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STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF ROCKWALL

BEING a tract of land situated in the E. Teal Survey, Abstract No 207, and the M.J, Barksdale Survey, Abstract No.
11, Rockwall County, Texas, and being a part of that 55.20 acre tract conveyed to A.P. Roffino as recorded in Volume
59, Pace 383, Deed Records, Rockwall County, Texas, and further being a part of that tract of land conveyed to
Staley W. Mims, Jr., as recorded in Volume 71, Page 302, Deed Records, Rockwall County,” Texas, and being more
particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at an iron rod at the most Northerly East corner of the above mentioned 55.20 acre tract;

THENCE: South 43° 38' 16" West a distance of 744.03 feet generally along an old fence line and the most Northerly
Southeast line of said 55.20 acre tract to an iron rod found for a corner;

THENCE: South 45° 52' 44" East a distance of 1023.17 feet alonc the most Southwesterly Northeast line of said

55.20 acre tract to an iron rod set for a corner at the most Southerly East corner of said 55.20 acre tract;

THENCE: South 44° 54' 20" West a distance of 951.66 feet along the center of a public road to an iron rod set for a
corner at the South corner of said 55.20 acre tract and on the Northeast line of that 55.106 acre tract of land conveyed
to Kirby Albright by Deed Recorded in Volume 83, Page 510, Deed Records, Reckwall County, Texas;

THENCE: North 45° 50' 03" West a distance ‘of 861.23 feet along said Northeast line and the Southwest line of said
55.20 a-re tract to an iron rod set for a corner at the most Southerly West corner of said 55.20 acre tract and on the
City of Dallas take line for Lake Ray Hubbard;

THENCE: North 10° 59' 44" East a distance of 500.92 feet along said take line to an iron pipe found for a corner;

TZENCE: North 4° 13' 40" West along said take line a distance of 539.4¢ feet to a broken City of Dallas concrete
monument found at the Southwest corner of that City of Dallas crainace easement recorded in Volume 83, Page
297, Deec Records, Rockwall County, Texas;

THENCE: North 7° 27' 58" V/est along siad take line a distance of 124.36 feet to an iron roc set for a corner;
THENCE: North 21° 47' 59" \/est along saic take line a distance of #77.92 feet to an iron rod found for a corner
on the Southeast line of Interstate Highway No. 30; '
TI.ENCE: North 60° 30' 20" East a distance of 197.02 feet along said Southeast line to an iron rod found for

a corner;

THENCE: South 44° 52' 02" East a distance of 310.85 feet to an iron rod found for a corner;

THENCE: iorth 43° 35' 24" East a cistance of 176.29 feet to an iron rod found for a corner;

THENCE: North 54° 25' 12" East a distance of 300.53 feet to an iron rod found for a corner;

THENCE: South 44° 53' 55" East a cistance of 637.05 feet to the Point of Beginning and containing 41.180

acres of lanc.

The plat hereon is a true, correct anc accurate representation of the property as determined by survey; the
lines and cimensions of said property being as indicated by the plat. There are no encroachments, conflicts,
or protrusions, exceot as shown.

Canny E. Osteen/ Registet:ed Public Surveyor No. 4169

o -

Recvcosserse @ssaccsave

"DANNY E. OSTEEN

JERRS W. MEFLIN

REVISED //I-5-Sw

HAROLD L. EVANS

CONSULTING ENGINEER ' . SR Sveves

—_—

2331 GUS THOMASSON RD. SUITEIO2

DALLAS , TEXAS 75228 %/561';“45 (jweff /%xfrévc/% 7

PHONE (214) 328-8I33
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CITY OF ROCKUIALL

"THE NEW HORIZOA”

23

6

23 LCecember, 198

Dear Property Cwner:

You recently received a letter from the City notifving you that the
Robkwall Planning and Zoning Commission would be reviewling vyour
property, zoned PD No. 7, for compliance with the City's Land Use
L“ah. The meeting indicated in the letter was held on that date and
the Commission recommended +that Public Hearings be initiated +o
consider changing the zoning or medifying the land use designationes
on your property to hrinq it into compliance with the City's Land

Use Plan. The Commissicn has determined that there are sufficient
agif between the land uses approved undexr PD No, 7, and the
i 5 Use Plan to reguire that Public Hearings be held to
consider changing those land uses. The Rockwall City Ccupc'l has

directed the Commission to initiate these hearings and vour ;
is scheduled to be heard on Thursday, January 8, 1987, at 7::0 P.M
5 West Rusk, Rockwall.

