NOTICE OF MEETING
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
CITY MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 2 NORTH MAIN STREET
STAFF CONFERENCE ROOM, 1°T FLOOR
FEBRUARY 19, 2013, 5:00 P.M.
WORK SESSION AGENDA

Staff will present the following items:

1.

Discuss, as may be needed, Regular Meeting agenda items for the meeting

posted for Tuesday, February 19, 2013.

Receive and discuss the Planning Director’s Report containing items for future

meetings regarding subdivision plats, zoning cases, conditional use permits,
annexations, and proposed text amendments to the Unified Development Code
(UDC).

1.

2.

NOTICE OF MEETING
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
CITY MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 2 NORTH MAIN STREET
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 2"° FLOOR
FEBRUARY 19, 2013, 5:30 P.M.
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

Invocation
Pledge of Allegiance

A. CONSENT ITEMS

All items listed under this section, Consent Agenda, are considered to be routine by the
Planning & Zoning Commission and may be enacted in one motion. If discussion is
desired by the Commission, any item may be removed from the Consent Agenda at the
request of any Commissioner and will be considered separately.

[tem 1:

Approval of Minutes: Work session and the regular meeting of February 4,
2013.

B. ACTION ITEMS

ltem 2:

[tem 3:

Z-FY-13-10: Hold a public hearing to discuss and recommend action on a
zone change from Planned Development with specific uses of shopping center
and housing development to Commercial on 0.52 + acres of Creekside
Planned Development Temple, Bell County, Texas according to the plat
recorded in Volume 1528, Page 813, of the real property records of Bell
County, Texas, located at 3602 SW H K Dodgen Loop. (Applicant: Lamar
Advertising)

Z-FY-13-12: Hold a public hearing to discuss and recommend action on an

amendment to Ordinance 2010-4413, Temple Unified Development Code, in
its entirety to address personnel title changes; Article 1 to address purpose,
compliance, enforcement and violations; Article 2 to clarify final action
requirements; Article 3 to amend subdivision plat review, add requirements for



preliminary plat, amend site plan requirements, clarify appeal processes,
amend warrant and variance requirements in TMED; Article 5 to clarify
manufactured home requirements; Article 6 to amend landscape requirements
for overlay districts and clarify materials in 1-35; Article 7 to amend landscape
requirements, lighting requirements relating to glare, amend sidewalk
requirements, address wall sign placement for certain facades; and Article 8
to amend general provisions to address fire safety requirements, amend fire
and park requirements in ETJ, and amend sidewalk requirements and
applicability in Industrial Park.

C. REPORTS

Item 4: Receive and discuss the Planning Director’'s Report containing items for
future meetings regarding subdivision plats, zoning cases, conditional use
permits, annexations, and proposed text amendments to the Unified
Development Code. (continued, if not completed in Work Session)

| hereby certify that a true and correct copy of this Notice of Meeting was posted in a
public place at 2:45 PM, February 13, 2013.

City Secretaryy TRMC
City of Temple

SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS: Persons with disabilities who have special
communication or accommodation needs and desire to attend this meeting
should notify the City Secretary's Office by mail or telephone 48 hours prior to the
meeting date.

| certify that this Notice of Meeting Agenda was removed by me from the outside bulletin board in front of
the City Municipal Building at the day of 2013.
Name/Title




PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2013
5:00 P.M.
WORK SESSION

PLANNING AND ZONING MEMBERS PRESENT

Chair James Staats

COMMISSIONERS:
Randy Harrell Chris Magana
H. Allan Talley David Jones
Patrick Johnson Derek Martin

Greg Rhoads
PLANNING AND ZONING MEMBERS ABSENT:

Will Sears

STAFF PRESENT:

Autumn Speer, Dir. of Planning & Development
Trudi Dill, Deputy City Attorney

Beverly Zendt, Asst. Planning Director

Tammy Lyerly, Sr. Planner

Mark Baker, Planner

Mary Maxfield, Planning Technician

Leslie Evans, Administrative Assistant

The agenda for this meeting was posted on the bulletin board at the Municipal
Building in compliance with the Open Meetings Law.

The following is a summary of the proceedings of this meeting. It is not intended to be a
verbatim translation.

With a quorum present, Chair Staats opened the work session at 5:01 p.m. and asked
Ms. Autumn Speer, Director of Planning & Development, to proceed.

Ms. Speer stated there were three items on the agenda. The second item needs
correction on the agenda as this item does require a public hearing. It was published
with the appropriate notification but the agenda is incorrect. This is a commercial replat
of a lot.

Ms. Speer gave the Director's Report before giving the Garlyn Shelton appeal
presentation.

Valley Ranch is still pending;
Brazos Bend Subdivision will be coming forward;
1



Another billboard CUP will be coming; and

Numerous text amendments will be given on February 19" relating to title
changes, use changes in O-2, sidewalks, ETJ fire hydrants, etc.

City Council approved all of the cases that went forward.

Ms. Speer stated Shallow Ford Road was being rerouted around Garlyn Shelton
property since it goes through the property. Garlyn Shelton is proposing two new large
buildings on the site which would be new construction and would trigger all standards in
[-35.

These are the standards they have met:
Curb and gutter is provided;
Some storage restrictions;
Screening wall standards;
Irrigation; and
Lighting.
The rest of the standards have been appealed or worked out in some fashion.

Parking appeals — I-35 requires no parking in the landscape buffer. Because of their
property line along Midway the applicant is expanding some display parking into the
right-of-way and will be submitting a Street Use License (SUL) for this use. A SUL is
approved by City Council, is good for 15 year increments, and allows permission on City
property or an easement to do something at your own risk. Staff has no issue with this
item due to the location of the property and how it has been handled in the past.
However, Staff does not feel comfortable with the three pads to park display cars on
and is recommending denial of this appeal. The parking aisles are fine, but no concrete
pad sites.

Landscape appeals — I-35 requires 15 percent and applicant have included 12.4 percent
which includes the detention pond. There is no issue with the overall required
landscaping but Staff is asking them to beef up the plantings by adding more trees and
shrubs.

Foundation plantings — 1-35 requires 70 percent along the facades and applicant is
close at 54 percent.

Landscape buffer area — I-35 requires 25 feet adjacent to 1-35 and 20 percent adjacent
to Midway and Shallow Ford Road. Applicant has given 15 feet along the frontage and
zero at Midway or Shallow ford. Staff is fine with the reduction of the landscaped buffer
but would like more plantings.

Landscape buffers require trees per the front 30 feet of frontage so there are 64 total
canopy trees required on this site. I-35 would require 25, Midway would require six,
Shallow Ford would require 20 on the south side and 13 on the east side. Applicant has
given 13 trees along I-35, seven are canopy and eight are ornamental. Midway requires
six canopy trees and applicant has given extra trees on Midway. Thirty-three canopy
trees are required on Shallow Ford and applicant has given nine canopy trees. There
are 49 total trees and 23 are canopy (versus 64 required canopy trees). Staff is
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recommending they plant an additional six canopy along [-35, ten ornamental along
Shallow Ford Road in the detention area.

Commissioner Talley asked if this had been negotiated with the applicant. Ms. Speer
stated once these appeals come to P&Z, several weeks and/or months have been spent
with the applicant(s) working out the issues. Based on Johnson Brothers Ford and how
it looks today, no one wants to give what is required along 1-35. Johnson Brothers Ford
was the first -85 appeal and they got whatever they asked for. By the time the appeals
come to P&Z, Staff has done the best they can to compromise but they are also
unwilling to give away everything.

Commissioner Talley stated it was part of their responsibility as well to back up Staff
when appropriate. Commissioner Rhoads commented they have to look at it from a
business point of view. Staff has an Ordinance that was adopted by City Council and
their job is to implement and enforce it when possible. Ms. Speer felt the applicant could
get a little closer to meeting the spirit of the requirements.

Applicant has 760 feet of |-35 frontage with only a few trees. Staff is asking for six
additional canopy trees along that area. The trees could be clustered to get closer to the
requirements. Canopy trees get anywhere from 40 to 75 feet tall in their lifetime.

Ornamental trees are being requested along Shallow Ford where the detention pond will
be located.

Twenty percent of the required landscape buffer should be native grass beds. Applicant
has not addressed this but should have no problem in meeting it.

Screening of hedge row is required. 1-35 requires a two and a half to four foot tall
screening for parking areas visible to the public view. Applicant has provided no
screening so Staff is asking this be included. Staff would much rather have the trees
than the screening but it is a requirement. This would be an issue that could be
compromised.

Interior parking islands — 1-35 requires one per every 10 spaces making 62 required.
Applicant has 15 terminal islands proposed and do not meet the requirement. Staff is
fine with this since the site is limited in size. Two three inch trees are required in each
island. Applicant has proposed shrubs, not trees, in the islands. Ornamental trees would
be a compromise for this item. The trees along the front are the highest priority.

Commissioner Jones mentioned birds being an issue for trees. The parking islands with
canopy trees would invite the birds to sit above brand new vehicles which would create
a mess. Ms. Speer stated Mac Haik was a smaller site yet they were able to get closer
to the intent of the overlay requirements.

Median islands — Staff is not concerned with this.
Evergreens — Fifty-three percent is proposed and Staff is fine with this.
Berm — a berm has been provided and Staff recommends the hedge row be provided.

Sidewalks are required along Midway. This area is also part of the citywide trail system
so an eight to 10 foot wide trail is required along Midway. To implement the trail plan the
City participates in oversized sidewalk agreements where they will pay for a portion of
the oversized sidewalk.



Signs — Applicant requested five pole signs for the site with an extra wall sign. Staff is
fine with the wall sign. The pole signs are at issue. One sign is a 30 foot Volkswagen
sign. The sign Ordinance was revised not long ago with 25 feet being the maximum
height, height to width ratio for a masonry base requiring it to be a pylon sign. The 30
foot VW sign is too tall and does not meet the base requirements.

The next sign is a 24 foot tall BMW sign. The height is fine but the base would need
work (masonry). There is a 36 foot tall Cadillac/Buick/GMC sign, a 28 foot GMC Pre
Owned sign, and a 27 foot tall GMC Service sign. All five proposed signs do not meet
the criteria and the maximum number of signs allowed for this frontage area is two.

Discussion about each sign.

Architectural appeals — exact measurements have not been given for the second
building but should be close to the size of the first building.

Staff recommendations are no additional display out in the Midway right-of-way,
additional planting of six canopy trees along I-35, ten ornamental trees along Shallow
Ford Road in the detention area, 20 percent of the landscaped buffer areas must have
native grass beds or wildflowers, parking screen via hedge row, two and a half to four
feet tall for the parking areas visible from public view, two canopy trees be provided in
each of the six islands along the |-35 frontage, two ornamental in each of the others
making 15 total, six foot sidewalk on Midway Drive, and the 1-35 sign requirements be
met.

Commissioner Talley commended Staff on all the standards and the work involved with
this item.

There being no further discussion, Chair Staats adjourned the meeting at 5:30 P.M.



PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
FEBRUARY 4, 2013
5:30 P.M.

PLANNING AND ZONING MEMBERS PRESENT

Chair James Staats

COMMISSIONERS:
Derek Martin Chris Magana
H. Allan Talley Randy Harrell
David Jones Greg Rhoads

Patrick Johnson

PLANNING AND ZONING MEMBERS ABSENT:

Will Sears

STAFF PRESENT:

Autumn Speer, Dir. of Planning & Development
Trudi Dill, Deputy City Attorney

Beverly Zendt, Assistant Planning Director
Tammy Lyerly, Senior Planner

Mark Baker, Planner

Mary Maxfield, Planning Technician

Leslie Evans, Administrative Assistant

The agenda for this meeting was posted on the bulletin board at the Municipal Building,
February 1, 2013 at 3:00 p.m. in compliance with the Open Meetings Law.

The following is a summary of the proceedings of this meeting. It is not intended to be a
verbatim translation.

