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CITY OF McKINNEY, TEXAS

Agenda

City Council Work Session

Monday, October 3, 2016

5:30 PM Council Chambers
222 N. Tennessee Street
McKinney, Texas 75069

CALL TO ORDER

DISCUSS REGULAR MEETING AGENDA ITEMS

WORK SESSION ITEMS

16-973

16-974

16-975

16-976

Consider and Discuss the Updated Renderings for the
Proposed Mixed-Use Development (Nine-Acre Site),
Located at the Southeast Corner of Davis Street and
Tennessee Street

Attachments: Updated Renderings

Public Response to Renderings

Previous Elevations

Previous Site Plan

Previous Landscape Plan

PowerPoint Presentation

Consider and Discuss the Airport/FBO Terminal, Parking
and Hangar Expansion

Attachments: Presentation

Discuss Committee Appointments and Invitations to an
Airport Master Plan Update Planning Advisory Committee for
Consideration and Action during a Subsequent Regular
Council Meeting

Attachments: Airport Master Plan Committees

Consider and Discuss Guidelines and Procedures for
Naming Municipal Facilities

CITY OF McKINNEY, TEXAS

Page 1 Printed on 9/30/2016



City Council Work Session Agenda October 3, 2016

Attachments: Presentation
Municipal Naming Policy Resolution

16-977 Consider and Discuss Potential Ordinance Amendments
Regulating Donation Containers

Attachments: Donation Bin Court Opinion

Draft Ordinance

16-978 Consider and Discuss a Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute a Contract Amendment in the Amount
of $286,880 with Tyler Technologies, Inc., for the Acquisition
of an Enterprise Class Land Management Software System
(ECLMSS) and Authorizes all Necessary Change Orders
Under said Contract to an Aggregated Contract Amount not
to Exceed $1,663,880

Attachments: Draft Resolution

Proposal
Tyler Presentation

16-998 Consider and Discuss a Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute a Contract Amendment for Project
Manager Services Related to the Procurement, Integration
and Implementation of the Enterprise Land Management
Software System (ELMSS) in the Amount of $150,000 with
an Aggregated Contract Not To Exceed $380,000

Attachments: Draft Resolution
Proposal

COUNCIL LIAISON UPDATES
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City Council Work Session Agenda October 3, 2016

EXECUTIVE SESSION

In Accordance with the Texas Government Code:

A. Section 551.071 (2). Consultation with City Attorney on any Work Session,
Special or Regular Session agenda item requiring confidential, attorney/client advice
necessitated by the deliberation or discussion of said items (as needed) and legal
consultation on the following item(s), if any:

» Texas Government Code, Chapter 2306 (Vernon 2016); 10 T.A.C. Chapter 11
(Housing Tax Credits)

B. Section 551.072. Deliberations about Real Property

*  Municipal Facilities

» Approximately 0.6638 acres of land, more or less, in Lot 1, Block 1 of the
McKinney SPCA Addition, an Addition to the City of McKinney, Collin County, Texas
* Lots 1 and 3, The Greens of McKinney, Section 2, an addition to the City of
McKinney, Texas

C. Section 551.087 — Discuss Economic Development Matters
* Project A146 — Project Frost

ACTION ON EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURN

Posted in accordance with the Texas Government Code, Chapter 551, on the 30th
day of September, 2016 at or before 5:00 p.m.

Sandy Hart, TRMC, MMC
City Secretary

Accommodations and modifications for people with disabilities are available upon
request. Requests should be made as far in advance as possible, but no less than
48 hours prior to the meeting. Call 972-547-2694 or email
contact-adacompliance@mckinneytexas.org with questions or for accommodations.

CITY OF McKINNEY, TEXAS Page 3 Printed on 9/30/2016



o 16-973

MEKINNEY

UVl(que b\’ nddure.™

TITLE: Consider and Discuss the Updated Renderings for the Proposed Mixed-Use
Development (Nine-Acre Site), Located at the Southeast Corner of Davis
Street and Tennessee Street

COUNCIL GOAL: Direction for Strategic and Economic Growth
MEETING DATE: October 3, 2016
DEPARTMENT: Planning

CONTACT: Samantha Pickett, Planning Manager
Brian Lockley, AICP, Director of Planning
Michael Quint, Executive Director of Development Services

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
e Discuss and provide direction for the elevations of the project based on the
updated renderings.

ITEM SUMMARY:

e On August 16, 2016, City Council tabled the site plan and fagade plan request
for the Downtown McKinney Blocks A&B (Nine-Acre Site) project in order to
allow the applicant to revise the elevations based on Council and public
comments.

e Based on the feedback from City Council, the applicant hosted an open house
meeting on September 15, 2016 to present updated renderings of the project to
the public. Those renderings are now being presented to City Council for
additional feedback.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
e Columbus Realty Partners, Ltd. has worked with staff to develop a land plan for
the redevelopment of the approximately nine-acre site that would include new
residential, commercial and office uses in a planned compact and pedestrian-

walkable design.




e As part of Columbus Realty Partners, Ltd. land plan, the following elements are
proposed to be included within the development:

45,000 square feet of Office Uses;

20,000 square feet of Retail Uses (with the potential for up to
12,000 square feet to be Office Uses);
o Approximately 329 Residential Dwelling Units;
o 319 public parking spaces (on-street and in structured parking),
with an additional deed restricted approximate 125 parking spaces
available on nights/weekends;

o O

o First phase of the development provides a mixture of retail and
residential uses; and
o Includes the construction/extension of two public streets.

e Per the agreement, construction must commence no later than January 15,
2017.

FINANCIAL SUMMARY:
e N/A

BOARD OR COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
e N/A

SUPPORTING MATERIALS:

Updated Renderings

Public Response to Renderings
Previous Elevations

Previous Site Plan

Previous Landscape Plan
PowerPoint Presentation
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Historic Downtown Block Length Study

The nature of downtown McKinney consists of a broad variety of
2 _ styles and building frontages that all contribute to the endearing
P character of this historic place. Some frontages define individual
=TI e ownerships while others have several merchants within one facade
) r - i e NS block. Hereis a comparison of similar existing downtown frontages
T — i i "= tothose of the proposed development.
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Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: DOWNTOWN MCKINNEY ELEVATION/CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS

From: Clint Scofield

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 2:15 PM

To: Barry Shelton <bshelton@mckinneytexas.org>; Michael Quint <mquint@mckinneytexas.org>; Samantha Pickett
<spickett@mckinneytexas.org>

Cc: Paul Grimes <pgrimes@mckinneytexas.org>

Subject: FW: DOWNTOWN MCKINNEY ELEVATION/CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS

Good Afternoon All,

“My Take” on last evening’s nine acre site open house is that much progress has been made though a bit of fine tuning
needs to be addressed. Elevation “Fine tuning” to be considered could include but not limited to the following:

- Variation of “brick type” by building or, perhaps, variation within each logical unit breakpoint within each
building.