You, &as a property cwner, are stronc 11y encouraged to attend this
meeting. The result of this neeti 10 could be a recommendation to
the City Council that vyour property be rezoned to a different zoning
classification or that the land use designations approved under the
PD be changed. In order to provide input to the Commission you may

proposed changes that vyou may have already develo ped and
like to have conside lrd. This information may be submitted

prior to your meeting with the Commission and it will be distributed
Lo them prior to the meeting.

1f you have anv questions concerning this process please don't
hesitate to contact either Julie Couch or me at 722-1111.

Sincerely,

1ll Eizen ;

City Manager

205 Wert Rurk Rockwali, Tenar 75087 C2i4> 7e2~1itl
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NESCHIBED AS PO L TLOWS
N
D7
of land situated in the Edward Teal L & I, Survey,
207, and the M. J. Barksdale Survey, Abstract No. 11,
unty, Texas, and heing more particularly described as
an iron stake in the Northwest 1ine of the said
277.7 feet Southwest of the North corner of said
a point for corner;

r

THENCE, S. 45° 00' E, a distance of 1006.80 feet to a point for

corner;

THENCE, S. 42° 42' W, a distance of 944.90 feet to a point for

corner;

THENCE, N. 45° 00" W, a distznce of RE6.00 feet to a point on

+he Take Line of Lake Ray Hubbard a point for corner;

THENCE, along the Take lLine of Lake Ray Hubbard the following:
N. 10° 52' E, a distance of 502.20 feet to a poifnt Dow
COERSY
N. 4° 21' 10" W, a distance of 539.30 feet to a point et
COrner;

N 7° 35' 29" W, a distance of 124.36 feet to a point for
COrner;

N. 21° 15% W, a distance of 496,07 feet to a point on the
southeast line of Interstate Highway No. 30, a point for

corner;

THENCE, N, 60° 23' 10" E, along the said Southeast line of
Interstate Highway MNo. 30 & distance 209.95 feet to a point for
corner;

THENCE S. 44° 30' E, leaving the szid Southeast line of Interstate
Highway 30 a distance of 550.00 feet to a point for corner;
THENCE, N. 61° 09" E, a distance of 485 feet to a peoint for
cOrner;

THENCE, S. 44° 30' E, a distance of 611.00 feet tc a point fox
eI 7

THENCE, S. 44° 00" W, a distance of 760.900 feet to the PLACE OF
BEGCINNING, and containing 41.2 acres of land.
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CITY OF ROCHKWALL
“"THE NEW HORIZON"

January 9, 1987

Mr. Rob Whittle
Whittle Development
2804 Ridge Road
Rockwall, Texas 75087

Dear Mr. Whittle:

On January 8, 1987, the Rockwall Planning and Zoning Commission
recommended approval of the revised preliminary plan for PD-7,
including the permitted use of a marina in both tracts A and B
and the contingency that all proposed structures over 36 feet
in height are subject to approval by the Planning and Zoning
Commission and Council.

The Rockwall City Council will hold a public hearing and consi-
der approval of your request on February 2, 1987, at 7:30 P.M.
in City Hall, 205 West Rusk.

Please call if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Mary Nichols
Administrative Aide

MN /mmp

205 Werst Rusk Rockwall, Texar 75087 219> 722-111



CITY OF ROCHKWALL

“"THE NEW HORIZON”

February 5, 1987

Mr. Rob Whittle
Whittle Development
2804 Ridge Road
Rockwall, Texas 75087

Dear Mr. Whittle:

On February 2, 1987, the Rockwall City Council approved the
revised preliminary plan for PD-7, Tracts A and B, subject to
Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council approval for
buildings over 36 feet in height and limited to not more than
thirty Zero Lot Line units without specific approval from the
Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council.

Please call if you have any guestions.
Sincerely,
iy ' /
L/)/ZM?‘ Slef als

Mary Nichols
Administrative Ailde

MN/mmp

205 Wersrt Rusk Rockwall, Texar 75087 214> 722-1111
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Agenda Notes
P&Z - 1/8/87

ITI. A. P&7Z 86-69-2 - Hold Public Hearings and Consider
Rezoning/Revision of Preliminary Plan for PD-7 Located South
of I-30 between FM-740 and Lake Ray Hubbard

As vyou are aware, we have received a proposal for PD-7 from Sam
Chenault and Rob Whittle. Their proposal, as you saw at the Work
Session, would <change the land use designations +to primarily
Commercial uses with a small tract of Single Family Residential.

