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CITY OF ROCKWALL
205 West Rusk
Rockwall, Texas

APPLICATION FOR ZONING CHANGE

Case No. Filing Fee Date /-7¢'- %o

applicant &£ 7 S0 - Phecne

Mailing Address

LEGAL DESCRIPTICN OF PROPERTY SOUGHT TO BE REZONED: (If additional
space 1is needed for description, Fpe description may be put on a
separate sheet and attached hereto.)

I hereby request that the abkocve described property be changed from
its present zoning which is

M F -5 District Classification to
Chnnﬂn*ﬁ;J District Classification for
for the following reasons: (attach separate sheet if necessary)

/’Hi' Coim £hbs e )Lz--..w oA /‘:%’/}; 56‘43/ D el J*‘/’f"”)" !pv”‘f: ’ /u‘: ' -,,

There (ars) (are not) deed restrictions pertaining to the intended
use of the property.

Status of Applicant:2 Owner -~ Tenant
Prospective Purchaser
I have attached hereto as Exhibit "A" a plat showing the property

which is the subject of this requested zoning change and have read
the following concerning the importance of my submitting to the City

a sufficient legal descripticn.
Slgngggégéfiﬂyffff;—
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NOTE:

1The legal description is wused to publish notice of the
required hearing and in the preparation of the final ordinance
granting the zoning change. The description must be sufficient
so as to allow a qualified surveyor to take the description and

locate and mark off the tract on the ground. Each applicant
should protect himself by having a surveyor or his attorney
approve his legal description. Failure to do so by the

applicant may result in delay in passage of the final ordinance
or the ordinance being declared invalid at some later date
because of an insufficient legal description.

2If the applicant is someone other than the owner, written
acknowledgement by the cwner of the zoning request must also be
submitted.
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SITE PLAN APPLICATION

Date 1-31-91

NAME OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT  Rockwall High School

NAME OF PROPERTY CWNER/DEVELOPER Rockwall Independent School District

ADDRESS _ 801 E. Washington, Rockwall,Tx. 75087 pyong 214-771-0605

NAME OF LAND PLANNER/ENGINEER _ Claveonh Aesocintas. Lnc.
23361
ADDRESS 12700 Preston Rd. Dallas, Tx. 75230 PHONE 214-233-6100
TOTAL ACREAGE___ 35 3471 CURRENT ZONING Multi-Family

NUMEER CF LOTS/UNITS

SIGNED

Following is a checklist of items that may be required as a part of the
site plan. In addition, other information may be required if it is
necessary for an adequate review of a specific development proposal. All
infermation <cheould be provided on a scaled drawing gererally not
Xceeding 18" x 24",

Provided or Shown Not
On Site Plan Applicable

Ye 1. Total lot or site area - if the
site is part of a larger tract in-
clude a key map showing entire tract
and location of site being planned

Yes 2 Locatien, dimensions, and
size of all existing and planned
structures on the subject property
and approximate locations of
structures on adjoining property
within 100 ft,.

Yes 3w Location and type of
landscaping, lighting, fencing
and/or screening of yvards and
setback areas

Yes 4. Calculation of landscaped
area provided

Yes 5. Location ard dimensions of

ingress and egress
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Yes

Yes

Yes

N.A.

N.A.

6. Location, number and
dimensions cof off-street parking

and loading facilities
7. Height of all structures

8. Proposed uses of all structures

9. Location and types of all
signs, including lighting and heights

10, Elevation drawings citing
proposed exterior finish materials
and propcsed structural materials

11. I.ocation and screening of
trash facilities

12. Location of nearest fire
hydrant within 500 ft,

13. Street names on proposed streets

14. The followirg additional
informaticn: ;

If the site plan is required as a preliminary or development plan under a
Planned Development Zoning Classification, the attached applicable items
specified for preliminary plans or development plans must be included.
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Taken b
y ﬁ File No. f?/“ —
Date / / 5_/[ é?/ l g 5P/FP/Z

Fee
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CITY OF ROCKWALL

"THE NEW HORIZON"
Rockwall, Texas 75087-3628

(214) 771-1111

Cash Receipt

Name Date -
Mailing Address

Job Address Permit No. __

Check [ Cash [] Other [

DESCRIPTION Acct. Code Amount DESCRIPTION Acct. Code
Building Permit 01-3601 Water Tap 02-3311
Fence Permit 01-3602 10% Fee 02-3311
Electrical Permit 01-3604 Sewer Tap 02-3314
Plumbing Permit 01-3607 Water Availability 06-3835
Mechanical Permit 01-3610 Sewer Availability 07-3836
Municipal Pool 01-3402 Meter Deposit 02-2201
Zoning, Planning, B.O.A.| 01-3411 ' %D O O Portable Meter Deposit| 02-2202
Subdivision Plats 01-3412 Misc. Income 02-3819
Sign Permits 01-3628 NSF Check 02-1128
Health Permits 01-3631 Meter Rent 02-3406
Misc. Permits 01-3625 Penalties 20-3117
Misc. Income 01-3819 Hanger Rent 20-3406
Sale of Supplies 01-3807 Tie Down Fees 20-3407
Marina Lease 08-3810 Land Lease 20-3804
Cemetery Receipts 10-3830 Sale of Supplies 20-3807
PID 13-3828 Airport Cred. Cd. 20-1132
Street 14-3828 Fuel Sales 20-3809
Hotel/Motel Tax 15-3206

TOTAL OF COLUMN

TOTAL OF COLUMN

TOTAL DUE

6-90/5000

120. 00

Received By —
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STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF ROCKWALL

L4 -4 .
BEING a total of 8®e tracts of land situated in the E.P.Caines Chisum Survey, Abstract No. 64, and the J.D. McFariand Surveyv,

Abstract No. 145 , Rockwall County, Texas, and being a part of those certain six tracts of land described in Deed of Trust recorded
in Volume 221, Page 954, Deed Records, Rockwall County, Texas; two of said five tracts being part of Goldencrest, an additicn to
the City of Rockwall, recorded in Slide B, Page 383, Plat Records, Rockwall County, Texas; and three of said five tracts being part
of that '57.580 acre tract of land described as Tract 2 in the above mentioned Deed of Trust, and being more particularly described
as follows:

TRACT I

All of Lot 1, Block B, of the above mentioned Goldencrest and Containing 319,971 Square Feet or 7.3455 Acres of Land.



TRACT I ~ |
BEING a part of the above mentioned $7.5%0 acre tract, and being more particularty described as follows:

COMMENCING at a point in Yellowjacket Lane, 8 %0 foot right-of-way at the North corner of said 57.588 acre tract;
THENCE: South §5° 35° 58" West a distance of 82.08 feet with the Northwest line of said 57.580 acre tract to an iron rodfesnd at
its Intersection with the Northwest [ine of Yellowjacket Lana, sald fron rod being on 28 circular curve to the left having a central

' of 15° 28 12, a radlus of 845.00 feet, and a chord that bears South 19° 08" 50° West a distance of 227.G6 feet;

JENCE: Along said curve and with sald Northwest line an arc distance of 228.15 feet to an iron rod found at the point of reverse
cusvature of a circulsr curve to the right having a central angle of 38° 15' 10%, a radius of 755.00 feet, and a chord that bears
South 28° 28 19° West a distance of 388,67 feet;

THENCE: Along sald curve and with said Northwest Iine an arc distance of 451.36 feet to an lron rodfeumd for a corner;

THENCE: - South 85° 35 58" West a distance of 517.80 feet to an iron rod found at the point of curvature of a circular curve to the
right having 2 central angle of 51° 5% 18%, 2 radius of 755.00 feet, and a chord that bears South 71° 3% 31" West a distance of
661,79 feet; :

THENCE: Along sald curve and with sald Northwest line passing at an arc distance of 566.71 feet the point at which Yellowjacket
tLane becomes a variable width right-of-way and continuing a totel arc distance of 685.05 feet to an iron rodfoud for a corner;
THENCE: Morth 82° 28 52" West a distance of 97.98 feet continuing with said Northwest line to an iron rodfund for a cormer on: the
Southerly Northwest fine of sald $7.580 acre tract;

THMENCE: North 3°® 35 68" East a distance of 329.65 feet with said Northwest line 1o a nailfamd in concrete for a corner at a
Ceounty Road, said naft bears South 88° 18° 85" East a distance of 7.26 feet from the West corner of that tract of land described in
Volume 52, Page 88, Deed Records, Rockwall County, Texas;

THENCE: South 88° 1¥ 45" East a distance of 140.74 feet along the common line of said 57.580 acre tract and said tract recorded
tn Volume 52, Page 88, with said County foad to an lorn rodfuhd for a corner in the center of an old County Road;

THENCE: North 85° 35° 58" East 2 distance of 1870.03 feet with the most Northerly Northwest line of said 57.580 acre tract and

the center of sald old County Road to the Point of Beginning and Containing 335,607 Square Feet or 7.7885 Acres of Land.
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TRACT T
BEING a part of the above mentioned 57.580 scre trect and being more particuferly described as follows:

COMMENCING at a point in the centerfine of Kyle Drive, a 60 foot right-of-way, and at the East cormer of said 57,580 acre tract;
THENCE: South 85° 20" 55" West, passing at 2.00 feet and 0.5 feet Morthwest of a chain link fence corner and continuing parallel
with said fence a distance of 30.00 feet with the Southeast llne of sald $7.580 acre tract to an iron rodfued 3 'he South zorner of
Kyle Drive and the Point of Beginning;
THENCE: South 85° 20' 55" West a distance of 855.66 feet continuing parallel with and 0.5 feet Northwest of -aid fence to an iron
rod found for a corner;
THENCE: South &5° $1' 23" West 3 distance of 20.18 feet leaving said chain link fence and along a wire fence 0 an iron rod founc
at the East cormer of that 10 acre tract described in Volume 229, Fage 257, Deed Records, Rockwall County, Texas:;
THENCE: North a8° 28" 96" West a distance of 809.96 feet with the Northesst line of said 10 acre tract to an iron rod found at the
North corner of said 10 acre tract and on the Southeast line of Yellowjacket Lane, a 90 foot right-of-way;
THENCE: North 15° 35' 58" East a distance of 206.98 feet with said Southeast line to an iron rod found at the point of curvature
of a circufar curve to the left having a central angle of 34° 15 19", a radius of B&S.00 feet, and a chord that bears North 28° 38
19" East a distarnce of 397.67 feet: .
THENCE: Along said curve and with said Southeast line an arc distance of 505.16 feet to an iron rod found at the point of reverse
curvature of a circular curve to the right having a central angle of 18° 38 13", a radius of 755.00 feet, and a chord that bears
North 18° 39° 50" East a distance of 192,35 feet: '
THENCE: Along said curve and with said Southeast line sn src distance of 192.88 feet to an iron rod found at the intersection of
said Southeast line with the Southwest finre of Kyle Drive, said iren rod being on a ciraular curve to the right having a centrai
angle of 17° 07 08", a radius of 770.00 feet, and a chord that bears South 53° 22 S9" East a distance of 229.21 feet;
THENCE: Along sa2id curve and with said Southwes! line of Kyle Drive an arc distance of 230.06 feet to an iron rod found for a
corner; .
THENCE: South 83° 89 25" East a distance of 813.73 feet with said Southwes! line to the Point of Beginning and Containing
783,186 Souare Feet or 17.9786 Acres of Land.
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PAVING PLANS

YELLOWJACKET LANE

GOLDENCREST

CITY OF ROCKWALL -

-ROCKWALL COUNTY, TEXAS

HAROLD L.EVANS S CONSULTING ENGINEER

DESIGN | DRAWN | DATE

NO.

82/14-4A

FILE
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1. TOTAL SITE AREA 1,538,718 SF
2. LANDSCAPED AREAS

A. Total landscaped area reqd.
(10% of total site) 153,718 sf

Landscaped area provided 920,000 sf
Natural 210,000sf
10’street buffer 51,000sf
Internal Parking 22,000sf

Other 637,000sf
B. Trees required total 131 trees required
Student parking 530 cars = 27 trees reqd.
* 36 provided
Faculty parking 180 cars = 9 trees reqd.
* 0 provided
Steet frontage buffer 5100lf = 102 trees 9
* 50 provided
* See letter requesting variance
3. Parking required total 500 cars 760 provided

530 stucent car spaces provided 252,000sf
180 faculty car spaces provided 57,000sf
16 visitor car spaces provided
34 other car spaces provided

722-3201

Claycomb Associates, Inc,/Architects
12700 Preston, Suite 27-
Dallas, TX 75230

Rockwall High School

Rockwall Independent School Digfrict
801 East Washington Street
Rockwall, TX 75087

Kyle Drive
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SITE PLAN REVIEW

Date Submitted

- Scheduled for P&Z

Scheduled for Council

“ Applicant/Owner TQIST)

Name of Proposed Develcpment

Location LAEQ_,{ (s \;-QQ)\Q_%'

City of Rockwall

l4<{LmScbu££2

"Legal Description

(6/87)

Total Acreage " No. Lots/Units

Current Zoning

Special Restrictions

" Surrounding Zoning

Planning

Is the site zoned properly? foa iz M E -
ppyeﬂ%

Does the use ceonform to the Lanrd Use Plan?

Is this project in compliance with the
provisicns of a Concept Plan?

Is the property platted?

Is plat filed of record at Courthouse?
File No.

If not, is this site plan serving as a
preliminary plat?

Deces the plan conform to the Comprehensive
Zoning Ordinance or PD Ordinance on the
following:

a. Are setbacks correct? front

cice

b. Are bhuildings on same lot
adequately cerearated?

Yes No N/A
[
e
—
v
W
b//
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C.

P-

g.

Is the lot the proper size?

Does the lot have proper dimensions?
Are exterior materials correct?

Are structural materials correct?

Is coverage correct?

Is adeguate area in liESﬁ?aE%%gQES?W

Is it irrigated? CQW‘Lngww’

Is landscaping in parking lot required?

Are types of landscapirg indicated?

EN(EL A

V\.R.p{’("! s I ‘\_J"J IV £ O 0 < '
Is floor area ratio correct?

Is building height correct?

Are correct numker cf parking

spaces provided? (jgho~— o &) shoaetandy
Are driving lanes adequate in width?
Are parking spaces dimensicred properly

Does the parking lot meet City
specifications

Is a fire lane provided? ukuns Shak e

s,;axabwtom'pmw@u&
Is it adequate in width? 300’ Uust Lo
Are drive entrances properly spaced?

Are drive entrances properly dimensioned?

....Do drive entrances line up X a&
with planned median breaks? 5Uff%w¢“’

Is lighting provided and correctly
directed?

Are sidewalks requiregd?

Are sidewalks provided? uggﬂio pmvd&_
Is a screen or buffer required?
....Is it sized properly?

....Is it designed properly?

.++.1I8 it of correct materials?

SN RK

\

VNN R

N

N )




Page 3 of

7. Does the site plan contain all required
information from the application checklist?

8. 1Is there adecuate access and circulation? S

9. Is trash service located and screened?

" 16. Are street names acceptable?

11. Was the plan reviewed by a consultant? e
(If so, attach copy of review.)

12. Dces the plan conform toc the Master Park Plan? T

13. Are there any existing land features to be
maintained?

(ie, topography, trees, ponds, etc.)

Ccmments:v MQ m}ﬂ_mww 4{)% q{o

Building Ccdes

1. Do buildings meet fire ccdes?

2. Do sicns conform to Sign Ordinance?

Comments:

Engineering

1., Does plan conform to Thoroughfare Plan?

2. Do points of access align with adjacent ROW?

VUK

3. Are the points of access properly spaced?

4. Are street improvements required?

5. Will escrowing of funds or construction of
substandard roads ke reguired?

6. Dces plan conferm with Flcod Plain Regulations? —

Is adecuate fire protection presentéﬁiﬁfét

8. Are all utilities adequate?

9. Are adequate drainage facilities present?

10. Is there & facilities agreement con this site?

dAear Shoawtd. O
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11. Are existing roads adequate for Q
additicnal traffic to be generated? v
dooo oo N
12. Is the site part of alarger tract? Does
the plan adversely impact development —

of remaining land?

oo ek

14. Are street and drive radii adequate?

13. Are access easements necessary? Lﬂhﬂ-£>k1L~ L/’/
Vi

15. Have all reguired conditions been met?

16. Is there a pro rata agreement cn this site? Tl

17. Have all charges been paid?

Time Spent on Review

Name Date Time Spent (hours)
@/»(M 2/¢/q/ )| hr

7




1991 UNIFORM ADMINISTRATIVE CODE

construction work for which the permit is issued as well as all finish work,
painling, roofing, electrical, plumbing, heafing, air-conditioning, elevalors,
fire-extinguishing systems and other permancnt eguipment.

(¢} Plan Review Fees, When a plan or other data are required to be submitted by
Subseclion (b) of Section 302, 2 plan review fee shall be paid al the time of
submitting plans and specifications for review. The plan review fec for buildings
or structures shall be 65 percent of the building penmil fee as shown in Table No.
3-A.

The plan review fees for electrical, mechanical and plumbing work shall be
equal to 25 percent of the totsl permil fee as set forth in Tables Nos. 3-B, 3-Cand
3.D.

The plan review fee for grading work shal! be as set forth in Table No. 3-G.

The plan review fecs specified in this subsection are separate fees from the
. pemmil fees specified in Section 304 (a) and are in addition (o the permil fees.

When plans are incomplete or changed so as to require additional plan review,
an additional plan review fee shall be charged al the rate shown in Tables Nos. 3-A
through 3-G.
(d) Expiration of Plan Review. Applications for which no permit is issved
within 180 days following the date of application shall expire by limitation, and
plans and other data subniitted for review may therealter be retumned (o the
applicant or destroyed by the building oflicial, The building official wmay exicnd
the fime for action by the applicant for a period not exceeding 180 days upon
request by the applicant showing that circumstances beyond the conirol of the
applicant have prevented action from being taken. An application shall not he
extended more than once. In order o renew action on an application after
expiration, the applicant shall resubmit plans and pay a new plan review fee,

{(¢) Investipation Fees: Work Without a Permit. |. Investigation. Whenever
wark for which a permit is required by this code has been commenced without
first ohnaining a permit, a special investigation shall be made before a permit may
be issued for such work.