Chair Staats called Meeting to Order at 5:34 P.M.
Invocation by Commissioner Johnson; Pledge of Allegiance by Commissioner Rhoads

A. CONSENT ITEMS

Item 1: Approval of Minutes: Work session and the regular meeting of January 7, 2013.

Minutes were approved by general consent.
B. ACTION ITEMS

Iltem 2: P-FY-13-02 - Consider and take action on the Final Plat of Waters Dairy Addition, a
1.401 + acres, 1-lot, 1- block non residential subdivision, located at the southeast
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corner of South 31st Street and Waters Dairy Road. (Applicant: Stripes LLC for Henry
Kiper Allen, Jr., Irvin McCreary Allen and Raye Virginia Allen Cucelo)

Ms. Tammy Lyerly, Senior Planner stated the applicant did not request exceptions on this plat
so P&Z would be the final authority.

DRC deemed this plat administratively complete on January 17, 2013. The property is zoned
Planned Development General Retail (PD-GR). Due to TxDOT access restrictions along south
31% Street, ingress and egress will be from Waters Dairy Road.

Water will be provided through an eight inch water line along the east right-of-way along south
31%" Street. Wastewater services would be provided through a proposed manhole and a
proposed eight-inch sanitary sewer line along the east side of south 31%' Street. An off-site
sanitary sewer easement has been provided for a proposed eight inch sanitary sewer
extension to the south which would take it to an existing manhole in HK Allen Parkway.

Staff recommends approval of the final plat of Waters Dairy Addition.

Commissioner Talley made a motion to approve ltem 2, P-FY-13-02, and Commissioner
Rhoads made a second.

Motion passed: (8:0)
Vice-Chair Sears absent

Item 3: P-FY-13-12 - Consider and take action on the Final Plat of Country Lane Commercial,
a 6.854+ acres, 2-lot, 1-block non residential subdivision, located at the northwest
corner of SE H K Dodgen Loop and South Martin Luther King Jr. Drive. (Applicant:
Kenneth Mitchell)

Mr. Mark Baker, Planner, stated this was a final plat which is a replat of Country Lane Addition
S0 a public hearing is required.

P&Z is the final authority since there are no requested exceptions.

DRC deemed this plat administratively complete on January 15, 2013 and the property is
zoned Planned Development Office-Two (PD-O-2) and General Retail (GR).

Water would be provided through an eight inch water line along SE HK Dodgen Loop and
wastewater services would be provided through an eight inch sanitary sewer line in both SE
HK Dodgen Loop and S. Martin Luther King Jr. Drive.

Staff recommends approval of this final plat.
Chair Staats opened the public hearing.
There being no speakers, Chair Staats closed the public hearing.

Commissioner Rhoads made a motion to approve ltem 3, P-FY-13-12, and Commissioner
Jones made a second.



Motion passed: (8:0)
Vice-Chair Sears absent

Item 4: Z-FY-13-11: Consider and make a recommendation on an Appeal of Standards in
Section 6.7,Unified Development Code related to the 1-35 Corridor Overlay Zoning
District for Garlyn Shelton Cadillac-Buick/GMC, located on Lot 1, Block 1, Diamond S.
Addition, on the SE corner of Midway Drive & IH 35. (Applicant: Larry Neal)

Ms. Autumn Speer, Director of Planning & Development, stated this was a request from Garlyn
Shelton car dealership who is proposing two new structures; 22,000 square feet facility and a
30,000 square feet facility. The site is just under ten acres in size. The appeal is for parking,
landscaping, sign and architectural standards.

Shallow Ford Road is being rerouted to go around the property.

New construction in 1-35 triggers all standards. The standards met by applicant include site
plan submittal, parking, curb and gutter, irrigation, lighting, screening and wall standards and
storage restrictions.

An appeal to the parking requirement includes parking in the landscape buffer and a potential
for up to three pad sites for display parking along Midway. Staff is comfortable with the parking
in the landscape buffer and even in the right-of-way. The applicant will submit a Street Use
License for that but Staff does not recommend the three pad sites for display.

Landscaping appeals are the majority of the appeals. The overall landscaped area required in
[-35 is 15 percent; the applicant has provided 12.4 percent including the detention pond. Staff
has no issue with this appeal but would recommend additional plantings.

Foundation plantings are met with 54 percent of the required 70 percent and Staff
recommends approval of this.

The landscape buffer area has deviated quite a bit from the 1-35 requirements. Twenty-five
feet is required along 1-35, 20 feet is required along Midway and Shallow Ford. Applicant is
requesting 15 feet on I-35 and none on Shallow Ford. The Midway area is in the right-of-way.
Staff recommends approval of the decrease in the landscape buffer area but would request
more plantings.

Sixty-four canopy trees are required in the buffers; applicant has provided 23 canopy trees, 49
total trees along the frontage, 15 trees are provided along [-35. Staff recommends applicant
plant an additional six canopy trees along I-35 frontage (approximately 760 feet of frontage)
and 10 ornamental trees along Shallow Ford and the detention pond area.

Twenty percent required landscape buffer must include native grass or wildflowers which
Applicant could meet.

Parking screen requirement of a hedge row should be met. A berm is provided on both sides of
the entryway off General Bruce and the hedge row would be appropriate to add there.



Interior parking islands require one for every 10 spaces so 62 would be required. Applicant has
shown 15 terminal islands, less than the standard but Staff recommends approval. If this were
increased, applicant would lose quite a bit of display space.

The terminal islands that are required do require two canopy trees in each. Applicant has
proposed 15 islands with only shrubs. Staff would like to see canopy trees along the front
(there are six along I-35) and ornamental trees in the other parking islands.

Staff is not concerned with median islands. They are required but not provided.

Required evergreen trees are 60 percent for |1-35. Applicant has come close with 53 percent.
Staff recommends approval of this.

A six foot citywide sidewalk requirement along Midway Drive has not been met.

The sign appeals are rather extensive. The I|-35 sign requirements were updated in the
summer of 2012 and pole signs were prohibited. A pylon sign is allowed in I-35 and must have
a height to width ratio on the base with masonry or materials that matches the facade of the
main structure. Applicant is proposing five pole signs. Staff recommends that the 1-35 sign
requirements be met. Applicant has also proposed an additional wall sign because of the
different uses in the building and Staff is comfortable with this sign. The maximum number of
signs per site is one for 300 feet of frontage and applicant’s frontage would allow two
freestanding signs.

Applicant is proposing five signs that do not meet the requirements:

1) 30 foot tall Volkswagen sign (would need to reduce by five feet and enclose the
base with appropriate materials);

2) 24 foot tall BMW sign (height is appropriate but the base would need to be
enclosed with appropriate materials);

3) 36 foot tall Cadillac/Buick/GMC sign (would need to reduce 11 feet and enclose
the base with appropriate materials);

4) 28 foot GMC Pre-Owned sign (would need to reduce three feet and enclose the
base with appropriate materials); and

5) 27 foot true pole sign (it is too tall as well as being a prohibit sign).

Several of the architectural appeals do not meet the requirements of the Ordinance but do
meet the intent. Staff recommends approval of the architectural appeals.

Staff recommends approval of all appeals as submitted with the following additions:
Additional display not be permitted in the proposed Midway right-of-way area;

Additional planting of six canopy trees in I-35 buffer area; 10 ornamental trees along
Shallow Ford Road in detention area;



20% of the landscape buffer areas must have native grass beds or wildflowers in all
areas;

Provide parking screen via hedge row two and a half to four feet high for all parking
areas visible from public view along I-35;

Two canopy trees be provided in each of the six islands along I-35 frontage and two
ornamental trees are planted in each of the others;

Minimum six foot wide sidewalk is constructed with this development along Midway
Drive to meet minimum standards;

[-35 sign requirements be met as they relate to number, height and base materials; and

All future new construction will need to be compliant with the I-35 standards, however
Staff recommends that these appeals be granted in perpetuity and not be subject to
renegotiation should these standards be triggered again with future development.

Mr. Larry Neal, Larry Neal Architects, 4720 Ascot Parkway, Temple, Texas, stated Mr. Ed
Whittle, Owner, was suppose to attend the meeting but was unable to make it. Mr. Neal stated
this is a car dealership going along 1-35. Applicant is trying to meet the intent of the landscape
ordinance.

Mr. Neal finds difficulties with the 1-35 Ordinance when it comes to car dealerships since the
cars are the product and screening the cars does not help the dealership. This applies to two
of the items Mr. Neal objects to; however, several of requirements he agrees with.

Additional display not be permitted in the proposed Midway right-of-way area: Mr. Neal agrees
since the area would not be used for anything.

Staff recommends applicant install additional plantings of 16 trees as an I-35 buffer area and
10 ornamental trees along Shallow Ford Road. Mr. Neal stated there was no problem with the
10 ornamental trees. However, applicant would prefer not to put the additional canopy trees
along the right-of-way because once the trees really start to grow the building cannot be seen
from the highway. The applicant wants his buildings to be seen.

Mr. Neal questions the native grass and wildflowers. Wildflowers can be very attractive but
they cannot be mowed until June in order to reseed. Applicant is willing to do some type of
grass that would qualify.

Parking screens two and a half to four feet high. The applicant is definitely against this
screening. The reason car dealerships are going along I-35 is so the product can be seen from
[-35. By putting a two and a half to four foot screen up it shields the product and the cars are
the product being shown and sold. Mr. Neal stated this type of screening is more appropriate
for a restaurant or something like that.

Staff recommends two canopy trees be provided in each of the six islands along I-35 frontage
and two ornamental trees planted in each of the others. The applicant does not want to do this.
Mr. Neal stated car dealerships do not want any trees. The applicant has suggested bushes in
all the intermediate islands because trees attract birds and they create a mess on the product.
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Mr. Neal feels car dealerships should have a separate ordinance since the display of cars is
different from regular parking which creates an unsightly view. Brushes or shrubs would be
more appropriate than trees.

Applicant is agreeable to a six foot sidewalk on the outside border.

Signage: The recommendation is that the 1-35 signage requirements be met. Mr. Neal stated
the applicant would rather not do that. Mr. Shelton currently has dealerships on the Loop and
has the signage there. Buick, GMC and Cadillac have a combined sign. The other dealership,
BMW/Volkswagen cannot have the same sign, they are required to be separate. The
GMC/Cadillac sign is an existing sign and the applicant would prefer not incurring additional
expense for new signs. The applicant would also like to keep the same sign height because he
has concerns about traffic on the overpass not seeing the signage. The applicant would be
willing to do some decorative bases on the signs but not necessarily 15 to 18 feet high which
would block the view. The Certified Used Vehicles sign would be on the north end of the
facility. The sign on Midway would be a relocated Service sign for both facilities.

Mr. Neal stated he would be happy to compromise on most issues, but the four foot buffer is
excessive, applicant would prefer no trees within the property, and would prefer not putting
more canopy trees on the front.

Discussion about each sign, possible combination of signs, or relocation of signs since the
Commissioners stated there were too many signs along |-35.

Ms. Speer suggested possibly moving one sign to the corner and turning it into a monument
sign and add some base requirements to the other three. Mr. Neal agreed it was a better
solution.

Chair Staats stated that none of the signs were in compliance and Mr. Neal agreed and stated
even if they had bases they would not be in compliance. These are signs the applicant already
owns and does not want to buy new signs; the applicant prefers not to be in compliance and
use existing owned signs.

Discussion about base sizes on existing signs.

Commissioner Harrell asked if it was possible to shorten the signs and Mr. Neal stated it was;
however, the owner feels they need to be taller due to the location of the site and the
overpass.

Commissioner Jones asked if the sign portion of the appeal could be broken out for Staff and
applicant to renegotiate in order for the rest of the appeals to proceed. Staff and Mr. Neal
stated that would be acceptable.

More discussion about signs and bases.

Commissioner Magarna understood the reasons for not wanting canopy trees in the parking lot;
however, he did ask if four additional trees could be put along I-35 frontage. Mr. Neal stated
the applicant is having a problem with other car dealerships not having to do what he is being
asked to do.



