trustee Holman;

Items submitted for the record
[.  Text File No. K-0910-185, Amendment No. Three, dated July 5, 2013, by Charlie
Thomas, Capital Projects Engineer
2. Amendment No. Three to Contract No. K-0910-185
3. Contract No. K-0910-185
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions

and the question being upon approving Amendment No. Three to Contract No. K-0910-185 with
ACOG extending the contract until June 30, 2014, and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was
taken with the following resuit:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Xovach, Miller, Williams,
Vice-Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and Amendment No. Three to Contract
No. K-0910-185 with ACOG extending the contract until June 30, 2014, approved; and the execution
thereof was authorized.
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[tem 25, being:

CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO NO. CONTRACT K-1112-42: BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY
OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AND SHELL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC., DECREASING
THE CONTRACT AMOUNT BY $89,174.13 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT AMOUNT OF
$493,087.87 FOR THE 2010 ROAD RECONSTRUCTION BOND PROJECTS AND FINAL
ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-42 with Shell
Construction Company, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by $89,174.13 for a revised contract
amount of $463,087.87 be approved, the execution of the contract be authorized; the project be
accepted; and final payment in the amount of $36,558.66 be directed to Shell Construction Company,
Inc., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1112-42, Change Order No. One, dated June 27, 2013, by Greg
Hall, Street Superintendent
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-42
3. Invoices Paid for the Urban Road Reconstruction 2010 Bond Program

and the question being upon approving Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-42 with Sheil
Construction Company, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by $89,174.13 for a revised contract
amount of $§493,087.87 and upon the subsequent authorization, acceptance, and directive, a vote was
taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Change Order No. One to Contract
No.K-1112-42 with Shell Construction Company, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by
$89,174.13 for a revised contract amount of $493,087.87 approved; the execution of the contract was
authorized, the project was accepted, and final payment in the amount of $36,558.66 was directed to
Shell Construction Company, Inc.
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Ttern 26, being:

CHANGE ORDER NQ, TWO TO CONTRACT NO. K-1112-107: BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AND SUN CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, L.L.C,
INCREASING THE CONTRACT AMOUNT BY $2,186406 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT
AMOUNT OF $244,133.40 FOR THE BUILDING “A” RENOVATION PROJECT, PHASE 1, AND
FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-107 with Sun
Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $2,186.40 for a revised contract
amount of $244,133.40 be approved; the execution of the contract be authorized; the project be
accepted; and final payment in the amount of $2,186.40 be directed to Sun Construction Services,
L.L.C., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

[tems submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1112-107, Change Order No. One, dated July 8, 2013, by Scott
Sturtz, City Engineer
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-107
Participants in discussion
1. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions
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Item 26, continued:

and the question being upon approving Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1112-107 with Sun
Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $2,186.40 for a revised contract
amount of $244,133.40 and upon the subsequent authorization, acceptance, and directive, a vote was
taken with the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Change Order No. One to Contract
No. K-1112-107 with Sun Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $2,186.40
for a revised contract amount of $244,133.40 approved; the execution of the coniract was authorized,
the project was accepted, and final payment in the amount of $3$2,186.40 was directed to Sun
Construction Services, L.L.C.
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Item 27, being:

CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1213-47: BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY
OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA AND SUN CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, L.L.C., INCREASING
THE CONTRACT AMOUNT BY $1,308.60 FOR A REVISED CONTRACT AMOUNT OF
$78,864.60 FOR THE BUILDING “A™ RENOVATION PROJECT, PHASE 2, AND FINAL
ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-47 with Sun
Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $1,308.60 for a revised contract
amount of $78,864.60 be approved; the execution of the contract be authorized; the project be
accepted; and final payment in the amount of $1,308.60 be directed to Sun Construction Services,
L.L.C., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1213-47, Change Order No. One, dated July 8, 2013, by Scott
Sturtz, City Engineer
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-47

and the question being upon approving Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-47 with Sun
Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $1,308.60 for a revised contract
amount of $78,864.60 and upon the subsequent authorization, acceptance, and directive, a vote was
taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Change Order No. One to Confract
No. K-1213-47 with Sun Construction Services, L.L.C., increasing the contract amount by $1,308.60
for a revised contract amount of $78,864.60 approved; the execution of the contract was authorized,
the project was accepted, and finai payment in the amount of $1,308.60 was directed to Sun
Construction Company, L.L.C.
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Item 28, being:

CHANGE ORDER NO. ONE TO CONTRACT NO. K-1213-65: A CONTRACT BY AND
BETWEEN THE NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY AND CENTRAL CONTRACTING
SERVICES, INC., DECREASING THE CONTRACT AMOUNT BY $11,300 FOR A REVISED
CONTRACT AMOUNT OF $362,540 FOR THE APPLE CREEK WATER LINE PROJECT AND
FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF THE PROJECT.

Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that Change Order No. One to
Contract No. K-1213-65 with Central Contracting Services, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by
$11,300 for a revised contract amount of $362,540 be approved; the execution of the contract be
authorized; the project be accepted; and final payment in the amount of $18,127 be directed to Central
Contracting Services, Inc., which motion was duly seconded by Trustee Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. TFext File No. K-1213-65, Change Order No. One, dated July 3, 2013, by Jim Speck,
Capital Projects Engineer
2. Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-65
3. Purchase Order No. 229762 dated April 5, 2013, to Central Contracting Services,
Inc., in the amount of $373,840 subtracting Change Order No. One in the amount of
$11,300 and payments made to date totating $344,413 leaving a balance of §18,127

and the question being upon approving Change Order No. One to Contract No. K-1213-65 with
Central Contracting Services, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by $11,300 for a revised contract
amount of $362,540 and upon the subsequent authorization, acceptance, and directive, a vote was
taken with the following result:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Vice-
Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and Change Order No. One to Contract
No. K-1213-65 with Central Contracting Services, Inc., decreasing the contract amount by $11,300
for a revised contract amount of $362,540 approved; the execution of the contract was authorized, the
project was accepted, and final payment in the amount of $18,127 was directed to Central Contracting
Services, Inc.
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Item 29, being:

CONSIDERATION OF FINAL ACCEPTANCE AND FINAL PAYMENT OF CONTRACT
NO. K-1213-76 WITH STANDARD ROOFING COMPANY, INC,, FOR THE FYE 2013 ROOF
REPLACEMENT PROJECT FOR FIRE STATION NQ. 6, FIRE STATION NO. 7 {TRUCK BAY),
IRVING RECREATION CENTER (UPPER GYM), MUNICIPAL BUILDING A, SANTA FE
DEPCT (FLAT PORTIONS), SOONER THEATRE, AND THE WATER RECLAMATION
FACILITY MAIN CONTROL BUILDING (UPPER ROOF).

Acting as the City Council and the Norman Utilities Authority, Councilmember Kovach moved that
the project be accepted and final payment in the amount of $129,876 be directed to Standard Roofing
Company, Inc., which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1213-76, Final, dated July 9, 2013, by Matthew Smith, Facilities
Maintenance Superintendent
2. Photographs of projects, before and after
3.  Purchase Order No. 227497 dated February 8, 2013, to Standard Roofing, Inc., in
the amount of $966,362 subtracting payments totaling $836,426 leaving a balance
of $129,876
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Item 29, continued:

and the question being upon accepting the project and upon the subsequent directive, a vote was taken
with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Xovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the project accepted; and final payment in the
amount of $129,876 was directed to Standard Roofing Company, Inc.
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Ttem 30, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-24: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND CLEVELAND AREA RAPID TRANSIT (CART) IN THE AMOUNT OF
$460,500 FOR TRANSPORTATION SERVICES THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-24 with CART in the amount of $460,500
through June 30, 2014, be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-24 dated July 8, 2013, by Linda Price, Revitalization Manager
2. Contract No. K-1314-24 with Addendum No. One, CART Bus Stops; Audit of ADA
Accessibility for CART Routes in the City of Norman
3. Purchase Requisition No. 0000219993 dated July 8, 2013, in the amount of $460,500
to CART
Participants in discussion
1. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, asked questions
2. Mr. Doug Myers, Director, CART
3. Mr. Fred Pope, 1501 Navajo Road, asked questions

and the question being upen approving Contract No K-1314-24 with CART in the amount of $460,500
through June 30, 2014, and upen the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jupngman, Kovach, Miller,
Willitams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-24 with CART in the
amount of $460,560 through June 30, 2014, approved; and the execution thereof was authorized.

LI O

Item 31, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-25: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE NORMAN UTILITIES
AUTHORITY, THE OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCES BOARD AND THE UNITED STATES
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY IN THE AMOUNT OF $5,90¢0 FOR THE MUSTANG ROAD AND
INTERSTATE 35 (I-35) GAUGING STATIONS ALONG THE SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER
THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014,

Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-25 with the
Oklahoma Water Resources Board and the United States Geological Survey in the amount of $35,500
through June 30, 2014, be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly
seconded by Trustee Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-25 dated July 1, 2013, by Mark Daniels, Utilities Engineer
2. Contract No. K-1314-25
3. Purchase Requisition No. 0000220522 dated July 18, 2013, in the amount of $5,900
to Oklahoma Water Resources Board
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Item 31, continued:

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-25 with the Oklahoma Water Resources
Board and the United States Geological Survey in the amount of $5,900 through June 30, 2014, and
upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Vice-
Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-25 with the Oklahoma Water
Resources Board and the United States Geological Survey in the amount of $5,900 through June 30,
2014, approved; and the execution thereof was autherized.
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Item 32, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-27: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND THE ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION SYSTEM OF THE STATE
OF OKLAHOMA TO PROVIDE A DISPUTE MEDIATION PROGRAM FOR THE CITY OF
NORMAN THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-27 with the Alternative Dispute Resolution
System of the State of Oklahoma through June 30, 2014, be approved and the execution thereof be
authorized, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-27 dated July 11, 2013, by Jayme Rowe, Legal
Administrative Technician
2.  Contract No. K-1314-27

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-27 with the Alternative Dispute
Resolution System of the State of Oklahoma through June 30, 2014, and upon the subsequent
authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-27 with the Alternative
Dispute Resolution System of the State of Oklahoma through June 30, 2014, approved; and the
execution thereof was authorized.
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Item 33, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-30: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND CENTER FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF
$100,000 FOR USE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD CENTERS PROGRAM.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-30 with Center for Children and Families,
Inc., in the amount of $100,000 be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion
was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-30 dated Jjuly 15, 2013, by Leah Messner, Assistant City
Attorney
2. Contract No. K-1314-30
3. Purchase Requisition No. 0000220554 dated July 18, 2013, in the amount of
$100,000 to Center for Children and Families, Inc.
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Item 33, continued:

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-30 with Center for Children and
Families, Inc., in the amount of $100,000 and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken
with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Helman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-30 with Center for
Children and Families, Inc., in the amount of $100,000 approved; and the execution thereof was
authorized.
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Item 34, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-32: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NCRMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND THE FIREHOUSE ART CENTER, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $58,800 FOR
THE OPERATION OF THE FIREHOUSE ART CENTER LOCATED AT 444 SOUTH FLOOD
AVENUE,

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-32 with the Firehouse Art Center in the
amount of $58,800 be approved and the exccution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-32 dated July 16, 2013, by Leah Messner, Assistant City
Aftorney
2. Contract No. K-1314-32

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-32 with the Firchouse Art Center in the
amount of $58,800 and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-32 with the Firchouse Art
Center in the amount of $58,800 approved; and the execution thereof was authorized.

* &k k %

[tem 35, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-33: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND AGING SERVICES, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $13,000 FOR OPERATION
OF THE KIWANIS KRUISER.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-33 with Aging Services, Inc., in the
amount of $13,008 be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman,;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-33 dated July 16, 2013, by Leah Messner, Assistant City
Attorney
2. Contract No. K-1314-33
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Item 35, continued:

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-33 with Aging Services, Inc., in the
amount of $13,000 and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castieberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-33 with Aging Services,
Inc., in the amount of $13,000 approved; and the execution thereof was authorized.
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Ttem 36, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-35: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE NORMAN MUNICIPAL
AUTHORITY AND DAVID P. LISLE AS PROFESSIONAL/MANAGER OF WESTWOOD GOLF
COURSE.

Acting as the Norman Municipal Authority, Trustee Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-35
with David Lisle be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion was duly
seconded by Trustee Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1.  Text File No. K-1314-35 dated July 17, 2013, by Jud Foster, Director of Parks and
Recreation
2.  Contract No. K-1314-35

and the gquestion being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-35 with David Lisle and upon the
subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Trustees Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Vice-
Chairman Griffith

NAYES: None

The Vice-Chairman declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-35 with David Lisle
approved; and the execution thereof was authorized.

* Kok Kk *

Item 37, being:

CONTRACT NO. K-1314-36: A CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AND COMMUNITY CHRISTIAN SCHOOL IN THE AMOUNT OF $4,207 PER
YEAR FOR THE LEASE OF CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED ALONG BROCE DRIVE.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Contract No. K-1314-36 with Community Christian School in
the amount of $4,207 per year be approved and the execution thereof be authorized, which motion
was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. K-1314-36 dated July 11, 2013, by Leah Messner, Assistant City
Attorney
2.  Contract No. K-1314-36 with Exhibit A, Site map
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Item 37, continued:

and the question being upon approving Contract No. K-1314-36 with Community Christian School in
the amount of $4,207 per year and upon the subsequent authorization, a vote was taken with the
foliowing result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Contract No. K-1314-36 with Community
Christian School in the amount of $4,207 per year approved; and the execution thereof was
authorized.

* ok % ok ok

Item 38, being:

RESOLUTION NO. R-1314-12: A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, DECLARING PROPERTY FROM THE ROBINSON STREET GRADE
SEPARATION PROJECT AS SURPLUS PROPERTY.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Resolution No. R-1314-12 be adopted, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record

1. Text File No. R-1313-12 dated March 11, 2013, by Scott Sturtz, City Engineer

2. Resolution No. R-1314-12 with Exhibit 1, Aerial Map; Attachment A,
Memorandum dated October 390, 2012, from Leah Messner, Assistant City Attorney,
to Shawn O’Leary, Director of Public Works; Attachment B, Memorandum dated
December 12, 2012, from Shawn O’Leary, Director of Public Works, and Scott
Sturtz, City Engineer, through Steve Lewis, City Manager, to Council Community
Planning and Transportation Committee; and Attachment C, Letter dated June 10,
2013, from Kurt A. Harms, Chief, Right of Way and Utilities Division, Oklahoma
Department of Transportation, o Mr. Shawn O’Leary, P.E., Director of Public
Works

and the question being upon adopting Resolution No. R-1314-12, a vote was taken with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Wiltiams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Resolution No. R-1314-12 was adopted.

ok kR R

Ttem 39, being:

RESOLUTION NQO. R-1314-14: A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, APPROPRIATING $83,015 FROM THE NEIGHBORHOOD PARK
LAND FUND BALANCE FOR IMRPOVEMENTS TO SPRINGBROOK, CRESTLAND, AND
ROTARY PARKS AND APPROPRIATING $15,000 FROM THE CAPITAL FUND BALANCE
FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT LITTLE AXE PARK.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Resolution No. R-1314-14 be adopted, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. R-1314-14 dated July 16, 2013, by James Briggs, Park Planner
2.  Resolution No. R-1314-14
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Item 39, being:

and the question being upon adopting Resolution No. R-1314-14, a vote was taken with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Resolution No. R-1314-14 was adopted.

¥ %k & ¥ &k

Item 40, being:

RESOLUTION NO. R-1314-18: A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, ADOPTING A BUSINESS PLAN FOR THE CITY PARKING SYSTEM AT THE
GRAY STREET PARKING LOT.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Resolution No. R-1314-18 be adopted, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. R-1314-18 dated July 15, 2013, by Angelo Lombarde, Transportation
Engineer
2.  Resolution No. R-1314-18
3. Downtown Parking Lot Management Business Plan, City of Norman, Department of
Public Works, Traffic Control Division, dated August I, 2013

and the question being upon adopting Resolution No. R-1314-18, a vote was taken with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Resolution No. R-1314-18 was adopted.

* Kk %

item 41, being:

RESCLUTION NO. R-1314-19: A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, ADOPTING A BUSINESS PLAN FOR THE CITY PARKING SYSTEM ON CAMPUS
CORNER.

Councilmember Kovach moved that Resolution No. R-1314-19 be adopted, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. R-1314-19 dated July 15, 2013, by Angelc Lombardo, Transportation
Engineer
2. Resolution No. R-1314-19
3. Campus Comer Parking Management Business Plan, City of Norman, Department of
Public Works, Traffic Control Division, dated August 1, 2013

and the question being upon adopting Resolution No. R-1314-19, a vote was taken with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Resolution No. R-1314-19 was adopted.

* ¥ k & %k
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Item 42, being:

CONSIDERATION OF A RECOMMENDATION FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY THAT THE
CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A SUBROGATION RECOVERY SETTLEMENT IN THE AMOUNT
OF $2,950 IN STEPHENS V. BOWER, CLEVELAND COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CASE
NO. CJ-2013-157 ARISING FROM EMPLOYER PAID EXPENSES IN THE CASE OF JERRY
STEPHENS V. THE CITY OF NORMAN, WORKERS COMPENSATION COURT CASE
WCC-2010-11353Q.

Councilmember Kovach moved to approve the City Attorney’s recommendation and authorize the
City Attorney’s office to effectuate the settlement in the amount of $2,950, which motion was duly
seconded by Councilmember Holman;

Items submitted for the record
1. Text File No. GID-1314-7 dated July 9, 2013, by Kristina Bell, Assistant City
Altorney

and the question being upon approving the City Attorney’s recommendation and the subsequent
authorization, a vote was taken with the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pre Tem declared the motion carried and the City Attorney’s recommendation approved;
and the City Attorney’s office was authorized to effectuate the settlement in the amount of $2,950.

* % & %k %k

Item 43, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1213-52 UPON SECOND AND FINAL READING:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING
SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO
GRANT SPECIAL USE FOR OFF-STREET PARKING IN THE R-2, TWO FAMILY DWELLING
DISTRICT, FOR LOTS 29, 30, AND 31, BLOCK 1, JOHNSON'S ADDITION, NORMAN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY
THEROF. (739 COLLEGE AVENUE)

Ordinance Ne. 0-1213-52 having been Introduced and adopted upon First Reading by title in City
Council's meeting of July 9, 2013, Councilmember Williams moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-52 be
adopted upon Second Reading section by section, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember
Castieberry;

Items submitted for the record
1. TextFile No. 0-1213-52 dated May 7, 2013, by Jane Hudson, Principal Planner
Ordinance No. 0-1213-52
Location map
Staff Report dated June 13, 2013, recommending approval
Delta Gamma House Parking Lot Improvements Plan
Delta Gamma House Parking Lot Landscaping Plan
Delta Gamma House Construction Documents
City of Norman Predevelopment Summary Case No. PD 13-06 dated April 25,
2013, for Alpha Iota House Corporation of Delta Gamma located at 739 College
G.  Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of June 13, 2013
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Jeremy Carlisle, GH2 Architects, 320 South Boston, Tulsa, representing the
applicant
2. Ms. Tamara Puilin, 415 College Avenue, President of Delta Gamma House Board,
applicant
3.  Mr. Evan Dunn, 621 Cruce Street, Apt. 4, proponent

W B
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Ttem 43, continued:

and the question being upon adopting Ordinance No. 0-1213-52 upon Second Reading section by
section, 2 vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: Councilmembers Holman, Jungman, and
Kovach

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-52 was adopted upon
Second Reading section by section.

Thereupon, Councilmember Williams moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-52 be adopted upon Final
Reading as a whole, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Castleberry; and the question
being upon adopting Ordinance No. (-1213-32 upon Final Reading as a whole, the roll was called with
the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: Councilmembers Holman, Jungman, and
Kovach

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-52 was adopted upon Final
Reading as a whole.

* k ¥ k %

Item 44, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NOQ. 0-1213-53 UPON SECOND AND FINAL READING:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, CLOSING
THE NORTH TWENTY (20) FEET OF THE EIGHTY (80) FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY IN THE
200 BLOCK OF WEST COMANCHE STREET LOCATED IN NORMAN, ORIGINAL TOWN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY
THEREOF.

Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 having been Introduced and adopted upon First Reading by title in City
Council's meeting of July 9, 2013, Councilmember Kovach moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 be
adopted upon Second Reading section by section, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember
Witliams;

[tems submitted for the record
1. TextFile No. 0-1213-53 dated May 7, 2013, by Ken Danner, Subdivision Manager
2. Ordinance No. 0-1213-53
3. Location map
4 Memorandum dated April 23, 2013, from Brenda Hall, City Clerk, to Jeff Bryant,
City Attorney; Rone Tromble, Administrative Assistant [V; Ken Danner,
Subdivision Manager; Ken Komiske, Director of Utilities; and Jane Hudson,
Principal Planner
5. Letter of request filed April 23, 2013, from David T. Hopper, Atftorney, to Brenda
Hall, City Clerk
6.  Radius map
7. Location map
8.  Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of June 13, 2013
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. David Hopper, 1620 Oriole Drive, attorney representing the applicant
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Item 44, continued:

and the question being upon adopting Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 upon Second Reading section by section, a
vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councitmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 was adopted upon Second
Reading section by section.

Thereupon, Councilmember Kovach moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 be adopted upon Final Reading as
a whole, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Williams; and the question being upon
adopting Ordinance No. O-1213-53 upon Final Reading as a whole, the roll was called with the following
result:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: Nene

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-53 was adopted upon Final
Reading as a whole.

kR ok k k

Item 45 being:

RESOLUTION NO, R-1213-136: A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING THE NORMAN 2025 LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION PLAN,
LAND USE PLAN NO. LUP-1213-13, SO AS TO PLACE LOTS 1, 2, AND 3, BLOCK 3, NORMAN
ORIGINAL TOWN, NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE COCMMERCIAL
DESIGNATION AND REMCVE THE SAME FROM THE OFFICE DESIGNATION. (109 EAST
TONHAWA STREET)

Councilmember Kovach moved that Resolution No. R-1213-136, Land Use Plan Amendment
No, LUP-1213-13, be adopted and the NORMAN 2025 Land Use and Transportation Plan be amended
according thereto, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Williams;

Items submitted for the record
Text File No. R-1213-136 dated May 7, 2013, by Jane Hudson, Principal Planner
Resolution No. R-1213-136, Land Use Plan Amendment No. LUP-1213-13
Location map
Staff Report dated June 13, 2013, recommending approval
Predevelopment Summary Case No. PD-13-13 dated May 23, 2013, for
AB & Assoctates for property located at 109 Tonhawa Street
6.  Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of June 13, 2013
Participants in discussion
1. Mr. Mark Krittenbrink, 428 West Eufaula Avenue, architect representing the applicant
1. Ms. Jeff Bryant, City Attomey
2. Mr. Evan Dunn, 621 Cruce Street, Apartment 4, asked questions

N

and the guestion being upon adopting Resolution No. R-1213-136, Land Use Plan Amendment
No. LUP-1213-13, and upon the subsequent amendment, a vote was taken with the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers Castleberry, Heiple, Holman,
Jungman, Kovach, Miller, Williams, Mayor
Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Resolution No. R-1213-136, Land Use Plan Amendment
No. LUP-1213-13, adopted; and the NORMAN 2025 Land Use and Transporfation Plan was amended
according thereto.

¥ ko k%
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Item 46, being:

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1213-55 UPON SECOND AND FINAL READING:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING
SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO SO AS
TO PLACE LOTS 1, 2, AND 3, BLOCK 3, NORMAN ORIGINAL TOWN, NORMAN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE COMMERCIAL DESIGNATION AND
REMOVE THE SAME FROM THE OFFICE DESIGNATION. (109 EAST TONHAWA STREET)

Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 having been Introduced and adopted upon First Reading by title in City
Council's meeting of July 9, 2013, Counciimember Kovach moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 be
adopted upon Second Reading section by section, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember
Williams;

[tems submitted for the record

Text File No. 0-1213-55 dated May 7, 2013, by Jane Hudson, Principal Planner
Ordinance No. O-1213-55

Location map

Staff Report dated June 13, 2013, recommending approval

Drawing of proposed building

Preliminary plans

Pertinent excerpts from Planning Commission minutes of June 13, 2013

e

and the question being upon adopting Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 upon Second Reading section by
section, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayoer Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 was adopted upon
Second Reading section by section.

Thereupon, Councilmember Holman moved that Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 be adopted upon Final
Reading as a whole, which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Williams; and the question
being upon adopting Ordinance No. O-1213-55 upon Final Reading as a whole, the roll was called with
the following resuit:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,
Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None

The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and Ordinance No. 0-1213-55 was adopted upon Final
Reading as a whole.

¥k ok K ok

MISCELLANEOUS DISCUSSION

Water Conservation. Ms. Jacy Crosbie, 204 Mountain Oaks Drive, provided several suggestions
about conserving and protecting water even though Norman is no longer in mandatory rationing. She
said the City’s website does not reflect the priority of water conservation and suggested placing a
“Water Conservation™ tab on the home page. She said a person has to take several steps to get to the
page that lists drought friendly plants and suggested the list of plants be placed on Channel 20 as well.
She said information about fertilizers should also be put on the website and wording should be
changed to make it easier to understand.

Mr. Roger Galiagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said it is time for the State to allow cities to place
reclaimed water into Lake Thunderbird. He said there are also several businesses and homes that
have sprinkler systems where water is running down the curb or being sprayed on sidewalks and
driveways more than on the grass. He said property owners simply need to adjust those sprinkler
heads.
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Water Conservation, continued. Mr. Gallagher said blowing grass into the streets is also a problem
because the grass goes into the stormwater system which ends up in Lake Thunderbird. He felt the City
should cite violators. He said the City should also stress the use of fertilizers that do not contain
phosphorus. He said three cities share Lake Thunderbird for drinking water purposes and these cities
should work together as community partners in keeping Lake Thunderbird as pollutant free as possible.

Councilmember Holman encouraged citizens in Ward Seven to continue conserving water by adhering to
an odd/even schedule even though mandatory water conservation restrictions have been lifted.

%

Recycling. Ms. Jacy Crosbie, 204 Mountain Oaks Drive, suggested placing a container at the Norman
Public Library where citizens could recycle batteries, especially Hthium batteries.

Councilmember Castleberry said he did not know if the City or a contractor is distributing the new
recycling polycarts, but while they were distributing the polycarts in his neighborhood, cne of the
polycarts tipped over and the driver got out of the truck, set the polycart upright, and placed it on the curb
where it was not blocking the driveway. He said this is customer service and thanked the responsible
party. He encouraged citizens to acknowledge and provide feedback when they see something done right.

Councilmember Heiple said there is a petition circulating in Highland Hills for curbside recycling and
encouraged residents to sign the petition. He said the City will work hard to get recycling in that area.

*

Water Quality Report. Ms. Jacy Crosbie, 204 Mountain Oaks Drive, obtained a copy of Norman’s Water
Quality Report that inciuded pictures of drought resistant plants. She urged citizens to call and request the
report and provided the phone number to cail. She suggested the report be placed on the City’s website
for easy access.

Unused and Expired Medications. Ms. Jacy Crosbie, 204 Mountain Qaks Drive, suggested a way to keep
pharmaceuticals out of Lake Thunderbird is allow citizens to take unused or expired medications to the
Police Department once a month.

Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said citizens can take unused or expired prescriptions to the
Police Department on a daily basis, but it is not well advertised. She suggested placing that information
on the City’s website and Channel 20.

Oakhurst Addition. Councilmember Heiple said he is working hard to get several code enforcement issues
remedied in the Oakhurst Addition.

Variety Care. Councilmember Heiple said Variety Care has taken over what was formerly known as
Health for Friends and wished them the best. The only problem he sees is the co-pay for Variety Care is
$60 and for someone who is homeless, $60 might as well be $6,000. He said if there is any way Variety
Care, the City of Norman, or the public can help subsidize that co-pay to help deliver affordable heaith
care for everyone regardless of income he would like to see that happen.

*

Homeless Population. Mr. Evan Dunn, 621 Cruce Street, Apt. 4, said he recently moved and had been .

temporarily homeless for a short time. As he came into contact with a large population of indigent people
in Norman, he started thinking of ways to address unemployment issues for this vulnerable segment of the
community. He said the City has an ordinance that prohibits people from spending the night in public
parks and suggested Council modify the ordinance to allow people to apply for a permit and pay a small
fee to stay in a park overnight.
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Miscellaneous discussion, continued:

Wireless Internet Service {(WiFi). Mr. Evan Dunn, 621 Cruce Street, Apt. 4, asked the City to work
on getting wireless internet service at City Hall accessible to the public.

*

Tree and Plant Species. Mr. Evan Dunn, 621 Cruce Street, Apt. 4, said a group of elementary school
children were shown images of corporate logos and were able to identify them but were unable to
name five species of trees or plants that grew within five miles of their homes. He said this is known
as nature deficiency and provided information on tree species in the Norman area.

Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said she loves trees as they provide a beautiful canopy for
the City. She said on South Pickard, just north of Lindsey Street, somecne bought three homes,
demolished two of the homes, and removed every tree on the three fots. She felt there should be an
ordinance to protect existing trees on private properties.

*

Temperature. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said the Council Chambers was very cold
this evening and the City is not being energy efficient.

*

Traffic Signals. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said she was traveling north on
12th Avenue attempting to turn left onto Alameda and there was no green arrow, only a flashing
yellow arrow. She said after waiting through three light changes without getting a green arrow, she
decided to get back into the northbound lane to go straight and use another route to Alameda. She
said today the light was working correctly, but asked who she should report these problems to in the
future.

Rock Creek Road. Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said there are weeds growing in the
cracks of the new sidewalks along Rock Creck Road and suggested someone pull or kill the weeds.
He said this is a high traffic roadway and seeing these weeds does not cast a good image for the City.

*

Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). Mr. Roger Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said he attended
a TMDL presentation today and heard discussion of changing the 50-foot buffer required near bedies
of water to a 100-foot buffer. He said property owners cannot construct anything within the buffer
and felt changing the requirement to 100 feet would cause a lot of problems.

*

Police Academy. Ms. Ann Gallagher, 1522 East Boyd Street, said the Police Academy graduation for
new recruits will be Thursday, July 25th, at 2:00 p.m. at Bethel Baptist Church and encouraged
citizens to attend the ceremony. She also said applications are being taken for the fifth class of the
Citizens Police Academy and urged citizens to apply.

Councilmember Holman encouraged citizens to attend the Police Academy graduation.

*

Website. Councilmember Williams said a lot of comments have been raised at Council meetings
regarding what should be on the City’s website. He said it is not an easy task to manage a website
that contains a lot of information. He said there is only a certain amount of real estate on a website
homepage and it is difficult to prioritize information to everyone’s liking. He said the City is always
working on ways to improve the site.

Lindsey Street Widening Project. Councilmember Holman encouraged citizens to attend a public
meeting on Thursday, July 25th, at Legends Times Two regarding the Lindsey Street Widening
Project. He said Lindsey Street is the only street in Norman that goes directly from I-35 to the
University of Oklahoma {OU) campus and this is a great opportunity to create a gateway that makes
an impression on visitors as well as the community.
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Miscellaneous discussion, continied:

Lindsey Street Widening Project, continued. Councilmember Castleberry thanked the Public Works
Department Staff for their hard work on the Lindsey Street Widening Project. He said Staff has been
working with world-renowned road construction engineers. He complimented Staff on being open
minded and trying to make the project work for the entire community. He said the proposed concepts
being presented are totally foreign to anything Norman has done in the past. He said the idea is to get
people to stay in an area and make it walkable by making the roads narrower, reducing lanes, and
reducing speed. He said statistics have shown that property values double and sales tax revenues
increase. He urged citizens to attend the public discussion, listen to the ideas, and get involved.

Councilmember Kovach said a lot of work went into getting the public to vote yes for the bond issues
especially regarding projects on and around Lindsey Street. He said prior to the vote the public did
not trust the City to deliver what they were promising and if the City does not follow through on that
promise, & future vote could be in jeopardy. He said while he is excited about some of the proposed
concepts and will look at them with an open mind, he would like to caution enthusiastic
Councilmembers of the need to balance that enthusiasm with what was promised to the public. That
is why it is important for the public to attend this meeting so Council will know they are doing what
the pubiic wants and not just what the property owners or business owners want. He said the City is
constrained by time, expectations of the public, and the main objective of draining “Lake McGee.”
He said the City coupled the McGee Drainage Project with the Lindsey Street Widening Project to
make better use of federal funding, which adds legal complications to the drainage portion of the
project.

Councilmember Heiple said this is an opportunity for the City to make history and do something that
has never been done in Norman. He felt the Lindsey Street Widening Project design could make a
positive difference in the community and hopes the City can find a middle ground and move forward
with the project.

Bankruptcy. Councilmember Castleberry said the City of Detroit, Michigan, filed bankruptcy this
past week and he has received calls from concerned citizens regarding the City’s budget and whether
or not this could happen in Norman. He said one of the main reasons Detroit had to file bankruptcy
was because of their unfunded pension obligations. He said Norman does have a small unfunded
pension liability of approximately $300,000 annually while Detroit’s total debt is $20 billion. He said
the City’s pension liability stems from an old pension plan used by the City years ago. He said the
City currentty has a Defined Confribution Plan similar to a 401K. The City of Detroit had a Defined
Benefit Plan, used by many states and cities, where employees are guaranteed a certain amount of
income for the rest of your life regardless of whether the money is there or not. He said the City of
Norman does not have this issue.

He said based upon projections, the City’s is looking at a $3 million loss in FYE 2015 and urged
Council not to wait for this to happen before they take action. He said the City needs to increase
revenue and cuf expenses. He said the City needs more businesses in Norman that will generate sales
tax dollars and create jobs that generate sales tax dollars that stay in Norman,

*

Animal Welfare Facility Memorial. Councilmember Holman read a letter written by Mr, Jim
Maisano, Deputy Police Chief of Norman. Mr. Maisano wrote the letter as a private citizen unrelated
to the City of Norman regarding donations for a memorial project at the Animal Welfare Facility in
honor of his recently deceased daughter, Sara Maisano. Sara loved all animals and was always
helping lost or wounded animals. Some items had to be eliminated during the design process of the
new Animal Welfare Facility to stay within budget. Sara had expressed disappointment that a cat
perch/sun room was one of the items eliminated. As a tribute to Sara and as a way to keep her love
for animals ongoing, the Maisano family decided to obtain the funds to ensure the cat porch/sun room
can be constructed. The estimated cost of the project is $9,000 and any memorial donations on Sara’s
behalf would be welcomed.
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ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, Councilmember Kovach moved that the meeting be adjourned,
which motion was duly seconded by Councilmember Holman; and the question being upon
adjournment of the meeting, a vote was taken with the following result:

YEAS: Councilmembers  Castleberry,  Heiple,

Holman, Jungman, Kovach, Miller,
Williams, Mayor Pro Tem Griffith

NAYES: None
The Mayor Pro Tem declared the motion carried and the meeting was adjourned at §:34 p.m.

ATTEST:

City Clerk Mayor
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Title: CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1112-19 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL COF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA,
AMENDING ARTICLE 1, SECTIONS 5-101 AND 5-101.1; AND ARTICLE !, SECTION
5-212 OF CHAPTER 5; AND ARTICLE XIV, SECTION 13-1402 OF CHAPTER 13 OF THE
CCDE OF THE CiTY OF NORMAN SC AS TO ADCPT AND AMEND THE 2009
INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE FOR ONE AND TWO FAMILY DWELLINGS AS
AMENDED AND MODIFIED BY THE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION
PURSUANT TO 59 0.8 § 1000.23; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY
THEREOF.

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Motion to Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. 0-1112-19 upon First
Reading by titfe.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
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Body

INFORMATION: Ordinance No. 0-1112-18 was adopted in City Council's meeting of May 8, 2012, which
adopted and amended the 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended
and modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 0.S. § 1000.23. Adoption of the
Ordinance was required by the Oklahoma Uniform Building Code Commission in order to standardize municipal
building codes statewide. Title 11, Section 14-106 of the Okiahoma State Statutes requires that ordinances
shall not be in force unless published or posted within 15 days after adoption. Due to an omission by staff,
Ordinance No. 0-1112-19 was not published. Therefore, staff recommends Council readopt the ordinance and
publish the ordinance within fifteen days from the date of that adoption to avoid any conflict that may arise in the
future. See attached memorandum from the Legal Department.
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Clty of Nor man, OK Municipa! Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Morman, OK 73069

Text File
File Number: 0-1112-19

Introduced: 4/19/2012 Current Status: Non-Consent Items
Version: 1 Matter Type: Ordinance
Title

ORDINANCE NQ. O-1112-19: AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL GF THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING ARTICLE 1, SECTIONS 5-101 AND 35-101.1; AND
ARTICLE I, SECTION 5-212 OF CHAPTER 5; AND ARTICLE XiV, SECTION 13-1402 OF
CHAPTER {30F THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO ADOPT AND
AMEND THE 2009 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE FOR ONE AND TWO
FAMILY DWELLINGS AS AMENDED AND MODIFIED BY THE UNIFORM BUILDING
CODE COMMISSION PURSUANT TO 590.8. § 1000.23; AND PROVIDING FOR THE
SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

ACTION NEEDED:; Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. 0-1112-19upon Second
Reading section by section.

ACTION TAKEN:

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to adopt or reject Ordinance No. O-1112-19 upon Final Reading
as a whole.

ACTION TAKEN:

Body
BACKGROUND. Building codes were first identified in Norman history in 1902, with the

first evidence of building permits occurring in 1924, In 1956, the City of Norman adopted the
first of the modern codes by formal adoption of the 1955 edition of the National Building Code.
Since then, newer codes have been adopted periodically. Updates to the adopted codes are
needed in order to make certain that the codes that a community enforces are reflective of
modern technologies and building materials. The attached ordinance will accomplish that.

During the late 1990’s, three major national code writing groups succeeded in coming together
as organizations and managed to merge themselves into a single code organization with the goal
of consolidating their three slightly different codes into one unified code. This new
International Code Council (ICC) produced the first International Code Council Codes in 2000,
followed by additional series scheduled for every three years. In July of 2006, the City of
Norman, after extensive review and comments from city staff and the local construction and
architectural industries, adopted the 2003 ICC code series.

Building upon the success of the first ICC educational efforts, city staff began assessing the
next series, that being the 2006 ICC series, shortly after the adoption of the 2003 series. In the
fall of 2006, the City hosted a continuing education course for builders and architects in the
region as a first step towards evaluation of the 2006 ICC code series.
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During 2007, staff continued to work with the local comstruction industry to fully implement the
provisions of the newer codes. In the spring and summer of 2008 staff shared several
discussion sessions with local homebuilders as the first official actions aimed towards adoption
of the 2006 ICC series. Subsequently, the 2006 edition of the ICC codes and the 2008 edition
of the National Electrical Code (NEC) were adopted and became effective on October 22, 2006,

The Oklahoma Legislature, in May 2009, passed legislation creating the Oklahoma Uniform
Building Code Commission (OUBCC). The Commission is composed of eleven members from
different fields and is tasked with creating a statewide Uniform Building Code. Consistent with
this tasking, the Oklahoma Uniform Building Code Commission (OUBCC) completed work in
calendar year 2011 necessary for the state adoption of the 2009 International Residential Code
(JRC) with amendments. Thus, effective July 15, 2011, the 2009 IRC as amended by the
OUBCC is the minimum building code for all residential construction (Building, Plumbing,
Mechanical, Fuel, Gas and Electric) throughout the State of Oklahoma including the rural areas
of the state.

Consistent with the legal authority granting state and local code administration and enforcement
jurisdictions the power and discretion to administer the code, Planning and Community
Development Building Inspection staff progressively reviewed the 2009 edition of the IRC as
adopted by the state. In addition, City of Norman Building Inspectors participated on two of the
state OUBCC technical review committees.

In January 2012 staff presented information to the Business and Community Affairs Committee
pertinent to the City’s adoption of the 2009 IRC and following the blessing of that committee
conducted meetings with local builders, and other interested participants to explain the City’s
intent of adoption and to identify the various code changes initiated by the ICC, the OUBCC,
and proposed local City of Norman amendments. The results of those meetings was positive
and to date there are no known objections from any of those stakeholders to the City’s proposed
adoption of the 2009 IRC.