As we discussed at the Work Session, there are normally several
items that we require in approving a preliminary plan under PD. At
a minimum a preliminary plan should include the land uses requested
and where they will be located, the area requirements that will be
applicable to those land uses such as height, lot sizes, dwelling
sizes, setbacks, etc., and any specific conditions that you may want
to plan on the development.

The only information the applicants have submitted so far has been
the drawing you saw at the Work Session. This does not address all
of the items indicated above that would normally be required under a
preliminary plan. Thursday night you have several alternatives open
to you. You could continue the public hearing to give the developer
some time to submit the additional information. You could approve
the plan as submitted but with conditions that you might want to
establish regarding the submitted plan such as assigning area
requirements to each area.

As pointed out at the Work Session, there are several items
regarding the plan that are not addressed. One is the question of
maximum height. The developer would like the full allowable height,
as we understand it, in order to have maximum flexibility. However,
given the location of this property its development is going to have
a substantial impact on this entire area. Our Land Use Plan has
indicated this area as a vista area that is to be protected. This
should be taken into consideration in any approval.

Additionally, as pointed out at the Work Session, the current layout
proposes residential driveways accessing Summer Lea Drive, which is
not an appropriate method of development along a major collector.
Again, any approval needs to take this under consideration.

The developer should be here Thursaay night. We are also preparing
a drawing based on the Land Use Plan for your comparison. This will
be delivered on Wednesday.



MINUTES OF THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
January 8, 1987

Chairman Don Smith called the meeting to order with +the
following members present: Bill Sinclair, Leigh Plagens, Tom Quinn,
Hank Crumbley, and Norm Seligman.

The Commission first considered approval of the minutes of
December 11, 1986. Seligman made a motion to approve the minutes.
Quinn seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed with
all voting in favor except Plagens who abstained.

ﬁk E?he Commission then held a public hearing and considered
rezoning/revising the preliminary plan for PD-7 south of I-30
between FM-740 and Lake Ray Hubbard. Assistant City Manager Julie
Couch outlined approved uses as indicated on the development plan.
She added that the developer had submitted a proposal for revised
acreage/area requirements.

Kirby Albright addressed the Commission and recommended

approval of the revised preliminary plan. Rob Whittle told the
Commission that he was representing Federal Savings and Loan, the
current owners. Whittle explained that his goal was to eliminate
multifamily and replace it with more commercial development. He

explained that the Zero Lot Line Single Family indicated in one plan
would only be feasible if the City of Dallas approved the channel.

Smith questioned how Whittle's plan compared with the City's

land wuse interpretation. Whittle explained that his plan was
generally in compliance. The Commission discussed existing uses and
the acreage of the two proposed tracts. Quinn then made a motion to

approve the revised preliminary plan for PD-7 including Tract A
(33.16 acres) and Tract B (8.15 acres) as submitted, including the
permitted use of a marina and requiring both Planning and Zoning
Commission and Council approval for any building exceeding 36 feet
in height. Seligman seconded the motion. The motion was voted on
and passed unanimously.]

The Commission +then held a public hearing and considered
rezoning/revising the preliminary plan for PD-10 located south of I-
30 and east of SH-205. Staff explained the location of the PD, its
approved uses, and the uses as recommended in the Land Use Plan.
Steve Crowley, an associate of a six-owner partnership, explained
that the ownership wasn't prepared to submit a land use plan as the

current market didn't warrant additional development, He asked the
Commission to delay action until the owners were prepared to begin
development. Bill Lofland addressed the Commission and stated

support for the revision or rezoning of PD-10 to bring it into
compliance with the Land Use Plan.

The Commission discussed the size of the PD, how it compared to
the Land Use Plan, and what developments could be instigated by
future property owners with current approved uses.



Couch reminded the Commission that if the owners were compelled
to submit a preliminary plan, they still had the option to submit a

revised plan at the time of development. Sinclair noted that at the
development plan stage, the Commission couldn't limit the amounts of
the uses or densities of development. Quinn suggested that the
Commission recommend land uses for +the PD by percentages and/or
ratios. Crowley asked the Commission not to restrict the ability to
design the property. Quinn asked Staff if the Commission could
recommend a revision by percentage. Couch explained that the

Commission could make the recommendation that percentages conform
with the Land Use Plan.

Quinn made a motion to recommend amending the allowed uses to
include commercial, retail, office, single family, multifamily, open
space, and industrial to be generally in conformance with the Land
Use Plan regarding locations and percentages of acreage as indicated
on the Staff's interpretation of the Land Use Plan. Sinclair
seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed 5 to 1 with
all in favor except Crumbley, who voted against the motion.