2. Fee. An investigation fee, in addition to the permil fee, shalt be collected
whether or not a permit is then or subsequently issued. The investigation foe shall
be equat 10 the amount of the permit fee required by this code. The minimum
investigation fce shalt be the same as the minimum fee set forth in Tables Nos. 3-A
through 3-H. The payment of such investigation fee shall not exempl an applicant
from compliance with all other provisions of either this code or the technical codes
nor from the penalty prescribed by law.

(1) Fee Refunds. The building official may authorize refunding of a fee paid
hereunder which was emoncously paid or collected.

The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 8 percent of

the pemit fee paid when no work has been done under a permit issued in
accordance with this code.

The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 80 percent of
the plan review fee paid when an application for a penmit for which a plan review
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fee has been paid is withdrawn or canceled before any examinalion time has boen
expended,

The building official shall not authorize the refunding of any fee paid excepl
upon written applicalion filed by the original permittee not Iater than 180 days after
the date of fee payment.

Inspeactions

Sec. 305.{a) General. Construction or work for which & permit is required shall
be subject fo inspection by the building official and the construction or work shal}
remain accessible and exposed for inspection purposes uniil approved by the
building official. In addition, certain types of consiruciion shall heve continuous
inspection as specified in Section 306.

Approval as aresub of an inspeclion shall not be construed 1o be an approvalola
violation of the provisions of this code or of other ordinances of the jurisdiction.
Inspections presuming to give authority to violate or cancel the provisions of this
code or of other ordinances of the jurisdiction shall not be valid.

Itshaltbe the duty of the permit applicant to cause the work toremain accessible
and exposed for inspaction purposes, Neither the building official nor this
jurisdiction shall be liable for expense entaited in the removal or replacement of
any material required to allow inspection.

A survey of the lol may be required by the building official lo verify that the
struclure is located in accordance with the approved plans.

(b) Inspection Record Card. Work requiring a permit shall not be commenced
until the permit holder or the agent of the permit holder shall heve posied or
otherwise made available an inspection record card such as to allow the building
official conveniently to make the required entries thereon regarding inspection of
the work. This card shall be maintained avatlable by the permit holder until final
approval has been pranted by the building official.

{c} Inspection Requesis. It shall be the duty of the person doing the work
authorized by a permil to notify the building official that such work is ready for
inspection. The building official may require thal every request for inspection be
filed at least one working day before such inspection is desired. Such requesi may
be in writing or by telephone at the option of the building official.

1 shall be the duly of the person requesting any inspections required cither by
thiscode or the technical codes to provide acoess to and means for inspection of the
work,

(d) Appreval Required. Work shall not be done beyond the point indicated in
each successive imspection withoul first oblaining the approval of the building
official. The building official, upon notification, shall make the requested
inspections and shall either indicate that that portion of the construction is
satisfactory as completed or shall notify the permit holder or an agent of the penmnit
holder wherein the same fails to comply with this code. Any portions which do nol
comply shall be comrected and such portion shall not be covered or concealed until
authorized by the building official.
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TABLE NO. 3-C—MECHANICAL PEAMIT FEES

Permit 1ssuance
I. Torihe issuance of eschpermil ... ..o RS T S
2. Forissuing each supplemental permidt .. ... oooia i,

Untt Fee Schedule
1. Forthe instaltation or relocation of cach forced-air or gravity-type fumace
or burner, including ducts and vents attached to such appliance, up to and
including 100 Brafh ... oun o e
2. For the installation or relocation of each forced-air or pravity-1ype fumaie
or burner, including ducts and venls attached (o such appliance over
TEEDODE BI oot smimsvavs s sniamen e it s s wmss
3. [For the installation or relocation of each floor fumace, including vent .. ..
4. For the installntion o relocation of cach suspended heater, recessed wall
heater or floor-mounted unit healer . ... oo iiiiiiiii o
5. For the installation, relocation or replacement of each appliance vent
installed and not included in an appliance pesmit ... ...l oL
6. For the repair of, alteration of, or addition to cach heating appliance,
refrigeration vnit, cooling wnil, absorplion wnil, o each heating, cooling,
absoiption, or evaporative cooling sysiem, including installation of controls
cepulated by thisoode L. ... o e
7. For the installation o1 relocation of each boiler or compressor to and
including three horsepower, or each absorption system to and including
LT I TTTY,
8. For the installatinn or relocation of each boiler or compressor over (hiee
horsepower 1o and including 1S borscpower, or each absorption system
over 100,000 Biv/h and including SODOOD Bwh ... ... ol
9. For U installation or relocation of each boiler of compressor over
15 horsepower 1o and inciuding 30 horsepower, or each shsorption
system over 500,000 Biwh to and including 1000000 Biwfh ...........
10. For the instaliation or relocation of cach boiler or compressor over
30 horsepower 1o and including S0 horsepower, or for each absorption
system over 1,000,000 Biuf to and including 1,750,000 Biuh ... ...
11. For the instathation or relocation of each boiler or refrigeration compressor
over 50 horsepower, or each absorption system over 1,750,000 B ... ..
12. For each air-handling unit to and including 0,000 cubic et per
minule, including ducts aftached therelo ... iie i inias
Nate: This fee shalt not apply 1o an air- hantilmg unil which is a portion
of a factory-assembled appliance, cooling unit, evaporalive cooler or
absorption unit for which 2 pemit is reguired elsewhere in this code.
13, For each air-hondling unit over 1080 efm ... ..o ooils
14, For each evaporative cooler other than porfable type .. ................
15. For each ventilation fan connected to a single duct ... .. .. .. vaianaas
16. For each ventilation sysiem which is mot a ponion of any heating of air-
conditioning system authorized byapermit ...... ... ...oa
17. For ihe installation of each hood which is sesved by mechanical exhaust,
including the ducis forsuch hood ... ..o ol o
18. For the installation or relocation of each domestic-type incinerator .. ...,

fcomtinued)

2.60

11.00

9.00

200

450

9.00

2.00

16.50

2250

33.50

6.50

KLY
6.50
4.50

6.50

6.50
11.00

1991 UNIFORM ADMINISTRATIVE CODE 3¢, 3D

TABLE NO. 3-C—MECHANICAL PERMIT FEES—{Continued)

19. For the installation or relocation of each commercial or industrial-type
INCIRBIBION & ooy i - v o ok ad el A R S ST e 4500
20. Fos cach appliance or piece of equipment regulased by this code but nol classedin other
appliance categoties, or for which no other fee is listed inthiscode ... .. .. 6.50
Other Inspections and Fees:
1. Inspections outside of normal business hours .. ............. $30.00 per howr®
{minimum charge—two hours)
2. Rcinspection fees assessed under provisions off
Section 05 (g}.......... SRR, ST AR AR e .. $30.00 per howr*
3. Inspections for which no foe is specifically indicated . ........ $30.00 pes hour*
(minimum charge—omne-half hour)
4. Additional plan review required by changes, additions or

revisions toapproved plans ... ..ol ia e a $30.00 per hour*
{minimum chasge—one-half hour}

*Or the tota! hourly cost to the jurisdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall include
supervision, overhead, equipment, howrly wages and fringe benefits of the employees

involved.
TABLE NO. 3-D—PLUMBING PERMIT FEES
Permit Issuance
I. Fortheissuanceof eachpermitl .....c..oooeiiiinineiaainirinncinans $15.00
2. For issuing each supplemental permit . ... ... ... oi.lals, T 450
Unit Fee Schedule {in addillon to 1 or 2 above)

1. For each plumbing fixiure of trap ot set of fixiures on one teap (including

wales, drainage piping, and backflow protection thesefor) .. ............. 6.00
2. For each building sewer and each wailer park sewer .............. ver-. 1500
3. Rainwaler systems—per drain (inside building) _..._.._........ ... .. 6.00
4, For cach cesspool (where permitted) .. ..o.oviiiiie o iiiai i, 2250
5. Foreach private sewage disposal SYSem . ... .. ... iivuiinraaniacanns 4500
6. Foreachwalerheaterandforvent ... ... . ... .. .. ... i iiiialo.e. T.50
7. For each industrial waste pretrestment inlerceptor including its trap

and venl, excepling kitdmn-type grease interceptors functioning as :

fixlure traps .. ..... I 1200
8. Forinstallation, alteration, or repair of water piping and/or water-teeating

CQUEPTNENL, BEIN + v soorma counn wis erwwimseress o s b s 7w e 300
9. For repair or alieration of drainage or vent piping, cach fixture .......... 300
10. For each lawn sprinkler system on any one metes, including backlow

protection devicesthesefor ... .. ... ... ... ieaaiaa 903
15. For atmosphesic-type vacuom breakers not included in Tiem 1:

IO ¢ o 508 S T 1.50
over §, cach .