- Variation of brick cornices or other kinds of brick treatments within each logical unit breakpoint within each
building structure.

- Variation of building component heights and varied distances from streets re: their facade frontage

BTW, my definition of “logical unit breakpoints” would be based on, perhaps, a retail storefront or two, moving to
another facade/elevation

look for the following storefront or two, etc......just like the downtown Square. The above suggested variations are
desired though, not being

savvy in the construction world, not sure how practical.

| am sure that | missed some common comments that had been made. However, | think that the gist of the comments is
to take last

night’s elevations and vary the elevation components within each major structure enough so as to avoid a big building,
big structure look.

There are many historical building units within the McKinney Square....built at different times with varied heights and
varied elevation

components. One may call it a bit of a “hodge-podge” but all of the structures have an older unique feel and look that
results in commonality

and charm. It seems to me that the key to the nine acre development would be to maximize the diversity of the building
structures and logical

breakpoints within each structure to help provide the appearance of the Square’s historical uniqueness.

Have a great weekend.....Clint



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: 9 Acre Development Open House-Feedback

From: Kathleen Lenchner

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 3:49 PM

To: Brian Loughmiller <bloughmi@ mckinneytexas.org>; Chuck Branch <cbranch@mckinneytexas.org>; Tracy Rath
<trath@mckinneytexas.org>; tussey@mckinneytexas.org; Paul Grimes <pgrimes@mckinneytexas.org>; Michael Quint
<mquint@mckinneytexas.org>; Tracy Rath <trath@mckinneytexas.org>; Don Day <dday@ mckinneytexas.org>
Subject: 9 Acre Development Open House-Feedback

Hello,

My name is Kathleen Lenchner and my husband Bill and | have lived at 1104 W. Louisiana St. for almost 4
years. Previously we lived in the Park Cities and Lakewood in Dallas.

| mention that because | have seen thoughtful and the downright awful when it comes to keeping the integrity
of a community when merging new architecture with old.

| know | don't need to tell you all that what makes Downtown McKinney so appealing to so many is its true,
authentic town square look and feel. | can put up with the speeders down my street and other personal
irritations b/c | love that square and this neighborhood due to its authenticity. It feels and looks like a true,
good old USA small town.

| was at both City Hall meetings where the developer presented its work and left feeling frustrated, depressed
and angry. | feel there is zero historical integrity to his designs. Has he studied other cities (Charleston,
Carmel, Mackinaw Island, Destin, Kennebunkport, Canton MS. Upstate NY, | could go on and on but you get
the idea) where they keep the originality and the integrity intact and don't water it down with faux, boring
facades that other cities build b/c they don't have what we have?

This is not architecture that will stand the test of time. Ask him to open a history book, go to Europe or travel
the U.S. and see why certain styles have remained popular, in demand and appealing for centuries around the
world.

| apologize for the harsh tone but Dallas is known for wrecking and "improving" areas that were beautiful and
authentic and | don't want to see that happen here. McKinney is the last bastion of the "real deal" and | know
we can do better!

If you want to make sure you drive revenue and visitors then please keep a firm hold on

development drawings and demand better so we can thoughtfully build upon all that is special about
Downtown McKinney with architecture that has historical integrity.

Please let us continue to work on this and not give the green light to what we saw last night.

Thank you,

Kathleen Lenchner






Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: nine acre site

From: Litty Lou

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 4:45 PM

To: Michael Quint <mquint@mckinneytexas.org>
Subject: nine acre site

Hello Michael,
Greetings from Parker Street residents....and throughout our historic neighborhood.

It was our understanding that development on the nine acre site would be in keeping with McKinney's

historic aesthetic. We learned from those in attendance last night that the current architecture may be limited
to a "Plano-esque" facade...one that would fall very short of our McKinney uniqueness. Of course this is
reflected in building costs, but we believe it was made known to the developer that McKinney's Historic charm
should be continued in the architecture!

Please know that as long time residents in the Historic neighborhood, we are speaking not only for ourselves,
but for all who are committed to the history and uniqueness that defines our side of town...and there are
many of us! It would be a serious blunder to not include design elements like unique windows with much
more detail, especially in the brick design and caps at the top of the buildings.

We appreciate the opportunity to share, and hope that the City will be a positive force in communication
regarding these matters.

Lee & Janet Landers
407 Parker Street
McKinney, Tx 75069
residents since June 199



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: MHNA: Reflections on the 9-Acre Meeting Last Night & Music @ Ringley's Sat.
Nite

From: Diane Craig

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 3:13 PM

To: Diane Craig

Subject: Fw: MHNA: Reflections on the 9-Acre Meeting Last Night & Music @ Ringley's Sat. Nite

Good Afternoon Everyone... hope you have a great weekend planned! Don't miss the info
below about Music in Nina's backyard!

| don't usually share personal opinions on my emails however, after some discussions | have
had this morning with other members who attend the 9-acre session last night, | decided to
share the core of our thoughts:

If you were at the 9-Acre meeting last night with the developer and came away dissatisfied with
what you saw, you need to let our City Council know right away!!! The reigning opinion by the
City and the Developer is that everyone loved what they saw. City Staff was surprised at how
few of us spoke up and has informed us that they have nothing to take to Council to support
additional revisions. They want more changes - like unique windows and much more detail
especially in the brick design and caps at the top of the buildings - and were expecting a much
stronger reaction from us to support a push back... but based on the low turnout they are
forced to recommend the plans go forward as is.

Many of us, including myself, did not speak up during the meeting. | know I didn't like

what was presented. It looked very similar to what | didn’t like at the first Council meeting. |
knew | would need time to study the pictures and raise any objections about how it still

looks like anything we might see in Plano or Frisco and not what | would like to see in Historic
Downtown McKinney. | was under the impression that there would be more than one of these
meetings and now | discover that this was it!! Thank you to those few who did speak up, your
objections were quite valid in regards to softening the look.Unfortunately your ideas did not
seem to be of much interest to Mr. Shaw. We wish they had been.

| am not trying to make anyone like or dislike what we saw last night. | just want to make
people very aware that if you have an opinion you need to share it with your city leader now. If
you want something better, please email ALL Council Members and let them know you were at
the meeting but didn’t speak up because you don’t like speaking in public, were intimidated or
like me - thought there would be more chances .... doesn’t really matter the reason — they just
need to know you were there, didn’t speak up but wished you had. At the very least If we need
another meeting ask for it! The Mayor did after all, call for"meetings" !

