MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
AMES CITY COUNCIL

AMES, IOWA NOVEMBER 282006

The regular meeting of the Ames City Council was catedrder by Mayor Ann Campbell at 7:00
p.m. on November 28, 2006, in the City Council Chambet#yHall, 515 Clark Avenue. Present
from the Ames City Council were Doll, Goodman, Larselahayni, Popken, and Ricex officio
Member Buske was absent.

PRESENTATION OF AMES ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIO N (AEDC)

ANNUAL REPORT: Dan Culhane, Executive Director, presented a briefviaerof current
AEDC programs and new strategic initiatives that then@gssion hopes to implement in the
coming year. Mike Roof, President of the AEDC Boar®wéctors, was also present.

REPORT ON PROGRESS OF SUSTAINABLE NEIGHBORHOODS ORGANIZATION:
Patricia Brown, 3212 West Street, gave a report on tlgggse of this organization in sustaining
core neighborhoods. She reminded the City Council tHadd supported a pilot program,
providing a $25,000 grant to assist homebuyers in purchasingaihohe core neighborhoods,
with the stipulation that the organization match theds. The organization has met that
obligation. Two homes have been purchased in core Aighborhoods to date; Housing
Coordinator Vanessa Baker Latimer administers the pnograbehalf of the City.

Ms. Brown explained that without core neighborhoods, @\ma&es the risk of becoming a
community of “haves” and “have-nots.” She said tlmeanter-city neighborhoods of “have-
nots” present an ever-increasing number of problemsoioimunities. Ms. Brown pointed out
that the Ames School District also is affected &sé¢hcore neighborhoods provide potential
housing for families with children. It is also importafor Ames to have strong core
neighborhoods to attract prospective employers tad@ & he organization’s goal is that every
neighborhood in Ames be welcoming, safe, and attracth® mission is to promote, facilitate,
and contribute to the stability of the core neighbod®in Ames through responsible property
ownership.

Ms. Brown listed current activities being performed artdrie activities to be undertaken by the
Sustainable Neighborhoods Organization. She asked dbactCto consider the following
initiatives:

1. Redesign entryways from the city limits of West bimc\Way to the Riverside/Oakwood
Neighborhood, especially the commercial areas frorgitixddimits on West Lincoln Way.

2. Consider tax abatements for purchasers of formeal@matperties that are converted back
to owner-occupied and rehabilitated. This tax abatementd require signing a 20-year
covenant requiring owner-occupancy if the home is sold.

3. Enact a maintenance code that includes roofs, gyttans, siding, fences, and emphasizes
pride in property.

4.  Establish a neighborhood board to work with citizehs @are in violation of the Codsnd
perhaps including a volunteer pool who could help, espedidlg resident is elderly,
handicapped, or has other extenuating circumstances.

5. Continue support of Habitat for Humanity’'s rehabilitatiohresidences in the core
neighborhoods and make them available to qualified owrtengpty land is scarce and a
new Habitat home is very obvious; whereas, a ratatbill residence not only improves the
neighborhood, but blends in and is not labeled as aaidimime.



6. Encourage rehabilitation of older apartments through tngrarelationship with the
apartment owners.

7. Continue enforcement of existing codes for rentalihgusd adequately fund the efforts.

8. Revive the efforts of the Planning Department totmad core neighborhoods to define
a vision for each neighborhood.

COUNCIL’S ROLE IN QUASI-JUDICIAL DECISION-MAKING: City Attorney Doug

Marek explained the differences between legislative guodsi-judicial functions. He
recommended that the Council members refrain ®oparte communications with proponents,
opponents, and interest groups who have certain kindsud#s pending before the Council.
These types of actions generally involve public nodice a hearing followed by the exercise of
discretion in finding facts; decisions must be made inipédnlum. Mr. Marek cited Sutton v.
Dubugue City Councénd Montgomery v. Bremer Courdyg the basis for his recommendation.
When an application is pending, Mr. Marek cautioned the Gomembers not to meet
individually with applicants.

CONSENT AGENDA: Moved by Mahayni, seconded by Popken, approving thexmiipitems
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on the Consent Agenda:

Motion approving payment of claims

Motion approving minutes of the regular meeting of Novanit, 2006, and the special
meeting of November 21, 2006

Motion approving renewal of the following beer perraitsl liquor licenses:

Special Class C Liquor - House of Chen, 2508 Ferndaleuaven

Class E Liquor, B Wine and C Beer — HyVee Wine & 8pi3615 Lincoln Way

Class C Beer — Kwik Shop #550, 715" Btreet

Class C Beer — Kum & Go #113, 2801 E" Sreet

Class C Beer — Kum & Go #214, 111 Duff Avenue

Class C Beer — Kum & Go #215, 4506 Lincoln Way

Class C Beer — Kum & Go #216, 203 Welch Avenue

Class C Liquor & Outdoor Service — Cazador Mexicandeant, 3605 Lincoln Way
Motion approving transfer of Class C Liquor licensefi©afé Lovish, 2512 Lincoln Way, to
Mangostina’s, 604 E. Lincoln Way, effective Decemb&G06, pending receipt of certificates
of Inspections and dram shop insurance