{cantinued)
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390, 3E,3F 1991 UNIFORM ADMINISTRATIVE CODE

TABLE NO. 3-D-PLUMBING PERMIT FEES—{Conlinued)

12, For each backflow proteciive device other than atmosphesic-type vatuum
breakers:

ZancheST il SITAIET. <o vogripossine s muporss AR T .50
OVCT L ANOIR rim wvrior v e W0 60§00 S S ST S TR RS 1500
13 Tor each gas piping system of one to fouroutlets ... oo L. Ll 00
14. For each gas piping sysiem of five or more outlets, per oatbel ... ..., ... 0.75

(3ther Enspections and Fees:

1. Inspections outside of samal business ours ., .., ... ... ... $30.00 per hour*
(minimum charge—iwe hours)

2. Reinspection lees assessed under provisions of
BCOHONRISARY coocmmmimes i wiammmsnos s e RS 6 $30.00 per hour*

3. Inspeciions for which no foe is specifically indicated . ... ... .. $36.00 per hour®
{minimum charpe—~onc-hat hour)

4. Additional plan review required by changes, additions or
revisions to approved plms ... ., ., NS R S TR AR5 $30.06 per hour®
(minimum charge—one-half hour)

*Orihe total hously cost 1o the jurisdiction, whichewves is the preatest, This oost shath include
supervision, ovethead, equipment, houtly wages and fiinge benefits of the employoes
involved.

TABLENO. 3-E—ELEVATOR PERMIT FEES
New Instaliations:

Passcager or freight elevatw, escalator, moving walk:

Up o and including $40.000.00 of valuation—$55.00

Over $60.000.00 of valuation—$355.00 plus $1.00 for each $1,000.00 o7 fracion
ihereof over $40.000.00

Dumbwaiter or privale residence elevatos:

Up to and inctuding $10.000 of valsation—$15.00

Over $10,000.00 of valuation—$15.00 plus $1.00 for each $1,000.00 or [raction
thereof over $1¢.00:0.00

Major Alterations:
Fees for major alterations shall be as set forth in Table No. 3-A.
Instattation fees include charges for the first year s annual inspection fee and charsges
for electrical equipment on the conveyance side of the disconnect switch,

TABLE NO. 3-F—ELEVATOR ANNUAL CERTIFICATES OF

INSPECTION FEES
Foreachelevaior ........ocicioinriarnas crieanas i aaiear e $25.00
Foreach escalator ormoving walk . .. .. ... . oLl L 15.00
For each commercial dumbwaiter . .. .. ... . i 10.00

{Each escalalor or moving walk unit powered by one motor shall be considered as 4
scparate escalator or moving walk.)

1891 UNIFORM ADMINISTRATIVE CODE 3G, 3H

TABLE HO. 3-G—GRADING PLAN REVIEW FEES

50 cubic yardsorless ...... R RO R 0 45 L i amem sz RN No fee
St 100cubicyards .. ... L. L i 51500
100 1o 1000 cabie yands .. ... .o ce i o vieie s e 22.50
LOM to 10000 cuble yards . ... ... . 30.00

10,001 to 100,000 cubic yards—$30.00 for the first 10,000 cubic yards, plus $15.00 for
each sddilional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thercof.

100.001 1o 200,000 cubic yards—$165.00 for the first 100,000 cubic yards, plus $9.00
for each additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof.

200,601 cubic yards or more—$255.00 for the first 200,000 cubic yards, plos $4.50 for
cach additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof,

Other Fees:

Additional plan review required by changes, additions or revisions 10

EPPIOVBH PIABS uou vun o oo dinayin s o Caiies v 8 et s e T $30.00 per howr®
{minimum charge—one-hall hour)

*Qrihe total hourly cost to the jurisdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall include

supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages and fringe beacfits of the employees
involved.

TABLE NO. 3-H—GRADING PERMIT FEES!
S0cubic yards 07 1685 L .. oot i i e e $15.00
ST1o TOD cubic ¥a0dS . ..ot ee ity e e 2250

101 o 100} cubic yands—$22.50 for the lirst 180 cubic yerds plus $10.50 for each
add itional I8 cubic yards or fraction thersof,

3L 1o 10,008 cubic yards—S$117 00 for the first 1,000 cubic yards, plus $9.00 for cach
additional 1,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof,

10,001 1o 100,000 cubic yards—$198.00 for the first 10,000 cubic yards, plus $40.50 for
each additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof.

100,001 cubic yards or more—$§562.50 for the first 100,000 cubic yards, ples $22.50 for
each =dditional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof.

QOther lospections and Fees:
1. Inspectiois outside of noremal business bours ............... $30.00 per hour?
{minimum charge—iwe hours)
2. Reinspections fees assessed undes provisions of
Section 305 () . .......... e e e $30.00 per hour?
3. Inspections for which no fee is specifically indicated ......... $30.00 pes hour?

{mintmem charge—one-half hour}

"The fee for a grading permit authorizing additional work to that under a valid permit shall
be the difference between the fee paid for the original pennit and the fee shown for the
entire project.

20r the 1012l hourly cpst to the jurlsdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall inctude
supervision, overhead, equipment, hoturly wages and fringe benefits of the employess
involved.
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STATE PURCHASING AND GENERAL SERVICES COMMISSION 303.08-086
PO BOX 13047 Capitol Station 689
Austin, Texas 78711

HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBILITY
STATEMENT OF INTENT

EAB PROJECT # ___

New Rockwall High School
NAME OF BUILDING OR FACILITY

Yellow Jacket Lane Rockwall 75087 Rockwall
LOCATION (ADDRESS) OF BUILDING OR FACILITY cITY 2IP CODE COUNTY
Rockwall Independent School District (214 ) 722-3201
BUILDING OWNER TELEPHONE NUMBER
801 E. Washington Rockwall Texas 75087
MAILING ADDRESS cITy STATE ZIP CODE
Bill Howlett, Asst. Supt. (214 ) 722-3201

OWNER CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE NUMBER
Claycomb Associates, Inc. (214 ) 233-6100
ARCHITECT TELEPHONE NUMBER
12700 Preston Rd, Suite 275 Dallas Texas 75230
MAILING ADDRESS ) CITY STATE ZIP CODE
Larry Claycomb (214 )233-6100
ARCHITECT CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE NUMBER
August, 1993 New Senior High School

EST. DATE OF PROJECT COMPLETION PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Having examined Article 7, Article 601b, Texas Revised Civil Statutes, and being familiar with the provisions thereof, | do hereby notity the
State hasing and | Services C ission of the above described project and certity that | will perform, or cause to be performed,
ject so that 4t will comply with the provisions of the statute

President
UTHORIZED AGENT TITLE

Assocfates, Inc. August 23, 1991
COMPANY OR FIRM DATE

IF FINAL CERTIFICATION OF THE BUILDING OR FACILITY IS DESIRED, THE OWNER OR AN AUTHORIZED AGENT SHOULD CONTACT
THE COMMISSION IMMEDIATELY UPON COMPLETION OF THE PROJECT. ACCESSIBILITY CERTIFICATIONS WILL BE ISSUED BY THE
COMMISSION ONLY UPON A FINDING OF COMPLIANCE PURSUANT TO THE VERIFICATION PROCESSES AUTHORIZED AND
DESCRIBED IN RULE 115.57 AND RULE 115.58.

STATE PURCHASING AND GENERAL SERVICES COMMISSION

RECEIVED BY DATE

THIS FORM 1S ADOPTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 11556 PROMULGATED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 601b. SUPRA. AND IS TO
ACCOMPANY THE PROJECT PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS WHEN THEY ARE SUBMITTED TO THE COMMISSION FOR REVIEW




International Conference of Building Officials

REGIONAL OFFICE: 9300 JOLLYVILLE ROAD e AUSTIN, TEXAS 787597455 e (512) 794-8700

BOARD OF DIRECTORS OFFICES OF
CARROLL L. PRUITT, AIA
CHAIRMAN August 23, 1991 REGIONAL MANAGER
EUGENE J. ZELLER, P.E., C.B.0.
SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDING JAMES W. SHEFFIELD, P.E.
REGIONAL ENGINEER

AND SAFETY
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA

FIRST VICE-CHAIRMAN Mr' DaVId Smlth

JAMES L. MANSON, C.B.O. 11di Tt
DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF Buﬂdlng Official

BUILDING AND SAFETY CITY OF ROCKWALL

COUNTY OF SPOKANE

SPOKANE, WASHINGTON 205 W. Rusk
SECOND VICE-CHAIRMAN Rockwall, Texas 75087

PHIL M. HERRINGTON, C.B.0O.
DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF
BUILDING AND SAFETY i
RENO, NEVADA Dear Mr. Smith:

IMMEDIATE PAST CHAIRMAN
WILLIAM E. SCHLECHT, C.B.O. + . . . . .
MANAGER, BUILOING AND Thank you for your recent inquiry regarding plan review services available

CRASADENA. CALFORNIA from the International Conference of Building Officials. We have enclosed
RON BULLOCK information explaining the service and setting forth plan review fees and an
CHEr Sany. UtAd application blank.

ROBERT J. EFPSTEIN, C.B.O.
ECTOR, BUILDING AND SAFETY . . .
O e NiGHIT EACIE DA Please refer to the attached brochure for instructions and submittal

508 FOWLER, P.E., AlA, C.B.0. requirements. Our turn-around time for a plan review is from one to six
e e rexas " weeks, depending upon the complexity and completeness of submitted data.