Mayor Loughmiller said it best — we have one shot at this and its going to set the precedent for all

development going forward. We have to get it right. His passion about this project along with several

other Council Members was loud and clear to the Developer... he works for us. Status quo will not

suffice. We dropped the ball last night by being silent. There is still time to make our voices heard but
1



we are down to our very last chance. If it goes to City Council without objections from the public
(like last night), it will pass as is and once it passes we can't complain unless we let our
objections be known now!

You can email Council like this:
bloughmiller@mckinneytexas.org
rpogue@mckinneytexas.org  and repeat that from for each person
cbranch

dday

rramey

trath

tussery

also

pgrimes (City Manager)

maquint (at Development Services)

citycouncil@mckinneytexas.org may work also but | am not sure.




Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: 9 acre development

From: Doreen Christensen

Date: Sep 17, 2016, 11:24 AM -0500

To: Brian Loughmiller <bloughmi@mckinneytexas.org>

Cc: Randall Pogue <rpogue(@mckinneytexas.org>, Chuck Branch <cbranch@mckinneytexas.org>, Don Day
<dday@mckinneytexas.org>, Tracy Rath <trath@mckinneytexas.org>, Travis Ussery
<tussery@mckinneytexas.org>, Paul Grimes <pgrimes@mckinneytexas.org>, Michael Quint
<mgquint@mckinneytexas.org>

Subject: 9 acre development

My name is Renie(Doreen) Christensen and I live at 617 North Church Street and own a building
at 214 North Kentucky!

I attended the planning meeting on September 15. After viewing the “drawings” of the Historic
District architecture I was amazed that the developers thought their project in any way
complimented the downtown area. I did not speak up(like a number of my neighbors) because at
least 5 people expressed that same response to the presentation.

The developers led me to believe that this was just a step in the process and that they would be
reworking the plan and presenting it at a future meeting. I would like to register my complaint
about the “modern” look of the buildings that do not fit our town! Would also like to know what
is the next step in making this project more acceptable!

Thank you, Renie Christensen



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: 9 acres

From: "Valerie Batch elder"

Date: Sun, Sep 18, 2016 at 12:51 PM -0500

Subject: 9 acres

To: "Brian Loughmiller" <bloughmi@mckinneytexas.org>

Cc: "Chuck Branch" <cbranch@mckinneytexas.org>, "Don Day" <dday@mckinneytexas.org>, "Tracy Rath"
<trath@mckinneytexas.org>, "Travis Ussery" <tussery(@mckinneytexas.org>, "Paul Grimes"
<pgrimes@mckinneytexas.org>, "Michael Quint" <mquint@mckinneytexas.org>

My husband and I attended the meeting Thursday evening. I did not speak up because the few who did, stated my opinion very clearly.
I agree with the ones who stated we need more architectural details to match the ones on The Square. The windows seem too blunt.
Need softer curves with more brick design. There must be something you can do to make the site more appealing.

We were under the impression there would be another meeting with more detailed drawings before everything was final.

Thank you,
Valerie Batchelder



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: Reflections on the 9-Acre Meeting

From: "Wayne Batchelder"

Date: Sun, Sep 18, 2016 at 1:08 PM -0500

Subject: Reflections on the 9-Acre Meeting

To: "Brian Loughmiller" <bloughmi@mckinneytexas.org>, "Randall Pogue" <rpogue(@mckinneytexas.org>,
"Don Day" <dday@mckinneytexas.org>, "Tracy Rath" <trath@mckinneytexas.org>, "Travis Ussery"
<tussery@mckinneytexas.org>, "Paul Grimes" <pgrimes@mckinneytexas.org>, "Michael Quint"
<mgquint@mckinneytexas.org>

I participated in the meeting on Thursday evening with my wife and I talked personally with the architect
concerning the lack of diversity in the architecture. I was told that there was diversity from one section to the
next and that would work for fitting in with the current architecture of the Square. Several others spoke up about
the same issue, and at one point the architect in charge of the "drawing" simply dismissed this with "it will have
plenty of diversity as is".

Our concern, as many of us expressed in the Parking Lot Architecture, is that rows and rows of rectangular
windows do not even come close to the beautiful variety of designs in our buildings on the Square. Windows
can have different shapes such a rounded tops, have half rounds, ellipses, etc. There can be parapets above the
windows as many are demonstrated on the Square. As was pointed out this could even be done with fake
materials, such as plaster or wood structures.

This distinction about the current design is an issue to many of us - and if there were a citizen vote on the issue,
it would surely win out over the current "flat-lining" of the current plan for windows.

Similar features could also be extended to doors - a variety of door treatments, and design elements at sides and
tops of the doors - have you ever studied doors in New Orleans?

Please consider some changes to make the project even more likable to those of us who live here because of the
uniqueness of our Square!

Wayne Batchelder
521 N. Kentucky St
McKinney, Texas



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: Concerns Regarding 9 Acre Development

From: Terry Ledbetter

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2016 7:37 PM

To: Brian Loughmiller <bloughmi@ mckinneytexas.org>; Randall Pogue <rpogue@mckinneytexas.org>; Chuck Branch
<cbranch@mckinneytexas.org>; Don Day <dday@mckinneytexas.org>; rramey@mckinneytexas.org; Tracy Rath
<trath@mckinneytexas.org>; Travis Ussery <tussery@mckinneytexas.org>

Cc: Paul Grimes <pgrimes@ mckinneytexas.org>; Michael Quint <mquint@mckinneytexas.org>

Subject: Concerns Regarding 9 Acre Development

To Mayor Loughmiller and the City Counsel:

I was unable to attend the recent meeting regarding the design for the 9 acre site southeast of the Historic
Square, but after hearing one of my neighbors in the historic district lament the design shown at the meeting, [
decided to look it up online and see it for myself. In short, I am surprised that this design is being considered. I
have tried to think of a diplomatic way to say this, but well. . . it's ugly.

Stylistically, the renderings remind me of the gigantic jail across the river from downtown Dallas. To be fair,
there are other modern buildings of this style, but they tend to be found in places with very new construction
like Frisco. I am convinced that these buildings will look quite dated 15-20 years from now, just as buildings of
the 1960's looked hopelessly dated by the 1980's and so on. This touches on what is so phenomenal about the
Square: It is rich in classic architecture that has stood the test of time and will still look fantastic many decades
into the future.

The Historic Square is a jewel, and I and other property owners in the Historic District have gone to enormous
hassle and expense to preserve the classic beauty of this neighborhood. It pains me that you would consider
approving such an out-of-place design next to the Square, especially since we will probably have to live with
this design for the rest of our lifetimes. Moreover, this approval will set a precedent for other development
around the Square.

