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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AMENDED 

Development Center, Conference Room A, 225 N. Webster Avenue, 
Norman, OK 73069 

Thursday, January 08, 2026 at 5:30 PM 

AGENDA 

AMENDED 

It is the policy of the City of Norman that no person or groups of persons shall on the grounds 

of race, color, religion, ancestry, national origin, age, place of birth, sex, sexual orientation, 

gender identity or expression, familial status, marital status, including marriage to a person of 

the same sex, disability, relation, or genetic information, be excluded from participation in, be 

denied the benefits of, or otherwise subjected to discrimination in employment activities or in 

all programs, services, or activities administered by the City, its recipients, sub-recipients, and 

contractors. In the event of any comments, complaints, modifications, accommodations, 

alternative formats, and auxiliary aids and services regarding accessibility or inclusion, please 

call 405-366-5424, Relay Service: 711. To better serve you, five (5) business days' advance 

notice is preferred. 

NOTICE: The requested rezoning items appearing on this Planning Commission Agenda were 
filed by the applicant at least 30 days ago. Legal notice for each rezoning item was published in 
The Norman Transcript and mailed to each property owner of record within a minimum of 350 
feet of each rezoning request. 

Planning Commission will hold a public hearing on these items tonight, and each item upon 
which action is taken will be forwarded to the City Council with a recommendation. It should be 
recognized that the Planning Commission is a recommendatory body and that the City Council 
may, or may not, concur with the Planning Commission’s recommendation. Therefore, it is 
important to note that all items forwarded by the Planning Commission will be introduced and 
heard at a subsequent City Council meeting. 

***PUBLIC WIFI – CONNECT TO CITYOFNORMANPUBLIC – PASSWORD: April1889.*** 

ROLL CALL 

CONSENT ITEMS 

This section is placed on the agenda so that the Planning Commission, by unanimous consent, 
may designate those items that they wish to approve by one motion. Any of these items may be 
removed from the Consent Docket and be heard in its regular order. 

Minutes 

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 
AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS: 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF DECEMBER 11, 2025. 
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NON-CONSENT ITEMS 

NORMAN A24 Rezoning & Preliminary Plat 

2. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-28: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A TRACT OF LAND 

BEING A PART OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW/4) OF SECTION TWENTY-

SEVEN (27), TOWNSHIP NINE (9) NORTH, RANGE TWO (2) WEST OF THE INDIAN 

MERIDIAN, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-2, 

GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND R-1, SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING 

DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE SAME IN THE RM-6, MEDIUM-DENSITY APARTMENT 

DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY 

THEREOF.  (NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF 24TH AVENUE 

N.E. AND ALAMEDA STREET; WARD 6) 

3. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF PP-2526-13: CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY 

PLAT SUBMITTED BY NORMAN PREMIUM REAL ESTATE, LLC (CEDAR CREEK, 

INC) FOR NORMAN A24, ADDITION, FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE 

NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF 24TH AVENUE N.E. AND 

ALAMEDA STEET. (WARD 6) 

Petition for Detachment 

4. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF O-2526-37: AN ORDINANCE APPROVING 

REQUESTED DETACHMENT OF CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2800 AND 

2801 HENSLEY ROAD IN CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA. 

Noun Hotel Rezoning 

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-31: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF CHAPTER 36 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A 

REPLAT OF THE EAST 236 FEET OF LOT SIX (6) AND THE EAST 200 FEET OF LOT 

SEVEN (7), OF ELMWOOD ADDITION, AND LOT TWELVE (12), IN BLOCK ONE (1), 

OF PARKVIEW ADDITION, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, 

FROM A CCPUD, CENTER CITY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND PLACE 

SAME IN A CCPUD, CENTER CITY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (542 AND 534 S. UNIVERSITY 

BOULEVARD; WARD 4)  

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 Planning 

Commission meeting. 

420 E. Lindsey Street Rezoning 
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6. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-30: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS 14 THROUGH 

17 AND LOTS 28 THROUGH 36, ALL OF BLOCK 4 IN HARDIE-RUCKER ADDITION, 

TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE R-1, SINGLE-

FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND R-3, MULTIFAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND 

PLACE SAME IN A SPUD, SIMPLE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (420 E. LINDSEY STREET, 

WARD 7) 

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 Planning 

Commission meeting. 

809, 813, & 817 26th Avenue NW Rezoning 

7. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-27: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS SEVEN (7), 

EIGHT (8), AND NINE (9), IN BLOCK TWENTY (20), OF WESTPORT PROFESSIONAL 

PARK SECTION SEVEN (7), PART OF THE NE/4 OF SECTION 26, T9N, R3W, OF 

THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, AND A REPLAT OF LOTS 2 THRU 8, BLOCK 9, WESTPORT 

PROFESSIONAL PARK, SECTION 2, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 

OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-1, LOCAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE 

SAME IN THE C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (809, 813, 817 26TH AVENUE 

N.W.; WARD 2) 

This item has been withdrawn by the applicant. 

GENERAL DISCUSSION REGARDING THE WARRANTING OF TRAFFIC SIGNALS 

MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS OF PLANNING COMMISSION AND STAFF 

ADJOURNMENT 
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File Attachments for Item:

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS:

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF DECEMBER 11, 2025.
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

Municipal Building, Council Chambers, 201 West Gray, Norman, OK 73069 
Thursday, December 11, 2025 at 5:30 PM 

MINUTES 

The Planning Commission of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in 
Regular Session in the Council Chambers at the Municipal Building, on Thursday, December 
11, 2025 at 5:30 PM and notice of the agenda of the meeting was posted at the Norman 
Municipal Building at 201 West Gray, and on the City website at least 24 hours prior to the 
beginning of the meeting.  

ROLL CALL 

PRESENT 
Cameron Brewer 
Douglas McClure 
Liz McKown 
Erica Bird 
Michael Jablonski 
Steven McDaniel 

ABSENT 
Kevan Parker 
Jim Griffith 
Maria Kindel 

STAFF PRESENT 
Jane Hudson, Planning & Community Development Director 
Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager 
David Riesland, Transportation Engineer 
Brandon Brooks, Capital Projects Engineer 
Beth Muckala, Assistant City Attorney III 
 
GUEST PRESENT 
Colton Wayman, Wallace Design Collective 
Sean Rieger, Libby Smith & Ben LaCourse, Rieger Sadler Joyce LLC 
 

CONSENT ITEMS 

This section is placed on the agenda so that the Planning Commission, by unanimous consent, 
may designate those items that they wish to approve by one motion. Any of these items may be 
removed from the Consent Docket and be heard in its regular order. 

Minutes 

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 
AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF THE MINUTES AS FOLLOWS: 
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 13, 2025. 

  ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 
1. November 13, 2025 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes  

Motion made by Commissioner McKown, Seconded by Commissioner McDaniel. 
 
Voting Yea:  Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 
 
November 13, 2025 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes were approved.  

Certificates of Survey 

2. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF COS-2526-5: CONSIDERATION OF NORMAN 

RURAL CERTIFICATE OF SURVEY SUBMITTED BY DOYLE AND JANET REICH 

(RDM SURVEYING) FOR FISCHER ACRES II FOR 61.61 ACRES OF PROPERTY 

GENERALLY LOCATED APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF MILE SOUTH OF EAST 

LINDSEY STREET AND ONE-FOURTH MILE WEST OF 156TH AVENUE S.E. OFF OF 

HAYFIELD ROAD. (WARD 5) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report  

2. Location Map 

3. Fischer Acres II Norman Rural Certificate of Survey 

Motion made by Commissioner McKown, Seconded by Commissioner McDaniel. 

Voting Yea: Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 

Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 

Planning Commission recommended approval of COS-2526-5.  

NON-CONSENT ITEMS 

Commissioner Bird explained that Item 7 would be moved to the top of the agenda because the 
applicant requested a postponement.  

807, 813, and 817 26th Avenue NW Rezoning 

7. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-27: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS SEVEN (7), 

EIGHT (8), AND NINE (9), IN BLOCK TWENTY (20), OF WESTPORT PROFESSIONAL 

PARK SECTION SEVEN (7), PART OF THE NE/4 OF SECTION 26, T9N, R3W, OF 

THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, AND A REPLAT OF LOTS 2 THRU 8, BLOCK 9, WESTPORT 

PROFESSIONAL PARK, SECTION 2, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 

OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-1, LOCAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE 
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SAME IN THE C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (809, 813, 817 26TH AVENUE 

N.W.; WARD 2) 

The applicant requested postponement to the January 8, 2026 Planning Commission meeting.  

Motion made by Commissioner Jablonski, Seconded by Commissioner McKown. 
 
Voting Yea: Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 

Ordinance O-2526-27 was postponed to the January 8, 2026 Planning Commission 
meeting.  

Alpha Phi Sorority Special Use 

3. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDIANCE O-2526-13: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO GRANT SPECIAL USE FOR A 

FRATERNITY  OR SORORITY HOUSE IN THE R-3, MULTIFAMILY DWELLING 

DISTRICT, FOR THE NE/4 OF SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 8 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST 

OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; AND PROVIDING 

FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (1401 COLLEGE AVENUE; WARD 7) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report 

2. Location Map 

3. Site Plan 

4. Vehicle Tracking Exhibit 

5. Building Renderings 

6. Pre-Development Summary 

Staff Presentation 

Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager, presented the staff report.  

Applicant Presentation 

Colton Wayman, representative of the applicant, provided an overview of the project.  

Public Comments 

There were no public comments.  

Planning Commission Discussion 

Motion made by Commissioner McDaniel, Seconded by Commissioner McKown. 

Voting Yea:  Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 
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Planning Commission recommended approval of Ordinance O-2526-13. 

3400 Classen Boulevard Rezoning & Preliminary Plat 

4. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 
AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-18: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 
OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A PART OF THE 
SOUTH HALF OF SECTION NINE (9), TOWNSHIP EIGHT (8) NORTH, RANGE TWO 
(2) WEST, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE A-2, 
RURAL AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE SAME IN THE C-2, GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE 
SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (3400 CLASSEN BOULEVARD; WARD 7) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 
1. Staff Report 
2. Location Map 
3. Preliminary Plat 
4. Site Plan 

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF PP-2526-10: CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY 

PLAT SUBMITTED BY GREATEST HOPES, LLC (GOLDEN LAND SURVEYING) FOR 

3400 CLASSEN BOULEVARD FOR 1.48 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 3400 

CLASSEN BOULEVARD. (WARD 7) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report 

2. Location Map 

3. Preliminary Plat 

4. Site Plan 

5. Development Review Form 

6. Pre-Development Summary 

7. Protest Map & Letter 

Staff Presentation 

Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager, presented the staff report.  