Motion setting Conference Board meeting dates for dJg@Baand February 27, 2007
Motion approving revised Administrative Program for 8tfdaming & Addressing Guide
Motion approving encroachment permit for awning at 200t8teAvenue

Motion rejecting all bids for the purchase of Wheehdler Backhoe

RESOLUTION NO. 06-467 approving appointment of Council Memlaani Larson to
Conference Board’s Mini-Board

RESOLUTION NO. 06-468 approving appointment of Council Merder Larson to Ames
Convention and Visitors Bureau Board of Directors

RESOLUTION NO. 06-469 approving appointment of ElizabetokBto fill vacancy on
Planning and Zoning Commission

RESOLUTION NO. 06-470 approving application for a Procurer@amtd for Council
Member Jami Larson

RESOLUTION NO. 06-471 approving hiring of two part-time é®oDispatchers
RESOLUTION NO. 06-472 approving Community Invesht Fund forgivable loan in the
amount of $25,000 and $50,000 loan from RevolvingrLFund for Sauer Danfoss, Inc.
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15.

16.
17.

18.
19.

RESOLUTION NO. 06-473 approving plans and speatibns for Replacement of Motor
Control Center for Gas Turbinel; setting Decemligr2®06, as bid due date and January 9,
2007, as date of public hearing

RESOLUTION NO. 06-474 awarding contract to Buistex Electric, Fort Dodge, lowa, for the
purchase of Electric Distribution Transformershe amount of $229,544 plus sales tax
RESOLUTION NO. 06-475 waiving formal bidding teiggments and authorizing purchase of
Tractor Loader Backhoe from Murphy Tractor & Equigmm of Altoona, lowa, in the amount
of $115,000

RESOLUTION NO. 06-476 accepting completion cf ®ower Transformer for the 161-kV Tie
Line Project

RESOLUTION NO. 06-482 authorizing Mayor to si@BBA Agreement and High Quality Job
Creation Program Agreement as sponsoring agen®&doer Danfoss

Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Resolutions declared carried unanishg signed by the Mayor, and
hereby made a portion of these minutes.

PUBLIC FORUM: Rich Fellingham, President of Special Olympics lowgregsed appreciation

to the City Council, City staff, and citizens of Anfes their support of the National Special
Olympics Games held last July in Ames. Elaine Hieb$8, West Riverside Road, Ames, Chair
of the Games Organization Committee, recognized foMagor Ted Tedesco, who served
on the Planning Committee, and Mayor Campbell footitetanding leadership they displayed
before and during the event. Ms. Hieber presented itheofCAmes with a framed set of
medals identical to those awarded at the National Games

Gerald Johnson, 21475 - 37@mes, owner of land to the north of the proposed regimall,
referenced a letter from Attorney Marc Elcock. Téitelr requested that the City Council
direct the Planning & Zoning Commission to delay itetimg on the revised Master Plan for
the Lifestyle/Power Center until the public has hadohygortunity to review the revisions and
offer input to the Commission. Mr. Johnson explairfext public input was received on the
initial Master Plan on November 15, 2006. At that tistaff recommended approval of the
Master Plan with several stipulations, and staff vdagcted to work with Wolford
Development, Inc., to revise the proposal and placsshe on the agenda for the December
6, 2006, Planning & Zoning Commission meeting. Mr. Johnsointed out that the
Commission’s December 6, 2006, Agenda did not include public expthe revised Master
Plan.

Assistant Manager Bob Kindred explained the actions takdate by the Planning & Zoning
Commission. He requested the City Attorney to commetrhe issue of receiving public input
on the revised Master Plan. Mr. Marek confirmed thathearing on the initial Master Plan
was held on November 15, 2006; however, he does not seaaide to allowing public input
on the revised Plan.

HEARING ON AMENDMENT TO PLANNED RESIDENCE DISTRICT (PRD)
DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR RINGGENBERG PARK: Planner Seana Perkins explained the

proposed amendment to the PRD Development Plan. Twgesavere being proposed: (1)
Alter the approved setbacks to provide a 20-foot fronesétand a 20-foot street-side setback
for corner lots, and (2) Move the planned clubhouse thenkS-RM zoned property to the F-
PRD zoned property by consolidating three lots to accudhate the clubhouse.