Chair Staats agreed that a two and a half to four foot hedge was not a good idea especially for
this type of business. Chair Staats asked the other Commissioners to go against Staff on this
particular requirement since the inventory is the product and the front face of the business.

Mr. Lloyd Thomas, Aldrich-Thomas Realty, 18 N. 3 Street, Temple, stated the size of the
applicant’s site, in relationship to Wrangler or Johnson Brothers, is considerably smaller.
Having open signs allows for more visibility and less obstruction when driving down the
interstate. Staying with the current style of signs is an effort to keep it looking more open and
less cluttered. Mr. Thomas stated the height of the signs is truly an issue with the applicant
since |-35 goes over Midway and the elevation blocks the visibility of this location (north to
south). Mr. Thomas also stated massive bases on the signs would hinder the plantings around
the bases and he did not want to lose the greenery.

Ms. Speer stated the next P&Z meeting would be on February 19" and that would be when the
signs would come back.

Additional discussion about the buffer screen.

Mr. Neal stated 24 canopy or ornamental trees are proposed in the buffer now, and when you
turn the corner there are approximately seven to eight more. Forty percent of them are
ornamental trees. Ms. Speer stated 15 trees were proposed along |-35, 7 are canopy and 8 are
ornamental. Commissioner Magana asked if some more trees could be put along the 1-35
frontage, on the main side. Mr. Neal stated yes.

Ms. Speer summarizes the outcome of what the applicant is willing to go with;
Additional display not permitted;
10 ornamental trees along Shallow Ford;
20 percent of the landscape plan for native grass;
Six foot wide sidewalk;
Postpone signage until next meeting.
Overall, Staff is asking for 18 more canopy trees, 18 more ornamental trees.

Commissioner Magafa made a motion to approve ltem 4, Z-FY-13-11, to include no parking
along Midway Road, add two additional canopy trees at the entrance on both sides, 20 percent
of the landscaped buffer area must be native grass, no parking screen required, no canopy
trees in the parking lot, the six foot sidewalk will be installed, move the signage to the next P&Z
meeting scheduled on February 19, 2013 and Commissioner Talley made a second.

Motion passed: (8:0)
Vice-Chair Sears absent

Commissioner Talley asked if it was possible for the Staff to look at the Unified Development
Code regarding car dealerships. Ms. Speer stated there would be a City Council retreat on



February 14, 2013 and part of the presentation is on the appeals that have been taken forward
and if things are headed in the right direction.

C. REPORTS

Item 5: Receive and discuss the Planning Director’s Report containing items for future
meetings regarding subdivision plats, zoning cases, conditional use permits,
annexations, and proposed text amendments to the Unified Development Code.
(continued, if not completed in Work Session)

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:43 p.m.

Respecitfully submitted,
Leslie Evans
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

2/19/13
Item 2
Regular Agenda
Page 1 of 5
APPLICANT/DEVELOPMENT: Lamar Advertising

CASE MANAGER: Beverly Zendt, Assistant Director of Planning

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Z-FY-13-10 Hold a public hearing to discuss and recommend action on a
zone change from Planned Development with specific uses of shopping center and housing
development to Commercial on 0.52 + acres of Creekside Planned Development Temple, Bell
County, Texas according to the plat recorded in Volume 1528, Page 813, of the real property records
of Bell County, Texas, located at 3602 SW H K Dodgen Loop.

STAFFE RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the requested rezoning for the
following reasons:

e The proposed zoning is consistent with the Future Land Use Map which identifies this area as
Auto-Urban Commercial;

e The proposed zoning is compatible with the surrounding uses; and

e The proposed zoning eliminates a non-conforming use on the subject property providing an
appropriate zoning designation for the mini-storage warehouses currently located on the
subject tract.

ITEM_SUMMARY: The applicant, Lamar Advertising, has requested a rezoning for the subject
property for the purpose of relocating an off-premise sign located at 2500 North General Bruce Drive
affected by the Texas Department of Transportation 1-35 expansion project. The subject tract was
originally platted as portion of a larger planned development project that allowed for shopping center
and housing development uses. The .52 acre subject tract was subsequently subdivided out of the
larger tract, both of which now serve as a location for mini-storage warehouses.

The site proposed for the new sign is currently zoned Planned Development (PD) with specific uses
of shopping center and housing development. Off-premise signs are allowed in Light Industrial, Heavy
Industrial, and Commercial zoning districts. The applicant has proposed rezoning the proposed site
Commercial to allow for the off-premise sign and to provide appropriate zoning for a portion of the
existing use of mini-storage warehouses. The purpose of the Commercial zoning district is to permit
all retail and most commercial land uses including auto dealerships with complete servicing facilities,
building material sales, light manufacturing and heavy machinery sales and storage. Off-premise
signs are permitted in Commercial zoning district subject to the requirements and limitations identified
in Article 7 of the Unified Development Code. Mini-storage warehouses are allowed in the
Commercial zoning district provided that the size of each individual storage unit is limited to a

15



2/19/13
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Page 2 of 5

maximum of 2,000 cubic feet. All the mini-storage warehouses in the subject tract provide a
maximum of 400 cubic feet of storage.

City staff has maintained the position that if an existing off-premise sign on 1-35 must be relocated
because of the 1-35 expansion, City staff will approve the sign relocation on the same site. If the
existing zoning is not correct the City will consider processing a zoning change to allow compliance or
a Planned Development if the straight zoning is not a positive option for the City provided that
dimensional requirements, design standards and spacing requirements have all been met.

The proposed sign complies with dimensional, setback, and design standards governing off-premise
signs located on HK Dodgen Loop. The proposal is for the relocation of a metal, monopole sign
setback 17’- 20’ from the right-of-way The height of the new sign will be no taller than 42.5’. The face
of the sign will be 10.6° X 36" meeting the dimensional requirements established for signs located
along HK Dodgen Loop. Section 7.5.11 of the Unified Development Code (UDC) states that signs
located on HK Dodgen Loop may not be erected within 2000’ of one another off-premise sign. The
proposed sign will be approximately 2,700’ from the nearest sign to the west and approximately
1,981’ from the nearest sign to the east. Although the sign does not meet spacing requirements, the
Director of Planning and Development has permitted an Administrative Adjustment per Section 3.12
of the UDC as the encroachment is less than 10 percent (actual -1 percent) of the required spacing
requirement.

Approved 11312013 ¢

*

Proposed
Sign
Location
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SURROUNDING PROPERTY AND USES:

The following table shows the subject property, existing zoning and current land uses:

Current Land

Photo

Direction Zoning Use
PD- with
specific uses Developed
Subject | for shopping land — mini-
Property | center and storage
housing warehouses
development
PD- with
specific uses Developed
North for shopping land - mini-
center and storage
housing warehouses
development and housing
South
Across Developed
SW HK PD-GR .
professional
Dodgen .
office uses

Loop

17
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Current Land
Direction Use
PD- with
specific uses | Developed
for shopping | land/
East, Center and professional
housing office

development

Developed
, land/
West Light . professional
Industrial .
office/
retail

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMPLIANCE:
The proposed rezoning relates to the following goals, objectives or maps of the Comprehensive Plan
and Sidewalk and Trails Plan:

Document Policy, Goal, Objective or Map Compliance?
CP Map 3.1 - Future Land Use and Character (FLUP) Y *
CP Map 5.2 - Thoroughfare Plan Y*
Goal 4.1 - Growth and development patterns should be
CP consistent with the City’s infrastructure and public service Y*
capacities
STP Temple Trails Master Plan Map and Sidewalks Ordinance Y*

* = See Comments Below CP = Comprehensive Plan  STP = Sidewalk and Trails Plan

Future Land Use and Character Plan (FLUP) (CP Map 3.1)

The future land use and character map designates the subject property as Auto-Urban Commercial.

This area, according the Temple Comprehensive Plan, is appropriate for commercial uses, generally

concentrated at intersections versus strip development along the major roads. The Comprehensive
18
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Plan identifies Auto-Urban Commercial and the dominant development pattern along H.K. Dodgen
Loop. The plan calls for better landscaping along frontages and around and within parking areas and
a build—to—line rather than large setbacks.

Thoroughfare Plan (CP Map 5.2)

The Thoroughfare Plan designates HK Dodgen Loop as an Expressway which is appropriate for
commercial and industrial development. The rezoning request is compatible with the Thoroughfare
Plan.

Availability of Public Facilities (CP Goal 4.1)
Public facilities have already been established in this area and are available at this site.

Temple Trails Master Plan Map and Sidewalks Ordinance
SW HK Dodgen Loop has not been identified on the Trails Master Plan adopted on October 18, 2012.

DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS: The proposed sign and existing mini-storage warehouses comply
with dimensional and setback standards for the Commercial zoning district. The proposed sign
complies with all design standards identified in Section 7.5.11 of the UDC. All the mini-storage
warehouses on the subject tract provide a maximum of 400 cubic feet of storage in compliance with
Section 5.3.8 of the UDC. The Director of Planning and Development has permitted an Administrative
Adjustment (up to 10 percent) per Section 3.12 of the Unified Development Code as the proposed
spacing for the proposed off-premise sign is deficient by 19’ (1%) of the required spacing
requirement.

PUBLIC NOTICE:

Nine notices of the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing were sent to surrounding
property owners. As of Wednesday, February 13, 2013 at 3:00 PM, one notice has been returned in
opposition to the proposed rezoning and no notices have been returned in favor of the proposed
rezoning. The newspaper printed notice of the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing on
February 8, 2013 in accordance with state law and local ordinance.

FISCAL IMPACT: Not Applicable

ATTACHMENTS:
Aerial and Notification Map
Response Letter
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" RESPONSE TO PROPOSED
vt REZONING REQUEST

Temple CITY OF TEMPLE

Bird Creek Properties Ltd
3520 SW H K Dodgen Loop
Temple, Texas 76504

Zoning Application Number: Z-FY-13-10 ~ Project Manager: Beverly Zendt

Location: 3602 SW H K Dodgen Loop

The proposed rezoning is the area shown in hatched marking on the attached map.
Because you own property within 200 feet of the requested change, your opinions are
welcomed. Please use this form to indicate whether you are in favor of the possible
rezoning of the property described on the attached notice, and provide any additional
comments you may have.

| recommend ( ) approval O(denial of this request.

comments: g, billbaard ool dimpnisy,

L : YA 5. :
I _GNA_[iS b /gzo T oo (ﬂrg/ér;z/,

DN o St H Mercior

Signature L " Print Name

Please mail or hand-deliver this comment form to the address shown below, no later
than February 19, 2013

City of Temple
Planning Department RECEIVED
Room 201 RECEIVED
“Municipal Building FEB 13 2013
Temple, Texas 76501 b .
City of Temple

Number of Notices Mailed: 9 Date Mailed: February 8, 2013
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PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION ITEM MEMORANDUM

2/19/13
Item #3
Page 1 of 12

APPLICANT: Planning Staff

CASE MANAGER: Autumn Speer, Director of Planning and Development

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Z-FY-13-12: Hold a public hearing to discuss and recommend action on an
amendment to Ordinance 2010-4413, Temple Unified Development Code, in its entirety to address
personnel title changes; Article 1 to address purpose, compliance, enforcement and violations;
Article 2 to clarify final action requirements; Article 3 to amend subdivision plat review, add
requirements for preliminary plat, amend site plan requirements, clarify appeal processes, amend
warrant and variance requirements in TMED; Article 5 to clarify manufactured home requirements;
Article 6 to amend landscape requirements for overlay districts and clarify materials in 1-35; Article 7
to amend landscape requirements, lighting requirements relating to glare, amend sidewalk
requirements, address wall sign placement for certain facades; and Article 8 to amend general
provisions to address fire safety requirements, amend fire and park requirements in ETJ, and amend
sidewalk requirements and applicability in Industrial Park.