The development of this site is a unique and incredible opportunity. It is also, however, an important
responsibility. Please require the developer to rework the fagade in order to blend with the historic district--or
better yet, incorporate the classic architecture that has made the Square the success that it is. At a minimum,
please consider holding another meeting as many within the district were under the impression that there would
be additional meetings about this critical development.

Respectfully yours,

Terry Ledbetter, Jr., CFA
(Owner of a home and an office building in the Historic District)



Samantha Pickett

Subject: FW: Reaction to 9-Acre Meeting

From: Diane Craig

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2016 2:27 PM

To: Michael Quint <mquint@mckinneytexas.org>
Subject: Reaction to 9-Acre Meeting

Dear Mr. Quint,

| wanted to let you know that | attended the 9-Acre presentation last Thursday evening and was not satisfied
with what | saw and heard. | did not, however speak up at the meeting and in hind site, wish | had done so. |
felt | needed some time to assess what | was looking at because | was actually wondering how the some

of the renderings were any different than what was shown at Council in August.

| really believed there would be more than that one meeting for us. | really think we need more exposure to
their renderings and an explanation of what they have adjusted per previous objections. Many found it
difficult to know what was where ... the streets were not clearly marked on the elevation drawings and the
site plan projected on the screen was on the opposite side of the room making comparisons difficult.

| still feel their facades need more character, more color variety, and softening especially of the very straight,
harsh line of the tops of the buildings. | understand Mr. Shaw's not wanting to"copy" downtown however, |
think we need something closer to our downtown look than something that looks like it belongs in some of
our surrounding cities.

Low turn out might be explained by the fact that there was an important MISD event that night. Our MHNA
also had an event starting at 6:30. So some of our members could not be there and those of us that

were, had to leave before being able to assimilate what we saw, ask more questions or make more
comments.

I did go early, thinking the rendering would be on display before the meeting... but they were not., and time
was wasted putting them up and waiting for Mr. Shaw to speak. We were not invited to look at the rendering
until Mr. Shaw showed up.

This project is important to McKinney and | support it completely. | just want to love what | see and be
proud that it is in our wonderful unique Historic Downtown. | want us to set some standards so we don't
have to fight this battle every time a new project is planned.

Thank you for reading my thoughts.

Sincerely,
Diane Craig
309 North Benge Street
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EL: 661-11/2”
R 3RD FLOOR FF¢
EL: 650’-5”
| 2NDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 639°-8 1/2”
1ST FLOOR FF,
EL: 627°-0”

1ST FLOOR FF,
EL: 622’—6';¢

@ BLOCK A NORTH COURTYARD C ELEVATION

Downtown McKinney Block A&B
McKinney, TX

oE

= | B4

T

nn

@ BLOCK A WEST COURTYARD C ELEVATION

COLUMBUS

REALTY PARTNERS, LTD.

Color Elevations

TOP OF PARAPIT,

L EL 67572 1/2”

A TOP PLATE
EL: 670’-2 1/2"¢

| 4TH FLOOR FF,
EL: 661’-1 1/2"¢
3RD FLOOR FF¢

EL: 650’-5”
2ND FLOOR FF¢

EL: 639°-8 1/2”

1ST FLOOR FF,
% EL: 621’-6"¢
1ST FLOOR FF,
EL: 620’-6';¢

NOTE:

SOLOOLOLOOOOOOLOO

COLOR KEY

1) ALL MATERIALS AND COLORS TO RETURN TO AN
INSIDE CORNER.
2) ALLVINYL WINDOWS TO BE WHITE.

Heron Plume
SW 6070
Cementitious Panel

Wool Skein
SW 6148
Cementitious Panel

Mindful Gray
SW 7016
Cementitious Panel

Porpoise
SW 7047
Cementitious Panel

Anonymous
SW 7046
Lap Siding

Acme Cinnebar
Brick

Acme Red Sunset
Brick

Acme Mushroom Gray
Brick

Acme Ebony
Brick

PAC-CLAD
Weathered Zinc
Mtl. Panel

PAC-CLAD Zinc
Mtl. Panel

Pre-Finished Dark
Bronze
Mtl.

Cast Stone Band

DAVIS (B)

CHESTNUT

TENNESSEE (B)

HOWELL
ANTHONY (B)

S

08.05.2016 |2015034.00

o’ 10’

40’

Copyright © JHP 2016

Not for Regulatory Approval, Permit or Construction: J. Mark Wolf, AIA
Registered Architect of State of Texas, Registration No. 9129




COLOR KEY

Heron Plume
SW 6070
Cementitious Panel

Wool Skein
SW 6148
Cementitious Panel

Mindful Gray
SW 7016
Cementitious Panel

TOP OF PARAPIT

N EL: 670’-0"
A | TOP PLATE¢

L 2 EL: 666™-0”

| | 3RDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 656’-11”

Porpoise
SW 7047
Cementitious Panel

= | Anonymous
SW 7046
EL: 646’2 1/2”
N EEEEEEES
= = m Ac_rne Cinnebar
=
1ST FLOOR FF, =
1 ) SS'LF:L6O301R-6FF Acme Red Sunset
o— el S\t Brick
EL: 626.
EL: 625 o4 1 EL: 630’-6”¢
AVG GRADE
EL: 625.77 Acme Mushroom Gray

Brick

Acme Ebony
Brick

@ BLOCK B NORTH ELEVATION (HOWELL ST)

PAC-CLAD
Weathered Zinc
Mtl. Panel

PAC-CLAD Zinc
Mtl. Panel

W MATCH o1

Pre-Finished Dark
Bronze
Mtl.

TOP OF PARAPIT
i EL: 670’-0”
N TOP PLATE¢
- | EL: 666’-0”
| A | A
N L | \I 3RD FLOOR FF¢

EL: 656’-11”
‘ NOTE:
1) ALL MATERIALS AND COLORS TO RETURN TO AN

2ND FLOOR FF, INSIDE CORNER.
4& 2) ALLVINYL WINDOWS TO BE WHITE.

EL: 646’2 1/2

CHESTNUT

Cast Stone Band

COOOLOOOOOOOOO

1ST FLOOR FF,
= B EL: 630’-6"
I EL: 627.22 AVG GRADE

EL: 627.30
@ BLOCK B NORTH ELEVATION (HOWELL ST)

DAVIS (B)
ANTHONY (B)

S

TENNESSEE (B)

08.05.2016 |2015034.00

IHP ‘ Downtown McKinney Block A&B ‘ ~ Color Elevations o 1P 0

i Not for Regulatory Approval, Permit or Construction: J. Mark Wolf, AIA
M C KI n n ey9 TX C O L U M B U S I X I I Registered Architect of State of Texas, Registration No. 9129

o] 10’ 20’ 40’

REALTY PARTNERS, LTD.
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@ BLOCK B EAST ELEVATION (CHESTNUT ST)

Downtown McKinney Block A&B
McKinney, TX

JHP

TOP OF PARAPIT
_ EL: 671’-0”
R TOP PLATE¢
EL: 666’-0”
| 3RDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 656’-11”
| 2NDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 646’2 1/2”

1ST FLOOR FF
EL: 637-6"

COLUMBUS

REALTY PARTNERS, LTD.