Ms. Perkins stated that residents from the neighbatthmmated directly north of the site in
guestion attended the Planning & Zoning Commission meetingovember 15, 2006, and
expressed strong concerns about the proposed chang€mnideptual Plan, which had been
mutually negotiated with the developer. Neighbors alsbeix@ressed concerns about storm
drainage, the design of the future multi-family buildings] #me proposed amenities of the
northern parcel, which is located outside of the PRD.



Scott Renaud, Fox Engineering, 1601 Golden Aspen Road, Aepgesenting the owners,
explained that the proposed revisions were basicallg¢coramodate the relocation of the
clubhouse; nothing will change in the RM zoning distfidtere is a pool planned to be built
by the relocated clubhouse. The corner pond, for statarwnanagement, will remain in its
original location. According to Ms. Perkins, the appitcaill be required to submit a Minor
Site Development Plan prior to the clubhouse being dtilvas stated by Mr. Renaud that the
buffers will remain as originally submitted. Mr. Rendell that the initial issues of most
concern to the neighbors had been resolved; nothinghwthed regarding those issues. He
pointed out that there is a considerable amount of budtsveen this subdivision boundary and
the closest neighbor (over 300"). Mr. Renaud questionedniueh influence the neighbors
should have over this development in light of the flaat the only change is the location of the
clubhouse. He said that the developers had been vesynawdating to the neighbors’
requests. It was pointed out by Mr. Renaud that sevidtad amenities of this subdivision will
be made available to the neighborhood residents. Neogers are only asking to move the
clubhouse to a more central location. Mr. Renaud saidthere had been a breakdown in
communication between the developers and the neighbdrbeinlents, and that may have lead
to uncertainties on the part of the neighbors.

Kim Townsend, 2609 Timberland Road, lowa, representing #ighlmorhood residents,
summarized the actions that had been taken to datg eibtions made by the City Council
at former meetings on this topic. The neighbors’ eomgat that time centered around density,
buffers, plantings, and adequate transition to the RMi€listMs. Townsend said that the
clubhouse in its currently proposed location provides igwalitransition to the RM District.

If the clubhouse and pool are moved, the residents wakndw what will be constructed
there. She, personally, would like to see the old colm now on part of the land to be
developed, restored and placed there. On behalf oésients of the area in question, Ms.
Townsend asked that the City Council deny the revisioat twwould allow for the
clubhouse/pool to be moved or, in the alternativesagtldirect that the developers again meet
with the neighborhood residents.

Kurt Friedrich, Friedrich lowa Realty, Sixth and Duff, Ags) said that the developers have
worked very diligently to communicate with the area nieagh on this proposal. He said that
there is only one change being requested, i.e., theatedo of the clubhouse. Mr. Friedrich
advised that there will not be two clubhouses. Theldpees felt that locating the clubhouse
in a more central location would be beneficial toshieounding neighborhoods. Mr. Friedrich
stated that the developers are committed to the agréetiman they made with the
neighborhood; there will be no more than 130 units, hewefiere may be fewer units. It is
a possibility that the corn crib, now structurally wnsd, would be renovated and placed where
the clubhouse was originally shown; however, accordirgrt Friedrich, it is more probable
that there will be no structure placed at that location

Beverly Madden, 2815 Oakwood Road, Ames, recalled that tii&CGuncil had previously

directed that the density be reduced by 40% of the origigsak21 ten-unit buildings to 13 ten-
unit buildings). The neighbors’ concern is that they Cibuncil may lose sight of the 40%
reduction and allow a more dense development, e.g., aoadtitondominium unit in place

of the clubhouse.

Council Member Mahayni recalled the vast discussiondbeurred when this issue was first
brought before the City Council. The Council had dirgcteat the developers and
neighborhood residents work out an acceptable solution.



Council Member Goodman confirmed with Developer Kureéhrich that everything formerly
agreed to by the neighbors and the developers wasitstit i

Bob Friedrich, Jr., Friedrich Land Development, Amesnteal out that the developer had
already agreed to a maximum density, and any revisiaigatevould have to be approved by
the Planning & Zoning Commission and the City Courtdé guaranteed to the neighborhood
residents that the density would not increase; the oleee will fulfill their commitment. Mr.
Friedrich believed that the neighbors’ concerns aedbult of the developers’ lack of dialogue
with them. The owners wanted to get the development wiagdaefore inclement weather sets
in, and due to their haste, did not communicate thorowgtdugh with the neighbors.

Moved by Mahayni, seconded by Goodman, to adopt RESOLNTNO. 06-477 approving
a revision to the PRD Development Plan to alter as#dty consolidate three lots to
accommodate the clubhouse, and move the planned clubhomdéé FS-RM zoned property
to the F-PRD zoned property.

Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Resolution declared adopted unaninypsiined by the Mayor, and
hereby made a portion of these minutes.