It is the understanding of staff that the cities of Oklahoma City, Edmond, and Moore have also
engaged similar processes to formally adopt the 2009 IRC.

DISCUSSION. The attached ordinance reftects the code and all proposed amendments being
presented by staff for adoption by the City of Norman. The new code, if adopted, will result in
amendments to Chapters 5 and 13 of the City of Norman Code of Ordinances.

The remainder of this memorandum presents information about the proposed amended code.
While public safety and health concerns are the primary focus of the building code, certain
pragmatic and administrative concerns must also be considered. To this end state and local
amendments are empioyed to address these concerns and provide greater clarity to users of the

code. Insummary:

. Chapter 1 amendments address administrative details necessary to dovetail the code
with other local ordinances.

s A chapter 2 definition was amended to provide greater flexibility for placement of structures
on properties where zero setbacks to interior property lines are allowed.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed on 4/30/2012

5-2



File Number: O-1112-19

e Chapter 3 amendments address local geographic/climatic conditions and certain general
building practices that have evolved over time and been determined as suitable by the local
building community.

e Chapter 4 amendments clarify building foundation requirements and strengthen the tie
between wood frame structures and their supporting foundation systems.

e Chapter 13, 15, and 24 amendments provide solutions to certain building conditions
associated with heating and air conditioning equipment.

e Chapter 25, 27, and 29 amendments provide solutions to certain plumbing system technical
concerns and allow individual user preference to prevail for bathing water temperatures.

o Chapter 34, 36, 37, 39, and 42 amendments provide technical solutions or greater clarity for
certain electrical equipment installation requirements.

e An appendix G amendment provides a practical solution for residential swimming pool
barrier requirements by accommodating standard wood fence panel dimensions.

e The Norman Cede Chapter 13 change simply updates the code reference to the 2009
edition.

While many of the proposed local amendments are carryover from previous editions of the code
the following list depicts the most notable changes that were initiated by ICC in the 2009
International Residential Code.

v For large or irregular shaped bhomes structure plans may be required in order to
obtain a building permit

v New “townhouses” must be equipped with a fire protection sprinkler system

4 At least one carbon monoxide (CO) detector/falarm is required for new homes
unless certain exceptions apply; when a building permit is required for an addition onto
an existing home CO detector/alarms must be installed in both the existing home and the
addition in the same locations required for new homes

v New exterior decks larger than 200 square feet in area may require a building
permit to construct and if supported by the main residential structure must meet new

structure attachment criteria

v Prescriptive methods for structural wall bracing have been enlarged or clarified
v A water resistive barrier (house wrap) is required on most exterior walls
v High efficacy light bulbs are required in 50% of new lighting fixtures except

recessed can lights are not included in this requirement

v Locking access caps must be installed at new or replaced exterior air conditioning

equipment refrigerant line portals

v Most new 120 volt electrical outlets must be protected with are fault protection
devices
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v Most new electrical convenience receptacles (E20 volt outlets) must be

tamper-resistant

RECOMMENDATION. Staff recommends that City Council adopt the 2009 Internaticnal
Residential Code, as amended.
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ORDINANCE NO. O-1112-19

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING ARTICLE I, SECTIONS 5-101 AND 5-101.1; AND
ARTICLEII, SECTION 3-212 OF CHAPTER 5; AND ARTICLE XIV,
SECTION 13-1402 OF CHAPTER 13 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
NORMAN SO AS TO ADOPT AND AMEND THE 2009 INTERNATIONAL
RESIDENTIAL CODE FOR ONE AND TWO FAMILY DWELLINGS AS
AMENDED AND MODIFIED BY THE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE
COMMISSION PURSUANT TO 59 O.S. § 1000.23; AND PROVIDING FOR THE
SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA:

§ 1.

That Sections 5-101 and 5-101.1 of Article I. General Administration of Chapter 5 of the
Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as follows:

k ok ok ok Kk

Sec. 5-101. - Application of the 2006 International Building Code.

Except as otherwise provided in this article, the provisions of the 2006 International
Building Code shall apply to all construction, extension or remodeling of buildings or
structures except one- and two-family dwellings and townhouses which shall be governed by
the 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and
modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.23 and
subsequent amendments listed in Sec. 5-212 of the Code of the City of Norman:

(a) Within the limits of the city; and

(b) Within one-half (14) mile outside the limits of the City when the City provides either
water or sewer services to that building or structure.,

* k¥

Sec. 5-101.1. - Effect of conflicting provisions.

When any provision of this chapter conflicts with any other provision of this chapter, that
provision which is the more specific or detailed shall control. When any provision of the
2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and
modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.23 needs
clarification or elaboration, the provisions of the 2009 International Building Code, the
2009 International Mechanical Code, the 2009 International Plumbing Code, the
2008 National Electric Code, the 2009 International Fuel Gas Code, and the
2009 International Energy Conservation Codes shall prevail.
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§ 2. That Section 5-212 of Article II Building Code of Chapter 5 of the Code of the City of
Nomman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as follows:

% %k % %k %

Sec. 5-212. - Adoption of the 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two

Family Dwellings as amended and modified by the Uniform Building Code
Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.2 .

(a) Adoption includes ONLY the following Appendices:

(1) Appendix E regarding Manufactured Housing used as Dwellings;

(2) Appendix G regarding Swimming Pools, Spas and Hot Tubs; and

(3) Appendix K regarding Sound Transmission.

(b) Amend, delete or substitute within the following sections as indicated:

ey

(2)

3)

“)

&)

(6)
Q)

(8)

Delete the preamble referenced in Title 748:20-5-5 from the 2009 International
Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and modified by
the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1600.2.

Chapter 1, Section R102.7 Existing Structures Delete "International Fire Code"
and all subsequent references and replace with "71997 I NFPA Fire Prevention
Code™,

Chapter 1, Section R103 DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING SAFETY and
Section R103.1, Creation of enforcement agency—Replace "Department of
Building Safety” with "Development Services Division”,

Chapter 1, Section R104.10.1 Areas prone to flooding-Delete “granting of a
variance to such provisions by the board of appeals" and replace with "prior
issuance of a Flood Plain Permit by the City of Norman Flood Plain Committee.”;

Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 1-Replace "200 square feet” with "108 square
Jeet” and delete reference to meters;

Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 2-Replace "6 feet high” with "8 feet high.",

Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 3—Delete retaining wall sentence and replace
with "Retaining walls shall be permitted and built per the City of Norman
Engineering Standards, as amended.";

Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building 5—Delete this section, Sidewalks and
driveways.
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®

(10)

(1)

Chapter 1, Section R105.3.1.1-Substantially improved or Substantially damaged
existing buildings in areas prone to flooding—Delete reference to
"Table R301.2(1)" and replace with "the City of Norman adopted flood hazard
maps" and delete the reference to the "board of appeals" and replace with "the City
of Norman Flood Plain Commititee";

Chapter 1, Section R105.7 Placement of permit-Add at the beginning of sentence
"For additions and alterations only";

Chapter 1, add new R106.2.1 Landscape Requirements for One- and Two- Family
Dwellings.

(a) As of May 12, 2008, within all urban residential plats, when a building permit
for a new residence is issued, at least one tree must be planted on each lot
designated for single-family or two-family use before a Certificate of
Occupancy is issued.

(b) For lots larger than 10,000 square feet, two trees are required. One tree must be
planted within the designated planting location and the other tree may be placed
at any location on the lot. (Refer to Exhibits A—Traditional Utility Layout or
B—Optional Utility Layout.) In no case will more than two trees be required.

{c) Comer lots require one tree per street frontage in accordance with the sight
triangle specifications (refer to Exhibit C—Tree Location for Typical Corner
Lot). If all of either street frontage is eliminated by the site triangle restrictions,
the tree for that frontage may be placed at any location on the lot.

(d) Trees must be selected from a list approved by the City Forester (Refer to
Exhibit D—City of Norman Approved Street Tree List) and be at least
2" caliper (diameter measured 6" above ground level). Species identification
tags shall remain on the tree(s). As indicated in (b) above, there are two utility
layouts that may be utilized to design a subdivision. It is the developer's option
to choose either alternative. In subdivisions where utilities are designed in
accordance with Exhibit A (no trees between sidewalk and street), the tree must
be planted in the front yard of the lot within five feet of the sidewalk. In
subdivisions where utilities are designed in accordance with Exhibit B (allows
for trees between sidewalk and street), the preferred location for tree planting is
midway between the curb and sidewalk. Said Exhibits are incorporated herein
and made a part hereof and are on file in the office of the City Clerk.

(e) If planting conditions or weather would adversely affect the health of the
tree(s), a paid receipt from the installer indicating the type of tree(s) purchased
and projected planting date shall be provided to the City of Norman and a
permanent Certificate of Occupancy can be issued.
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(12)

(13)

(14)

(1s)
(16)

(17

(18)

(19)

(20)

2h

(f) Trees that are planted within the right-of-way or front yard can be replaced if
dead or diseased by the Property Owners/Homeowners Association if
appropriate covenants have been enacted that grant maintenance responsibility
to the association. Otherwise the trees are the responsibility of the property
owner. Dead or diseased trees in poor condition should be replaced by the
property owner.

Chapter 1, Section R106.5—Retention of construction documents—Replace
"construction documents" with "floor and site plans”;

Chapter 1, Section R109.1.4 Frame and masonry inspection—Delete "masonry" in
title and text;

Chapter 1—Add new "R109.1.5.2 Insulation inspection. Insulation inspection shall
be made after the framing inspection but prior to installing wallboard materials.
Wallboard materials include, but are not limited to, lath, plaster, gypsum
wallboard, wood paneling, sheet metal and the like.";

Chapter 1, Section 109.3 Inspection requests—Add "safe" in front of "access.”;

Chapter 1, Section R110.1 Use and occupancy—Delete Exception 2. "Accessory
buildings and structures.";

Chapter 1, Section R112 Board of Appeals—Delete Sections R112.2.1 and
R112.2.2;

Chapter 2, DEFINITIONS, Section R202 FIRE SEPARATION DISTANCE add—
"Permanent "No Build" easements, which identify an area relative to adjoining
property lines and are filed as permanent easements with the Cleveland County
Clerk, may be considered when determining the fire separation distance.";

Chapter 3, BUILDING PLANNING, Table R301.2(1) fill in blanks for Norman as
"Ground Snow Load 10, Wind Speed 90 miles per hour, Topographic effects No,
Seismic Design Category C, Weathering moderate, Frost Depth 12 inches, Termite
moderate to heavy, Winter Design Temperature 13 degrees Fahrenheit, Ice barrier
underlayment required No, Flood Hazard see FIRM maps, Air freezing Index 300,
Mean Annual Temperature 61.3 degrees Fahrenheit", Add after footnote k “I.
Bottom of footing to be at 18” below grade.” place “I” after Frost Line depth in the
table’;

Chapter 3, Section R301 Design Criteria, Table R301.5 footnote b. After "the plane
of the truss." Add ", or the space is more than 10 feet from the point of entry to the
attic space and no provision for attic storage is installed.";

Chapter 3, Section R302 Fire-Resistant Construction, Replace Table R302.1 with
the following Amended R302.1 Table.
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Page 5
“AMENDED TABLE R302.1 EXTERIOR WALLS”
EXTERIOR WALL ELEMENT MINIMUM FIRE RESISTANCE MINIMUM FIRE
RATING SEPARATION
DISTANCE

Walls (Fire-resistance rated) 1 hour with exposure from both sides 0 feet
{Not fire-resistance rated) | 0 hours > 3 feet

Projections | (Fire-resistance rated) 1 hour on the underside 0 feet
(Not fire-resistance rated) | 0 hours >3 feet
Openings Not allowed N/A <3 feet
Unlimited 0 hours >3 feet
Penetration | ALL Comply with Section R302.4 <3 feet
None Required >3 feet

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

@7

Chapter 3, Section R302 Exterior Wall Location, R302.1 "Exceptions" add
"Exception 6 -Open metal carport structures may be constructed within zero (0)
feet of the property line without fire-resistive or opening protection when the
location of such is approved as required by other adopted codes.";

Chapter 3, Section R303.3 Bathrooms—Add at end of paragraph, "Separate
window or artificial light and mechanical ventilation system provided through
exception shall be required for enclosed/segregated toilet, bath or shower spaces.”
ALSO, at end of Exception, add "Attic spaces are not considered outside for
purposes of ventilation.";

Chapter 3, Section R311.7.4.3 Delete entire Section and replace with the following.
"Open risers. Open risers are permitted, provided that the opening between treads
does not permit the passage of a 4-inch diameter sphere. Exception: The opening
between adjacent treads is not limited on stairs with a total rise of 30 inches or

less.";

Chapter 3, Section R314.3.1 Alterations, repairs and additions. Exception 2.
Installation, alteration or repairs of plumbing or mechanical systems are exempt
from the requirements of this section. Add the word “electrical” after “repairs of.”

Chapter 4, Section R403 Footings, Section R403.1 General—Add "Exception:
Temporary. buildings and unoccupied buildings not exceeding one story in height
and 400 square feet in area shall be exempt from these requirements.”;

Chapter 4, Section R403 Footings Amend Figure R403.1(1) to require a minimum
of 2, #4 steel bars in all footings;
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(28)

(29)

(30)

1)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(335)

Chapter 4, Section R404 FOUNDATION AND RETAINING WALLS,
Section R404.1.2.2 Add at end of section "In all cases Concrete and Masonry
Foundation Walls or slabs, if placed directly to the footing, are to be attached to its
footing with a minimum #3 vertical steel bar imbedded a minimum 12" into both
the footing and the foundation wall and placed 6' o.c. and at every corner.";

Chapter 4, Section R404 FOUNDATION AND RETAINING WALLS,
Section R404.4 Delete Entire Section;

Chapter 6 Wall Construction, Table R602.3.1, Delete text in footnote b. and
Replace with “Studs to be laterally braced by a minimum ceiling joists, floor joists,
or a ledger or beam holding ceiling or floor members.”

Chapter 13 GENERAL MECHANICAL SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS, Section
M1305 APPLIANCE ACCESS, M1305.1 Appliance access for inspection service,
repair and replacement—After "30 inches deep and 30 inches wide" add "and at
least the height of the front of the appliance";

Chapter 13 General Mechanical System Requirements, Section M1305 Appliance
Access, M1305.1.3 Appliances in attics. Exception: 2 delete "the passageway shall
be not more than 50 feet (1520 mm) in length.” And replace with "or where not
more than 20 feet length of the passageway is a minimum 30 inches high and 22
inches wide, the entire passageway shall be not greater than 50 feet in length.";

Chapter 15, Section M1502 CLOTHES DRYER EXHAUST, M1502.4.1 add
"Exception: Schedule 40 PVC pipe may be used if the installation complies with all
of the following;:

i.  The duct shall be installed under a concrete slab poured on grade and arranged
to drain to the building exterior.

ii. The underfloor trench in which the duct is installed shall be completely
backfilled with sand or gravel.

iii. The PVC duct shall extend not greater than I inch above the indoor concrete
floor surface.

iv. The PVC duct shall extend not greater that 1 inch above grade outside of the
building.

v. The PVC ducts shall be solvent cemented”;

Chapter 24, Fuel Gas, Section G2408 INSTALLATION, Section G2408.2
Elevation of ignition source. After "above the floor" Add "surface on which the
equipment or appliance rest";

Chapter 24, Fuel Gas, Section G2415 PIPING SYSTEM INSTALLATION,
Section G2415.10 Minimal burial depth—Replace "12 inches" with "18 inches";
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(36)

37

(38)

(39)

(40)

(41)

(42)

(43)

(44)

Chapter 25 Plumbing Administration, Secticn P2503 Inspection and Tests, Section
P2503.4 Building sewer testing—Delete “When required by local authority having
jurisdiction,” and Replace "public sewer" with "location of the building clean out,";

Chapter 27 PLUMBING FIXTURES, Section P2713 BATHTUBS, delete Section
P2713.3 Bathtub and whirlpool bathtub valves;

Chapter 28 WATER HEATERS, Section P2803.6.1 Item 5. Replace text in Item 5
with “Discharge to an approved waste receptor or to the outdoors.”

Chapter 34, Electrical General Requirements, Section E3406 Electrical Conductors
and Connections, Section E3406.2 Conductor material—Add at end of paragraph
"The use of aluminum conductors shall be prohibited except for exterior uses and
for underground service feeder for manufactured homes.";

Chapter 36 Services, Section E3601 General Services, Section E3601.6.2 Service
disconnect location - Add at the end of paragraph "The distance from the point of
entrance of a building or structure to the service disconnecting equipment enclosure
shall not exceed 24 inches measured horizontally or 60 inches measured
vertically.";

Chapter 37, BRANCH CIRCUIT AND FEEDER REQUIREMENTS,
Section E3702 BRANCH CIRCUIT RATINGS, Section E3702.3 Fifteen- and 20-
ampere branch circuits—Add at the end of the paragraph "Dwelling unit receptacle
outlets installed in accordance with E3901.1 and lighting outlets installed in
accordance with E3903.1 shall be limited to a maximum of 14 for 20 ampere and a
maximum of 10 for 15 ampere branch circuits. Kitchen receptacle outlets installed
in accordance with E3901.3.2 and E3901.4 shall not exceed 5.";

Chapter 39 Section E3902 Ground-Fault and Arc-Fault Circuit-Interrupter
Protection, Section E3902.3 Outdoor receptacles - expand exception provided in
Section E4101.7 by adding “as well as, exterior receptacles for outside holiday
lighting so long as the minimum height above adjoining ground area is 7 feet.”;

Chapter 39, Section E3902 GROUND-FAULT AND ARC-FAULT CIRCUIT-
INTERRUPTER PROTECTION, Section E3902.7 Laundry, utility, and bar sink
receptacles. Add "Exception: A single receptacle or duplex receptacle for two
appliances located within dedicated space for each appliance that in normal use is
not easily moved from one place to another, and that is cord and plug connected.”;

Chapter 39 Section E3907 CABINETS AND PANELBOARDS, Add Section
3907.9 Mounting Height. Enclosures for switches or overcurrent devices shall be
installed so the bottom of the enclosure is not less than 600 mm (2 feet) above
finish grade or working platform unless specifically listed or approved for an
alternate mounting height.;

5-11



O-1112-19

Page 8

§ 3.

(45) Chapter 42 SWIMMING POOLS, Section 4206 EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION,
Section 4206.5.1 Servicing. After "other maintenance"” Add "unless otherwise
approved, the maximum distance from the deck surface to the bottom of the
fuminaire face shall not exceed 24 inches.”;

(46) Appendix G Section AG105 BARRIER REQUIREMENTS, Replace the text in
Section AG105.2 Outdoor swimming pool -4. with “Where the barrier is
composed of horizontal and vertical members and the distance between the tops of
the two lowest horizontal members is less than 45 inches (1143 mm), then spacing
between vertical members shall not exceed 1 % inches (44 mm) in width, and any
horizontal members shall have a nominal depth of no more than 1 % inches
(44mm} so as not to create a foothold. Where there are decorative cutouts within
vertical members, spacing within the cutouts shall not exceed 1 % inches (44 mm)
in width.

* % %k

That Section 13-1402 of Article XIV MOBILE HOME AND TRAILER PARKS* of
Chapter 13 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as follows:

* h kK % %

Sec. 13-1402. Tie-downs, alterations and additions,

(a) Skirting of mobile homes is required and areas enclosed by such skirting shall be
maintained so as not to provide a harborage for rodents, or create a fire hazard.

(b) A permit issued by the City shail be required before any construction on a mobile home
space or any structural addition or alteration to the exterior of a mobile home takes place. No
construction or addition or alteration to the exterior of a mobile home located in a mobile
home park shall be permitted unless of the same type of construction or materials as the
mobile home affected. No permit shall be required for the addition of steps, canopies,
awnings or antennas,

{c) No structure other than a mobile home shall be permitted on a mobile home space,
except a structure not exceeding one (1) story in height and three hundred fifty (350) square
feet in area which structure:

(1} Is used as an accessory to a mobile home,

(2) The total coverage of buildings on such space does not exceed forty (40) percent
including the mobile home and

(3} All such accessory buildings are located no closer than five (5) feet to any lot line.
(d) Mobile home tie downs, alterations and additions shall be as required by Appendix E of

the 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and
modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.23,
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§4.

Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance
is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such
portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall
not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

ADOPTED this day of NOT ADOPTED this day of
2012, ,2012.

(Mayor) {Mayor)

ATTEST:

(City Clerk)
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING ARTICLE I, SECTIONS 5-101 AND 5-101.1; AND
ARTICLE II, SECTION 5-212 OF CHAPTER 5; AND ARTICLE XIV, SECTION
13-1402 OF CHAPTER 13 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS
TO ADOPT AND AMEND THE 2009 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE
FOR ONE AND TWO FAMILY DWELLINGS AS AMENDED AND MODIFIED
BY THE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION PURSUANT TO 59 O.S.
§ 1000.23; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA:

§1.

That Sections 5-101 and 5-101.1 of Article I. General Administration of Chapter 5 of the
Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as follows:

¥ k ¥ % k

Sec. 5-101. - Application of the 2006 International Building Code.

Except as otherwise provided in this article, the provisions of the 2006 Internaticnal
Building Code shall apply to all construction, extension or remodeling of buildings or
structures except one- and two-family dwellings and townhouses which shall be governed by
the 2006-2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended
and modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.23 and

subsequent amendments listed in Sec. 5-212 of the Code of the City of Norman:
(a) Within the limits of the city; and

(b) Within one-half (}2) mile outside the limits of the City when the City provides either
water or sewer services to that building or structure.

* %

Sec. 5-101.1, - Effect of conflicting provisions.

When any provision of this chapter conflicts with any other provision of this chapter, that
provision which is the more specific or detailed shall control. When any provision of the 2086
2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and
modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.23 needs
clarification or elaboration, the provisions of the 2806 2009 International Building Code, the
2006 2009 International Mechanical Code, the 2086 2009 International Plumbing Code, the
2008 National Electric Code, the 2866 2009 International Fuel Gas Code, and the 2886 2009
International Energy Conservation Codes shall prevail.

* ¥k
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§ 2. That Section 5-212 of Article II Building Code of Chapter 5 of the Code of the City of
Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as follows:

% %k ¥ % X

Sec. 5-212. - Adoption of the 2606 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two
Family Dwellings as amended and modified by the Uniform Building Code
Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. § 1000.2 .

(a) Adoption includes ONLY the following Appendices:
(1) Appendix E regarding Manufactured Housing used as Dwellings;
(2) Appendix G regarding Swimming Pools, Spas and Hot Tubs; and
(3) Appendix K regarding Sound Transmission.
(b} Amend, delete or substitute within the following sections as indicated:
(1) Delete the preamble referenced in Title 748:20-5-5. from the 2009 International

Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as amended and modified by
the Uniform Building Code Commissicn pursuant to 59 O.8. § 1000.2.

(2) 69 Chapter 1, Section R102.7 Existing Structures and-all-subsequent-references—

Delete “International Fire Code” and all subsequent references and replace with
#1997 1 NFPA Fire Prevention Code™,

(3) &) Chapter 1, Section R103 DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING SAFETY and Section
R103.1, Creation of enforcement agency—Replace "Department of Building Safety”
with "Development Services Division”,

{4) 635 Chapter 1, Section R104.10.1 Areas prone to flooding—Delete "granting of a
variance to such provisions by the board of appeals” and replace with "prior issuance
of a Flood Plain Permit by the City of Norman Flood Plain Committee.";

{5) € Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 1—Replace "#28-200 square feet” with
"108 square feet” and delete reference to meters;

(6) €53 Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 2—Replace "6 feer high" with "8 feet
high.™;

(7} €63 Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building: 3—Delete retaining wall sentence and
replace with "Retaining walls shall be permitted and built per the City of Norman
Engineering Standards, as amended."”;

(8) €5 Chapter 1, Section R105.2 Building 5—Delete this section, Sidewalks and
driveways.
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(9) €8y Chapter 1, Section R105.3.1.1—Substantially improved or Substantiaily

damaged existing buildings in areas prone to flooding—Delete reference to "Table
R301.2(1)" and replace with "the City of Norman adopted flood hazard maps” and
delete the reference to the "board of appeals” and replace with "the City of Norman
Flood Plain Committee™;

(10) € Chapter 1, Section R105.7 Placement of permit—Add at the beginning of

sentence "For additions and alterations only";

(11} €9y Chapter 1, add new R106.2.1 Landscape Requirements for One- and Two-

Family Dwellings.

(a) As of May 12, 2008, within all urban residential plats, when a building permit
for a new residence is issued, at least one tree must be planted on each lot
designated for single-family or two-family use before a Certificate of
Occupancy is issued.

(b) For lots larger than 10,000 square feet, two trees are required. One tree must be
planted within the designated planting location and the other tree may be placed
at any location on the lot. (Refer to Exhibits A—Traditional Utility Layout or
B-—Optional Utility Layout.) In no case will more than two trees be required.

(c) Comer lots require one tree per street frontage in accordance with the sight
triangle specifications (refer to Exhibit C—Tree Location for Typical Corner
Lot). If all of either street frontage is eliminated by the site triangle restrictions,
the tree for that frontage may be placed at any location on the lot.

(d) Trees must be selected from a list approved by the City Forester (Refer to
Exhibit D—City of Norman Approved Street Tree List) and be at least 2"
caliper (diameter measured 6" above ground level). Species identification tags
shall remain on the tree(s). As indicated in (b) above, there are two utility
layouts that may be utilized to design a subdivision. It is the developer's option
to choose either alternative. In subdivisions where utilities are designed in
accordance with Exhibit A (no trees between sidewalk and street), the tree must
be planted in the front yard of the lot within five feet of the sidewalk. In
subdivisions where utilities are designed in accordance with Exhibit B (allows
for trees between sidewalk and street), the preferred location for tree planting is
midway between the curb and sidewalk. Said Exhibits are incorporated herein
and made a part hereof and are on file in the office of the City Clerk.

(e) If planting conditions or weather would adversely affect the health of the
tree(s), a paid receipt from the instalier indicating the type of tree(s) purchased
and projected planting date shall be provided to the City of Norman and a
permanent Certificate of Occupancy can be issued.
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(f) Trees that are planted within the right-of-way or front yard can be replaced if
dead or diseased by the Property Owners/Homeowners Association if
appropriate covenants have been enacted that grant maintenance responsibility
to the association. Otherwise the trees are the responsibility of the property
owner. Dead or diseased trees in poor condition should be replaced by the
property owner.

(12} &4 Chapter 1, Section R106.5—Retention of construction documents—Replace
"construction documents” with "floor and site plans";

(13) Chapter 1, Section R109.1.4 Frame and masonry inspection—Delete "masonry” in
title and text;

(14) Chapter 1—Add new "R109.1.5.2 Insulation inspection. Insulation inspection shall
be made after the framing inspection but prior to installing wallboard materials.
Wallboard materials include, but are not limited to, lath, plaster, gypsum
wallboard, wood paneling, sheet metal and the like.";

(15) Chapter 1, Section 109.3 Inspection requests—Add "safe" in front of "access.";

(16) Chapter 1, Section R110.1 Use and occupancy—Delete Exception 2. "Accessory
buildings and structures.";

(17) Chapter 1, Section R112 Board of Appeals—Delete Sections R112.2.1 and
R112.2.2;

(18) Chapter 2, DEFINITIONS, Section R202 FIRE SEPARATION DISTANCE add—
"Permanent "No Build" easements, which identify an area relative to adjoining
property lines and are filed as permanent easements with the Cleveland County
Clerk, may be considered when determining the fire separation distance.”,

(19) Chapter 3, BUILDING PLANNING, Table R301.2(1) fill in blanks for Norman as
"Ground Snow Load 10, Wind Speed 90 miles per hour, Topographic effects No,
Seismic Design Category C, Weathering moderate, Frost Depth 12 inches, Termite
moderate to heavy, Winter Design Temperature 13 degrees Fahrenheit, Ice barrier
underlayment reguired No, Flood Hazard see FIRM maps, Air freezing Index 300,
Mean Annual Temperature 68 61.3 degrees Fahrenheit", Add affer footnote k “I.
Bottom of footing to be at 18” below grade.” place “I” after Frost Line depth in the
table’;

(20) Chapter 3, Section R301 Design Criteria, Table R301.5 footnote b. After "the plane
of the truss.” Add ", or the space is more than 10 feet from the point of entry to the
attic space and no provision for attic storage is installed.”;
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(21) Chapter 3, Section R302 Fire-Resistant Construction, Exterier—Wallt-ocation
R3021Exteriorwalls Replace Table R302.1 with the following Amended R302.1
Table.
“AMENDED TABLE R302.1 EXTERIOR WALLS”
EXTERIOR WALL ELEMENT MINIMUM FIRE RESISTANCE MINIMUM FIRE
RATING SEPARATION
DISTANCE

Walls (Fire-resistance rated) 1 hour with exposure from both sides 0 feet
(Not fire-resistance rated) | 0 hours > 3 feet

Projections | (Fire-resistance rated) 1 hour on the underside 0 feet
{Not fire-resistance rated) | 0 hours > 3 feet
Openings Not allowed N/A <3 feet
Unlimited 0 hours > 3 feet
Penetration | ALL Comply with Section R34+3 R302.4 <3 feet
None Required > 3 feet

(22)

(23)

4

Chapter 3, Section R302 Exterior Wall Location, R302.1 "Exceptions" add
"Exception 6 4= -Open metal carport structures may be constructed within zero {0)
feet of the property line without fire-resistive or opening protection when the
location of such is approved as required by other adopted codes.”;

Chapter 3, Section R303.3 Bathrooms—Add at end of paragraph, "Separate
window or artificial light and mechanical ventilation system provided through
exception shall be required for enclosed/segregated toilet, bath or shower spaces."”
ALSO, at end of Exception, add "Attic spaces are not considered outside for
purposes of ventilation."”;

253 Chapter 3, Section R3+1-533 R311.7.4.3 Delete entire Section and replace
with the following. "Open risers. Open risers are permitted, provided that the
opening between treads does not permit the passage of a 4-inch diameter sphere.
Exception: The opening between adjacent treads is not limited on stairs with a total
rise of 30 inches or less.";

(25) €26} Chapter 3. Section R314.3.1 Alterations, repairs and additions. Exception 2.

(26)

Installation, alteration or repairs of plumbing or mechanical systems are exempt
from the requirements of this section. Add the word “electrical” after “repairs of.”

7 Chapter 4, Section R403 Footings, Section R403.1 General—Add "Exception:
Temporary buildings and unoccupied buildings not exceeding one story in height
and 400 square feet in area shall be exempt from these requirements.";
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(27) &8 Chapter 4, Section R403 Footings Amend Figure R403.1(1) to require a
minimum of 2, #4 steel bars in all footings;

(28) €93 Chapter 4, Section R404 FOUNDATION AND RETAINING WALLS, Section
R404.1.2.2 Add at end of section "In all cases Concrete and Masonry Foundation
Walls or slabs, if placed directly to the footing, are to be attached to its footing with
a minimum #3 vertical steel bar imbedded a minimum 12" into both the footing and
the foundation wall and placed 6° e-k.0.c. and at every comer.”;

(29) 83 Chapter 4, Section R404 FOUNDATION AND RETAINING WALLS,
Section R404.4 R404-5-Delete Entire Section;

(30) 84 Chapter 6 Wall Construction, Table R602.3.1, Delete text in footnote b. and
Replace with “Studs to be laterally braced by a minimum ceiling joists, floor joists,

or a ledger or beam holding ceiling or floor members.”

(31)Chapter 13 GENERAL MECHANICAL SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS, Section
M1305 APPLIANCE ACCESS, M+1305.1 Appliance access for inspection service,
repair and replacement—After "30 inches deep and 30 inches wide" add "and at
least the height of the front of the appliance”;

(32)Chapter 13 General Mechanical System Requirements, Section M1305 Appliance
Access, M1305.1.3 Appliances in attics. Exception: 2 delete "the passageway shall
be not more than 50 feet (1520 mm) in length." And replace with "or where not
more than 20 feet length of the passageway is a minimum 30 inches high and 22
inches wide, the entire passageway shall be not greater than 50 feet in length.";

(33) 843 Chapter 15, Section M1502 CLOTHES DRYER EXHAUST, M1502.4.1
M1502-5-add "Exception: Schedule 40 PVC pipe may be used if the installation
complies with all of the following:

i. The duct shall be installed under a concrete slab poured on grade and arranged to
drain to the building exterior.

ii. The underfloor trench in which the duct is installed shall be completely
backfilled with sand or gravel.

iii. The PVC duct shall extend not greater than 1 inch above the indoor concrete
floor surface.

5-19



0-1112-19
Page 7

iv. The PVC duct shall extend not greater that 1 inch above grade outside of the
building.

v. The PVC ducts shall be solvent cemented™;

(34) 35 Chapter 24, Fuel Gas, Section G2408 INSTALLATION, Section G2408.2
Elevation of ignition source. After "above the floor” Add "surface on which the
equipment or appliance rest";

(35) 363 Chapter 24, Fuel Gas, Section G2415 PIPING SYSTEM INSTALLATION,
Section G2415.10 24458 Minimal burial depth—Replace "12 inches"” with "18
inches™;

(36) 85 Chapter 25 Plumbing Administration, Section P2503 Inspection and Tests,
Section P2503.4 Building sewer testing—Delete “When required by _local authority
having jurisdiction,” and Replace "public sewer" with "location of the building clean
out,";

(37) 88 Chapter 27 PLUMBING FIXTURES, Section P2713 BATHTUBS, delete
Section P2713.3 Bathtub and whirlpool bathtub valves;

(38)Chapter 28 WATER HEATERS. Secticn P2803.6.1 Item 5. Replace text in Item 5
with “Discharge to an approved waste receptor or to the outdoors.”

(39) 48y Chapter 34 33, Electrical General Requirements, Section E3406 E3306
Electrical Conductors and Connections, Section E3406.2 E3306:2 Conductor
material—Add at end of paragraph "The use of aluminum conductors shall be
prohibited except for exterior uses and for underground service feeder for
manufactured homes.";

(40) ¢4 Chapter 36 35, Services, Section E3601 E356+ General Services, Section
E3601.6.2 E3504-6-2 Service disconnect location - Add at the end of paragraph "The
distance from the point of entrance of a building or structure to the service
disconnecting equipment enclosure shall not exceed 24 inches measured
horizontally or 60 inches measured vertically.";

(41) 42)Chapter 37 36, BRANCH CIRCUIT AND FEEDER REQUIREMENTS,
Section E3702 E3662 BRANCH CIRCUIT RATINGS, Section E3702.3 E36623
Fifteen- and 20-ampere branch circuits—Add at the end of the paragraph "Dwelling
unit receptacle outlets installed in accordance with E3901.1 E388+1 and lighting
outlets installed in accordance with E3903.1 E3863-% shall be limited to a maximum
of 14 for 20 ampere and a maximum of 10 for 15 ampere branch circuits. Kitchen
receptacle outlets installed in accordance with E3901.3.2 E38643-2; and E3901.4
E38061-4 shall not exceed 5.";
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§3.

(42) 433 Chapter 39 38, Section E3902 E3802 Ground-Fault and Arc-Fault Circuit-
Interrupter Protection, Section E3902.3 E38823—Outdoor receptacles - expand
exception provided in Section E4101.7 E488+-7by adding "as well as, exterior
receptacles for outside holiday lighting so long as the minimum height above
adjoining ground area is 7 feet.",

{43) 44y Chapter 39 38, Section E3902 E3862 GROUND-FAULT AND ARC-FAULT
CIRCUIT-INTERRUPTER PROTECTION, Section E3902.7 E33827 Laundry,
utility, and bar sink receptacles. Add "Exception: A single receptacle or duplex
receptacle for two appliances located within dedicated space for each appliance that
in normal use is not easily moved from one place to another, and that is cord and
plug connected.";

(44) €453 Chapter 39 38 Section E3907 E3887 CABINETS AND PANELBOARDS, Add
Section 3907.9 38849 Mounting Height. Enclosures for switches or overcurrent
devices shall be installed so the bottom of the enclosure is not less than 600 mm (2
feet) above finish grade or working platform unless specifically listed or approved
for an alternate mounting height.;

(45) €46) Chapter 42 4+ SWIMMING POOLS, Section 4206 4366 EQUIPMENT
INSTALLATION, Section 4206.5.1 43865+ Servicing. After "other nesmsal
maintenance” Add "unless otherwise approved, the maximum distance from the
deck surface to the bottom of the [uminaire face shall not exceed 24 inches.";

(46) (448 Appendix G Section AG105 BARRIER REQUIREMENTS, Replace the text in
Atthe-end-of Section AG105.2 Outdoor swimming pool -4. with “Where the barrier
is composed of horizontal and vertical members and the distance between the tops of
the two lowest horizontal members is less than 45 inches (1143 mm), then spacing
between vertical members shall not exceed 1 % inches (44 mm) in width, and any
horizontal members shall have a nominal depth of no more than 1 % inches (44mm)
so as not to create a foothold. Where there are decorative cutouts within vertical
members, spacing within the cutouts shall not exceed 1 % inches (44 mm) in width.

L

That Section 13-1402 of Article XIV MOBILE HOME AND TRAILER PARKS* of
Chapter 13 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to read as foliows:

Rk k& %k

Sec. 13-1402. Tie-downs, alterations and additions.

(a) Skirting of mobile homes is required and areas enclosed by such skirting shall be
maintained so as not to provide a harborage for rodents, or create a fire hazard.

{b) A permit issued by the City shall be required before any construction on a mobile home
space or any structural addition or alteration to the exterior of a mobile home takes place. No
construction or addition or alteration to the exterior of a mobile home located in a mobile
home park shall be permitted unless of the same type of construction or materials as the
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mobile home affected. No permit shall be required for the addition of steps, canopies,
awnings or antennas.

(c) No structure other than a mobile home shall be permitted on a mobile home space,
except a structure not exceeding one (1) story in height and three hundred fifty (350} square
feet in area which structure:

(1) Is used as an accessory to a mobile home,

(2) The total coverage of buildings on such space does not exceed forty (40) percent
including the mobile home and

(3) All such accessory buildings are located no closer than five (5) feet to any lot line.

(d) Mobile home tie downs, alterations and additions shall be as required by Appendix E of
the 2009 2086 International Residential Code for One and Two Family Dwellings as

amended and modified by the Uniform Building Code Commission pursuant to 59 O.S. §
1000.23.

* %k

§4.  Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance
is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such
portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall
not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

ADOPTED this day of NOT ADOPTED this day of
,2012. , 2012,

{Mayor) (Mayor)

ATTEST:

{City Clerk)

5-22



g TO: Brenda Hall, City Clerk
NZ
DATE: August 1, 2013
\% gl
[ A Ari FROM: Leah Messner, Assistant City Attorney %,@.y\/\

SUBJECT:  Publication of Ordinance O-1112-19

BACKGROUND:

On May 8, 2012, the City Council approved Ordinance O-1112-19 on second and final
reading. Ordinance O-1112-19 amended Chapter 5 of the Code of Ordinances so as to
adopt and amend the 2009 International Residential Code for One and Two Family
Dwellings. Adoption of the Ordinance was required by the Oklahoma Uniform Building
Code Commission in order to standardize municipal building codes statewide.
Subsequent to adoption of this Ordinance, notice of its adoption was not published in the
Norman Transcript.

DISCUSSION:

Title 11, Section 14-106 of the Statutes of the State of Oklahoma requires that “No
ordinance having any subject other than the appropriation of monies shall be in force
unless published or posted within fifteen (15) days after its passage. Every municipal
ordinance shall be published at least once in full, except as provided for in Section 14-
107 of this title.” In addition, Section 14-107 of Title 11 states:

If a municipal governing body enacts or adopts by
reference ordinances which are compilations or codes of
law or regulations relating to traffic, building, plumbing,
electrical installations, fire prevention, inflammable liquids,
milk and milk products, protection of the public health, or
any other matters which the municipality has the power to
regulate, such ordinances are not required to be published
in full. Legal publication of such ordinances may be by
publishing the title and a summary of their contents in the
manner provided by Section 14-106 of this title.

Therefore, in accordance with these statutes, it is necessary for the City of Norman to
publish the title and summary of Ordinance O-1112-19 within fifteen days after its
adoption by City Council for it to become effective.

