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 Introduced by _________________________ 
 
First Reading ____________________  Second Reading ____________________ 
 
Ordinance No. ___________________  Council Bill No. _______B 120-15_______ 
 
 
 AN ORDINANCE 
 

approving the C-P Plan for Lot 4A of Red Oak South, Plat No. 
1-A; and fixing the time when this ordinance shall become 
effective. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBIA, MISSOURI, AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 
 SECTION 1. The City Council hereby approves the C-P Plan for Lot 4A of Red Oak 
South, Plat No. 1-A, as certified and signed by the surveyor on April 6, 2015, located on the 
south side of Grindstone Parkway, approximately 200 feet east of Norfleet Drive.  The 
Director of Community Development shall use the design parameters set forth substantially 
in the same form as “Exhibit A,” which is attached to and made a part of this ordinance, as 
guidance when considering any future revisions to the C-P Development Plan.  
 
 SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
passage.  
 
 
 PASSED this _________ day of ______________________, 2015. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________  ______________________________ 
City Clerk      Mayor and Presiding Officer 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
City Counselor 































EXCERPTS 
 

 PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING 

 MAY 7, 2015 

V) PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Okay.  Moving right along, we'll enter into the Public Hearing portion of our 

meeting tonight.  As previously stated, we'll look at Case No. 15-94. 

Case No. 15-94 

 A request by Crockett Engineering Consultants (applicant) on behalf of Red Oak 

Investment Company (owner) for a C-P (Planned Business District) development plan on  

1.51 acres of land, to be known as "Lot 4A of Red Oak South, Plat No. 1-A."  The subject property 

is located on the south side of Grindstone Parkway, approximately 200 feet east of Norfleet Drive. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  May we have a staff report, please. 

 Staff report was given by Mr. Clint Smith of the Planning and Development Department.  Staff 

recommends approval of the proposed "Lot 4A of Red Oak South, Plat No. 1-A" C-P Development Plan 

and Design Parameters. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Are there any questions of Staff?  Mr. Strodtman? 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Was there any concern from the staff about the one egress.  I mean, I know 

you mentioned it ties into the adjoining neighbor lots, but is there any concern about only having one 

point? 

 MR. SMITH:  No.  Actually Staff encouraged the applicant to look at the shared access.  The lot 

to the west will actually have -- in addition to this one access, it will have an access onto Norfleet, so it's 

kind of two access points for them.  And to the east, as I said, all the lots connect, so there is kind of 

thoroughfare there for additional access points. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Thank you.   

 MR. REICHLIN:  Anybody else?  Seeing no one. 

 MR. TILLOTSON:  Just to get this in my head for a second.  Sorry. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Oh, Mr. Tillotson.  Go ahead. 

 MR. TILLOTSON:  East of that is that is that the Plaza Tire store going on that lot? 



 MR. SMITH:  Right.  

 MR. TILLOTSON:  And then MFA? 

 MR. SMITH:  Correct. 

 MR. TILLOTSON:  Okay.  So they're all kind of sharing the lots through there.  Okay.  I'm fine. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  All right.  At this time, we'll open the public 

hearing for comments from proponents.  We'll be keeping a three-minute timer, so -- 

PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 

 MR. CROCKETT:  Mr. Chairman, members of the commission, Tim Crockett with Crockett 

Engineering, 2608 North Stadium, and I'll keep my comments fairly brief.  I think Mr. Smith did a pretty 

good job of his staff report tonight.  We would like to talk about a couple of items.  This project is in full 

compliance with the allowed uses under the existing statement of intent for this -- for this piece of 

property, as well as the other items in the statement of intent.  When it was rezoned back in 2010, it was 

a relatively lengthy list of additional requirements for these properties.  One thing Mr. Smith did not talk 

about, which I would just like to briefly touch base on is about the traffic study.  A traffic study was 

performed for this entire development back in 2010 and it was, of course, modified each individual time a 