Moved by Rice, seconded by Mahayni, to adopt RESOLUTNIN 06-478 approving the
Preliminary Plat for Ringgenberg Park Subdivision, sulifgthe following stipulations:

1. That the developer will construct and dedicate all publigrovements within the
development to City of Ames Urban Standards, as requmedding: street paving, curb,
gutter, sidewalks, bicycle/pedestrian pathways, strgbtsli street trees, water main,
sanitary sewer main, and storm sewer improvements, tprapproval of the Final Plat, or
execute an Improvement Agreement to guarantee the camgéall public improvements
and provide security in the form of an Improvement Guagnéas set forth in Section
23.409 of the Municipal Code

2. Prior to approval of a Building Permit, a Minor SitevBlepment Plan will be required for
the proposed clubhouse.

Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Resolution declared adopted unanirgpsgned by the Mayor, and
hereby made a portion of these minutes.

COUNCIL GUIDELINES FOR 2007/08 BUDGET: Assistant City Manager Sheila Lundt
introduced City ASSET volunteers present: Jim Peaiany Cameron, and Dorothy Sally.
She reminded the Council members of their prioritiesoseDecember 13, 2005: (1) an
emphasis on assistance to low- and moderate-incone$a2) meeting basic needs, (3) crisis
intervention, and (4) prevention.

Ms. Lundt advised that the Government of the Student BE&B) had taken action on their
priorities, and GSB will be providing $130,000 in funding for tleet fiscal year.

Mr. Pearson told the Council that the volunteers do aggieeknowing the Council’s priorities
and specific recommendations.

Council Member Popken acknowledged that the Council hadveeca letter from Good
Neighbor requesting funding. He asked to know the timédinesponse to new requests for
funding. Mr. Pearson explained the process followed IS Council Member Rice would
like the volunteers to look at a way to streamlinefiecess to account for requests such as
that from Good Neighbor. Ms. Lundt advised that Good N@gldnot the first organization

to be denied funding because it has not met the crit€aancil Member Larson pointed out
that it takes organizations new to this process awilearn about and meet the criteria. Mr.
Pearson concurred, stating that the need for servie$ohbe determined and an audit



performed.

Mayor Campbell advised that discussion on changes frolsess would be best addressed at
the Joint Funders Meeting to be held on December 14, 2006.

Ms. Lundt updated the Council on a new program funded laat yisar. She stated that the
Volunteer Transportation Service to Heartland has besrsuccessful; ridership is higher than
anticipated.

Assistant City Manager Lundt introduced Lu Kiser, Chagparof the COTA. Mr. Kiser
referenced the letter that he formerly sent to tityg @ouncil requesting funds for 2007/08.

City Manager Schainker outlined the options for funding HuBarvice Agencies and the
COTA.

Moved by Popken, seconded by Rice, to allocate $911,676 faasecof 8.3% over the FY
2006/07 adopted budget) for ASSET funding and $118,600 for the COTA fuadimgfease
of 21.65%).

Mr. Pearson cautioned that some agencies’ requestdddioaal funds are valid; however,

some are not. Council Member Popken stated that hetexpbithe ASSET volunteers to be
good stewards of the funds; the agencies should not batatball the money requested if the
need is not justified. Council Member Mahayni pointedtbat if the funds are allocated to
the agencies, it will be spent. In addition, Ms. Lundt Haat there will be pressure for the City
to assume more responsibility for funding if the otherders do not increase their funds.
Council Member Mahayni is very concerned about sinifisnding. He asked what will occur

to the other funders’ commitments if the City incesags level of funding. Council Member

Popken said he did not see any correlation betweenthéd&tity of Ames allocates and what
the other funders contribute; agencies have indicatedhég have the need.

Council Member Goodman said that the ASSET volunteersiader no obligation to spend
all the funds; if they do not feel that the request si¢le¢ criteria, the funds should not be
allocated. He wants the funding available if the requasiet all the criteria and qualify for the
allocation. Ms. Lundt reiterated that the ASSET prect#t needs to function as it has in the
past, with specific requirements needing to be met bggbkacies before funding is allocated.

City Manager Schainker said it is of concern thathaef City increases its funding, the other
funders may cut back on their allocations. If that happthere would be no net gain in the
total amount of available funding. Also, it is a comcérat the agencies will request more funds
than necessary if it is thought that they will be@dited what they request.

ASSET volunteer Dorothy Sally said that last yeagreétwere not enough funds to address all
the requests. She feels that if funds in the totaLamof the requests are available, the onus
would be on the volunteers to make sure the criterimate Mr. Pearson said that it will need
to be made known to the other volunteers that thés(iimds will not be allocated if the
criteria are not met. Ms. Lundt explained how the Cgaritinds are allocated.