Glazing % Calculations (Detail 01)

COLOR KEY

=== Acme Mushroom Gray

COOOLOOOOOOOOO

NOTE:

1) ALL MATERIALS AND COLORS TO RETURN TO AN

INSIDE CORNER.

2) ALLVINYL WINDOWS TO BE WHITE.

Heron Plume
SW 6070
Cementitious Panel

Wool Skein
SW 6148
Cementitious Panel

Mindful Gray
SW 7016
Cementitious Panel

Porpoise
SW 7047
Cementitious Panel

Anonymous
SW 7046
Lap Siding

Acme Cinnebar
Brick

Acme Red Sunset
Brick

Brick

Acme Ebony
Brick

PAC-CLAD
Weathered Zinc
Mtl. Panel

PAC-CLAD Zinc
Mtl. Panel

Pre-Finished Dark
Bronze
Mtl.

Cast Stone Band

CHESTNUT

TENNESSEE (B)

HOWELL
ANTHONY (B)

S

08.05.2016 |2015034.00

Gross Sqft |Glazing Sqft | % Total % Required
Facade 5227 Sqft | 1858 Sqft 35% 30%
)
2]
>
<
()
Color Elevations :
I I I Copyright © JHP 2016
o’ 10’ 20’ 40’

Not for Regulatory Approval, Permit or Construction: J. Mark Wolf, AIA

Registered Architect of State of Texas, Registration No. 9129

10



I
EL: 632.33

TOP OF PARAPIT¢
i EL: 669’-0”
A TOP PLATE¢
EL: 666’-0”
3RD FLOOR FF¢
b EL: 656’-11”

~|__2NDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 646°-2 1/2”

1ST FLOOR FF
EL: 633’-0’

EL: 627.88

@ BLOCK B WEST ELEVATION (TENNESSEE ST)

AVG GRADE ¢
EL: 630.11

TOP OF PARAPIT
EL: 6697-0"
TOP PLATE,
EL: 666’-0”¢

| 3RDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 656’-11”

2ND FLOOR FF,

HEEEEsEE

EL: 646’-21/2”

AVG GRADE ¢
EL: 633.88

EL: 632.83

EL: 634.92

@ BLOCK B WEST ELEVATION (TENNESSEE ST)

JHP

Downtown McKinney Block A&B
McKinney, TX

1ST FLOOR FF,
EL: 633°-6”

COLUMBUS

Material % Calculations (Detail 01 + 02)

% Total % Required
Brick 74% 80%
Cementitious Panel 26% Not to
Metal Panel 0% Exceed 20%

COLOR KEY

SOLOEOLOOOOOOOOO

NOTE:

1) ALL MATERIALS AND COLORS TO RETURN TO AN

INSIDE CORNER.

2) ALLVINYL WINDOWS TO BE WHITE.

Heron Plume
SW 6070
Cementitious Panel

Wool Skein
SW 6148
Cementitious Panel

Mindful Gray
SW 7016
Cementitious Panel

Porpoise
SW 7047
Cementitious Panel

Anonymous
SW 7046
Lap Siding

Acme Cinnebar
Brick

Acme Red Sunset
Brick

Acme Mushroom Gray
Brick

Acme Ebony
Brick

PAC-CLAD
Weathered Zinc
Mtl. Panel

PAC-CLAD Zinc
Mtl. Panel

Pre-Finished Dark
Bronze
Mtl.

Cast Stone Band

REALTY PARTNERS, LTD.

Color Elevations

DAVIS (B)

CHESTNUT

TENNESSEE (B)

HOWELL
ANTHONY (B)

01

S

08.05.2016 |2015034.00

o’ 10’

40’

Copyright © JHP 2016
Not for Regulatory Approval, Permit or Construction: J. Mark Wolf, AIA
Registered Architect of State of Texas, Registration No. 9129
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COLOR KEY

Heron Plume
SW 6070
Cementitious Panel

Wool Skein
SW 6148
Cementitious Panel

| 3RDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 656’-11”

| 2NDFLOOR FF¢
EL: 646’-21/2”

1ST FLOOR FF,

Mindful Gray
TOP OF PARAPIT, SW 701_6_
Wé’ Cementitious Panel
TOP PLATE,
EL: 666’-0” Porpoise
SW 7047

Cementitious Panel

Anonymous
SW 7046
Lap Siding

Acme Cinnebar
Brick

4 8 10 10 3
,;5,_11” 48, ,_3'__’9_11(‘ 48’ ,_359_11” 2‘;’_4”
A , B | C A ) B L C L A L A L A B D
| | | 1 1 1 ([ 1
» g
EL: 632.33 EL: 632.96

@ BLOCK B SOUTH ELEVATION (ANTHONY ST)

JHP

Downtown McKinney Block A&B

McKinney, TX

TOP OF PARAPIT
1 EL: 670’-0’;¢
TOP PLATE¢

EL: 666’-0”

3RD FLOOR FF¢
EL: 656’-11”
| 2NDFLOOR FF,
EL: 646’-2 1/2”¢
1ST FLOOR FF
\ EL: 635°-6”

AVG GRADE ¢
EL: 634.96

COLUMBUS

REALTY PARTNERS, LTD.

EL: 633’-6’

AVG GRADE ¢
EL: 632.65

Acme Red Sunset
Brick

Acme Mushroom Gray
Brick

Acme Ebony
Brick

PAC-CLAD
Weathered Zinc
Mtl. Panel

PAC-CLAD Zinc
Mtl. Panel

Pre-Finished Dark

SOLOEOLOOOOOOOOO

Material % Calculations (Detail 01 + 02) Bronze

% Total % Required

Cast Stone Band
Brick 71% 80%
e o NOTE:
Cementitious Panel 29 Yo Not to 1) ALL MATERIALS AND COLORS TO RETURN TO AN
INSIDE CORNER.
O,

Metal Panel 0% Exceed 20% | | 2) ALLVINYL WINDOWS TO BE WHITE.