The Commission then held a public hearing and considered
approval of a request from Rob Whittle for a vacation of a portion
of the Highland Acres Addition. Couch explained that a revised
master plan had recently been approved for PD-9. She told the
Commission that Country Highlands was platted in 1974 prior to
approval of the plan. Couch also showed the Commission where PD-9,
including Highland Acres and Country Highlands, was located in
relationship to the Land Use Plan. Smith confirmed that Country
Highlands did not require a public hearing as the property was all
under one ownership. Rob Whittle explained to the Commission that
the platted properties did not fit the recently approved preliminary
plan and that he had requested the vacations for that reason. The
Chairman then closed the public hearing. Seligman made a motion to
approve the wvacation for Highland Acres. Plagens seconded the
motion. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

The Commission then considered approval of a vacation of the
Country Highlands Addition. Seligman made a motion to approve the
vacation of Country Highlands. Plagens seconded the motion. The
motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

The Commission then considered approval of a site plan for a
proposed Kentucky Fried Chicken restaurant at SH-205 and I-30.
Benny Barnes, President of Imperial Foods, explained that parking
had been revised from angle parking and a one-way drive to head-in
parking and a two-way drive at the Commission's recommendation. He
explained that the restaurant would still meet all parking and
landscaping requirements. Crumbley questioned the appearance of the
store. Barnes explained that the exterior would match WalMart's
brick and that the interior would be attractive and easily kept up.
Plagens made a motion to approve the site plan. Seligman seconded
the motion. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.



The Commission then considered approval of a final plat for

Northshore Plaza. Sinclair made a motion to approve the plat.
Crumbley seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed
unanimously.

The Commission then reviewed PD-22 located off Summer Lee Drive

south of PD-7 and north of the Signal Ridge Development. Kirby
Albright explained that right-of-way he had dedicated wasn't
recorded and had, therefore, been sold. He explained that his
property was landlocked and that when he developed, he still
intended to follow the original approved plan. After discussion
Seligman made a motion to let the property remain as currently
zoned. Plagens seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and

passed unanimously.

The Commission then reviewed Specific Use Permit No. 6 located
on Washington at SH-66 issued for an auto laundry. Couch explained
the location of the property and the background for beginning the
reviews of SUP-6. Bill Way addressed the Commission and explained
that he and Gerald Burgamy had received the SUP in 1977. Way stated
that although the Cemetery had been extended, there were no zone

changes in the area and he saw no reason to remove the permit. Mike
Belt explained that not until he had submitted a site plan for a car
wash did the Council decide the use was inappropriate. He added

that he had satisfied all of Council's concerns regarding noise and
screening at a considerable expense and was turned down even though
the property was zoned for a car wash. Smith confirmed that the
entire General Retail tract was approved in the SUP for a car wash.
He then suggested that as the Planning and zoning Commission had
approved the site plan and had been over-ruled by the Council, the

permit should be remanded to Council for review. Seligman made a
motion to recommend initiation of public hearings to consider
removing SUP-6. Plagens seconded the motion. The motion was voted

on and passed, with all in favor except Sinclair, who abstained.

The Commission then reviewed Specific Use Permit No. 2 located
on Williams at Austin and issued for a day care. Couch explained
the underlying use for the property was "SF-7", but that the day
care usage had ceased an unknown period of time. Quinn made a
motion to request Council to initiate public hearings to consider
removing SUP-2. Seligman seconded the motion. The motion was voted
on and passed unanimously.

The Commission then reviewed SUP-4 located east of SH-205 and
south of SH-276. Couch explained that the SUP was issued for a
recreational facility, that the property had no underlying zoning,
and that the uses for the facility would be in conformance with the

Land Use Plan. Seligman made a motion to recommend public
hearings. Crumbley seconded the motion. The Commission then
discussed the facility in relation to the Land Use Plan and the
surrounding zoning for low density single family housing. The

motion was voted on and failed, with all members voting against the



motion. Sinclair then made a motion to leave the property zoned SUP-
4. Plagens seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and
passed unanimously.

The Commission then reviewed SUP-10 located on East Boydstun
issued for a day care. Couch explained that the property was no
longer used as a day care. Quinn made a motion to recommend
initiation of public hearings on SUP-10. Crumbley seconded the
motion. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

As there was no further business to come before the Commission
for consideration, the meeting was adjourned.

