
 Introduced by _________________________ 
 
First Reading ____________________  Second Reading ____________________ 
 
Ordinance No. ___________________  Council Bill No. _______B 301-13_______ 
 
 
 AN ORDINANCE 
 

approving the C-P Development Plan of Lot 2 – Katy Place 
Heights; 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 Development Plan of Lot 2 
– Katy Place Heights, dated August 29, 2013 as revised October 1, 2013, located on the 
southeast corner of Forum Boulevard and Forum Katy Parkway.  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 ______________________, 2013. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________  ______________________________ 
City Clerk      Mayor and Presiding Officer 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
City Counselor 
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EXCERPTS 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

OCTOBER 10, 2013 

 

13-184   A request by Dr. Kent Willett (owner) for approval of a C-P (Planned Business District) 

development plan to be known as “Lot 2 - Katy Place Heights”.  The 1.39-acre subject site is 

located on the southeast corner of Forum Boulevard and Forum Katy Parkway.   

 DR. PURI:  May we have a Staff report, please.     

Staff report was given by Mr. Steven MacIntyre of the Planning and Development Department.  Staff 

recommends approval of the development plan and associated design parameters.   

 DR. PURI:  Any questions of the Staff?  Mr. Wheeler? 

 MR. WHEELER:  Could you give us some idea of what this setback on the building to the north 

of this is? 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Building to the north of the subject site? 

 MR. WHEELER:  Yeah, Forum Katy Parkway.  So I guess what I’m looking for is, is this going 

to be significantly further forward? 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Yes, it would be.  You mean as opposed to the building located on the 

northeast corner of the intersection? 

 MR. WHEELER:  Yes, sir.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Absolutely.  Certainly the northeast corner is developed with a structure 

that has all of the parking -- or most of the parking in the front or toward the corner, whereas the 

subject site has the building in front, so the parking is in the back from that intersection.  A little more 

additional information about the site, it does slope downward from the street, and the building will be 

slightly lower perhaps from the street than the site to the northeast corner, which is moving up the hill.  

I apologize.  I don’t have any topographic maps here to show you that.   

 MR. WHEELER:  Thank you.   

 DR. PURI:  Ms. Loe? 

 MS. LOE:  Does the community have any input on the screening or are there any City 

requirements for that? 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Sometimes there are additional screening requirements that typically are 

addressed at the time of rezoning, if there are concerns of adjacent neighbors or stakeholders.  We 

do have a minimum requirement though that requires an eight-foot screening fence with landscaping, 

or it could be modified to allow for all landscaping as long as it reaches 80 percent opacity and the 

wall -- it could be a mason wall -- a masonry wall as opposed to a wooden fence or other variations of 

that.   

 MS. LOE:  There is some landscaping in conjunction with that eight-foot fence shown on the 

plan? 
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 MR. MACINTYRE:  That’s correct.  There will be landscaping and it’s required to be located on 

the residential side of the fence.   

 DR. PURI:  Mr. Vander Tuig? 

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  The driveway across the Forum Katy Parkway, is that right-in/right-out?  

Directly acr-- well, that -- 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  This one here? 

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  -- would be my follow-up question, but somewhat directly across from  

the -- 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  On the development plan?  Pardon me.   

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  Yeah.  It’s the one left.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Okay.  So you mean the existing drive -- 

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  There -- right there, yeah.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  As far as I know, this isn’t restricted.  It’s -- 

 MR. ZENNER:  It’s full access.   

 MR. TEDDY:  It’s full access.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  -- full access.   

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  Full access?   

 MR. ZENNER:  Both of them are full access actually.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  I believe so.   

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  But we have a right-in/right-out on this particular one?  And I’m also 

curious about whether there’s any comments from the traffic engineer about the placement of that 

drive and why it’s not directly across from the one across the street? 

 MR. MACINTYRE:  Pardon me while I flip back to the development plan here.  There was a 

concern expressed about the offset of this driveway in the concept review, and it certainly has been 

set back to the satisfaction of our City’s traffic engineer.  The right-in/right-out restriction, I don’t recall 

what the particular rationale was for that.  I expect it has to do with concerns about stacking distance 

offset from the Forum Boulevard intersection.  And it has been reviewed and approved, of course, by 

our traffic engineers.   