Color Elevations

DAVIS (B)

CHESTNUT

TENNESSEE (B)

HOWELL
ANTHONY (B)

S

08.05.2016 |2015034.00

o’ 10’ 20’

40’

Copyright © JHP 2016
Not for Regulatory Approval, Permit or Construction: J. Mark Wolf, AIA
Registered Architect of State of Texas, Registration No. 9129
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Site Data Table

Lot 1, Block A Downtown McKinney Mixed Use Addition

Zoning:

Use:

Lot Area:
Density:
Building Height:

McKinney Town Center (MTC) Downtown Core District
Commercial / Multi-Family

3.752 Acres (163,430S.F.)

70.90 Units/Acres
64' to Top of Parapet

Building Floors: 4 Stories
Area Breakdown
Retail Area 20,000 S.F.
Misc. Area 6,000 S.F. (areaincludes Leasing, Wellness, Wet Lounge, Mail)
Residential Area 250,000 S.F.
Total Building Area: 276,000 S.F.
Unit Breakdown:
Efficiency 56
One Bedroom 161
Two Bedroom 49
Total Units: 266
Building Footprint: 119,000 S.F.
Floor Area Ratio: 1.69 :1
Lot Coverage: 73%
Required Off-Street Parking : 1 space per bedroom
1 Bedroom/Eff = 217 Spaces
2 Bedroom = 98 Spaces
Total Required= 315 Spaces
Parking Summary
Parking Garage - Public Spaces 201 Spaces
Parking Garage - Private Spaces 322 Spaces
On-Street Parking 75 Spaces
Total Provided Parking 598 Spaces

Lot 1, Block B Downtown McKinney Mixed Use Addition

Zoning:
Use:
Lot Area:
Density:
Building Height:
Building Floors:
Area Breakdown
Misc. Area
Residential Area
Total Building Area:
Unit Breakdown:
Efficiency
One Bedroom
Two Bedroom
Total Units:
Building Footprint:
Floor Area Ratio:
Lot Coverage:

Required Off-Street Parking :

64 Units =
Total Required=
Parking Summary

Garage Parking

Surface Parking

Total Off-Street Parking =

On-Street Parking =

Total Provided Parking =

McKinney Town Center (MTC) Downtown Core District
Multi-Family
1.955 Acres (85,177 S.F.)
32.74 Units/Acres
40' to Top of Parapet
3 Stories

S.F.
S.F.
S.F.

9,300
61,300
70,600

(areaincludes Garages, Mail)

3
42
19
64
24,100 S.F.
0.83:1
28%
1 space per unit
64 Spaces
64 Spaces

23 Spaces
58 Spaces
81 Spaces
44 Spaces
125 Spaces
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NOTE: ALL LANDSCAPE AREAS SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH AN AUTOMATIC UNDERGROUND IRRIGATION SYSTEM WITH RAIN AND FREEZE SENSORS AND EVAPORATION
(ET) WEATHER BASED CONTROLLER AND SAID IRRIGATION SYSTEM SHALL BE DESIGNED BY A QUALIFIED PROFESSIONAL AND INSTALLED BY A LICENSED IRRIGATOR

The Contractor shall verify water restrictions within the City of McKinney at time of planting.

— | | FTX=TZW EX=TZ"W EX=12 We—me—  FX—Iz W x—1z Lo Ex—8"W. Ex—8"W— . . . . .
- 449-10" LF / 30 = 15 TREES REQUIRED i
RN FI30=15 TREES R ML usLTy TRANGLE \\ Should water restrictions not allow hydromulch, hydroseeding, or sprigging (Stage 3 and Stage 4
o T ] i y
Bx-s"W AL B — - - - - - - - (R Rgh T ¥oy) - - E—— TRANSPEANTTREE| - - - - - - : oy . :
—\| . fl B [T T L N O water restrictions), an approved alternate for grassing shall be installed
| \' ¥ = == e i == = == = =’
| H /
3 | e
’ { Z«[’ McKINNEY SITE PLAN SUBMITTAL PLANT SCHEDULE
— ' i — POSSIBLE
- Rgﬁ; EB[/)*FRIE ! i i Qry KEY COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME SIZE REMARKS FULL-GROWN CANOPY SIZE
NT ; TREES
J%LﬁﬁADJAC NN . TREES3 MR | |
TOEXBTW% OFF PAVING—1 | |
' VJATER LINE e 48 CLO Cathedral Live Oak Quereus virginiana ‘Cathedral' 4 calipsr  B&B or 100 Gellon Cont,, 12-14' ht., 5-8' sp., single straight trunk, matched 50" to 70" ht x 30' - 40° spread
S | [
' ' L 8 DE Drake Elm Ulmus parvifolia ‘Drake’ 4 caliper  BA&B or 100 Gallon Cont,, 1011’ ht., 7-8' sp., single straight trunk 40" to 50" ht x 45 - 55" spread
| | I
—_— | o 4 BC Bald Cypress Taxodium disticum % calper  B&B or 100 Gallon Cont., 12-14' ht,, 5-7' sp., single straight trunk, matched 60" to 80" ht x 25 - 35" spread
A | | 30 TRO Texas Red Oak Quercus texana 4 caliper BB or 100 Gallon Cont,, single siraight trunk, 101" ht., 8-7' sp. 40" to 70" hi X 25' - 45" spread
| /T i N 4 L0 Live Oak Quereus virginiana 4 caliper BB or 100 gallon Cont., 12-13' ht,, 6-7' sp., single straight trunk 40" to 80" ht X 60° - 100" spread
| 1|
— H 11 . - a0 1 ' 1 gmr ] 1] ' v
| ) ' g |
' \ R 7 PC Pond Cypress Taxodium disticum @ caliper  B&B or 100 Gallon Cont., 11-13' ht,, 48’ sp., single straight trunk, matched 50"to 60" ht X 10" - 15" spread
| i gl y SHRUBS
| = ! _—————
o ' e 3 i E Ir T "v*'lr MA Oregon Graps Mahonia aquifolium 5 gallon 30"-36" ht., 22'-26" sp., full, well rosted, 30" o.¢. spacing
o4 \ o N
3 | 3 -8 e ‘ \:xuj I AB Edward Goucher Abelia  Abelia x ' Edward Goucher 5 gallon 30"36" ht., 20'-28" sp., full, well rooted, 30" o.c. spacing
] ! N w
% ' Ef r . =2 | | PERENNIALS
w 9 9 c': I
o 7& § :) | E—— ' — DEj ANSPLAN 5 g | I///_,‘\ - IR Iris Iris "Sugar Snaps" 3 gallon full pot, well rooted, 18" o.c. spacing
= e m I/ B LA
- SA ' N " TREE S o | ! VINES
v 7 — ET T =N 47;_:{ ______ C;T__ 2 oV Crossvine Bignonia capreolata L 5 gallon Staked, 42" bt., 5 runners min., full, well rooted
-85 o S ——
— & = ——Fd —— rolH— ~ I N
59 ?5 H 7 |-
© | ik % !
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MULTIPLE TENANT OCCUPANCIES

Historic Downtown Block Length Study

The nature of downtown McKinney consists of a broad variety of
styles and building frontages that all contribute to the endearing
character of this historic place. Some frontages define individual
ownerships while others have several merchants within one facade
block. Hereis a comparison of similar existing downtown frontages
to those of the proposed development.