RECOMMENDATION:

Ordinance O-1112-19 is unlikely to be challenged as inapplicable from May 8, 2012 to
present as no person has yet to raise this issue, and the 2009 International Residential
Building Code for One and Two Family Dwellings has become a statewide building code

olffice memorandum
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Brenda Hall, City Clerk
Ordinance O-1112-19
August 1, 2013

Page 2

standard due to the creation of the Uniform Building Code Commission. However, out of an
abundance of caution, this Office recommends returning Ordinance O-1112-19 to Council to be
readopted and published within fifteen days from the date of that adoption. Please let me know
if you need anything else.

xc: Jeff Bryant, City Attorney
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Title: CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. ©-1213-49 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA,
AMENDING SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN
SO AS TO PLACE PART OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTICN 2, TOWNSHIP
8 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, NORMAN, CLEVELAND
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE C-1, LOCAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND REMOVE
THE SAME FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY;
AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOCF. (GENERALLY LOCATED AT
THE NORTHEAST CCRNER OF 36TH AVENUE S.E. AND STATE HIGHWAY NC. 9)
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Reading by fitle.
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1 Planning Commission 06/13/2013 Postponed Pass
Action Text: A motfon was made by Commissioner Boeck, seconded by Commissioner Gordon, that this Zoning
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Master Continued {O-1213-49)

Action Text: A motion was made by Commissioner Sherrer, seconded by Commissioner Gasaway, that this Zoning
Ordinance be Recommended for Adoption at a subsequent City Council Meeting to the City Council,
due back on 8/13/2013. The motion carried by the following vote:

Text of Legisiative File 0-1213-49

Body
SYNOPSIS: The existing site is undeveloped land and currently zoned R-1, Single Family Dwelling District.

The applicant for the Bellatona Addition is in the preliminary platting stage. The Bellatona Addition has 692
single family lots, 12 open space blocks, a park area and six commercial two-acre lots. The residential portion
of Bellatona Addition is directly north of the proposed site for this rezoning reguest The applicant seeks to
rezone the tract of land abutting State Highway © from R-1, Single Family Dwelling District, to C-1, Local
Commercial District, for six two-acre commercial lots. Currently there is one existing undeveloped commercial
lot zoned C-1 with a Special Use for a gas station, directly west of the proposed commercial lots.  Summit
Valley Addition is west of the proposed rezoning site which is an existing residential development that will be
expanding with additional single-family lois to the north. Existing and proposed residential components will
have a total of approximately 1,076 single family homes when completely built out  The addition of the
commercial component in this area will help provide amenities within close proximity to the residential
developments.

ANALYSIS: The proposed commercial development provides a buffer from State Highway ¢ for the residential
development, and will provide direct retail access for the residents in this area. The six two-acre lots are
proposed to be C-1 without any special use attached to the properties. The general description of C-1, Local
Commercial District is, "intended for the conduct of retail trade and to provide personal services to meet the
regular needs and for the convenience of the people of adjacent residential areas. [ is anticipated that this
district will be the predominately used commerciai district in the community. Because these shops and stores
may be an integral part of the neighborhood closely associated with residential, religious, recreational and
educational elements, more restrictive requirements for light, air, open space, and off-street parking are made.”

The growing number of residential homes in the immediate vicinity indicates the need for access to
commercialiretail development that will provide a wvariety of services. Siting commercial development within
close proximity fo residential development minimizes the need for ftrips outside the neighborhood. This
commercial area will accommodate residents with retail uses in the immediate vicinity. Commercial
development with adequate services is approximately two miles from this proposed development. Commerciat
development is typically located along main arterial corridors and this site meets the general pattern of
development within the city limits.

SITE PLAN: The commercial component as proposed is comprised of six two-acre lots to contain one
commercial building per site. The proposed commercial lots are divided by a collector street for the Bellatona
Addition.  This collector divides the middle of the six lots and provides another point of access for State
Highway 8, other than 36th Avenue S E. This additional access point will alleviate zll traffic utilizing 36th
Avenue S.E. as the only ingress/egress for the development. The site plan indicates sidewalks throughout the
development to provide pedestrian access to the commercial lots. The commercial lots will utilize ample
landscaping with a mix of large deciduous and evergreen trees and shrubs to buffer the residential
development to the north and west.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:

PARKS BOARD: There is no requirement for parkland with commercial development.

PUBLIC WORKS: All public improvements will be in accordance with City of Morman standards for required
infrastructure.

STAFE RECOMMENDATION: Upon review of the rezoning request staff concludes that this proposal is within
the typical growth pattern of commercial developmentis that serve residential developments. The C-1, Local
Commercial District zoning will allow necessary retail and commercial developments itc provide local retail and
services for the single family homes to be developed in the near future.
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Master Continued (O-1213-49)

Staff supperts this rezoning request from R-1, Single Family Dwelling District to C-1, Local Commercial District
for commercial development and recommends approval of Ordinance No. 0-1213-48,

At their meeting of July ﬁ. 2013, the Planning Commission recommended adoption of this ordinance by a vote
of 8-0.
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 466 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE
CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO PLACE PART OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION TWO (2), TOWNSHIP EIGHT (8)
NORTH, RANGE TWO (2} WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE C-i, LOCAL
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME FROM THE R-1,
SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND
PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOQOF. (Generally located at
the northeast corner of 36" Avenue S.E. and State Highway No. 9)

§ L. WHEREAS, MSDC Properties, the owner of the hereinafter described property, has made
application to have the same placed in the C-1, Local Commercial District, and to have the same
removed from the R-1, Single Family Dwelling District; and

§ 2. WHEREAS, said application has been referred to the Planning Commission of said City and said
body has, after conducting a public hearing as required by law, considered the same and
recommended that the same should be granted and an ordinance adopted to effect and accomplish
such rezoning; and

§ 3. WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, has thereafter considered said
application and has determined that said application should be granted and an ordinance adopted
to effect and accomplish such rezoning.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA:

§ 4, That Section 460 of Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, is hereby amended
so as to place the foilowing described property in the C-1, Local Commercial District, and to
remove the same from the R-1, Single Family Dwelling District, to wit:

A tract of land located in the Southwest Quarter (SW/4) of Section Two (2), Township Eight
(8) North, Range Two (2} West, of the Indian Meridian, Norman, Cleveland County,
Oklahoma, described as follows:

Commencing at the Southwest Corner of said SW/4; Thence N00°45°12”W on the West Line
of said SW/4 for a distance of 103.65 feet; Thence S89°51°58”E for a distance of 376.44 feet
to the POINT OF BEGINNING; Thence N00°08°02”E for a distance of 312.01 feet; Thence
S89°51°58”E for a distance of 845.00 feet; Thence $44°51°58”E for a distance of 35.36 feet;
Thence S00°08°02”W for a distance of 237.01 feet, Thence S45°08°02”W for a distance of
35.36 feet to a point on the North Right-of-Way line of Oklahoma State Highway No, 9;
Thence N89°51°58”W on said North Line for a distance of 601.46 feet; Thence $76°02°49”°W
on said North Line for a distance of 102.71 feet; Thence N89°31°58”W on said North Line
for a distance of 143.91 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, containing 5.83 acres, more or
iess.

AND
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ADOPTED this

A tract of land located in the Southwest Quarter (SW/4) of Section Two (2}, Township Eight
(8) North, Range Two (2) West, of the Indian Meridian, Norman, Cleveland County,
Oklahoma, described as follows:

Commencing at the Southwest Corner of said SW/4; Thence N00°45°12”W on the West Line
of said SW/4 for a distance of 103.65 feet; Thence $89°51°58”E for distance of 1370.45 feet
to the POINT OF BEGINNING; Thence N75°53°01”W for a distance of 20.38 feet; Thence
N37°52°29”W for a distance of 39.40 feet; Thence NO0°08°02”E for a distance of 251.05
feet; Thence N45°08°02"E for a distance of 35.36 feet; Thence $89°51°58"E for a distance of
620.58 feet; Thence Southeasterly, on a curve to the right, having a radius of 60.00 feet, a
chord bearing of §72°19°04”E, for a curve distance of 36.75 feet; Thence Northeasterly, on a
curve to the left, having a radius of 50.00 feet, a chord bearing of N81°07°02"E, for a curve
distance of 76.99 feet; Thence S89°51°58”E for a distance of 105.18 feet; Thence
$12°35°44”E for a distance of 72.59 feet; Thence S00°08°02”°W for a distance of 226.18 feet
to a point on the North Right-of-Way Line of Oklahoma State Highway No. 9; Thence
N89°51°58”W on said North Line for a distance of 451.84 feet; Thence S78°49°02”W on said
North Line for a distance of 76.52 feet; Thence N89°51°58”W on said North Line for a
distance 0f 299.11 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, containing 6.00 acres, more or less.

Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance is,
for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such
pertion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such holding shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

day of NOT ADOPTED this day of

, 2013 , 2013,

{Mayor}

ATTEST:

{Mayor)

(City Clerk}
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Planning Commission Agenda

July 11, 2013
ORDINANCE NO. ©-1213-49 TEM NO. 7b
STAFF REPORT
GENERAL INFORMATION

APPLICANT MSDC Properties
REQUESTED ACTION Rezoning to C-1, Local Commercicai District
EXISTING ZONING R-1, Single Family Dweliing District
SURROUNDING ZONING North: R-1, Single Family

East: R-1 and A-2

South: A-2, Rural Agriculfural

West: R-1 and C-1
LOCATION Northeast Corner of 36" Avenue S.E. and

State Highway No. 9
SIZE 12.38 acres, more or less
PURPOSE Commercial Retail Establishments
EXISTING LAND USE Vacont
SURROUNDING LAND USE North: Vacant

East: Residential
South: Park and Residential
West: Residential

LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION Low Density Residential

SYNOPSIS: The existing site is undeveleped land and zoned R-1, Single Family Dwelling District.
The applicant is in the preliminary platting stage for the Bellatona Addition requesting 672
single family iots, 12 open space blocks, park land block, and six commercial two-acre lots
that border State Highway 9. Bellatona residential development is directy north of the
proposed site for this rezoning request. The applicant seeks to rezone the tract of iand
abutting Highway 9 from R-1, Single Family Dwelling District, o C-1, Local Commercial District,
for six two-acre commerciai lots, Currentiy there is one existing commercial lot zoned C-1 with
a Special Use for a gas station, O-0304-15, directly west of the proposed commercial lots; this
lot remains undeveloped. Summit Valley Addition is directly west of the proposed rezoning site
which is an existing residential development that will be expanding with additional single
family lots to the north. Existing and proposed residential components will have a total of
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approximately 1,076 single family homes when completely built out. Rezoning approximately
12 acres for six commercial lots from R-1 to C-1 will provide amenities within close proximity to
the residential developments.

ANALYSIS: The proposed site plan for the commercial deveiopment provides a buffer for the
residential development from State Highway ¢ and will provide direct retail access for the
residential component of the development. The location for the commercial development is
adjacent to the existing commercial lot directly west of the site that has a Special Use for @
gas station. All six two-acre lots are proposed to be C-1 without any special use. According to
Chapter 22 Zoning Code the general description of C-1, Local Commercial District is,
“infended for the conduct of retail trade and to provide personal services tc meet the regular
needs and for the convenience of the pecple of adjacent residential areas. 1t is anficipated
that this district will be the predominately used commercial district in the community. Because
these shops and stores may be an integral part of the neighborhood closely associated with
residential, religious, recreational and educational elements, more restrictive requirements for
light, air, open space, and off-street parking are made." For example, the C-1 lots may
provide services such as retail uses, child care, salon, dry cleaner, gift shop, bakery, book store,
and business offices such as an insurance company, restaurant or a pet shop.

The growing number of single family residential homes in the immediate vicinity indicates the
need for access to commercial/retail developmeni that will provide a variety of services.
Siting commercial development within close proximity to residential development minimizes
the need for trips outside the neighborhocod. This commercial area wil accommodate
residents with retail uses in the immediate vicinity. Commercial development with adequate
services is not closer than two miles, and it is a mile to the closest gas station. Commercial
development is typically located along main arterial corridors and this site meets the general
pattern of development within the city limits.

SITE_PLAN: The proposed commercial parcels are included on the Bellatona Addition
Preliminary Plat site plan. The commercial component is comprised of six two acre lots for six
separcte parcels to contain one commercial building per site. The proposed commercial lofs
are separated by a collector street for the Bellatona addition that will separate the six lots and
provide another point of access off State Highway ¢ other than 36 Avenue S.E. to alleviate all
fraffic utllizing 36t Avenue S.E. as the only ingress/egress. The commercial lots provide a buffer
for the residential component from State Highway 9. The site plan indicates sidewalks on both
sides of all streefs throughout the development to provide pedestrian access to the
commercial lots. The commercial lots will ufilize ample iandscaping with a mix of large
deciduous and evergreen trees and shrubs to buffer the residential development to the north

and west.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:
. PARK BOARD There is no requirement for parkiand with commercial development.
. PUBLIC WORKS  All public improvements wili be in accordance with City of Norman

standards for required infrostructure.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Upon review of the rezoning request staff concludes that this
proposal is within the typical growth pattern of commercial developments that serve
residential developments. The C-1, Local Commercial District, zoning will allow necessary retail
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and commercial developments to provide immediate local retail and service uses for the 1076
single family homes to be developed in the near fufure.

Staff supports this rezoning request of the proposed commercial lots from R-1, Single Family

Dwelling District, to C-1, Local Commercial District, for commercial development and
recommends approval of Ordinance No. C-1213-49.
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Biit and Brenda Dunhan
3424 Valley Hollow
Norman, OK 73071

E'CEO
A I
April 15, 2013 . Avne

2
Office of the Mayor 2 2013

201 West Gray St
Norman, OK 73069

RE: Revisad Preliminary Plat for Summit Valley Addition, Preliminaary Plat for Bellaiona
Addition, and Rezoning of Tract 3. PD13-09 & PD13-10

To Whom 1t May Concern,

As residents and property owners in Summit Valiey, we are deeply concerned and
object to rezoning from R-1 to C-1 of Tract 3 referenced above: the section of land on
the North side of Highway 9 between 36th Ave SE and 48th Ave SE.

We believe introducing C-1 commercial development into our residential area will
devalus our property, create nuisance, and attract unwanted non-residence traffic.

. Commercial development in this area is inconsistent with Norman's 2025 plan which
indicates that commercial properties shouid be developed closer to the city before
sprawling out to more rural areas to revitalize downtown and prevent urban sprawl.

» Commercial development along Highway 9 would be inconsistent with the scenic
beauty along the corridor from Norman o Lake Thunderbird.

. Commercial property in this location would destroy the proposed bike path from
McGee to Lake Thunderbird.

« Parking lots of commercial properties will increase water runnoff into the David Blue
Creek, which is part of the Lake Thunderbird watershed. This increases the possibility
of flooding as well as contamination of Norman's water source.

« Increased traffic will be a nuisance to area residents.

. Commercial properties are a source of light poliution (e.g., lighted signs on ali night,
increased frequency of truck and car headiights until late at night, parking lot lights on
all night).

. Commercial properties are a source of sound pollution {e.g., early morning truck
deliveries, commercial dumpster emptying, car doors, people in the parking fots talking
and making other noise late at night).

. Commercial properties are a source of litter.

. Commercial properties will attract people who do not live in the area and who are not
concerned with keeping it clean, safe, and beautiful.

Sincerely, 7 FILED IN THE OFFICE
Tten s L/,cagééévﬁ%ééyﬁ Fm S OFTHE GITY/CLERK
Bill and Brenda Dunham ON_ 4 /44713

_4/
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FILED IN THE OFFiCL
OF THE CITY CLER
ON___&-4-43

Dear City of Norman Planning Commission,

Please vote, “no” to commercial rezoning aiong Hwy-9 (PD13-09 & PD13-10) for the reasons stated
below.

1} Growth should, “promote a compact urban area by directing development into areas
within. .. existing infrastructure areas” (2025 plan; p. 9). The proposed rezoning is outside of
serviced areas.

2} Development should be restricted in aquifer recharge areas and floed plains to protect water
quality {2025 plan; p. 9). This property drains directly into the Dave Blue creek, which feeds L.
'Ihunde[rbird. The property is also over the rapid-recharge area for the Garber-Wellington
aquifer .

3) The city should “support infill development on properties that have been skipped over within the
urban areas™ (2025 plan; p. 9). As of 1 May 2013, there were 58 empty commercial spaces, 7
empty office spaces, 474.6 acres of undeve!oped land [zoned as commercial, office/med,
industrial, PUD, and agricultural (i.e. vacant)}” in SE Norman® that are already serviced with
utilities. Much of this acreage (about §0%) is currently for sale,

4) Greenways and open spaces should be adjacent to highways to provide buffer zones (2025 plan; p.
12). Highway 9 is a designated greenbeit (Greenway Master Plan; p. 5). The proposed rezoning
(along with the 2 ac already zoned commercial on the NE corner of Hwy9/36thSE) would be the
largest commercial tract in all of SE Norman®. Additionally, this tract of land is visible from over
a mile away in either direction, making commercial development at this site even more at odds
with the intent for this highway to remain a scenic corridor.

5) Flooding regularly occurs where the Dave Blue creek passes under 36thSE, 48thSE, and 60thSE
(Storm Water Master Plan; p. 5-4). The additional runoff from 14 acres of impervious surfaces
will undoubtedly tax the creek even more. The 2005 estimate on bridge rebuilding at 48thSE is
$1.8 mil (Storm Water Master Plan; p. 6-1).

6) There are limited lines of sight (< Y mile in one or the other direction} at the proposed entrances
te the commercial property leading to an increased potential for traffic accidents on what is one of
the most dangerous/deadly roads in Okfahoma’.

7} Noise projections for the widening of Hwy 9 indicate 17 residences will be subject to
unacceptably high noise (Environmental Impact Statement, ODQOT; p. 4). Most of these houses
are within 1 mi of the potential commercial zoring. The increased noise from defivery vehicles,
trash pick-ups, and extra traffic would worsen the problem and force the state to take more
stringent and expensive noise reduction actions {such as concrete walls, tree lines, etc).

8) Rezoning to commercial will cost Oklahema and city of Norman taxpayers unnecessarily. The
property owners have not sold property rights to the state for the w:demng of Hwy 9. Commercial
properties are valued at 3-4 times more than their residential counterparts®. (The $307,900 price
reduction touted by the developers for the 2-ac lot on the NW corner of Hwy9/36thSE on 19 Apr
2013 is the same amount by which they increased the lot price on 1 Apr 2013")

9) Development should be prohibited on unopened section line roads (2025 plan; p. 9). 36thSE is
unopened to the north of Hwy 9. Also, this property is not clustered around the intersection of
Hwy 9/36thSE, but spread over ¥ mile along the face of the highway, so it does not strictly meet
the applicant’s claim that it is at the intersection of a major arterial and section line road.
Moreover, the primary entrance to the property is not at a section line road, but midway between
section line roads.

10) Commercialism, when adJacent to remdentlal areas, contributes to decreased neighborhood
stability via higher violent crime rates® and homeowner turnover. Consideration of sales records
in Norman shows that homes that are adjacent to commercial districts suffer from higher
homeowner turnover and lower resale prices than homes elsewhere in the same additions.
However, consideration of neighborhoods adjacent to Highway 9 show no statistical difference i Jn
turnover rates or resate prices for those houses that are next to the highway v. those that are not’.
Please recall that ward 5 has only 2 police officers in regular patrol.

11} The applicants state this rezoning would extend already existing commercialism at Hwy 9 &
24thSE. They also note, “existing commercial developments to the south.” There are rm
commercial developments south of the proposed site and the only commercialism at 24% is the
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Sinclair station and Crosslands. Moreover, zoning classes to the immediate west, south, and east
of the proposed rezening are agricultural. Making the proposed site commercial is highly
incompatible with surrounding land uses (i.e. spot zoning)'®.

12) The applicants state there are “no adverse effects” on surrounding properties. However, at the
predevelopment meeting, area residents voiced a number of adverse effects (such as litter, safety
of neighborhood children, noise, increased crime, etc) and asked the developers to modify their
plans accordingly. They refused all such requests, telling homeowners, “that’s just city livin® ” in
response to seme concerns. Other problems (such as runoff, traffic control, increased police
presence, etc), they said would have to be addressed by the city (at a cost to Norman taxpayers).

13) The applicants state the rezoning would provide “convenience of commercial businesses for the
residents.” However, by their admission, this convenience already exists. On their website
advertising Summit Valley, the developers state, “.. .shoppin§, and services are just minutes away™
that it’s an ideal location for “homeowners who want it all.”!

In short, we are at a loss to figure out whom this rezoning benefits outside of the developers. It is
inconsistent with the 2025 Plan, it is inconsistent with recommendations in the Storm Water Master
Plan, it is inconsistent with the Greenways Master Plan, it contributes to a growing problem of
commerciat blight in SE Norman, it will adversely affect water quality in L. Thunderbird and the -
Garber-Wellington aquifer, it comes at a high cost to Oklahoma and Norman taxpayers, it is unclear
how this will impact the widening of Hwy 9, it is in opposition to area residents’ wishes, and,
according to the developer’s own advertising, is unnecessary. Please vote “no” to commercial
rezening along Hwy 9!

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Kevin Smith and Heather Reeves .
3555 SHOE / ? S F
Norman, OK 73071 W7

! According to USGS maps.

% Acreage for this and all other claims is from Cleveland County Assessor.

3 SE Norman is defined as areas within Norman city limits that are on or east of Jenkins and on or
south of Alameda.

% The next largest existing commercial tract is 10.8 actes (the Dollar-tree strip mall and associated
satellite stores/restaurants on the SW comer of Alameda and 12%SE).

% According to the Oklahoma Department of Transportation. Highway 9 is sometimes referred to as
“death row” by locals.

S Price estimates are based on the current asking price for the 2-acre commercial lot on the NE corner
of Hwy 9/36thSE and current asking prices for undeveloped lots in Summit Valley.

7 Proof of the price fluctuations is available at www stop-rezoning.info

¥ A 2009 FBI study demonstrates that violent crime rates increase significantly for residences close to
commercial properties. Rates are even higher for low-density or unstable (i.e. high resident turnover)
neighborhoods.

® These neighborhoods are adjacent to Hwy 9 where daily traffic counts are about 27,000. The traffic
counts near the proposed rezoning site are about 17,000. Traffic counts are from ODOT. Sales
statistics are from the Cleveland County Assessor.

1% The 2025 plan states that mixed-use development should occur in existing urban service areas and be
compatible with surroundings (p. 9}

1 hitp:/fwww.doncies.com/newhomes/community_profile.asp?cid=4
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2701 Shoreline Drive
Norman, Oklahoma 73026

June 3, 2013

Dear Planning Commission,

I am writing to urge you to reject the request to rezone the northeast corner of 36™ Avenue S.E.
and State Highway 9 from R-1 to C-1. The request contravenes nearly all the goals of the 2025
master plan and places the economic interests of a single developer over the carefully considered
long-term land use preferences of the citizens of Norman.

I am a homeowner in the Wellington Lake addition, which is only a short distance from the
proposed zoning deviation. Although cur neighborhood does not lie within the mandatory notice
area of 350 feet, we nevertheless would be negatively impacted by a strip of commercial
development very close to the entrance to our addition. I strongly dispute the application claim
that the commercial development would result in “no adverse effects” on surrounding properties.
I consider the additional traffic, trash, lighting, run-off and an unsightly “retail strip mali” in the
middle of a designated greenbelt (Highway 9) all significant adverse effects.

The application also claims that deviating from the 2025 Plan will provide the “convenience of
commercial businesses” for nearby residents. I can assure you that I have no interest in such
convenience. [t is insulting to be told that a commercial development that I strongly oppose is

for my own benefit.

Norman’s 2025 land use master plan “represents the values of the Norman citizenry.” I urge the
Planning Committee to honor those values and deny this request to deviate from them.

Sincerely,

Mary Sue Backus
msbackus@ou.edu

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK
ON e¢-¢ —/37x _
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To whom it may concern,

I am writing today in an effort to stop the rezoning of Summit Valley. Why in the
world does Norman need 12 acres of commercial property on Hwy 9? Are there not
enough VACANT properties in the area already? 12t Ave. S.E. @ Lindsey, Classen
Blvd. @ Hwy 9. What about the HUGE development @ 24t N.W. @ Robinson? What
about “NORMAN 2025”7 Urban sprawl? The hypocrisy of even considering this
development is unbelievable. [ believe you would throw all common sense and
ethics out the window because the name on the application is Don Cies Realty. It's
apparent money talks in the City of Norman and the common taxpayer doesn’t have
much say, other than one vote. What a shame. I hope you don’t rezone this12 acres.
I can't think of one good reason to spread business out like this.

Michael N. Cloyes
3405 Valley Hollow
Norman, Ok. 73071

(G
6o /13-

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK
ON_ £-/0-/3

ot
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0
4005 24t Ave SE AHCEOF e,

Apartment #2 -

Norman, OK 73071 JUN 1 1 2019UN ¢ 1
20

July 7, 2013 v

Office of the Mayor
201 West Gray St.
Norman, OK 73069

To Whom It May Concern:

I have been notified that an attempt is being made to rezone 12 acres of land along
Highway 9 between 36t Ave SE and 48t Ave SE. [ am troubled by this news for
several reasons. Firstly, this attempt to commercially-zone this property seems
wasteful. [ currently live at The Links apartment complex in scutheast Norman, and
on my 3-mile drive to work, I pass at least 6 vacant storefronts/commercial lots.
These vacancies are not far from the proposed rezoning, and, to be honest, I am not
sure why exactly there is a need for more commercial properties in an area where
businesses are so clearly having financial difficulties. Secondly, I see no need for
commercial development along Highway 9, which is mostly surrounded by wooded
areas. The drive aleng Highway 9 is relatively picturesque; commercial development
would only serve to disrupt the scenery along the highway. Lastly, I feel that one of
the greatest advantages to living in southeast Norman is its separation from the
“urban” feel of the center of Norman, north Norman, etc. Adding commercial
property to a relatively rural area will only upset the people that currently live
there, myself included. [ hope that my concern is listened to and is respected. Please
consider my opinion, as well as the opinions of others, in the decision-making
process.

I appreciate your understanding in this matter and I hope that something can be
resolved in the near future.

Sincerely,

Kristen Cassady

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK
ON . &/7/2

ont
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Robert Robinson 0&27050# -
3225 Valley Brook T ; %

Norman, OK 73071 W 24 20,;/4,
-7

Office of the Mayor
201 West Gray St.
Norman, OK 73062

This letter is to request that the City of Norman’s Planning Commission deny the rezoning application of
MSDC Properties {Don Cies Reaity). MSDC Properties is requesting that twelve acres at the northwest
corner of Highway 9 and SE 36™ St. be rezoned from R-1to C-1. It is my belief that this rezoning is
unneeded, ilf conceived and an attempt to compensate the developer for sluggish residential sales in the

area.

The application states the rezoning will provide “convenience of commercial business for the residents
of the subdivision”. Rather than a convenience ! believe the inherent increase in traffic, light potlution,
noise poliution and litter that come with commercial development would be a nuisance to the residents
of the subdivision. There is aiready adequate commercial development similar to that proposed at the
intersection of Highway 9 and SE 24™ St. and at Highway 9 and U.S. 77 (SE12th).

This sort of rezoning/commercial development is 2 major contributor to urban spraw! which the City of
Norman should avoid if at all possible. It is my understanding that the City’s Norman 2025 Plan speaks
to development that keeps the central part of the city vital and avoids the sprawl that has damaged so

many other cities.

I am requesting that you deny the application for rezoning as requested by MSDC Properties {Don Cies
Realty). Please consider the guality of life that the residents of the neighborhood desire over the profit

of the business requesting the rezoning.

Respectfully,

) [ A

Rob Robinson

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK
ON -t

1 b\J(

6-15



.
Norman)PIanning Commission dames & Jeannette W /%)

éMenzies
City Of Norman 2720 Long Lake Place
PO BOX 370 Norman, OK
201-A West Gray 73026
Norman, OK
73070

Date: 06/29/13

We are writing in refference, to the notification of the planning commission hearing, of the Summit
Valley rezoning. This being along Highway 9 between 36th - 48th SE. If this rezoning is allowed, it would
set a presidence for any future attempts of commercial development. We live in the Wellington Lake
division, which is situated in countryside and envelopes the area in question. New businesses in this
area will not only cause increased noise, light pollution, accidents and also increse criminal activity.
With refference to accidents, have you done a traffic volume study and how the rezoning will impact
this already congested area. in particular during rush hour as the turnings in this area are dangerous as
it is. This area of Norman consists manily of countryside and should remain as such. We must
catergorically state, that we are totally agaisnt the Summit Valley rezoning.

Yours Sincerely
James & Jeannette Menzies

Cell: 405-996-8271
Email; jeannette_menzies@yahoo.co.uk

CC: Tammy Howard Cleveland County Clark

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK
ON 2, 2013

Ui")
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City of Norman, City Clerk
PO Box 370
Norman, OK 73070

Dear Sir or Madam,

I'm writing to you to respectfully urge you to decline the request to rezone 12 acres
of land to commercial along highway 9. 1 live in an adjacent neighborhood and 1
don’t welcome this.

* We are all concerned about the negative side effects of this zoning, should it be
passed. It would draw people into our neighborhoods that don't live there. So many
crimes, such as burglaries and child predation are crimes of opportunity. Putting
commercial properties out where there is very little police presence puts our
neighborhood at an increased threat for these types of crimes. Many of us chose to
move out here to avoid busy crowded roads, but this commercialism will act to
increase traffic through our neighborhoods and along the highway. Lastly, we really
appreciate the natural beauty of the highway ~ it’s 2 major reason we chose to live in
this location. Almost all the way from I-35 to Lake Thunderbird is preserved as a
greenway. Putting commercial zoning at this point along the highway would be at
odds with the rest of the highway, especially considering that this area is so rural
and surrounded by agricultural zonings.

This commercialism is also bad for the city at large. It would draw retail dollars
away from the city core, cause the city more money for road maintenance as
commercial activities are a lot harder on pavement, and it’s a threat to the water

quality in Lake Thunderbird as the property slopes toward a creek that drains into
the lIake. Please vote NO to this rezening.

I 7/!/20/3

Name R hmed Vidnar—
H30/) Fox CEsrr £D

NOEMAY, Ok T302 4

Signature:

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLER
oN__7-84>

6-17



NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

JUNE 13, 2013

The Planning Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklchoma, met in
Regular Session in the Councit Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building, 201 West Gray
Street, on the 13 day of June 2013. Nofice and agenda of the meeting were posted at the
hitp/ fwww . normanok.gov/content/boards-
commissions at least twenty-four hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.

Norman  Municipal  Building

and online at

Vice Chairman Tom Knotis called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

lfem No. 1, being:
Row Cal

MEMBERS PRESENT

MEMBERS ABSENT

A quorum was present.

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

* ¥ ¥

* 3k *

Curtis McCarty
Cindy Gordon
Dave Boeck
Sandy Bahan
Tom Knotts

Jim Gasaway
Roberta Pailes
Andy Sherrer
Chris Lewis

Susan Connors, Director, Planning &
Community Development

Jane Hudson, Principal Planner

Janay Greenlee, Planner il

Ken Danner, Subdivision Development
Manager

Roné Tromble, Recording Secretary

Jeff Bryani, City Attorney

Lech Messner, Asst. City Aftorney

Larry Knapp, GIS Analyst i

Terry Floyd, Development Coordinator

David Riestand. Traffic Engineer
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR SESSION MINUTES
June 13, 2013, Page 8

term No. 14, being:

RESCLUTION NO. R-1213-133 — MSDC PROPERTIES REQUESTS AMENDMENT OF THE NORMAN 2025 LaNnD UsE
AND TRANSPORTATION PLAN {LUP-1213-10) FROM Low DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION TO COMMERCIAL
DESIGNATION FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 3&™ AVENUE S.E. AND SIATE

HIGHWAY NO. 9.

ORDINANCE NO., 0-1213-49 - MSDC PROPERTIES REQUESTS REZONING FROM R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING
DistrICT, 7O C-1, Local COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
34™ AVENUE S.E. AND STATE HiGHwAY No. ¢.

PP-1213-18 — CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY PLAT SUBMITED BY MSDC PROPERTES, L.L.C. {CLOUR PLANNING
AND ENGINEERING SERVICES) FOR BELLATONA ADDITION {FORMERLY A PART OF SUMMIT VALLEY ADDITION)
FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF 36™ AVENUE S.E. BETWEEN EAST LINDSEY STREET AND STATE

HiGRWAY No. 9.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

1. Location Map
2. Staff Memo
3. Applicant’'s Request for Postponement

DISCUSSION AND ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

Dave Boeck moved fo postpone Resolution No. R-1213-133, Ordinance No. O-1213-49, and PP-
1213-18, the Preiiminary Plat for BELLATONA ADDITION, to the July 11, 2013 Planning Commission
Meeting. Cindy Gordon seconded the mofion.

There being no further discussion, a vote on the motion was taken with the following resuli:

YEAS Curtis McCarty, Cindy Gorden, Dave Boeck, Sandy Bahan,
Tom Knotfs

NAYS None

ABSENT Jim Gasaway, Roberta Pailes, Andy Sherrer, Chris Lewis

Ms. Tromble announced that the mofion, to posipone Resolution No. R-1213-133, Ordinance No.
0-1213-492, and PP-1213-18 fo the July 11, 2013 Planning Commissicn meeting, passed by a vole

of 5-0.

* &k X
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

duty 11, 2013

The Planning Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklchoma, met in
Regular Session in the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building, 201 West Gray
Street, on the 11" day of July 2013. Noiice and agenda of the meetfing were posted ot the
hitp://www.normanck.gov/content/boards-
commissions at least twenty-four hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.

Normman  Municipal  Building

and online at

Chairman Chris Lewis called the meeting t¢ order at 6:30 p.m.

lem No. 1, being:
Rowt Canl

MEMBERS PRESENT

MEMBERS ABSENT

A quorum was present,

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

* ¥ %

* % %

Jim Gasaway
Andy Sherrer
Cindy Gordon
Sandy Bahan
Tom Knotts
Chiris Lewis

Curtis McCarty
Roberta Pailes
Dave Boeck

Susan Connors, Director, Planning &
Community Develocpment

Jane Hudson, Principal Planner

Janay Greenlee, Planner |l

Ken Danner, Subdivision Development
Manager

David Riestand, Traffic Engineer

Roné Tromble, Recording Secretary

Lech Messner, Asst. City Atforney

Larry Knapp, GIS Anclyst I

Terry Floyd, Development Coordinator
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ltem No. 7, being:

RESOLUTICN NO. R-1213-133 — MSDC PROPERTIES REQUESTS AMENDMENT OF THE NORMAN 2025 LaND USsE
AND TRANSPORTATION PiaN (LUP-1213-10) rrom Low Dewsity RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION TO COMMERCIAL
DESIGNATION FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY {OCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 36" AVENUE S.E. AND STATE

HIGHWAY NO. 9.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

1. 2025 Map
2. Staff Report
3. Pre-Development Summary

ORDINANCE NO. 0O-1213-4%9 — MSDC PROPERTIES REQUESTS REIONING FROM R-1, SINGiE FAMILY DWELLING
DistRICT, TO C-1, LocatL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
346m AvVENUE S.E. AND STATE HIGHWAY NoO. 9,

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

1. Location Map
2. Staff Report
3. Commercigi Lofs Site Plan

PP-1213-18 — CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY PLAT SUBMITTED BY MSDC PROPERTIES, L.L.C. {CLOUR PLANNING
AND ENGINEERING SERVICES) FOR BELLATONA ADDITION {FORMERLY A PART OF SUMMIT VALLEY ADDITION)
FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF 3é™ AVENUE S.E. BETWEEN EAST LINDSEY STREET AND STATE

HIGHWAY No. 9.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

Location Map

Preliminary Plat

Staff Report

Transportation Impacts

Revised Preliminary Plat

Request for Alley Waiver for Commercial Property
Pre-Development Summary

Greenbelt Commission Comments

Excerpt of Minutes - June 13, 2013 Planning Commission

000N Oy b

PRESENTATION BY STAFF:

1. Janay Greenlee — This is a Norman 2025 Land Use and Transportation Plan amendment
from Low Density Residential to Commercial Designation at the northeast corner of 36" Avenue
S.E. and State Highway 9. This is the existing 2025 Land Use and Transportation Plan site map.
The existing fand use is low density residentiol. The proposal is fo commercial land use
designation. Also, rezoning from R-1. Single Family Dwelling District, to C-1, Local Commercial.
The existing zoning is R-1. Currenfly the land is vacant, MSDC Properties proposed land use
amendment and rezoning request — just a general overview. We're going from low densify
residential to commercial designation. The rezoning request is from R-1 to C-1. This includes six
two-acre parcels that will be accessed from the interior collector street with individual buildings
on edch two-acre lot is on the proposed site plan. Existing 2.2 acre commercial lot already
exists; C-1 with o Special Use for g gas station thot passed in October of 2003 and abuls the
proposed rezoning/land use site. According to the Norman 2025 Land Use Plan, we fook at two
critetia before o land use designation change is supported by City staff. Those two criteria are:
a change in circumstances from development in the general vicinity that suggests change will
nct be confrary to the public interest, and there is a determination thai the proposed change
would not result in adverse land use or iraffic impacts to surrounding properties.  In examining
these two criteria, this is what we found. Summit Valley Addition currenily has 147 existing lots,
237 preliminary platted, and 692 preliminary piatted [cls in Bellatona, for 1,074 single-family lofs.
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Also, the 2025 Plan supports commercial development along section line roads and highway
coridors. Commercial development buffers neighborhoods and provides services locaily. C-1
with a Special Use for a gas station was approved in October of 2003. ODOT will begin Highway
¢ improvements o go out fo bid starting in 2013 from 24 Avenue S.E. to about 1/3 mile past 34t
Avenue S.E. with a light proposed at the 36t Avenue S.E. infersection. A fraffic study was
conducted in November 2009 that concluded the level of service will not be negatively
impacted. The rezoning request is R-1, Single Family, to C-1, Local Commercial. C-1 is typically
located on arferial roads and highways buffering neighborhoods and is to provide amenities
and services and goods in the immediate vicinity. Closest services and goods from this site are
approximately two miles. The existing C-1 with a Special Use for a gas station, O-0304-15, abuts
the proposed rezoning site direcily fo the west. Local commercial is designed to provide local
services for residents in the immediate areq, which could be anything from a child care, gifi
shop. professional businesses and offices, retail, restaurant, or even a salon. The need for local
amenities and services is increasing in the vicinily due fo the projected 1,074 single-family homes
to be bullt in the near future. We had a profest of 2.5%. After review of the proposdl, staff
recommends approval of Resolution No. R-1213-133 and rezoning from R-1 to C-1, Local
Commercial, Ordinance No. O-1213-42. Criteria is met fo recommend approval and the
proposal is within the typical growth pattern o serve growing population in local neighborhoods.
i'd be happy o answer any questions. The applicant and his representalive are here.

PRESENTATION BY THE APPLICANT:

i Sean Rieger, 136 Thompson Drive, representing the applicant - | appreciate staff's
overview of thal. As you heard, what is before you tonight is a large tract — you see it right there
- but what | want you to understand is that redlly there are three Hems on the agenda. One of
fhem is a rezoning. Cne of them is a 2025 Plan change. And one of them is a preliminary plat.
Only the preliminary plat is dealing with that entire large tract. The rezoning and the 2025 Plan
chonge are only dedling with a smatt strip along Highway . So as we talk about this tonight
that's important that you please understand we're not proposing any land use change or 2025
change or rezoning change on the bulk of that entire property. That weuld just be a preliminary
plot.