JAN P. GASTERLAND, C.B.O.

g e If a complete plan review for conformance to the Uniform Building Code or
DOUGLAS E. HOOD, C.B.0. a structural-only review is desired, in addition to a set of plans, we require
cooranoAver noanTrises  SPecifications, complete structural calculations, and a soil investigation report.
PARKER, ARIZONA If only a non-structural review is desired, then a set of plans and specifications
o oncorroaL - is sufficient. If plumbing, mechanical/ and/or electrical reviews are desired,
DI PRINT AL RN there reviews are performed through our headquarters office in Whittier,
el e California, and an additional set of plans and specifications would expedite
CRESWELL, OREGON these reVieWS.
ASSISTANT DEVELOPMENT
ol g We appreciate your interest in our plan review service and look forward to

T — being of assistance. If you have a question, please don’t hesitate to contact
DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY us at (800) 252-3602

DEVELOPMENT
COUNTY OF KITSAP
PORT ORCHARD, WASHINGTON

THOMAS R. THOMPSON, €.B.0. Ve?’ truly yours, -
BUILDING QFFICIAL g
BROOMFIELD, COLCRADO W " /{ 4@
a

ROBERT D. WEBER, P.E.,C.B.O.
DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING .
el rroll Lee Pruitt, AIA
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA Reglonal Manager
ALLEN O. ZEPPER, C.B.O.
BUILDING OFFICIAL

STILLWATER, MINNESOTA CLPSf
PRESIDENT Enclosure
JAMES E. BIHR, P.E. > . .
c:\wp51\pruitt\corr\dsmith1.91
FAX NUMBERS
Order Department (213) 692-3853
Plan Review (213) 692-3425
ICBOES (213) 695-4694
Administration (213) 699-8031
Indiana {317) B79-0966
Missouri (B16) 741-9475
Texas (F1E)3a a1 Main Office: 5360 South Waorkman Mill Road e Whittier, California 90601 e (213) 699-0541

Washington (206) 637-8939



TO:

FROM:

Please

© PN LR 0N

11.

12.

13.

14.

Signed:

PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION

International Conference of Building Officials Datae:
9300 Jollyville Road, Suite 101

Austin, Texas 78759-7455

Attention: Plan Review Services

provide plan review services for the following project:

Name of Jurisdiction:

Name of Project:
Address of Job:
Valuation:

Seismic Zone:
Basic Wind Speed:
Frost Line:

Soil Bearing Data:

Project Contact Person
and Address (Optional):

Please circle: Perform a Complete, (Nonstructural, Structural) plan check.

Please circle: One, (Two, Three) set(s) of plans and one set each of calcuiations, soils
report and specifications are enclosed.

Please Check:

( ) Enclosed
( ) Under Separate Cover

Please check plans under the following edition of the Uniform Building Code:
( ) 1988 Edition

( ) 1991 Edition
( ) Other: (please specify)

Please check plans for compliance with the additional following codes:

( ) State of Texas Handicapped Requirements
( ) Other: (please specity)

Copy comments to contact person (circle one): yes no

Telephone:

Title



INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF BUILDING QFFICIALS
PLAN REVIEW SERVICES

All active Class A members of the Conference are weicome to take advantage of our plan review services.
These services may include a review for compliance with the nonstructural and structural provisions of the
Uniform Building Code and/or compliance with other construction codes such as the Uniform Mechanical
Code, Uniform Plumbing Code and the National Electrical Code. Simply submit a complete set of plans with
design calculations, specifications, foundation investigation report and a letter of authorization including such
pertinent information as code edition in effect, estimated valuation, wind Zone, seismic zone or other special
features. When it is desired to have plans reviewed for compliance with both the Uniform Building Code and
other construction codes, the plan review process can be expedited if two sets of plans and related
information are provided.

Upon completion of the plan review, Conference headquarters will invoice your jurisdiction based on fees
as follows:

Uniform Building Code Review:

The plan review fees are based on Section 304 (c) and the fee schedule set forth in Table
No. 3-A of the 1988 Uniform Building Code with a reduction from 65 percent to 50 percent
of the permit fee as illustrated in the following table:

PLAN CHECK FEE AMOUNT

COLLECTED BY ICBO PLAN RETAINED BY

VALUATIONS JURISDICTION CHECK FEE JURISDICTION
$  200,000.00 $ 643.20 $ 484.75 3 148.45
500,000.00 1,325.70 1,019.75 305.95
1,000,000.00 2,300.70 1,769.75 530.95
5,000,000.00 7,500.70 5,768.75 1,730.95
10,000,000.00 14,000.70 10,769.75 3,230.95
15,000,000.00 20,500.70 15,769.75 4,730.95
25,000,000.00 33,500.70 25,769.75 7.730.95
50,000,000.00 66,000.70 50,769.75 15,230.95

If only a structural review is desired, the fee is 85 percent of the complete review; a
nonstructural only review is 75 percent of the complete review.

Electrical, Plumbing and Mechanical Code Reviews:

Fees for the National Electrical Code, Uniform Plumbing Code and Uniform Mechanical
Code review services are based on those set forth in Section 304 (c) and Tables No.’s 3-B,
3-C and 3-D of the 1988 Uniform Administrative Code with a reduction from 25 percent to
20 percent of the permit fee.



State of Texas Handicapped Requirements: ' i

There are no fees assessed for this review when it is requested with a complete Uniform
Building Code review; otherwise, the service will be provided at an hourly rate of $50.00.

Recheck services are offered at no additional charge. Other code consulting services are offered at an
hourly rate of $50.00.



CITY OF ROCKWALL
4% DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
; BUILDING INSPECTIO

APPLICATION

SERVICES
N

SUBMIT IN DUPLICATE

MECHANICAL PERMIT

Use of Property | Arf Proposed Work Include Suite .

APPLICANT TO COMPLIEETE
ALL PERTINENT ITEMS
WITHIN HEAVY LINES.
PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE.

# If Applicable

Description of Proposed Work

Owner or Tenant Address

Total Value of Work [}

Contractor Business Address

License Number

I HAVE CAREFULLY READ THE COMPLETED APPLICATION AND KNOW THE
SAME IS TRUE AND CORRECT AND HEREBY AGREE THAT IF A PERMIT IS
ISSUED ALL PROVISIONS OF THE CITY ORDINANCES AND STATE LAWS WILL
BE COMPLIED- WITH. WHETHER HEREIN SPECIFIED OR NOT I AGREE TO
I AM THE OWNER OF THE
ABOVE PROPERTY OR HIS DULY AUTHORIZED AGENT. PERMISSION IS
HEREBY GRANTED TO ENTER PREMISES AND MAKE ALL INSPECTIONS.

COMPLY WITH ALL PROPERTY RESTRICTIONS.

APPLICANT'S NAME (PLEASE PRINT)

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE

PHONE

SOC. SEC. NO,

Permits
Forced Air Furnace Up To 100,000 B.T.U.

Forced Air Furnace Over 100,000 B.T.U.

Air Compressors (1-3 Tons)

Air Compressors (3-5 Tons)

Each Commercial Hood For Mechanical Exhaust
Each Commercial Or Industrial Incinerator

Heat Pump Units

Misc.

TOTAL

NO, EACH AMOUNT
$5.00 L5200
$6.00 9. 00
- $8.00 17.00
$5.00 9 00
. 38,00 2e.5 100
$4.50 50D
$7.00 /.08
$7.00 JLe o8
$ .
$ -
$ T
$




CITY OF ROCKWALL

ag DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES
- BUILDING INSPECTION

APPLICATION

SUBMIT IN DUPLICATE

PLUMBING PERMIT APPLICANT TO COMPLETE
ALL PERTINENT ITEMS
WITHIN HEAVY LINES.
PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE.

Use of Property Address of Proposed Work Include Suite
# If Applicable

Description of Proposed Work

| Owner or Tenant Address Total Value of Work

Contractor Business Address License Number

1 HAVE CAREFULLY READ THE COMPLETED APPLICATION AND KNOW THE
ISAME IS TRUE AND CORRECT AND HEREBY AGREE THAT IF A PERMIT IS
I ISSUED ALL PROVISIONS OF THE CITY ORDINANCES AND STATE LAWS WILL

BE COMPLIED WITH. WHETHER HEREIN SPECIFIED OR NOT I AGREE TO

COMPLY WITH ALL PROPERTY RESTRICTIONS. I AM THE OWNER OF THE
IABOVE PROPERTY OR HIS DULY AUTHORIZED AGENT. PERMISSION IS
WHEREBY GRANTED TO ENTER PREMISES AND MAKE ALL INSPECTIONS.

APPLICANT’S NAME (PLEASE PRINT) SOC. SEC. NO.

NAPPLICANT'S SIGNATURE PHONE

$5.00 560

Issuing Permits .0

Traps For Each Fixture %2% /;_' ag

Sewer Connection $2.00 T £.00

Water Heater (each) $2.00 2 5~ O

Gas Piping (1-5 outlets) $ .50 7.0

Gas Piping (5 or more outlets each) $2.00 ~s gﬁc i’j
Waste Interceptor (grease or sand) $5.00 1200

Septic System
Lawn Sprinkler

Other

|
TH
IE

TOTAL
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INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Wayne Bingham,
Superintendent

January 31, 199(

Mr. Bill Eisien

City of Rockwall

205 West Rusk
Rockwall, Texas 75087
Dear Bill;

The Rockwall Independent School District hereby authorizes Larry Claycomb, school architect, to
represent the school by applying for a zone change at the site for the new high school.