E. DAVIS ST.

60’-0"
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COMPARISON
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TITLE: Consider and Discuss the Airport/FBO Terminal, Parking and Hangar
Expansion

COUNCIL GOAL: Maximize the Development Potential of the Airport
MEETING DATE: October 3, 2016
DEPARTMENT:  Airport

CONTACT: Mark Jaraczewski, Assistant Airport Director

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
e Discuss future expansion and funding sources

ITEM SUMMARY:
e Currently, the Airport is unable to meet the demands of increased vehicle
parking.
e FBO operations have increased and is affecting the safety of aircraft movement.
e The FBO terminal is handling more operations, terminal is becoming inadequate
to support demand.
e Aircraft hangars are occupied, no space available to add additional aircraft.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
e On January 28, 2016 Airport staff presented to Council the proposed McKinney
National Development Plan
e On April 4, 2016 Airport staff presented to Council the McKinney National
Airport Update

FINANCIAL SUMMARY:
e Discuss funding options available for airport FBO terminal, parking and hangar
expansion

BOARD OR COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
e N/A




SUPPORTING MATERIALS:
Presentation



McKinney

National Airport

McKINNEY

AIR CENTER

“McKinney’s Front Door by Air”



Airport Capital Improvement Program

e January 2016
— Staff presented $10 million development plan
— Received direction for 2" common hangar

* April 2016
— Staff updated Council on development plan
— Update on 2" common hangar
— Update on FBO Terminal, Parking, & Hangar

* October 2016
— FBO Terminal, Parking, & Hangar proposal



Current Constraints

 No Hangar Space

— No hangar inventory =
 Plateaued fuel sales
 Leveling off of aviation activity
« Ad Valorem values go flat or decrease

* Fully Occupied Parking

* Missed Revenue Potential
— Larger aircraft
— Charter opportunities
— Facility requirements



FBO & Terminal

e Current FBO & Terminal

— No Hangar
— 7,000 sqg/ft FBO
— 187 parking spaces

* Future FBO & Terminal
— 23,000 sg/ft Hangar
— 20,000 sqg/ft FBO
— 161 parking spaces added




Parking Issues




Parking Solution
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Future FBO & Terminal




Future FBO & Terminal Lobby




Hangar Development

« 20,500 sg/ft hangar with 2,500 sq/ft Offices




Terminal, Parking, & Hangar Development

e FBO & Terminal
— $16 Million
— 18-24 month construction

« Revenue Generated

— Hangar Leases: $391k/year
— Fuel Sales: $304k/year
— Office Leases: $473klyear

— Annual Rev: $1.1M/year



Funding Options

« MEDC Fund Balance
— $24M

« MCDC Fund Balance
— $22M

e Solid Waste Fund

— $5M Available
« Must be paid back with a minimal interest rate



Recommendation

- MCDC

— $8M project grant
- MEDC

— $8M project grant

» Seeking Council Concurrence to Present
to MCDC & MEDC
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TITLE: Discuss Committee Appointments and Invitations to an Airport Master Plan
Update Planning Advisory Committee for Consideration and Action during a
Subsequent Regular Council Meeting

COUNCIL GOAL: Maximize the Development Potential of McKinney National Airport
MEETING DATE: October 3, 2016
DEPARTMENT:  Airport

CONTACT: Kenneth F. Wiegand, A.A.E., Airport Director

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:
e Discuss Council appointments and invitations to participate on an Airport Master
Plan Update Planning Advisory Committee.

ITEM SUMMARY:

e In an effort to ensure transparency and inclusiveness, the Airport Staff
recommends that a Planning Advisory Committee and a Technical Advisory
Committee be formed to work with City Council, City Staff and the Airport Master
Plan Consultant in preparing the Airport Master Plan Update.

e Technical Advisory Committee members will include airport tenants and users
and will be selected and organized by City Management/Airport Department.

o Staff is requesting that the City Council appoint/invite members to serve on the
Planning Advisory Committee.

e Planning Advisory Committee members will be expected to receive Master Plan
briefings and documents and provide strategic input concerning the subjects
listed in the following Meeting Schedule.

Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule

Meeting # [Subject Scheduled Month
1 MPU Overview and SWOT Analysis October/November 2016
2 Demand Capacity Briefing February 2017




Facility Requirements (Air and Landside) May 2017

Public Hearings September 2017

It is recommended that City Council appoint the following members to the
Planning Advisory Committee.

o Three (3) City Council members

o One (1) citizen representative from each City District (4)

Further recommend that City Council invite one (1) representative from each of
the following entities.
o Collin County
Allen
Fairview
Plano
Frisco
Prosper
McKinney Chamber of Commerce
Airport-adjacent Land Owners (12 individual owners that may have an
interest)

O O O O 0O O O

The Airport Master Plan Update is scheduled to proceed in late October or early
November 2016.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

Airport Master Planning is conducted in accordance with federal and State local
requirements with input from the City and Business Leaders, Management and
Staff and advisory committees made up of citizens and stakeholders.

The main objective of the MPU is to provide a road map for efficiently meeting
aviation demand through the foreseeable future while preserving the flexibility
necessary to respond to changing business and industry conditions affecting
McKinney National Airport.

On February 3, 2015, City Council approved the conduct of a Master Plan
Update (MPU).

Recognizing a need to Master Plan McKinney National Airport, the Texas
Department of Transportation, Division of Aviation agreed to provide federal
funding to conduct the planning effort.

On October 28, 2015, Coffman Associates - Airport Consultants of Lee’s
Summit, MO was selected by a joint City and TxDOT evaluation team to conduct
a 12-14 month Airport Master Plan Update (MPU).

On July 21, 2016, Council named the Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT), Division of Aviation as the City’s agent to administer the MPU and
authorized the City Manager to execute all contracts and agreements with
TxDOT.



FINANCIAL SUMMARY: NA

BOARD OR COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: NA

SUPPORTING MATERIALS:
Airport Master Plan Committees




McKinney National Airport
Master Plan Update Advisory Committees

INTRODUCTION

A 12-14 month Airport Master Plan Update (AMPU) is scheduled to begin in late October
or early November 2016. The main objective of the AMPU is to provide a road map for
efficiently meeting aviation demand through the foreseeable future while preserving the
flexibility necessary to respond to changing business and industry conditions affecting
McKinney National Airport. An AMPU and accompanying plan set define a concept for
Airport development over the course of a 20-year period.