That is the development — you see it right there - cailed Bellatona Addition. Highway ¢
across the bottom here and what's the focus of our discussicn tonight is six commercial lots right
there across the bottom of it. Thisis, | believe, 600 and some homes. I'm going to show you that
in just a minute and it goes all the way up fo Lindsey, all the way down to Highway 9. Again, all
of this is already zoned R-1, Single Family, and that's the zoning for it that we haven't changed
at all. So all of that is virfudlly already approved. Agcain, that's the subject tract. What | really
want you to pay atiention here, this is current Norman 2025. Now, on Norman 2025 what we
show for single-family residential is that light yellow. When you lock at that map, you see a
massive area of light yellow - single-family residential. So 2025 — our adopted policy - says that
massive area - this area around Norman - is going fo be covered with single-family homes.
That's our goal. That's our plan. What you don't see in all of that massive yellow area is much
red or much instifuficnal or much of anything else. All you see is the yeliow. We know that
residences need services ~ that they need places to go shop. We've heard many fimes from this
microphone neighlborhoods come up and say they want services. | can recall just last year
when Cascade neighborhood fought and opposed a zoning that we were doing fo change
commercial to muiti-family with the argument that they wanted the commercial because they
didn't have a gaos station, because they didn't have encugh shopping. They wanted it next to
themn. Residents want that. Now what you won't hear tonight is the voices of the thousands of
pecple that are going fo live right there. What you might hear tonight is the voices of a few that
live there now, but you need fc understand that as we develop this area over the next few
decades, there will be thousands of peopie that are going fo live right there that will need
services and that aren'i here to speak tonight. What is there is one tiny little lot - you see it right
there — it's a two-acre lot. Thai is zoned C-1 with gas station as a special use, but that is all that is
there. So that little two-acre tract is going o carry the burden of supporting this entire area of
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yellow that's already zoned and planned for single-family. There's the zoning again — R-1, C-1
down on that one tract. Again, we're not changing those zonings, except for the proposal of
the edge right down here. There's the plan against the qetial. What you see at the bottom is
what is being discussed tonight. You see ihe six commercial fracts — two-acre fracts - C-1, C-1,
neighborhood scale right next to one that is already zoned and platted for C-1. You see the
addition up here. What this doesn't show is, again, the preliminary plat and approval of this
entire R-1, Single Family that is right over here as well. So 1,076 homes will be sitling right on top
of Highway ? right there.

The proposal fonight is 1o do one smalt strip right here of multiple lots to support and serve
that neighborhood, and we're going to talk exiensively about why that is a good idea and why
you should approve it, as staff just siocd here and told you as well. So 1,076 homes, If we have
2.5 people per home, that's 2,000 to 3,000 people that are going o be living right there that are
going fo need ail of the things that Janay just stood here talking about - child care, shops, retdi,
services. They'll dll be clamoering for it. That's what it locks like. We've spent considerable time
in designing this with good work by Clour Engineering and David Hargis. who i here fonight.
What he has proposed is two-acre lots. There's only two entry points off of Highway ¢ - between
the six lots that are proposed and the existing 36t Avenue right over here. Now, long term, what
is proposed is a stop light right here, and | beilieve the staff report mentions that when this is half
built out, that stop light gels put in. The developer pays for that. 1t gets pul in right here, and
there's a reason it gets put right there, because our Land Use and Transportation Plan that was
adopted has 36ih Avenue going south as a major arterial. So that is the point that you want a
traffic light. In fact, just to the southwest of here is the Saxon Industrial Park that has an outtet
coming out onfo 3éMh Avenue. There will be trucks coming up 36" Avenue to tum left onto
Highway ¢ ot some peint when the Saxon Industrial Park develops out. So that's why the stop
light is proposed right here. 1 think you'll probably hear from some that say it ought to be over
here, but that's in the middle of the section line. It would not support the truck traffic and the
section line urban arterial that is already planned and so it's properly locafed right there. These
sites are two acres, They're single lots and what has occurred here — and I'm going to show you
a better graphic at the end of the presentation but you have a sireet that serves it from behind.
So we keep the fraffic off of Highway ¢ as the traffic goes back and forth between these
commercial lofs. That has been done a iof lately in Norman. it has worked. We did it down on
the Empire Addifion on Souih Classen where we have o bank and others and we have ¢ cross-
access agreement that carries across. This is not a cross-access agreement; this is actuadlly a
public street that would carry between the back of the sites. We have fencing - brick pillar
fencing - and then we have significant landscaping all along that back,

what | hope you will see with this diagram is that we have a layeiing. We have a
iayering of uses between Highway ¢ and the residences to the north. We have Highway ¢ which
is a major highway. We have the commercial C-1, then we have the buifer of the street,
landscaping, fencing. and then we get fo the residences. We have protected those residences
from the Highway ¢ corridor. We've buflered them. I'm going to show you in @ minute why
that's important. C-1, as Janay mentioned, is intended for this. Throughout Norman we have
neighborhoods with C-1 right next to them, and the verbiage right out of our cede says that C-1
is infended for the conduct of retail irade 1o provide personal services to meet the regular needs
and for the convenience of the peopie of adjacent residential areas ~ adjacent residential
areas. It's meant to be an infegrai part of the neighbborhood closely associated with residential.
So C-1is not designed to have uses that are offensive to neighborhoods. They're supposed to
be right next to it. And, indeed, we know that we've heard from neighbors — in fact we met with
one neighbor recently about a week and a half or two ago. And the first thing that neighbor
said to us in a meeting was that she hates o drive to 121h Avenue and Alomeda to Homeland,
She opened the meeling that way. She said, in fact, everybody hates it — that they want a
grocery store down here. They want something next fo the neighborhood. C-1 can do that. I
can give them those services next fo the 1,076 homes that are about fe be there.

This is an example of what some of the C-1 structures look like in a development on 34h
Avenue and Rock Creek Road in northwest Norman., This is Brookhaven Additions that are
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drawing over here ~ Brookhaven Falls, Brookhaven Mansions, and then you see a bank, an eye
doctor, a child care center. These are all C-1. You see them right here, right cufside of those
neighborhoods. That's what we're taking about. That's whai we're talking about putting along
Highway ¢ next fo this neighborhood.

Let's talk cbout development along highways. That's the core discussion of what we're
talking about here tonight. We have really two major corridors that fravel through Norman as
highways - of course 1-35 built decades ago and Highway 9. 1-35. if you look at that grophic and
you see the light yellow, you don't see much on {-35 - very, very litfle. We tend to keep single-
fomily away from highways for good reasen. There's one neighborhood next to 1-35 and I'm
going to show you what happened over the decades when that neighborhood has now faced
expansion and additions to 1-35. We do have some down here, and then we get out here and
past about 481 Avenue, as | think Susan said in a meeting not long ago. that's about the break
line that we go out into the rural arecas of Norman. Highway ¢ is exponding. We know the State
has succinct plans for Highway 9. We know that - | think there's still a fiyover planned at 24h
Avenue SW to dlleviate that bottleneck at that comer. We know that Highway 9 is about fo be
widened to a four-lane divided highway out to 72rd Avenue. And we know that ODOT plans for
Highway ¢ to be a four-lane divided highway all the way to Tecumseh, Okiahoma. Look at that
graphic. We can see what ODOT is doing. ODOT is making Highway ¢ a major corridor east and
west through the metro of Oklahoma City. li's a matter of fime. Now, Commissioners, | say thai
because it's important as policy makers that you not just think of next week or next month or
next year - that you think of 30 years from now, because that's what we build these homes for.
We build them for decades. You need to think about what's going to happen in 20 or 30 years.
Normandy Creek, next to 1-35, got put next to 1-35. [ doubt they anticipated there would be ¢
wall around if today, but that's what happened. So we need fo think about what happens in
decades.

This neighborhood sits right up next to Highway 9 - right next to it in the area that is about
fo be widened to a four-lane divided highway and that will have high iravel speeds. What
happens next to highways of single-family residenticl2 We went around and kind of researched
a fittle bif. | found one study out of the Arizona Department of Transportation. They studied a
corridor in the Phoenix area, and they found that single-family residential next to highways
actually suffers in property values but they found that, conversely, commercial and mulfi-family
thrives — It does well — it works next to highways. And their lesson for the Arizona Department of
Highways was o focus on putting the higher densities and the commercial develepment next fo
the highways. The Federal Highway Administration has learmed the same thing over many
decades. You see from their website they say the most pervasive sources of noise in our
environment today are those associated with fransportation. And you can see, as they suggest,
you can put up walls. We caon bulld penitentiaries around neighborhoods, i that's what we
want fo do, to protect them from noise. But there’s another sofutfion, and this is from their
website. The Federal Highway Administrafion reminds us that we don't have to do that - we
don't have to just use a wall. We can use planning. And through planning, as it says there, noise
reduction can be achieved by locating noise-compatible land uses between the highway and
residential units. Whenever possible, compatible uses shouid be nearest the noise source, and
that's their graphic right there - right off the website. You see it. Highway at the bottom,
commercial facilities, and a neighborhood. That's exactly what we're proposing to you fonight.
Highway, commerciai facilities, and a neighborhood. Good planning can keep us from building
walls and having problems decades down the road. This is another agency that - it's basically
an agency of transportation professionals and they remind us of the same thing and they fell us
of how high speed and trucks have dramatically higher impacts of noise on neighborhoods.
And they tell you the same thing. They say noise compatible planning encourages state and
local governmenis to use your power fo regulate land development in such a way that noise
sensifive land uses are prohibited from being adjacent o a highway. This is what happens when
you don't. This Is I-35 around the neighborhood | grew up in — Osborne Drive, Normandy Creek -
that neighberhood. And when that was built - [-35 decades ago and that neighborhood was
built back in the 1950s and 40s, | really doubt that a Commission or a Council saf here and
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thought we want fo put it there so that in 50 years we can put that wall around it. But that's
what happened. That was the result of that planning. That Is what could happen if you
confinue to put homes next to highways.

We were in a meeting recently and I'm going to quote you, Susan - please forgive me if |
misquote you, but you said - you were adamant that homes should not be next to highways, if |
remember the quote correctly. We agree with you. And so our plan tonight is to put
neighborhood-compatible C-1 next to a neighborhood. So you have a choice, readlly, when you
plan for the decades out, which is what you plan for when you make policy. We can either go
ahead and put residences right up against Highway 9, sc when it becomes a four-lane divided
way all the way o Tecumseh and then the State decides to connect it to 1-40 and over off to 44
that we will eventually put a wall around if. Or we can go ahead and plan ahead now and put
C-1 and commercial uses next to it. | suggest we do the C-1. We can de it preperly. We cando
it well. And we can satisfy two points that we hear often in this microphone. We con provide
services 1o a neighborhood that needs it, as the one neighbor told us in the meeting - they hate
driving fo 12 and Alameda - well, here they can watk 6 it. And we can put a buffer along
Highway 2. We can achieve both. That's the proposal here tonight.

We have put forth extensive efforts to actually go back - this is the cormer and there was
a neighbor ~ the one protest you saw was right here. The neighbor lived right up to the
northeast. We tried very hard to alleviate her concems. We met with her again, with a Council
member as well, and with City siaff, and we said what are your issues? And she said the big
deal to me is what am | going fo look at cut my doorg She said | would like to look at more
landscaping and | would like to make sure that that edge is reated well. And so we committed
to her that day that we would do that — we would put in additional londscaping, and we have.
We've gone back in and this is on a lot that is aready platted. already zoned, it's not up for
discussion tonight, but we're happy to go back and put in additional landscaping on this corner
so she's not looking at that, and we're committing o the fencing to being the brick piflars and
the wood fencing dlong the entlire edge. We've committed to heighten landscaping clong
that edge as well. So we have done significant plans to make sure that that edge is protected.
There you see, again, the landscaping along that edge, the fencing. the drive, and then
Highway 9 down here. This is another view of thal edge right on this corner right here — that
would be what she would lock at so that she's not looking at a gas station. That was important
tc her and we were happy o accommodate that. So that is really what we're tolking about
tonight,

You have two probiems that you can scive tonight. You have 1,076 homes that are
going to be buiit right acbove here over the next several decades. and you can give them
services right next to them. And you have a highway that is going to increasingly become a
dominate corridor, widened to four lanes, fast and toud, and you can provide a buffer for that.
That's what we're asking you to give approval for tonight. The engineer is here. I'm happy to
answer any questions you have and | thank you very much for your fime.

2. Mr. Knotts — | have a question for David, if that's alright. There's about 600 homes, | think —-
| don't remember the number exactly — north of this and | can see what's going to happen here,
You've got a thoroughtfare from Lindsey all the way through this housing addition - this Bellatona
Addition - and it dumps onto Highway 2. Mr. Rieger had some premonition that someone was
going to say something about this. It bothers me - it is currently a high-speed highway and,
when the light goes in ot 346t Street and the pecple start coming south out of this, most of them
are going to come about a third of a mile east of 3éh through this opening in the commercial
and | think that's a flaw in the overall design. | redlly don't have a problem with the commercial
at the highway, but | think you're going to dump 1,200 cars, more or less, onto Highway ¢ ot a
third of a mile from a stop light, as opposed to taking that route through and putting it at the
stop light. Is there a reascn that | shouldn't be worried about that?

3. David Hargis, Clour Planning and Engineering Service, 123 Tonhawa — You're speaking of
the secondary enfrance. is that conect?
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4. Mr. Knotis - Yes, that's correct. Bul that's the secondary entrance to the commerciai,
but if's the primary enfrance to the housing. And if that comes through those — | mean, coming
through the commercial isn't a problem. The problem is dumping dll those people onto
Highway ¢ - two-lane or four-lane. | can see that we could get another user activated stop
light, because people aren't going to be able tc get on or it's going to be a redl traffic hazard.

5. Mr. Hargis — Well, let me fry to address that for you. First of ali, this secondary entrance
was installed from the inception, when both sides were a single preliminary plat called Summit
Valley Addition. So it's not something - this has already been approved, already been analyzed
through at least two traffic reports. We've got a boulevard, like you said, enters off of Highway 9
and extends dll the way north up to Lindsey Street, That was never going o happen if they tried
fo extend 346 Avenue up there. The topography just wouldn't aliow it. So we were able to
move over just a liftle bit to the east. You noiice it's a nice curving road. We've got islands in
there, traffic circles in there, o help slow down the fraffic through there. We have accel ond
decel lanes adlong Highway 7. We've given up right-of-way already to the State for Highway 9.
And you may be correct - it may be signalized at the lime both sides are completely filled out.
But I can envision that a ot of these people are geing 1o go north and access Lindsey Street to
get out of there, more so than off of Highway 9. You're going fo have alot of them are going to
possibly just drive @ lillle bit further over and access 36t Avenue, which wilt likely be signalized
first, foo. So ldon't see it reqily as a traffic hazardous issue,

é. Mr. Knotis — | guess we can agree 1o disagree on that. Because | see that you obviously
have the topography for other streets over here, up in that area. So you could bring that
serpentine road down fo the corner and dump it info what is going fo be ¢ signalized
intersection, as opposed 1o bringing it out here.

7. Mr. Hargis — Well, they have access off of a collector width sireet right through here.

8. Mr. Knotts — All | can say is think yourself what you would do if you come down and you
can go straight or you have 1o drive over there. Now, the congestion is going to be fremendous
at that peint. Let's just say a third of the people go north and two-thirds come south, so that's
only 800 cars coming south. 1just think that there's a major flaw in it. 1 like the idea of o buffer,
but to me that's just dumping people in two locations and it's going te be areal problem.

9. Mr. Hargis — | appreciate your concern that way, We still have time to look of that and
analyze it further,

10, Mr. Knotts — So could you change it before tomorrow, please?
11, Mr. Hargis - No, we couldn't change it, I'm afraid.

12. Mr. Knotis — i think it's a real prebiem. | think it's a real problem, not just a hypothetical. |
can see those people are going to take the path of least resistance.

13. Mr. Hargis — Again, I'm sure that the City staff will also be looking at it, and we will, tco. Of
course, we know by the fime it's completely buill out, there’s going 1o be numerous changes
that take place. That's just the nature of development. And everybody is always looking for the
optimal, safest solution.

14. Mr. Knofis — | understand. | just don't want an old, decrepit Sean Rieger to come back in
20 years and say why did you do this?
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15, Mr. Lewis — Can you show me on this piat - did you guys, as well as the City of Norman,
conduct a roffic study, and was this specifically mentioned?

16. Mr. Hargis — There were two fraffic studies. One was when the enfire area was Summit
Valley and a fraffic study was done, of course, to account for the R-1 lofs. There was only one C-
1 lot at the time. And in 2009 when the developer decided to rezone this area down here, a
traffic study was performed again to take into account the commercial areas. So that has been
analyzed significantly and it's stilf valid. { mean, nothing has changed out there in this time.
These are the only changes we're proposing. Nothing else has changed.

17. Mr. Lewis — So let me ask you, in regards to Commiissioners Knotls' concern that this might
be a thoroughfare that many cars would use, did ony of the fraffic engineers deem that that
was g concern ot allg

18. Mr. Hargis — No, they did not.

19. Mr. Lewis — | have one other question for Mr. Rieger. In regards to the Bellatona Addiiion
and what is now currently platted and under development, Surnmit Valley - | believe that's the
name of the addition. | notice when | drive down Highway 9, and | did recently just to lock at it
again, that there's several lots over in the Summit Valley Addition that are vacant that back up
to Highway 9. Is there a reason for that? Do future hcmeowners not want those lois2

20. Mr. Rieger — My understanding from the broker is that they've been difficult 1o sell. When
you back up to a highway, i's difficult to market those lofs and Highway ¢ has gotten busier in
recent years and | think, definitely, the highway affects that,

21. Mr. Lewis — So just common sense, for me, anyway — what I'm perceiving is happening is
because those lots are difficult to sell, then this is a solution to keep homeowners from backing
up to highways and putting a buffer zone in place there.

22, Mr. Rieger ~ That's correct.

23. Ms, Gordon — A point of clarification. The signal is going to be at 3é6h. Was there
anticipation to put a signal at the cther enfrance or note

24, Mr. Rieger — No. Mr. Riesland is here. He might want to talkk about that. But here's my
perspective on it, from what 've gleaned from staff. Cne, very specifically they wanted it af 36t
Avenue because that is, by 2025 Land Use and Transportation Plan, that is the artery. They want
that to be the artery and that's where they want the light 1o be. Saxon - those issues. My
understanding. also, is they don't want tco many lights on Highway 9. That's sort of a problem
when you get into brecking up that corridor very much, So it really does become a decision on
where you want that light. We're happy to put it either way., We don't have a strong
preference on putting it on 3ét versus over on that corridor.

25. Ms. Gordon - | understand what Tom is saying, and | envision putting it at 36, because it
makes sense. But i have this fear that, down the road, you're going to recognize that there are
more iraffic issues at that infersection and need to do something about it, by putting a light in or
some such thing. The issues are going to come up. Then you are stuck with two fights so close

together.

26. Mr. Rieger — { would interiect, though, that | think it's a logicatl assumption to assume that
most of the peopie coming out of the additicn are going to be making a right furn coming out
of that addition. So a right turn is, perhaps. the safest and easiest furn we have to make. So |
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would suggest that maybe i's not as congested as you would think when it's always a right turn,
which is what this will be cut of that addition.

27. Mr. Gasaway - I} locks like, from the drawings, that you all envision this being six separaie
buildings. rather than ¢ strip mall type — and | guess it would be seven with the property that is
currently C-1,

28. Mr. Rieger - That's correct, I'm going to expand on that a fitfle bit. Scutheast Norman
has other sites that are probably much more applicable to what we would call large box retail.
Southeast 24Wh, for instance, and Highway ¢, where Perfect Swing is, has large areas of land that
are zoned as large tracts of commercial. Very likely those are big box commercial users. | doubi
that you would see that over here on the edge, that you would have big boxes. So this is
planned fo be the smalier users.

29. Mr. Knotts — Do you have design guidelines for these buildings?

30. Mr. Rieger - They haven't been drafied yetl, but there will be restrictive covenants
against these properties. That is something thal every developer — they do those roufinely and
they do them for their own protection as much as anybody, because when they sell one iot -
the way this happens in practice is, let’s say | sell one of those lots and | haven't put restrictive
covenants on it as to the architecture, as to the uses — once | seft that lot, | still have five others to
sell. if I sell i to one guy and that guy puts in what may be usable under C-1 but, in a very
terrible use in a terible architectural, if | haven't controlled that, | guarantiee the other five will
be either hard to sell or will only sell very cheoply. So the developer routinely puts in
architectural guidelines. The ones ! showed you earlier from 36" and Rock are under similar
restrictive covenants from the same developer, and that's whai we intend to put against those
lots here. They're not drafted yet, but it would be the same type of covenants.

31. Mr. Knotts - | can't bring those to my vision here, but I'm thinking that they only have one
side. | drive Highway ¢ dll the time — every day - and | can visudlize a bad fence and a
dumpster, and | would just like to be clear that that wouldn't be a desire.

32. Mr. Rieger - | understand. And City staff, actually, any more, frankly is pretty pressing on
that point, in that we have a regulation now as to where you place dumpsters in near proximity
to residences, and we have an aesthetic ordinance in the City of Norman now as fo
percentage of masonry. So even if we, for instance, our architeciural design committee wanted
to let the back end of the building just be o metal wall, | don't think the ordinance of Norman
would allow if. | think there's significant profections. Redlize, too, that back street is the access
point for ali of these commercial. So, unlike some other positions of commercial where the front
is accessed on all of the buildings, this is rear access. So, really, you almost have to do four-sided
architecture, as we cdaii it, because that back street s your access point. For the same reasons
that you stift want to sell alt those lots, you're going o want to make sure the back tooks good, as

well,
33. Mr. Knotts — It bothers me that they haven't been writien, though.

34. Mr. Rieger - They rarely are until the final plat is done. Obviously, restrictive covenantsis a
pretty complex document, costs a fot of fime and money to write. Unfil you, the policy makers,
give us the go ahead on development, typically a developer will not spend a significant amount
of money and fime o actually craft those covenants. Bul, again, this would very likely be a very
similar covenant to what is at 3™ and Rock, where we have the Razook eye clinic, the child
care center, First Trust Bank, | think, is the bank there. What | showed you on screen - those
developments. That's the style that you would be locking to.
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35. Mr. Knotts — Yeah, but we only saw the front.
36. Mr. Rieger - True. | think the backs are actually not bad on those. | will give you that
promise,

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:

[ Robin Tanamachi, 3300 Valley Brook - This is my husband Dan Dawson. We live in the
Summit Valley subdivision. This proposed rezoning may scund all fine and good on paper, but
there are a couple of concerns that we have as residents of Summit Valley that we have either
not heard adequately addressed or kind of glossed over during these proceedings.

The first is that the aerial view maps that we've looked at have not really shown the
topography of the area. 1t's kind of V-shaped. And that is because there is the Dave Blue Creek
running through the middle of the proposed dividing between the current Summit Valley
subdiivision and the proposed Beilatona subdivision. So, basicailly, dli runcff from both of those
areas is going into the Dave Blue Creek and we're actudlly concerned about the quality of the
water — how thatl's going to be impacted through this commercial area. [f it's food service or
gas station, how that's going to impact water quaility going into Lake Thunderbird. That is
something that was not addressed here af this hearing. Concern number one for us is how this s
geing to impact the quality of the water that is draining into Lake Thunderbird.

Qur second concern — and we heard a little bit of this addressed tonight —~ is the fraffic
impacts. We've established that there's going to be a new stop light at 36" but, again, that
second entrance and exit area from the Bellatona subdivision is something that we're not'sure
how that's going to impact the traffic coming info the neighborhood. Currently, when you
approach the Summit Valley subdivision from the east, you have to slow down from 60 miles an
hour to make a right turn onte 36" There is no tumn lane there, so basically you have to cross
your fingers and hope that you don't get rear-ended coming in there. So we're concerned
about the control of the traffic coming in there, because if somebody is driving in from fhe east
who is not as familiar with the area and they see an amenity on the right-hand side that they
want to access, they're going to go for the first furn on the right. They're not going to go an
additional third of a mile if they're not aware that that's the proper way o access it.

This is another concern that | have personally ~ i's near and dear 1o my heorf, | am an
avid cyclist and this is from the bike route map for the City of Norman cuirent year. This green
dashed line represents a proposed bike path going dll the way from the Cily out {o Loke
Thunderbird on the north side of Highway 9, which Is precisely where this proposed rezoning is
going to fake place, and it is not clear o me how that proposed rezoning is going 1o affect that
planned bike route.

Additionally, we're concerned about crime. We feel that these businesses will attract
people to the area that are not concerned with keeping it beautiful and keeping it crime free. |
just went ond looked up the rate stafistics. The Summit Vailey neighbborhood has onfy had two
crimes in the last three years, and one of those was actudlly reported by me. 1t was theft of mail
off my deoorstep. And Ward 5, as you know, is a gigantic ward which has only two pafrolling
officers af any given fime.

Lastly, my husband and | ore soon to be parents. We are concerned about the impact
on neighborhood health from the avaiiabliiity of cheap cdlories — convenience store and faost
food within walking distance - when we currently have no public playground where people can
burn those calories off. That's just a public hedlth concern that we have. So, in summary, we
are generdlly opposed to this proposed rezoning and these were the reasons why. Thank you.

2. Robert Robinson, 3225 Valiey Brock — | live in the Summit Valley Addition. I'm returning fo
Norman after a long hiatus being employed elsewhere and finally get fo come back fo Norman,
and then leam that they're frying to rezone this area. | think MSDC Properties have given you a
very good sales pitch, and that's what it Is. Mr. Lewis had asked why the homes hadn't sold - it's
because MSD Properties didn't do appropriate buffering and now they're trying to sell us on an
idea that commercial zoning will be the buffer. | believe the inherent increase in traffic, the light
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pollution, the noise pollution, and the litter that come with commercial zoning - | mean, if's just a
fact that that's what happens when you have commercial - will be a nuisance to me rather
than a use to me. Also, | think this is going to contribute fo urban sprawl, ond I've lived in many
cities that have urban sprawl, and let's not go that way is my hope. |just want to thank you for
your time.

3. Bill Dunham, 3424 Valley Hollow — My wife, Brenda, is over there with me fonight. | would
like fo agree with the two previous speakers. Certainiy, it was a very good saies pifch. | think
some of the things they addressed were important o what's going on in Norman and | value
that. Butl, at the same time, I'm concemed that when you look at that subdivision that | five in
now | think onfy — what2 —was it .25% opposed it as far as what was around the red line that was
drawn on the slide. Well, it didn't take into consideration the people in that subdivision specific.
I think most people in that subdivision feel like, and I'm net speaking for them, but | think, if you
were o talk to them, they would say | don't necessarily want to have something that - and o
the picture that he had on the screen of the fencing around it that the neighbor waos
complaining about — all he showed was the fencing. He didn't show the 10" ~ 12' tall gas station
behind it with all the lighting. So the eyesore is still going to be there for her. |t's just upsetiing fo
me that, when | go and purchase a piece of property that what | see behind me now - and |
live right there where the drain goes down infc — you can look back and you can see directly
where that gas station is going fo be and then beyond that, is it going 1o be a grocery store as
he stated? You know, the person wants - is it going o be a Homeland there2 What's it going to
be? We don't know. And when we bought the property, we bought the property knowing that
- or feeling like that was going to be a property that | would be able 1o live ot for a long time
and be happy to look cut my back door and see something that was nice, os opposed to
commercial development. So that's all { have to say.

4, Mary Sue Backus, 2701 Shoreline Drive - I'm a property owner and resident of Wellingion
Lake, which is the addition just east of where the proposed property will be rezoned. [have aiot
of objections to the rezoning. | appreciate the need for future planning, which is why | love the
2025 Plan. Things change, of course, and we need some commercial development. But the
ruth is we don't need it now. Even for future planning, | think it's wholly unnecessary. If you lock
at the commerciail lots available in southeast Norman, there's a fremendous amount of acreage
that could provide the services that were spoken about eariier. So there's a lot of zoned
commercial still undeveloped. And if you go - | think it's actudily less than two miles - up to 77
and Highway 9, there's a lot of developed commercial that's emply. Sc there are plenty of
opportunities to provide services there. | actually bought our property in this area to ovaid those
kinds of services. So | would dispute that it would be for my convenience. There are plenty of
services available. And even if future development will bring thousands of pecple here in that
area and the new neighborhood, it's not necessary yet. One of the things that we're trying 1o
do is develop the core area and develop as we move ocut. But we're leaving a big gap of
undeveloped commercial property in southeast Norman., So it's really unnecessary to do it at
this fime. Additionally — so my two things — one, we really don't need it at this fime. Two, | am
concemed about the water quality issues. Lake Thunderbird has to be a priority. | know that
we've made it a priority in planning, but the quallty of diinking water and recreatfion there
should continue to really concern us. So | would like to see the water issues addressed as well,
Additional impervious surfaces lead to more runocff. Depending on what kind of development is
there, it could be potentially harmful tc the water in that area. So 1 am one of the few residents
in the immedicte area — those few voices that Mr. Rieger encouraged you to ignore. But | would
suggest that you consider that there are many residents around the area that object to the
rezoning. Thank you.

5. Kellye West, 3301 Valley Holiow — What the gentlemen haven't told you is that they
showed beautiful pictures of the front of the bank, but it’s the back of those businesses that wiil
face Highway ¢. And putting up walls — that’'s going to be great to buffer, but when those
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businesses close down at night, it’s going fo be a mecca for young people to gather, things like
that, | foresee it as a problem. | know when we built our home, we didn't build cur home
thinking | want commercial right beside me where | can just walk right up the street. We built
where we built fo be a litfle bit further away from those things. So ple ase keep that in mind.

6. Nita French, 2410 Shoreline Drive — | dlso live in the Wellington Lake Addition and am very
concerned about this for a number of reasons. We do have a great deal of fraffic on Highway 9
now. But, as it stands, the people whe travel Highway ¢ are either going to work or going home
from work, or going fo the lake. We don't have a lot of people from the inner city of Norman
coming cut to go to o liguor store or a drug store. We don't have a lot of people what want to
come out our way unless they have somewhere to go. This is going to change our way of life
because, on top of the traffic that we already have, we're going to have more tratffic coming
out of town. The residences that are out there — Summit Valley, Wellington Lake — we moved out
to that area knowing full well that there's nothing out there. We like it that way. You've heard
the song we're from the couniry and we like it that way. We knew there were no siores out
there and that's how we wanted it. When you pass the Postal Training Center, there's nothing
but homes. We like that. The lady that said that she hated going to the grocery siore needs to
move. We want that o stay o residential area. We like if that way, including my next door
neighbor whao is not here because, as you may know, he has a conflict of inferest in being here
tonight, We are happy where we are. We know that there's a lot of iraffic noise as it is, but we
are dealing with that. We've put up some plants, scme irees, some things to buffer the noise
and we're fine with it. What we don't want is an increase and more fraffic. When we have
more traffic, we could have more crime as the one lady stated. We can have a lot more
people loltering in that area. We don't want that. The other additions that he mentioned in his
wonderful presentation that is simply fo earn meoney from this deal, and not thinking about
people who actually glready live there - he had some beautiful ideas about places that -
housing additions that have said they want more businesses. Those housing additions that he
mentioned are already in fown. They are adlready sumrounded by city. They already have a
great dedal of city traffic sc, of course, they wanted stores. We don't. We're not in the city. We
don't want more, And, lastly, the dumpsters. Mr. Knotts mentioned driving down Highway ¢ —it's
beautiful, The scenery is beautiful and no matter how he tries to tell you that he's going to follow
covenants and architectural design, they're dumpsters, s he geing o wallpaper them? | mean,
we're going to be locking at the backs of buildings and it's going to be ugly. So please keep
these things in mind when you make your decision. Thank you.

7. Sean Rieger — Dumpsters, and Susan can confirm this for you - the Cily of Norman has a
code right now. If you build any commercial building. you can't just put a dumpster out there.
You have fo put an enclosure and the enclosure has to be of the same materials as the building.
It actually has to be, | believe, 8" by 12°. It has to be taller than the dumpsiers. So you're not
allowed to see a dumpster,

And | heard a lot about water quadlity. This area has Water Quality Protection Zones
through it. This developer, | think, may be one of the first that came here tonight and did not
instruct me or anybody to say we're going to move for a waiver or we're going to try to do
something different than what is shown on water quaility protection zones. The instruction here
tonight is to feave them alone. Nothing is proposed within the Water Quality Protection Zones
that cover those properties. They have left them alone. That was the intent of this body. He has
honored that. So water quality will be absolutely profected from the ordinances that we just
passed at great upheaval over the (ast coupie of years,

Last point, you heard a lot fonight about people saying that they're not in the City; well,
they are. 2025 shows that entfire area as fow densify residential urban deveiopment, 1,076
homes will be there. That’s urban. That's city. They will need services. The argument you heard
tonight is that we don't want the commercial; we want to drive o it. That's not the direction of
policy in the city; hasn't been for a long fime. We want them walking to the commercial -
certainly the neighborhood commercial that supports them. We don't want them getting onte
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the highway or Lindsey and driving two miles fo get fo it, because that presenis the problem
that you're concerned about. We want them walking to it. This gives you the opportunity io do
that, Thank you very much,

DISCUSSION AND ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

1. Mr. Sherrer — Just a quick comment. | will be voting yes for this for o lot of the reasons that
| think Mr. Rieger talked about tonight. To me, | think growth is inevitable, and | think the
opportunity to do smart growth — and | view this as smart growth — especially with the idea of
creating a buffer. | think one thing I've always been concerned about is the more residential
that we put next to highways — the concern that that provides. | think having commercial buffer
is a huge dedl and an important way of mitigating that concern going forward. | do think
Commissioner Knotts' points are well made and there are some things that probably need to be
thought through on that. i think traffic engineers have looked at this and probably have
determined that, at this point, it probably maokes sense. But | do think, in the future, it's
something that | wouid encourage the developer to at least consider. But either way | think fhis
is an opportunity o really move this development forward and create an opportunity to really
further extend appropriately our east Norman development. So | will be voting ves.

2. Ms. Gordon — I'm going to do what everyone asks and fhink long-term. Sc Mr. Rieger
wants me to think 30 years down the road, and I'm going o suggest that three years down the
road -~ or whenever this is built, a few years later you're going 1o have some sericus traffic issues
at that intersection. | just can’t imagine there's not going fo be issues. The second thing is, os
Mr. Rieger stated, Norman is growing and it's growing outward. And as much as you wish to kind
of keep it just homes only., I'm just thinking way down the road and thinking, especially if
Highway ¢ becomes four lanes, there's going to be commercial development along that
corridor. It's going to happen. And doing it smartly and thinking chead in those terms - you
know, | appreciate wanting to keep it residential and liking the scenery and that, but I'm just
thinking that af some point the commercial is going fo happen. it's not going o stay just dll
residential. | can't see that happening with that comidor. | just wanted 1o make that comment.

3. Chairman Lewis — Mr. Rieger, | do have a couple questions. | believe in the comments
from everyone that came to the podium there were several things that kept resonating. Those
things — and 'l just list them - water runcff, which you addressed; dumpsters, which you
addressed by ordinance. There were three other ones being light poflulion, crime, and the
homeowners didn't want to see a business out there. So | have a couple of questions for you. In
regards to the one lot that was already platted as C-1 with special use for a gas station, can you
tell me when that lot was platted? Was it platted when Summit Vailey was piatted? And the
reason | ask that is because | heard several homeowners say | don't want 1o see a business, and
a business was aready there when they bought their lot.

4, Mr. Rieger — It was pialtted, ! think, 2006. Mr. Hargis - The first Summit Valley Addition. Mr.
Rieger - 2006 is what I'm fold. 2006 is when it was platted.

5. Ms. Connors - We know the rezoning occurred in 2003 or 2004, and the preliminary plat
occurred af that same time. So the final plat was perhaps in 2006.

é. Mr. Rieger - If you lock atf 7¢-4, you will see the history of the platting.

7. Chairman Lewis — So what I'm wanting o clarify is, there was nc homeowner that owned
a lot prior to this gas station already being there. So there was going to be commercial there
before anything else.
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8. Mr. Rieger - | believe that's correct. in fact, one of the letters you got was a homeowner
whe had bought their home i 2009 directly across the street from this gas station when it was
maost certainly platted years before.

g, Chairman Lewis — The next cone is lighting pollution. | know recently the Plonning
Commission worked extensively regarding lighting and non-glare - those types of things. Caon
you speak to the light requirements that will be required so that we don't have light blasting into
the back of these homes?

10. Mr. Rieger — i can. As you know, that was hotly contested for years. Well, it got possed. it
got revised. Butitis still in there. Full cut-off fixtures. Substantial protections for neighbors from
lighting — | think everybody was as generally happy as they could be with the compromise that
came cut of that, But a lot of work went into that for the protection of neighborhoods next ic
commercial.

1. Chairman Lewis — So my understanding from that ordinance that was passed by City
Council was that homes backing up 1o a commercial development indeed wouid have full cul-
off fixtures, be protected from glare coming into the window, even though some of our
Commissioners like thelr lights blaring and lit up in the back yard. The last one is regarding crime.
And tight and crime kind of go hand-in-hand. We think of lighfing areas fo protect people from
crime, as cpposed to dark areas where crime can be - do you have any studies, or do you know
any information regarding the potentiat for increase in crime with commercial areas being
there?

12. Mr. Rieger - You know, | can't say | do. But | will just give you some perspective on it. This
comes up often in zonings. If you remember on the Cascade office park. The neighborhcod
suggested that would be crime-ridden. Every fime we do multi-family it's suggested that will be
crime-ridden. I'm always a little bit confused by i, frankly, because, if I'm a business owner in
that building, am | going to want the crime? No. | think the crime concern and fear is just as
relevant to the business owner, to the property owner, as it is to the neighbor nearby. I've
always been confused by that argument, because why would the business owner want the
crime arocund their store. | mean, if a business owner has crime around their store, they're going
to be the first o try 1o get id of it because are they going fo have customerse Are they going fo
have property damage? There are big concermns for a property owner and a business owner if
he has crime in his area. They're the first o confront it

13. Ms. Gordon — | have one more guick question, if | could. | hadn't thought about it until it
was mentioned. Did you guys lock info at alf how it would affect the proposed bike route out to

Thunderbird?

14, Mr. Rieger - | did not see that in the study. | don't know if staff did or not. A iot of
Highway 9, 1 think, frankly, is going 1o be driven by ODOCT.

15. Ms. Gordon — Right. | didn't know where it was in the process with that bike route now.

16. Mr. Riesland - The bike route is something we've been working on. We've had difficulty
with ODOT, trying to get them to decide where it can be with respect to the right-cf-way. Our
goal was to put it at the edge of the right-of-way on the north side. We're going to fry 1o do
that everywhere we can. 1 think in this area it would be within right-of-way.

17. Mr. Knotts — | have a few comments, | guess. I'm a litile conflicted on this project,
because ever since | moved to Norman in '84, everyone in east Norman says fix my roads — give
me some commercial — and here we go and we've gotf it. | can tell you, as a landscape
architect, a few bushes and some irees are not going fo sfop sound. Sc | appreciate the
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separation. | want to believe that the Highway ¢ face will be as pretty as we would like it to be.
| think there's a serious problem with traffic. | don't know where in this process we can get that
addressed. David said he wasn't going to change it overnight, but | believe that there is a
serious problem that needs to be addressed.

18. Chairman Lewis — Susan, let me ask a question. When ODOT improves Highway 7, will it
take into account if these lots are approved for commercial — that increased fraffic count?

19. Mr. Riesland ~ The plans to improve Highway 9 — it doesn't take that info account one
way or the other. 1 mean, it is part of the number. They based their counts off of Norman 2025,
so it wouldn't have been in there. That's not going to change what they're designing. They're
widening from two lanes to four lanes.

Andy Sherrer moved fo recommend adoption of Resolution No. R-1213-133, Ordinance No. O-
1213-49, and PP-1213-18, the Preliminary Plat for BELLATONA ADDITION, with an alley waiver for
the commercial area, fo City Council. Jim Gasaway seconded the motion.

There being no further discussion, a vote on the motion was taken with the following result:

YEAS Jim Gasaway, Andy Sherrer, Cindy Gordoen, Sandy Bahan,
Tom Knotits, Chyris Lewis

NAYS None

ABSENT Curtis McCarty, Roberta Pailes, Dave Boeck

Ms. Tromble announced that the motion, to recommend adoption of Resolution No. R-1213-133,
Ordinance No. 0-1213-49, and PP-1213-18, with an adliey waiver for the commercial area, {o City
Council, passed by a vote of é-0.