BACKGROUND: Staff has prepared the following text amendments to provide correction and
clarification to certain Sections of the Unified Development Code. Additionally, certain proposed
amendments have also been included in order to facilitate the responsiveness, effectiveness, and
accuracy of the development review process and address repeated use concerns

The purpose of this package of amendments to the text of the Unified Development Code (UDC) is to:

e Change the title Director of Construction safety to Chief Building Official and Change Director
of Community Services to Director of Planning;

e Address purpose, compliance, enforcement and violations to allow prosecution;

e Clarify final action requirements for items left out of previous versions;

Amend subdivision plat review, add requirements for preliminary plat, amend site plan

requirements, clarify appeal processes, amend warrant and variance requirements in TMED;

Clarify manufactured home requirements must have one acre for one manufactured home;

Amend landscape requirements for overlay districts to refer to general landscape standards

Clarify tilt wall as an allowable primary material in 1-35;

Amend general landscape requirements to adopt drought tolerant species;

Amend lighting requirements relating to glare;

Amend sidewalk requirements and responsibility;

Address wall sign placement for certain facades;

Address fire safety requirements;

22



e Amend fire and park requirements in ETJ;

ARTICLE 1: GENERAL PROVISIONS (ATTACHMENT 1): The proposed amendment addresses
purpose, compliance, enforcement and violations. This amendment is requested by the Legal
department in order to better enforce compliance and prosecute potential violations through the court
system.

ARTICLE 2: DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BODIES (ATTACHMENT 2): The proposed amendment
adds the 1-35 appeal request to final action list by City Council and the review and recommendation
list by Planning and Zoning Commission.

ARTICLE 3: SUBDIVISION PLAT REVIEW (ATTACHMENT 3): The proposed amendment amends
the application process to add a general applications process, sets parameters for a pre-application
process, establishes requirements for preliminary plats for certain residential subdivisions, and
amends the detailed list of site plan requirements to create a reference to the application checklist.
The amendment made last year to eliminate the requirement that developers pay
improvement/construction costs for Perimeter Streets adjacent to subdivisions was counterbalanced
by a future new requirement to submit a Preliminary Plat for all development projects of 50 lots or
greater.

ARTICLE 5: USE STANDARDS (ATTACHMENT 4): The proposed amendment clarifies the
requirement of one acre minimum for a new single manufactured home.

ARTICLE 6: SPECIAL PURPOSE AND OVERLAY ZONING DISTRICTS (ATTACHMENT 5): The
proposed amendment refers the 1-35, TMED and 1% and 3" Street Overlays to the new planting list in
Article 7 for consistency and to reduce redundancy with numerous plant lists. Also clarifies tilt wall is
a permitted primary material in Freeway Commercial sub-districts.

ARTICLE 7 GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS (ATTACHMENT 6): The proposed
amendment clarifies sidewalk requirements as they relate to building permits. Also created are
general planting criteria to define drought tolerant species appropriate for planting. These were
approved by the Tree Care Advisory Board and the City Arborist. The amendment addresses lighting
requirements relating to glare for all zoning districts and addresses wall sign placement for certain
facades.

ARTICLE 8 SUBDIVISION DESIGN AND IMPROVEMENTS (ATTACHMENT 7): The proposed
amendments adds references to the City Code Chapter 12, Fire Safety; adds exceptions for fire
hydrants in the ETJ; clarifies sidewalk requirements as they relate to platting and applicability in
Industrial Parks; amends cost sharing for sidewalks; and provides an exception for park dedication
requirements in the ETJ.

PUBLIC NOTICE: The newspaper printed notice of the Planning and Zoning Commission public
hearing on February 8, 2013, in accordance with state law and local ordinance.

STAFFE RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendments.

FISCAL IMPACT: NA

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1: Article 1
Attachment 2: Article 2

23



Attachment 3: Article 3

Attachment 4: Article 5

Attachment 5: Article 6

Attachment 6: Article 7

Attachment 7: Article 8

24



Article 1 General Provisions

Sec. 1.1. Title

This Ordinance is known as the Unified Development Code. References to “this Code”
or “this UDC” are interpreted as references to this Unified Development Code.

Sec. 1.2. Purpose

1.2.1 This UDC is established in accordance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan for
the purpose of promoting the health, safety and general welfare of the City. It
is designed to:

A.

B
C.
D

Lessen the congestion in the streets;
Secure safety from fire, panic and other dangers;
Provide adequate light and air;

Prevent the overcrowding of land and avoid undue concentration of
population; and

Facilitate the adequate provision of transportation, water, wastewater,
schools, parks and other public requirements.

Sec. 1.3. Compliance

1.3.1 No land may be hereafter used or occupied and no structure may be

hereafter designed. erected, altered, used. or occupied except in compliance
with all standards established in this UDC. '

1.3.2 No land may be used or occupied and no structure may be designed,

erected, altered. used, or occupied except in compliance with all conditions

set forth and approved by City Council through ordinance or resolution.

Sec. 1.4. Enforcement

1.4.1 Relocated from Article 10 - The Planning Director, in coordination with the

Chief building Official and the Director of Public Works, will be responsible

for the administration, interpretation, and enforcement of this UDC. The City

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e - Last Amended 01/15/13
1-1

( Formatted: Font color: Auto, Highlight

)
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Article 1: General Provisions

Sec. 1.5. Violations and Penalties

Manager may make a final staff ruling, if necessary, concerning any
administration, interpretation or enforcement of this UDC.

1.4.2 Relocated from Article 10 - The City Attorney may institute appropriate ( Formatted: Font color: Auto, Highlight
action in a court of competent jurisdiction to enforce the provisions of this
UDC with respect to any applicable violation that occurs within any area
subject to the provisions of this UDC.

Sec. 1.5. Violations and Penalties

Relocated from Article 10 - All violations are subject to the enforcement and penalties - ( Formatted: Font color: Auto, Highlight
established in Chapter 1, Sec. 1-9 of the City Code of Ordinances. '
See—1:3:Sec. 1.6. Authority

4.3:11.6.1 _ This UDC is adopted under authority of the constitution and laws of the
State of Texas, including particularly Chapters 211, 212, 213, 216 and 242 of
the Local Government Code, and pursuant to the provisions of the Charter of

the City.

1-3-21.6.2  Wherever this UDC cites a local, state or federal statute that is later
amended or superseded, the citation is deemed to refer to the amended
statute or the statute that most closely corresponds to the superseded
statute.
See—i-4-Sec. 1.7. Jurisdiction
1.7.1__ Within City Limits

The provisions of this UDC apply to all land within the City Limits.
7.2 Within the City's Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

Under the authority of Chapter 242 of the Local Government Code and the
Interlocal Agreement between the City and Bell Couhty (Resolution 2002-32-
68-R), the City applies the subdivision provisions of this UDC to the City’s
extraterritorial jurisdiction (ETJ).

____Definition Reference

e

Article 11 contains the definitions used throughout this UDC. Definitions related to
Signs are contained in Sec. 7.6.275:2.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
: 1-2
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Article 2 Development Review Bodies

Sec. 2.1. General

This Article establishes or describes the development review bodies that pertain to this

UDC and that are not established elsewhere in the City Code.

Sec. 2.2. City Council

2.2.1 Establishment, Membership and Procedure
Information regarding the establishment, membership and rules of procedure
of the City Council is available in Article Four of the City Charter and in the
City Council’s policies-and procedures for City Council meetings (Resolution
99-2288-R).

2.2.2 Final Action

The City Council hears and takes final action on the following development
review procedures:

A. UDC Text Amendment;
B. 1-35 Appeal;

8:C. Zoning District Map Amendment;
C:D. Planned Development;
D-E. Conditional Use Permit; and

F. __Approval of plats requiring exceptions-te-; and

G. Extension of time for completing plat review process.

3. Zoning Board of Adjustment
h"»’_,;.__Establishment
A Zoning Board of Adjustment is established in accordance with and
controlled by the provisions of Chapter 211 of the Local Government Code.
2.2 Final Action

The Zoning Board of Adjustment hears and takes final action on the following
development review procedures:

A. Variance; and

B. Appeal of Administrative Decision.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 - e Last Amended 01/15/13
: 2-1

( Formatted: Heading 4.1 )
&m‘tatted: No underline, Font color: Text 1 ]
( Formatted: No underline, Font color: Text1 |

 Formatted: Heading 2 )
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Article 2: Development Review Bodies

Sec. 2.4. Planning and Zoning Commission
Rules of Proceeding

The Zoning Board of Adjustment must adopt rules to govern-its
proceedings provided that such rules are not inconsistent with this UDC
or statutes of the State of Texas.

Minutes

The Zoning Board of Adjustment must keep minutes of its proceedings,
showing the vote of each member upon each question, or if absent or
failing to vote, indicate such fact and must keep records of its -
examinations and other official actions; all of which must be immediately
filed with the Board and are a public record. The Planning Director is the
permanent secretary and regular technical advisor to the Board and must
prepare written staff reports on each case that the Board hears.

Sec. 2.4. Planning and Zoning Commission
Establishment

2.4.1

2.4.2

The Planning and Zoning Commission is established by the Planning
Commission Ordinance in accordance with the City Charter Sec. 3.26 and in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter 211 of the Local Government
Code. '

Powers and Duties

The following powers and duties are assigned to the Pianning and Zoning
Commission under this UDC.

A.

Review and Recommendation

The Planning and Zoning Commission must review and make a
recommendation on the following development review procedures:

1. UDC Text Amendment;

2. 1-35 Appeal;

~ Zoning District Map Amendment;
Planned Development; and

5. Conditional Use Permit.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
: 2-3
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.6. Subdivision Plat Review

Sec. 3.6. Subdivision Plat Review
Applicability

3.6.1

3.6.2

A.

Pursuant to the authority granted in Chapter 212 of the Local
Government Code, the owner of a tract of land located within the City
limits or in the extraterritorial jurisdiction who divides the tract in two or
more parts must have a plat prepared in order to lay out:

1. A subdivision;
2. Lots; or

3. Streets, alleys, squares, parks or other parts of the tract intended to
be dedicated to public'use or for the use of purchasers or owners of
lots fronting on or adjacent to the streets, alleys, squares, parks, or
other parts.

A division of a tract under this subsection includes a division regardless
of whether it is made:

1. Using a metes and bounds description in a deed of conveyance;

2. In a contract for a deed, by using a contract of sale or other
executory contract to convey; or '

3. Using any other method.

Exemptions from Required Plat

The following actions do not require development review under these
subdivision provisions:

A.

A division of land into lots all of which are five acres or more in the City
limits and 10 acres or more in the ETJ, where each lot has public street
access and no public improvement is being dedicated;

Establishment of a cemetery complying with all state and local laws and
regulations;

Acquisition of land for a governmental purpose by dedication,
condemnation or easement; or

Partitions of land among co-tenants by a court.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
3-14
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.6. Subdivision Plat.Review

3.6.3 Application Process

A subdivision of land must generally proceed in accordance with the following steps:

A. Pre-Application Conference

Preliminary Plat (where applicable per 3.6.5)

Final Plat and Construction Plans

Acceptance of subdivision as complete

Acceptance of public improvements for ownership and maintenance

3.6.4 Pre-Application Conference

Prior to the submittal of a subdivision application, a pre—application
conference must be held with the Planning Director and Development and
other assigned City staff to discuss the proposed subdivision unless
determined otherwise by the Planning Director and Development.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
3-15
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.6. Subdivision Plat Review

_Preliminary Plat

Application
Initiation

DRC
Review

Applicability. [Fonnamad: Indent: Left: 0.7", No bullets or

numbering

A. A preliminary plat is required for:

All development projects where the subdivision Recommendation

constitutes a unit of a larger tract or group of
tracts that is 100 acres or larger under common

ownership or control; and P&Z
Public
All development projects where the subdivision is Meeting

planned for multiple phases.

B. Preliminary Plat Requirements

Final Action

The Preliminary Plat must include all information

needed to ensure compliance with Article 8 of this :

seesssPescecsa

UDC, the Comprehensive Plan, other master plans, ;td’,',f:“‘énc"i

the Design and Development Service Manual, and i Meeting :

applicable State Laws as identified in the established -

Plat Application Checklist.