PURPOSE / JUSTIFICATION

The study will define facility needs and evaluate development alternatives in order to
provide a useful plan for Airport development. It will also recommend improvements in
accordance with specific FAA criteria, taking into consideration changes or significant
events that impact the airport. Several impactful events have occurred in the City of
McKinney, neighboring communities, Collin County, and the Airport since completion of
the previous Master Plan Update of 2006 as well as the Airport Layout Plan Update of
2012. Those impactful events are identified as:

e October 2014 Wright Amendment repeal effect on Dallas Love Field and

neighboring airports.

e November 2013 Acquisition of the Airport’s Fixed Base Operation
Need to revisit land acquisition needs in response to renewed rapid growth in the
Region.
Development along major road corridors.
City’s growth and expansion north of US 380.
Aircraft operational increases of more than 10% per year since FY13.
Increased educational and flight training activities.

COMMITTEES

Communication between the Sponsor, funding entities and other parties having an
interest in the airport is essential to develop a consensus regarding future expansion and
development of McKinney National; therefore, an important part of the AMPU process
includes public and stakeholder involvement.

AMPU’s are typically conducted by airport planning professionals with input from the city
and business leaders, city management and staff and advisory committees. AMPU
advisory committees representing several factions important to Airport expansion and
development should be appointed to act as a sounding board and consulted at certain
“decision” points to provide feedback from strategic and technical perspectives.

Two (2) planning committees are proposed: a Planning Advisory Committee and a
Technical Advisory Committee. Lists of suggested advisory committee members are
attached.



MEETINGS
The following meetings are included in the project scope.

MPU Advisory Committee Proposed Meeting Schedule

Meeting Subject Scheduled Month
#
1 MPU Overview and SWOT Analysis October/November 2016
2 Demand Capacity Briefing February 2017
3 Facility Requirements (Air and Landside) May 2017
4 Public Hearings September 2017




PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (26 appointees / invitees)

City Council appointments
e City Council (3)
e One (1) representative from each City District (4)

City Council invited
e Collin County (1)
e Representative from each adjacent City/Town (5)
1. Fairview
Allen
Plano
Frisco
Prosper

abrowbd

e Chamber of Commerce (1)
e Adjacent land owners (12)

Encore Wire

VT Craig International
Edmonds Trust
Griffin Trust
McKinney Uplands
MAP Holdings

114 Land & Cattle
Pecan F.O.R.K,, LLC
. Rutledge

10.Becerra

11.Fairview

12.Powell

©oX N~ WDE



TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (12 invitees)
Coordinated/Invited by Airport Staff and City Management

e Representative of key Airport users (11)
1. TI

Air Flight

Encore Wire

Ag Power

Monarch

First Flight

Select Avionics

MHOA

. CCHOA

10.Care Flight

11.PHI

©® N A~ WD

e Air Traffic Control Tower Manager (1)



Attachment 3

PARTICIPATE ON BOTH COMMITTEES AS NEEDED / DESIRED (7)
(Coordinated/Invited by City Management)

e City of McKinney Departments (4)

City Management

Airport

Development Services

Finance

Communications and Marketing

0O O O O O

e Funding Agencies (2)
o TxDOT Division of Aviation
o Federal Aviation Administration (Texas Airport District Office)
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TITLE: Consider and Discuss Guidelines and Procedures for Naming Municipal
Facilities

COUNCIL GOAL: Operational Excellence
MEETING DATE: October 3, 2016
DEPARTMENT: Parks and Recreation

CONTACT: Rhoda L. Savage, Director

RECOMMENDED CITY COUNCIL ACTION:

e Receive presentation and discuss options for revising the guidelines and
procedures for naming municipal facilities.

ITEM SUMMARY:

e On August 16, 2016, the City Council requested this item be brought back for
discussion regarding possible amendments to the policy.

o Staff will present items related to the current policy and solicit feedback from City
Council regarding future actions.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
e The current naming policy was adopted by Resolution in 2014.

FINANCIAL SUMMARY: N/A

BOARD OR COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: N/A

SUPPORTING MATERIALS:

Presentation
Municipal Naming Policy Resolution



FACILITY NAMING POLICY

October 3, 2016



PRESENTATION CONTENT

* PURPOSE
* OPTIONS
* COMPARISONS

* STAFF RECOMMENDATION

* COMMENTS /QUESTIONS / DIRECTION




PURPOSE

* CITY COUNCIL REQUESTED A REVIEW OF THE EXISTING
POLICY ON NAMING MUNICIPAL FACILITIES

* PRESENT OPTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION

* REVIEW EXISTING POLICY

* COMPARE CONTENT TO OTHERS

* STAFF'S RECOMMENDED OPTION

* SOLICIT COMMENTS fQUESTIONS / DIRECTION
* TAKE ACTION ACCORDING TO INPUT RECEIVED




OPTIONS

 KEEP EXISTING POLICY AS IS
* NUKE POLICY AND START OVER

* MODIFY EXISTING POLICY ALLOWING UPDATES AND
CLARIFICATION OF INTENT

* ELIMINATE THE POLICY



EXISTING POLICY

* ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION 2014-01-008 (R)

 INCLUDES PURPOSE, DEFINITIONS AND GUIDELINES
* ESTABLISHES PROCEDURES



EXISTING POLICY

* PURPOSE: ESTABLISH GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES FOR

NAMING MUNICIPAL FACILTIES

* DEFINITIONS: MUNICIPAL FACILITIES SHALL BE ANY
PROPERTIES THAT ARE OWNED BY THE CITY OF McKI
NCLUDING PARKS AND PUBLIC BUILDINGS OR PORT
THEREOF

REAL
NNEY

ONS

* GUIDELINES: PROMOTE READY IDENTIFICATION AND /OR

GEOGRAPHICAL ASSOCIATION BY THE PUBLIC



EXISTING POLICY

* GUIDELINES FOR CONSIDERATION

* OUTSTANDING AND /OR PREDOMINANT GEOGRAPHICAL OR
PHYSICAL FEATURE OF THE LAND (NATURAL AND MANMADE)

* OUTSTANDING AND /OR PREDOMINANT HISTORICAL FEATURES
(NAMES OF EARLY RESIDENTS OR EVENTS OF SIGNIFICANCE TO
THE AREA'S DEVELOPMENT)

* CONTRIBUTIONS OF LAND AND /OR MONEY FOR A PARK SITE BY
AN INDIVIDUAL OR 