Council Member Goodman said that he preferred to vottn@funding for ASSET and the
COTA separately. He cited comments made by the resptsdie the Citizens Satisfaction
Survey regarding arts funding. Mr. Kiser clarified tharéhis a difference between public art
projects and what the COTA funds. Public Relations éfffsusan Gwiasda advised that the
Survey did not designate any particular category of art pragirhowever, one-fourth of the



respondents wanted more money spent, one-fourth wastech@ney allocated, and one-half
wanted the same amount to be spent.

Motion withdrawn by Council Member Popken.

Moved by Popken, seconded by Goodman, to allocate $911,6T@@ase of 8.3% over the
FY 2006/07 adopted budget) for ASSET funding.
Vote on Motion: 6-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

Moved by Rice, seconded by Popken, to allocate $118,600 f@Q@A& funding.
Vote on Motion: 2-4. Voting aye: Popken, Rice. Voting:nAoll, Goodman, Larson
Mahayni. Motion failed.

It was pointed out by COTA Volunteer Kiser that, afteviewing the requests for funding,
the Commission had requested a total allocation of $10528ancil Member Rice said that
the total amount of funds requested on applications subinjtagencies was $118,600.

Moved by Goodman, seconded by Mahayni, to allocate $105,2%cfaase of 8% over the
FY 2006/07 adopted budget) for the COTA funding.

Vote on Motion: 5-1. Voting aye: Doll, Goodman, Larsdtahayni, Popken. Voting nay:
Rice. Motion declared carried.

The meeting recessed at 9:46 p.m. and reconvened at 9:50 p.m.

CODE AMENDMENTS RELATED TO FRONTAGE REQUIREMENT: For the record, a
letter from Attorney William Bartine on behalf of Wrd Development Options, LLC, was
received this date and placed around the dais.

Planner Ray Anderson explained that the Ames Zoningh@mde requires that all lots in the

community have “frontage” on a public street. Lot femge was defined as, “...the distance for
which the front boundary line of the lot and the rightvay are coincident.”. The reasons why
frontage is required were given.

Mr. Anderson advised that the developer of the Lifestdater/Power Center proposed for
the “O-GNE” District at 1-35 and East 1S$treet is requesting that the City amend the zoning
regulations for the “PRC” District to eliminate theguirement for frontage of every lot on a
public street. That developer indicates that some patentupants of the development insist
on owning the lots upon which their buildings sit, rattien leasing the sites. Also, separate
lot ownership is reportedly needed in order for thosartento secure financing for their
buildings. Mr. Anderson stated that customers of thaésses would park in lots located
between the buildings and the exterior boundary of ttee therefore, the owners of the
buildings and of the parking lots would be different. Acaogdio staff, there is no public
advantage to having public streets, as opposed to priveds,rthroughout the site.

According to Planner Anderson, there are other meagsiarantee access to each property
besides the requirement for frontage, e.g., cross-aeasements. In checking with other cities
throughout the United States that have large regionahewaml developments, staff has found
that regional commercial centers are oftentimesaaséPlanned Unit Developments,” which
include lots that do not have frontage on a public stretnner Anderson stated that lots on
the interior of these developments are accessed thavagb-access easements that connect
the interior lots to the public streets on the egtasf the developments. The City's “O-GNE”
requires a Master Plan, which functions much the samdPdanned Unit Development in that

it is a development that must follow a coordinated pdarafcombination of properties.

Pursuant to Mr. Anderson, staff is in favor of allogvivery limited application of platting lots



without frontage as long as appropriate safeguards arece plaving reviewed the methods
used by other communities to accommodate large commearwhlor stores in regional
commercial developments and given the fact that th&NEE" overlay district requires a
“planned” development much as a Planned Unit Developsityecommended that the City
Council approve an amendment to the zoning regulatiohgvthad allow the platting of lots
for regional commercial development without frontageaguublic street. Mr. Anderson said
that it is important that this Zoning Ordinance exaaptor frontage requirements would apply
only to properties located in the “O-GNE” overlay ditrit was reiterated by Mr. Anderson
that the City of Ames allows platted lots without strifontage as part of planned residential
developments, and extension of this exception to plaregidnal commercial developments
seems appropriate as long as a Comprehensive MastdraBlaren approved by Council and
cross-access easements are executed with the Ciedrasra party to the easements.

Council Member Rice asked why this issue was not indludéhe Developer’'s Agreement.
Mr. Anderson pointed out that the subdivision plat hadyebbeen submitted, so this issue
could not have been addressed in the Developer’'s Agreement

Council Member Popken asked when the layout of the Idtdevknown. Mr. Anderson
advised that the land will be subdivided through the plagtingess, and the individual lots will
be shown.