Commissioner Jablonski stated that there are elements of the proposal that are inconsistent with 
the Urban Living Center designation and asked what consistency would look like. Jane Hudson, 
Planning & Community Development Director, responded that the Urban Living Center 
designation is intended to encourage more mixed-use development with both residential and 
non-residential uses, and noted that the proposal is straight C-2 zoning. 

Commissioner Brewer asked what qualifies the installation of a new traffic signal and whether it 
is a design consideration or a matter of having sufficient traffic impact fees collected. David 
Riesland, Transportation Engineer, explained that the decision is not based on the amount of 
impact fees collected, but on whether traffic volumes are high enough to warrant a signal. 
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Commissioner Bird added that she had spoken with staff and asked them to address the 
possibility of signalizing the intersection, noting that the issue also arose during the St. James 
Park Addition application. She stated that it would be helpful to understand the City’s plans and 
the path forward for signalization, particularly because residents have raised and requested it 
previously and because it was mentioned again in the protest letter for this item. 

Applicant Presentation 

Libby Smith, representative of the applicant, provided an overview of the project.  

Public Comments 

There were no public comments. 

Planning Commission Discussion 

Commissioner Brewer stated that he did not have any issues with the rezoning, noting that it 
appears appropriate for commercial uses. He also asked whether the plan is to conduct the 
traffic impact study when the timing is appropriate. Mr. Riesland agreed that the study would be 
completed in the foreseeable future when the timing is right. 

Commissioner Bird asked whether the traffic impact study would account for this development 
as well as other proposed, but not yet built, developments. Mr. Riesland responded that it would 
not, because traffic signals must be warranted by existing traffic volumes and would not be 
approved based on future development alone. 

Commissioner Brewer asked what would trigger the need for an additional study in the future 
after the site is developed. Mr. Riesland responded that while traffic impact studies often analyze 
future volumes and may indicate a potential need for a signal, those projections are not typically 
approvable by ODOT. ODOT would require actual traffic volume data, and reaching those 
volumes would be the reason for conducting another study. 

Mr. Riesland explained that the original traffic study, conducted 20–25 years ago, identified this 
intersection as a future candidate for a traffic signal and established traffic impact fees to fund 
it. He noted that the City has been collecting those impact fees over the years from developments 
that impact the intersection. 

Ms. Smith added that as St. James is built out, additional entrances will be added along Cedar 
Lane Road, providing residents with another access and egress point outside of the 
neighborhood. 

Commissioner McClure asked whether Renaissance Drive was even contemplated during the 
study. Mr. Riesland responded that Renaissance Drive was also identified as a location where 
a signal might be needed in the future, and that both intersections would be studied to determine 
which would be more beneficial. 

Motion made by Commissioner Brewer, Seconded by Commissioner McClure. 
 
Voting Yea: Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 
 
Planning Commission recommended approval of Ordinance O-2526-18 & PP-2526-10. 
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Mission Norman Rezoning 

6. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-24: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE PART OF THE 

SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW/4) OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW/4) OF 

SECTION THIRTY-FOUR (34), TOWNSHIP NINE (9) NORTH, RANGE TWO (2) WEST 

OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, 

FROM A PUD, PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND PLACE SAME IN A PUD, 

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY 

THEREOF.  (2525 E. LINDSEY STREET, WARD 1) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report 

2. Location Map 

3. PUD Narrative 

4. Property Parking Areas 

5. Open Space Exhibit 

6. Pre-Development Summary 

Staff Presentation 

Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager, presented the staff report. 

Commissioner Jablonski stated that the application does not appear to meet the City’s phasing 
requirements and asked how far it is from meeting those requirements. Ms. Hoggatt explained 
that, by ordinance, applicants are required to outline a phasing plan in a Planned Unit 
Development (PUD). She noted that this can be challenging because Mission Norman relies on 
donations for funding, but staff is still required to identify what requirements are and are not 
being met. 

Applicant Presentation 

Ben LaCourse, representative of the applicant, provided an overview of the project. 

Commissioner Jablonski stated that the plan looks very nice, with wonderful green space and a 
high level of quality. He then asked, in relation to phasing, whether Mission Norman had a rough 
idea of how quickly the project might be built out. Mr. LaCourse responded that there is no exact 
timeline, but that Mission Norman is a very healthy organization and intends to move forward 
quickly. 

Public Comments 

There were no public comments.  

Planning Commission Discussion 

Motion made by Commissioner McKown, Seconded by Commissioner McClure. 
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Voting Yea:  Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 
 
Planning Commission recommended approval of Ordinance O-2526-24. 

36th North, LLC Rezoning and Utility Easement Closure 

8. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-25: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE THE LOT 1, BLOCK 

1 OF 36TH NORTH BUSINESS PARK AND A REPLAT OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1 OF 

S.C.M.C. ADDITION AND LOT 6, BLOCK 1, OF BROCE INDUSTRIAL PARK OF THE 

INDIAN MERIDIAN, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM A 

PUD, PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND PLACE SAME IN A PUD, PLANNED 

UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  

(GENERALLY LOCATED EAST OF 36TH AVENUE N.W. APPROXIMATELY ONE-

HALF MILE NORTH OF ROCK CREEK ROAD; WARD 8) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report 

2. Location Map 

3. PUD Narrative 

4. Site Development Plan 

5. Development Area Exhibit 

6. Pre-Development Summary 

9. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMNENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-26: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, CLOSING SPECIFIC FIFTEEN-

FOOT (15’) UTILITY EASEMENTS WITHIN LOT 1, BLOCK 1, 36TH NORTH 

BUSINESS PARK, A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, NORMAN, CLEVELAND 

COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  

(EAST OF 36TH AVENUE N.W. APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF MILE NORTH OF 

ROCK CREEK ROAD; WARD 8) 

 ITEMS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

1. Staff Report 

2. Request to Close Platted Utility Easements Memo 

Staff Presentation 

Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager, presented the staff report. 

Applicant Presentation 

Sean Rieger, representative of the applicant, provided an overview of the project. 
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Commissioner Jablonski asked how much concrete would be changed or left in place. Mr. Rieger 
explained that some of the existing concrete areas will instead be developed as apartment 
buildings. 

Commissioner Brewer asked whether all of the existing concrete would remain or if new concrete 
would be installed. Mr. Rieger responded that they will evaluate the concrete as work proceeds 
to determine whether the existing concrete can be reused. 

Public Comments 

There were no public comments.  

Planning Commission Discussion 

Motion made by Commissioner McClure, Seconded by Commissioner Brewer. 
 
Voting Yea: Commissioner Brewer, Commissioner McClure, Commissioner McKown, 
Commissioner Bird, Commissioner Jablonski, Commissioner McDaniel 

Planning Commission recommended approval of Ordinance O-2526-25 & O-2526-26. 

MISCELLANEOUS COMMENTS OF PLANNING COMMISSION AND STAFF 

There were no miscellaneous comments.  

ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:17 p.m. 

Passed and approved this ____________ day of ______________ 2026. 

 

Planning Commission Officer 
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File Attachments for Item:

2. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-28: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A TRACT OF LAND 

BEING A PART OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW/4) OF SECTION TWENTY-

SEVEN (27), TOWNSHIP NINE (9) NORTH, RANGE TWO (2) WEST OF THE INDIAN 

MERIDIAN, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-2, 

GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND R-1, SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING 

DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE SAME IN THE RM-6, MEDIUM-DENSITY APARTMENT 

DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  

(NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF 24TH AVENUE N.E. AND 

ALAMEDA STREET; WARD 6)
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 1/8/2026 

REQUESTER: Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC 

PRESENTER: Logan Gray, Planner II 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-28: 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, 
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY 
OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A TRACT OF LAND BEING A PART 
OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SW/4) OF SECTION TWENTY-
SEVEN (27), TOWNSHIP NINE (9) NORTH, RANGE TWO (2) WEST OF 
THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 
OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND 
R-1, SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE SAME IN 
THE RM-6, MEDIUM-DENSITY APARTMENT DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; 
AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (NORTHEAST 
CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF 24TH AVENUE N.E. AND 
ALAMEDA STREET; WARD 6) 

  

 
APPLICANT/REPRESENTATIVE Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC/Rieger 

Sadler Joyce, LLC 
 
LOCATION  Northeast corner of the intersection of 24th 

Ave. N.E. and Alameda St. 
  
WARD  6 
 
CORE AREA No 
 
EXISTING ZONING C-2, General Commercial District, and R-1, 

Single-Family Dwelling District 
 
EXISTING LAND USE DESIGNATIONS Mixed-Use and Open Space 
 
CHARACTER AREA Corridor (Gateway) and Suburban 

Neighborhood 
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PROPOSED ZONING RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District 
(The southwest corner of the property will 
remain C-2, General Commercial District.) 

 
PROPOSED LAND USE No Change 
 
REQUESTED ACTION   Rezone to RM-6, Medium-Density 

Apartment District, to allow for multi-family 
residential uses 

 
SUMMARY: 
The applicant, Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC, is requesting a rezoning from C-2, General 
Commercial District, and R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District, to RM-6, Medium-Density 
Apartment District. The southwest corner of the property will remain C-2, General Commercial 
District. The proposed rezoning and associated plat will allow for a mixed-use development 
containing commercial and multi-family residential uses. 
 
EXISTING CONDITIONS: 
 
SIZE OF SITE: 8.57 acres proposed RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District; 11.6 acres total 
development. 
 
SURROUNDING PROPERTIES 

 
Subject 
Property 

North East South West 

Zoning C-2 & R-1 R-1 R-1 C-2 & PUD C-2 & R-1 

Land Use 
Mixed-Use & 
Open Space 

Mixed-Use & 
Open Space 

Mixed-Use 
Mixed-Use & 
Open Space 

Mixed-Use 

Current Use Vacant 
Residential 

(Single-
Family) 

Residential 
(Single-
Family) 

Commercial 
& 

Residential 
(Single-
Family) 

Commercial 
& 

Residential 
(Single-
Family)  

  
ZONING DESIGNATIONS 
C-2, General Commercial District 
This commercial district is intended for the conduct of personal and business services and the 
general retail business of the community. Persons living in the community and in the 
surrounding trade territory require direct and frequent access. Traffic generated by the uses 
will be primarily passenger vehicles and only those trucks and commercial vehicles required 
for stocking and delivery of retail goods. 
 
R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District 
This residential district is intended for single-family detached development, including accessory 
dwelling units and other accessory structures. Other uses compatible with single-family 
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residential development are also allowed. Developments in this zoning district should have 
access to City services and be located in the urbanized area. 
    
LAND USE DESIGNATION 
Mixed-Use 
Urban, compact, walkable pattern. Low to no building spacing and separation of uses. 
Cultivates vibrant urban areas with an intense mix of uses that not only support residents and 
employers but leverage their location to attract visitors from throughout the region. For areas 
requiring retrofit or redevelopment, neighborhood or site master plans should be developed to 
encourage more efficient and attractive land use along with higher densities. 