Approved:

Chairman
Attest:

By



Agenda Notes
City Council - 2/2/87

ITTI. C. P&Z 86-69-7 - Hold Public Hearing and Consider
Rezoning/Revision of Preliminary Plan for PD-7 Located
South of I-30 between FM-740 and Lake Ray Hubbard

This is the first case under the PD review process that the Council
will hold public hearings on to consider changing or amending the

zoning on the property. The property is a 41 acre tract located
along the 1lake south of I-30. It is currently zoned PD for
condominium, commercial and marina uses. Attached you will find a

copy of the current preliminary plan and a breakdown of land uses.

The Land Use Plan as approved by the City indicates three land uses
in the PD, those being Commercial/ Retail, Office and Multifamily.
Keep in mind. that Multifamily under our Land Use Plan is any
residential land use other than straight single family and includes
Zero Lot Line, Duplex, and Townhouse.

Rob Whittle of Whittle Development currently has a contract to buy
PD-7 from State Savings. As a result of the City initiating public
hearings he has submitted a preliminary plan with the concurrence of
State Savings, to redesignate the land uses under the PD to bring
them into compliance with the Land Use Plan. His Concept Plan for
development of the area includes the construction of a hotel,
marina, retail areas, office development and possibly some Zero Lot
Line homes located close to the marina. Attached you will find his
concept of what he currently envisions for this area.

While the Concept Plan is currently what they believe will work on
the site, they are still only in the very early planning stages and
they are not sure that this will, in fact, be the actual layout.
The developer is asking the City to consider redesignating the land
uses under PD-7 to Commercial on 33.65 acres and to Commercial and
Zero Lot Line on 8.15 acres. Attached you will find a boundary
survey that shows the location of these acreages.

Additionally, the developer has proposed the land uses and area
requirements for both Tract A and Tract B, They are proposing to
adopt the standards in the Commercial classification for both Tract
A and Tract B and the Zero Lot Line standards for Tract B. Attached
you will find their list of proposed uses under these
classifications. One area of concern was the matter of maximum
height in the Commercial areas. Under our Commercial classification
the maximum height is 60 feet without a Conditional Use Permit and
with a CUP a structure could go as high as 120 ft. We had some
concerns about establishing a maximum height of 60 ft. without the
opportunity to see what is going to be built and how it will affect
uphill property. The Planning and Zoning Commission therefore has
recommended that although there is an allowable height of 100 ft., ns
structure may exceed 36 feet unless specific approval is granted by
the P&Z and Council. The Commission has recommended approval with
this condition.



MINUTES OF THE CITY COUNCIL

February 2, 1987

Mayor Leon Tuttle called the meeting to order with the
following members present: Nell Welborn, Ken Jones, Jean
Holt, John Bullock, and Frank Miller.

Council first considered approval of the Consent
Agenda which consisted of:

A. The minutes of January 19, 1987

B. An ordinance authorizing a Conditional Use Permit
for a structure with less than 90% exterior masonry
materials at 305 West Washington on second reading

C. An ordinance authorizing a change in zoning from
"A" to "C" on a 1.105 acre tract of land on I-30
between High School Road and FM-549 on second reading

D. An ordinance authorizing a change in zoning from
“A" to "PD" on a 2.0 acre tract of land at 1520 East I-
30 on first reading.

Bullock asked Item A to be pulled from the Consent
Agenda. Miller made a motion to approve the Consent
Agenda with the exception of Item A. Bullock seconded the
motion. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.
Jones noted that the Minutes did not indicate at what
point he had joined the meeting. Bullock made a motion to
approve the Minutes revised to state the appropriate time
that Jones joined the meeting. Holt seconded the motion.
The motion was voted on and passed unanimously. At this
point Councilman Bill Fox joined the meeting.

Council then heard a report from Don Smith, Chairman
of the Planning and Zoning Commission. Smith ocutlined the
items that the Commission had considered and explained the
Commission's recommendation on each.

Council then held a public hearing and considered
approval of a request from Bill Way for a variance from
the setback requirements of the Sign Ordinance at 1905
East I-30. Assistant City Manager Julie Couch explained
that the base for the sign had been poured prior to
annexation of the property and would position the sign on
the property line instead of the required 10 ft. setback.
She added that in all other aspects, including size, the
sign was in compliance with City requirements. As there
was no one wishing to address Council, the public hearing
was closed. Bullock made a motion to approve the

Ord. 87-3
Ord. 87-4

Ord. 87-5



variance. Fox seconded the motion. The motion was voted
on and passed unanimously.