Attorney Bill Bartine, 2001 Financial Center, Des Ma@néowa, representing Wolford
Development, advised that he had brought a packet of saapement documents to be
reviewed by City Attorney Marek. The easements lkmecusive complicated documents and
need to be worked through between the developer and the @it. Bartine said that,
generally, most frontage requirements are applicabletoniysidential lots.

Moved by Larson, seconded by Goodman, to direct stgffépare Zoning and Subdivision
Ordinance text amendments to eliminate the requireimelot frontage in the “PRC” (Planned
Regional Commercial) District in combination with tkle GNE” (Northeast Gateway Overlay)
District.

Vote on Motion: 5-1. Voting aye: Doll, Goodman, Larsahayni, Popken. Voting nay:
Rice. Motion declared carried.

PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR IOWA STATE READY MIX SUBDIVISIO N: Planner Seana
Perkins advised that during the Development Review Con@istteview of this proposed
Subdivision, a Shared Use Path was identified by staffraquirement along the eastern edge
of Outlot A, directly west of the Skunk River. This pa#ly is identified as a Shared Use Path
within the Ames Area MPO Long-Range Transportatiom Bi&ted October 2005 and on the
Parks Master Plan Map as a Greenbelt Trail. Thisymticonnection along the western side
of the Skunk River has been identified as a first pyigtthway connection by the City’s Parks
and Recreation Department and is shown in the Citgjst&@l Improvements Plan.

Scott Renaud, Fox Engineering, advised that the applicam, State Ready Mix Concrete,
Inc., objects to providing the improvement of a tenHwile Shared Use Pathway. Ms.
Perkins stated that the developer has agreed to provi@atyheith a 30-foot-wide easement
for this future pathway, but not to construct the pathwkdr. Renaud explained that the
property in question is in the Industrial zone and thisiegom! will be the only property owner
required to construct part of the pathway. He also asiegStipulation No. 8 be changed to
say “agreement” instead of “easement.” Public Workedor John Joiner said that it did not
matter to the City if it would be by an agreement orasement as long as the adjacent
property owner agrees to allow off-site grading to occur.



Moved by Mahayni, seconded by Goodman, to adopt RESOLNTNO. 06-479 approving
the Preliminary Plat for lowa State Ready Mix Sub@wiswith the following stipulations:

1.

That the developer will construct and dedicate all publigrovements within the
development to City of Ames Urban Standards, as requmadcling: dedication of public
right-of-way, street paving, curb, gutter, sidewalks, stigdgs, water main, sanitary sewer
main, and storm sewer improvements, prior to approviiefinal Plat, or execute an
Improvement Agreement to guarantee the completion giuddlic improvements and
provide security in the form of an Improvement Guargrdseset forth in Section 23.409
of the_Municipal Code

The design of the bio-retention treatment cell $leaflieviewed and approved by the Water
and Pollution Control Department prior to its constiucti

Prior to Final Plat approval, improvement of the fert-wide Shared Use Pathway shall
be provided through a Development Agreement between thenpy@wner(s) and the City
of Ames.

Prior to Final Plat approval, the 30-foot-wide easeriagrthe Shared Use pathway and the
location of the Pathway shall be provided through a Dewent Agreement between the
property owner(s) and the City of Ames.

According to Municipal Cod8ection 23.302(7)(b), the Final Plat must be submitteceto th
Planning and Housing Department for approval within oree yeom the date of City
Council approval of the Preliminary Plat. The Cityu@oil may grant an extension of time
for the validity of the Preliminary Plat for a perindt to exceed one additional year. Ifthe
applicant is unable to comply with the one-year time lnd/or granted extension, the
applicant will be required to reapply for the PreliminBiat.

Prior to Final Plat submittal, the subdivider shalhgjl@n easement to the City over any
portion of any area included within the floodway. THipwudation shall be eliminated if
Municipal CodeSection 23.407(5) is removed.

Development of the proposed lots will require compliaviteMunicipal Code Section 9.5
, which requires that all non-residential structureglbgated a minimum of three feet
above the base flood elevation or be flood-proofedith s level.

Prior to any land-disturbing activities, an easentaaitise created for the proposed off-site
grading.

Prior to any land-disturbing activities, a SWPPP, NBPdhd authorization of COSESCO
permit application shall be provided.

Moved by Goodman, seconded by Popken, to amend the niotimclude changing the
wording under Stipulation No. 8 to read, “...an agreersieait be created for the proposed off-
site grading.”.

Vote on Amendment: 6-0. Motion declared carried unaningousl

Roll Call Vote on Amended Motion: 6-0. Resolution desbadopted unanimously, signed
by the Mayor, and hereby made a portion of these n@nute

AMENDMENT TO LAND USE POLICY PLAN REVISING MINIMUM DENSITY IN

SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT: Planner Ray Anderson explained that on July 25,
2006, the City Council directed staff to prepare an amendiméhe Land Use Policy Plan to
change the minimum allowed density for Suburban Residenigle-family attached and
detached uses from 3.4 dwelling units per net acre to 3.78irdwehits per net acre.