* ok &
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Canyon Ranch, Staff Report - Red Canyon Ranch
UE, 7-11-13 PC Minutes - 0-1314-1

Ken Danner, Subdivision Manager

rone.tromble@nomanock.gov

History of Legislative File

Motion to introduce and adopt Ordinance No. 0-1314-1 upon First Reading

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013

Agenda Number: 7

Effective Date:

Ver-  Acting Body:
sion:

Date: Action: Sent To:

Due Date: Retum Resuit:
Date:

1 Planning Commission

Action Text:

07/11/2013 Recommended for
Adoption at a
subsequent City
Council Meeting

City Council

08/13/2013 Pass

A motion was made by Commissioner Sherrer, seconded by Commissioner Gordon, that this Zoning
Crdinance be Recommended for Adoption at a subsequent City Council Meeting to the City Councit

due back on 8/13/2013. The motion carried by the following vote:

Text of Legislative File 0-1314-1

body

BACKGROUND: The final plat for Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit Develcpment, was

filed of record November 29, 2012.

Red Canyon Ranch Addition is a residential subdivision located north of
Tecumseh Road (U.S. Hwy 77} and west of 12th Avenue East (U.S. Hwy 77H).

City of Norman, OK

Page {1

Printed on 8/8/2013



Master Continued (0-1314-1}

Within the final plat, a seven and one-half foot (7.5 utility easement was dedicated along the southwest
property line of Lots 5 and 15, Block 2. The requirement of the City of Norman Standard Specifications,
Drawing ULO1C, requires a minimum five-foot (5 utilily easement whenever sanitary sewer mains and
Oklahoma Natural Gas mains are located in frent of the property. As a result, with this closure and eventual
vacation, the owners of the lots can utilize the additional two and one-half feet of land to increase the size of the
single-family residential structures. Side yard building setback reguirements for this development are five -feet

(5",

DISCUSSION: All franchise utiliies were nofified to assess the impact on their facilities with the closure of the
easement; there were no objections. Currently, there are no City-owned utilities located within the easement.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the request to close the east two and one-half feet (2.5
of the seven and one-half foot plafted utility easement located along the southwest property line of Lots 5 and
15, Block 2, Red Canycn Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit Development.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed on 8/8/2013



O-1314-1

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, CLOSING A PORTION OF A UTILITY
EASEMENT LOCATED IN RED CANYON RANCH ADDITION
SECTION 3, NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA,;
AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA:

§ 1. That, pursuant to Resolution Number R-8182-66, Robert Bailey, representing the owner of
the subject property, has petitioned the City to have the east two and one-half (2.5) feet of the
seven and one-half (7.5) foot platted utility easement which abuts the southwest property line
of Lots 5 and 15, Block 2, RED CANYON RANCH ADDITION SECTION 3 closed; and,

§ 2. That, also pursuant to Resolution Number R-8182-66, the proper notice has been given, and
the maps, memorandums and other items required by said Resolution have been presented to
this Council; and

§ 3. That, also pursuant to Resolution Number R-8182-66, a public hearing has been held
regarding said closing; and

§ 4. That, the east two and one-half (2.5) feet of the seven and one-half (7.5) foot platted utility
easement along the southwest property line of Lots 5 and 15, Block 2, RED CANYON
RANCH ADDITION SECTION 3, Norman, Cleveland County, Oklahoma, is hereby closed.

§ 5. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance
is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction,
such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provisicn, and such
holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

ADOPTED this day of NOT ADOPTED this day of

, 2013, , 2013.

(Mayor) (Mayor)

ATTEST:

(City Clerk)

7-1
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DATE: May 31, 2013

TO: Jeff Bryant, City Attorney
Rone Tromble, Administrative Technician IV
Ken Danner, Subdivision Manager
Ken Komiske, Director of Utilities
Jane Hudson, Principal Planner

FROM: Brenda Hall, City Clerk\‘%

SUBJECT:  Request to Vacate Utility Easement

[ am in receipt of a request to vacate a utility easement in the east two and one-half feet
(2.5) of the seven and one-half foot (7.5) easement along the southwest property of Lots
5 and 15, Block 2, Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit
Development. The application fee has been paid.

In accordance with Resolution No. R-8182-66, I am forwarding the request; location
map; radius map; and certfified ownership list to your office and requesting that your
office send notice to the furnished list of property owners and have the necessary
ordinance prepared. If further action is needed from my office, please notify me.

BH:smr
attachments

7-3



BAILEY & POARCH

301 EAST EUFAULA
P.0. BOX 1521
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA 73070-1521
PHONE: 405/329-6600
FAX: 405/329-6634

www.bzileyandpoarch.com
R. LINDSAY BAILEY DAVID A. POARCH ROBERT L. BAILEY, I
ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY AT LAW ATTORNEY ATLAW
May 29, 2013
Brenda Hall
City Clerk
City of Norman
201 West Gray
Norman, OK 73069
RE: Proposed partial vacation of utility easement FiLES IN THE OFFICE
FTHE CITY CLERK

Dear Ms. Hall, -3/+3

M

Enclosed please find the following:
1. The easement proposed for partial vacation is described as follows:

The east two and one-half (2.5) feet of the seven and one-half (7.5) foot utility easement
existing along the southwest property line of Lots 5 and 15, Block 2, Red Canyon Ranch
Section 3, A Planned Unit Development, A part of the S.E. 1/4, Section §, T9N, R2ZW,IM,,
to Norman, Cleveland County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.

2. Three copies of the 300 foot ownership list.

3. Three copies of a map reflecting the ownership list and the easement to be partially
vacated.

4, $400.00 filing fee.

Please review the enclosed and if it satisfies your requirements, include this application upon
the next planning commission agenda. You are advised that my client owns ail of the property
surrounding the easement. Thank you for your assistance,

Robert L. Bailey II
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Planning Commission Agenda

July 11, 2013
ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-1 ITEMNOQO. 9
STAFF REPORT
GENERAL INFORMATION
APPLICANT Robert Bailey
REQUESTED ACTION Closure of the east 2.5-feet (2.5") of a

seven and one-half foot (7.5°) utility
easement located along the southwest
property line of Lots 5 and 15, Block
2, Red Canyon Ranch, Section 3, a
Planned Unit Development.

BACKGROUND: This is a request for closing a portion of an existing platted utility easement
within Lot 5 and Lot 15, Block 2, Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit
Development. The final plat for Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit
Development was filed of record on November 29, 2012.

DISCUSSION: All franchised utilities were notified to assess the impact on their facilities with
the closure of the easement; there were no objections. Currently, there are no City owned
utilities located within the easement. This will allow the property owners to utilize the standard
five-foot (5°) side yard setback providing more area to place a structure on the property.

RECOMMENDATION: Based on the fact the remaining five-foot (5”) utility easement meets
the City of Norman Standard Specifications Drawing ULO1C, staff supports and recommends
approval of the request to the closure of the east two and one-half feet (2.5%) of a seven and one-
half foot (7.57) utility easement located along the southwest property line of Lots 5 and 15, Block
2, Red Canyon Ranch Addition, Section 3, a Planned Unit Development.

9-2
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

Juiy 11,2013

The Planning Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Okilahoma, met in
Regular Session in the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building, 201 West Gray
Street, on the 11 day of July 2013. Nofice and agenda of the meeting were posted at the
Nerman  Municipal Bullding and  online  at
commissions af least twenty-four hours prior to the beginning of the meefing.

hittp:/ fwww.normanok.gov/content/boards-

Chairman Chris Lewis called the meeting o order af 6:30 p.m.

fem No. 1, being:
Rou Call

MEMBERS PRESENT

MEMBERS ABSENT

A quorum was present.

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

* %

& k

*

*

Jim Gasaway
Andy Sherrer
Cindy Gordon
Sandy Bahan
Tom Knotts
Chris Lewis

Curfis McCarty
Roberta Pailes
Dave Boeck

Susan Connors, Director, Planning &
Community Development

Jane Hudson, Principal Pianner

Janay Greenlee, Planner |l

Ken Danner, Subdivision Development
Manager

David Riesland, Traftic Engineer

René Tromble, Recording Secretary

Leah Messner, Asst. City Aftorney

Larry Knapp, GIS Analyst i

Tery Floyd, Develepment Coordinator

7-7



NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSHION REGULAR SESSION MINUTES
July 11, 2013, Page 22

item No. ¢, being:
ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-1 — ROBERT BAILEY REQUESTS CLOSURE OF A PORTION OF THE UTILITY EASEMENT RUNNING
ALONG THE SOUTHWEST PROPERTY LINE OF LOTS 5 AND 15, BLock 2, RED CANYON RANCH SECTION 3.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:
1. Location Map

2. Staff Report

3. Petition to Close

4, Plat

PRESENTATION BY STAFF:
1. Ken Danner - Red Canyon Ranch Section 3 was filed of record at the Courthouse with a

7.5" ufility easement localed on the western side of Lots 5 and 15, Block 2. When a sanitary
sewer and ONG is located in the front, our standard is 5°. Staff does not object to the ciosure of
this 2.5' easement, which will then make it a 5’ easement, which actually meets our standard.

PRESENTATION BY THE APPLICANT:
1. Robert Bailey, 301 E. Bufaula, representing the applicant, was available to answer

guestions.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
None

DISCUSSION AND ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION:
Andy Sherrer moved to recommend adoption of Ordinance No. C-1213-50 fo City Council.

Cindy Gordon seconded the motion.

There being no further discussion, a vote on the motion was taken with the following result:

YEAS Jim Gasaway. Andy Sherrer, Cindy Gordon, Sandy Bahan,
Tom Knotts, Chris Lewis

NAYS None

ABSENT Curtis McCarly, Roberfa Pailes, Dave Boeck

Ms. Tromble announced that the motion, fo recommend adoption of Crdinance No. C-1314-1 o
City Council, passed by a vote of é-0.

% % ¥k

7-8



Municipal Building Coundil
Chambers

201 West Gray Street

Norman, OK 73069

City of Norman, OK

Master

File Number: 0-1314-2

File 1D: 0O-1314-2 Type: Zoning Crdinance Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: tem No. 8 In Control: City Council
Department: Planning and Cost: File Created: 06/20/2013
Community
Development
Department
File Name: 1420 George Rezoning Final Action:

Title; CONSIDERATICN OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-2 UPCN_FIiRST READING BY TITLE:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA,
AMENDING SECTION 480 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN
SO AS TO PLACE LOTS 43 AND 44, BLOCK 5 HARDIE RUCKER ADDITION, NORMAN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE R-2, TWO-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT,
AND REMOVE THE SAME FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF
SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (LOCATED AT THE
NORTHWEST CCRNER OF GEORGE AVENUE AND STINSON STREET)

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Motfion to Introduce and adopt Ordinance No. O-1314-2 upon First Reading
by title.
ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 8
Attachments: Text File O-1314-2, 0-1314-2, Location Map,
Rezoning Staff Report - 1420 George, Site
Plan-George Ave, 7-11-13 PC Minutes - R-1314-6
0-1314-2
Project Manager: Jane Hudson, Principal Planner
Entered by: rone.tromble@normanock.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver-
sioRn:

Acting Body:

Return Result:

Date:

Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date:

1 Planning Commission

Action Text:

Recommended for City Counci! 08/13/2013 Pass
Adoption at a
subsequent City
Council Meeting
A motion was made by Commissioner Gasaway, seconded by Commissioner Gordon, that this Zoning
Ordinance be Recommended for Adoption at a subsequent City Council Meeting to the City Council

due back on 8/13/2013. The motion carried by the following vote:

07/11/2013

Text of Legislative File O-1314-2

Body

City of Norman, OK

Page 1

Printed on 8/8/2013



Master Continued (0-1314-2)

SYNOPSIS: The applicant recently purchased this vacant lot intending to construct muiti-family dwelling units,
something similar to a permitted use in R-3, Multi-Family Dwelling District. The applicant's representative met
with City staff to review the development options for the site and it is clear the most intense zoning district the
square footage of the lot will allow is R-2, Two-Family Dwelling District. This site is currently zoned R-1,
Single-Family Dwelfling District. Under the R-1 zoning there can only be one dwelling unit on this lot. To have
anything more than one dwelling unit, whether it be a duplex or a garage apariment, the zoning will have to be
changed to a more intense zoning district. This properly has been sold five times since 1993 with no one ever
building on the site.

ANALYSIS:

SITE PLAN - The site plan submitted as part of this rezoning request depicts a development that meets the
requirements for setbacks, coverage and standard parking guidelines for the R-2, Two Family Dwelling District.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:

PARKS BOARD - There are no additional requirements for this proposal as the land is already platted and
dedication of parkland was not required when this property was platted. The applicant will be charged the
standard park fees, community and neighborhood, at the time a building permit is issued for the structure.

PUBLIC WORKS - There are no additional platting requirements for this lot. The applicant met with the Traffic
Engineer to review the proposed drive access along Stinson Street, staff deemed the location approvabie.

STAFF _RECOMMENDATION: Staff has reviewed this application, the area, surrounding uses and considers
this proposal as a suitable use of the site. The area is predominantly single-family with scattered garage
apartments and lots that have been divided over the years to construct additional living structures. The area
consists of rental properties as well as owner-occupied units. At the direction of City staff the applicant will
keep the design of the development consistent with the residential component of the area and to not have a
development that is too commercially designed.

Staff supports the request to rezone this property from R-1, Single Family Dweliing District to R-2, Two-Family
Dwelling District and recommends approval of Ordinance No. 0-1314-2.

At their meeting of July 11, 2013, the Planning Commission recommended adoption of this ordinance by a vote
of 6-0.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed on 8/8/2013



§ 1
§ 2
§ 3

0-1314-2

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA,
AMENDING SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN
SO AS TO PLACE LOTS 43 AND 44, BLOCK 5, HARDIE RUCKER ADDITION, NORMAN,
CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE R-2, TWO-FAMILY DWELLING
DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING
DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREQF.
(Located at the northwest corner of George Avenue and Stinson Street)

WHEREAS, Gene Lavastida has made application to have the same placed in the R-2, Two-
Family Dwelling District, and to have the same removed from the R-1, Single Family Dwelling
District; and

WHEREAS, said application has been referred to the Planning Commission of said City and said
body has, after conducting a public hearing as required by law, considered the same and
recommended that the same should be granted and an ordinance adopted to effect and accomplish
such rezoning; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, has thereafter considered said
application and has determined that said application should be granted and an ordinance adopted
to effect and accomplish such rezoning.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA:

§ 4, That Secticn 460 of Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, is hereby amended
s0 as to place the following described property in the R-2, Two-Family Dwelling District, and to
remove the same from the R-1, Single Family Dwelling District, to wit:

Lots 43 and 44, Block 5, HARDIE RUCKER ADDITION, Norman, Cleveland County,
Oklahoma. Said tract contains 0.2 acres, more or less.

§ 5 Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance is,
for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such
portion shall be deemed a separate, distinet, and independent provision, and such holding shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

ADOPTED this day of NOT ADOPTED this day of

, 2013, , 2013,

(Mayor) (Mayor)

ATTEST:

{City Clerk)

8-1
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Planning Commission Agenda

July 11,2013
ORDINANCE NO. O-1314-2 iTEM NO. 10b
STAFF REPORT
GENERAL INFORMATION

APPLICANT Gene Lavastida
REQUESTED ACTION Rezoning to R-2, Two Family Dwelling District
EXISTING ZONING R-1, Single Family Dwelling District
SURRCUNDING ZONING North: R-1

East: C-1, RM-6

South: R-1

West: R-1
LOCATION 1420 George Avenue
SIZE 0.2 acres, more or less
PURPOSE Duplex
EXISTING LAND USE Vacant
SURROUNDING LAND USE North:  Single-Family

East: Commercial and Multi-Family
South: Parkland
West:  Single-Family

LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION Low Density Residential

SYNOPSIS: The applicant recently purchased this vacant lot intending to construct multi-
family dwelling units, something similar to a permitted use in R-3, Multi-Family Dwelling District.
The applicant’s representative has met with City staff to review the development options for
the site and it is clear the most intense zoning district the square footage of the lot will fit with
R-2, Two-Family Dwelling District. This site is currently zoned R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District.
Under the R-1 zoning there can only be one dwelling unit on this lot. To have anything more
than one dwelling unit, whether it be a duplex or a garage apartment, the zoning will have o
be changed fo a more intense zoning district. This property has been sold five times since 1993
with no one ever building on the site.

8-3



ANALYSIS:

s S|TE PLAN The site plan submitted as part of this rezoning request identifies @
development that meets the requirements for setbacks, coverage and standard
parking guidelines for R-2, Two Family Dwelling District.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:

o PARKS BOARD There are no additional requirements for this proposal as the land is
diready platted and dedication of parkland was not required when this property was
platted. The applicant will be charged the standard park fees, community and
neighborhood, atf the time ¢ building permit is issued for the structure.

o PUBLIC WORKS There are no additional platting requirements for this lct. The
applicant met with the Traffic Engineer to review the proposed drive access atong
Stinson Streef; staff deemed the location approvable.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff has reviewed this application, the areq, surrounding uses
and considers this proposal as a suitable use of the site. The area is predominantly single-
family with scattered garage apariments and lots that have been divided over the years to
allow for the development of additional living structures. The area consists of rental properties
as well as owner-occupied units. At the direction of City staff the applicant will keep the
design of the development consistent with the residential component of the area and to not
have a development that is tco commercially designed.

Staff supports the request to rezone this property from R-1, Single Family Dwelling District 1o R-2,
Two-Family Dwelling District and recommends approval of Ordinance No. O-1314-2.

8-4
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

Juty 11, 2013

The Planning Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Cklahoma, met in
Regular Session in the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building, 201 West Gray
Street, on the 111 day of July 2013. Notice and agenda of the meeting were posted at the
Norman Municipal  Buiiding ond  online ot
commissions at least twenty-four hours prior 1o the beginning of the meeting.

hitp:/f www.normanok.gov/content/boaids-

Chairman Chris Lewis called the meeting o order at 6:30 p.m.

ltem No. 1, being:
Roil Call

MEMBERS PRESENT

MEMBERS ABSENT

A guorum was present.

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

&

¥ ¥

Jim Gasaway
Andy Sherrer
Cindy Gordon
Sandy Bahan
Tom Knotts
Chris Lewis

Curtis McCarty
Roberia Pailes
Dave Boeck

Susan Conners, Director, Planning &
Community Development

Jane Hudson, Principal Planner

Janay Greenlee, Planner |l

Ken Danner, Subdivision Development
Manager

David Riestand, Traffic Engineer

Roné Tromble, Recording Secretary

Leah Messner, Asst. City Attorney

Larry Knapp, GIS Analyst il

Terry Floyd, Develocpment Coordinator
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR SESSION MINUTES
July 11, 2013, Page 23

Htem No. 10, being:

RESOLUTION NO, R-1314-4 — GENE LAVASTIDA REQUESTS AMENDMENT OF THE NORMAN 2025 LAND USE AND
TRANSPORTATION PLaN {LUP-1314-1) rROM Low DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION 7O MEDIWUM DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1420 GEORGE AVENUE.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

1. 2025 Map

2. Staff Report

3. Pre-Development Summary

4, Greenbelt Commission Comments
and

ORDINANCE NO. O-1314-2 - GENE LAVASTIDA REQUESTS REZONING FROM R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING
DiSTRICT, TO R-2, TWo-FAMILY DWELLING DiSTRICT, FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1420 GEORGE AVENUE.

ITEM3S SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:

1. Location Map
2. Staff Report
3. Site Plan

PRESENTATION BY STAFF:

1. Jane Hudson - You have two applications before you. One is for the 2025 Land Use and
Transportation Plan amendment from low density fo medium density. This is the current land use
map fhat we have with the commaercial use to the east. As you can see, we have the low
density residential to the north, The south portion is park area. A higher density residential
component exists on the east side. As proposed, this would bring it up to @ medium density from
essentially a single-family designation to a duplex. And for the rezoning it's going from R-1 fo R-2.
The existing zoning - R-1 fo the east. We've got some higher density, with RM-é, R-3. The area fo
the south is zoned R-1 bul, as 1 stated, it was park area. There’s the land use with the residential
and commercial. This is the site fiself. As you can see, it’s directly at the comner. To the east you
have the commercial convenience store. The building just north of it is & portion of OU's College
of Architecture, | believe. Then you've got some additional duplex to the southeast. South is the
park area, and there's a school further south. To the west there's a single-family home. This is
looking north and 1t continues single-family homes on George. That's the end of the staff
presentation, Staff doses supporf the approval of Ordinance No. O-1314-2 and Resolution No. R-
1314-6. I'd be happy to answer any questions. The owner's represeniative is here and he has
couple of slides for you as well.

PRESENTATION BY THE APPLICANT:

1. Gene Lavastida, 1730 Oakwood Drive - My presentation today and my proposal is pretty
straight-forward and, | think, pretty easy considering the previous presenter. What | want fo do is
rezone it from R-1 to R-2 and put a duplex on the property there.

2. Mr. Knotts - Is this on-street parking@

3. Mr. Lavastida - 'l show you the plan. There is a drive off of George on the east side and
there is a drive on the south side from Stinson.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:
None

DISCUSSION AND ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION:
Jim Gasaway moved to recommend adoption of Resolution No, R-1314-6 and Crdinance No. O-
1314-2 to City Council. Cindy Gordon seconded the motion.
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR SESSION MINUTES
July 11, 2013, Poge 24

There being no further discussion, a vote on the motion was taken with the following resuit:

YEAS Jim Gasaway, Andy Sherrer, Cindy Gordon, Sandy Bahan,
Tom Knotts, Chris Lewis

NAYS None

ABSENT Curtis McCarty. Roberta Pailes, Dave Boeck

Ms. Tromble announced that the motion, to recommend adoption of Resolution Ne. R-1314-6
and Ordinance No. 0-1314-2 to City Council, passed by a vote of 6-0.

L ]
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Counci

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: 0-1314-3

File ID: ©-1314-3 Type: Zoning Ordinance Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: ltem No. 8 In Control: City Council
Department: Planning and Cost: File Created: 06/20/2013
Community
Development
Department
File Name: 1217 S. Berry Rezone Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 0-1314-3 UPON FIRST READING BY TITLE:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA,
AMENDING SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NCRMAN
SC AS TO PLACE PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION SiX,
TOWNSHIP EIGHT NORTH, RANGE TWC WEST OF THE iNDIAN MERIDIAN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL
DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING
DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOGF.
(1217 SOUTH BERRY ROAD)

MNotes: ACTION NEEDED: Motion to Introduce and adopt Crdinance No. O-1314-3 upon First Reading
by title.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 9

Attachments: Text File 0-1314-3, O-1314-3, Location Map,
Rezoning Staff Report - 1217 S Berry, Preliminary
Site Pian Linberry, Linberry Protest Map 7-10-13, 1st
Protest Ledbetter 6-27-13, 2nd Protest Ledbetter
7/22113, 7-11-13 PC Minutes - R-1314-7 0-1314-3
PP-1314-2
Project Manager: Jane Hudson, Principal Planner

Entered by: rone.tromble@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver-  Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:
sion: Date:
1 Planning Commission 07/11/2013 Recommended for City Coungil 08/08/2013 Pass
Rejection

Action Text: A motion was made by Commissioner Knotts, seconded by Commissioner Gordon, that this Zoning
Ordinance be Recommended for Rejection to the City Council , due back on 8/8/2013. The metion
carried by the following vote:

Text of Legislative File O-1314-3

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on 8/6/2013



Master Continued (O-1314-3)

Body

SYNOPSIS: The applicant recenily purchased this vacant tract intending to rezone and convert the tract into
a parking lot for a proposed restaurant located on the fot to the north of this tract. The old Texadelphia
restaurant located north of the subject tract closed and was purchased by the applicant. The new owner
intends to rearrange the existing parking on the north lot and add additional parking area on this subject tract
for a new restaurant yet to be determined.

ANALYSIS:

SITE_PLAN: The site plan submitted for this project has been reviewed by staff and is in-line with the City
requirements. The applicant has proposed landscaping and fencing to buffer adjacent single-family properties.
There will be one access point onto Berry Road.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:

PARKS BCARD: There are no additional requirements for parkland dedication on commercial developments.

PUBLIC WORKS: This property was never included in any plats processed in this area so the applicant is
going through the platting process at the same time as the rezoning and plan change requests. The applicant
will be required to install a sidewalk adjacent to Berry Road, along the west side of this tract.

The lot to the north of this unplatted subject tract is already platted; however, the City Traffic Engineer has
required the applicant fo close the existing access ontc Berry Road from the northern lof. The newly proposed
parking area has an access point onto Berry Road; therefore, the two access points are too close for Traffic to
approve both locations. There is an existing one-way access peint onto Lindsey Street from the northern fract
and that access point will remain.

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION: At the time of application for this rezoning it was the understanding of staff that
the intent of the owner/applicant was to combine the two platted lots into one via a Lot Line Adjustment. The
Zoning Ordinance does not designate a parking lot as an aflowed use on a lot zoned C-2, General Commercial
District without a principal use in place on that same lot Therefore, as previously stated, staff's
recommendation for approval for the zoning change was based on the applicant’s intent to create one lot.

Free standing parking lots are allowed in the following zoning districts; R-2, RM-2, RM-4, RM-§, R-3, RO, O-1
and CO. There was discussion at the Planning Commission meeting about allowing parking fots in other
zones. These lots are permitted provided that such parking lot is adjacent to the land on which the principal
use is located or separated therefrom only by a street or aliey if the principal use is CO, C-1, C-2, C-3, I-1, R-1,
R-2 or R-3 Districts. However, it is the intent of this applicant to have the parking lot and principle use on the
same fotf.

Since, as previously stated, it was the understanding of staff that the owner/appficant was intending to combine
the two lots staff did not recommend a zoning cother than C-2, General Commercial District for the parking lot
because it is always preferabie to have a single use under one zoning disfrict.

Staff has reviewed this application in several meetings and again for the platting and application process and
considers the application compliant with zoning and piatting requirements. As previously noted above, the
applicant has been required to eliminate a drive along Berry Road, creafing a better access point at the Berry
Road and Lindsey Street intersection. The new/additional parking area on this subject tract for the proposed
restaurant to the north will help with parking congestion and illegal parking from customers on a lot with limited

parking.
Staff recommends approval of this applicaticn based on the following condition.

+ Before the applicant receives a permit to construct the parking fot a Lot Line Adjustment must be
completed, filed of record with the County and returned to City staff.

This conditional approval will eliminate any concerns of the allowed uses placed on this lot.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed on 8/8/2013



Master Continued {O-1314-3)

with the above noted condition, staff supports the rezoning request for this property from R-1, Singie-Family
Dwelling District to C-2, General Commercial District and recommends approval of Ordinance No. G-1314-3.

The Planning Commission, at their meeting of July 11, 2013, recommended denial of this ordinance by a vote
of 5-1.

City of Norman, 0K Page 3 Printed on 8/8/2013



0-1314-3

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 460 OF CHAPTER 22 OF THE
CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO PLACE PART OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION SIX, TOWNSHIP
EIGHT NORTH, RANGE TWO WEST OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN,
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, IN THE C-2,
GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND REMOVE SAME
FROM THE R-1, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, OF
SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY
THEREOF. (1217 South Berry Road)

WHEREAS, 1217 South Berry, L.L.C. has made application to have the same placed in
the C-2, General Commercial District, and to have the same removed from the R-1,
Single Family Dwelling District; and

WHEREAS, said application has been referred to the Planning Commission of said City
and said body has, after conducting a public hearing as required by law, considered the
same and recommended that the same should not be granted and an ordinance not be
adopted to effect and accomptish such rezoning; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, has thereafter
considered said application and has determined that said application should be granted
and an ordinance adopted to effect and accomplish such rezoning.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,

OKLAHOMA:

§

4.

That Section 460 of Chapter 22 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, is hereby
amended so as to place the following described property in the C-2, General Commercial
District, and to remove the same from the R-1, Single Family Dwelling District, to wit:

A tract of land in the Northwest Quarter (NW/4) of the Northwest Quarter (NW/4} of
Section Six (6), Township Eight (8) North, Range Two (2) West of the Indian Meridian,
Cleveland County, Oklahoma, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point 33 feet East and 233 feet South of the Northwest corner of said
NW/4 of the NW/4; thence East 194.5 feet; thence South 110 feet; thence West 194.5
feet; thence North 110 feet to the point of beginning.

Said tract contains an area of 21,396.67 square feet or 0.4912 acres, more or less.

Further, the site shall be developed in accordance with the Site Plan reviewed by the
Planning Commission at their meeting of July 11, 2013,
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0-1314-3

Page 2

§ 6. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this
ordinance is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent
jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision,
and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

ADOPTED this day of NOT ADOPTED this day of

, 2013, , 2013,

(Mayor) (Mayor)

ATTEST:

(City Clerk)
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Planning Commission Agenda

July 11,2013
ORDINANCE NO. O-1314-3 TEMNC. 11b
STAFF REPORT
GENERAL INFORMATION

APPLICANT 1217 South Berry, L.L.C.
REQUESTED ACTION Rezoning to C-2, General Commercial

District
EXISTING ZONING R-1, Single Family Dwelling District
SURROUNDING ZONING North: C-2, R-1

East: R-1

South: R-1

West: C-2. RM-6
LOCATION 1217 South Berry Road
SIZE 0.49212 acres, more or less
PURPOSE Parking Lot
EXISTING LAND USE Vacant
SURROUNDING LAND USE North: Commercial

East: Single-Family Home
South: Single-Family Home
West:  Commercial & Multi-Family

LAND USE PLAN DESIGNATION Commercial

SYNOPSIS: The applicant recently purchased this vacant fract intending to rezone and
convert the tract into a parking lot for a proposed restaurant iocated on the lot to the north of
this tract. The old Texadelphia restaurant located north of the subject tract closed and was
purchased by the applicant. The new owner intends to rearrange the existing parking on the
north lot and add additional parking arec on this subject tract for a new restaurant yet to be

determined.
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ANALYSIS:

+ SITEPLAN The site plan submitted for this project has been reviewed by staff and is in-
line with the City requirements. The applicant has proposed landscaping and fencing
to buffer adjacent single-family properties. There will be one access point onto Berry
Road.

OTHER AGENCY COMMENTS:

e PARKS BOARD There are no additional requirements for parkland dedication on
commercial developments,

» PUBLIC WORKS This property was never included in any plats processed in this area so
the applicant is going through the platting process at the same time as the rezoning
and plan change requests. The applicant will be required to install a sidewalk adjacent
to Berry Road, along the west side of this fract.

The lot to the north of this unplatted subject tract is already platted; however, the City
Troffic Engineer has required the applicant to close the existing access onto Berry Road
from the northern lot. The newly proposed parking area has an access point onfo Berry
Road; therefore, the two access points are too close for Traffic fo approve both
locations. There is an existing one-way access point onto Lindsey Street from the
northern tract and that access point will remain.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Stoff has reviewed this application in several meetings and again
for the platting and application process and considers the application compliant with zoning
and platting requirements. As previously noted above, the applicant has been required to
eliminate a drive along Beny Road, creating a better access point at the Berry Road and
Lindsey Street Intersection. This new/additional parking area on this subject fract for the
proposed restaurant to the north will help with parking congestion and illegal parking from
customers on a lot with limited parking.

Staff supports the rezoning request for this property from R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District to
C-2, General Commercial District and recommends approval of Ordinance No. O-1314-3.
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J. KELLY WORK

ATTORNEY AT LAW
HIGHTOWER BUILDING PHONE: (405) 232-2790
105 NorTH HUDSON, SUITE 304 Fax: (405) 232-3966
OrLaHoMA CiTy, OK 73102 EMAIL: JRWORK@SBCGLOBAL.NET

June 26, 2013

Via First Class Mail

Norman Planning Commission
c/o City Clerk

P.O. Box 370

Norman, Oklahoma 73070

Re:  Protest to Proposed Rezoning
Case Number PD 13-15
Location: 1217 S. Berry Rd;
SE Corner of West Lindsey Street and Berry Road

Dear Norman Planning Commission:

On behalf of my client, Hugh E. Ledbetter, owner of the property located at 1104 West
Lindsey Street, Norman, Oklahoma 73069, please let this serve as Notice of Protest and
Opposition to the requested Amendment of the Norman 2025 Land Use Plan from Low Density
Residential Designation to Commercial Designation and the proposed rezoning from R-1 Single
Family Dwelling District to C-2 General Commercial District for property located at 1217 S.
Berry Road. We urge you to deny this requested amendment and rezoning.

Further intrusion of commercial zoning into this residential area will have an adverse
effect on the neighborhood. The requested rezoning would be harmful to the residents of the
area, have a detrimental effect on the character of the area, and reduce property values,

We respectfully request that you deny the requested amendment to the Plan and the
requested rezoning from R-1 Single Family Dwelling District to C-2 General Commercial
District.

FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CITY CLERK . _
ON—M Attorney forHugh E. Ledbetter

cc: Hugh E. Ledbetter



J. KXELLY WORK

ATTORNEY AT LAW
HIGHTOWER BUILDING PHONE: (405) 232-2790
105 NoRTH HUDSON, SUITE 304 FAx: (405) 232-3966
OELAHOMA CrTY, OK 73102 EMAIL: JEWORK{@SACGLOBALNET
July 19, 2013
Via First Closs Mail % ‘@yb"okop
Mayor Cindy Rosenthal { 2
City of Norman > 2 20&?
P.O. Box 370
Norman, Oklahoma 73070

Re:  Protest to Proposed Rezoning
Location: 1217 S. Berry Rd; SE Corner of Lindsey and Berry (PD 13-15)

To be heard on August 27, 2013

Dear Mayor Rosenthal:

I am representing Mr. Hugh Ledbetter who resides next door to the east (and to the
north of part) of the property that is the subject of the requested rezoning from R-1 to C-2,
located at 1217 Berry Rd. Mr. Ledbetter's property is at 1104 W. Lindsay St. and is
approximately 1 and 1/2 acres in size. We are opposed to the rezoning and request that it be
denied. The Norman Planning Commission voted to recommend denial of the application at

their bearing held June 11, 2013.

Enclosed is an aerial photo that shows the subject property labeled 1217 South Berry
Road. Also labeled is the property owned by Hugh Ledbetter.

The property that is requested for rezoning is adjacent to the tract on the SE comer of
Berry and Lindsey, where the Texadelphia restaurant was. The applicant has stated their
intention to build a parking lot to serve the corner lot, where they propose to open another
restaurant. At the pre-development meeting prior to the Planning Commission hearing, the
applicant stated that they have not made a determination as to the type of restaurant to be Iocated

on the corner.

The expansion of C-2 commercial zoning will adversely affect Mr., Ledbetter and the
other residents of the area. It will allow intensification of the use and result in more noise,
traffic, and trash. C-2 commercial is not compatible adjacent to R-1 use. The size of the existing
C-2 tract on the comer does somewhat restrict its use from some general commercial vses, but
that is & good thing since it is located directly adjacent to single-family residential use. Adding
additional C-2 zoned property on this corner, extending into the area behind Mr, Ledbetter’s
property, will dramatically expand and intensify the commercial use of this corner, much to the
detriment of Mr. Ledbetter and his neighbors. These residents have been there a long time and
should not be made to suffer by expansion of the incompatible commercial uses on this corner.



Page |2

We urge you to accept the recommendation of the Planning Commission and deny this
application. By doing so, you will protect the character of the residential area and avoid the
adverse effects that would otherwise result. If you would care to visit about this matter or if you

Ea]) qUEi : S3p Elg: IE
y

Attorney for Hugh E. Ledbetter

cc: Hugh E. Ledbetter
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR SESSION MINUTES

Juiy 11, 2013

The Planning Cemmission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Cklahoma, met in
Regular Session in the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building, 201 West Gray
Street, on the 11t day of July 2013. Nofice and agenda of the meefing were posted at the
Norman Municipal  Building and  online at
commissicns at least twenty-four hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.

hitp:/f www.normanok.gov/content/boards-

Chairman Chiris Lewis called the meeting o order at 6:30 p.m.

item No. 1, being:
RoLL CalLL

MEMBERS PRESENT

MEMBERS ABSENT

A quorum was present.

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

*

&

* ¥

Jim Gasaway
Andy Sherrer
Cindy Gordon
Sandy Bahan
Tom Kniotts
Chris Lewis

Curtis McCarty
Roberta Pailes
Dave Boeck

Susan Connors, Director, Planning &
Community Development

Jane Hudson, Principal Pianner

Janay Greenlee, Pianner ||

Ken Danner, Subdivision Development
Manager

David Riesland, Traffic Engineer

Roné Trombile, Recording Secretary

Leah Messner, Asst. City AHorney

Larry Knapp, GIS Analyst |l

Terry Floyd, Development Coordinator
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NORMAN PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR SESSION MINUTES
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ltem No. 11, being:

RESOLUTION NO. R-1314-7 — 1217 S0utH BeRRY, L.L.C. REQUESTS AMENDMENT OF THE NORMAN 2025 LAND
Use AND TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LUP-1314-2} rrom Low DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION TO COMMERCIAL
DESIGNATION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1217 S. BERRY ROAD.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FCR THE RECORD:

1. 2025 Map

2. Staff Report

3. Pre-Development Summary

4, Greenbelt Commission Comments

ORDINANCE NO. ©-1314-3 - 1217 SoutH BERRY, L.L.C. REQUESTS REZIONING FROM R-1, SINGLE FamiLy
DwELLING DISTRICT, TO C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1217 S. BERRY ROAD.

ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:
1. Locafion Map

2. Staff Report

3. Site Plan

PP-1314-2 ~ CONSIDERATION OF A PREUMINARY PLAT SUBMITTED BY 1217 SOUTH BERRY, L.L.C. {ARC ENGINEERING
CONSULTANTS, L.L.C.) FOR LINBERRY CORNER EXPANSION ADDITION FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT
THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF WEST LINDSEY STREET AND SOUTH BERRY ROAD.

[TEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:
Location Map

Preliminary Piat

Staff Report
Transportation Impacis
Site Plan

Request for Alley Waiver

oA W~

PRESENTATION BY STAFF:
1. Jane Hudson -~ The applications before you are a Land Use Plan amendment as well as

the rezoning. Current site is low-density residential. 1t's direclly south of the comer of Lindsey and
Berry Road on the east side. If approved, it would pull the commercial designation for fand use
as well. For the rezoning, the current zoning for the site is R-1 and they are requesting C-2. They
would fike to use it for a parking lot, is their proposal. Existing zoning is R-1 to the south and east.
We've got C-2 and RM-6 fo the west. The existing lond use, you've got the single-family to the
south again and multi-family to the west as well as the commercial. This is a proposal of the sife
plan itself. Here's the site. The old Texadelphia restaurant is to the norih of this site directily
adjacent. This Is a shot of the lot that is 1o the east of the parking lof as well as the restaurant.
This is the far east side of the lot. This is locoking south, Again, scuth southwest with the mulii-
family. This is again west, This is o smaf littie strip mall there that's currently in business and then
the gas station. The photo | showed you a moment ago of the lot fo the eastis the subject fract
that did have the protest on there. | need to make one correction in your Planning Commission
agenda. On the site plan they had showed landscaping on the south side, the east side. They
did not show landscaping on this north porticn here. That was brought to my attention and they
would be required to buffer that parking area against the single-family use with additional irees.
i'd be happy to answer any questions. Staff does support these two requests - Ordinance No. O-
1314-3, Resolution No. R-1314-7. The applicant's representative is here to give you a presentation
or answer any questions as well,

2. Mr. Knotls — If we approve the C-2 on this lot, do they have to build the parking lot?
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3. Ms. Hudson - It's my undersianding that what is approved by Council - the site plan that
you see which has the parking lot on it — should they decide to vory from thai, they would have
to revisit,

4, Mr. Gasaway - Kind of along the same line, if it does become C-2 and it's a parking lot
for a few years, is there any protection afforded the neighbors that it couldn't automatically
become scmething eilse legal in a C-22

5. Ms. Hudson — Well, again, if it varies from the approved site plan that Council approved,
then it's my understanding that they would have to come back and make those changes and
those requests to that site plan.

6. Ms. Connors ~ Leah and | are trading focks. | don't agree with that. | think that the
zoning dllows a list of permitied uses, and any use within thatl, whether we have an approved
site plan or not, and t'm going to let Leah finish that.