 Mixed-use areas should have a slightly higher non-residential to residential mix and a 
predominance of mixed-use structures. 

 Gross densities in any single development should be greater than 18 units per acre. 
 
Open Space 
Contains valuable environmental features that should not be developed or would make good 
recreational spaces. Areas intended for parks can be developed with recreational features, 
while open space areas are more appropriate for wildlife habitat preservation with only passive 
recreation uses. Consists of relatively large areas appropriate for natural lands, floodplains, 
large parks (>30 acres), platted common areas larger than 2-3 acres that provide multiple 
benefits (stormwater management, recreation, tree preservation, interconnected wildlife 
habitats, etc.) to nearby areas, and major trail system components. Development is limited to 
park and trail uses due to overlap with 100-year floodplain. 
 
CHARACTER AREA DESIGNATIONS 
Corridor Areas 
Corridor Areas are developed or undeveloped land on both sides of a roadway; primarily 
designated, although not limited to, commercial and mixed-use development with auto-centric 
design. Scale and location affect the type and intensity of these uses. Corridor character is 
determined by scale and is recognized in three main areas. (Gateway, In-Town, and 
Downtown)  
 
Gateway Corridors 
Major thoroughfare that serves as an important entrance or means of access to the community 
marked by orientation of buildings to highway; on-site parking; and large set-backs for 
buildings. Anticipating high public transit access, including stops and shelters in locations safe 
for passengers and operations. Interstate-35, North Flood Avenue, Alameda Street, Main 
Street west of 24th, and Highway 9 are Gateway Corridors managed under this Character 
Area. 
 
Suburban Neighborhood Areas 
Suburban Neighborhood Areas are where suburban residential subdivision development have 
occurred or are likely to occur (due to the availability of water and sewer service). This area is 
characterized by low pedestrian orientation, existing but largely inconvenient public transit 
access, high to moderate degree of building and use separation, predominantly residential with 
scattered civic buildings and varied street patterns, often curvilinear. 
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In the future, the neighborhoods with good trail access and connections to surrounding 
services will likely continue to be highly attractive neighborhoods. Future development should 
elevate connectivity and traditional neighborhood design (TND). 
 
NEAREST PUBLIC PARK 
Royal Oaks Park is approximately 0.5 miles from the subject property and is accessible via 
sidewalks through the Royal Oaks neighborhood. 
 
PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: 
 
PRE-DEVELOPMENT:    PD25-32  November 20, 2025 
Several neighboring residents were in attendance and shared concerns about the proposed 
development. Some attendees expressed concern about the proposed development’s impact 
on nearby Upper Rock Creek through increased impervious coverage and removal of existing 
vegetation. Attendees that raised these concerns suggested that there had not been enough 
consideration given to proposed development’s impact in this regard. Other neighbors were 
concerned that the proposed multifamily development will negatively impact surrounding 
property values. 
 
PRE-DEVELOPMENT:    PD25-32  December 18, 2025 
Several neighboring residents were in attendance and shared concerns about the proposed 

development. The two primary concerns that neighboring residents had were the 

environmental impact of the proposed development and the uses allowed under the proposed 

RM-6, Medium Density Apartment District zoning. 

One resident asked what would happen to the existing woodland on the site. The applicant’s 

representative stated that the vegetation in the area to be developed would be cleared, and the 

site graded. Another resident asked how or if the Water Quality Protection Zone on the east 

side of the property would be secured to prevent people from entering the area. The 

applicant’s representative stated that there are currently no plans to fully restrict access to the 

Water Quality Protection Zone. Several residents asked how the drainage of the site had been 

designed to accommodate the increased runoff caused by the increased impervious surface 

area. The applicant’s representative stated that a drainage study is a required step of the 

platting process, and that city staff would verify that it satisfied all stormwater regulations. 

There were repeated questions from residents regarding the uses allowed under the proposed 

development, with some attendees expressing concern that the proposed zoning will allow for 

greater intensity residential uses. The applicant’s representative acknowledged that the RM-6, 

Medium-Density Apartment District allows for multi-family residential development, including 

apartments, but stated that the current intent is to develop the site with two-family dwellings. 

Another resident asked why RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District is being requested if 

other districts also allow two-family dwellings. The applicant’s representative stated that RM-6, 

Medium-Density Apartment District was requested because they feel it aligns more closely with 

the goals of the AIM Norman Comprehensive Land Use Plan. One resident asked about 

building height, to which the applicant’s representative stated that the RM-6, Medium-Density 

Apartment District allows for building heights up to three stories by right. Another resident 
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asked how long it would take for the site to be developed under the proposal. The applicant’s 

representative said that it could take years before any development occurred. 

BOARD OF PARKS COMMISSIONERS:    January 5, 2026 
Parks Staff recommends fee in lieu of parkland. The Board of Parks Commissioners will hold a 
Special Meeting on January 5, 2026. Staff will share the Board’s decision regarding this 
proposal at the January 8, 2026, Planning Commission meeting. 
 
REVIEW COMMENTS:   
This application was submitted to the following agencies, departments, and/or divisions for 
review and comment. An asterisk (*) indicates that the agency, department, and/or division 
responded with review comments “inconsistent” with AIM Norman Plan. Items italicized and 
blue in these sections represent City Staff analysis. 
 
CITY DEPARTMENTS 
1. Fire Department 
2. Building Permitting Review 
3. Public Works/Engineering 
4. Transportation Engineer 
5. Planning* 
6. Utilities 
 
FIRE DEPARTMENT 

Additional construction details are required to determine fire hydrant requirements and fire lane 
specifications for the proposed building(s). These items will be addressed during the building 
permit stage. For details, view the City of Norman Ordinances and adopted 2018 ICC codes as 
amended by OUBCC including IFC Appendices B, C, and D. 

BUILDING REVIEW 

Building codes and all applicable trades will be addressed at the building permit stage.   

PUBLIC WORKS/ENGINEERING 

Please see attached report from the Engineer regarding the associated preliminary plat request. 

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 

Please see attached report from the Transportation Engineer regarding the associated 
preliminary plat request. The access points along Alameda Street and 24th Ave. NE meet all 
requirements in the City’s Engineering Design Criteria (EDC) for driveway spacing and location 
with respect to existing streets. Restriping portions of Alameda and 24th Ave. NE will be required 
to accommodate movements into these various driveways. 

PLANNING* 

ZONING CODE CONSIDERATIONS 
RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District 
The RM-6 district is designed to encourage the developing of neighborhoods having a variety 
of dwelling types, including townhouses, thus providing for the varying requirements of 
families. The regulations are intended to ensure compatibility with adjacent existing and 
proposed low-density apartment development. 
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This request is considered “straight zoning,” meaning there are no variances requested with 
this application. Development of the site is required to follow the existing development 
standards currently adopted in Chapter 36, Zoning Code. 
 
Uses Permitted 

 The proposed uses of the site will be those allowed in the RM-6, Medium-Density 
Apartment District. 

The 8.57-acre portion of the property included in the rezoning request as RM-6, Medium-
Density Apartment District, will have 31 two-family dwellings, as shown on the Preliminary Site 
Plan. The use of lower density duplexes is consistent and compatible with the surrounding 
area. 

The preliminary site plan is not binding since this is a straight zoning request, and all uses 
allowed under the regulations of the RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District will be allowed 
within the respective areas, subject to all applicable development regulations. All development 
will be reviewed for compliance at the building permit stage. 

Area Regulations 

 Front yard: The minimum depth of the front yard shall be 25 feet.  

 Side yard: The minimum width of the side yard shall be five feet, except as required for 

tall or accessory buildings by the provisions of subsection (d)(5) of this section. 

 Rear yard: The minimum depth of the rear yard shall be 20 feet. One-story unattached 

buildings of accessory use shall be set back one foot from the utility easement or alley 

line. 

The area regulations of the proposal are consistent with the setbacks of the surrounding area. 

All development will be reviewed for compliance at the building permit stage. 

Height Regulations 

 Structures exceeding three stories in height shall be set back from side and rear lot 
lines abutting property in residential districts at least five feet for each story above three. 

 Any accessory building shall not exceed a wall height of ten feet unless the required 
side and rear yard setbacks are increased by one foot for each additional foot of wall 
height above ten feet; provided, however, that no accessory building shall exceed the 
height of the principal building to which it is accessory. 

The proposed height of the two-family dwellings as shown on the Preliminary Site Plan is up to 
35’ (approximately three stories). This is consistent with the regulations under RM-6, Medium-
Density Apartment District and is similar to the surrounding area zoning districts. 

Landscaping 

 Landscaping will be provided and maintained in accordance with the City of Norman’s 
applicable landscaping regulations, Section 36-551, Landscaping Requirements for Off-
Street Parking Facilities, as amended from time to time. Landscaping buffers will be 
required between the commercial and duplex portions of the property in addition to a 6’ 
opaque screening fence.  
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The proposed parking areas for the development will be required to comply with landscaping 
requirements. The landscaped areas will be designed in a manner consistent with City 
standards and with the surrounding areas.  
 
Parking  

 All parking will comply with Norman’s applicable ordinances. 

The proposed development is consistent with the City’s parking regulations.  

Lighting 

 All exterior lighting shall be installed in accordance with the applicable regulations of 
Section 36-549, Commercial Outdoor Lighting Standards, as amended from time to 
time.  
 

Lighting within the development will be consistent with applicable City regulations. 

Signage 

 Signs within the proposed development shall comply with the applicable regulations of 
Chapter 28, Sign Regulations, for commercial and residential uses, as amended from 
time to time. 

Any signage within the proposed development will be consistent with the City’s signage 
regulations. 

Screening 

 Screening for this site will be required to follow Section 36-552, Fencing, Walls, and 
Screening.  

The proposed development will be consistent with the City’s screening regulations. 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSIDERATIONS 

Character Area Policies 

General Policies 

Residential Policies 

 New residential development should blend with existing housing, incorporating tools 
such as buffering requirements and right-sized public spaces as defined in land use 
categories. 

 Accommodate a variety of housing styles, sizes, densities, and price points to suit 
diverse housing needs. 

 New residential development should use a variety of techniques to avoid the 
appearance of identical homes, increasing vibrancy and diversity in the built 
environment. 

The proposed development is consistent with the Character Area General Residential 
Policies because it allows for greater housing densities not common in the surrounding area. 
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There is an existing six-foot stockade fence located on the northern property boundary and a 
large WQPZ area on the east boundary.   

Corridor Areas (Gateway) Policies 

 Support the natural phasing out of older and lower-yield commercial and industrial uses 
with regulations and incentives that support mixed-uses and local businesses. 

