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ORDINANCE NO. 28.095

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 59, SECTION 5150 OF THE OKLAHOMA CITY
MUNICIPAL CODE, 2020, TO INCLUDE ADDITIONAL TERRITORY WITHIN THE SPUD
SIMPLIFIED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT ehrisadimiee iy
vl .

AKS

EviERaENE ORDINANCE

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OKLAHOMA CITY:

SECTION 1. That Chapter 59, Section 5150 of The Oklahoma City Municipal Code,
2020, be amended to change the boundaries of the SPUD Simplified Planned Unit Development
District, as shown upon the District Map to include therein the following described property:

A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES
lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County,
Oklahoma, being more particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2)
of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES being more particularly described by
metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of said Southeast
Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance
of 661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East
a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract 2; THENCE North 89°48721"
West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a distance
of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along
said north line, a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

SECTION 2. (EMERGENCY)
preservation of the peace, health, safety, an
thereof that the provisions of the ordinance
hereby declared to exist by reason whereo inance shall take effect, and be in full force
from and after its passage as provided by

INTRODUCED AND READ in open meeting of the Council of The City of Oklahoma

City, Oklahoma, on this _24TH day of MARCH , 2026

PASSED by the Council and SIGNED by the Mayor of The City of Oklahoma City,

Oklahoma, this _ 16TH day of JUNE ,2026 .
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ADOPTED AS AMENDED SUBJECT TO THE SUMMARY OF TECHNICAL EVALUATION.

MEMORANDUM NI E

6/16/2026

The City of
OKLAHOMA CITY

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Craig Freeman, City Manager

Ordinance on final hearing (emergency) recommended for approval (seven affirmative votes
required for approval) (SPUD-1799), rezoning 5401 South Mustang Road from R-1 Single-
Family Residential District to SPUD-1799 Simplified Planned Unit Development District. Ward
3.

Planning Commission recommended approval subject to the Summary of Technical Evaluation.
52.72% Protest

Deferred from April 21 and May 5 and 19, 2026.

Applicant:
David M. Box, Box Law Group, PLLC
Todd Land & Livestock, Inc.

Purpose:
The purpose of this application is to allow office development.

Background:

On February 26, 2026, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the application
subject to the amended Summary of Technical Evaluation contained in the Planning Commission
staff report, as follows. The applicant has agreed with these conditions, and the SPUD document
has been amended accordingly.

Amended Technical Evaluation:
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Buildings shall be single-story residential-style buildings with pitched composition-style
shingle roofs, the pitch being 6:12 minimum.

S [ cHH ' A_dd
2.5-inch caliper canopy trees shall

to Landscaping Section that within the landscape buffers,

be planted on 20-foot centers.

3. Revise Exhibit B to reflect the access and landscape buffers in Master Design Statement.

4. An 8-foot masonry fence on continuous footing shall be required along the west and south
SPUD boundaries. Along the south boundary, the fence will be limited to the span of the
single-family residential lot that exists on the south.

5. No more than four buildings with a maximum square footage of 7,500 square feet per building
are allowed.




6. Public water and public sewer are required.

7. The landscaping points required for parking areas shall be doubled.

8. The landscaping points required along the northern boundary shall be doubled.

9. A Specific Plan shall be required.

10. Revise Architecture regulations to move cementitious siding from the 70% to the 30%
allowance.

11. No access shall be permitted to SW 54th Street.

Protests:
59 Protests, 9 Legal, 52.72%

Previous Action:
The Ordinance was introduced March 24, 2026, and set for final hearing April 21, 2026.
Appropriate notice was published and mailed.