Council then held a public hearing and considered
approval of a revised preliminary plan for PD-7 located
south of I-30 and east of SH-205. Rob Whittle addressed
Council and offered to answer their concerns. Tuttle
confirmed with Planning and Zoning 's recommendation that
all buildings over 36 feet require Planning and Zoning and
Council approval. Miller suggested that the development

be limited to no more than thirty zero lot line units. As
there was no one else wishing to address the Council, the
public hearing was closed. After further discussion,

Jones made a motion to approve the revised preliminary
plan for PD-7 subject to all buildings over 36 feet in
height requiring Planning and Zoning Commission and
Council approval and limiting the development to not more
than thirty zero 1lot 1line wunits. Fox seconded the
motion. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

Council then held a public hearing and considered
action regarding rezoning/revising the preliminary plan
for PD-10 located south of I-30 and east of SH-205. Bill
Blackburn, representing the Cambridge Company, addressed
Council and proposed an agreement for a twelve month
moratorium on development in PD-10. The agreement would
allow the developer twelve months in which to submit a
preliminary plan and Council would reserve the right to
again begin the public hearing process at the end of that
time. The Mayor closed the public hearing. Council
discussed the proposed agreement and a resolution
authorizing the City Manager to enter into the agreement.
Welborn made a motion to table action on PD-10 for twelve
months or until a preliminary plan is approved by Council,
and to approve the resolution authorizing the City Manager
to enter into an agreement with the Cambridge Company.
Bullock seconded the motion. Miller offered an amendment
to the motion to include a change in wording to indicate
"the City Council will initiate" instead of "may initiate"

public hearings at the end of twelve months. Fox seconded
the amendment. The amendment was voted on and failed, 3
to 4, with Jones, Holt, Tuttle and Bullock voting against
the amendment. The original motion was voted on and

passed unanimously.

Council then held a public hearing and considered
approval of a request from Rob Whittle for a vacation of a
portion of the Highland Acres Addition. Rob Whittle
explained that the plat should have been vacated prior to
approval of a revised preliminary plan for PD-9. Tuttle
closed the public hearing. Holt confirmed with Staff that
notified property owners had not voiced objections. Holt
then made a mection to approve the plat vacation. Bullock



seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed
unanimously.

Council next considered approval of a vacation of the
Country Highlands Addition. Rob Whittle told Council that
the same situation applied to Country Highlands as did to
Highland Acres but that none of the lots had been sold.

Bullock made a motion to approve the plat vacation. Fox
seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed
unanimously.

City Manager Bill Eisen then gave the City Manager's
report. He addressed new proposed speed limits on I-30
service roads, completion of new hangars at the Airport,
the contract for expansion of the Squabble Creek
Wastewater Treatment plant, and funding for a turn lane on
FM-740 in front of Ridge Road Shopping Center.

At this time Traffic Engineer John Reglin addressed
Council to make recommendations regarding the City's
Thoroughfare Plan as it related +to FM-740. Reglin
recommended that FM-740 south of Goliad be a four lane
divided and that FM-740 south of I-30 be reduced to less
than the present six lane divided shown on the
Thoroughfare Plan. Reglin addressed the City's options
with regard to FM-740 and noted obstacles that could be
encountered with each option. He reviewed State
statistics and the amount of funds that could be expected
from the State. Council discussed the required funds for
expansions of FM-740, the recent traffic counts, and
acquisition of right-of-way. Tuttle suggested that Reglin
outline in writing the City's various options and the
advantages and/or disadvantages to each. He asked Reglin
to be prepared to answer Council's concerns regarding his
outline at the next regularly scheduled meeting on
February 1l6th.

Council then considered approval of a resolution
authorizing the execution of a boundary agreement with the
City of Fate. Eisen explained that the agreement would
provide a guideline for both Rockwall and Fate with regard
to future annexations. Welborn made a motion to approve
the resolution. Bullock seconded the motion. Miller
confirmed with Staff that annexations by both cities would
still go through the public hearing process. The motion
was voted on and passed unanimously,

Council then held a public hearing and considered
action on dangerous buildings at the following locations:
1) 903 Sam Houston, 2) the 500 block of Turtle Cove, 3) a
one acre tract on Horizon Road, 4) a .280 acre tract on
Horizon Road, and 5) a .560 acre tract on Horizon Road.
Staff provided photographs of the structures from the
exterior. James Reese of 303 Dartbrook offered
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photographs of the interior of his structure on the 500
block of Turtle Cove and told Council that his building
was stable and not hazardous. Ed Heath, Director of
Community Services, explained that the structure was
unsound and could result in additional dangers when
subdivisions built up around it if the building wasn't
stabilized. As there was no one else wishing to address
Council, the public hearing was closed. Welbern made a
motion to notify the ownersof the buildings, except
Reese's, that they had 90 days in which to remove, repair,
or demolish the buildings. Bullock seconded the motion.
Holt confirmed that City action would be taken at the
owners' expense. The motion was voted on and passed
unanimously. Tuttle suggested that Reese meet with the
City Inspector and reach an agreement regarding the
necessary steps towards satisfying criteria for a sound
structure. He also recommended that Council continue the
public hearing February 16th. Miller then made a motion
to continue the public hearing to February 16th. Jones
seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and passed
unanimously.