 Use screening, with natural materials when possible, to lessen noise pollution and 
visual clutter from existing and future uses along the corridor. 

 Promote circulation and manage access to keep traffic flowing by: 
o Including access along and into properties for vehicles, public transit, pedestrians, 

and bicyclists during street and interchange improvements. 
o Projects should not create fragmented parcels or impede on- and off-site circulation 

through, to reduce restriction of future development. 
o Allowing redevelopment of excess parking areas or commercial building space for 

residential uses, especially along public transit routes and areas with strong existing 
or planned pedestrian connections. 

o Requiring shared entrances, cross-access, and avoiding multiple access points for 
new commercial developments at major intersections. 

 Commercial developments should offer both internal and external pedestrian 
connections, especially between hotels, restaurants, and retail services. 
o Connections to the corridors and through developments should improve safety for 

those walking, bicycling, or using mobility devices. 

 Allow redevelopment for high density residential and mixed-residential uses near public 
transit stops, along pedestrian routes, and where site design does not create secluded 
enclaves of apartments. 

 Add density through development of sites behind properties directly facing streets. 

 Retrofit or mask existing strip development or other unsightly features, as necessary. 

 Explore requiring that stormwater management and detention have lower impact than 
historic stormwater conditions for all new or redevelopment along corridors. 

 
The proposal is consistent with the policies of the Corridor Area (Gateway), as it allows for 
mixed-use commercial and residential development, capitalizing on an underutilized lot at the 
intersection of two arterial streets. Rezoning a portion of the property to RM-6, Medium-Density 
Apartment District, will allow for greater housing densities, buffered from lower housing 
densities to the north and east. The proposed development will allow for vehicle and 
pedestrian circulation throughout the site and connect to existing transportation infrastructure 
along 24th Ave. N.E. and Alameda St. 

Suburban Neighborhood Policies 

 Infrastructure extensions should occur incrementally, and new developments must 
connect to City water and sewer, which may require extension of lines. 

 Protect drainageways in accordance with WQPZ ordinance within new development 
and expand their se for public trail access. 
o Treat water quality volume from runoff for volume recommended in stormwater 

master plan and in accordance with EDC Section 7000. 
o The open spaces created around drainageways should be connected when feasible 

to create wildlife corridors. 

21

Item 2.



Page 9 of 12 

 Reduce the impact of higher intensity uses to adjacent lower intensity uses with 
screening and landscaping. Native landscaping is encouraged. 
o Prioritize preservation of existing mature street trees. 

 Promote a mix of housing types, including accessory dwelling units, and new, well-
designed similarly scaled multi-unit residences to increase neighborhood density and 
income diversity. 
o Priority for higher density, mixed-income, and affordable housing opportunities 

should be assigned to locations with multi-modal transportation access and capacity. 
o Based on associated Land Use, housing typologies of all intensity levels are 

appropriate within the Suburban Character area. 

 Encourage: 
o More mixing of uses, including neighborhood services, job centers, and residential 

uses of similar intensities. 
o Retrofitting existing commercial and retail strip development in areas that are likely 

to undergo renovation or potential demolition in the life of this plan. 
o Civic, cultural uses, entertainment establishments that will promote community 

interaction and public open space. 

 As streets move further from the center of the Core Neighborhood Character Area and 
parcel sizes and development patterns work against pedestrian circulation, focus should 
shift to vehicular safety, corridor appearance and traffic speeds while still providing 
basic access and safety for pedestrians and bicyclists. Transportation accommodations 
should: 
o Ensure interconnectivity between developments for local and collector streets. 
o Provide access to trails with all new development, when feasible to integrate tail 

plans outlined in the Transportation and Park Master Plans into developments. 
o Connect streets between land uses and include complete street approaches for 

undeveloped sites. 
o Use the most recent Transportation Master Plan to fill pedestrian system gaps along 

streets, to trails, and within developments. 
o Encourage network of multi-modal transportation options to neighborhood centers 

and local mixed-use developments. 

The proposed development is consistent with the Suburban Neighborhood Area policies, as it 
utilizes existing public infrastructure and promotes a greater mix of housing types in the area. 
The Water Quality Protection Zone is preserved on the eastern 4.07 acres of the property, and 
pedestrian infrastructure promotes non-vehicular circulation to, from, and within the site. Any 
required landscaping and screening will be incorporated into the site design to reduce the 
impact on nearby lower intensity uses. 

Land Use Development Policies 

Mixed-Use Policies 

 Urban, compact, walkable pattern. Low to no building spacing and separation of uses. 
Cultivates vibrant urban areas with an intense mix of uses that not only support 
residents and employers but leverage their location to attract visitors from throughout 
the region. For areas requiring retrofit or redevelopment, neighborhood or site master 
plans should be developed to encourage more efficient and attractive land use along 
with higher densities. 
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o Mixed-use areas should have a slightly higher non-residential to residential mix and 
a predominance of mixed-use structures. 

o Gross densities in any single development should be greater than 18 units per acre. 

The proposal allows for mixed-use development but is largely residential in nature. The 
Preliminary Site Plan proposes 31 two-family dwellings, with 62 total dwelling units. There is 
one commercial building with six retail spaces proposed on the existing commercially zoned 
tract. The proposed 13.8 dwelling units per acre is less than the 18 units per acre suggested 
by AIM. For these reasons, the currently proposed development is largely inconsistent with 
this Mixed-Use Land Use policy. 

Building Types 

 Medium and Small-scale 3 to 5-story buildings are common. Within existing developed 

areas, buildings may go up to 2 stories higher than surrounding properties. 

 Multi-unit structures are the priority, but a variety of residential uses including 

townhomes, walk-ups, apartments, lofts, condominiums are present. 

 Mixed-use buildings that include retail, work-spaces, and residences are the most 

common. 

 Public and private spaces (i.e. balconies, recreational roof decks, outdoor dining, etc.) 

are clearly defined and cultivate a sense of place. 

 Single-use buildings are limited. Large single-use, single-story structures are not 

appropriate. 

The proposed development includes 31 two-family dwellings up to 35’ (approximately three 
stories) in height. However, all proposed buildings are single-use and of similar design. There 
are no mixed-use buildings proposed for this site. For these reasons, the proposal is generally 
inconsistent with this Mixed-Use Land Use policy. 

Site Design 

 The scale and layout of the built environment is conducive to walking. Trails and 
pathways are integrated throughout developments to connect to parks, neighborhoods, 
and community destinations. 

 Single-use commercial and single-use multi-unit residential developments without 
connections to neighboring properties and uses disturb the development pattern and 
should be limited or avoided altogether. 

 Design features, such as street/sidewalk level windows, should make larger scale 
structures appropriate at the pedestrian level. 

 Street trees should form a continuous urban canopy over public areas and rights-of-
way. 

 Residential developments should include trails or side paths that facilitate resident 
movement and encourage resident interactions. 

 Stormwater to be addressed at the project level, but designed as part of a larger 
neighborhood or sub-basin system and, when possible, function as an amenity to the 
development. 

 Site layout should take every opportunity to maximize the public infrastructure available 
in this area. 
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The proposed development includes sidewalks to encourage pedestrian circulation throughout 
the development, and will connect to existing pedestrian infrastructure on 24th Ave. N.E. and 
Alameda St. The site utilizes existing public infrastructure. For these reasons, the proposed 
development is consistent with this Mixed-Use Land Use policy. 

Transportation 

 This area features a dense grid of streets and sidewalks. A full street hierarchy provides 
a variety of connections and route choices to people moving to, through, and within the 
area. Parking should not be prominent, but rather it should be obvious that this area is 
designed to be a park-once environment. Shared parking is prevalent, with limited 
private parking options, which are screened from view of the right-of-way. Most of these 
areas have, or will have, easy access to public transportation (adjacent to or less than 
one quarter-mile walk of a stop). A future rail transit service is possible near some 
locations. It should be comfortable for users of all ages and abilities to move through 
this area safely. Access and connections to the regional trail network are vital assets to 
this land use. 

The proposed development is consistent with this Mixed-Use Land Use policy because it 
promotes interconnectivity through its proximity and connection to multi-modal transit 
infrastructure, including a sidewalk on Alameda St. with access to an Embark bus stop 
approximately 0.5 miles to the west. Sidewalks will be provided throughout the development 
and will connect to existing public pedestrian infrastructure along 24th Ave. N.E. and Alameda 
St. 

Utility Access 

 A full range of utilities should be available. If services are not already in place, they must 
be extended by the developer during the platting process to be suitable for 
development. If development occurs adjacent to existing facilities that are determined to 
be insufficient to meet the demands of the proposed development, the developer must 
upgrade the existing facilities to enhance the capacity of the utility systems. 

The development site has access to public water and sanitary sewer facilities. The 
development is consistent with this Mixed-Use Land Use policy. 

Public Space 

 Appropriately scaled public spaces including small parks, plazas, parklets, regional trail 
connections, and walking paths. Pedestrian amenities are commonly integrated into 
public and private projects. 

The proposed development includes pedestrian amenities, tying into existing sidewalks along 
24th Ave. N.E. and Alameda St., as well as a proposed community area and recreation space 
within the Water Quality Protection Zone on the east side of the property. For these reasons, 
the proposed development is consistent with this Mixed-Use Land Use Policy. 

Neighborhood and/or Special Area Plans 

This location is not within a Neighborhood or Special Planning Area. 

UTILITIES 

AIM NORMAN PLAN CONFORMANCE 
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Proposed development is in accordance with AIM Water and Wastewater Utility Master Plans. 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT  

Proposed development meets requirements for City streets and provides access for solid waste 
services. 

WATER/WASTEWATER AVAILABILITY 

Water Availability  

Adequate capacity within the water system exists to serve the proposed development.  

Wastewater Availability  

Adequate capacity within the wastewater system exists to serve the proposed development.  
 
ALTERNATIVES/ISSUES:      
Overall, the proposed development largely aligns with the AIM Norman Land Use and 
Character Area objectives. However, the site is not mixed use and does not meet the density 
planned for this location. This proposal will provide a different housing option and additional 
commercial activity to this area of Norman. 
 
CONCLUSION:  
Staff forwards this request for rezoning from C-2, General Commercial District, and R-1, 
Single-Family Dwelling District, to RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District, and Ordinance 
O-2526-28 to the Planning Commission for consideration and recommendation to City Council. 
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 1/8/2026 

REQUESTER: Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC (Cedar Creek, Inc.) 