Review:
Planning Department

Recommendation: Ordinance be adopted.
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ATTORNLYS AT LAW

April 30, 2026

VIA CITY CLERK

The Honorable Bradley Carter

The Honorable James Cooper

The Honorable Katrina Avers

The Honorable Todd Stone

The Honorable Matt Hinkle

The Honorable JoBeth Hamon

The Honorable Camal Pennington
The Honorable Mark K. Stonecipher

Re: Objections to SPUD-1799
Dear City Council,

[ represent Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association (“Thoroughbred”), an
homeowners association located in an agricuiturally zoned arca since 1989. As can be seen by the
cattle grazing in the left-hand side of the below photograph, this development was always intended
to remain agricultural:

Moreover, the only access point to the neighborhood is the above-pictured private road maintained
by Thoroughbred. Inserting an office development off of a Major Arterial Street will necessarily
increase maintenance costs, as people missing turns will undoubtedly occur and will increase the
usage of the private road. The developer will not be responsible for these costs under the current
SPUD, but rather the innocent homeowners.



Amy Simpson
Received


Further, while the City has an ostensible policy of distegarding covenants with regard to
zoning, it is known that the City does in fact request copies of covenants when issuing short-term
rental permits. Therefore, the City’s consideration of covenants in one instance, but not another
would be arbitrary and capricious, as the City is no doubt examining covenants to determine if a
short-term rental permit is allowed per covenants. The City should do the same thing here because
the Covenants explicitly prohibit anything in the proposed SPUD area except “retail trade.” See:
Covenants, at Section 6.' The applicant’s proposed use is not “retail trade,” but rather, office use,
Given the distinction, even within the City Code, between “retail” and “office” use, one can clearly
see that the Covenants prohibit the proposed use. Should this SPUD go through, undoubtedly
litigation would ensue, and the City’s use of covenants in one instance (i.e., short-term rentals),
but not in another (zoning) will certainly be an issue.

Finally, there are 11 technical evaluations for this SPUD. These were necessitated because
the applicant is attempting to put a round peg in a square hole. This area, unlike areas to the south,
is agricultural in nature:

The arcas further south, which do have office/retail space, are also filled with higher-density
neighborhoods. In other words, while there is development to the south that includes retail/office,
the nature of that area is not the same as the nature of this area. The applicant and City can place
as many TEs as they would like, but no TE could ever overcome the fact that this is not an
appropriate use for this area. See: Filed Objections.

Accordingly, Thoroughbred respectfully requests the Council deny the SPUD.

o

Sincerely?
. R e T

L
Collin R. Walke

I'The context of this limitation within the Covenants indicates that the retail space should relate to cattle, swine, or
other agricultural implements.
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SPUD-1799 MASTER DESIGN STATEMENT

This document serves as the Master Design Statement and fulfills the ordinance requirements for the
Simplified Planned Unit Development (Chapter 59, Section 14150.B of the Oklahoma City Municipal
Code, 2020, as amended).

Special Development Regulations:

The following Special Development Regulations and/or limitations are placed upon the development
of the Simplified Planned Unit Development. Planning and zoning regulations will be those that are
in effect at the time of development of this Simplified Planned Unit Development; provided,
however, that the density and or intensity of the SPUD shall not be increased. Development is when
a permit is issued for any construction or addition to any structure on a development tract. Certain
zoning districts are referred to as a part of the Special Development Regulations of this Simplified
Planned Unit Development. For purposes of interpretation of these Special Development
Regulations, the operative and controlling language and regulations of such zoning districts shall be
the language and regulations applicable to the referenced zoning districts as contained in the City of
Oklahoma City's Planning and Zoning Code as such exists at the time of development of this
Simplified Planned Unit Development. In the event of conflict between provisions of this SPUD and
any of the provisions of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code, as amended ("Code"), in effect at the
time a permit is applied for with respect to any lot, block, tract and/or parcel of land subject to this
SPUD, the provisions of the Code shall prevail and be controlling; provided however, that in the
event of a conflict between the Special Use and Development Regulations specifically negotiated as
a part of this SPUD and the provisions of the Code in effect at the time a permit is applied for with
respect to any lot, block, tract and/or parcel of land subject to this SPUD, such Special Use and
Development Regulations of this SPUD shall prevail and be controlling.