C i . . Formatted: Style13, Outline numbered +
AL Review Process R L R Level: 4 + Numbering Style: A, B, C, ... + Start
1 PevelepmentReview Committee Reviewand e spquested). - o8 L4 N e L Rl
) 7 g Tab after: 1.05" + Indent at: 1.05"
Beterminationef Completeness .

The Development Review Committee must review the submitted
application and determine whether the application is administratively
complete or not. Such determination should include comments relative
to the proposed Preliminary Plat’s compliance with Article 8 of this UDC,
the Comprehensive Plan, the Design and Development Service Manual,
other master plans and applicable State Laws.

2.1. _Planning Director Review

The Planning Director must review the submitted application and
make a recommendation to the Planning and Zoning Commission.
Such recommendation should include comments relative to the
proposed Preliminary Plat’s compliance with the Comprehensive
Plan, other master plans, the Design and Development Standards

Manual, ethermasterplans-and applicable state laws.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
3-16
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.13. Building Permit

Sec. 3.13.Building Permit
3.13.1 Applicability

A Building Permit may not be issued for any property until one of the
following events has occurred.

A.

have been properly dedicated and the necessary public

Approved Plat

The lot appears on an approved plat of record filed in the plat records of
Bell County.

Development Plan Approval

The property is all or part of a Development Plan that the City Council
has officially approved in a Planned Development district
in accordance with Sec. 3.4.2. The Development Plan must
provide all utility and drainage easements, alleys, streets
and other public improvements necessary to meet the
normal requirements for platting including designation of
building areas. Such easements, alleys and streets must

Application
Imhaﬂon

Recommendation

improvements provided.

Unplatted Property

Dir.of Const. Safef

A Building Permit for only one principal building may be Final Action

issued without requiring Final Plat approval in accordance
with Sec. 3.6 where the property faces upon a publicly dedicated street
and the last division of the property from other land occurred prior to:

1. September 1st, 1983;
2. City annexation; or

3. Extension of the City’s extraterritorial jurisdiction.

3.13.2 Site Plan Required with Building Permit for Nonresidential or Multiple
Family Uses

A.

Applicability

1. In addition to the above requirements, a Building Permit may not be
issued for any nonresidential or multiple family property until a Site
Plan has been submitted for review and approval by the Planning
Director.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
3-38 :
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.13. Building Permit

2. Site Plan submission and review for projects in the Temple Medical
and Educational (TMED) Overlay District will be conducted in
accordance with Sec.3.11.

3. Site Plan submission and review for projects in the I-35 Corridor
Overlay District will be conducted in accordance with Sec 6.7.4.

B. Site Plan Requirements

2.1. The applicant must submit a legible Site Plan together with a Site  * ( Formatted: Heading 5.1

Plan check list certified for completeness with the applicant’s
signature. : '

. €&—The Site Plan may be submitted in advance or concurrently with the
building permit application.

«| [ Formatted: Default Paragraph Font
—_— — FETERe SR N i S R - —
[Formatted Heading 5.1, Indent: Left: 07,
.3.  The Site Plan must must be drawn to scale, dimensioned and First line: 0"
labeled and jinclude all information needed to ensure compliance | ( Formatted: Default Paragraph Font

with Articles 7 and 8 of this UDC, the Comprehensive Plan, other
master plans, the Design and Development Service Manual, and all
requirements identified in the established Plat Application Checklist.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
: 3-39 :
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Article 3: Development Review Procedures

Sec. 3.13. Building Permit

3.13.3 Review Process

A. Planning Director Review

1. The Planning Director must determine whether a Site Plan is
complete and satisfies the submittal requirements.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
3-40 :



Article 5: Use Standards

Sec. 5.2. Classification of New and Unlisted Uses

Sec. 5.2. Classification of New and Unlisted Uses

In order to evaluate a proposal for a land use not contained in the use table in Sec. 5.1,
a determination of the appropriate classification of any new or unlisted land use must
occur as follows.

5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

The Planning Director may refer the question concerning any new or unlisted
use to the Planning and Zoning Commission requesting an interpretation of
the appropriate zoning classification for such a use.

The Planning Director must submit to the Planning and Zoning Commission a
statement of facts listing the nature of the use and whether it involves
dwelling activity, sales, processing, type of product produced, amount and
nature of storage, anticipated employment, transportation reqdirements, the
amount of noise, odor, fumes, dust, toxic material and vibration likely to be
generated and the general requirements for public utilities such as water and
wastewater.

The Planning and Zoning Commission must consider the nature and
described performance of the proposed use; its compatibility with the uses
permitted in the various districts, and amend the use table in accordance with
the UDC Text Amendment procedures set forth in Sec. 3.2.

Sec. 5.3. Specific Use Standards

5.3.1

5.3.2

Family or Group Home

A family or group home may be permitted in accordance with the use table in
Sec. 5.1 provided that no more than one vehicle per bedroom may be allowed
on the premises of a family or group home for use of the residents of the
home.

HUD-Code Manufactured Home Subdivisien-or Landeease Community

A HUD-Code manufactured home may be permitted in accordance with the
use table in Sec. 5.1 subject to the following standards.

A. Minimum Area and Frentand RearYard-Setbacks

1. Forindividual homes, each lot must be minimum one acre in size.

2. A HUD-Code manufactured home must observe a minimum front
yard setback of 20 feet.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
5-13
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts
Sec. 6.3. TMED, Temple Medical and Educational

3. Pedestrian-scale lighting must be provided at all intersections and at
100’ intervals along all public and private roadways within the
development. Refer to the TMED Design Criteria Manual for the
specific pedestrian-scale lighting models and styles that are permitted
in the TMED zoning district.

G. Public Frontage Hike and Bike Trail Implementation

Hike and bike trail dedication is required for implementation of the
Citywide Trails Master Plan.
6.3.12 General Planting Criteria
A. Applicability

The TMED general planting criteria in this Section apply to all transect

zones.

B—Approved Tree List — Article 7: General Development Standards; Section ( Formatted: Font: Tahoma
7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; B Approved ) [Fonnatted: Font: Tahoma
Tree List.

[ Formatted: Heading 4

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last. Amended 01/15/13
6-36
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts
Sec. 6.3. TMED, Temple Medical and Educational

Common-Name Scientific Name—— Fype Street-Tree
LaurehTexas-Mountain Sophora-secundiflora Evergreen

Persimmon,Texas Diespyros-texana Beciduous

PistacheTexas Pistacia-texane Deciduous ¥es
Plum;Mexiean Pranus-mexicang Deciduous

Possumhaw-Helly Hex-decidua Beciduous

Seuthern-Wax-Myrtle Myrica-cerifera Evergreen

Mizex{ChasteTree} Vitex-agnus-castus Deciduous

C. Approved Groundcover List

The table below lists the groundcovér species that are eligible to fulfill the
groundcover planting requirements in TMED.

Groundcover

Common Name Scientific Name Type

Asian Jasmine Trachelospermum asiaticum Evergreen
English Ivy Hedera helix Evergreen
Liriope Liriope muscari Evergreen
Monkey Grass (Mondo Grass) Ophiopogon japonicus Evergreen

D. _Approved Shrubs — Article 7: General Development Standards; Section -
7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; C Approved

Formatted: Font: Tahoma ]
Formatted: Outline numbered + Level: 4 + J
)
)
)

Shrub List. Numbering Style: A, B, C, ... + Startat: 1 +
i L Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.7" + Tab after:
P 1.05" + Indent at: 1.05" .

-Approved Lawn Grass — Article 7: General
Development Standards; Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5.
General Planting Criteria; E Approved Lawn Grass.
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Landscape Installation — Applicable to TMED
1. Trees

a. All required large trees must be a minimum of three inches in
diameter at breast height or 65-gallon container size at planting.

b. All required medium trees must be a minimum of two and one-
half inches in diameter at breast height at planting.

c. All required small trees must be a minimum of two inches in
diameter at breast height at planting at planting.
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts

Sec. 6.7. 135, Interstate 35 Corridor Overlay

Buffer Yard
1P P °F

1:35 Service Road

{Q
10 Spaces

Curb Line

13. All landscape areas must accent building features, entryways and
driveways.

14. Native plants and drought tolerant species are preferable to reduce
water requirements.

F. Approved Tree List — See Article 7: General Development Standards;
Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; B

AgprovedvTree List.

G. Approved Groundcover List — See Article 7: General Development

Standards; Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting
Criteria; C Approved Shrub List.

H. Approved Shrubs — See Article 7: General Development Standards;
Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; D
Approved Groundcover List. :

. Approved Lawn Grass — See Article 7: General Development Standards;
Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; E
Approved Lawn Grass. '
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts

Sec. 6.7. I35, Interstate 35 Corridor Overlay
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts

Sec. 6.7. 135, Interstate 35 Corridor Overlay

Primary Materials: Accent Materials:

Max. 90%, Min. 70% Max. 30%, Min. 10%

Stone * Wood

Brick e Cast Stone

Painted Tilt Wall Glass Block

Architectural Metal

Tile

Granite

Marble

Textured or Patterned

Concrete

s All Primary Materials (other
than material used to
achieve the min. 70%)

Landscape

The following landscape requirements are required in addition to those
requirements described in Sec. 6.7.5E, Landscape.

1. A minimum of 15 percent of the total site area must be landscaped.

2. All driveways into the site must have enhanced paving of stone, brick
or patterned concrete for a minimum of 50 percent of the driveway
throat. '

3. Anadditional 10 percent of vegetation is required above the general
landscaping requirements in landscaped buffer areas.

4. In addition to those trees already required, erramental-small canopy
trees must be used in the landscape buffer. One minimum two-inch
caliper ernamental-small canopy tree must be planted for each 30 feet
of frontage along public street rights—of-way as measured along the
lot lines. '

5. One minimum three-inch caliper large or medium canopy tree must be
planted for each 25 feet of frontage along public street rights-of-way
as measured along the lot lines.

Lighting

All on-premises outdoor lighting fixtures in the City Entry Sub-District
must be ornamental or decorative where appropriate.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e .Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts

Sec. 6.8. 1st and 3rd Overlay District

B Approved Tree List — Article 7: General Development Standards; Section

7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; B Approved
Tree List.Appreved-TFreeList
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Article 6: Special Purpose and Overlay Zoning Districts

Sec. 6.8. 1st and 3rd Overlay District

[ Formatted: Font: Tahoma, 11 pt, Not Bold ]
Formatted: Heading 4, Left, None, Space
After: 0 pt, No bullets or numbering, Don't
keep with next, Don't keep lines together
= Sth ¢ | (Formatted: Heading 4, Left )
;f: [Formatted: Font: Tahoma, 11 pt, Not Bold J
e [Formatted: Heading 4 J
eTree) €astus deus
— Willew; — Chilepsis | —Pecid — ( Formatted: Font: (Default) Tahoma, 11pt |
Desert tinearis uous 3 [Formatted: Font: (Default) Tahoma, 11 pt, }
Not Italic
B. Approved Shrubs — Article 7: General Development Standards; Section (Formatted: Font: (Default) Tahoma, 115t |
7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; C Approved Foomattnd: 7 d'_ - . )
Shrub List. ot
N A [Formatted: Font: Tahoma ]
D.C. AApproved Groundcover List

The table below lists the groundcover species that are eligible to fulfill the
groundcover planting requirements in the 1st and 3rd Overlay District.

Groundcover
Common Name Scientific Name Type
Asian Jasmine Trachelospermum asiaticum Evergreen
English lvy Hedera helix Evergreen
Liriope : Liriope muscari ‘ Evergreen
Monkey Grass (Mondo Grass) Ophiopogon japonicus Evergreen

D. Approved Lawn Grass — Article 7: General Development Standards;
Section 7.4 Landscaping; Subsection 7.4.5. General Planting Criteria; E
Approved Lawn Grass.