PRESENTER: Ken Danner, Subdivision Development Manager 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF PP-2526-13: 
CONSIDERATION OF A PRELIMINARY PLAT SUBMITTED BY NORMAN 
PREMIUM REAL ESTATE, LLC (CEDAR CREEK, INC) FOR NORMAN 
A24, ADDITION, FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST 
CORNER OF THE INTERSECTION OF 24TH AVENUE N.E. AND 
ALAMEDA STEET. (WARD 6) 

  

 

ITEM:  Consideration of a Preliminary Plat for NORMAN A24, ADDITION. 
  
LOCATION:  Located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Alameda Street and 24th 

Avenue N.E. 
 
INFORMATION: 
 

1.  Owner.  Norman Premium Real Estate, L.L.C. 
 
2.  Developer.  Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC. 
 
3.  Engineer.  Cedar Creek, Inc. 
 

HISTORY: 
 

1.  October 18, 1961.  City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1312 annexing this property 
into the Norman Corporate City limits without zoning. 

 
2.  December 19, 1961.  Planning Commission recommended placing this property in 

the A-2, Rural Agricultural District. 
 

3.  January 23, 1962.  City Council adopted Ordinance No. 1339 placing this property in 
A-2, Rural Agricultural District 
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4.  July 9, 1970.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 6-1, recommended to City Council 
placing this property in the C-2, General Commercial District and removed from A-2. 
Rural Agricultural District. 

 
5.  August 4, 1970.  City Council adopted Ordinance No. O-2300 placing this property 

in the C-2, General Commercial District removing it from A-2, Rural Agricultural 
District. 

 
6. February 11, 1982.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 6-2, recommended to City 

Council that Complan Amendment No. 12 be denied. 
 
7. March 9, 1982.  City Council approved Complan Amendment No. 12. 

 
8. May 13, 1982.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 6-1, recommended to City 

Council that a portion of this property be placed in CO, Suburban Office 
Commercial District and removed from C-2, General Commercial District. 

 
9. May 13,1982.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 7-0, approved the preliminary 

plat for Royal Oaks Addition. 
 

10. June 8, 1982.  City Council adopted Ordinance No. O-8182-66 placing a portion of 
this property in the CO, Suburban Office Commercial District and removing it from C-
2, General Commercial District. 

 
 11. July 10, 1997.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 5-0-1, recommended to City 

Council that a portion of this property be placed in R-l, Single-Family Dwelling District 
and removed from C-O, Suburban Office Commercial District. 

 
 12. July 10, l997.  Planning Commission, on a vote of 5-0-1, approved the preliminary 

plat for Royal Oaks Addition. 
 
 13. August 26, 1997.  City Council adopted Ordinance No. 0-9798-3 placing a portion of 

this property in the R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District and removing it from CO, 
Suburban Office Commercial District. 

 
14. January 5, 2026.  The Norman Board of Parks Commissioners are scheduled to 

consider the preliminary plat for Norman A24 Addition.  Results of that consideration 
will be presented separately. 

 
15. January 8, 2026.  The applicant has requested that this property be placed in the RM-

6, Medium Density Apartment District and C-2, General Commercial District and 
removed from R-1, Single-Family Dwelling District and C-2, General Commercial 
District. 

 
 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM: 

 
1.  Fire Hydrants.  Fire hydrants will be installed in accordance with approved plans.  

Their locations will be approved by the Fire Department. 
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2.  Permanent Markers.  Permanent markers will be installed prior to filing of the final 

plat. 
 

3.  Sanitary Sewers.  Sanitary sewer mains will be installed in accordance with 
approved plans and City and State Department of Environmental Quality standards.  

 
4.  Sidewalks.  Sidewalks are existing adjacent to Alameda Street and 24th Avenue N.E. 
 
5.  Storm Sewers.  Storm water and appurtenant drainage structures will be installed in 

accordance with approved plans and City drainage standards.  Stormwater runoff 
will be conveyed to two proposed detention facilities. 

 
6.  Streets.   Alameda Street and 24th Avenue N.E. are existing and are classified as 

urban arterial streets. 
 

7.  Water Main.  Water mains are existing adjacent to Alameda Street and 24th Avenue 
N.E.  There is an interior private water system for fire protection serving the proposed 
apartments. 

 
PUBLIC DEDICATIONS: 
 

1.  Easements.  All required easements will be dedicated to the City with a final plat. 
 
2.  Rights-of-Way.  All street rights-of-way will be dedicated to the City with a final plat. 

 
 3. WQPZ.  There is Water Quality Protection Zone on the property.  Covenants will be 

required with final platting. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL:  Copies of a location map, site plan and preliminary plat are 

included in the Agenda Book. 
 
STAFF COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATION:  The RM-6, Medium Density Apartment 

District development consists of one (1) lot on 8.57 acres, the C-2, General 
Commercial District development consists of one (1) lot on 1.40 acres with the 
remaining 1.62 acres dedicated as public right-of-way.  Staff recommends approval of 
the preliminary plat for Norman A24 Addition.  

 
ACTION NEEDED:  Recommend approval or disapproval of the preliminary plat for Norman 

A24 Addition to City Council. 
 
ACTION TAKEN:_______________________________________________________ 
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CITY OF NORMAN 
Development Review Form 

Transportation Impacts 
 
 

DATE:  December 4, 2025   STAFF REVIEW BY:   David Riesland, P.E.     
                     City Transportation Engineer 
 
PROJECT NAME:  Norman A24 Preliminary Plat  PROJECT TYPE: Mixed Use 

 Owner:               Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC 
 Developer’s Engineer:   Cedar Creek Engineering, Inc. 
 Developer’s Traffic Engineer:  Traffic Engineering Consultants, Inc. 
 
SURROUNDING ENVIRONMENT (Streets, Developments) 
The property in question is zoned commercial with some low density residential to the north and east and commercial, office, and 
institutional to the south and west.  24th Avenue East is the main north-south roadway in the area.  Alameda Street provides east-west 
access to the property. 
 
ALLOWABLE ACCESS: 
The site will contain a single point of access onto Alameda Street and a single point of access onto 24th Avenue NE.  All connections 
to the public streets will allow full access. 
 
EXISTING STREET CHARACTERISTICS (Lanes, Speed Limits, Sight Distance, Medians) 
Alameda Street: 5 lanes (existing), Speed Limit—40 mph. No sight distance problems. No median. 
24th Avenue East:  4 lanes (existing), Speed Limit—40 mph.  No sight distance problems.  No median. 
 
ACCESS MANAGEMENT CODE COMPLIANCE:  YES    NO  
 
Proposed number of access points for the development is in compliance with what is allowed in the subdivision regulations. 
 
TRIP GENERATION 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TRANSPORTATION IMPACT STUDY REQUIRED?  YES   NO  
 
Obviously being above the threshold for when a traffic impact study is required (>100 peak hour trips is the threshold), a traffic im-
pact study could have been required.  However, since the area in question is largely build-out, only a traffic impact memorandum 
was required and was prepared for the application by Traffic Engineering Consultants, Inc.  No traffic operational issues are antici-
pated due to the development. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL                  DENIAL                                            N/A                             STIPULATIONS  
 
Recommendations for Approval refer only to the transportation impact and do not constitute an endorsement from City Staff. 
 
The proposed mixed used development is proposed to include 10,500 square feet of retail space, 30 residential duplex units, and one 
single-family residential lot.  The development is to be located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Alameda Street and 24th 
Avenue East in Norman.  The site will contain a single point of access onto Alameda Street as well as a single point of access onto 
24th Avenue NE.  All connections to the public streets will allow full access.  The proposed development is expected to generate 55 
AM peak hour trips, 104 PM peak hour trips, and 1,013 trips on an average weekday.  Obviously being above the threshold for when 
a traffic impact study is required (>100 peak hour trips is the threshold), a traffic impact study could have been required.  However, 
since the area in question is largely build-out, only a traffic impact memorandum was required and was prepared for the application 
by Traffic Engineering Consultants, Inc.  No traffic operational issues are anticipated due to the development. 
 
The proposed development will access Alameda Street by way of a single, full access driveway.  The location of this access, as pro-
posed, meets all of the requirements in the City’s Engineering Design Criteria (EDC) for driveway spacing and location with respect 
to existing streets.  The proposed development will also access 24th Avenue NE by way of a single, full access driveway.  The loca-
tion of this access, as proposed, meets all of the requirements in the EDC driveway spacing.  The developer will be required to re-
stripe portions of Alameda Street and 24th Avenue NE to accommodate movements into these driveways.  Capacity exceeds demand 
in this area.  As such, no additional off-site improvements are anticipated.  There are no applicable traffic impact fees to be collected 
in the area . 

Time Period Total In Out 
Weekday 1,013 506 507 
A.M. Peak Hour 55 22 33 
P.M. Peak Hour 104 56 48 
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 Norman A24 Preliminary Plat 
 
The proposed mixed used development is proposed to include 10,500 square feet of retail space, 
30 residential duplex units, and one single-family residential lot.  The development is to be located 
at the northeast corner of the intersection of Alameda Street and 24th Avenue East in Norman.  The 
site will contain a single point of access onto Alameda Street and two points of access onto 24th 
Avenue NE.  All connections to the public streets will allow full access.  The proposed 
development is expected to generate 55 AM peak hour trips, 104 PM peak hour trips, and 1,013 
trips on an average weekday.  Obviously being above the threshold for when a traffic impact study 
is required (>100 peak hour trips is the threshold), a traffic impact study could have been required.  
However, since the area in question is largely build-out, only a traffic impact memorandum was 
required and was prepared for the application by Traffic Engineering Consultants, Inc.  No traffic 
operational issues are anticipated due to the development. 
 

 
STREET 

 
NO. OF 
LANES 

BACK-
GROUND 
TRAFFIC 
(Veh/day) 

PROJECTED 
TRAFFIC 
(Veh/day) 

TOTAL 
PROJECTED 

TRAFFIC 
(Veh/day) 

ROADWAY 
CAPACITY 
L.O.S. “E” 

% 
CAPACITY 

USED 
(BACKGROUND) 

% 
CAPACITY 

USED 
(PROJECTED) 

Alameda Street 5 9,000 500 9,500 36,000 25.00 26.39 

24th Avenue East 4 12,000 513 12,513 34,200 35.09 36.59 

 
The proposed development will access Alameda Street by way of a single, full access driveway.  
The location of this access, as proposed, meets all of the requirements in the City’s Engineering 
Design Criteria (EDC) for driveway spacing and location with respect to existing streets.  The 
development will also access 24th Avenue NE by way of a single, full access driveway.  The 
location of this access, as proposed, will also meet all of the requirements in the City’s EDC.  The 
developer will be required to restripe portions of Alameda Street and 24th Avenue NE to 
accommodate movements into these various driveways.  Capacity exceeds demand in this area.  
As such, no additional off-site improvements are anticipated.  There are no applicable traffic 
impact fees to be collected in the area. 
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City of Norman Predevelopment  November 20, 2025  
  

Applicant: Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC  
 

Project Location: Northeast Corner of the Intersection of 24th Ave. NE and E Alameda 
St. 