1. This site will be developed in accordance with the regulation of the O-1 Limited Office District
(OKC Zoning Ordinance, 2020, as amended), except that the following restrictions will apply:

The following use(s) will be the only use(s) permitted on this site:

8300.1 Administrative and Professional Offices

8200.23 Building Maintenance Services

8300.24 Business Support Services

8250.2 Community Recreation: General

8250.3 Community Recreation: Property Owners Association
8250.4 Community Recreation: Restricted

8250.14 Low Impact Institutional: Neighborhood-Related
8300.53 Medical Services: Restricted

8300.59 Personal Services: Restricted

Marijuana uses and vape shops shall be prohibited within this SPUD.

Buildings shall be single-story residential-style buildings with pitched composition-style shingle
roofs, the pitch being 6:12 minimum.



1.1 Minimum Lot Size:

The minimum lot size shall be 6,000 square feet.

1.2 Minimum Lot Width:
The minimum lot width shall be 100 feet.

Maximum Building Height:
The maximum building height within this SPUD shall be one-story and 20 feet.

Maximum Building Size:
No more than four buildings with a maximum square footage of 7,500 square feet per building
are allowed.

Maximum Number of Buildings:
No more than four buildings with a maximum square footage of 7,500 square feet per building
are allowed.

Building Setback Lines
Building setback lines shall be as follows:

25 feet from the SPUD boundary lines along the north, south, east, and west.

Sight-Proof Screening:

An 8-foot masonry fence on continuous footing shall be required along the west and south
SPUD boundaries. Along the south boundary, the fence will be limited to the span of the single-
family residential lot that exists on the south.

Landscaping:

The subject parcel shall meet all requirements of the City of Oklahoma City’s Landscaping
Ordinance in place at the time of development, except that a 20-foot landscape buffer will be
provided along the north, west and south SPUD boundaries. Within the landscape buffers, 2.5-
inch caliper canopy trees shall be planted on 20-foot centers.

The landscaping points required for parking areas shall be doubled. The landscaping points
required along the northern boundary shall be doubled.

Signs:
Per code, except freestanding signs are limited to a maximum of 8 feet high and are not permitted
along SW 54™ Street. EMD signs are not permitted within this SPUD

Access:
Access shall be limited to one curb cut off S. Mustang Rd. No access shall be permitted to SW
54 St



II.

10.

Sidewalks

Five (5) foot sidewalks shall be constructed on the arterial street with each development parcel,
or six (6) foot sidewalks shall be required if the sidewalk is constructed adjacent to the curb,
subject to the policies and procedures of the Public Works Department. Four (4) foot sidewalks
shall be constructed on the interior streets prior to any occupancy certificates being issued.

Other Development Regulations:

1.

Architecture:

Exterior building wall finish on all main structures, exclusive of windows and doors, shall
consist of a minimum 70% brick veneer, rock or stone masonry. No more than 30% EIFS
(Exterior Insulation Finish System), stucco, and cementitious siding (including, but not limited
to, the brand commonly known as James Hardie) shall be permitted. Exposed concrete block
buildings shall not be permitted.

Open Space:
Open space shall be in accordance with the base zoning district.

Street Improvements:
N/A.

Site Lighting:
The site lighting in this SPUD shall be in accordance with Chapter 59, Article XII, Section 59-
12350 of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

Dumpsters:

Dumpsters shall be located within an area screened by a fence or masonry wall of sufficient
height that screens the dumpster from public streets and residences and shall be placed no closer
than 50 feet from all property lines adjacent to residential zoning district or use.

Trash collection facilities in this SPUD shall be in accordance with Chapter 49 of the Oklahoma
City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

Parking:
The design and number of all parking facilities in this SPUD shall be in accordance with Chapter
59, Article X of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

Maintenance:

Maintenance of the common areas, private drainage easements, private drives, and islands /
medians in the development shall be the responsibility of the property owner or Property Owners
Association. No structures, storage of material, grading, fill, or other obstructions, including
fences, either temporary or permanent, that shall cause a blockage of flow or an adverse effect on
the functioning of the storm water facility, shall be placed within the common areas intended for
the use of conveyance of storm water, and/or drainage easements shown. Certain amenities such
as, but not limited to, walks, benches, piers, and docks, shall be permitted if installed in a manner
to meet the requirements specified above.