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,

Do By

ayne Bingham
Superintendent of Schools



// CLAYCOMB

ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS
January 31, 1991

Ms. Julie Couch
Asst. City Manager
City of Rockwall
205 W. Rusk
Rockwall, Tx. 75087

Re: New Rockwall High School

Dear Julie:

As part of the site plan application for the new Rockwall High School, we
request that the detailed landscaping plan be waived until a later date.

We propose this date be determined after the site grading is completed
and after the building is under construction, and of course prior to its
completion. Due to the size and complexity of this project, details
around the building may continue to be developed until issuance of the
plans to the bidders.

We request that the parking lot landscaping requirement be waived in the
case of the faculty parking area as this is also serving as the foul weather
band marching practice area. Due tc the natural terrain on the site an
alternate location for these band students to march is not feasible.

In the submittal drawings we have totaled the two large parking areas
landscaping requirements and have exceeded these total requirements
with the landscaped areas and trees in the student parking area alone.

It is cur intent to leave a large area of the site around the tennis courts
in the southwest corner of the site in its natural state. There are
to numerous trees of varying sizes and types located in this heavily
wooded area to count and/or specifically locate. We request that these
trees count toward 50% of the 102 trees required in the landscaped buffer
adjacent to the streets surrounding the site. it is our hope that other
native trees on the site may be able to be saved as the grading develops.
but that is next to impossible to determine at this point.

Very truly yours,
Clay b Associates, Inc.




MASTERPLAN

Mirs. Julie Couch

City of Rockwall

205 W. Rusk

Rockwall , Texas 73087

February 11, 1991

Dear Mrs. Couch:
YELLOWJACKET LANE MEDIAN UOFPENINGS — GREENCREST TO KYLE

Fursuant to our conversation, I have reviewed the median
opening and access plan proposed for the new High School campus
located along the south side of Yellowjacket between Greencrest
and Kvle Drive. The following information is deemed pertinent.

1. The Rockwall City Council approved a specific median
opening plan for this section of Yellowjacket on April &,
1987. The proposed plan does not completely agree with that

plan.
2. The proposed plan would establish a median opening
approximately 330 FT east af Greencrest Drive. This

distance, although less than the approved plan showing an
opening at approximately 480 FT, could be accepted from an
engineering perspective.

3. The proposed plan would establish a second median opening
only 265 FT east of the first proposed opening. This
distance is insufficient to permit the future construction
of an eastbound left turn approach to the second median
opening, and would, therefore, be unacceptable From an
engineering perspective. The minimum median length which
can be recommended between driveways is 300 FT.

4. it appears that the proposed median openings may require
the relocation of existing illumination poles which are in
the median along this section of the street.

RECOMMENDAT I0NS

i. Gpprove the proposed location of the median opening which
is approximately 330 FT from Greencrest.

500 South Ervay Building - Suite 12IA . Dallas, Texas 75201 -« 214 761 9197



2. Require the median east of this first opening to be at
least 300 FT in length.

3. HRequire the RISD to pay for any relocation of illumination
poles along the median.

Sincerely,

=

John F. Reglin, P.E.
Vice Fresident



CLAYCOMB

e ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

February 13, 1991

Ms. Julie Couch
Asst. City Manager
City of Rockwall
205 W. Rusk
Rockwall, TX 75087

RE: New Rockwall High School

Dear Ms. Couch:

As part of the site plan application for the New Rockwall High School, the
Rockwall 1.S.D. respectfully requests the following site plan requirements
be waived or modified:

A, We request the developers impact fee be waived for this site.

B. We request the building construction permit fee be waived for
this project.

C. We request the requirement of a sidewalk along all of the
district owned Greencrest Drive frontage be waived.

D. Werequest the requirement of interior parking lot landscaping
at the faculty parking/band marching area be waived.

E. We request the requirement for oak trees to be planted for
each 50 feet of street frontage be reduced by 50%.

F. We request the requirement for the submittal of detailed
landscaping plans be postponed until after the building is
under construction.

We appreciate your ag

sistance and cooperation with this project.

. _ii|.|"}‘ ‘ 4
A5 OCIATES, INC.

LC/r
c.c.: Supt. Wayne Bingham

Claycomb Associates, Inc. » 5401 North Central Expy. = Suite 315 » Dallas, Texas 75205 « (214) 526-2090



CLAYCOMB

ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

February 13, 1881

Ms, Julie Couch
Asst. City Manager
City of Rockwall
2056 W, Rusk
Rockwall, TX 75087

RE: New Rockwall High School

Dear Ms. Couch:

As part of the site plan ap{ﬂication for the New Rockwall High School, the

Rockwall 1.8.ID. respectful

y requests the following site plan requirements

be waived or modified:

A,

B,

We request the developers impact fee be waived for this site.

We request the building construction permit fee be waived for
this projeoct.

We request the requirement of a sidewalk along all of the
district owned Greencrest Drive frontage be walved,

We request the requirement of interlor parking lot landscaping

at the faculty parking/band marching area be waived.

We request the requirement for oak trees to be planted for
each 50 feet of street frontage be reduced by 50%.

We request the reqtt)xérement for the submittal of detalled
landscaping plans postponed until after the building is
under construction.

We appreciate your agsistance and cooperation with this project.

c.c.: Supt. Wayne Bingham

Claycomb Associates, Inc. »5401 North Central Expy. « Suite 315 » Dallas, Texas 75205 - (414) 526-2090



TO:

FROM:

RE:

MEMORANDUM
July 24, 1991
Bill Eisen, City Manager

Julie Couch, Assistant City Manager
Dub Douphrate, City Engineer

Status of Development of New High School Site

There are several areas of concern regarding the status of development of the high school site
that we believe need to be addressed. The site plan and preliminary plat were approved by the
City Council in February of this year. Since that time grading work has begun on the site
without a number of additional approvals from the City. A chronology of the events to date is
as follows:

A.

January through February the site plan and preliminary plat were processed for approval.
The architect and engineer indicated that they would like to be able to begin grading prior
to the approval of the final plat. Staff indicated to them that grading could begin but that
all engineering needed to be approved prior to the start of grading to ensure that the
drainage would meet the standards established in the City's construction specifications,
as is done with all development within the City.

The first set of engineering drawings were submitted on May 17, 1991. These plans
were reviewed and returned to the project engineer for corrections on May 23, 1991,

The second week of June staff learned that the grading had begun even though the
engineering had not been approved. A letter was sent to the project engineer with a copy
to Wayne Bingham, the School Superintendent, indicating that this work was occurring
without final approval of the engineering and that changes in the grading might be
necessary as a result of the plan approval.

Staff received a portion of the corrected drawings back from the project engineer on July
12, 1991. A number of corrections were not completed which delays any approval of the
engineering. The engineer was told which information had still not been provided on July
19, 1991. The project engineer requested approval to proceed with the installation of a
portion of the proposed storm sewer system on July 19, 1991. He was told by staff that
no portion of the utility system could be installed until the plans had been fully submitted
and approved and a preconstruction conference held, which is consistent with City
policies.

Staff became aware that trenching for the storm sewer line was apparently being done on
Tuesday, July 23. This raised some concerns that portions of the storm sewer system,



which will be a public line dedicated to and maintained by the City, may be installed
which may not meet City construction standards.

In addition to these items the school has not yet filed their final plat for approval by the City.
The soonest that the plat could now be approved under our normal meeting schedule is
September 16, assuming that the plat is filed by August 26 and assuming that all engineering is
approved by that date. The project engineer has indicated that the architect is planning to request
a building permit for the school by the middle of September. Not only does the final plat need
to be approved along with a facilities agreement, as specified in the preliminary plat approval,
but the building plans will need to be reviewed in depth by the Inspection department prior to
issuance of the permit. Because of the complexity and size of the building the plan review could
take up to three weeks to complete depending upon building activity.

To summarize, staff concerns are 1) that final grading is being completed prior to City approval
of the grading and drainage plan, which may result in changes being necessary to work that has
already been done, 2) that installation of at least portions of the drainage system may be
constructed prior to approval of engineering plans which, again, may result in changes being
necessary to work that is already done, and 3) that the school will be in a position to request a
building permit before approval of the final plat or before the building plans have been
thoroughly reviewed.

We understand that the school district has a time table that they are attempting to follow in order
to complete the school in a timely manner and we would like to work with the District to ensure
that they are not delayed in starting the building construction. However, in order for them to
meet their timetable, coordination with the City will be necessary.



7, CLAYCOMB

=’ ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

August 13, 1991

Ms. Julie Couch, Asst. City Manager
City of Rockwall

205 W. Rusk

Rockwall, Texas 75087

Re: Rockwall High School

Dear Julie:

Thank you and your associates for allowing me to give you an overview
of the New High School. Your comments and suggestions were
appreciated.

Julie, our bid date on this high school is September 24, 1991. If all goes
as planned, the General Contractor should be chosen by October 1 and
should begin construction by October 10, 1991.

We will be issuing the last addenda to all bidders on September 18, 1991.
This addenda will be answering questions and clarifying items on the
plans. If at all possible, we would appreciate it if we could review with
you and/or your staff any code questions they may have prior to the
September 18th date in order that we could include any of their
requested changes in that last addenda.