 
Case Number: PD25-32 
 
Time: 5:30 p.m.   
 
Applicant Representative:  
Gunner Joyce 
 
Attendees: 
Jennifer Golden 
Michael Tribble 
Eryn Tribble 
Allyah Tribble 
Stephen Carter 
Michael Brown 
Judy Croshie 
Bonnie Rathert 
Michael Jablonski 
Rick Greene 
Mary Jean Greene 
Chong Dillon 
David Dillon 
Patrick Schrank 
Greg Anderson 
James Jackson 
Donna Dray 
Carrie James 
 
City Staff:  
Kelly Abell, Planner I 
Logan Gray, Planner II 
 
Application Summary:  
The applicant is requesting a rezoning from C-2, General Commercial District, and R-1, 
Single-Family Dwelling District, to RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District. The 
southwest corner of the property will remain C-2, General Commercial District. The 
proposed rezoning and associated plat will allow for a mixed-use development containing 
commercial and multi-family residential uses. 
  
Neighbors’ Comments/Concerns/Responses: 
Several neighboring residents were in attendance and shared concerns about the 
proposed development. Some attendees expressed concern about the proposed 
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City of Norman Predevelopment  November 20, 2025  
  

development’s impact on nearby Upper Rock Creek through increased impervious 
coverage and removal of existing vegetation. Attendees that raised these concerns 
suggested that there had not been enough consideration given to proposed 
development’s impact in this regard. Other neighbors were concerned that the proposed 
multifamily development will negatively impact surrounding property values. 
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City of Norman Predevelopment  December 18, 2025  
  

Applicant: Norman Premium Real Estate, LLC  
 

Project Location: Northeast Corner of the Intersection of 24th Ave. NE and E Alameda 
St. 

 
Case Number: PD25-32 
 
Time: 6:00 p.m.   
 
Applicant Representative:  
Gunner Joyce 
 
Attendees: 
Colleen Roux 
John Spencer Post 
Dana Webster 
Barbara Webster 
Cindy Rogers 
Loryn Wheeler 
Matt McDonald 
Bonnie Cubert 
Mike Schuster 
Teresa Schuster 
Roger Gallagher 
Ann Gallagher 
Delaney Cooley 
Vince Sandifer 
Bonnie Rathert 
Rick Greere 
Mary Jean Greere 
Kristi Wyatt 
Sharon Deaver 
 
City Staff:  
Logan Gray, Planner II 
 
Application Summary:  
The applicant is requesting a rezoning from C-2, General Commercial District, and R-1, 
Single-Family Dwelling District, to RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District. The 
southwest corner of the property will remain C-2, General Commercial District. The 
proposed rezoning and associated plat will allow for a mixed-use development containing 
commercial and multi-family residential uses. 
  
Neighbors’ Comments/Concerns/Responses: 
Several neighboring residents were in attendance and shared concerns about the 
proposed development. The two primary concerns that neighboring residents had were 
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City of Norman Predevelopment  December 18, 2025  
  

the environmental impact of the proposed development, and the uses allowed under the 
proposed RM-6, Medium Density Apartment District zoning. 
 
One resident asked what would happen to the existing woodland on the site. The 
applicant’s representative stated that the vegetation in the area to be developed would 
be cleared, and the site graded. Another resident asked how or if the Water Quality 
Protection Zone on the east side of the property would be secured to prevent people 
from entering the area. The applicant’s representative stated that there are currently no 
plans to fully restrict access to the Water Quality Protection Zone. Several residents 
asked how the drainage of the site had been designed to accommodate the increased 
runoff caused by the increased impervious surface area. The applicant’s representative 
stated that a drainage study is a required step of the platting process, and that city staff 
would verify that it satisfied all stormwater regulations. 
 
There were repeated questions from residents regarding the uses allowed under the 
proposed development, with some attendees expressing concern that the proposed 
zoning will allow for greater intensity residential uses. The applicant’s representative 
acknowledged that the RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment District allows for multi-family 
residential development, including apartments, but stated that the current intent is to 
develop the site with two-family dwellings. Another resident asked why RM-6, Medium-
Density Apartment District is being requested if other districts also allow two-family 
dwellings. The applicant’s representative stated that RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment 
District was requested because they feel it aligns more closely with the goals of the AIM 
Norman Comprehensive Land Use Plan. One resident asked about building height, to 
which the applicant’s representative stated that the RM-6, Medium-Density Apartment 
District allows for building heights up to three stories by right. Another resident asked 
how long it would take for the site to be developed under the proposal. The applicant’s 
representative said that it could take years before any development occurred. 
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Verified Notification 
Area Protest Letters 
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All Remaining Protest 
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AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF O-2526-37: AN ORDINANCE APPROVING 

REQUESTED DETACHMENT OF CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2800 AND 

2801 HENSLEY ROAD IN CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA.
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 01/08/2026 

REQUESTER: Petitioners Marshal Britton, Douglas Burton, Nicole Burton 

PRESENTER: Elisabeth Muckala, Asst. City Attorney 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF O-2526-37: AN 
ORDINANCE APPROVING REQUESTED DETACHMENT OF CERTAIN 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2800 AND 2801 HENSLEY ROAD IN CITY OF 
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA. 

  

BACKGROUND: 

The City of Norman has not adopted a procedure or ordinance directly addressing a process for 
consideration of detachment petitions; thus the process is largely dictated by state law set forth 
in Oklahoma Statutes, Title 11 §§ 21-110, 21-111 and 21-112.  However, in addition to this state 
law, City Code Section 4-1201, does provide that the Planning Commission “shall” review all 
“deannexation … petitions.” 

On November 12, 2025 Petitioners Marshall Britton, Douglas Burton, and Nicole Burton 
(Petitioners), submitted a petition requesting detachment of approximately twenty (20) acres, 
over two separate legal parcels of property located along the southernmost municipal boundary 
of Norman located south of Imhoff Road, east of 144 Ave SE and addressed off of Hensley 
Road.  Per state law, an unsigned petition was published twice, circulated and signed, and the 
signed petition was provided to the City in order to begin the detachment process. 

Following Planning Commission review, an ordinance granting the petition will then proceed to 
City Council for consideration.  Pursuant to state law, the City must publish notice of the petition 
within ten (10) days of City Council consideration.  Per § 21-110(C), the City Council may 
approve, deny or defer its decision on the petition. 

DISCUSSION: 

Considerations Regarding the Parcels in Question 

The two parcels included in the Petition are legally addressed as 2800 and 2801 Hensley Road, 
and combine to form an area comprising 20.1 acres mol, the tracts each being approximately 
near 10 acres in size.  Both tracts are zoned A-2 Rural Agricultural and, while they are identified 
in record documents referencing a certificate of survey known as “H&L No. 9” (as lots 48 and 
49), said survey is not a City of Norman approved subdivision. A copy of H&L No. 9 survey is 
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attached for review.  No portion of either tract falls within Norman’s adopted Stream Planning 
Corridor.  This combined 20 acres mol is owned by the named Petitioners pursuant to the deeds 
attached hereto.  Thus, the Petitioner’s constitute 100% of the implicated ownership, and there 
is no portion of the subject property that is not represented in these proceedings. 

Considerations Regarding Applicable Law 

The Oklahoma statutory procedure for detaching territory from municipalities by petition is limited 
to “land which is within the limits of the municipality and upon its border and not laid out in lots 
and blocks.”  See § 21-110(A).   

The Norman Public Works Department has confirmed that both parcels subject to the 
detachment Petition currently lie within Norman municipal boundaries.  This land is not 
recognized as being “platted” in lots and blocks according to state law. 

Oklahoma law also requires that the Petition be “signed by at least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
registered voters and by the owners of at least three-fourths (3/4), in value, of the property to be 
detached.”  See § 21-110(B)(1).  Here, all known property owners are petitioners. 

The Norman Public Works Department and City Attorney’s office have evaluated the properties 
subject to the detachment Petition and have confirmed that this requirement appears to have 
been met by Petitions, as more than 3/4 of the property, in value (according to Cleveland County 
Assessor values), is owned by the Petitioner, as well as 3/4 in size.  The Petition is signed by all 
three named Petitioners, who are in turn represented by legal counsel. 

The City Clerk has reviewed the Petition and finds that it appears to be sufficient in form and as 
to the signatures.  Norman’s Public Works Department has reviewed the legal descriptions and 
confirmed that the parcels are correctly identified within the Petition.  The City Attorney’s office 
has verified compliance with state law, City Code and valid execution of the Petition in 
accordance therewith. 

Finally, “[a]ny lands detached from a municipality and the owners thereof shall be liable to the 
municipality only for the cost of public improvements which may have been constructed on the 
detached lands at the expense of the municipality.”  See § 21-111. 

City staff has reviewed the parcels and verified that neither benefitted from infrastructure 
improvements constructed at the expense of the City of Norman/NMA/NUA.   While this 
detachment would result in a loss of potential future service area, if granted, the properties at 
issue are unlikely to have been serviced anytime soon.  Thus, there are no objectionable 
circumstances identified by City Staff regarding the proposed detachment at this time. 

Upon approval of an ordinance detaching municipal property, the mayor of said municipality 
“shall file and record a duly certified copy of the ordinance … together with an accurate map or 
plat of the territory, in the office of the county clerk of the county in which the territory, or the 
greater portion of it, is located and with the Ad Valorem Division of the Oklahoma Tax 
Commission.”  See § 21-112. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

All implicated city departments have reviewed the Petition for Detachment and have verified that 
all requirements have been met and that this matter is ripe for consideration by City Council, 
which may approve, deny or defer its decision on Ordinance No. O-2526-37.  In the case of 
approval, City Staff recommends the filing of O-2526-37, and the map exhibit attached thereto, 
with the Cleveland County Clerk and the Ad Valorem Division of the Oklahoma Tax Commission. 

 
Reviewed By: Darrel Pyle, City Manager 

Jamie Meyer, Deputy City Clerk 
Rick Knighton, City Attorney  
Jane Hudson, Director of Planning and Community Development 
Scott Sturtz, Director of Public Works 
Chris Mattingly, Director of the Norman Utilities Authority 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT IN
AND FOR CLEVELAND COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
IN THE MATTER OF THE 
ESTATE OF KATHERINE KING
HOLZHEUSER, DECEASED.

Case No. PB-2025-463
NOTICE TO CREDITORS, AND
NOTICE FOR HEARING OF FI-

NAL ACCOUNTING DETERMINA-
TION OF HEIRSHIP, AND DIS-
TRIBUTION AND DISCHARGE
TO: THE CREDITORS OF AND

ALL PERSONS INTERESTED IN
THE ESTATE OF KATHERINE

KING HOLZHEUSER, DE-
CEASED.