7. Leah Messner — | agree with Susan as fo the zoning. If we rezone it to the requested
zoning, they can do any use that they would like within that zoning category. However, | spoke
with Mr. Danner eadier. The site plan is something that is part of the platting, and so Mr. Danner
advises that if they show on the site plan that's a part of the platting of the lot that it’s going fo
be a parking lot, that they would need to come back, at least to City staff, fo revisit what the
site plan is and how they can use the site, if they put on the site plan that it's all parking. Is that
helpful, or more confusing?

8. Chairman Lewis — I was confusing ¢ me. Let me ask o guestion. So in that case,
knowing that there's an easement that runs through there and it would be difficulf fo build on
top of it, my understanding from what you said is if they wanled to raze the current Texadelphia,
or the building that's there — excuse me, not the business — and move it over to the parking lot,
all they would have to do is come 1o the Planning Department and make that application?

2. Ms, Meassner — | think I'm going to ask Ken to speck fo that a litfle bit, because that's a
platting issue that he's handied here for many, many, many years.

10. Mr. Danner — With the platting the site plan is specific. And a revised site plan could be
submitted to staff. Normally, if it is a veniture that is not part of what has been previously
approved, we will more than likely send it back through for approval through the bodies.

., Ms. Messner — Terry has been nice enough to cpen up the section of Chapter 19 that
applies. And it says in such cases where a site plan has been required - so in this instance — and
you want to file an amended site plan, it has to conform to all the code requirements and it may
not deviate by adding more than 5% o the gross building area or 5% to the parking area. And,
if it does, it's no longer an administrative process that staff could approve, and it comes back

through.

12. pMr. Knotts ~ In some of the comments that were in the packel, there was g discussion
that they haven't decided what the footprint of the restaurant is going to be, or what it's going
to be. Would that current footprint of the building be part of this platfing process and, therefore,
if they increased it by 5% it would come back through?

13. ts. Hudson - On the north side? That's not part of this plat, though.

14, Mr. Knotts — So they could actually build a significantly larger building on the existing.
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15. Chairman Lewis - My understanding is that, unless they submit a new preliminary plaf,
anything that changes on the current preliminary plat greater than 5% - that would have fo
come back through the Commission as a separate item. Correct?

16, Mr. Danner — The existing restaurant site is not part of this process. And at the time that
was platted, the stfandards and regulations weren’t the same. More than likely, ¢ site plan was
not specific back af that time.

17, Mr. Knots — They have stated - it's in the packet, not sure if the existing building would be
enlarged or what kind of restaurant it wouid be.

i8. Mr. Danner — They wouid have to do it on that property.

19. Mr. Knotts — There would not be any kind of approval process for that.
20. Mr. Danner — More than likely not under the circumstances of when that was platted.
21. Ms. Connors — That iot is zoned and plaited. They would go through o building permit

process to change anything and they would have fo meet the standards of the zeoning - so all
the setbacks and the parking reguirements -- the current standards of the zoning if they were
going 1o amend that building.

PRESENTATION BY THE APPLICANT:

1. Steve Rollins, Arc Engineering Consultants, 150 Deer Creek Road, Edmond, represeniing
the applicant - This is a 0.49 acre site that we are proposing a parking lot. The developer is
purchasing the existing Texadelphia restaurant site, so this Is specifically to add parking fo that
restaurant. There will be 42 new parking spots added, in additicn to the 23 parking spots that
currently exist on the Texadelphia restaurant site, There have been many restaurants and
businesses in this existing building that haven't worked and we believe that one reason for that is
the lack of parking on the site, This will allow the developer to puf in a successful restaurant and
a nice concept for this area that will work and we won't have an empty building sitting ot the
corner of Lindsey and Berry Streetf. Also, as you probably know, Lindsey Street will be widened in
o few years, and this will also take additional right-of-way along the north side of the existing
Texadeiphia restaurant site, again affecting parking and possibly faking even more parking at
that fime. This is a need for the business o make it successful. Detention is being provided within
the parking lot. The stormwater will not affect any of the properties around us and we are
requesting that the zoning be the same as the restaurant currently exists.  If there are any
questions or comments, I'd be happy to address those.

2. Ms. Gordon — | have a couple of general questions. What currently are the parking
requirements — what would they have been for Texadeiphia? Did they meet parking
requiremenis with the 23 or whatever they had for that size restaurants

3. Ms. Hudson — Currently the sit-down restaurant requires one space per 50 square feet of
the customer service area, not the entire building. So it would just be based on where the

customers would be sitting.

4, Ms. Gordon — My other question was, when they're widening Lindsey, how tar are they
going to widen thate Are they going to go all the way through, or are they going 1o kind of stop
af Berry? Does anyone know thate

5. Mr. Riestand — The widening will extend to the bridge to the east of Berry. The bridge over
imhoff Creek. I's not dii the way to Pickard, but it is across the fronfage of the property. If's to
get the droinage taken care of.
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AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION:

1. Kelly Work, 105 N. Hudson, Suite 304, Okiahoma City — I'm here representing Mr. Hugh
Ledbetier, who owns the property that is immediately to the east of the subject property. Mr.
Ledbetter is present here tfonight. That is his home. He resides there and has for many years.
That property is addressed as 1104 West Lindsey, His 1.5 acres in size and the drive, as was shown
earlier in one of the aertal photos — his access is taken from Lindsey. | do have an aerial photo
that | would like fo pass around that | think gives you a good idea of what the existing uses are
and how they're situated. One thing, while that's going around, that f just want to get some
clarification on. The staff report makes reference to the applicant having purchased this
property. but | don't think that is a correct sfatement. As | understand it, the applicant may
have entered into a confract to purchase these two properties, probably contingent on getling
the necessary approvals from the City of Norman, but ai the present time those properties are
owned by two other parties - by separate parties, so | just wanted to provide that clarification.

What I've done on the aerial photo is we've outlined in red the rough boundaries of Mr.
Ledbetter's property and in black to the west there is the boundary of the subject property that
is under consideration today. The request is to rezone the property from R-1, Single Famiily, to C-
2. General Commercial, and we are opposed to that request o rezone the property to the
general commercial zoning district.  If that is fo be done, or were io be done, it would
significantly ihcrease the amount of commercial zoning on this corner - C-2 zoning - that would
allow the expansion and intensification of commercial use info the residential area and would
exiend, as you can see from the map ond from the aerial photo - it would extend the
commercial property into the area where Mr. Ledbetter lives. The property that is the subject of
the rezoning extends at least ancther 50% into Mr. Ledbetter’s property, which borders on the
north. The C-2, General Commercial, we would submit, is just not compatible with R-1, Single
Family residential use. There are many uses in the C-2 district that would be harmful and have
adverse impact on single-family residential use, and it is just generally not considered to be
desirable to have general commercial use adjacent to single-family residential.

And | know vou dll are familiar with this, but | just wanted to provide you with a copy of
the uses permitted under the Norman ordinance in the C-2. if the C-2, General Commercial
zoning is allowed fo be exponded, you're going 1o have more noise, more odors, more trash,
and more adverse impact on the residential property. And | wanf fo address some of the
comments just real briefty. The decision that is being made here today - if the C-2 zoning were
to be approved - you are geoing to be aliowing all of the uses that are allowed as permitted uses
in the C-2 district. If they want fo use the property as a gas siation —if they want fo use it as a dry
cleaners - if they want to use it as a convenience store, they will be permitted to do so under
the C-2 district. The only issue would be, as | understand it, whether or not a site plan would
comply with the code requirements in terms of seiback and other issues. So you are making the
decision as to what the uses are that would be ailowed.

If the intended use is a parking lot, they don't need C-2. They could do a parking lot in
CO, Suburban district with a specidl use permit. They could do it in C-1. So there's no need fo
have the exireme measure of having C-2 extend info this residential area in order for a parking
ot to be dliowed. We would ask that you give it careful consideration as to the impact that
may be. There have been several restaurants, it's been mentioned, that have gone in and out
of that location. [If this one is altempted and fails, it's going fo be anciher C-2 use that gees in
there. Thank you. We ask that you deny the apglication.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

1. Ms. Gordon — Can | ask another guick question of the applicant? I'm sorry o be harping
on this parking thing. So it says in here that you're going 1o be losing 17" due to the widening.
How much parking would that take?

2, Steve Rollins - There are four parking spots along the north side and then there’s parking
along the east side. So 17' is going fo fake probably three spots here and then there will be
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some sort of grass buffer between the street. So it may take three - four - five spots, just
estimating.

3. Ms. Gordon - So you've clearly been in the Texadelghia restaurant, I'm assuming. Right?
4, Mr. Rollins — | actually have not been inside. No.,

5. Ms. Gordon = So you do not know how much patron square footage there is.

6. Mr. Rollins — | do not. I'm sorry. No.

7. Mr. Gasaway — Let me ask a question of staff. Since it sounds like the primary objection is

the concern over C-2, what other zoning categories with special use for parking lot could be
considered?

8. Ms. Connors — | need to ask one question before that. The preliminary plat is only for this
lot and is not incorporating the two tots into one. s that correct? So it will be a separate platted
lot. I'm seeing the staff shake their head yes.

9. Mr. Roliins — Okay. Yes. And the exisfing Texadelphia lot is already zoned C-2, so we
aiready have C-2 zoning there.

10. Ms. Connors ~ So the question here is, though, if they’re not incorporated into a single lof,
which would protect this as only being a parking lof info the future. So to answer your question,
Commissioner, R-2 is the first zoning district that would dllow a parking lof for C-2 uses that are
adjocent as a special use. The R-2 zoning district allows parking lots for C-2 uses as long as
they're adiacent.

1% Mr. Gasaway — if that's the case, maybe | should ask the applicant why they chose C-2.

12 Mr. Roliins — To match the existing restaurant. it is clready zoned C-2, so we matched
that. That's what worked with our project. City staff also agreed and approved that. That's the

reqQson.

13. Mr. Knofts — | understand the problem of not being able to get enough patrons in, | also
look at this as commercial creep into residential. | feel like the most limifing zoning change
would be the most appropriate for this, because | can - some cormers have curses and if it went
out of business we wouldn't have a whole lot of opportunily to comrect this residential creep.

Tom Knotls moved fo recommend denial of Resolution No. R-1314-7, Ordinance No. O-1314-3,
and PP-1314-2, the Preliminary Piat for UNBERRY CORNER EXPANSION ADDITION, fo City Council.
Cindy Gordon seconded the motion.

There being no further discussion, a vote on the motion was taken with the following resutt:

YEAS Jim Gasaway, Cindy Gordon, Sandy Bahan, Tom Knotts,
Chyis Lewis

NAYS Andy Sherrer

ABSENT Curlis McCartly, Rober’fo Pailes, Dave Boeck

Ms. Tromble announced that the motion, o recommend denial of Resolution No. R-1314-7,
Ordinance No. 0-1314-3, and PP-1314-2, the Preliminary Plat for LINBERRY CORNER EXPANSICN

ADDITION, to City Council, passed by a vole of 5-1.

* Kk
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City Of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: AP-1314-6

File ID: AP-1314-8 Type: Appoiniment Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: ltem No. 10 In Controi: City Council
Department: City Clerk Department Cost: File Created: 07/23/2013
File Name: APPOINTMENTS Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION OF THE MAYOR'S APPOINTMENTS AS FOLLOWS:

GREENBELT COMMISSION
TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16: RICHARD MCKOWN, 4409 CANNON DR (AT-LG)
TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16: ROBERT BRUCE, 5209 LYON DRIVE (WARD 3)
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 07-13-16: DONNA BROWN, 1712 MONTCLAIR CT (WARD 6)
TERM: 07-13-12 TO 07-13-15: JAMES MCCAMPBELL, 1717 CAMBRIDGE (WARD 8)

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION
TERM: 07-13-13 TC 07-13-16: MARY DRYWATER, 1707 SHEFFIELD DRIVE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 07-13-16: JEFF HUGHES, 1600 ANN BRANDOCN BLVD, #6514
TERM: 07-13-13 TO 07-13-16: TAMARA PULLIN, 415 COLLEGE AVENUE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 07-13-15: HARRY WRIGHT, 3351 ALLSPICE RUN

LIBRARY BOARD
TERM: 05-01-13 TO 05-01-16: BREEA CLARK, 2021 ALAMEDA STREET, #802
TERM 08-13-13 TG 05-01-16: LISA SCHMIDT, 1330 SALSBURY STREET
TERM: 08-13-13 TC 05-01-18: TIFFANY NEILL, 324 BARBOUR AVENUE

PUBLIC SAFETY OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 02-10-15: LINDALOCKETT, 910 ELM AVENUE

NORMAN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BCARD

TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-14: ALEXANDER HOLMES, 2519 FAIRFIELD DRIVE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-14: EDD PAINTER, 3927 CHARING CROSS COURT
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15: HOSSEIN FARZANEH, 121 ACCIPITER STREET
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15: BEN GRAVES, 1030 JOE KEELEY DRIVE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-15: CHRIS PURCELL, 2014 MORNING DEW TRAIL
TERM: 08-13-13 TC 08-13-16: RENEE PORTER, 1216 COUNTRY CLUB DRIVE
TERM: 08-13-13 TO 08-13-16: CHUCK THOMPSON, 3519 CHUKKAR COURT

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Motion to confirm or reject the appointments.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 10

Attachments: Text File appointments, 0-1213-42
Project Manager: Brenda Halfi, City Clerk

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on §/8/2013



Master Continued (AP-1314-6}

Entered by: Ellen.Usry@mccinnovations.com Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Resuit:
sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File AP-1314-6

Body
INFORMATION:  In accordance with the Mayor's request, the above-described item is submitted for City

Council's consideration. Donna Brown will replace Jane Ingels; Jeff Hughes will replace Lisa Schmidt; Harry
Wright will replace Theo Pope who has resigned; Lisa Schmidt will replace Simon Rudnick; Tiffany Neill will
replace Renee Porter; Linda Lockett will replace Don Holyfield who has resigned; and Richard McKown, Robert
Bruce, James McCampbell, Mary Drywater, Tamara Pullin, and Breea Clark are reappointments.

The Norman Economic Development Adviscry Board was created with the adoption by City Council of
Ordinance No. 0-1213-42 on April 23, 2013. The ordinance outiines all of the requirements for members of the
board and composition of membership shall be seven (7) members, at least four {4) of whom possess suitable
and appropriate knowledge andfor experience in the areas of economics, business, finance, law, policy
analysis, and community development. Two members are tc be initially appointed for one-year terms, three
members for two-year terms, and two members for three-year terms.  Thereafter, successor appeintments
shall serve three-year terms. Ordinance No. 0-1213-42 is included as an attachment. The appointments to
Norman Economic Development Advisory Board are listed above.

City of Norman, 0K Page 2 Printed on 8/3/2013



0-1213-42

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING ARTICLE I, SECTIONS 4-101 AND 4-105; AND
ADDING ARTICLE XXII, SECTIONS 4-2201 THROUGH 4-2204 TO
CHAPTER 4 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN TO PROVIDE FOR
THE CREATION OF THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD;
AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN,
OKLAHOMA:

§ 1.

§ 2.

That Article I of Chapter 4 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to
read as follows:

Sec. 4-101, - Appointive boards and commissions: Appointments; terms of office,

(a) The appointed members of the following boards and commissions shall first be
nominated by the Mayor and then confirmed by a majority of the Council:

¥k *

(15) Economic Development Advisory Board.

(b) The number of appointive members of each respective body and their overall respective
terms of office shall be:

* % %

(15) Initially consisting of two (2) members appointed for one-year terms, three (3)
members appointed for two-year terms and two (2) members appointed for three-year terms.
Thereafter, successor appointments shall serve three-year terms,

* %k k ¥k Xk
That Article I of Chapter 4 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be amended to
read as follows:

Sec. 4-105. - Appointive boards and commissions: Appointments; terms of office.

* % %

{5) Not be a member of any other appointive board or commission referenced in this Chapter
except that potential members of the Economic Development Advisory Board shall not be
disqualified from service on that Board due to service on other Boards or Commissions of the

City of Norman.

¥ %X KN
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§3.

§4.

§3.

§ 6.

0-1213-42

That Article XXII of Chapter 4 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be added to
read as follows:

ARTICLE XX1I. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY BOARD

* ok %k k

That Section 4-2201 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be added to read as
follows:

Sec. 4-2201, Created; Composition of Membership.

(a) There is hereby created the Economic Development Advisory Board of the City of
Norman, Oklashoma. Such Economic Development Advisory Board shall be
composed of seven (7) members, at least four (4) of whom possess suitable and
appropriate knowledge and/or experience in the areas of economics, business, finance,
law, policy analysis, and community development.

{b) In addition to the members set forth in {(a) above, the Executive Director of the
Norman Economic Development Coalition or his or her designee shall serve on the
Economic Development Advisory Board in a non-voting ex-officio capacity.

% ok F ¥ Kk

That Section 4-2202 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be added to read as
follows:

Sec. 4-2202, Quorum and Operation,

(a) Quorum. At any meeting of the Economic Development Advisory Board, a quorum shall
consist of four (4) of the members appointed under §4-2201(a). No action shall be taken

in the absence of a quorum.

(b} Meeting. The Economic Development Advisory Board shall meet as needed in the
furtherance of its duties set forth herein,

{c) Board officers. The Economic Development Advisory Board shall elect one member to
be its Chairperson, and one member to be its Vice-Chairperson.

%k %k & k¥

That Section 4-2203 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be added to read as
follows:

Sec. 4-2203. Duties and Powers of the Board,

(a) The Economic Development Advisory Board shall generally act in an advisory capacity
to City Council with regards to economic development policies, opportunities, and
requests for City-funded incentives of private businesses and shall investigate other
economic development related items as requested by City Council.

2
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0-1213-42

(b) The Economic Development Advisory Board shall specifically:

{1} Make recommendations to City Council regarding proposed economic
development policies and programs;

(2) Meake recommendations to City Council regarding requests for City-funded
incentives for private businesses as propesed by the Norman Economic

Development Coalition;

(3) Aid City Council in developing strategies and plans for promoting economic
development in the City of Norman;

(4) Investigate and report on economic development issues as assigned by the City
Council;

(5) Serve as a forum for economic development palicy discussion and education; and

(6) Assist in identifying assets, resources, and incentives appropriate for furthering
economic development within the City of Norman.

* %k k%

§6.  That Section 4-2204 of the Code of the City of Norman, Oklahoma, be added to read as
follows:

Sec. 4-2204. - Expenditures of City funds; compensation; reimbursement of expenses.

(a) The Economic Development Advisory Board shall neither authorize nor incur the
expenditures of any City funds for any purpose except as may be authorized and
appropriated therefore by the Council.

¥ %k %k k %
§7.  Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this ordinance
is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction,

such porticn shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such
holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

p &
ADOPTED this ég z day of NOT ADOPTED this day of
-

20z2if . o , 2013,

(Mzayor) ]
. M
(City Clerk)
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Sireet
Normman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: GID-1314-17

Fite ID: GID-1314-17 Type: Request for Payment Status: Consent item
Version: 1 Reference: Item No. 11 In Controk: City Council
Department: City Clerk Department Cost: File Created: 08/05/2013
File Name: ACOG Dues 2014 Final Action:

Title:

CONSIDERATION OF PAYMENT OF FYE 2014 DUES ASSESSMENT iN THE AMOUNT
OF $60,390 TO THE ASSOCIATION OFf CENTRAL OKLAHOMA GOVERNMENTS
(ACOG) FOR THE PERIOD OF JULY 1, 2013, THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014.

Notes:

Attachments:

Project Manager:

Entered by:

ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject payment of FYE 2014 dues assessment in the
amount of $80,390 to the Association of Central Oklahoma Governments through June 30,

2014,

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 11

Text File ACOG Dues, Letter from ACOG, ACOG
Invoice
Brenda Hall, City Clerk

Elien. Usry@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body:
sion:

Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Retumn Result:
Date:

Text of Legislative File GID-1314-17

Body

INFORMATION:

Funding for the ACOG annual dues was included in the FYE 2014 Budget.

City of Norman, OK
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Chair Elizabeth Waner
Edmond Councilmember

Yice-Chair Pete White
Cklahoma City Councilmember

a C 0 g Secretary/Treasurer Willa Johnson

Oklahoma County Commissioner

association of central cklahoma governments Executive Director
John G. Johnson

July 1, 2013

INVOICE #6611
City of Norman
201 West Gray
Norman, Oklahoma 73070-0370
ACOG Basic Assessment for FY-14 32,583.00
ACOG Transportation Assessment for FY-14 12,622.00
ACOG Water Quality Assessment for FY-14 15.185.00
Total FY-14 Dues Assessment $60.390.00

21 E Main Street, Suite 100  Oklahoma City, 0K 73104-2405 4052342264 FAX234 2200 TDD/TTY: 7-1-1 Statewide www.acogok.org
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Chair Elizabeth Waner
Edmond Councilmember

O/;fk;o Vice-Chair Pete White
gsf @/{%\ Oklahoma City Councilmember
% Yy O
§;§ %‘/\_ Sec/Treasurer Willa Johnson
*%ﬁ‘ Oklahoma County Commissioner

association of central cklahoma governments Executive Director
John G. Johnson

July 30, 2013

Mr. Steve Lewis, City Manager
City of Norman

201 W. Gray Street

Norman, 0K 73069

Dear Mr. Lewis:

The Association of Central Gklahoma Governments {ACOG] is an association of city, town and county
governments within Central Oklahoma. The ACOG area encompasses Oklahoma, Cleveland, Canadian
and Logan counties. ACOG currently has 37 dues-paying member entities.

Formed under the [Oklahoma State] Interlocal Cooperation Act, ACOG’s mission is to build a stronger
regional community by means of cooperation, leadership and planning. ACOG serves the greater
Oklahoma City region as the designated metropolitan planning organization (MP0}, and works on
mobility, public safety and livability programs for Central Oklahoma.

Through ACOG’s leadership, area jurisdictions and diverse community interests collaborate to address
the region’s challenges and identify the opportunities for cooperative solutions. These efforts, in turn,
enhance the effectiveness of local government. The City of Norman, a Charter member, has been an
active participant in ACGG since its beginning in 1966.

A Forum for Addressing Regional Objectives and Diverse Community Issues

ACOG provides an opportunity for city leaders to foster relationships with neighboring communities
with the goal of finding common solutions for shared actions.

The best example of this is the build-out of the region’s enhanced 9-1-1 system. in 1982, the city and
the region developed the life-saving 9-1-1 emergency telephone system through a concerted effort
requiring public elections that approved landline user fees. In 2005, ACOG and the City of Norman
again led efforts to establish enhanced 9-1-1 service for mobile phones. As technology and mobile
devices continue te evolve, so too, do our efforts in assuring that the 9-1-1 system remains compliant
and compatible.

21 E Main Street, Suite 100 Okfahoma City, 0K 73104-2405 405234 2264 FAX 2342200 TTY 2342217 www.acogakfi"



Other examples of regional programs managed by ACOG thatimpact and benefit Norman include:

Air Quality Program — For over 20 years, ACOG has been the leader in maintaining air quality in Central
Oklahoma. However, the region is faced with a new challenge as a result of revisions to the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS] for ozone. The new ozone standard will most likely result in our
region’s viclation of the standard, requiring expanded and regulated efforts to get back into
compliance. The implications of violating the ozone standard could have a negative impact on
economic development in Norman and neighboring communities. As of summer 2013, the Central
Oklahoma region is in viclation of the ozone standard, but is still classified an attainment region. We
are working with state and federal stakeholders to monitor any policy impacts that a designation may
have on the region.

Legislative Issues - ACOG staff monitors state and federal legistation and policy that could potentially
affect local governments and communities, and keeps its members up to date through
correspondence and presentations at ACOG Board meetings.

Economic Development — In spring 2013, ACOG became designated an official Economic Development
District {EDD]. This designation will allow ACOG to work with the city and the U.S. Economic
Development Administration on infrastructure improvement projects that could promote community
and economic development. One of the first successes of our program was acquiring the EDA grant for
the build-out of the University North Park Centre. ACCG will alsc continue to monitor and update the
region’s Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy {CEDS], and work with city and staff from
Norman’s economic development partners.

Long-Range Planning [Transportation and Water]

Transportation Planning — A significant benefit of participation in the regional transportation planning
process is the ability of member entities to access federal transportation funds for pennies on the
dollar. Norman has long served as the cornerstone for the required local participation in the regional
transportation planning process. The City’s active membership on committees, assistance with
defining needs within the City and the region have helped support the federally certified Oklahoma
City Area Regional Transportation Study (OCARTS] area planning process since its inception 47 years
ago.

Norman receives funding through ACOG for arterial street improvement projects, traffic signal
improvements and sidewalk construction through the Surface Transportation Program Urbanized Area
(STP-UZA] funds. The STP-UZA [and safety) funds estimated to be available to the City in FY13 was

$6,545,216.

in FY2014, ACOG will continue working on the regional Commuter Corridors Study. The study will look at
transit capacity in three corridors in the region, including a southern corridor that would examine
connections between Norman and Oklahoma City. This study will also re-engage the next phase of the
Regional Transit Dialogue, which is a vision for regional transit in Central Ckiahoma.
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For FY2014, the City of Norman’s Transportation dues is $12,622. The return on investment to the city
in this category alone is substantial.

Water Resources — The Water Resources Division of ACOG helps our members maximize the use of
ground and surface water resources. This includes planning, management, protection, and research of
potable water supplies.

The Water Resources Division staff maintains the largest technical database on the Garber-Wellington
aquifer and other groundwater resources of the region. ACOG staff is currently working with state,
federal, and local communities to ensure a technically sound yield study and a fair and equitable
distribution of water rights in Central Oklahoma.

As an EPA designated 208 Agency for surface water guality management, ACOG reviews, maintains,
and implements necessary plans for discharge permits and TMDL studies. As part of this 208
strategy, ACOG staff is currently assisting with a regional water quality study on the Canadian River.
This study encompasses all the municipal dischargers along the river segment from Minco to Purcell,
including Oktahoma City, Norman, Moore, and Mustang.

The Canadian River project will provide regional water resources staff an informed understanding of
the assimilative capacity of the watershed for future waste load allocations. In the past few yeats, the
City of Norman joined a regional group with the intent to organize and execute a waste load allocation
survey. The project will be ready to submit to ODEQ in FY2014.

Technical Assistance and Other Services

Technical Assistance [TA) — ACOG prides itself on being responsive to its member entities. Members
are encouraged to contact staff whenever they have a need. According to our records, Norman has
contacted ACOG for assistance on such things as:
e Alternative fuel vehicle information (IGS staff)
Socioeconomic and data information [Transportation staff)
Emergency management {dispatcher] training information (9-1-1 staff)
Transportation policy and funding information {Transportation staff]
Air Quality information {Transportation staff)
Wireless Phase 2 testing information (9-1-1 staff)
Next Generation 9-1-1 research and program development {9-1-1 staff)
Bike to Work Day information (Transportation staff)
Groundwater information (Water resources staff]
Safe Routes to School information (Transportation staff]
Federal and state legislative issues [IGS staff}
Bicycle and pedestrian safety and active transportation programming [IGS and TPS staff)
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy and Econcmic Development grants and
opportunities {IGS/EDD staff}
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o Disaster Relief Opportunity {DRO} funding potential and resource assistance with federally
declared disasters (1GS/EDD staff).

To summarize, the dues paid by the City of Norman and the member governments in Central Oklahoma
supplements a dedicated and professional staff who:

e Provide a fair and impartial setting for regional decision making.

e Track and analyze issues that may affect our local governments.

e Provide guidance and assistance in problem solving.

e Provide quality services that are relevant, effective and efficient.

Our programming and commitment to our members and the citizens of Central Oklahoma illustrates
that ACOG operates as o sole source to the City of Norman for a variety of professional services.

Norman is a vital player in the regional planning process. Regional cooperation doesn’t just happen on
its own. |t stems from visionary communities like Norman who strive to see the full potential of the
Central Cklahoma region. ACOG is committed to assisting its member communities as they strive for
exceilence and in providing a cocperative forum in which to achieve that goal.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please call me at 234-2264.

Sincerely,
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City Of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73089

Master

File Number: BID-1213-93

File ID: BID-1213-93 Type: Bid Status: Consent item
Version: 1 Reference: Item No. 12 In Control: City Councit
Department: Utilities Department Cost: File Created: 07/30/2013
File Name: Bid No. for purchase of water meters Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING OF BID NO. 1213-93 FOR THE PURCHASE OF
WATER METERS FOR THE LINE MAINTENANCE DIVISION.

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, motion to accept or reject alf bids
meeting specifications for Sections 1, 2, 3, 10, and 13; and, if accepted, award the bid to H.D.
Waterworks Supply as the lowest and best bidder meeting specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

ACTICN NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utiities Authority, motion to accept or reject all bids
meeting specifications for Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8, 11, and 12; and, if accepted, award the bid to
Badger Meter, Inc., as the lowest and best bidder meeting specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 12

Attachments: Text File Water Meter Bid, Bid Tab Water Meters
Project Manager: David Hager, Water Treatment Supt

Entered by: david.hager@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Retum Result:

sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File BID-1213-93

Body

BACKGROUND: Cn June 27, 2013 bids were opened on Bid No. 1213-93 for local register water meters for
the Utilities Line Maintenance Division. Funds have been budgeted in the FYE14 budget for these purchases.

In FYE86 a committee comprised of Public Works staff and Division staff recommended standardizing
specifications for turbine, compound and residential cold water meters due to the increasing costs associated
with the difficulty in obtaining, inventorying repair parts, and purchasing water meters. The commitiee
recommended acceptance of cnly Badger, Neptune and Sensus Technologies water meters in the annual cold
water meter contract. This option allowed the Division to purchase and implement radio-read meter technology

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on 8/8/2613



Master Continued {BID-1213-93)

where practical. Local read meters must be physically read by a person. Radic read meters can be read by a
receiving computer in a vehicle as you drive by each meter.

Although the radio-read meter technology has proven to be cost-effective for certain instaliations for the Meter
Services section, the cost difference between local read registers and radio-read registers is substantial
{approximately $100.00 per meter).

Water Meters that have been installed over the past five years are as foliows:

FYEQY - 719 local read water meters ranging in size from 34" to 2" and 546 radic-read water meters.
FYE10 - 648 local read register water meters and 400 radic-read water meters

FYE 11 - 514 local read register water meters and 400 radio-read water meters

FYE12 - 248 local read register meters and 416 radio-read water meters

FYE13 - 869 local read register water meters and 413 radio-read water meters.

DISCUSSION: Proposals were sent to four (4) suppliers who manufacture water meters meeting City of
Norman specifications with three (3) responses. The bid provides for the purchase, on an as needed basis, of
approximately 800 residential cold water meters beginning in FYE14; this also allows for purchase of small
quantites of large size water meters. Bid prices increased on an average of 8% over the current contract
amounts approved in FYE11, due to increased costs associated with envirc brass and copper used in the
manufacture of water meters.

RECOMMERNDATION: It is reccommended that Bid No. 1213-93 be awarded to Badger Meter, Inc. and to HD
Supply Waterworks, Inc. as the lowest and best bidders meeting specifications. Funds are available in
Maintenance Supplies Meter Sets/Repairs (account 031-5551-462.32-18; balance for FYE14 $178,859)

City of Nerman, OK Page 2 Printed on 8/8/2013
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Counci

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73068

Master

File Number: K-1314-7

File ID: K-1314-7 Type: Contract Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: Item No. 13 In Control: City Council
Department: Utilities Depariment Cost: $92,000.00 File Created: 07/18/2013
File Name: Well House No. 20 Reconstruction Project Final Action: 08/13/2013

Title: CONSIDERATICN OF BID NO. 1213-94, NCRMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY APPROVAL
OF CONTRACT NO. K-1314-7 WITH ASSOCIATED ENVIRONMENTAL INDUSTRIES
CORPORATION IN THE AMOUNT OF $92,000; PERFORMANCE BOND NO. B-1314-6;
STATUTORY BOND NO. B-1314-7; AND MAINTENANCE BOND NO. MB-1314-3; FOR
THE WATER WELL HOUSE NO. 20 RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT AND BUDGET
APPROPRIATION.

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, motion fo accept or reject all bids
meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of $92,000 to Associated
Environmental Industries Corporation as the lowest and best bidder meeting specifications;
approve Contract No. K-1314-7 and the performance, staiutery, and maintenance bonds;
authorize execution of the contract and bonds; direct the filing of the bonds; and appropriate
$100,000 from the VWater Fund Balance (031-0000-253-20-00) tc Project No. WAD1S7, Water
Well House #20 Replacement, Construction (031-9345-462.61-01).

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 13

Attachments: Text File Well House, Bid_Tabu'ation. pdf, Contract
K1314-7.pdf, Performance Bond B1314-6.pdf,
Statutory Bond B1314-7_pdf, Maintenance Bond
MB1314-3.pdf, PR Associated
Project Manager: Bryan Hapke, Water Treatment Plant

Entered by: bryan.hapke@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Retumn Result:
sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File K-1314-7

Body
BACKGROUND: On January 3, 2013 a pickup truck involved in an accident while traveling north on Interstate

35, left the roadway and impacted the south wall of the well house at the City's Water Well No. 20. The south
wall of the well house was completely destroyed, and the east and west walls were seriously damaged, leaving
the structure unstable. Staff immediately arranged for power to the well house and the well house structure to
be removed completely for safety.
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Master Continued {K-1314-7)

Poe and Associates were contacted fo prepare bid documents for replacing the well house. Poe and
Associates were under contract for small engineering projects at an hourly rate, and they did the engineering on
the most recent ten new wells, making them the togical choice. The plans and specifications were prepared.

DISCUSSION: On June 27, 2013, Bid No. 1213-94 was opened for the Project Bids were received from
three contractors. Associated Industries, Norman, Oklahoma was the low bidder on the project at $92,000.00
for the base bid, and $10,000 for the alternate to supply a metal roof in lieu of a concrete roof.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff has reviewed bids and found them to be in order, and recommends that Bid No.
1213-94 be awarded to Associated Industries in the amount of $92,000.00 for the base bid without the add
alternate, and further recommends approval of Contract No. K-1314-7, Performance Bond No. B-1314-8,
Statutory Bond No. B-1314-7, and Maintenance Bond No. MB-1314-3.  Staff further recommends a budget
appropriation in the amount of $100,000.00 from the Water Fund Balance (031-0000-253.00-00) to a new
Capital Project Number WAD0197, Account Number 031-9345-462.61-01. The additional $8,00C of this transfer
will provide a contingency and allow staff to purchase anciliary equipment directly which will consist of field
instruments to measure well water level and discharge pressure.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed an 6/8/2013



CITY OF NORMAN
Norman, Oklahoma

TABULATION OF BIDS

No. 1213-94
Tune 27, 2013

The following is a tabulation of bids received by the City of Norman for Water Well House No.
20 Reconstruction.

WATER WELL HOUSE NQ. 20 RECONSTRUCTION

Bidder Total Base Bid Add/Deduct for Metal Roof

Wynn Construction, Oklahoma City $119,000.00 $0.00
Rudy Box & Associates, Norman $148,500.00 $0.00
Associated Industries, Norman $92.000.00 $10,000.00

RECOMMENDATION: That the bid be awarded to Associated Industries, Norman, Oklahoma
in the amount of $92,000.00 for reconstruction of the well house at Well #20 as the lowest and
best bid.

Forwarded By:
Bryan Hapke, Supervisor
Water Treatment Division
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CONTRACT K-1314-7
Page 1 of 5

CONTRACT

THIS CONTRACT made and entered into this __ 13th day of  August

2013 , by and between the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public Trust of the State of
Oklahoma, hereinafter designated as the AUTHORITY, and_ Associated Environmental
Industries, Corp  herein after designated as the CONTRACTOR.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS the AUTHORITY has caused to be prepared in accordance with law,
specifications, and other bidding documents for the work hereinafter described and has approved
and adopted all of said bidding documents, and has caused Notice to Bidders to be given and
advertised as required by law, and has received sealed proposals for the furnishing of all labor
and materials for the following proiect:

WATER WELL HOUSE NO. 20 RECONSTRUCTION
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

as outlined and set out in the bidding documents and in accordance with the terms and provisions
of said CONTRACT; and,

WHEREAS, the CONTRACTOR in response to said Notice to Bidders, has submitted to
the AUTHORITY in the manner and at the time specified, a sealed proposal in accordance with
the terms of this CONTRACT; and,

WHEREAS, the AUTHORITY, in the manner provided by law, has publicly opened,
examined, and canvassed the proposals submitted and has determined and declared the above-
named CONTRACTOR to be the lowest and best Bidder on the above-prepared project, and has
duly awarded this CONTRACT to said CONTRACTOR, for the sum named in the proposal, to
wit:

Ninety two thousand DOLLARS (§ 92.000.00).

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual agreements, and covenants
herein contained, the parties to this CONTRACT have agreed, and hereby agree, as follows:

1) The CONTRACTOR shall, in a good and first-class, workman-like manner at his own
cost and expense, furnish all labor, materials, tools, and equipment required to perform and
complete said work in strict accordance with this CONTRACT and the following CONTRACT
Documents:

= the Invitation to Bid;

» the Form for Bidders;

= the Notice to Bidders;

* the CONTRACTOR'S Bid or Proposal;
» the Specifications, and

CAl
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CONTRACT K-1314-7
Page 2 of 5

= the Bonds thereto; all of which documents are on file in the Office of the
Purchasing Department of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, and are
made a part of this CONTRACT as fully as if the same were set out at length,
with the following additions and/or exceptions:

Notice to Proceed

2) The AUTHORITY shall make payments, minus a retainer as stipulated in the
CONTRACT Documents, to the CONTRACTOR in the following manner: On or about the first
day of each month, the project manager, or other appropriate person, will make accurate
estimates of the value, based on CONTRACT prices, of work done, and materials incorporated in
the work and of materials suitably stored at the site thereof during the preceding calendar month.
The CONTRACTOR shall fumish to the project manager, or other appropriate person, such
detailed information as he may request to aid him as a guide in the preparation of the monthly
estimates.

Each monthly estimate for payment must contain or have attached an affidavit in
accordance with the Constitution of the State of Oklahoma, Title 74, Section
3109-3110, and Title 62, Section 310.09.

On completion of the work, but prior to the acceptance thereof by the AUTHORITY, it shall
be the duty of the project manager, or other appropriate person, to determine that said work has
been completely and fully performed in accordance with said CONTRACT Documents; and
upon making such determinations said official shall make his final certificate to the
AUTHORITY.

The CONTRACTOR shall furnish proof that all claims and obligations incurred by him in
connection with the performance of said work have been fully paid and settled; said information
shall be in the form of an affidavit, which shall bear the approval of the surety on the
CONTRACT Bonds for payment of the final estimate to the CONTRACTOR; thereupon, the
final estimate (including retainer) will be approved and paid.

3) It is further agreed that the CONTRACTOR will commence said work within _ten
(10} calendar days following receipt of a NOTICE-TO-PROCEED, and prosecute the same
vigorously and continuously, and complete the same within _one hundred twenty (120)
calendar days following receipt of said NOTICE-TO-PROCEED.

4) That the AUTHORITY shall pay the CONTRACTOR for the work performed as a
percentage of completion of the total project less retainage of ten percent. . Should any defective
work or materials be discovered or should a reasonable doubt arise at to the quality of any work
completed, there will be deducted from the next estimate an amount equal to the value of the
defective or questionable work and shall not be paid until the defects are remedied. And that the
CONTRACTOR’S bid is hereby made a part of this CONTRACT.

CA2
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CONTRACT K-1314-7
Page 3 of 5

5) That the AUTHORITY reserves the right to add to or subtract from the estimated
quantities or amount of work to be performed up to a maximum of 15% of the total bid price.
The work to be performed or deducted shall be at the unit price bid.

6) That the CONTRACTOR will not undertake to furnish any materials or to perform any
work not specifically authorized under the terms of this Agreement unless additional materials or
work are authorized by written Change Order, executed by the AUTHORITY; and that in the
event any additions are provided by the CONTRACTOR without such authorization, the
CONTRACTOR shall not be entitled to any compensation therefore whatsoever.

7) That if any additional work is performed or additional materials provided by the
CONTRACTOR upon authorization by the AUTHORITY, the CONTRACTOR shall be
compensated therefore at the unit price bid or as agreed to by both parties in the execution of the
Change Order.