Attached for your review are some "cut sheets' on the pre-manufactured
Security House we propose to install near the Greencrest student and
service drive entry.

Again, thank you for your assistance.

OCIATAS, INC.

Claycomb Associates, Inc, * 12700 Preston Road  Suite 275 » Dallas, Texas 75230« (214) 233-6100



CLAYCOMB

ASSOCIATES. ARCHITEC TS

August 23, 1991

George W. Ferrie, Architectural Assistant
Elimination of Mechanical Barriers

State Purchasing and General Services Commission
1711 San Jacinto, P.0O. Box 13047 Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711-3047

(612) 463-3222

Re: Rockwall High School

Dear Sir:

As per our phone conversation today, the plans for the new Rockwall
High School have been sent to your office on August 20, 1991. I am
forwarding the Handicapped Accessibility Statement of Intent to verify
that all your requirements will be met before the owner occupies this
project.

I understand, with your backlog of projects, the review of this high school
will not be completed prior to its bidding. Therefor, any changes
required by your office will be done by the general contractor during
construction using change orders and drawings for verification.

The signed Letter of Intent to Comply is all your office requires at this
time and building permits are not contingent upon your approval.

Yours very trul

» 4
éevin Smith, ATA

CLAYCOMB ASSOCIATES, INC.

cc: David Smith
Building Inspector, City of Rockwall

KS/tl

Clayeomb Assocates, Ine o 12700 Preston Road = Suite 275« Dallas, Texas 702300« 0214) 2436100



CITY OF ROCKWALL
Planning and Zoning Agenda

Agenda Date: February 14, 1990 Agenda No: III. A.
Agenda Item: P&7 91-3-7/SP/PP - Hold Public Hearing and Consider Recommending Approval

of a Request from the RISD for a Change in Zoning from "MF-15", Multifamily,
to "C", Commercial, and Approval of a Site Plan and Preliminary Plat on a Tract
of Land Located on Yellowjacket Lane East of FM-740

Item Generated By: Applicant, RISD

Action Needed: Hold public hearing and take any necessary action.

Background Information:

The RISD has submitted the necessary applications to begin development of the new high school site on
Yellowjacket Lane. The site contains approximately 35 acres and is located along Yellowjacket Lane between
FM-740 and SH-205. A discussion of the issues is as follows:

Zoning

A portion of the site is zoned MF-15 and the remainder is zoned Commercial. The school would need to rezone
the MF portion or request a CUP for an institutional use in a MF district. Because the surrounding property
is already Commercial they have requested rezoning. This is in conformance with our land use plan. We
would recommend approval of the rezoning.

Preliminary Plat

A portion of the property acquired by the school is already platted as a part of the Goldencrest Addition. The
school will replat those portions in conjunction with the platting of the remaining property. The site is served
with water and sewer, but there will be additional utility extensions needed to serve the site. The school is
preparing a drainage plan for our review in conjunction with the final plat. No additional ROW is needed on
site, however, a discussion of access is addressed below.

The school is platting additional land over and above what was originally platted as Goldencrest. The total area
owned by the school is approximately 52 acres. That portion that has not been platted is subject to impact fees.
This area is approximately 17.98 acres, which will generate an impact fee of $27,677. The school is planning
to request a waiver to this requirement.

SEE ATTACHED NOTES

Attachments:

1 Site plan

2. Grading and utility plan
&

Agenda Item: RISD High School Item No: III. A.



CITY OF ROCKWALL
City Council Agenda

Agenda Date: February 18, #98¢ |97 Agenda No: VI. B.
Agenda Item: P&Z 91-3-Z/SP/PP - Hold Public Hearing and Consider Approval of an

Ordinance Requested by the RISD for a Change in Zoning from "MF-15",
Multifamily, to "C", Commercial, and Approval of a Site Plan and Preliminary

- Plat for the Proposed High School on a Tract of Land Located on Yellowjacket
Lane East of FM-740

Item Generated By: Applicant, RISD

Action Needed: Hold public hearing and take any necessary action.

Background Information:

The Commission has reviewed this case and the following is a discussion of their recommendation:
Zoning
The Commission unanimously recommended approval of the change in zoning from MF-15 to Commercial.

Preliminary Plat

The Commission recommended, although not unanimously, to approve the preliminary plat and to waive the
impact fees associated with the development of the school. The waiver would only apply to the RISD. If they
were to sell the property prior to development the fees would be applicable.

SEE ATTACHED NOTES

Attachments:

Agenda Item: RISD High School Site Plan Item No: VI. B.



RISD Site Plan Recommendations Cont'd.

Site Plan

The Commission recommended approval of the site plan with the following conditions:

Landscaping -

Turn Lanes -

Access -

Fire Protection -

CUP -

Facilities -

Sidewalks -

A requirement that a detailed landscaping plan be submitted for Commission approval
prior to the completion of the high school. Such plan will address the number of street
trees to be provided.

Approval of the requested waiver to the parking lot landscaping in the faculty parking lot.

As mentioned in the previous notes, there was some concern regarding the proximity of
the two median breaks between the parent drop off area and the student access on
Yellowjacket which, as we understand it, be used normally as an exit only. Mr. Reglin's
concern was with the proposed turn lane into the student access. The median, as
proposed, is too short to accommodate the turn lane into this area and provide a future
turn lane into the property to the north. Another concern was that if the access is only
to be used as an exit except for special after school events that might be a large traffic
generator, the presence of the turn lane will not normally serve traffic and its presence
will be confusing to the traveling public.

It is recommended by the Commission that the median break be retained but that the turn
lane be deleted. This would allow exiting traffic from the parking lot to go either left or
right, but would not allow for normal left turns into the property. If the school needed
to use the access as an entrance for a special event they could, in coordination with the
City and on a temporary basis, sign it and utilize school security to direct traffic into the
lot. If the event is large enough to need two entrances the school would most probably
be utilizing security officers in any case.

The Commission also recommends that prior to final plat the left turn lane from
Yellowjacket onto Greencrest be studied to determine if the length of the turn lane needs
to be increased. With all student traffic entering the school off of Greencrest, the existing
turn lane may not be adequate.

The Commission has recommended that Kyle Drive either be widened down to the second
bus drive for two way traffic or extended to the service road for one way service prior
to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the school. They also stipulated that a
status report on the expansion of the road be submitted to the Commission by August of
1991.

That an additional fire hydrant be installed along the faculty drive toward the south of the
building. There was considerable discussion regarding whether or not to require the fire
lane at the rear of the building to tie into the faculty drive. It was pointed out to the
Commission that the location of the fire hydrants provided fire protection that met City
requirements.

That a CUP be applied for if the material used in the front of the building does not meet
masonry standards.

That a facilities agreement be entered into with the school at the time of final plat
outlining all of the approved conditions.

The School requested that sidewalks not be required along the Greencrest frontage. The
Commission discussed this issue at length and ultimately did not recommend a waiver to
the sidewalk requirements. They also recommended that a sidewalk be provided along
the north side of the main drive into the student parking area to Greencrest.

The site plan was unanimously approved. A draft copy of the minutes is attached for your review.



CITY OF ROCKWALL
City Council Agenda

Agenda Date: February 18, 198 97| Agenda No: VI.C.
Agenda Item: P&7 91-3-7Z/SP/PP - Hold Public Hearing and Consider Approval of an

Ordinance Requested by the RISD for a Change in Zoning from "MF-15",
Multifamily, to "C", Commercial, and Approval of a Site Plan and Preliminary
Plat for the Proposed High School on a Tract of Land Located on Yellowjacket
Lane East of FM-740

Item Generated By: Applicant, RISD

Action Needed: Hold public hearing and take any necessary action.

Background Information:

The RISD has submitted the necessary applications to begin development of the new high school site on
Yellowjacket Lane. The site contains approximately 35 acres and is located along Yellowjacket Lane between
FM-740 and SH-205. A discussion of the issues is as follows:

Zoning

A portion of the site is zoned MF-15 and the remainder is zoned Commercial. The school would need to rezone
the MF portion or request a CUP for an institutional use in a MF district. Because the surrounding property
is already Commercial they have requested rezoning. This is in conformance with our land use plan. We
would recommend approval of the rezoning.

Preliminary Plat

A portion of the property acquired by the school is already platted as a part of the Goldencrest Addition. The
school will replat those portions in conjunction with the platting of the remaining property. The site is served
with water and sewer, but there will be additional utility extensions needed to serve the site. The school is
preparing a drainage plan for our review in conjunction with the final plat. No additional ROW is needed on
site, however, a discussion of access is addressed below.

The school is platting additional land over and above what was originally platted as Goldencrest. The total area
owned by the school is approximately 52 acres. That portion that has not been platted is subject to impact fees.
This area is approximately 17.98 acres, which will generate an impact fee of $27,677. The school is
requesting a waiver to this requirement.

SEE ATTACHED NOTES

Attachments:

1. Site plan
2. Grading and utility plan

Agenda Item: RISD High School Site Plan Item No: VI.C.
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MINUTES OF THE ROCKWALL CITY COUNCIL
February 18, 1991

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Frank Miller called the meeting to order with the following Councilmembers
present: Nell Welborn, Alma Williams, Norm Seligman, David Elkins, and Pat Luby. Gary
Martin was absent. Seligman led the invocation and the pledge of allegiance.