All creditors having claims against
the  above  named  decedent,  are
required to present the same, with
a  description  of  all  security  inter-
ests  and  other  collateral  (if  any)
held by each creditor  with  respect
to  such  claim,  to  Dale  Ray
Holzheuser,  personal  representa-
tive,  at  1309  N.  Meridian  Ave.,
#140,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73107,
on or before the following present-
ment date: December 4th, 2025, or
the same will be forever barred. 
Dated  this  3rd  day  of  November,
2025. 
S/ Les Bennett Jr
Les Bennett Jr., #32352
Travis Vernier., #35253
Austin Vernier., #35759
Austin Proctor., #31418
6116 N.W. 63rd St. 
Warr Acres, OK 73132
P: 405-346-9800
E: Les@BennettVernier.com
Attorneys for Personal 
Representative 
Notice is  also hereby  given  to  all
persons interested in the estate of
Katherine  King  Holzheuser,  de-
ceased, that Dale Ray Holzheuser,
Personal  Representative,  has  ap-
plied for a judicial determination of
the  heirs  of  Katherine  King
Holzheuser,  deceased,  and  that
said  application will be heard at a
regular term of said Court, held in
the District Court Room of the un-
dersigned  Judge  in  District  Court
Room 2s at the Cleveland County
Courthouse in Norman, Oklahoma,
on the 4th day of December, 2025,
at 9:00 A.M.,  when and where all
persons  interested  may  appear
and contest the same. 
Dated  this  30th  day  of  October,
2025. 
S/Bethany Stanley
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT
COURT 

Place  of  Beginning.  Per  General
Warranty  Deed  recorded  in  Book
533, Page 96. According to the Lot
Line  Adjustment  filed  in  Book
2391,  Page 338.  LESS AND  EX-
CEPT all  of the oil, gas and other
minerals lying in and under or pro-
duced therefrom 
,  together  with  all  the  improve-
ments  thereon  and  the  appurte-
nances  thereunto  belonging  to
Randall  Clark  for  the  sum  of
$135,000.00 and that the 11th day
of December 2025, at the hour of 9
o'clock  A.M.  has  been  appointed
as  the  time  for  hearing  said  Re-
turn,  in  the  Courtroom  of  the un-
dersigned  Judge,  or the Judge to
whom  this  cause  is  assigned  on
said  date,  in  the  County  Court-
house  in  the  city  of  Norman,
Cleveland  County,  Oklahoma,  at
which  time  all  persons  interested
in  the  Estate  of  Kent  Ray  Lillen-
berg, Deceased,  may appear and
file  exceptions  in  writing  to  said
Return and contest the same, and
are hereby referred to said Return
for further particulars. 
DATED this 6th day of November
2025.

Bethany Stanley
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT

COURT
Chapman & Stender Law Group
Kyle S. Chapman, 34628
1820 W. Lindsey Street, Suite 110
Norman, Oklahoma 73069
Telephone: (405) 299-3337
kyle@chapmanstender.com
Attorney for Personal 
Representative
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
CLEVELAND COUNTY STATE

OF OKLAHOMA
In the Matter of the Estate of
William L. Greeson, deceased.

Case No. PB-2025-399
NOTICE TO CREDITORS

All creditors having claims against
William  L.   Greeson,  Deceased,
are required to present same, with
a  description  of  all  security  inter-
ests  and  other  collateral,  if  any,
held by each creditor  with  respect
to such claim, to Paige Snodgrass,
Personal  Representative,  at  the
Law Office of Cheryl Clayton, P.C.,
Attorney for Personal  Representa-
tives,  at  110  South  Main  Street,
Post  Office  Box  88,  Noble,  Okla-
homa, 73068, on or before the 9th
day of January, 2026, or the same
will be forever barred.
Witness my hand this 30th day of
October, 2025.
Paige Snodgrass, Personal 
Representative
Cheryl Clayton, P.C., OBA 1726
Attorney for Personal 
Representative
110 S. Main St./ P. O. Box 88
Noble, Oklahoma  73068
(405) 872-9216

MOVING SALE
620 E Linn

Thurs. 11/13, 9am-4pm
Fri & Sat. 11/14 & 11/15, 9am-1pm

Household goods, clothing, twin
sized mattress, golf clubs, soap &

candle making & shipping 
materials, refrigerator, 

NASCAR items, shoes, &
metal fencing.
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CITY OF NORMAN, COUNTY OF
CLEVELAND, STATE OF OKLA-

HOMA
In the Matter of: 
DETACHMENT OF MUNICIPAL
TERRITORY FROM CITY OF
NORMAN

Case No. 2025-
PETITION FOR DETACHMENT
OF MUNICIPAL TERRITORY

MARSHALL BRITTON, DOUGLAS
BURTON,  and NICOLE BURTON
(“Petitioners”), pursuant to 11 OK-
LA.  STAT.  §21-103  and  21-110,
petition  the  City  of  Norman  (the
“City”)  to  enact  an  ordinance  de-
taching  certain  real  property  from
within  the  municipal  boundaries
and state as follows: 
1. This  petition  relates  to  the

S1/2 NE1/4 NW1/4 of Section
8, Township 8 North, Range 1
East  of  the  I.B.M.,  Cleveland
County,  Oklahoma  (the  “Sub-
ject Property”), which property
sits  on  the  southeastern
boundary of the City's munici-
pal limits.

2. MARSHALL  BRITTON  is  the
owner of record of that certain
real  property  in  Cleveland
County,  Oklahoma,  identified
as follows: 
The  SE  ¼  NE1/4  NW1/4  of
Section  8,  Township  8 North,
Range  1  East  of  the  I.B.M.,
which real property sits on the
southeastern boundary  line of
the City's municipal limits, and
is a part of the Subject Proper-
ty. 

3. DOUGLAS  BURTON  and
NICOLE  BURTON,  husband
and wife, as joint tenants and
not as tenants in common, are
the  owners  of  record  of  that
certain real property in Cleve-
land County, Oklahoma identi-
fied as follows: 
The  SW1/4  NE1/4  NW1/4  of
Section  8,  Township  8 North,
Range  1  east  of  the  I.B.M.,
which real property is adjacent
to  that  property  described  in
paragraph  2 above,  and  also
sits on the southern boundary
line of the City's municipal lim-
its, and is the other part of the
Subject Property. 

4. Both parcels identified in para-
graphs  2 and  3  above  make
up the Subject Property. 

5. Reference  is  made  in  the
country records to the Subject
Property as “HNL #9,”  but  no
evidence  is  readily  available
to Petitioners to show that the
Subject  Property  was  platted
or otherwise subdivided in the
records  of  the  Cleveland
County Clerk. 

6. Petitioners  account  for  100%
of the registered voters resid-
ing on and owning the Subject
Property. 

7. The  Subject  Property:  does
not include an intervening strip
less than four rods wide; is not
separated  from  the  corporate
limits of a municipality only b a
railway  right-of-way;  is  not  a
highway  right-of-way adjacent
to or contiguous with a munici-
pality;  and  does  not  include
properties  that  will  be split  in
two,  resulting  in  part  of  the
property falling inside the cor-
porate  limits  of a municipality
and  part  of  it  falling  outside
the corporate  limits  of  a  mu-
nicipality. 

For the above states reason, Peti-
tioners respectfully submit this pe-
tition for the City to enact an ordi-
nance detaching the Subject Prop-
erty from its municipal territory. 
GARVIN AGEE CARLTON, P.C. 
BY 
Brinley Hutson, OBA #35644
brinley.hutson@gaclawyers.com
207 E. Gray St., Ste. 102
Norman, OK 73071
Telephone: 405-238-1000
Facsimile: 405-238-1001
Attorneys for Petitioners 

1-888-815-2672
WANT TO BUY

OLD GUITAR$ WANTED!  LARRY 
BRING$ CA$H for vintage USA  
guitars, tube amps, banjos, mandolins, 
etc. Fender, Gibson, Martin, Gretsch, 
others. Call or text 918-288-2222.  
www.stringswest.com

NEWSPAPER FOR SALE
AWARD-WINNING WEEKLY com-
munity newspaper in Stephens 
County for sale. Contact Todd at 
580-641-6356.

ADVERTISE STATEWIDE
Put your message where it mat-
ters most – IN OKLAHOMA 
NEWSPAPERS. We can place 
your ad in 132 newspapers.  
For more information or to place 
an ad, contact Landon Cobb at  
(405) 499-0022 or toll-free in OK at 
1-888-815-2672.

OKLAHOMA 
CLASSIFIED

AD NETWORK
FOR MORE INFO CALL  

FREE 16X48FT DOUGHBOY 
above ground pool, 

must disassemble & haul away.
Call for details @ 405-360-6543 

IMPOUND AUTO AUCTION
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC!

SAT. NOVEMBER 15TH, 2025,
10:00AM

4202 CLASSEN CIRCLE 
NORMAN 73071

OVER 70 CARS, TRUCKS, VANS,
& M/C.

QUALITY TOWING
(405) 360-1869

WWW.QUALITYTOWINGOK.COM

3209 DOVE CROSSING DR.
Friday & Saturday, 9am-2pm

Household items, toys, Craft kits &
supplies, & misc. items.
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Pursuant  to the Oklahoma Self-Service
Storage Facility Lien Act, notice is here-
by given that Pacific  Investment Group,
LLC,  d/b/a  Sunshine  Self  Storage  at
429. E. Robinson St. Norman Ok, 73071
will  sell  at  public  auction  the  personal
property  in the below-listed occupant?s
leased unit(s) to satisfy the owner's lien.
The personal property  stored therein by
the following occupants may include, but
is  not limited to, general household, of-
fice and personal items,  furniture,  box-
es, clothes, and appliances.  The unit(s)
will be sold at public auction through on-
line  auction  services  of www.storage-
treasures.com with bids opening at 6:00
PM on 12/05/25 and closing at 6:00 pm
on 12/18/25.
Unit 131 Oscar Velasco 727 N. Findlay
Ave, Norman OK 73071
Mattress,  mirror,  table,  dressers,  chair,
clothes

BIG GARAGE SALE
Summit Lakes Edition

601 Park Hollow Ct., Norman
Thurs. 11/13, Fri. 11/14, Sat. 11/15

8am-5pm
All New: Sofa, large chair, dinette

set, recliner, & 3 bar stools.
Bedroom set, refrigerator, tools,

grill, men's (big & tall), ladies cloth-
ing, houseware, home décor, cur-

tains, comforters, carpet shampoo-
er, vacuum sweeper, & much,

much more to come see!