8) That the CONTRACTOR shall perform the work and provide the materials strictly in
accordance with the specifications as to quality and kind and all work and materials shall be
subject to rejection by the AUTHORITY through its authorized representatives for failure to
meet such requirements, and in the event of such rejection, the CONTRACTOR shall replace the
work and materials without compensation therefore by the AUTHORITY.

9) The CONTRACTOR shall complete the work in accordance with the terms of this
Agreement. The CONTRACTOR agrees to pay as liquidated damages, the sum of Three hundred
dollars ($300.00) for each consecutive calendar day thereafter the specified time for completion,
as provided in the General Conditions.

10) The CONTRACTOR shall furnish surety bonds and certificate of insurance as specified
herein which bonds and insurance must be approved by the AUTHORITY prior to issuance of
the Work Order and commencement of work on the project.

11) The CONTRACTOR shall indemnify, hold harmless, and defend the AUTHORITY from
and against any and all liabilities, claims, penalties, fines, forfeitures, suits and the cost and
expenses incidental thereto (including cost of defense, settlement, and the reasonable attorney’s
fees) which may be alleged against the AUTHORITY or which the AUTHORITY may incur,
become responsible for, or pay out as a result of death or bodily injury to any person, destruction,
or damage to any property, contamination of or adverse effects on the environment, or any
violation or alleged violation of governmental laws, regulations orders, to the extent that such
damage was caused by the CONTRACTOR or CONTRACTOR'’S agents negligence, willful or
intentional act or omission, breach or contract or a failure of CONTRACTOR’S warranties to be
true, accurate, or complete.

12) IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this instrument to be executed,
in four (4) duplicate originals, the day and year first above written.

To that end, no provision of this CONTRACT or of any such aferementioned documents shall be
interpreted or given legal effect to create an obligation on the part of the AUTHORITY to third

CA3
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CONTRACT K-1314-7
Page 4 of 5

persons, including, by way of illustration but not exclusion, sureties upon performance bonds,
payment bonds or other bonds, assignees of the CONTRACTOR, subcontractors, and persons
performing labor, furnishing material or in any other way contributing to or assisting in the
performance of the obligations of the CONTRACTOR; nor shall any such provisions be
interpreted or given legal effect to afford a defense against any obligation owed or assumed by
such third person to the AUTHORITY or in any way to restrict the freedom of the AUTHORITY
to exercise full discretion in its dealing with the Contractor.

The sworn. notarized statement below must be signed and notarized before this Contract will
become effective.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA

COUNTY OF _(fewtiand

Eolpeyd C Lo , of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath
says that (s)he is the augent authorized by CONTRACTOR to submit the above CONTRACT to
the AUTHORITY. Affiant further states that CONTRACTOR has not paid, given or donated or
agreed to pay, give, or donate to any officer or employee of the AUTHORITY any money or
other thing of value, either directly or indirectly, in the procuring of the CONTRACT.

=

= - _
Submitted and sworn to before me this_/ / _day of J U /3{ ,20 /2.

Lo W(},

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

/2. 3. (2

CA4

ZAPID ESTIMATES\Waterline & Water Well Bids\Norman Well House\Construction Contract.doc 13-5



CONTRACT K-1314-7
Page 5 of 5

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties of the First and Second Part have hereunto set their
hands and seals respectively the /7 dayof  July ,
20 (7 andthe day of 7 ,20

(Corporate Seal) (where applicable) Hecopigded Environmentad ndustriées

ATTEST PRINCIPAL

Lot Emar, Signed:

Corporate Secretary (where agiplicable)

Autherized Representative

Roberd (- leved  President
Name and Title ~
Address: 3205 Bart Cormer Dr
_Norman , Ok T30 72
Telephone:
Yo - 260 - [Y34
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
APPROVED as to form and legality this | e day of A’V\@a“é’ ,20 |
Fe—
,\/ AUTHORITY Attorney
Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY this day of
, 20
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
ATTEST
By:
Title: Chairman Secretary
CAS

Z'BID ESTRMATES\Waterline & Water Well BidsWNorman Well House\Construction Contract.doc
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Bond No. GR24059
on B.1314-6

Contract K-1314-7
Page 1 of 4

PERFORMANCE BOND

Know all men by these presents that Associated Environmental Industries Corporation
as PRINCIPAL, and Granite Re, Inc. s a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Oklahoma , and authorized to transact
business in the State of Oklahoma, as SURETY, are held and firmly bound unto NORMAN
UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public Trust of the State of Oklahoma, herein called
AUTHORITY, in the sum of Ninety Two Thousand Dollars & 00/100

Dollars (8 s2,000.00 ), for the payment of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind
themselves, their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns jointly and severally.

WHEREAS, the conditions of this obligation are such, that the PRINCIPAL, being the
lowest and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

WELL HOUSE No. 20 RECONSTRUCTION
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

has entered into a written CONTRACT (K-1314-7) with the AUTHORITY, dated
August 13, 2013 for the erection and construction of this PROJECT, that
CONTRACT being incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth.

NOW, THEREFORE, if PRINCIPAL shall, in all particulars, well and truly perform and
abide by the CONTRACT and all specifications and covenants thereto; and if the PRINCIPAL
shall promptly pay or cause to be paid all indebtedness incurred for labor and materials and
repairs to and parts for equipment furnished in the making of this PROJECT, whether incurred
by the PRINCIPAL or subcontractors; and if the PRINCIPAL shall protect and hold harmless the
AUTHORITY from all loss, damage, and expense to life or property suffered or sustained by any
person, firm, or corporation caused by the PRINCIPAIL or his or its agents, servants, or
employees in the construction of the PROJECT, or by or in consequence of any negligence,
carelessness or misconduct in guarding and protecting the same, or from any act or omission of
the PRINCIPAL or his or its agents, servants, or employees; and if the PRINCIPAL shall protect
and save the AUTHORITY harmless from all suits and claims of infringement or alieged
infringement or patent rights or processes, then this obligation shall be null and void. Otherwise
this obligation shall remain in full force and effect.

It is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or
alterations in the CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein
fixed shall have the effect of releasing the sureties, or any of them, from the obligations of this
Bond.

It is further expressly agreed that the PRINCIPAL'S obligations under this Bond include
payment of not less than the prevailing hourly rate of wages as established by the Commissioner
of Labor and by the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Labor or as determined by a court on
appeal.

0305 1 PERFORMANCE BOND
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B-1314-6
Contract X-1314-7
Page 2 of 4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the PRINCIPAL has caused these presents to be executed in
its name and its corporate seal (where applicable) to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized

representative(s), on the 13th day of August , 2013 , and the SURETY
has caused these presents to be executed in its name and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed
by its authorized representative(s) on the 13th day of August ,20 13

(Corporate Seal) (where applicable)
Associated Environmental industries Corporation

ATTEST PRINCIPAL

9 . Signed:
SOl
Corporate Secretary (wherz'a‘pplioable)

ed Representative

Robert € Kecps , President

Name and Title

Address:
PG Box 5306

Norman, OK 73070

Telephone:
clephone 405-360-1434

(Corporate Seal)
Granite Re, Inc.

ATTEST SURETY

e 0k, et Mo e

Corporate Se@es‘tary D Authorized Représentative

Carey L. Payne, Attorney-in-Fact
Name and Title

Address:

Oklahoma City, OK 73123

Telephone:
405-843-9481

00305 2 PERFCRMANCEBOND
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B-1314-6
Contract K-1314-7

Page3 of 4
CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
)8
county oF _(fevefard
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this /7 day of Jﬂc /\Cj ,
20 (2 vy Robert C Keves | Dresidemt of fecte. Envivonmentd [udustries
Name and Title <

a Ol o hevmed corporation, on behalf of the corporation.

WITNESS my hand and seal this {7 dayof _ |n iy 20 /> .

-, J
Notary Public 0

My Commission Expires: /3. 3- 12

INDIVIDUAL ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
COUNTY OF ))§
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ~ day of s
20 , by an individual.
Name and Title
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

60305 3 PERFORMANCE BOND
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B-1314-6
Contract X-1314-7

Page 4 of 4
PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
)8
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of ,
20 , by partner (or agent) on behaif of
Name and Title
, a parinership.
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
APPROVED as to form and legality this | 1 day of FAZUEF 20 13

¢ AUTHORITY Atiorney
Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY this day of

, 20
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
ATTEST

By:
Title: Chairman Secretary
00305 4 PERFORMANCE BOND
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B-1314.7
Contract X-1314-7

Page 1 of 4
STATUTORY BOND Bond No. GR24059
Know all men by these presents that Associated Environmental Industries Corporation .
as PRINCIPAL, and Granite Re, Inc. , &  corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Oklahoma , and authorized to transact

business in the State of Oklahoma, as SURETY, are held and firmly bound unto NORMAN

UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public Trust of the State of Oklahoma, herein called
AUTHORITY, in the sum of ninety two thousand dollars & no/160's--—-----—-- Dollars ($92,000.08 = -

), for the payment of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind themselves, their heirs,
executors, administrators, successors and assigns jointly and severally.

WHEREAS, the conditions of this obligation are such, that the PRINCIPAL, being the
lowest and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

WELL HOUSE No. 20 RECONSTRUCTION
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

has entered intoc a written CONTRACT (X-1314-7) with the AUTHORITY, dated
August 13, 2013 for the erection and construction of this PROJECT, that
CONTRACT being incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth.

NOW, THEREFORE, if the PRINCIPAL, shall properly and promptly complete the work
on this PROJECT in accordance with the CONTRACT, and shall well and truly pay all
indebtedness incurred for labor and materials and repairs to and parts for equipment furnished in
the making of the PROJECT, whether incurred by the PRINCIPAL, his subcontractors, or any
material men, then this obligation shall be void. Ctherwise this obligation shall remain in full
force and effect. If debts are not paid within thirty (30) days after the same becomes due and
payable, the person, firm, or corporation entitled thereto may sue and recover on this Bond,
subject to the provisions of 61 O.S. 1981 §2, for the amount so due and unpaid.

It is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or
alterations in said CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein
fixed shall have the effect of releasing the SURETIES, or any of them, from the obligation of
this Bond.

It is further expressly agreed that the PRINCIPAL'S obligations under this Bond include
payment of not less than the prevailing hourly rate of wages as established by the Commissioner
of Labor of the State of Oklahoma and by the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Labor or as

determined by a court on appeal.

00310 1 STATUTORY BOND
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B-1314.7
Contract K-1314-7
Page 2af 4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the PRINCIPAL has caused these presents to be executed in
its name and its corporate seal {(where applicable) to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized

representative(s), on the 13th _ day of August ,2013  , and the SURETY
has caused these presents to be executed in its name and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed
by its authorized representative on the 13th _ day of August ,2013 .

(Corporate Seal) (where applicable)

Associated Environmental Industries Co'rl;oration
ATTEST PRINCIPAL

é&, ; ? Signed: /
Invgadl A SN =
Corporate Secretary (where z@icable) _ Wmati\’c

Robeat C- !ngeg Dyesident

Name and Title
Address:
P.O. Box 5306
Norman, OK 73670
Telephone:
405-360-1434
(Corporate Seal) - -
Granite Re, Inc.
ATTEST SURETY
= / Signed:
Gl s
Corporate Secretary 7
Donna Stevens, Attorney-in-fact
Name and Title
Address:
P.O. Box 22127
Oklahoma City, OK 73123
Telephone:
405-843-9481
00310 2 STATUTORY BOND
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B-1314-7
Contract X-1314-7
Page 3of 4

CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )

)8
county oF (| ¢veland )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this { q day of J& / Y s

J
20 2 by 1lobert & tepeso Dresi dpptt of Hesoe. Envirommeni Tudl.

Name and Title Y

a 0 ]d s Momna corporation, on behalf of the corporation.
WITNESS my hand and seal this [ day of J k(UI 20 { % .
S
/6 ™l t éfb‘%
Notary Public PR

My Commission Expires: 12 5[

INDIVIDUAL ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
COUNTY OF ))§
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this __ day of ,
20 , by an individual.
Name and Title
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public »

My Commission Expires:

00310 3 STATUTORY BOND
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B-1314-7

Contract X-1314-7
Pagedof 4
PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )}
)§
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of s
20 , by partner (or agent) on behalf of
Name and Title
, & partnership.
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public
My Commission Expires:
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
& /
APPROVED as to form and Iegality this | ' day of lﬂwﬁ 2005 .
P m—
Q AUTHORITY Attorney
Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHCRITY this day of
, 20
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
ATTEST
By:
Title: Chairman Secretary
00310 4 STATUTORY BOND
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Bond No. GR24055 MB-1314-3

Contract K-1314-7
Page 1 of 4

MAINTENANCE BOND

Know all men by these presents that Associated Environmental Industries Corporation ,
as PRINCIPAL, and Granite Re, Inc. , a  corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Oklahoma , and authorized to transact
busmess in the State of Oklahoma, as SURETY, are held and firmly bound unto NORMAN
UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public Trust of the State of Oklahoma, herein called
AUTHORITY, in the sum of Ninety Two Thousand Doltars & 00/100

Dollars ($ 9200000 ), for the payment of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind
themselves, their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns jointly and severally.

WHEREAS, the conditions of this obligation are such, that the PRINCIPAL, being the
lowest and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

WELL HOUSE No. 20 RECONSTRUCTION
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

has entered into a written CONTRACT (K-1314-7) with the AUTHORITY, dated
August 13, 2013 for the erection and construction of this PROJECT, that
CONTRACT being incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth.

WHEREAS, under the ordinances of the AUTHORITY, the PRINCIPAL is required to
furnish to the AUTHORITY a maintenance bond covering said construction of this PROJECT, the
bond to include the terms and provisions hereinafter set forth, as a condition precedent to final
acoeptance of the PROJECT.

NOW THEREFORE, if the PRINCIPAL shall keep and maintain, subject to normal wear and
tear, the construction, except for defects not occasioned by improper workmanship, materials, or
failure to protect new work until it is accepted, and if the PRINCIPAL shall promptly repair, without
notice from the AUTHORITY or expense to the AUTHORITY any and all defects arising from
improper workmanship, materials, or failure to protect new work until it is accepted; all for a period
of two (2) years from the date of the written final acceptance by the AUTHORITY, then this
obligation shall be null and void. Otherwise, this obligation shall remain in full force and effect at all
times.

Provided further, however, that upon neglect, failure or refusal of the PRINCIPAL to
maintain or make any needed repairs upon the construction on the PROJECT, as set out in the
preceding paragraph, within ten (10) days after the mailing of notice to the PRINCIPAL by letter
deposited in the United States Post Office at Norman, Oklahoma, addressed to the PRINCIPAL at the
address set forth below, then the PRINCIPAL and SURETY shall jointly and severally be liable to
the AUTHORITY for the cost and expense for making such repatr, or otherwise maintaining the said
construction.

If is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or alterations in
said CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein fixed shall have the
effect of releasing the sureties, or any of them, from the obligations of this Bond.

03315 1 MANTENANCE BOND
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MB-1314-3

Contract K-1314-7

Page 2 of 4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said PRINCIPAI has caused these presents to be executed in

its name and its corporate seal (where applicable) to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized

representative(s), on the 13th  day of August , 2013 , and the
SURETY has caused these presents to be executed in its name and its corporate seal to be hereunto
affixed by its authorized representative(s) on the 13th  day of August ,
2013 .

(C@orate Seal) (where applicable)
Associated Environmental Industries Corporation

ATTEST PRINCIPAL

/2 _ Signed: //
Pas ¥y AL W -’
Corporate Secretary (wﬁ applicable) éfygﬁﬁd Representative

Robert O kepec, Presidlect

Name and Title 7

Address:
P( Box 53068
Norman, OK 73070
Telephone:
405-360-1434
(Corporate Seal) Granite Re, Inc.
ATTEST SURETY

Signed:
Corporate Segretary /S Authorized Repiesentative

Carey L. Payne, Attorney-in-Fact
Name and Title

Address:
PO Bax 22127
Oklahoma City, OK 73123
Telephone:
405-843-9481
Q0315 2 MAINTENANCE BOND
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MB-1314-3
Contract X-1314-7
Page 3 of 4

CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 3
)8
county oF Cleveiand )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ! [ dayof __Ji / Y ,
, . - 0/
20 /3 by Kobert C- Leves, Presiclend of Hsecictec! &wmnW Jued-

Name and Title

a O Lo heme corporation, on behalf of the corporation.
WITNESS my hand and seal this 7 day of J&J(/j 20 [ .
Bnii s
Notary Public qJ

My Commission Expires: 2.2 15

INDIVIDUAE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
COUNTY OF ))§
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _ day of
20 , by an individual.
Name and Title
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

00315 3 MAINTERANCE EOND
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MB-1314-3
Contract K-1314-7

Page 4 of 4
PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )]
0§

COUNTY OF )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of s
20 , by partner (or agent) on behalf of

Name and Title
, a partaership.
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY

APPROVED as to form and legality this I @ day of 741/{}51@ , 20 L% .

{ ___J AUTHORITY Attorney

Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY this day of
, 20 .

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY

ATTEST

By:

Title: Chairman Secretary

09315 4 MANTENANCE BOND
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: K-1314-4

File ID: K-1314-4 Type; Coniract Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: Item No. 14 in Control: City Council
Department: Utilities Department Cost: $308,978.92 File Created: 07/19/2013
File Name: Highway 9 Water Line Relocation Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION OF BID NO. 1314-2, NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY APPROVAL
OF CONTRACT NOC. K-1314-4 WITH TRENT CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., IN THE AMOUNT
OF $308,978.82; PERFORMANCE BOND NO. B-1314-1; STATUTCRY BOND NO.
B-1314-2; AND MAINTENANCE BOND NO. MB-1314-1; FOR THE HIGHWAY 9 UTILITY
RELOCATION PROJECT.

Notes: ACTICN NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Utilities Authority, motion to accept or reject all bids
meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of $309.978.92 to Trent
Construction, L.L.C., as the lowest and best bidder meeting specifications; approve Contract No.
K-1314-4 and the performance, statufory, and maintenance bonds; authorize execution of the
contract and bonds; and direct the filing of the bonds.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 14

Attachments: Text File Highway 8 Water Line, Bid Summary,
Recommendation.pdf, Contract K-1314-4.pdf,
Performance Bond B-1314-1.pdf, Statutory Bond
B-1314-2.pdf, Maintenance Bond MB-1314-1.pdf,
HwySWaterlineRelocationAreaMap pdf, PR Highway
9 Water Line
Project Manager: Jim Speck, Capital Projects Engineer

Entered by: jim.speck@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:
sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File K-1314-4

Body
BACKGROUND: ©On November 23, 2011, the City received a letter from the Oldahoma Department of

Transportation (ODOT) informing the City of plans to perform construction on Highway 9 beginning just west of
24th Avenue SE and extending east along State Highway 9 for approximately 1.5 miles. In the letter, ODOT
notified the City of its responsibility to relocate City utilities in advance of construction.

Cn November 13, 2012, the Normman Utilities Authority {NUA) approved Confract No. K-1213-119 in the amount
of $47,000 with Cardinal Engineers for the design work for the Highway 9 Waterline Relocation Project. On
March 26, 2013 the NUA approved Amendment No. 1 to Contract K-1213-119 for the design of an additiona!

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on 8/8/2013



Master Continued (K-1314-4)

half mile of 12" waterline to complete a looped system which would also provide an additional feed for
businesses and residents of this area. The additional half mile will be bid as a separate project {Phase 2}.

DESCRIPTION: Advertisement for Bid No. 1314-2 for construction of the Highway 9 Ufility Relocation Project
was published in the Mormman Transcripf on June 13th and June 20th, 2013. Five bidders submitted bids for this
project on July 11, 2013, As shown on the attached bid tabulation, Trent Construction, LLC of Harrah,
Oklahoma was the low bidder at $309,978.92 with other bids ranging between $322,705 and $392,246.09.
Cardinal Engineers estimated the construction cost fo be $425,048.70. Staff has reviewed the bids and
recommends the NUA award the bid to Trent Construction, LLC in the amount of $309,978.92.

The Highway 9 Utility Relocation Project is funded through Construction (account 031-9727-462.61-01; project
#MAD181).The Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2013 budget has an unencumbered balance of $1,040,000; therefore,
adequate funding is availabie. ODOT may eventually refund a portion of the cost of the relocations; the ODCT
share is currently estimated at 38.58%.

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the NUA accept the bids received in response to Bid 1314-2 and
award the bid to Trent Construction, LLC of Harrah, Oklahoma. 1t is further recommended that the NUA
approve Contract No. K-1314-4 in the amount of $309,978.92 with Trent Construction LLC, Performance Bond
No. B-1314-1, Statuiory Bend No. B-1314-2, and Maintenance Bond No. MB-1314-1; all bonds being in the
amount of the construction contract.

City of Norman, OK Page 2 Printed on 8/8/2013



BID SUMMARY

Contractor Base Bid
Davenport Construction 322,705.00
6001 W. Horseshoe Bend
Edmond, OK 73034
Downey Contracting 347,926.00
3217 NE 63rd Street
Oklahoma City, OK 73121
4M Trenching, Inc. 392,246.09
5321 SW 11th Street
Qklahoma City, OK 73128
Matthews Trenching 365,064.00
P. Q. Box 15479
Oklahoma City, OK 73120
Trent Construction, LLC 309,978.92

2200 W. Luther Road
Harrah, OK 73045

14-1



N
CARDINAL

ENGINEERI| N G =—————

July 16, 2013

Mr. Jim Speck, P.E.

City of Norman

Norman Utilities Authority
201-A West Gray

Norman, Oklahoma 73070

Re: Highway 9 Utility Relocation Project
Cardinal Engineering Project No. 12175

Dear Jim,

On Thursday, the 11% of July, 2013 at 2:00 P.M.,, five responsive bids were received and publicly
opened at the City of Norman's city hall for the Highway 9 Utility Relocation Project. The five
bids received are listed below with the apparent low bidder listed first.

Contractors Base Bid
Trent Construction, L.L.C.
Harrah, Oklahoma $309,978.92
Davenport Construction
Edmond, Okliahoma $322,705.00
Downey Contracting, L.L.C.
Okiahoma City, Okiahoma $347,926.00
Matthews Trenching Co. Inc.
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma $365,064.00
4M Trenching, Inc.
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma $392,046.09

Trent Construction, L.L.C. of Harrah, Oklahoma was the apparent responsive low bidder. We
have reviewed their bid proposal, with all items checked for correctness in their extensions and
additions. Based on the review and references called, we find Trent Construction, L.L.C. bid and
qualification to be competent to complete the project according to the construction
documents.

Engineering . Environmental . Surveying

Okichoma Cily 1015 North Broadway.Suite 300 - Ckichoma City.Cklahoma — 73102 - P 405.842.1066 ~ F 405.843.4687
Norman 3226 Bart Conner Drive - Norman.Oklohoma - 73072 — P 405.579.0655 ~ £ 405.366.8540

Tulsa 7136 § Yale Ave.Suite 120 - Tulsa.Cklchoma — 74134 — P 218.895-.9766 - F 918.895.9748

Woodward 2220 Oklahoma Ave Suite 201 ~ Woodward.Oklahoma — 73801 - P 580.254.3514 - F580.,254.3518

14-2



Norman, Oklahoma CONTRACTK-1314-4
HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT

CONTRACT

THIS CONTRACT made and entered into this day of
20, by and between the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public Trust of the State of
Oklahoma, hereinafter designated as the AUTHORITY, and _ Trent Construction, LLC
_, hereinafter designated as the CONTRACTOR.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the AUTHORITY has caused to be prepared in accordance with law,
specifications, and other bidding documents for the work hereinafter described and has approved
and adopted all of said bidding documents, and has caused Notice to Bidders to be given and
advertised as required by law, and has received sealed proposals for the furnishing of all labor
and materials for the following project:

HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

as outlined and set out in the bidding documents and in accordance with the terms and provisions
of said CONTRACT; and,

WHEREAS, the CONTRACTOR in response to said Notice to Bidders, has submitted to
the AUTHORITY in the manner and at the time specified, a sealed proposal in accordance with
the terms of this CONTRACT; and,

WHEREAS, the AUTHORITY, in the manner provided by law, has publicly opened,
examined, and canvassed the proposals submitted and has determined and declared the above-
named CONTRACTOR to be the lowest and best Bidder on the above-prepared project, and has
duly awarded this CONTRACT to said CONTRACTOR, for the sum named in the proposal, to

wit:
Three-hundred-nine thousand. nine-hundred-seventy-eight, and 92/100  Dollars
($_309.978.92 ).

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual agreements, and covenants
herein contained, the parties to this CONTRACT have agreed, and hereby agree, as follows:

1) The CONTRACTOR shall, in a good and first-class, workman-like manner at his own
cost and expense, furnish all labor, materials, tools, and equipment required to perform and
complete said work in strict accordance with this CONTRACT and the following CONTRACT
Documents:

= the Bid Notice published in The Norman Transcript;

» the Notice to Bidders;

» the Instructions to Bidders;

» the CONTRACTOR'S Bid or Proposal;

» the Construction Drawings, Specifications, and Provisions; and

00500 Contract July, 2013
00500-1
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Norman, Oklahoma i CONTRACT K-1314-4
HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT

= the Bonds thereto; all of which documents are on file in the Office of the
Purchasing Department of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, and are
made a part of this CONTRACT as fully as if the same were set out at length,
with the following additions and/or exceptions:

None

2) The AUTHORITY shall make payments, minus a retainage as stipulated in the
CONTRACT Documents, to the CONTRACTOR in the following manner: On or about the first
day of each month, the project manager, or other appropriate person, will make accurate
estimates of the value, based on CONTRACT prices, of work done, and materials incorporated in
the work and of materials suitably stored at the site thereof during the preceding calendar month.
The CONTRACTOR shall furnish to the project manager, or other appropriate person, such
detailed information as he may request to aid him as a guide in the preparation of the monthly
estimates.

Each monthly estimate for payment must contain or have attached an affidavit in
accordance with the Constitution of the State of Oklahoma, Title 74, Section
3109-3110, and Title 62, Section 310.09.

On completion of the work, but prior to the acceptance thereof by the AUTHORITY, it shall
be the duty of the project manager, or other appropriate person, to determine that said work has
been completely and fully performed in accordance with said CONTRACT Documents; and
upon making such determinations said official shall make his final certificate to the

AUTHORITY.

The CONTRACTOR shall furnish proof that all claims and obligations incurred by him in
connection with the performance of said work have been fully paid and settled; said information
shall be in the form of an affidavit, which shall bear the approval of the surety on the
CONTRACT Bonds for payment of the final estimate to the CONTRACTOR; thereupon, the
final estimate (including retainage) will be approved and paid.

3) It is further agreed that the CONTRACTOR will commence said work within ten (10)
calendar days following receipt of a NOTICE-TO-PROCEED, and prosecute the same vigorously
and continuously, and complete the same within one-hundred and fifty (120) calendar days
following receipt of said NOTICE-TO-PROCEED.

4) That the AUTHORITY shall pay the CONTRACTOR for the work performed as follows:
a) Payment for unit price items shall be at the unit price bid for actual construction
quantities. (or) Payment for the lump sum price items shall be at the price bid for

actual construction complete in place.
b) Construction items specified but not included as bid items shall be considered
incidental and shall not be paid for directly, but shall be included in the bid price for

00500 Contract July, 2013
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Norman, Cklahoma CONTRACTK-13144
HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT

any or all of the pay quantities. Should any defective work or materials be discovered
or should a reasonable doubt arise at to the quality of any work completed, there will
be deducted from the next estimate an amount equal to the value of the defective or
questionable work and shall not be paid until the defects are remedied. And that the
CONTRACTOR’S bid is hereby made a part of this CONTRACT.

5) That the AUTHORITY reserves the right to add to or subtract from the estimated
quantities or amount of work to be performed up to a maximum of 15% of the total bid price.
The work to be performed or deducted shall be at the unit price bid.

6) That the CONTRACTOR will not undertake to furnish any materials or to perform any
work not specifically authorized under the terms of this Agreement unless additional materials or
work are authorized by written Change Order, executed by the AUTHORITY; and that in the
event any additions are provided by the CONTRACTOR without such authorization, the
CONTRACTOR shall not be entitled to any compensation therefore whatsoever.

7) That if any additional work is performed or additional materials provided by the
CONTRACTOR upon authorization by the AUTHORITY, the CONTRACTOR shall be
compensated therefore at the unit price bid or as agreed to by both parties in the execution of the
Change Order.

8) That the CONTRACTOR shall perform the work and provide the materials strictly in
accordance with the specifications as to quality and kind and all work and materials shall be
subject to rejection by the AUTHORITY through its authorized representatives for failure to
meet such requirements, and in the event of such rejection, the CONTRACTOR shall replace the
work and materials without compensation therefore by the AUTHORITY.

9) The CONTRACTOR shall complete the work in accordance with the terms of this
Agreement. The CONTRACTOR agrees to pay as liquidated damages, the sum __ two hundred
forty ($_240 ) for each consecutive calendar day thereafter the

specified time for completion, as provided in the General Conditions.

10) The CONTRACTOR shall furnish surety bonds and certificate of insurance as specified
herein which bonds and insurance must be approved by the AUTHORITY prior to issuance of
the Work Order and commencement of work on the project.

11) The CONTRACTOR shall indemnify, hold harmless, and defend the AUTHORITY from
and against any and all liabilities, claims, penalties, fines, forfeitures, suits and the cost and
expenses incidental thereto (including cost of defense, settlement, and the reasonable attorney’s
fees) which may be alleged against the AUTHORITY or which the AUTHORITY may incur,
become responsible for, or pay out as a result of death or bedily injury to any person, destruction,
or damage to any property, contamination of or adverse effects on the environment, or any
violation or alleged violation of governmental laws, regulations orders, to the extent that such
damage was caused by the CONTRACTOR or CONTRACTOR’S agents negligence, willful or
intentional act or omission, breach or contract or a failure of CONTRACTOR’S warranties to be

true, accurate, or complete.

(0500 Contract July, 2013
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Norman, Oklahoma CONTRACT K-1314-4
HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT

12) IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have caused this instrument to be executed,
in four (4) duplicate originals, the day and year first above written.

To that end, no provision of this CONTRACT or of any such aforementioned documents shall be
interpreted or given legal effect to create an obligation on the part of the AUTHORITY fto third
persons, including, by way of illustration but not exclusion, sureties upon performance bonds,
payment bonds or other bonds, assignees of the CONTRACTOR, subcontractors, and persons
performing labor, furnishing material or in any other way contributing to or assisting in the
performance of the obligations of the CONTRACTOR; nor shall any such provisions be
interpreted or given legal effect to afford a defense against any obligation owed or assumed by
such third person to the AUTHORITY or in any way to restrict the freedom of the AUTHORITY
to exercise full discretion in its dealing with the Contractor.

The sworn, notarized statement below must be signed and notarized before this Contract will
become effective.

STATE OF /// oA )
COUNTY OF % Lot & )

‘/7444‘ /% //;/ , of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath

says that (s)he is the agent authorized by CONTRACTOR to submit the above CONTRACT to
the AUTHORITY. Affiant further states that CONTRACTOR has not paid, given or donated or
agreed to pay, give, or donate to any officer or employee of the AUTHORITY any money or
other thing of value, either directly or indirectly, in the procuring of the CONTRACT.

— 77

L
Submi ““ ‘é?%'to before me this fq/f'day of W , 20 o)

My Commission Expires:

G- 3- 2007

00500 Contract July, 2013
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Norman, Okiahoma CONTRACT K-1314-4
HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the said parties of the First and Second Part have hereunto set their
hands and seals respectively the /fr-éday of AU ;7- ,

20 /X ,and the day of ,20
(Corporate Seal) (where applicable) /?[‘ > / P 4//“ o ( /C
ATTEST PRINCIPAL
Signed: ‘7///%
Corporate Secretary (where applicable) Authorized Representative

s //// j/}/,(/ e

Name and Title

Address: ?2(/@ L el 4

et I mmsT
oo KT

Telephone:

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY

APPROVED as to form and legality this L day of &Afﬁ)}é{‘ , 205 .

{_____/AUTHORITY Attorney

Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY this day of
, 20

NOM UTILITIES AUTHORITY

ATTEST

By:

Title: Chairman Secretary

00500 Contract Juiy, 2013
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Norman, Oklahoma B-1314-!

HIGHWAY 9 WATERLING PRGHRCT Contract K-1314-4
PERFORMANCE BOND #SSB0425827

Know all men by these presents that _ Trent Construction, LLC . as

PRINCIPAL, and RLI Insurance Company . a corporation organized under the

laws of the State of Hlinois . and authorized (o transact business in the State of

Oklahoma. as SURLTY, are held and firmly bound unto NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a Public
Trust of the State of Oklahema. herein called AUTHORITY, in the sum of __three-hundred-nine
thousand, ninc-hundred-seventy-eight, and 92/100 L
Daollars ($_ 309,978 92 ), for the pavinent of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind
themselves. their heirs, exccutors, administrators, suceessors and assigns jointly and severaily.

WHERLAS, the conditions of this obligatiop are such. that the PRINCIPAL. being the lowest
and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

has  entered into a  writen CONTRACYT  (K-1314-4) with the AUTHORITY. dated
for the erection and construction of this PROJECT. that

CONTRACT being incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth.

NOW, THEREFORE, if PRINCIPAL shall, in all particulars. well and truly perform and abide
by the CONTRACT and all specifications and covenants thercto: and if the PRINCIPAL shall promptly
pay or cause to be paid all indebtedness incurred for labor and materiais and repairs to and parts for
equipment furnished in the making of this PROJECT, whether incurred by the PRINCIPAL or
subcontractors: and i1 the PRINCIPAL shall protect and hold harmless the AUTHORITY from all lass,
damage. and cxpense to life or property suflcred or sustained by any person, firm. or corporation caused
by the PRINCIPAL or his or its agents, servants. or employces in the construction of the PROJECT. or
by or in consequence of any negligence, carefessness or misconduct in guarding and protecting the same,
or from any act or omission of the PRINCIPAL or his or its agents. servanss. or emplovees: and if the
PRINCIPAL shall protect and save the AUTHORITY harmless from all suits and claims of infringement
or afleged infringement or patent rights or processes, then this obligation shall be null and void
Otherwise this oblipation shall remain in full force and effect.

It is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or alterations
in the CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein fixed shall have the
cffect of releasing the sureties. or any of them. from the obligations of this Bond.

It is further expressly agreed that the PRINCIPAL'S obligations under thic Bond include payment
of not less than the prevailing howrly rate of wages as established by the Commissioncr of Labor and by
the Secrctary of the U.S, Department of 1.abor or as determined by a court on appeal.

IN WITNESS WHEREGQF, the PRINCIPAL has caused these prescnts to be excecuted in i1ts name

and its cornorgte seal {when phcablc} to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized representative(s).
on the My of 7{ J) .20 ! 2, and the SURLETY has caused these presents

to be executed in 11s n /ame and its corporate sea} to be hercunto affixed by its authorized representative(s)

on the & 1 chav of [7 t)ST 2003

N6 Perfirmancy Boand July, 2012
00600-1
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Norman, Cklashoma B-1314-1
[HGHWAY 8 WATIRI NG PROIFCY Contract K-1314-4

{Corporatc Seal) (where applicable)
Trent Construction, LLC

ATTEST PRINCIPAL
Y = Signed: _ : o
Corporate Sccretary (where applicabie) Authorized Representative

T A G AT

Name and Title

Address:
2200 Luther Road

Harrah, OK 73045

Telephone:
405-454-6302

{Corporate Seal)
RL Insurance Company

ATTEST SURETY

Srgalhisrman S ey WA

GolmerateSRonsry  Witness Authorized Repfescntative

Wendy Hollen - Attorney-in-Fact
Name and Title

Address:
PO Box 890300
Oklahoma City, OK 73189
Telephone:
405-691-0016
00t Perlermance Bond July 2003
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Norman, Oklahoma B-1314-1
IHGHWAY 9 WA T RLINYD PROJTCT Contract K-1314-4

CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMFENT

STA1E OF OKLAHOMA )
)8
cotniy o _( Lereln md )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this.(Qir.“iay of { l i1 %1!( al .

30_@ . b M.Cum.)— ﬂ\.l,rUA of T Loy I

Name and Title

_;zg_,ﬂ_u,ﬁ Hia QE !;‘ ZEJF Ca 0/t QML‘OI[JOMIIGH- on behalf of the corporation.
WITNESS my hand and seal thls ayof _{ 2_{ g { ?&L ¥ S KO I3

Valdicp

awy,

My Coemmission Expires: J I'O["’ cQOl(& \\\\\é{\ Wﬁj;_ré‘@,,”

Notary Public

£ { p12010434 3
INDIVIDUAL ACKNOWLEDGEMEN1 H i EXP. 11/01/16 § i e
Z oY
20 £
’4,,7;‘\5“8_‘:\0 “E$
STATE Of OKI.AHOMA ) “ty,, OF OR- &
% Ui
COUNTY OF _ B
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of .
20 by an individual.
Name and Title
WITNESS my hand and seal this ____ day of 19 B
N&a_r}' Public
My Commission Expires:
July. 2013

Onal Pertarmance Bond

0G600-3
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Norman. Oklahoma H-i

-13%
HIGHWAT 9 WATFRLINE PROJEC) Comtract K-131

PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA }
Jt
COUNTY OF _ 3
The forcgoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
20 . by pariner (or agent} on behalf of

—Name and Titie

__. apartnership.

WITNLESS my hand and seal this  day of 20

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

NORMAN UTH.ITIES AUTHORITY

APPROVED as to form and legality this Z day nt‘% . 29__?5

(/’Evmomn’ Attorney

Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY this day of
20

NORMAN UTILTTIES AUTHORITY

ATTEST
By
Title Chairman Secretary
G0 Pertormancy Bond Jube 2013

006004
14-11



Norman, Oklahoma B-1314.2

HIGHWAY 9 WATLRLIN PROIECT Coniract K-1314-4
STATUTORY BOND #5SB0425827

Know all men by these presents that _ Trent Construction, LLC . as

PRINCIPAL, and RL! insurance Company _.a corporation organized under

the laws of the Staic of ltinois . and authorized (o transact business in the State of

Oklahoma. as SURE'TY. are held and firmly bound unto NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY, a
Public Trust of the State of Oklahoma. herein called AUTHORITY, in the sum of

three-hundred-nine thousand, nine-hundred-seventy-eight, and 92/100 Doliars
{$ 309.978.92 ). for the payment of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind themselves. their
heirs. executors, administrators, successors and assigns jointly and severally.

WIIEREAS. the conditions of this obligation are such. that the PRINCIPAL. being the
lowest and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

HIGHWAY ¢ WATERLINE PROJECT
NORMAN, CKLAHOMA

has entcred imo a written CONTRACT (K-1314-4} with the AUTHORITY, dated
for the ercction and construction of this PROIECT, that

CONTRACT being incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth.

NOW. 'HEREFORE. if the PRINCIPAL. shall properly and promptly complete the work on
this PROJECT in accordance with the CONTRACT, and shall well and truly pay all indebtedness
incurred for labor and materials and repairs to and parts for equipment furnished in the making of the
PROJECT. whether incurred by the PRINCIPAL | his subcontractors. or any material men. then this
obligation shall be void. Otherwise this obligation shall remain in full force and cffect. If debts are
not paid within thirty (30) days after the same becomes due and pavable, the person. firm. or
corporation cntitled thereto may sue and recover on this Bond. subject to the provisions of 61 O.S.
1981 §2. for the amount so due and unpaid.

It is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or
alterations 1 said CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein fixed
shalt have the effect of releasing the SURETIES, or any of them. from the obligation of this Bond.

It is further eapressly agreed that the PRINCIPAL'S obligations under this Bond include
payment of not less than the prevailing hourly rate of wages as cstablished by the Commissioner of
Labor of the State of Oklahoma and by the Secretary of the LS, Deparument of Laber or as
determined by a court on appesl.

S Stawtory Bond July, 2414

0Lo05-1
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Nonnan. Oklahoma R-1314-2
HIGHWAY 9 WATLRLINE PROS-CT Contract K-1514-4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. the PRINCIPAL has caused these presents to be executed in its name and
its corporate scal {where applicable) to be hereunio affixed by its duly authorized representative(s).
on the | <1 day of .20 . and the SURETY has caused
these presents fo be cxecuied in its name and its corperate seal to be hereunto affixed by its

authorized representative on the l & day of f\ OLUVSTT .20 ﬁ 3 .