[Formatted: Font: Tahoma, Superscript

1. Trees

a. All required large trees must be a minimum of three inches in
diameter (single trunk) at breast height or 65-gallon container
size at planting.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.3. Sidewalks

E. Joint access curb cuts are encouraged where lots are less than 100 feet
in width.

7.2.6 Industrial Drive Approaches

A. A drive approach for Industrial Uses and Natural Resource Storage and
Extraction Uses set listed in the use table in Sec. 5.1 must conform to
the standards in the table below.

D,
Maximum
Number of
Min. Two-Way
Curb Suggested Corner Two-way Curb
Property Return Min. Island | Clearance Curb Cut Cuts Per
Frontage (ft) Radii (f) Width (ft.) Min. (ft.) Width (f) Frontage
Min. | Max. Min. | Max.
Up to 200 15 50 15 15 35 50 3
201-400 15 | 50 20 15 35 50 5
401-600 15 50 25 15 35 50 7
601-800 15 30 30 15 35 50 9
801-1,000 15 30 35 15 35 50 11
1,00land up | The Planning and Zoning Commission reviews curb cuts for
~ |industrial tfract sizes in excess of 1,001 feet

B. Maximum drive approach widths and maximum number of drive
approaches may be used only where the frontage is sufficient to achieve
minimum corner clearance, curb return radii and suggested minimum
island width.

C. One-way access curb cuts are permitted, but may not be less than 25
feet. The combination of one-way curb cut widths must not exceed the
maximum width for a two-way curb cut based on lot frontage.

7-2.7Sec . Sidewalks
7.3.1 Applicability

Sidewalks built in accordance with the standards in Sec. 8.2.3 are required
adjacent to a collector street, minor arterial or major arterial if:

A. A new building or structure is built requiring a Building Permit as set
forth in Sec. 3.13; or

B.—The cost to remodel an existing structure is by 50 percent or more of the
assessed value of the property per the current tax rolls.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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7-8



Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 1.1.
«-|-— Formatted: Heading 4.1, Indent: Left: 0.7" |
7.3.2 _ Sidewalks Not Required ' : «|——{ Formatted: Heading 3 )
Sidewalks are not required: e ( Formatted: Font color: Auto )
‘[Formathed: Indent: Left: 0.7", No bullets or ]
A. For a new single-family dwelling where all adjacent properties are numbering
developed and where no sidewalks have been provided on adjoining
property.
B. For property located within an Industrial Park as set forth in Sec. 8.2.3.
7.3.3 Waiver of Sidewalk Requirements «.| | Formatted: Font color: Custom
: ' - “._ | Color(RGB(0,45,98))

The Director of Planning may exercise discretion to waive all or a portion *| ( Formatted: Heading 3 J
of the requirement that a sidewalk be constructed as a condition of a Building, | “{ Formatted: Font: Humansts21 BT )
permit in accordance with the procedures in Sec 3.10. ( Formatted: Normal, Indent: Left: 0.7" )

| { Formatted: Font: Humansts21 BT )
[Formatted Normai ]
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

See—7-3-Sec. 7.4. Landscaping
#3-47.4.1 Purpose

The purpose of these landscaping standards is to enhance the attractiveness
of the City through a limited amount of landscaping provided in conjunction
with new development.

#3:27.4.2 Applicability

A.

These standards do not apply to single-family or duplex residential uses
located in any zoning district, since these uses typically exceed the
required landscaping. All other land uses, including HUD-Code
manufactured home subdivisions and land lease communities,
apartments, offices, retail, commercial and industrial uses and parking
lots are subject to these standards, except in the CA district. Existing
development is encouraged, but not required, to provide this
landscaping standard.

These landscaping standards are applicable in conjunction with a
Building Permit for new development, or an addition that increases site
intensity on the lot or tract by 100 percent or more. Site intensity
includes, but is not limited to, number of apartment units, paved surface
or square footage proposed for nonresidential development.

| 7-3.27.4.3 _Landscape Plan Required

A landscape plan must be submitted with the Building Permit application
demonstrating compliance with the standards of this Section.

I 7#.2.47.4.4 _Landscaping Standards

A.

The developer of each lot subject to these standards is required to
provide a minimum landscaped area of five percent of the lot area to be
utilized.-Areas—covered by-driveways,paved-walks-erstreetand-alley
ol ¢ i I ] £ 4 “ ]
allse he fi ot o : : ;

If the public street right-of-way is developed with landscaping
conforming to these standards, and is combined into an integrated
landscape plan with required landscaping, total required landscaping
may be reduced to three percent of the lot area. The adjacent property
owner must maintain the public street right-of-way adjacent to the

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 7: General Development Standards

G-F. As an alternative to satisfying the requirement above for one tree per 40

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

required landscaped area in the same manner as the required
landscaping.

The required landscaped area must be located in the front and side
yards, except in the C, LI and HI zoning districts where no front or side
yard is required. In these districts, required landscaping must be
provided between the principal buildings and the streets to which the
buildings are oriented.

Required landscaped area must consist of living trees, shrubs, turf or
other living groundcover, native to Central Texas and Bell County, as
described below.

A minimum of one tree is required to be planted in the landscaped area

described in paragraph A above or in the parking lot for each 40 feet, or
fraction thereof, of linear street frontage. The required number of trees

need not be placed uniformly, but may be clustered in groups.

linear feet of street frontage, three shrubs, a minimum of five gallons
each in size and-listed-asa Shrub-inthe Plant List-in6-7-5F-may be I
substituted.

H.G. The height and placement of landscaping must not encroach upon the |

H. Where Sec. 7.7See—7-6 requires a wood or masonry fence, it may be

7.4.5 General Planting Criteria
A.

intersection visibility triangle defined in Sec. 4.4.8.

located within the required landscaped area.

Applicability

General planting criteria in this Section apply to all zoning districts and
uses.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 ‘e Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 7: General Development Standards

E.

‘described in paragraph A above or in the parking lot for each 40 feet, or
fraction thereof, of linear street frontage. The required number of trees
need not be placed uniformly, but may be clustered in groups.

G:F. As an alternative to satisfying the requirement above for one tree per 40

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

required landscaped area in the same manner as the required
landscaping.

The required landscaped area must be located in the front and side
yards, except in the C, LI and HI zoning districts where no front or side
yard is required. In these districts, required landscaping must be
provided between the principal buildings and the streets to which the
buildings are oriented. '

Required landscaped area must consist of living trees, shrubs, turf or
other living groundcover, native to Central Texas and Bell County, as
described below.

A minimum of one tree is required to be planted in the landscaped area

linear feet of street frontage, three shrubs, a minimum of five gallons
each in size and-listed-asa-Shrub-inthePlantListin-6-75F-may be |
substituted.

H.G. The height and placement of landscaping must not encroach upon the I

H.

intersection visibility triangle defined in Sec. 4.4.8.

Where Sec. 7.7See—7-6 requires a wood or masonry fence, it may be

7.4.5 General Planting Criteria
A.

located within the required landscaped area.

Applicability

General planting criteria in this Section apply to all zoning districts and
uses.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

B. Approved Tree List

The table below lists the tree species that are eligible to fulfill tree

planting requirements. The Planning Director and City Arborist may

determine as acceptable other species for plantings.

’""’”[ Formatted Table ]
Common Name Scientific Name Type Street Tree
Cypress, Arizona Cupressus arizonica Evergreen Yes
Cypress, Montezuma Taxodium mucronatum Deciduous Yes
Elm, Cedar Ulmus crassifolia Deciduous Yes
Elm, Lacebark Ulmus parvifolia Deciduous o { Formatted: Not Highlight j
Oak, Bur Quercus macrocarpaa Deciduous ¥
Oak, Chinkapin Quercus muhlenbergii Deciduous
Oak, Live Quercus virginiana Evergreen
Pecan Carya illinoensis Deciduous
Common Name cientific Name Type Street Tree
Oak, Lacey Quercus laceyi Deciduous Yes
Oak, Mexican White Quercus polymorpha Deciduous
Oak, Texas Red Quercus texana Deciduous Yes
Pistache, Chinese Pistacia chinensis Deciduous Yes ,__./—[ Formatted: Not Highlight
Common Name Scientific Name Type reet Tree or
Screening Street
Tree (1** St. Only as
applicable in TMED)
Buckeye, Mexican Ungnadia speciosa Deciduous
Crape Myrtle Lagerstroemia indica Deciduous Yes
Holly. Yaupon llex vomitoria Evergreen BB (1~ Street B e ( Formatted: Highlight J
Screening Only) T 3 :
Laurel, Texas Mountain Sophora secundiflora Evergreen [Formatted Spesoa J
Maple, Shantung Acer truncatum Deciduous Yes
Persimmon, Texas Diospyros texana Deciduous
Pistache, Texas Pistacia texana Deciduous - (1* Street
Screening Only)
- Plum, Mexican Prunus mexicana Deciduous
Possumhaw Holly llex decidua Deciduous
Redbud, Oklahoma Cercis reniformis Deciduous Yes
Redbud, Texas Cercis Canadensis var. Deciduous Yes
texensis
Vitex (Chaste Tree) Vitex agnus castus Deciduous Yes

C. Approved Shrub List

The table below lists the shrub species that are eligible to fulfill

landscape planting requirements. The Planning Director and City

Arborist may determine as acceptable other species for plantings.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

— 7{ Formatted: Normal
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Article 7: General Developmeht Standards

.. [149]
.. [150]
.. [151]
... [152]
... [153]

{ Formatted
[ Formatted Table
[ Formatted

i [ Formatted

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

ke

...[155]
Abelia, Glossy Abelia grandiflora
Agarita Berberis trifoliate [157)
Agave, Century Plant Agave sp. ... [158]
Artemesia Artemisia ‘Powis Castle’ .. [159]
Barberry, Japanese Berberis thunbergii
Black Dalea Dalea frutescens

Butterfly Bush

Buddleja davidii

... [161]

Butterfly Bush, Wooly

Buddleja marrubiifolia

... [162]

Contoneaster

Cotoneaster sp.

... [163]

Flame Acanthus

Anisacanthus quadrifidus var.

Holly, Burford

llex cornuta ‘Burfordii’

Holly, Dwarf Burford

llex cornuta ‘Burfordii Nana’

Holly, Dwarf Chinese

llex cornuta ‘Rotunda Nana’

Holly, Dwarf Yaupon

llex vomitoria ‘Nana’

Lantana, Pink

Lantana camara

Lantana, Texas

Lantana horrida

Mountain Sage Salvia regla

Nandina (dwarf types) Nandina sp. ... [170]
Oleander Nerium olender 71
Primrose Jasmine asminum mesnyi

Rock Rose Pavonia lasiopetala =107

Rose, Belinda’'s Dream

Rosa, ‘Belinda’s Dream’

Rose, Knock Out

Rosa, ‘Knock Out’

... [174]

Rose, Living Easy

Rosa, ‘Living Easy’

... [175]

Rose, Marie Pavie

Rosa, ‘Marie Pavie’

Rose, Mutabilis

Rosa, ‘Mutablis’ -

... [176]

Rose, Nearly Wild

Rosa, ‘Nearly Wild'

s 41771

Rose, Old Bush

Rosa, ‘Old Bush’ ... [178]
Rosemary Rosmarinus officinalis 11791
Sage, Texas Leucopyllum frutescens

Sotol, Texas

Dasylirion texanum

Sumac, Evergreen

Rhus virens

Sumac, Fragrant (Aromatic)

Rhus aromatic

Turk’s Cap Malvaviscu.s arboreus . [183]
Yucca, Paleleaf Yucca pallida
Yucca, Red Hesperaloe parviflora

Yucca, Softleaf

Yucca, recurvifolia

Yucca, Twistleaf

Yucca, rupicola

D. Approved Groundcover List

The table below lists the groundcover species that are eligible to fulfill

landscape planting requirements. The Planning Director and City

Arborist may determine as acceptable other species for plantings.