For News & Weather UpdatesFor News & Weather Updates
.comcom.comcom.com

ranscriptNormanNorman

JOEY CAPPELLETTI, MATT 
BROWN AND MEG 

KINNARD
ASSOCIATED PRESS

WASHINGTON — Demo-
crat Adelita Grijalva was 
sworn in as the newest 
member of Congress on 
Wednesday, more than seven 
weeks after she won a special 
election in Arizona to fill the 
House seat last held by her late 
father.

Grijalva was sworn in by 
House Speaker Mike Johnson, 
R-La., on Wednesday shortly 
before the House returned 
to session to vote on a deal 
to fund the federal govern-
ment. After delivering a floor 
speech, Grijalva signed a dis-
charge petition to eventually 
trigger a vote to release files 
related to Jeffrey Epstein, 
giving it the needed 218 sig-
natures.

Grijalva’s seating brings the 
partisan margin in the House 
to a narrow 219-214 Repub-
lican majority. She vowed to 
continue her father’s legacy 
of advocating for progressive 
policies on issues like environ-
mentalism, labor rights and 
tribal sovereignty.

In a speech on the House 
f loor after being sworn in, 
Grijalva said it was time for 
Congress “to restore a full 
and check and balance to this 
administration.”

“We can and must do better. 
What is most concerning is 
not what this administration 
has done, but what the major-
ity of this body has failed to 
do,” she said.

The seating of Grijalva 
brings an end to a weekslong 
delay that she and other Dem-
ocrats said was intended to 
prevent her signature on the 
Epstein petition .

Johnson had refused to seat 
Grijalva while the chamber 
was out of session, a decision 
that prompted condemnation 
from Grijalva, a lawsuit from 
Arizona’s attorney general 
and speculation that Johnson 
was delaying her induction 
into the House to stall a vote 
on whether to require the 
Justice Department release 
documents related to the late 
convicted sex trafficker.

Grijalva had said she would 
join the petition from Rep. 
Thomas Massie, R-Ky., after 
taking office, giving it the 
218 signatures needed. Three 
Republicans have signed onto 
Massie’s petition — Reps. 
Lauren Boebert of Colorado, 
Nancy Mace of South Carolina 
and Marjorie Taylor Greene of 
Georgia.

President Donald Trump 
has been reaching out about 
the Epstein petition to Boe-
bert and Mace, according to a 
person familiar with the effort 
who was not authorized to dis-
cuss it publicly.

A BUSY FIRST DAY
Grijalva’s arrival kicks off 

a busy day on Capitol Hill as 
hundreds of House members 
return, their trips potentially 
complicated by travel delays 
caused by the shutdown.

Lawmakers who win special 
elections typically take the 
oath of office on days when 
legislative business is con-
ducted. But with the House 
out of session since Sept. 19, 
Johnson had said he would 
swear her in when everyone 
returned. He did swear in two 
Republican members this year 
when the chamber was not in 
legislative session.

“I don’t think he’s thought 
of anything that he’s doing, 
in this case, as anything 
personal,” Gr ija lva told 
The Associated Press in an 
interview. “It feels personal 
because, literally, my name 
was attached. I also know 
that if I were a Republican, 
I would have been sworn in 
seven weeks ago.”

“We’ve been waiting for this 
so long that it’s still surreal,” 

she said.
She will start her House 

tenure by voting on the Sen-
ate-passed legislation to 
reopen the government. Gri-
jalva and most Democrats are 
expected to oppose it because 
it does not extend Afford-
able Care Act tax credits that 
expire at the end of the year. 
Republicans can still pass the 
bill with their slim majority.

THE 218TH SIGNATURE 
ON AN EPSTEIN FILE 
DISCHARGE PETITION

Grijalva is the final neces-
sary signature on a discharge 
petition linked to legislation 
that would require the Jus-
tice Department to release all 
unclassified documents and 
communications related to 
Epstein and his sex trafficking 
operation. But her move will 
not mean a vote right away, 
due to House rules.

Massachusetts Rep. Jim 
McGovern, the top Democrat 
on the House Rules Commit-
tee, said he expects voting on 
the Epstein bill to take place in 
early December.

Emails released Wednes-
day from Democrats on the 
House Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Committee are 
likely to reignite interest in the 
issue. Epstein wrote in a 2011 
email that Trump had “spent 
hours” at Epstein’s house with 
a victim of sex trafficking and 
said in a separate message 
years later that Trump “knew 
about the girls.”

“The Democrats selectively 
leaked emails to the liberal 
media to create a fake nar-
rative to smear President 
Trump,” White House press 
secretary Karoline Leavitt 
said in a statement.

Leavitt and Republicans on 
the committee said the per-
son in question was Virginia 
Giuffre, who accused Epstein 
of arranging for her to have 
sexual encounters with a 
number of his rich and pow-
erful friends. Giuffre, before 
she died this year, had long 
insisted that Trump was not 
among the men who had vic-
timized her.

ARIZONA’S 
FIRST LATINA 
CONGRESSWOMAN

Rep. Raúl Grijalva, Adel-
ita’s father, died in March 
after more than two decades 
in the House, where he built 
a reputation as a staunch pro-
gressive.

Adelita Grijalva has long 
been active in local politics. 
She served on the Tucson 
Unified School District board 
before joining the Pima 
County Board of Supervi-
sors, where she became only 
the second woman to lead the 
board.

She won the Sept. 23 spe-
cial election with ease to 
complete the remainder of 
her father’s term, represent-
ing a mostly Hispanic district 
in which Democrats enjoy a 
nearly 2-to-1 voter registration 
advantage over Republicans. 
Grijalva said the win was emo-
tional.

“I would rather have my dad 
than have an office,” she said.

She told the AP that envi-
ronmental justice, tr ibal 
sovereignty and public educa-
tion are among her priorities, 
echoing the work her father 
championed.

“I know that the bar is set 
very high, and the expectation 
is high of what we’re going to 
be able to do once sworn in,” 
she said.

Kinnard reported from 
Columbia, South Carolina.

Grijalva sworn in as 
the House’s newest 

member

J. Scott Applewhite | Associated Press

Speaker of the House Mike Johnson, R-La., holds a 
ceremonial swearing-in for Rep. Adelita Grijalva, D-Ariz., 
left, at the Capitol in Washington, Wednesday, Nov. 12, 
2025.
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File Attachments for Item:

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-31: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF CHAPTER 36 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A 

REPLAT OF THE EAST 236 FEET OF LOT SIX (6) AND THE EAST 200 FEET OF 

LOT SEVEN (7), OF ELMWOOD ADDITION, AND LOT TWELVE (12), IN BLOCK ONE 

(1), OF PARKVIEW ADDITION, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA,

FROM A CCPUD, CENTER CITY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND PLACE 

SAME IN A CCPUD, CENTER CITY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (542 AND 534 S. UNIVERSITY 

BOULEVARD; WARD 4)

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 Planning 

Commission meeting.
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 1/8/2026 

REQUESTER: Noun Hotel, LLC 

PRESENTER: Anais Starr, Planner II 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-31: 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, 
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 OF CHAPTER 36 OF THE 
CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE A REPLAT OF 
THE EAST 236 FEET OF LOT SIX (6) AND THE EAST 200 FEET OF LOT 
SEVEN (7), OF ELMWOOD ADDITION, AND LOT TWELVE (12), IN 
BLOCK ONE (1), OF PARKVIEW ADDITION, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND 
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM A CCPUD, CENTER CITY PLANNED 
UNIT DEVELOPMENT, AND PLACE SAME IN A CCPUD, CENTER CITY 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR THE 
SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (542 AND 534 S. UNIVERSITY BOULEVARD; 
WARD 4)  

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 
Planning Commission meeting. 
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File Attachments for Item:

6. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-30: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS 14 THROUGH

17 AND LOTS 28 THROUGH 36, ALL OF BLOCK 4 IN HARDIE-RUCKER ADDITION, 

TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE R-1, SINGLE-

FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND R-3, MULTIFAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND

PLACE SAME IN A SPUD, SIMPLE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND 

PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (420 E. LINDSEY STREET, 

WARD 7)

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 Planning 

Commission meeting.
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 01/08/2026 

REQUESTER: Islamic Society of Norman 

PRESENTER: Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-30: 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, 
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY 
OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS 14 THROUGH 17 AND LOTS 28 
THROUGH 36, ALL OF BLOCK 4 IN HARDIE-RUCKER ADDITION, TO 
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE R-1, 
SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT, AND R-3, MULTIFAMILY 
DWELLING DISTRICT, AND PLACE SAME IN A SPUD, SIMPLE 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT; AND PROVIDING FOR THE 
SEVERABILITY THEREOF.  (420 E. LINDSEY STREET, WARD 7) 

The applicant requests postponement to the February 12, 2026 
Planning Commission meeting. 
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File Attachments for Item:

7. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, AMENDMENT, 

AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-27: AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 

OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS SEVEN (7), 

EIGHT (8), AND NINE (9), IN BLOCK TWENTY (20), OF WESTPORT 

PROFESSIONAL PARK SECTION SEVEN (7), PART OF THE NE/4 OF SECTION 26, 

T9N, R3W, OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, AND A REPLAT OF LOTS 2 THRU 8, BLOCK

9, WESTPORT PROFESSIONAL PARK, SECTION 2, TO NORMAN, CLEVELAND 

COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-1, LOCAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND 

PLACE THE SAME IN THE C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY;

AND PROVIDING FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (809, 813, 817 26TH 

AVENUE N.W.; WARD 2)

This item has been withdrawn by the applicant.
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CITY OF NORMAN, OK 
STAFF REPORT 

 

 

MEETING DATE: 1/8/2025 

REQUESTER: NMG Properties, LLC 

PRESENTER: Lora Hoggatt, Planning Services Manager 

ITEM TITLE: CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL, ACCEPTANCE, REJECTION, 
AMENDMENT, AND/OR POSTPONEMENT OF ORDINANCE O-2526-27: 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NORMAN, 
OKLAHOMA, AMENDING SECTION 36-201 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY 
OF NORMAN SO AS TO REMOVE LOTS SEVEN (7), EIGHT (8), AND 
NINE (9), IN BLOCK TWENTY (20), OF WESTPORT PROFESSIONAL 
PARK SECTION SEVEN (7), PART OF THE NE/4 OF SECTION 26, T9N, 
R3W, OF THE INDIAN MERIDIAN, AND A REPLAT OF LOTS 2 THRU 8, 
BLOCK 9, WESTPORT PROFESSIONAL PARK, SECTION 2, TO 
NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM THE C-1, LOCAL 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, AND PLACE THE SAME IN THE C-2, 
GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, OF SAID CITY; AND PROVIDING 
FOR THE SEVERABILITY THEREOF. (809, 813, 817 26TH AVENUE 
N.W.; WARD 2) 

This item has been withdrawn by the applicant. 
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