PRESENTATION BY FRIENDS OF THE LIBRARY

Claudette Hatfield presented the Mayor a with plaque on behalf of the Friends of the
Library in appreciation to the City of Rockwall for participation and support of the new Rockwall
County Library.

CONSENT AGENDA
A. the Minutes of February 4, 1991

B. Ordinance No. 91-9 on second reading granting a request from Michael James
for a change in zoning from "LI" Light Industrial to "PD" Planned Development
or "HWY C" Highway Commercial on a tract of land located on the south service
road of I-30 west of FM-549

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL, TEXAS, AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE
OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL AS HERETOFORE AMENDED SO AS TO GRANT A ZONING CHANGE ON A TRACT OF
LAND MORE FULLY DESCRIBED HEREIN; ORDERING A CHANGE IN THE USE OF SAID PROPERTY FROM "LI" LIGHT
INDUSTRIAL TO "PD-34" PLANNED DEVELOPMENT NUMBER 34; PROVIDING SPECIAL CONDITIONS; PROVIDING
FOR A PENALTY OF FINE NOT TO EXCEED THE SUM OF TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000) FOR EACH OFFENSE;
PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING FOR A REPEALER CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

C. Resolution No. 91-4 ordering the 1991 Municipal Officers Election

D. Ordinance No. 91-10 on second reading establishing the position of Fire Marshall

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL, TEXAS, DELETING CHAPTER 10, ARTICLE
11, FIRE MARSHAL, SECTIONS 10-16 THROUGH 10-32, IN THEIR ENTIRETY BY PROVIDING FOR NEW SECTIONS 10-16
THROUGH 10-17; PROVIDING A PENALTY OF FINE NOT TO EXCEED THE SUM OF (§2,000.00) AND THAT A
SEPARATE OFFENSE SHALL BE DEEMED COMMITTED FOR EACH DAY THE VIOLATION OCCURS; PROVIDING A
SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE

E. Resolution No. 91-5 naming April as "Prevent-a-Litter" month

Assistant City Manager Julie Couch read the ordinance captions. Welborn made a motion to
approve the Consent Agenda. Williams seconded the motion. The motion was voted on and
passed unanimously.
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APPOINTMENT WITH ROCKWALL HISTORICAL FOUNDATION AND APPROVAL
OF A CONTRACT EXTENSION

Marilyn Miller explained that the Historical Foundation was requesting the contract be
renewed for $2000 for the making of minor repairs and painting of the museum building.
Seligman made a motion to approve the contract extension. Luby seconded the motion. The
motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Commission explained the Commission's
recommendation on the three public hearing items on the agenda.

P&7 91-3-Z/SP/PP PUBLIC HEARING AND ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING CHANGE
IN ZONING FROM "MF-15" MULTI-FAMILY TO "C" COMMERCIAL, SITE PLAN
AND PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR HIGH SCHOOL

Larry Claycomb, architect for the Rockwall I.S.D. presented the application and discussed
the proposed materials, the lighting, and the areas to be landscaped. As there was no one else
wishing to address this issue, the public hearing was closed. Welborn made a motion to approve
the ordinance authorizing the change in zoning. Luby seconded the motion. Couch read the
ordinance caption. The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL, TEXAS, AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL
AS HERETOFORE AMENDED SO AS TO GRANT A ZONING CHANGE ON A TRACT OF LAND MCRE FULLY DESCRIBED HEREIN; ORDERING
A CHANGE IN THE USE OF SAID PROPERTY FROM "MF-15" MULTI-FAMILY TO "C* COMMERCIAL; PROVIDING FOR A PENALTY OF FINE NOT
TO EXCEED THE SUM OF TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000) FOR EACH OFFENSE; PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING
FOR A REPEALER CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Miller confirmed with staff that the preliminary plat request included a request for a
waiver of the $27,677 in applicable impact fees. Seligman confirmed that the City would pay
the fees if the waiver was granted. Welborn noted that the school district included 15,358
accounts (or taxpayers) which included the 6966 City accounts (or taxpayers). Miller agreed that
the impact fees should be spread over a larger tax base. Welbom made a motion to approve the
preliminary plat and deny the waiver request of impact fees. Elkins seconded the motion. The
motion was voted on and passed unanimously.

Seligman made a motion to approve the site plan with the conditions recommended by the
Planning and Zoning Commission. Luby seconded the motion. The conditions were
recommended as follows:

1) a detailed landscaping plan be submitted for approval prior to the completion of
the high school

2) recommending a waiver to the landscaping requirement in the faculty parking lot



95

100

105

110

115

120

125

130

135

140

3) eliminating the left turn lane on Yellowjacket into the student parking lot, and
reviewing turn lane length into Greencrest prior to final plat approval

4) that Kyle Drive either be extended to tie into I-30 and become one way or be
widened to the second bus drive (third entrance) for two way traffic prior to
issuance of the certificate of occupancy and that a plan for the improvement of
Kyle be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Commission by August 1991

5) that an additional fire hydrant be installed along the faculty drive toward the south
of the building

6) that the dumpster be screened

D that the R.I.S.D. make a CUP application if the building materials do not meet
masonry standards

8)4 that a facilities agreement be entered into with the school district at the time of the
final plat outlining all of the approved conditions

9) that sidewalk requirements not be waived

10)  that a sidewalk be added along on the north side of the drive between the student
parking lot and Greencrest

Council discussed the sidewalk provisions, the widening of Kyle Drive and the requirement that
the CUP for building materials be applied for and approved. The motion was voted on and
passed unanimously.

P&7 91-1-CUP/SP/FP PUBLIC HEARING AND ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING CUP FOR
BUILDING NOT MEETING MASONRY REQUIREMENTS, SITE PLAN AND FINAL
PLAT FOR RACETRAC STATION LOCATED ON SH-205 NORTH OF I-30

Mayor Miller opened the public hearing. Don Gosset, surveyor representing the
applicant, was present to answer questions of Council regarding the plat. Welborn made a
motion to approve the ordinance authorizing a CUP for split faced block material on the building.
Williams seconded the motion. Couch read the ordinance caption. The motion was voted on
and passed unanimously.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL, TEXAS, AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF ROCKWALL
AS HERETOFORE AMENDED SO AS TO GRANT A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR A STRUCTURE WITH LESS THAN 90 PERCENT EXTERIOR
MASONRY FACADE ON THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN; PROVIDING FOR A PENALTY OF FINE NOT TO EXCEED THE SUM OF TWO
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) FOR EACH OFFENSE; PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDING FOR A REPEALER CLAUSE;
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Seligman made a motion to approve the final plat subject to conditions recommended by the
Planning and Zoning Commission: requiring a 24 foot access easement on south side and a 10
foot utility easement on the frontage. Welborn seconded the motion. The motion was voted on
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Notes on RISD High School Cont'd.

Site Plan

The site plan details the proposed layout for the school. The site plan is generally in conformance with the
City's requirements. Qur comments are as follows:

Landscaping - the plan provides the required percentage of irrigated landscaping. They have not completed a
detailed landscaping plan at this point. They propose to complete a plan for submission to the Commission and
Council at a later date. The School is asking for a waiver to the parking lot landscaping in the faculty parking
lot. The school will use this parking area for marching band practice as well as parking and internal
landscaping will interfere with this type of use. They have exceeded the required landscaping in the student
parking area and they propose to screen the faculty parking lot with shrubs. The school is also proposing to
use some of the existing trees around the tennis courts for their street tree requirement. This is an issue we
would need to review when they do submit the detailed landscaping plan.

Site Access - the site plan provides for access into the student parking lot from Yellowjacket and from
Greencrest. There is also access off of Yellowjacket proposed for the parent drop off area in front of the
building. Both of these points of access propose to utilize a median break. John Reglin has reviewed the
proposed median breaks and indicated some concern about the lack of separation between the parent drop off
drive and the student parking lot drive on Yellowjacket. The Commission will review this issue Thursday night.

The access into the faculty parking lot is off of Kyle Drive, which is currently only half of a street. Both the
school and the City recognize the need to widen and /or extend Kyle along the school's property line. The
school is also interested in extending Kyle all the way to the service road to improve circulation around the site.
We would recommend that a condition be placed on the site plan that Kyle be expanded prior to completion
of the school.

Sidewalks - the City's subdivision regulations require that sidewalks be provided on all streets on the City's
thoroughfare plan. All of the streets in this development are on the thoroughfare plan and would require
sidewalks unless otherwise approved. The school is requesting a waiver to the sidewalk requirements for their
frontage along Greencrest. They do have frontage on both sides of Greencrest.

Fire Access - the site plan does not provide for a fire lane all around the building. The architect proposes to
place one fire hydrant at the rear of the library area. Because they do not wish to extend the fire lane around
the music room to tie into the rear drive we would recommend that an additional fire hydrant be placed off of
the faculty driveway for a second means of accessing a fire hydrant.

Building - The school is planning to use a metal material in the front of the building that may not meet our
masonry requirements without a CUP. The school is aware that if the material does not meet standards that
an application will have to be made for a CUP.

The Planning and Zoning Commission will be considering this item at their meeting on Thursday night. We
will forward their recommendation to you on Friday.
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