According to Mr. Anderson, the desire expressed by theCZiuncil was that the minimum
density allowed by the LUPP and by Table 29.1202(6henMunicipal Coddoe consistent.
On April 13, 2004, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 04-1gr,cving amendments
to the LUPP recommended in the 1998-2002 Land Use PolicfER&nation Reporfor the
City of Ames. One of the amendments in that Resalutlanged the minimum density for
Suburban Residential single-family attached and detachseftose3.75 dwelling units/net acre
to 3.4 dwelling units/net acre. Mr. Anderson said timagcitions involving administration of
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, it is always praié to have the LUPP and the Zoning
Ordinance, which implements policies from the Plan;diesistent.

According to Mr. Anderson, at the September 6, 2006, meefitlge Planning & Zoning
Commission, the proposed change was referred backftoBiafCommission asked that staff
communicate with the development community and othé&estatl by the proposed change;
that they explain the difference between changing thengaOrdinance, as opposed to the
LUPP, to achieve consistency; and that they studystue of density in its entirety. Staff
provided copies of the requirements, as found in the 1998-2002Usmé&olicy Evaluation
Report to developers and the Chairperson of the Ames Snmantt@ Organization, and all
were encouraged to attend the Commission meeting omhbevel, 2006, or submit written
comments. No one from the audience chose to spehétaneeting. Four persons chose to
submit written comments. It was noted that, at then@ission meeting of November 1, 2006,
it recommended that the City Council not approve the Rltmendment to change the
minimum density to 3.75 because it was felt that the isboilti-family housing had not been
adequately discussed. The Commission did agree, howesemahsistency between the
Zoning Ordinance and the LUPP was desired.

Moved by Popken, seconded by Mahayni, to approve the LaadPolicy Plan amendment to
change the minimum density to be achieved by SuburbaaeRéal single-family attached and
detached uses from 3.4 dwelling units per net acre to 3.75rdyvatiits per net acre.

In Council Member Larson’s opinion, the Zoning Ordiraskould be changed to be consistent
with the LUPP. He believes that the LUPP should pi®the main guidance to the City. As
a former member of the Planning & Zoning Commisskn, Larson said that it was thought
by the Commission that if the two were left incetent, it would force the City Council and
the Commission to address the issue of density, entisety, in a more timely manner.

Vote on Motion: 5-1. Voting aye: Doll, Goodman, Mghia Popken, Rice. Voting nay:
Larson. Motion declared carried.

PURCHASE OF HYBRID CAR: Moved by Goodman, seconded by Rice, to adopt RESOLUTION
NO. 06-481 waiving formal bidding requirements and authorizingptiiehase of a Toyota
Prius hybrid car from Wilson Cadillac-Toyota-SciorAmfies, lowa, in the amount of $23,319.
Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Resolution declared adopted unanirgpsgned by the Mayor, and
hereby made a portion of these minutes.

BRIEFING ON WATER POLLUTION CONTROL (WPC) PLANT DISIN FECTION
SYSTEM: Tom Neumann, Director of Water and Pollution Contradjcated that this briefing
was made in response to a letter from Tony BoridéoCity of Ames.

Mr. Neumann emphasized that the protection of the emwient and the public health is a

primary mission of the Water and Pollution Control Drépant. He gave a summary of stream
designations in lowa, explaining in detail the two basategories of use: General Use
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Segments and Designated Use Segments. Stream desigimatibasSouth Skunk River were
specifically explained. Existing WPC plant capabilitieere highlighted. Over the Plant’s 17
years of full operation, it has never exceeded a digehamitation. Disinfection alternatives
were also outlined.

According to Mr. Neumann, for the past several yeaadf Isas been working with the lowa
Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) to obtain w National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for WPC. The pyas Permit expired in November
1999. It was noted that under the Clean Water Act, thraiB@ntinues to be enforceable until
either a new Permit is issued or the discharger ceaskescharge. The quality of effluent from
the Ames WPC has not diminished despite having an expeadit. To date, no draft Permit
has been provided by the IDNR for the City to reviélle IDNR has provided preliminary
effluent limitation data, which staff has carefully ewed. It was indicated that staff is
comfortable with all but one of the proposed pararmsetee., the “five-day carbonaceous
biochemical oxygen demand.” Stafffully expects thatmdver a draft NPDES Permit is issued
by the IDNR, it will contain a requirement for disinfieet. What is not known yet is what
stream designation will apply and what resulting water tyustiandard will be imposed.