Common Name

Scientific Name

o

=
=

Asian Jasmine Trachelospermum gsiaticum
Big Bluestem Andropogon gerardii

e E
9| o] o] o] [©
& 1R8] |8 12
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Article 7: General Development Standards

[ Formatted Table

| ....[235]
[Formatted ... [236]
//( Formatted .. [238]

2R B

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping jLrormatted =24
| [ Formatted
// [ Formatted . [242
Common Name Scientific Name £ [F tred
Bushy Bluestem Andropogon gerardii ormsa .. [243]
Carolina Jessamine Lonicera sempervirens {Formatted
Coral Honeysuckle Lonicera sempervirens ) [Formatted
Coral Vine Antigonon leptopus : [ Formatted
Cross Vine Bignonia capreolata . [ T
Dwarf Fountain Grass Pennisetum alopecuroides
Fig Vine Ficus pumila (Formatted (...1248]
Frogfruit Phyla incisa [ Formatted
Horseherb Calypotcarpus vialis ( Formatted
ndian Grass Sorghastrum nutans 5
nland Seaoats Chasmanthium latifolium _[Formatted
Lady Banksia Rose Rose banksiae Formatted .. [253]
Leadwort Plumbago Ceratostigma plumbaginoides Formatted
Liriope (including Giant Liriope muscari | Formatted
Little Bluestem Schizachyrium scoparium
Mulhly, Big Muhlenbergia lindheimeri Focmatted
Mulhy, Deer Muhlenbergia rigens Formatted
Muhly. Seep Muhlenbergia reverchonii Formatted
Oregano Origanum vulgare

Formatted

Passion Vine

Passiflora incarnata

Littleleaf Periwinkle

Vinca minor

Formatted

%é%%@@%é%é%%%%%lﬁéé

Pigeonberry Rivina_humilis Formatted
Purple Heart Secreasea pallida Formatted
Sanotlina Santolina chamaecyparissus Formatted
Sedge, Berkeley Carex tumlicola e 5
Sedge, Meadow Carex perdentata < Formatted
Sedge. Texas Carex texensis <f [ Formatted
Sedum - Sedum nuttallianum N '\[Formatted
Sideoats Grama Bouteloua curtipendula 0 [ Formatted
Silver Pony-foot Dichondra argentea « il
Sweet Autumn Clematis Clematis paniculata « i\ [ Formatted
Switch Grass - Punica vigatum N [Formatted ... [268]
Trumpet Vine Campsis radicans N [ Formatted (@
Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus quinquefolia 8 [Formatted (%
White Avens Gerum canadense « l = [270],
Wooly Stemodia Stemodia lanata or tomentosa B [Formatted (...[2m] ]
4 [Formatted (.. [2721 j
. [ Formatted (50
]" [Formatbed (...[274] }
E. Approved Lawn Grass . [Formatted (——zﬁ
The table below lists the turf grass species that are eligible to fulfill ‘:. ( Formatted (... [276]
landscape planting requirements. The Planning Director and City [ Formatted L. [ij
Arborist may determine as acceptable other species for plantings. i ( Forma = [278]
| [ Formatted [W
Common Name Scientific Name < [Formatted Lo [280‘1)
i  Formatted (.. [281] l
) .l‘ [ Formatted . [282]
Lot mae it pemopsct e [ =
ective e Last Amende !
7-14 | { Formatted (1284
fFormatted {...[285]
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping -

Buffalo Grass

Buchloe dactyloides

M { Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt

Palisades Zoysia Grass

Zoysia japonica

El Toro Zoysia Grass

Empire Zoysia Grass
Jamur Zoysia Grass

Zoysia japonica. El toro
Zoysia japonica, Empire

Zoysia japonica, Jamur

*( Formatted: Left

*( Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt, Italic

' Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt

Argentine Bahia Grass

Paspalum notatum, Argentina

Pensacola Bahia Grass

Paspalum notatum, Pensacola

Common Bermuda Grass

Cynodon dactylon

... Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt, Italic

Tiffway 419 Bermuda Grass
Celebration Bermuda Grass
Sahara Bermuda Grass

GN | Bermuda Grass
TexTurf Bermuda Grass
TifSport Bermuda Grass

Grimes EXP Bermuda Grass

Cynodon dactylon, Tiffway 419

Cynodon dactylon, Celebration
Cynodon dactylon, Sahara

Cynodon dactylon, GN |
Cynodon dactylon, Tex Turf
Cynodon dactylon, TifSport
Cynodon dactylon, Grimes EXP

_( Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt

Formatted: Left

( Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt, Italic

Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt

[ Formatted: Left

F. Landscape Installation

1. Trees

a.

All required canopy trees must be a minimum of two inches in

diameter (single trunk) at breast height or 65-gallon container

size at planting.

2.  Shrubs

‘All required shrubs must be a minimum three-gallon container

size at planting.

3. Groundcover

All required groundcover must be a minimum one-gallon

container size at planting.

4. Lawn Grass

{ Formatted: Font: Gill Sans MT, 10 pt, Italic
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Grass areas must be sodded, plugged, sprigged, or seeded.
However, solid sod must be used in swales, berms or other
areas subject to erosion.

|
7-2-57.4.6 __ Phased Projects

Each phase of a phased project must comply with the requirements of this
Section.
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.4. Landscaping

#-3:67.4.7 _ Existing Plant Material

In instances where healthy plant material exists on a site prior to its
development, the application of the above landscaping requirements may be
adjusted if these standards are satisfied.

4.8 Maintenance and Irrigation

A. _All required landscaping must be maintained at all times in a living and < Formatted: Heading 4.1

growing condition.

B. ~The owner must replace, within 30.days, any plant material that is
diseased, deteriorated or dead. The Planning Director may issue up to a
90-day extension of time for replacement during drought or summer
months.

C. _All required landscaping must be irrigated by an automatic sprinkling

system or have access to a hose connection within 100 feet of all
landscaping.

73:87.4.9 Installment Guarantee

A final Certificate of Occupancy may be issued without the required
landscaping in place, provided a letter of credit or other suitable assurance is
given that landscaping complying with these standards will be installed no
later than six months after issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy.
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Article 7: General Development Standards

7.1.8

Sec. 7.1. Performance Standards

B. A use in the Hl zoning district may not at any time create earthborn
vibration that, when measured at the property line of the subject
property, exceed the limit of displacement set forth in the following
table in the frequency ranges specified. '

Frequency (Cycles per Second) Displacement in Inches

0to 10 .0020

10 to 20 .0016

10 to 30 .0010

30 to 40 .0006

40 and over .0005
Glare

A use in any -t-zoning dBistrict eran-Hl-District-may not be located or
conducted so as to produce intense glare or direct illumination across the
bounding property line from a visible source of illumination nor may any such
light be of such intensity as to create a nuisance or detract from the use and
enjoyment of adjacent property.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 7: General Development Standards

Sec. 7.6. Signs

J Wall Signs

A. Location and area

1. A maximum 50 percent of each tenant's store front, side or rear
oriented to each street may be utilized for a wall sign. A single wall
sign may not exceed 300 square feet in area.

2. In the MU district, the maximum aggregate area of wall signs is 200
square feet.

3. Awall sign must not cover wholly or partially any wall opening, nor
project beyond the ends or top of the wall to which it is attached in
excess of four feet.

4. A wall sign must not extend more than six inches beyond the
building line or be attached to a wall at a height of less than 10 feet
above the sidewalk or ground. Alternative placement may be
permitted with approval by the Planning Director for facades that
can not meet this requirement.

11 Standards for Off-Premise Signs

An off-premise sign erected after March 7, 2002, must comply with the
following standards unless an alternate standard applies because the sign is
erected under incentive or relocation provisions.

A. Sign Permit Required

A person may not erect an off-premise sign without a Sign Permit issued
in accordance with Sec. 3.14. The Directoreof Construction-SafetyChief
Building Official may issue a permit for an off-premise sign only when all
requirements of this section are met. A permit for off-premise sign
construction is valid for a period of six months from date of issuance.
The Planning Director may extend the time limit for construction of a
sign for up to one additional year. The permittee may present, and the
Planning Director must consider, evidence relating to market conditions
for new sign construction, availability of local financing for new sign
construction, the permittee's history of compliance with the
requirements of this section, and other relevant factors.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8 Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.1. General Provisions
8.1.1 Authority

The provisions of this Article are adopted pursuant to the City Charter and
under the authority of Chapters 211 and 212 of the Local Government Code.
Subdivisions located in whole or in part in extraterritorial jurisdiction (ETJ) of
the City are subject to an interlocal agreement with Bell County under
Chapter 242 of the Local Government Code.

8.1.2 Applicability

A. Unless otherwise stated, the standards of this Article apply if a property
is proposed to be subdivided in accordance with the procedures set forth
in Sec. 3.6, Sec. 3.7 or Sec. 3.8.

B. This Article is administered in coordination with all other applicable
local, state or federal ordinances, codes, standards and regulations. The
provisions in this Article are also administered in conjunction with the
Comprehensive Plan, Design and Development Standards Manual,
Drainage Criteria Manual, Citywide Trails Master Plan and the Water and
Sewer Master plan.

C. Plat approval is not required for a division of land into two or more parts
for the sole purpose of securing a loan, so long as all of the land remains
in the same ownership.

8.1.3 Type of Improvements Required

A. -The applicant must provide the following improvements, of adequate
width and size, in accordance with the standards of this UDC, the Design
and Development Standards Manual, The Drainage Criteria manual, City
Code Chapter 12 (Fire Prevention and Protection), and any applicable
local. state or federal requirements:

1.  Building setback lines;
2. Public streets and alleys;
3. Sidewalks;

4. Easements;

5. Blocks and lots;

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

8.1.4

B.

Sec. 8.1. General Provisions

6. Water, wastewater and drainage facilities;
7.  Fire hydrants;

8. Street lights;

9. Parks;

10. Other public places or facilities.

Fire hydrants in the extraterritorial jurisdiction

Fire Hydrants will not be required in the City’s Extraterritorial Jurisdiction®

(ET)) when all of the following circumstances exist:

1. The proposed plat is hot within the City’s fire district:

2. The City does not provide water service to the area proposed for
platting: and

3. The City has not set forth plans to annex the area proposed for
platting in the City’s Municipal Annexation Plan.

Other exceptions to the requirement to provide fire hydrants in the ET]

will be considered in accordance with the requirements and procedures
provided in Sec. 3.6.6.

10—

2.C. The applicant must coordinate street layouts and street planning with

the Comprehensive Plan, with other municipalities, and with county,
state and federally designated highways, as applicable review bodies
may deem in the best interest of the general public. :

Compliance with Exceptions

If a subdivision has been granted an exception to the standards in this Article
in accordance with the procedures set forth in Sec. 3.6.73-6-6 then the
subdivision must comply with all conditions and requirements of the
exception where these vary with this Article. In all other instances the
subdivision must comply with the requirements of this Article. No City
Maintenance

A.

The City does not repair, maintain, install, provide , or issue permits for
any streets or public services in any subdivision for which a Final Plat has
not been approved and filed for record in accordance with Sec.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.2. Design Standards

8.2.3 Sidewalks and Trails

A. Purpose

The purpose of this subsection is to provide safe, continuous pedestrian
access along arterial and collector streets, for linking residential areas,
neighborhood services, retail services and public facilities.

B. Where Required

1. Sidewalks must be provided in the public street right-of-way, along
both sides of arterial streets and along one side of collector streets.

3.2. The location of new sidewalks along a collector street must be in
the established pattern, or as the Director of Public WerksPlanning
determines, considering available public street right-of-way and
existing or future infrastructure, or, all factors being equal, along
the north and east sides of the collector. Sidewalks must be built in

accordance with the Design and Development Standards Manual.

C. Dimensional and Construction Standards

Except as modified for Industrial Parks in subsection D below, the o ( Formatted: Font: Font color: Auto )
. . . . | Formatted: Indent: Left: 1.05", First line: 0",
following standards apply to sidewalks citywide. {Tab siops: Not ot 1.4° '
S —~| Formatted: Indent: Left: 1.05", No bullets or
numbering :

1. Sidewalks along local (if provided) and collector streets must be a
minimum of four feet wide.

2. Sidewalks along arterial streets must be a minimum of six feet wide.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
Effective 12/16/10 e Last Amended 01/15/13
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.2. Deéign Standards

3. Sidewalks must be built in line with existing sidewalks. In the
absence of an adjoining sidewalk, the edge of the sidewalk closest
to the street must be a minimum of two feet from the curb. This
section should not be construed to prohibit paving the area between
the sidewalk and the street.