Council then considered awarding the bid for

Technician Design Services. Eisen explained that the City
was utilizing an in-house engineer, and, as planned, would
contract with a draftsman. He added that the &8Staff's
recommendation was to award the bid to Robert Porter, and
by that approach could save up to $86,000. Fox made a
motion to award the bid for Technician Design Services to
Robert Porter. Welborn seconded the motion. The motion

was voted on and passed unanimously.

Council then considered appointing a Council Liaison
to the Park Board for development of planning for the

Community Recreation Facility. Eisen explained that
Welborn had expressed an interest in serving in this
capacity. Holt made a motion to appoint Welborn to the
position. Jones seconded the motion. The moticn was

voted on and passed with all voting in favor except
Welborn whe abstained.

Council then discussed the origination of a
discretionary fund for use by City Council members. Fox
explained that such a fund was utilized by other cities
for Council expenses such as meetings and other non-
political City-related uses. Welborn pointed out that
she had always submitted expense reports for City Council
related expenses and had always been reimbursed. Bullock
suggested Council discuss a guideline for refunding
expenses, Bullock then made a motion to continue the
expense report procedure for reimbursement and to instruct
Staff to draft guidelines for submission of such reports
for Council consideration. Fox seconded the motion.
Miller pointed out that this was an item to be addressed



at the time the budget was reviewed. The motion was voted
on and passed unanimously.

Council then discussed re-establishing a fine for
violation of the City of Rockwall Ethics Code. Welborn
questioned the methed of penalty for current viclation.
Eisen explained that employees were disciplined by the
City Manager and subject to dismissal, Board and
Commission members were subject to removal by Council, and
that a Council member was subject to censure by a three-
guarter vote of Council. Tuttle reminded Council that the
last time the ordinance was reviewed, the fine passed on
first reading and failed on second reading. Welborn made
a motion to table the item. Jones seconded the motion.
City Attorney Pete Eckert reminded Council that without a
specific date in the motion, the item would appear at the
next regularly scheduled meeting. The motion was voted on
and passed 4 to 3, with Bullock, Fox, and Holt voting
against the motion. -

Council briefly discussed curb and guttering in front
of the Fire Station and Holt regquested that Council be
provided with an accident count on Ridge Road in front of
Ridge Road Shopping Center.

As there was no further business to come before the
Council for consideration, the meeting was adjourned.

APPROVED:

Mavyor
ATTEST:

City Secretary



PUBLIC NOTICE

The Rockwall Planning and Zoning Commission willhold a Public
Hearing at 7:30 P.M. on the 8th day of January, 1987, in the
Rockwall City Hall, 205 W. Rusk, Rockwall, Texas,for the purpose
of considering changing the zoning or modifying)tﬁe Preliminary
Plan for PD-7 to include the following zoning classifications or

designations:

"2F" - Duplex, "2L-5" - Zero Lot Line

"MF-15" - Multi-Family, "OF" - Office

"NS" -~ Neighborhood Service, "GR" - General Retail
"C" - Commercial, "HC" - Heavy Commercial

"PD" - Planned Development

PD-7 is generally located scuth of T-30, between Lake Ray Hubbard
and FM-740.



PUBLIC NOTICE

The Rockwall Planning and Zoning Commission will hold a public hear-
ing at 7:30 P.M. on the 8th day of January, 1987, in the Rockwall City
Hall, 205 West Rusk, Rockwall, Texas, for the purpose of considering
changing the zoning or modifying the preliminary plan for PD-7, Planned
Development No. 7, to include the following zoning classifications or
designations:

"ZL-5" - Zero Lot Line

"2F" - Duplex

"MF-15" - Multifamily

Topt - Office

"NS" - Neighborhood Service
"GR" - General Retail

e - Commercial

"HC" - Heavy Commercial
“pp" - Planned Development

on the tract further described on the attached Exhibit "A" and generally
located south of I-30 along Lake Ray Hubbard.

This zoning case has been initiated by the City in order to evaluate the
current zoning within the Planned Development as it relates to the
City's Land Use Plan.