 MR. VANDER TUIG:  Okay.  Thanks.   

 MR. MACINTYRE:  If you don’t mind, I’ll point that there are two additional drive entrances on 

the east side of the site as well -- I’m sure you’ve noticed -- and that is a full access on the existing 

eastern driveway.   

 DR. PURI:  Any other questions of the Staff?  I see none.  Anybody wishing to speak about this 

item, please approach the podium.   

PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 

 MR. KRIETE:  Good evening.  I’m Matthew Kriete; I’m with Engineering Surveys and Services, 

offices at 1113 Fay Street.  I’m the civil engineer on this project.  I think Mr. MacIntyre’s done a good 
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job explaining this project.  I think it’s generally straightforward, but I heard a few questions.  Just 

make sure we’re clear.  In terms of the building line, there’s a 25-foot building line in Forum Boulevard 

and a 25-foot building line on Forum Katy Parkway.  The building itself is pushed out towards that 

building line, so that gives you a good idea on the separation.  Of course, there is a curve on Forum, 

so you get additional separation beyond that.  Second, on screening, again, it does meet City 

requirements.  There are trees placed, shrubs placed also in front of the fence toward the residential 

side so you’re not looking at this constant wooden fence or vinyl fence or whatever it might be.  Exact 

material, what that fence might be, is still unknown at this point, but it will meet the requirements of 

the City ordinance.  And then, the driveway, it was discussed in the concept review.  Concerns were 

noted from the City’s traffic engineer that a full access driveway could be problematic there due to the 

separation from the signal at Forum and Forum Katy Parkway.  Agreed, and have left that as a  

right-in/right-out.  With the right-in/right-out, since there’s no cross traffic with the driveway directly 

adjacent, they really don’t need to line up and there’s really no real concerns of interaction between 

those two.  So if there’s any other questions, I’d be happy to answer those.   

 DR. PURI:  Mr. Wheeler? 

 MR. WHEELER:  Just out of curiosity, and I must of passed over this because I’m sure it’s in 

the Staff report, but are you just meeting or are you exceeding your parking requirement for  

14,300 square feet? 

 MR. KRIETE:  We are meeting it -- exceeding it by one space.   

 MR. WHEELER:  Okay.  Thank you.   

 DR. PURI:  Any other questions of this speaker, Commissioners?  I see none.  Thank you,  

Mr. Kriete.   

 MR. KRIETE:  Thank you.   

 DR. PURI:  Anyone else like to speak about this item?  I see no one.   

PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 

 DR. PURI:  Discussion, Commissioners?  Mr. Lee? 

 MR. LEE:  This seems pretty straightforward to me and in keeping with the neighborhood, and I 

would make a motion to approve.   

 DR. PURI:  We have a motion on the floor.   

 MR. STANTON:  Second.   

 DR. PURI:  Mr. Stanton second.  Mr. Wheeler? 

 MR. WHEELER:  Just discussion on the motion for a second.   

 DR. PURI:  Okay.   

 MR. WHEELER:  I have no doubt that they’ve met their 25-foot setback, I mean, undoubtedly, 

but I think this is one of those cases where it would’ve been nice if we had lost eight parking spaces 

and knocked it backward about, you know, 15 or 20 feet.  So, you know, sometimes, once in a while, 

the parking requirement bites us and I think this is one of the cases where, in my opinion, it would’ve 
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conformed and looked better if we’d set it back just a little bit further.  But I won’t hold it up for that 

and I will support it.   

 DR. PURI:  Any other discussions on the motion?  Okay.  May we have a voting call, please?   

 MR. STRODTMAN:  Yes, Mr. President.  A motion has been made and seconded for Item  

No. 13-184, request by Dr. Kent Willett for a C-P development plot to be known as Lot 2 - Katy Place 

Heights, located at the southwest [sic] corner of Forum Boulevard and Forum Katy Parkway.   

Roll Call Vote (Voting “yes” is to recommend approval.)  Voting Yes:  Mr. Lee, Ms. Loe,  

Dr. Puri, Mr. Reichlin, Mr. Stanton, Mr. Strodtman, Mr. Tillotson, Mr. Vander Tuig, Mr. Wheeler.  

Motion carries 9-0.   