The options for upgrading treatment were given: (1) indisilhfection equipment without
waiting for a new Permit or (2) wait until a new Permitissued before beginning any
construction. The benefits and consequences for eachdescribed. Mr. Neumann advised
that, once the design requirements are confirmed,rtteergquired to implement any project
is estimated at three and one-half to four years, praguimat there are no substantial delays
in IDNR approvals. The timeline for receiving a Peraaitild be next fall or three years from
now.

Staff concluded that there is no longer an issue iffddion should be added to the Ames
facility, but rather when it should be added. Also, ¢herno disputing that a Class “A”
designation for this particular segment of the South Skurés B appropriate. Mr. Neumann
said that staff believes that it is prudent to waitiluhe new water quality standards are
finalized, the IDNR completes the use attainabilitsgsis for the South Skunk River, and the
resulting stream designation is incorporated into a nB®ES Permit before the City moves
ahead to install a disinfection system at the WP@tRlaany other upgrade component. It is
estimated that the upgrades under this approach could beggnyaas 2009/10.

Steve Vasey, 919 Murray Drive, Ames, said that he isralver of a number of environmental
groups, including the Water Quality Task Force and has mawhfdraining on water quality.
He has been working on these issues since 1998. Mr. iasetiold today by EPA officials
in Kansas City, IDNR officials, and by Assistant \aand Pollution Control Director John
Dunn that every effort will be made to issue the GEyNPDES Permit in 2007. Bacteria
standards are not going to change any time soon, an¥dgey believes that the overall goal
should be to reduce water pollution. He feels thatii the City's best interest to proceed
with disinfection immediately. If it is decided to waittil a new Permit is issued, there must
be a plan that will get Ames a new Permit as so@ossible; it is seven years past the renewal
date. Ames is the only community in lowa that hpsranit issued by the EPA. It has been 12
years since the City has had a say in the proteoffered by the Permit. Mr. Vasey said the
City had been antagonistic concerning the renewabdPermit, and he feels strongly that there
should be a way for the City to get a draft Permit betd for comments. He feels that the
Permit can be fast-tracked, but it will take Council ctien to staff to get it done. Mr. Vasey
advised that he will be presenting a response to tipisfReHe encouraged the Council to get
the City moving on a dual-track process — working on caosbn design standards for
disinfection while it is waiting for the Permit to l®sued. Mr. Vasey said that it is an
embarrassment to the City not to have been issuednaitP

ORDINANCE RELATING TO LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS: Moved by Goodman,
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seconded by Mahayni, to pass on second reading an oreglimakag a zoning text amendment
relating to landscaping requirements for surface parking lots
Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

ORDINANCE CHANGING THE COMPOSITION OF UTILITY RETIR EMENT BOARD:
Moved by Goodman, seconded by Popken, to pass on secdimtjraa ordinance changing
the composition of the Utility Retirement Board.

Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

ORDINANCE REZONING PROPERTY LOCATED IN SUNSET RIDGE SUBDIVISION
FROM “RH” (RESIDENTIAL HIGH DENSITY) TO “FS-RL” (SUBU RBAN RESIDENTIAL
LOW DENSITY) AND FROM “CVCN” (CONVENIENCE COMMERCIALNOD E) TO“FS-
RL” (SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL LOW DENSITY): Moved by Mahayni, seconded by
Goodman, to pass on third reading and adopt ORDINANCE NO. @8@hing property
located in Sunset Ridge Subdivision from “RH” (Residehtigh Density) to “FS-RL” (Suburban
Residential Low Density) and from “CVCN” (Convenien€@@mmercial Node) to “FS-RL”
(Suburban Residential Low Density)
Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Ordinance declared adoptearumously, signed by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING PARKING REGULATIONS ON WILDER  AVENUE,
HARTFORD DRIVE, TABOR DRIVE, AND WESTFIELD ROAD: Moved by Goodman,
seconded by Doll, to pass on third reading and a@&DINANCE NO. 3895 establishing
parking regulations on Wilder Avenue, Hartford riiabor Drive, and Westfield Road.
Roll Call Vote: 6-0. Ordinance declared adopteanimously, signed by the Mayor, and hereby
made a portion of these minutes.

COMMENTS: Council Member Popken asked staff to comment on aitpywublic input at the
Planning & Zoning Commission meeting on December 6, 200erevised Master Plan from
Wolford Development. City Attorney Marek said thatiael checked the ordinance and State
Code A public hearing is required, and that requirement has hdfilled; however, Mr.
Marek again said that he sees no downside to allowinga@udipublic input since revisions
have been made to the Plan.

ADJOURNMENT: Moved by Doll, seconded by Goodman, to adjourn the ngati12:12 a.m.
on Wednesday, November 29, 2006.
Vote on Motion: 6-0. Motion declared carried unanimously.

Diane R. Voss, City Clerk Ann H. Campbell, Mayor

12