As an interested property owner you may attend this meeting or notify
the Commission in writing of your feeling in regard to this matter.
Planned Development No. 7 is currently approved for Condominium, Multi-
family, Marina, Hotel, and Commercial uses.



Tract A 33.65 Acres of Zoning classification of Planned Development
- Commercial, with the permitted uses of the following:

A.

Permitted Uses

1. Office Buildings and Accessory uses.

2. Restaurants, including accessory outdoor seating.

3. Hotel, motel.

4. Paved parking lots, not including commercial parking lots.

5. Temporary on site construction offices limited to the period
of construction and approved by the Building Official.

6. Temporary concrete batching plant limited to the period of
construction upon approval of location and operation by the
Building Official.

7. Marina,
8. Private club as an accessory to a general restaurant.

9. New buildings with over 5,000 square feet, or additions of
over 40% of existing floor area or over 5,000 square feet with
combustible structural construction materials.

10. Buildings with exterior walls with less than 90% masonry
materials excluding overhead doors on walls without street
frontage. .

No structure over 36 feet in height may be built unless
specifically approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission and
City Council.



Tract B 8.15 Acres of Zoning classification of Planned Development
- Commercial, with the permitted uses of the following:

A.

Permitted Uses

1. Office buildings and accessory uses.

2. Restaurants, including accessory outdoor seating.

3. Hotel, motel.

4. Paved parking lots, not including commercial parking lots.

5. Temporary on site construction offices limited to the period
of construction and approved by the Building Official.

6. Temporary concrete batching plant limited to the period of
construction upon approval of location and operation by the
Building Official.

s Zero Lot Line Residential as outlined in the City of
Rockwall Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance under Section 25.

8. Marina.
9. Private club as an accessory to a general restaurant.
10. New buildings with over 5,000 square feet, or additions of

over 40% of existing floor area or over 5,000 square feet with
combustible structural construction materials.

11. Buildings with exterior walls with less than 90% masonry
materials excluding overhead doors on walls without street
frontage. :

No structure over 36 feet 1in height may be built unless
specifically approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission and
City Council.



PUBLIC NOTICE

The Rockwall City Council will hold a public hearing at 7:30 P.M.

on February 2, 1987, in the Rockwall City Hall, 205 West Rusk,

Pockwall, Texas, for the purpose of conSLderlng changing the zoning

or modlfylnq the preliminary plan for PD-7, Planned Development

Wo. 7, to include the following zoning cla551flcatlons or designations:

"ZL-5" Zero Lot Line

e oal -~ Duplex

"MF-15" - Multifamily

"OF" - Office

NS - Neighborhood Service
"GR" — General Retail

e - Commercial

“HC™ - Heavy Commercial
"pp* - Planned Development

on the tract further described on the property described below and
ienerally located gouth of I-30 along Lake Ray Hubbard.

PD-7
5 ituwated in the E“”urd Teal L & L Survs
1y the M. J. Barksdale Survey, Abstract
p , and bhaing more Y descrd A
'y lron stake in the Northwes: line of the said
2277 feet Southwest of the North corner of said
roint for corner
00" &, a distance of 1006.80 Ffeet Lo a point ieq
42 W, a distance of 944.80¢ fesrk to a point Q4
T ; . 45° 00" W, a distance of 8G6.00 feet to a noint or
the Take Line of Lake Ray Hubbard a point for corner;
THENCE, along the Take Line of Lake Ray Hubbard the followil
M. L0° 52" E, a distance of 502.20 feat to a point for
corner;
M. 4° 21" 10" W, a distance of 539.30 feet to a oolat for
corner;
Wo7% 35" 28" W, a distance of 124.36 feet to a noint for
COrNEY;
21° 15" W, a distance of 496.07 feet to a point on the
Southeast line of Interstate Highway No. 30, a point for
cornel; '
THENMCE, N. 60° 23' 10" E, aWOrg the said Southeast line of
Interstate Highway Mo. 30 a distance 209.95 fest to a point
corner;
THENCE S. 44° 30' I, leaving the said Scutheast line of .Intcaf ot
i .stance of 250.00 feet to a point for corner
09" I, a distance of 485.2§5 feet to a DO“‘“ F(
30" E, a distance of 611.00 feet to a point #¢
03" W, a distance of 760.00 feal Lo the PI O]
ccntaining 41.2 acres of land.

"his zoning case has been initiated by the City in order to evaluate
turrent zbning‘within the Planned Development as it relates to the
Zity's Land Use Plan.
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