{Caorporate Seal} (where applicable} Trent Construction. LLC
ATTEST . PRINCIPAL
é/"”/ C— ] Signed: /-W,/
Corporate Secretary {where applicable} Authorized Represcntative

e S e At T

Name and Title

Address: 2200 Luther Road

Harrah, OK 73045

Telephone: 405-454-6302
(Corporate Seal} RL! insurance Company
ATTEST . SURFTY , ,
i - . I
H - 7 .e-'! / i
%{mm Signed: %-%yz&fi ////41
¢ - : = N
(adrporecSarxexary  Witness Authorized Representative
Wendy Hollen - Attorney-in-Fact
Name and Tiile
Address:
PO Box 880300
Oklahoma City, OK 73189
[eicphone:
cphe 405-691-0016
L0603 Stauton Boad July. 2013
H0603-2
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Norman. Oklaboma
Lontract K-1314-4

INGHWAY 9 W ATERLING PROIECT

CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STAIE OF OKLAHOMA }

1§
county of @lorelond )

‘The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me thi&%/d,day of |

20 [P by Rlaore S of sk Cmaliticliorn 3¢

Name and Title

a M MA%@; ,Q@Laj,t—mfa carperation. on behalf of the corporation.

WITNESS my hand and seal th2ch day QFM 2013

~ >

Notary Public

My Commission Expires: H’( EL"QO fb
u\*“"“””””;,
f

‘\\\:C; W WAL Té‘

"llm

& easers “,
S0 <OTAR; A
S /8 e
INDIVIDUAL ACKNOWLEDGEMENT H #12010434 3 =
EIR] { EXP. 11/01/16 f z
AT ; < 1. :‘; A e’ N
STATE OF OKLAHIOMA } ‘ 2?;%\6 @::
3 ’I,’/ OfF M:Q.-Pg\\\\\
. Ny ) o &
COUNTY OF ) LS
lhe foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
28 by _anindividual.
Narne and Title
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20
Notary Public
My Commission Expires:
Huly, 20113

QRS Statutory Bond
G06035-3
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Norman. Okizhoma B-i314-2
FHGHWAY 9 WA TFRLING PROSECH Contract K-1314-4
PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
I
COUNTY OF }
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
20 . by partner (or agent) on behaif of
Name and Title
L , a partnership.
WITNESS my hand and seal this day of 20 .
Notary Public o
My Commission Expires: _
NORMAN UTHITICS AUTHORITY
APPROVED as o form and {egality 1hisz day of W . 261},%
D -
(_j AUTHORITY Atiomney
Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHIORITY this day of
.20
NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY
ATYEST
By:
Title: Chairman Secretary
MIBG3 Stauten Bond July, 2013

0605-4
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Norman, Oklahoma MB-1314-1
HIGHWAY @ WATLRI INL PROIECT Contract K-1314-1

MAINTENANCE BONID #S5B0425827

Know all men by these presents that  Trent Construction, LLEC . &8
PRINCIPAL, and RLI Insurance Company . a corporation organized under
the laws of the State of __ lllinois . and authorized to transact business in the State of

Oklaboma, as SURETY. arc held and firmly bound unte NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY. a
Public Trust of the State of Oklahoma. herein called AUTHORITY. in the sum of

___three-hundred-nine_thousand. nine-hundred-seventy-eight, and 92/100 Dollars
($_309.978.92 ). for the payment of which sum PRINCIPAL and SURETY bind themseives. their

heirs. executors. administrators, successors and assigns jointly and sevecraliy.

WHEREAS. the conditions of this obligation are such. that the PRINCIPAL, being the
lowest and best bidder on the following PROJECT:

HIGHWAY 9 WATERLINE PROJECT
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

has entered into a written CONIRACT (K-1314-4) with the AUTIIORITY, dated
for the erection and construction of this PROJECT, that

CONTRACT heing incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth,

WHEREAS. under the ordinances of the AUTHORITY. the PRINCIPAL is required to
furnish to the AUTHORITY a maintenance bond covering said construction of this PROJECT. the
hond to include the terms and provisions hercinafter set forth. as a condition precedent to final
acceptance of the PROJECT.

NOW THERIEFORE. if the PRINCIPAL. shail keep and maintain, subject to normal wear and
tear. the construction. except for defects not occasioned by improper workmanship. materials. or
failure to protect new work until it is accepted, and if the PRINCIPAL shall promptly repair, without
notice from the AUTHORITY or expense to the AUTHORITY any and all defects arising from
improper workmanship. materials, or failure to protect new work until it is accepted; all for a peried
of two (2) vears from the date of thc written final acceptance by the AUTHORITY, then this
obligation shall be null and void. Otherwise, this obligation shall remain in fulf force and effect at

all times.

Provided further, however. that upon negiect. failure or rcfusal of the PRINCIPAL (o
maintasn or make any necded repairs upon the construction on the PROJFCT. as set out in the
preceding paragraph. within ten {10} duys after the mailing of notice to the PRINCIPAL by letter
deposited in the United States Post OtTice at Norman, Oklahoma. addressed to the PRINCIPAL at
the address set torth below. then the PRINCIPAL and SURLETY shall jeintly and severally be lable
to the AUTHIORITY for the cost and expense for making such repair. or otherwise maintaining the

said construction.

If is further expressly agreed and understood by the parties hereto that no changes or alterations in
said CONTRACT and no deviations from the plan or mode of procedure herein Nixed shall have the
effect of releasing the sureties, or any of them. from the obligations ot this Bond.

a6 10 Muanienanee Boad Tulv. 2043

00610-1
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Norman, Oklahoma MB-1314-1
HIGHWAY 4 W ATERLINE PROMGCT Contract K-1314-4

IN WITNESS WHEREOGF. the said PRINCIPAI. has caused these presents to be executed in
its name and its corporate scal (where applicable) to be hereunto affixed by its duly authorized

representative(s). on the ‘ i~ day of S . { Z . and the
SURETY has caused thesc presents (o be executed in its name and iisN)rporate segl to be hercunto
affixed by its authorized representative(s} on the day of ! U"CQ Qg} .

20 | _;
{Corpotate Seal) (where applicabie)
Trent Construction, LLC

ATTEST PRINCIPAL
-
— ——? Signed; /
2 T — et =2
Corporate Secretary (where applicable) Authorized Representative

s AEE G AT

Name and Title

Address:
2200 Luther Road

Harrah, OK 73045

Telephone:
405-454-6302

(Corporate Seal) RLI Insurance Company

ATTEST SURETY

A LA e ) dls WA

GaaposabooSesriary  Witness Authorized Replesentative

Wendy Hollen - Attorney-in-Fact
Wame and Title

Address:
PO Box 890300

Oklahoma City, OK 73189

Telephone:
405-691-0016

614 Mamienance Bond lufy, 3013
00610-2
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Notrman, Oklahoma MB-1313-1
HIGHWAY 9 WATFRUINE PROIECT Contract K-1314-4

CORPORATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATLE OF OKLAHOMA )

I
countvor (0 e 4 nd )

The foregoing mstrument was acknowledged before me rhié@day of __{ j i1 gi; o, .

20 [ Dby RAlowme MU _of _Tagt CGmoluic b %
Name and Titie .
a ok ’ (aldoe « corporation, on hehalf of the corporation.

WITNESS my hand and scal th't_ag/lcﬂ day oi"w 20 _{ 3 .

« o

Notary Public

"
SO A
§ T N0TAR e
My Commission Lxpires: J [”0 [" 20 {iﬂ g 7 #120 . Z
SR 10434 § 2
EniEXP0nsf 3
a’éy‘x’“-«»%uc 5§
Z 5
INDIVIDUAL ACKNOWLEDGEMENT K 5;*5“;{#3\\*“
Ui
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
N
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _ day of .
20 by an individual.
Name and Title
WITNISS my hand and scalthis _ dayeot 20
Notary Public T
My Commission Lxpires:
40611 Muintenance Bond Juls, 2013

00610-3
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Noman, Oklahoma MB-1314-1
PHOHWAY 9 WATERE INL PROITCT Contract K-1314-4

PARTNERSHIP ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA }
i
COUNTYOF )
The forcgoing tnstrument was acknowledged before me this __ day of L
20 Cby pariner (or agent) on behaif of

Name and Tile

. a partnership.

WITNESS my hand and seal this dayol 20

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY

APPROVED as to form and legality this Z day of&g&_ - 2(@_

é ; AUTHORITY Atorney

Approved by the Trustees of the NORMAN UTILITTES AUTHORITY this day of
.20

NORMAN UTILITIES AUTHORITY

ATITS]

Bv:

-

Title: Chatrman Secrctary

GlATE Mamienance Bond fals. 2013

00610-4
14-19



P.0. Box 3967 | Peoria, IL 61612-3967
Phone: (800}645-2402 | Fax: (309)68%-2036 RLI Insurance Compaﬂy

www.rlicorp.com

RLI RLY Surety POWER OF ATTORNEY

Know All Men by These Presents:

That this Power of Attorney is not valid or in effect unless attached to the bond which it authorizes executed, but may be detached by the
approving officer if desired.

That RLI Insurance Company, a(n) Illinois corporation, does hercby make, constitute and appoint:
W.M. McNeill, Cody McNeill, Lisa Sherman, Glenda Stark, Wendy Hollen, Todd Triplett. Rocky Moore, John Rogers, L D. Bixler,
Kyle D. Reser, jointly or severally.

in the City of QOklahoma City State of Oklzhoma its true and lawful Agent and Aftorney in Fact, with full
power and authority hereby conferred, to sign, execute, acknowledge and deliver for and on its behalf as Surety, the following described

bond.

Any and all bonds, undertakings, and recognizances in an amount not to exceed Ten Million Dollars ($16,000,000) for
any single obligation.

The acknowledgment and execution of such bond by the said Attorney in Fact shall be as binding upon this Company as if such bond had
been executed and acknowledged by the regularly elected officers of this Company.

The RLI Insurance Company further certifies that the following is a true and exact copy of the Resolution adopted by the Board of
Directors of RLI Insurance Company, and now in force to-wit:

" All bonds, policies, undertakings, Powers of Attorney or other obligations of the corporation shall be executed in the corporate
name of the Company by the President, Secretary, any Assistant Secretary, Treasurer, or any Vice President, or by such other
officers as the Board of Directors may authorize. The President, any Vice President, Secretary, any Assistant Secretary, or the
Treasurer may appoint Attorneys in Fact or Agents who shall have authority to issue bonds, policies or undertakings in the
name of the Company. The corporate seal is not necessary for the validity of any bonds, policies, undertakings, Powers of
Attorney or other obligations of the corporation. The signature of any such officer and the corporate seal may be printed by
facsimile.”

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the RLI Insurance Company has caused these presents to be executed by its Vice President with its
corporate seal affixed this 10th _dayof __ July ., 20i3

',
ﬁc‘d‘;’;@’ RLI Insurance Company

§ gofFORane 122
i SEAL L | S
% e ~ & RoyC.Dhi i ident
State of Tilinois %, o & oy L. e Vice Presiden
S8 ,"I"’fu‘;! ; i #lllo‘\\“““‘
County of Peoria
CERTIFICATE
On this __10th _ day of ___July 2013 , before me, a Notary Public, I, the undersigned officer of RLI Insurance Company, a stock
personally appeared Rov C. Die _, who being by me duly sworn, corporation of the State of Iilinois, do hereby certify that the attached
acknowledged that he signed the above Power of Attomey as the aforesaid Power of Attorney is in full force and effect and is irrevocable; and
officer of the RLI Insurance Company and acknowledged said instrument furthermore, that the Resolution of the Company as set forth in the
1o be the voluntary act and deed of said corporation. Power of Attomey, is now in force. In testimony whereof, I have
hereunto set my hand and the seal of the RLI Insurance Company
this __ day of .
)7 . g@%&, RLI Insurance Canzpany
Jacqukline M. Bockler Notary Public '
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Buitding Coundil

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: BID-1314-4

File ID: BID-1314-4 Type: Bid Status: Consent liem
Version: 1 Reference: Item No. 15 In Control: City Council
Department: Utilities Department Cost: $119,375.00 File Created: 07/18/2013
File Name: Polycart Purchase Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING OF BID NQO. 1314-4 FOR THE PURCHASE OF TWO
THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED (2,500) 95-GALLON POLYCARTS FOR THE CITY OF
NORMAN SANITATION DIVISION.

Notes: ACTICN NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Municipal Authority, motion to accept or reject all bids
meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of $47.75 each for a total
bid price of $119,375 to Rehrig Pacific Company as the lowest and best bidder meeting all
specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 15

Attachments: Text File Polycarts, Bid Tab Polycarts
Project Manager: Scotfie Williams, Sanitation Superintendent

Entered by: karen.kimber@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action; Sent To: Due Date: Retum Resuit:

sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File BID-1314-4

Body
BACKGROUND: On July 11, 2013, bids were opened for the purchase of 2,500 new 85 gallon polycarts for the

Residential Section of the Sanitation Division in the Utilities Department. The containers will be used by
Norman residents for the collection of all non-hazardous waste.

DISCUSSION: There has been a slight increase in the cost of polycarts due to the rising prices of the
high-density polyethylene resin which is used fo manufacture polycarts. There has also been an increase in
freight costs due to the higher cost of fuel. Proposals for the containers were distributed to four (4) vendors.
Complete bids were received from three (3} vendors. Cascade Engineering did not submit a bid. The three

bidders that did submit were:

Rehrig Pacific Company, Dallas, Texas - $47.75 per container
Otto Environmental, Eloy, Arizona - $47.08 per container *
Schaefer Systems, Charlotte, NC - $52.12 per container

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on 8/8/2013



Master Continued (BID-1314-4)

Rehrig Pacific Company provided the lowest and best bid, meeting all specifications with no exceptions.

*Exceptions: Ottc Environmental containers have a stabilizer additive of 0.5% by weight. The specifications
require a stabilizer additive of 1.5% by weight. This additive protects the containers against ultra violet rays
{which helps keep the color from fading), ensures minimal degradation and protects the plastic resin.

RECOMMENDATION: There is $125,000 budgeted for the purchase of polycarts. it is recommended that Bid
No. 1314-04 be awarded io Rehrig Pacific Company in the amount of $119,375 for the purchase of 2,500 -
95-gallon polycarts {$47.75 each). Funding is available in Sanitation Refuse Receptacles (account
033-5561-432.51-08).
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UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
SANITATION DIVISION
TABULATION OF BIDS

95 GALLON POLYCARTS

BID NO. 1314-04

July 11, 2013
VENDOR QUANTITY UNIT TOTAL
PRICE
Rehrig Pacific Company 2,500 $47.75 $119,375.00
Dallas, TX 75247
Otto Environmental 2,500 $47.08 $117,700.00
Eloy, AZ 85231
Schaefer Systems 2,500 $52.12 $130,300.00
Charlotte, NC 28241

RECOMMENDATION: That Bid No. 1314-04 for 2,500 95-gallon polycarts be
awarded to Rehrig Pacific Company as the lowest and best bidder meeting all

specifications with no exceptions.
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: BID-1314-5

File ID: BID-1314-5 Type: Bid Status: Consent ltem
Version: 1 Reference: ltem No. 16 in Control: City Council
Department: Utilities Department Cost: $87,920.00 File Created: 07/24/2013
File Name: Bid for Refuse Containers Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION AND AWARDING OF BID NO. 1314-5 FOR THE PURCBASE OF FORTY
(40) 6-CUBIC YARD AND EIGHTY (80 8-CUBIC YARD FRONT-LOAD REFUSE
CONTAINERS FOR THE SANITATION DIVISION.

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Acting as the Norman Municipal Autherity, motion to accept or reject all bids
meeting specifications; and, if accepted, award the bid in the amount of $87,8920 to Wastequip
as the lowest and best bidder meeting specifications.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 16
Attachments: Text File Refuse Containers, Bid Tab Refuse

Containers
Project Manager: Scottie Williams, Sanitation Supt.

Entered by: karenkimber@normanck.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver-  Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:

sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File BID-1314-5

Body

BACKGROUND: On July 11, 2013, bids were opened for the purchase of forty (40} - 6 cubic yard front-load refuse
containers; and eighty (80) - 8 cubic yard front-load refuse containers; (50 to be used by Commercial Operation in
the Sanitation Division, and 30 to be used for the Cardboard Recycling Operation). The containers will be used by

Norman businesses for the collection of all non-hazardous waste.

DISCUSSION: Proposals for the front-load containers were distributed to three {3} wvendors. Complete bids were
received from all three (3) wvendors. Wastequip, North Carolina was the lowest and best bidder meeting
specifications with a bid of $87,820. This amount includes 40 six cubic yard containers at a price of $672 each for a
total cost of $26,880 and 80 eight cubic yard containers af a price of $763 each for a total price of $61,040

RECOMMENDATION: Funds are budgeted in the Commercial Section of the Sanitation Utlity and alsoc in the
Recycling Section for the purchase of front-load recycling containers. It is recommended that Bid MNe¢. 1314-5 be
awarded to Wastequip, North Caroling, in the amouni of $879820. Funding is available in Commercial Refuse
Receptacles (account number 033-5562-432.51-08;, $67,190); and in Recycling Refuse Receptacles (account
number 033-5566-432.51-08, $25,000).
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UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
SANITATION DIVISION

Tabulation of Bids

Front Load Refuse Containers - Bid No. 1314-05

Tuly 11,2013

SECTION 1-6 CUBIC YARD

BIDDER QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL PRICE
WASTEQUIP 40 $672 $ 26,880
Beeville, TX 78104
ROLL-OFFS USA 40 $659 $27,960
Durant, OK 74702
CUSTOM 40 $979.20 $39,168
MANUFACTURING
Oklahoma City, OK
73173
SECTION II- 8 CUBIC YARD

BIDDER QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL PRICE
WASTEQUIP 80 $ 763 $61,040
Beeville, TX 78104
ROLL-OFFS USA 80 $ 829 $66,320
Durant, OK 74702
CUSTOM 80 $1,039.20 $83,136
MANUFACTURING
Oklahoma City, OK
73173
BIDDER SECTION 1 SECTION I1 TOTAL BID

TOTAL TOTAL PRICE
WASTEQUIP $26,880 $61,040 $ 87,920
ROLL-OFF USA $27,960 $66,320 $ 94,286
CUSTOM MANUFACTURING | $39,168 383,136 $122,304

RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that Wastequip, North Carolina, be approved as

lowest and best bidder meeting specifications for the purchase of commercial front-load refuse

containers.
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City of Norman, OK Municipal Building Council

Chambers
201 West Gray Street
Norman, OK 73069

Master

File Number: GID 1314-25

File 1D: GID 1314-25 Type: Authorization for Purchase Status: Consent item
Version: 1 Reference: Iltem No. 17 in Control: City Council
Department: Fire Department Cost: $47,036.00 File Created: 07/19/2013
File Name: Breathing Air Compressor - Fire Station 9 Final Action:

Title: CONSIDERATION OF AUTHORIZATICN FOR THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1)
BREATHING AIR COMPRESSOR IN THE AMCUNT OF $47,036 FROM TESCORP FOR

FIRE STATION NO. NINE.

Notes: ACTION NEEDED: Motion to approve or reject authorization for the purchase of one (1}
breathing air compressor in the amount of $47,036 from Tescorp for Fire Station No. Nine.

ACTION TAKEN:

Agenda Date: 08/13/2013
Agenda Number: 17
Attachments: Text File Air Compressor, Tabulation of Quotes Afr

Compressor, BAC -Station 9 - Tescorp.pdf
Project Manager: James Fullingim, Fire Chief

Entered by: devra.smith@normanok.gov Effective Date:

History of Legislative File

Ver- Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:

sion: Date:

Text of Legislative File GID 1314-25

body
BACKGROUND: The purchase of a Breathing Air Compressor (BAC) for the purpose of filing self-contained
breathing apparatus cylinders has been a planned element of the Fire Station #9 construction project. This item

is being provided separately from the construction contract in an effort to achieve a cost savings .

DISCUSSION: This breathing air compressor will be capable of filing the mobile cascade system as well as
individual cylinders to the required 6000-psi thereby maximizing the efficiency of the Fire Department's

breathing air supply.

Written quotes were obtained from three vendors in the amounts of $48,450, $48,949.20 and $47,036. After a
thorough review it is determined that the lowest quote of $47,036, which was submitted by Tescorp

representing Bauer Compressors, should be accepted.

RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that City Council approve the purchase of a breathing air
compressor for Fire Station 9 in the amount of $47,036 from Tescorp. Funds for this purchase are in the FYE
14 budget, Capitaf Fund, Project FT0003, Fire Station 9 Construction (account number 050-8377-418.61-01).

City of Norman, OK Page 1 Printed on §/8/2013



CITY OF NORMAN
FIRE DEPARTMENT
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA

TABULATION OF QUOTES

The following is a tabulation of quotes received for a Breathing Air Compressor for
This item has been

instaliation in Fire Station 9 for the Norman Fire Department.

budgeted for Fiscal Year 2014 in Account 050-9377-419.61-01 Capital Fund, Fire

Station 9, Project No. FT0003.

1328 Azalea Garden Road
Norfolk, Virginia 23502

Vendor: Total Price:
1. Tescorp $47,036.00
P.0. Box 471453
Tulsa, OK 74147
2. August Industries $48,450.00
2811 Eisenhower Street
Carrollton, Texas 75007
3. Bauer Compressors, Inc. $48.949.20

RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the purchase be made from Tescorp as

the best quote.

171



PO Box 471453
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74147

Phone: 1-800-874-7719
A A T E S CO R P Faxo?t;18-665-3951 ’
>\/ Compressor & Pump Specialists -

July 15, 2013

Norman Fire Department

Attn. Deputy Chief Baifey

Re: Compressor Quote

Bauer UN IIi-13H- E-3 ~ 10 hp, 6000 psi Breathing Air Station.

Station shall include a three position containment fill station, four ASME 6000 psi receivers, CO monitor and a
regulated remote fill.

SEE ATTACHED SPECS

List price $51,798.00

Total Delivered Price including inside delivery and training
$ 45,968.00

Optional remote fill with 75 ft, hose reel and hose

Add $ 1,068.00

Delivery 6 {o 8 weeks aro

Repards

Charlie Zurmehly
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

Specification for a breathing air station o refill self-conlained breathing apparatus (SCBA) cylinders with purified
air that meels or exceeds the requirements of CGA Pamphlet G-7, Compressed Air for Human Respiration, the
requirements of ANSI/CGA G-7.1, Commodity Specificalion for Air, Grade E, and all other recognized standards
for respirable air. The breathing air slation shall be comprised, in part, of a high pressure compressor and
purification sysiem, sforage system, cascade fill control panet and confainment fill station. The station shall be
designed for a maximum working pressure of 6,000' PSIG. All equipment shall be new and of current design and
manufacture. Used or refurbished equipment is unaccepiable. Specifications are subject to change without notice,

BAUER MODEL

UNII/13H
UNICUS II

6000 PSI SERVICE

The breathing air station shall be supplied on a steel base frame of welded construction. The
frame shall be designed for both the static and dynamic loads of the system and of sufficient size
to adequately accommodate all of the station’s components. The compressor, purification
system, fill station and al} tubing shall be incorporated into an appliance-like enclosure complete
with sound attenuation. The enclosure panels shall be equipped with a slam-action latches and
lift-off hinges making it simple to facilitate inspection and maintenance. The UNII enclosure
and base frame shall be finished with a baked on polyester powder coat paint for the ultimate in
durability, corrosion resistance, and long life.

The station shall be designed for against-the-wall installation, operation and maintenance and
single-point operator control from the front of the station. The design of the station shall permit
unrestricted cooling air flow to the compressor and motor when installed against a wall. All
system instrumentation, controls and access to the containment fill station shall be located at the
front of the station. The depth of the fill station portion of the Unicus HI is adjustable thereby
allowing the Unicus III to fit through a standard 36” doorway. The station shall be designed for
continuous duty operation indoors with reom temperatures ranging between 40°F and 115°F%
Installation shall not require a special foundation; however, it is the responsibility of the
purchaser to ensure the installation sife has a solid and level foundation that can support the
weight of the station, the availability of a qualified source of air for the intake of the compressor
and adequate ventilation.

All piping and tubing shall be properly supported and protected to prevent damage from vibration
during shipment, operation, or maintenance. Piping and tubing shall be installed in a neat and
orderly arrangement, adapting to the contours of the station. All instrument tubing shall be 300
series stainless steel.

! 5000 PSIG available; customer must specify S000 psi pressure setting.
2 Please consult the Bauer factory for applications outside of this temperature range.

UNIHV/13H July 2010
PAGE10F9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

The station shall be warranted free from defects in material and workmanship for a period of
cighteen months from date of shipment or twelve months from date of start-up, whichever
expires first. The warranty shall not impose limitations on the station’s accumulated operating
hours during the warranty period.

Performance Table
Charei Air
Model FAD® ;ai!‘{l g gp | rpng | Compressor | Purification | Processing
SCFM Model System Capability®
SCFM
, (cu f1)
UNIE13H 10.8 13.0 10,0 | 1420 Ki12.14 1 P2 Securus 67,000
Table 2
SCBA Fills in 1st Hour
From 2 ASME From 4 ASME
Model 2216 PSI 4500 P8I 2216 PSI 4500 PS1
45cuft 45¢cufi 45cuft 45 cu ft
UNI/13H 38 25 63 45

The number of SCBA fills in 1% hour is caleulated by using the following formula:

FAD x 60 min/kr

+ SCBA fills from storage®
{SCBA volame at fill pressure} - (SCBA volunie at 500 PSIG)

Compressor

The compressor shall be an air-cooled, oil lubricated, four stage, three cylinder, reciprocating
compressor. The crankcase shall be cast of a high strength, aluminum alloy. The crankshaf
shall be of a single piece forged steel construction, and supported in the crankcase by three long-
life roller bearings. The connecting rods shall be of single piece design and constructed of a high
strength aluminum alloy. Each connecting rod shall incorporate a roller bearing at the crank end
and needle bearing at the pin end. The pistons shall be constructed of an aluminum alloy. Piston
rings on the second and third stage are of cast iron; first and fourth stage rings shall be of a high
strength polymide. The final stage shall incorporate a ringed, free-floating, aluminum piston,
which is driven by a guide piston and the previous siage’s discharge pressure. The cylinders

? Based on standard inlet conditions.

1 Based on recharging an 80 eu ft eylinder from S00 to 3000 PSIG.
3 Based on an inlet temperature of 67°F,

% Reference the Baver Fillagraph for number of fills from storage,

UNIII/13H Tuly 2010

PAGE2OF 9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRICR

shall be of cast iron construction with deep cooling fins on the external surface for optimum heat
dissipation. The cylinders shall be arranged in a “W™ configuration with the first and second
stage sharing one common stepped cylinder. Each cylinder shall be located directly in the
cooling fan’s blast. The cylinders shall be removable from the crankcase. The compressor’s
flywhee! shall be of casi iron construction. A multi-wing, high velocity cooling fan shall be
integral to the flywheel.

An intercooler shail be provided after each stage of compression and an aftercooler shall be
provided after the final stage of compression. The coolers shall be individually detachable from
the compressor, located directly in the cooling fan’s blast and made of a stainless steel. The
aftercooler shall be designed to cool the discharge air to within 18°F of ambient temperature. A
cool-down cycle shall not be required prior to stopping the compressor.

A separator shall be supplied after the second and third stages of compression, and a coalescing
separator shall be supplied at the discharge of the compressor. An automatic condensate drain
(A.C.D.) system shall be supplied for all of the separators. The drain solenoid shall be controlled
by the PLC and factory preset to drain the separators approximately every fifteen minutes for
approximately six seconds. The A.C.D. system shall unioad the compressor on shutdown for
unloaded restart. An exhaust muffler and condensate reservoir shall be supplied. The
condensate reservoir shall have a high liquid level indication system to provide system shutdown
and to alert the operator that the condensate reservoir is at capacity. The operator shall be alerted
that the reservoir is at capacity via an audible alarm and a scrolling text display message on the
panel mounted operator / compressor interface. Manually operated valves shall be supplied to
override the automatic operation of the A.C.D. system for test and maintenance purposes.

The compressor shall be lubricated by a combination splash /mist and low pressure Iubrication
system, The final stage of compression shall be lubricated by a pressurized lubrication circuit.
The other stages and the driving gear shall be splash/mist lubricated. The low-pressure
lubrication circuit shall include a positive displacement oil pump, gear driven by the crankshaft, a
non-adjustable oil pressure regulator, and a full-flow oil filter with replaceable element. A highly
visible sight glass shall be included to check the oil level. The oil drain for the compressor shall
be piped to the outside of the frame.

The compressor shall be equipped with an inlet filter with replaceable particulate element,

Prime Mover and V-Belt Drive

The single or three-phase electric motor shall be of the open drip-proof (ODP) design. The
motor voltage and frequency shall be specified by the purchaser. The compressor and motor
shall be mounted on a common base that is vibration isolated from the station’s main frame. The
compressor and motor shall be arranged in a vertical design. Power from the motor shall be
transmitted to the compressor by a v-belt drive. The v-belt drive shall be designed to tension the
drive belts automatically. Rotation arrows shall be affixed in a conspicuous piace on the
COmpressor.

UNII/13H July 2010
PAGE 3 OF 9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

Electrical Control & Instrumentation

The compressor control panel (CCP) shall include an across-the-line magnetic motor starter,
fused transformer and PLC controller, The CCP shall be built in accordance with UL S08A, {he
standard for Industrial Control Panels and shall be affired with a UL label.

The PLC compressor control system consists of a programmable logic controller for the
monitering, protection and control of the compressor systems,

Standard features of the CCP include;

ANEMA type 4 electrical enclosure

UL electrical panet

Human Machine Inferface (HMI) with Multi-Color Touch Screen Display incorporating
vivid TFT (Thin Film Transistor) Technology and NOT limited by touch cells (Optional
mounting configurations available-up to 25 ft remote)

Emergency Stop Palm Button

Home screen customizable with distributor contact information

Real Time Clock (time and date)

Compressor on / off

Digital Display of Compressor Final Pressure

Digital Display of Compressor Oif Pressure

Digital Display of current Compressor Run Time

Digital Display of Final Separator Cycle Count

Compressor High Temperature Shutdown and Alarm

Full support of the Automatic Condensate Drain system (interval and duration set points
adjustable thru the HMI - password protected)

- Digital Display of time to next ACD Cycle

- Condensate Drain Reservoir full alarm

Full support of CO monitor alarm functions (oplional)

Full support of SECURUS purification system moisture monitor warmning and alarm
functions

Built in overtime timer set at 5 hours - optional times available

Maintenance Timer (selectable between real time or compressor run time) to give Digital
Display of all needed Preventative Maintenance Evolutions

Motor overload alarm

Nonresettable hourmeter

Recoverable Run History (fast 5 run periods)

Recoverable Alarm History (fast 5 fault shutdowns)

Support of up to 5 Languages (o be specified at time of order; includes English, French,
Spanish & Porfuguese)

Operator choice of display in BAR or PSI

For ease of Maintenance and Repair:
UNI/13H July 2010

PAGE40OF9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

- PLC has removable Terminal Blocks for all functions
- Diagnostic EEPROM (Eleclrically Erasable Programmable Read-Only Memory) Capability
- Support of Two (2) Communication Protocols {optional)
o Ethernet Connection
o Analog Phone Modem
- Wiring shali be encapsulated within a splif corrugated type loom. Each wire end
connection shall be machine crimped and numbered.

The HMI shall have 22 adjustable system parameters secured by password protection. The HMI
will provide display of all safety / fault shutdowns with a text read-out of up to three potential
causes for the fault / shutdown.

The compressor oil pressure shall be monitored by a pressure transmitter and digitally displayed
on HMI. The compressor shall shut down and a fault will be indicated on the HMI should the
compressor’s oil pressure drop below the factory preset vatue during operation. The oil pressure
transmitter shall be by-passed during start-up to permit the oi! pump to achieve the normal
operating pressure.

The low oil pressure and final air pressure transmitters shall be equipped with sealed electrical
connectors, The analog pressure sensors for oil pressure and final pressure shall have adjustable
set point and dead-band thru the HMI (password protected).

A temperature switch shall be supplied on the head of the final stage of compression. The
compressor shall shutdown and a fault will be indicated on the HMI should the final stage
temperature exceed the tamper-proof set point during operation,

Fault shut downs shail not affect the ability to fill SCBA cylinders from the storage system as
long as there is sufficient pressure in the storage to fill them.

Purification System

The purification system shall purify high pressure air to a quality that meets or exceeds the
requirements of CGA Pamphiet G-7, Compressed Air for Human Respiration, ANSI/CGA G-7.1,
Commodity Specification for Air, Grade E, and all other recognized standards for breathing air,
Purification shall be achieved by mechanical separation of condensed oil and water droplets,
adsorption of vaporous water by a desiccant, adsorption of oil vapor and elimination of noxious
odors by activated carbon and conversion of carbon monoxide to respirable levels of carbon
dioxide by catalyst.

The high pressure purification chamber shall have a working pressure of 6000 PSIG. The
purification system shall utilize a replaceable cariridge. The purification system shall be
designed so that the replacement of the cartridge can be accomplished without disconnecting
system piping. The design of the chamber shall preclude the possibility of operating the system
without the cartridge installed or with an improperly installed cartridge. A bleed valve shall be

UNII/13H July 2010
PAGE 5 OF 9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRICR

provided to vent the purification system to facilitate replacing the cartridge. A pressure
maintaining valve and a check valve shall be supplied downstream of the purification system to
increase the efficiency of the purification system by maintaining a positive back pressure. A
check valve shall be supplied between the coalescing separator on the compressor’s discharge
line and the purification system to maintain the positive pressure in the purification system when
the compressor shuts down,

The purification system shall include Bauer’s patented Securus Electronic Moisture Monitor
System’. A sensor shall be located in the Securus purifier cartridge for direct monitoring of
moisture levels. The Touch Screen Display shall indicate the status of the Securus cartridge. The
Securus system shall wam the operator, in advance, of the impending expiration of the Securus
cartridge via a scrolling text display message on the panel mounted operafor / compressor
interface. The compressor shatl shut down automatically and the operator notified via audible
alarm and scrolling text display message on the panel mounted operator / compressor interface
should the operator fail to change the Securus cartridge within the waming period. The
compressor shall not be capable of restarting until the used cartridge is reptaced with a new one®,
The moisture monitoring system shall be of a fail-safe design. Should the electrical contact
between the display module and sensor be disconnected, an immediate fault shut down shall be
effected. For absolute safety and highest quality breathing air, no manual override shall be
supplied for the moisture monitor,

Cascade Fill Control / Instrument Panel

A steel instrument panel affixed with a non-glare Lexan—> overlay shall be installed on the front
of the station, The overlay shall contain an embedded airflow schematic. The cascade fill control
/ insirument panel shall be hinged for easy maintenance and accessibility.

The cascade control panel shall be factory piped for four sforage banks and designed to fill three
SCBA cylinders either independently or simultaneously. The control panel shall include, at a
minimum, a manual control vaive and pressure gauge for each storage bank, an adjustable
regulator for SCBA cylinder fill pressure complete with a pressure gauge for inlet and regulated
pressure and a relief valve to protect the SCBA cylinders from overfilling, a manual control valve
and pressure gauge for each fill position, a manual direction valve to allow the operator to select
SCBA filting from either air storage or the compressor, provisions for factory or field
modification to allow a different fill pressure at each fill position. The cascade system shall
allow the simultaneous tasks of filling one storage bank while drawing down another during the
SCBA fill process.  Strategically placed tees and check valves preciude the need for individual
“To” and “From” valves. Systems requiring individual “To” and “From” valves shall not be
deemed acceptable, as they require more efforts fo operate.

7. 8. Patent Number 4,828,589
® Replace all cartridges at the same tinte.

UNIIIY13H July 2010
PAGEGOF 9
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

All control panel mounted pressure gauges shalt have a 2 ¥%” diameter and be liquid filled. A
fluorescent light shall be factory installed above the panel to provide a glare-free illumination of
the control panel. An on/off switch shall be integrated into the operator / compressor interface
for the light.

Air Storage

The air storage system shall include 1wo receivers fabricated, tested and stamped in accordance to
Section VIII of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code. The receivers shall have a 3:1
safety factor at 6000 PSIG (7000 PSIG MAWP at 200°F).” Bach receiver shall have a capacity of
491 cu ft at 6000 PSIG'®, The receivers shall be mounted in a vertical configuration in a rack
that is integral to the breathing air station’s frame. The rack shell be designed to accommodate
four identical receivers. The receivers shall be instaliled in accordance with 29 CFR 1910.169.
The rack shall be designed to support the receivers in a secure manner and permit visual
inspection of the receivers’ extemal surface. Each receiver shall be supplied with a manual drain
valve, an isolation valve and safety relief valve., For ease of maintenance and periodic inspection
all the drain valves shall be piped to one convenient location within the Unicus 1l enclosure.
Each receiver, or bank of receivers if additional storage is required, shall be piped to the cascade
fill control panel to facilitate cascade filling.

Containment Fill Station

The front-loading, three position; containment fill station shall totally enclose the SCBA or
SCUBA!! cylinders during the refilling process.

The fill station’s outer enclosure and door assemblies shall be constructed of formed % inch thick
plate steel. Venting shall be provided in the bottom of the fill station to allow the rapidly
expanding air from a ruptured cylinder to escape from the fill station. The fill stafion shall be
ergonomically designed for maximum operator convenience and safety for refilling cylinders.
The fill station door and cylinder holder assembly shall tilt out towards the operator 45 degrees,
providing unobstructed access to the cylinder holder to load and unload the cylinders. A chrome
plated handle and heavy-duty gas spring shall be incorporated into the design of the fill station to
assist the operator in opening and closing the fill station door. It shall take no more than
approximately eighteen pounds of force to open or close the fill station door thereby eliminating
operator fatigue.

Each cylinder holder shall be lined to prevent scuffing the outer surface of the SCBA cylinders.
For complete operator protection, the fill station shall include a safety interlock system that will
prevent refilling SCBA cylinders unless the fill station door is closed and secured in the locked

® DOT storage systems available.
10 Capacity referenced to 70°F.

't SCUBAs up to 31 maximum overail length including valve, boot and fill yoke.
UNIV13H July 2010
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SUPERSEDES: ALL PRIOR

position, The automatic interlock will require no actuation of secondary latching mechanism on
the ouiside of the fill station.

Thres fill hoses shall be located within the fill station. Each fill hose shall be equipped with a
bleed valve and SCBA fill adapter of choice. Fill hose retainers shall be provided to anchor the
fill hoses when not in use. '

Testing and Preparation for Shipment

The breathing air station shatl be tested by the manufacturer prior fo shipment

A manufacturer’s nameplate shall be placed on the interior of the electric panel. The nameplate
shall include, at a minimum, manufacturer’s name, model number, serial number, compressor
block number, and date of manufacture. Voltage, phase / frequency, and amperage are located on
another label inside the elecirical panel

The station shall be suitably prepared for motor freight iransport. The station shail be bolted to a
wooden pallet, wrapped in sheet plastic, and fully protected by a wooden crate. The compressor
intake and similar openings shall be suitably covered. Component parts, loose parts or associated
spare parts shall be packaged separately and shipped on the same pallet if feasible,

Documentation

A documentation package shall be supplied with the station, The documentation package shall
include, at a minimum, an operation manuat on CD, recommended spare parts list, warranty
information and a start-up/warranty registration form.

The Operator’s Instruction and Maintenance Manual for the breathing air station shall be as
defailed as possible, ouflining all operation and maintenance instructions. The manual shall
include detailed illustrated drawings for the compressor block and all system components along
with a complete parts listing for all illustrated componen{s. Wamnings and safety precautions
shall be identified clearly in the manual.

Available Accessories

The following shall be SUPPLIED
— Two additionat ASME receivers
— Carbon monoxide monitor with calibration kit

— Remote Fill with bulkhead fitting, regulator, pressure gauge, line valve, and quick connect
coupling

UNII/13H July 2010
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