site plan comes through.  It was modified in this case and it certainly conforms to that.  Talk about your 

access, Mr. Strodtman, a little bit.  We originally had a stand-alone access for this lot.  We also -- the 

bank next door, the owner to the west of this development, had a stand-alone access, as well.  What that 

ended up with is two driveways parallel to each other that served the same purpose that had a very 

narrow strip of landscaping between them with a large amount of pavement that was only going to be 

used a certain number of trips per day.  So this owner got with the owner next door, with the 

encouragement of the City.  We asked them if it would be okay.  They said absolutely, they would 

encourage us to do it, and we basically shared an entrance here.  So it's sized appropriately for both 

developments.  It reduces the amount of impervious area in the whole -- the whole development and it 

allows for better landscaping.  So with that, I would happy to answer any questions the Commission may 

have.   

 MR. REICHLIN:  Ms. Russell? 

 MS. RUSSELL:  The -- when you did the Break Time and the tire store -- 



 MR. CROCKETT:  Yes. 

 MS. RUSSELL:  -- I was really concerned about getting a buffer of some kind of landscaping 

there.  Will you be putting that same kind of landscaping in between Grindstone – 

 MR. CROCKETT:  Between the two -- yes.   

 MS. RUSSELL:  Between Grindstone? 

 MR. CROCKETT:  On Grindstone, yes. 

 MS. RUSSELL:  Uh-huh. 

 MR. CROCKETT:  There's requirements on how much landscaping we can have up against 

Grindstone.  In this case, I've got to look at the landscape plan.  I'm going off memory here, so -- there  

is -- there are going to be some trees along that portion out there.  The one advantage on this 

development is that we're pushing our parking lot further off of Grindstone than some of the other 

developments out there.  So if we're further off the right-of-way, then we lose the requirement for 

additional screening.  So if we push ourselves closer, we'll have to have that additional screening.  At this 

point, we have some trees out in that area right now. 

 MS. RUSSELL:  Okay.  Thank you. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Any other questions of this speaker?  Seeing none -- oh, go ahead.  Sorry.  

Sorry.  

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Mr. Crockett, just so I understand, the bank to the west, their drawing would 

show a similar drive lane that will be basically double. 

 MR. CROCKETT:  Absolutely. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  I mean, they'll combine the two? 

 MR. CROCKETT:  Yes.  We're showing half on ours, there would be half on theirs.  So it'll be the 

same drive lane, normal width.  It just serves both properties. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  And both will be done at the same time or are you self -- is your half 

sufficient for you for the time being? 

 MR. CROCKETT:  No.  It will -- it's a little bit wider than a normal entrance, and we're going to 

build the whole thing initially. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Okay. 



 MR. CROCKETT:  Or whichever -- whichever development happens first – 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Is first. 

 MR. CROCKETT:  -- will build the whole entrance -- you know, the entryway with -- with -- in 

conjunction with that development.  So, I believe it's going to probably be ours.  We're on a -- on a 

schedule to proceed with this project if approved. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Thank you. 

 MR. CROCKETT:  Okay.  Thank you. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Thank you.  Anybody else who would care to comment on this matter, either for 

or against?  Seeing none. 

PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Comments of Commissioners, please?   

 MR. STRODTMAN:  If there's no discussion, I'll make a motion for Case 15-94 for the -- for a C-P 

Development Plan.  My recommendation is for approval.   

 MR. STANTON:  Second. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Mr. Stanton, second.  May we have a roll call, please? 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Yes, sir. 

 Roll Call Vote (Voting "yes" is to recommend approval.)  Voting Yes:  Mr. Stanton,  

Mr. Strodtman, Mr. Tillotson, Ms. Russell, Ms. Burns, Ms. Loe, Mr. Reichlin.  Motion carries 7-0. 

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Our recommendation for approval will be forwarded to City Council. 

 MR. REICHLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 