4. Sidewalks must be built in accordance with the Design and
Development Standards Manual.

5. Construction plans must be submitted with the Building Permit
application. Required sidewalks must be constructed before the

Director-of Construction-SafetyChief Building Official issues a

Certificate of Occupancy.

6. Obstructions including, but not limited to utility poles and signs are
not permitted in sidewalks.

[Ord. 2012-4516]

D. Sidewalk Not Reguired -t Formatted: Style3, Level 4, Outline numbered
+ Level: 4 + Numbering Style: A, B, C, ... +

8 " 5 Start at: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.7"

Sidewalks are not required:; : % oo 105 & Indent at: 105", Keep

lines together

. | Formatted: Font: Humanst521 BT, 11 pt, Not
+»_| Bold, Font color: Auto

A oy 45l W — ', ( Formatted: Font color: Auto n
2 Where the subject property is located along streets within Industria [ Formatted: Style3, Level 4, Indent: Left: 0.7", ]

Parks described below: First line: 0.3", Keep lines together

1. Where the subject property is proposed for single-family residential
use in the UE Orban Estates zoning district.

a. Northwest Industrial Park - for the purposes of this Section, the
Northwest Industrial Park consists of properties within or
fronting on the boundary depicted below and formed by:

i Moore’s Mill Road from Wendland Road to Pegasus Drive;

ii. Pegasus Drive from Moore’s Mill Road to North General
Bruce Drive;

iii. North General Bruce Drive from Pegasus Drive to
Enterprise Road;

iv. Enterprise Road from North General Bruce Drive to
Eberhardt Road;

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.2. Design Standards

v. Eberhardt Road from Enterprise Road to Industrial

Boulevard:

vi. _Industrial Boulevard from Eberhardt Road to Wendland
Road: and

vii. Wendland Road from Industrial Boulevard to Moore’s Mill

Road.

Southeast Industrial Park - for the purposes of this Section, the

Southeast Industrial Park consists of properties within or
fronting on the boundary depicted below and formed by:

i. East Avenue H from one-half mile west of the western H.
K. Dodgen Loop right-of-way line to easternmost city limit
line;

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.2. Design Standards

ii. The easternmost city limit line from East Avenue H to Farm
to Market Road 3117;

iii. Farm to Market Road 3117 from the easternmost city limit
line to the eastern State Highway 36 right-if-way line:

iv. The eastern State Highway 36 right-of-way line from the
southern city limit line to the eastern H.K. Dodgen Loop
right-of-way line;

v. - A straight line from the eastern State Highway 36 right-of-

~ way line to one-half mile west of the western H.K. Dodgen
Loop right-of-way line.

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code

Effective 12/16/10 ~ e Last Amended 01/15/13
i 8-15. v

f Formatted: Font: CG Omega

60



Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements

Sec. 8.2. Design Standards
D.E. Cost Sharing for Sidewalks '

1. On portions of property developed for single-family residential use
that adjoin an arterial street, or a County, State, or Federally
'maintained highway, the developer shall build an arterial width
sidewalk, and the City shall bear the cost of sidewalk construction
of those portions of sidewalk adjoining an arterial street or a
County, State, or Federally maintained highway. The City shall
reimburse the developer at the time the sidewalk improvements are

accepted by the City.the City-and-applicant-must-share-the-cost-of

E.F. Waiver of Sidewalk Requirements

The Director of Gemm&ni&y—SeMeesPianning may exercise discretion to
waive al-ora-portion-of the requirement thata-sidewalk be-censtructed
as-a-condition-ofaBuildingPermit requirements in accordance with the

procedures.in Sec. 3.10.
8.2.4 Utility Easements

A. Each block that does not contain an alley must contain or have access to
a utility easement at the rear of all lots, or at other appropriate locations
as determined by utility providers or the City Engineer, reserved for the
use of all public utility lines, conduits and equipment. In the case of rear
lot or side lot locations, the utility easements must be a minimum of 15
feet in width.

B. Required drainage easements must allow for a minimum of 15 feet in
width in addition to any width required for a drainageway structure. This
easement may be split between drainageway sides but one side
(easement) must be a minimum of 10 feet in width unless other

Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Article 8: Subdivision Design and Improvements
Sec. 8.3. Park Land Dedication

B. Prior Dedication or Absence of Prior Dedication

1. Credit may be given for dedication of land or cash paid instead of
land dedication that was dedicated or paid pursuant to the
previously existing zoning ordinance or subdivision ordinance of
the City.

2. If a dedication requirement arose prior to the passage of this
section, the ordinance in effect at the time such obligation arose
controls that dedication requirement, except that additional
dedication is required if the actual density of the dwelling units
constructed on the property is greater than the former assumed
density. Additional dedication is required only for the increase in
density and must be based on the ratio set forth in paragraph A.1of
this subsection.

At the discretion of the Planning and Zoning Commission, any
former gift of parkland to the City that any provision of the City
Code, the previously existing zoning ordinance or other applicable
laws did not require, may be credited on a per acre basis toward
eventual parkland dedication requirements imposed on the donor of
such land. The Planning and Zoning Commission may, if requested,
consider the recommendation of the Parks and Leisure Services
Board, in exercising its discretion under this Section.

(5]

C. General Requirements in'the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ET])

Park land dedication will not be required in the City’s extraterritorial 4 ( Formatted: Indent: Left: 1.06", First line: 0" |

jurisdiction if all of the following circumstances exist:

1. The area proposed for development is more than one mile from the
existing city limits:

(]

The proposed subdivision will create fewer than nine lots; and

The City has not set forth plans to annex the area proposed for
development in the City’s Municipal Annexation Plan.

)

X

D

8.3.2 Cash Instead of Land Dedication
Subject to the approval of the Planning and Zoning Commission:
Temple, Texas Unified Development Code
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Temple
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
2/19/13
Item 4
Regular Agenda
Page 1 of 2

APPLICANT: Planning & Zoning Commission
CASE MANAGER: Autumn Speer, Director of Planning & Development

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Receive and discuss the Planning Director’s Report containing items for future meetings
regarding subdivision plats, zoning cases, conditional use permits, annexations, and proposed text amendments
to the Unified Development Code (UDC).

BACKGROUND: The Planning & Zoning Commission will consider several items at future meetings which may
also require City Council review for a final decision, shown on the following table.

Future Commission Projects Status Applicant

P-FY-12-31 - Consider and take action on the Preliminary Plat
of Valley Ranch Phases Ill & IV, a 44.234 * acre, 94-lot
residential subdivision, located at the southeast corner of FM
93 and Dubose

Gary Freytag for

Pending Lexington Holdings

Z-FY-12-50 Hold a public-hearing to discuss and recommend
action on a zone change from PD Planned Development-Urban
Estates District (PD-UE) to Planned Development -Single
Family-1 District (PD-SF-1) on 39.3+ acres of land, being part of
the William Frazier Survey, Abstract #310 located south of FM
93 along the west side of Dubose Road.

Pending Gary Freytag

P-FY-13-13 - Consider and take action on the Final Plat of
Brazos Bend Subdivision, a 5.290 * acres, 21-lot, 1-block
residential subdivision, located on the west side of Old Waco DRC 2-04-13 All County Surveying
Road, north of Brandon Drive. (Applicant: All Country
Surveying)

Z-FY-13-10 - Hold a public hearing to discuss and recommend
action on a zone change form Planned Development District
(PD) with specific uses of shopping center and housing
development to Commercial District (C) on 0.52 to allow an off-
premise sign (billboard) on 0.6483 + acres, in Bell County,
Texas, being part of the Redding Roberts Survey, Abstract P&Z 2-19-13 Lamar Advertising
Number 692, a part of that 9.173 acres of land described in the
Dedication of Creekside Planned Development, a planned
development in the City of Temple, Bell County, Texas, being of
record in Volume 1528, Page 813, Deed Records of Bell
County, Texas, located at 3602 SW H K Dodgen Loop.
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Z-FY-13-11 - Consider and make a recommendation on an
Appeal of Standards in Section 6.7,Unified Development Code
related to the 1-35 Corridor Overlay Zoning District for Garlyn
Shelton Cadillac-Buick/GMC, located on Lot 1, Block 1,
Diamond S. Addition On the SE corner of Midway Drive & IH 35.

(Signs)

PZC 3/04/2013

Larry Neal

2012-2013 Annual Report

PZC 3/04/2013

Staff

City Council Final Decisions

Status

Z-FY-13-01 - Consider adopting an ordinance authorizing a permanent
zoning from Agricultural District (AG) to Planned Development-Single Family
One District (PD-SF-1) at 305 Ben Nevis Lane, located on Lot 4, Block 1,
The Highlands Phase 1.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013

Z-FY-13-02 - Consider adopting an ordinance authorizing a Conditional Use
Permit to allow an off-premise sign relocation closer than 1,500 feet from
another off-premise sign at 3010 South General Bruce Drive.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013

Z-FY-13-03 - Consider adopting an ordinance authorizing a Conditional Use
Permit to allow an off-premise sign relocation closer than 1,500 feet from
another off-premise sign at 2502 North General Bruce Drive.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013

Z-FY-13-04 - Consider adopting an ordinance authorizing a zone change
from Agricultural District (AG) to Single Family Three District (SF-3) on
64.073 * acres and Office Two District (O-2) on 9.665 + acres, situated in
the Nancy Chance Survey, Abstract No. 5, Bell County, Texas, located on
the west side of Old Waco Road, adjacent to Westwood Estates and Hills of
Westwood, south of Jupiter Drive.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013

Z-FY-13-09 - Consider adopting a resolution authorizing an Appeal of
Standards in Section 6.7 of the Unified Development Code related to the |-
35 Corridor Overlay Zoning District for landscaping, building improvements,
new construction and signs for Gateway Center at 4501 South General
Bruce Drive.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013

P-FY-13-11 - Consider adopting a resolution approving a Final Plat for
Gateway Center, a + 29.60 acre, 4-lot, General Retail subdivision, with a
developer requested exception to Section 8.1.3A(7) of the Unified
Development Code related to fire hydrant placement and spacing
requirements and a sidewalk waiver per Section 3.10 of the UDC for a 4-foot
sidewalk along Gillmeister Lane, being out of the George Givens Survey,
Abstract No. 345, Bell County, Texas, located at 4501 South General Bruce
Drive.

APPROVED at 2" Reading on
January 17, 2013
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“ Clty of

mple

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MEETING EVALUATION
February 19, 2013

Fax #298-5624 Phone #298-5668

Rating Scale

Excellent Average Poor

What is your overall rating of the P & ZC's Meeting?
How would you rate the content of the staff's reports?
How would you rate the clarity of the meeting agenda?
How would you rate the staff presentation?

HWN =

5. In what ways did tonight's meeting meet (or not meet) your expectations?

6. Please provide any comments and suggestions that you feel would be useful for the next
meeting (content, speakers, materials, resources, etc.).

65



P&Z COMMISSION ATTENDANCE

2013

Jan7

Jan 22

Feb 4

Feb 19

Mar 4

Mar 18 Apr 1

Apr 15

May 6

May 20

June 3

June 17

James Staats

Allan Talley

Derek Martin

Will Sears

Greg Rhoads

David Jones

Chris Magaiia

Randy Harrell

Patrick Johnson

TU|>|T|U|T|T|>|T|T

No Meeting Held

TU|7U|U|T|U|>|T|T|T

N[= [N = =[N

July 1

July 15

Aug 5

Aug 19

Sept 3

Sept 16 Oct 7

Oct 21

Nov 4

Nov 18

Dec 2

Dec 16

James Staats

Allan Talley

Derek Martin

Will Sears

Greg Rhoads

David Jones

Chris Magaiia

Randy Harrell

Patrick Johnson

|:|not a Board member
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