8. Drainage:
Development of this parcel will comply with Chapter 16 of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code,
2020, as amended.

9. Other:
Public water and public sewer are required.
A Specific Plan shall be required.
III.  Supporting Documents

Exhibit A: Legal Description
Exhibit B: Conceptual Site Plan



SPUD-1799 Exhibit A — Legal Description

A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES
lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21), Township
Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma,
being more particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the
unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES being more particularly described by metes and
bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; THENCE
South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of 661.83 feet to the
Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the
Southeast corner of said Tract 2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance
of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north
line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line, a distance of 260.00
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.



Exhibit B

5501 SOUTH MUSTANG ROAD
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN PLAN
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A uacl of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHRRED ACRES lying in the Nonh Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Okishoma, belng more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (1) of the unrccorded plal of THOROUGIIBREDR
ACRES being more pasticularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Northesst comer of
said Southeast Quanier; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, slong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distarice of
6618 fort 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00*i4'16" Exx a distance of 662.01 feet (o the Southeast comner of said Tract
2; THENCE Nonh RO*4R2Y* Wes, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 foet; THENCE Notth 00* 146" West &
distance of 661.92 feet to & polnt on the aonh line of said Tract 2; THENCE Sooth 89%49°29" East, along ssid north tine,
& distance of 260,00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Nams of Property Owner, D\'!OU’\V'\ Al l{/y\

1 herebry object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE I8 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for u reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I foe! this way, but the realtors marketing in this ares do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Jt is sev up for entertaining and
walching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife throngh the winter!

REMAX Egergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
end traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o sell homes if their solling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aonsing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercisl and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they feannol] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD slearly and unequivocally “negatively impaot{s] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Addross of Property Owner: D2 13 Tugﬁr Stong. pr. MUETan ¢
Property Owner:{

Signature of
Date: VW [2S




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wacl of tand being 5 part Trsct Two (2} of the unrocorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nonth $ialf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEA) af Section Tweniy-one (21},
Township Eleven (1) Nonh, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklehoma, being more
particutariy described s follows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Two (1) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more panticularly descrited by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
maid Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 001416 Exn, along the cast line of said Southeast GQuarter, a distance of
66103 fext to the Northenst ooy of Teact Two (2} of the unrecondad plat of THOROUGIHBRED ACRES and U
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16™ Exnt a distahce of 662.01 feet 16 the Southeast comer of said Tract
L THENCE Notth 89°48721™ West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 foct: THENCE North 00° 14'16* West a
distance of 661.92 feat 10 a point on the vorth line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89*49°19* Eaxt, ahmg said north line,
o distarce of 260,00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: :)/,:?J’ 24/ _T/éé_/‘;l

Ihereby objeot to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
smenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the baokyard. % is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. Witk the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife throngh the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
ond traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Mediwm Intensity. This is essentially
the same es Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Rousing densities”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[o]ommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Brophasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly nnd unequivoocally “negatively impact[s) the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owaer: {6/} 7’2’“{»{,‘; (T omtel QWK%,/’ ,

< =

Signature

of Property
Date: 204 - T4

==

= 7.70(y




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a patt Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES ying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-oae (2 B,
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indisn Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00914'16" East o distanee of 662.01 leet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE Norih 89948'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE Nonth (0°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" East, aloay said north fine,
adistance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

) LA
Name of Property Owner: \Z\‘r)\f\ft Z, m,\(‘ e \(’" \9“\'\{6\{

| hereby object to propased SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMNMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, wiil
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects ol our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS"}.




In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private roud. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increasc costs for road maintenance. 1t is inequitable to ¢xpect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also fool the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a}ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood, 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade”
i not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p, 2 (Child carc centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uscs, cte.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fali within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs, That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be crected on lots
1,2, 4,6, 8, or I5...nearcr than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.)
This filing, two years alter the original, clearly cvinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities” (Emphasis supplied)  And so, while “[cJommercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriatel,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential
character.”” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearty and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 640\ 6(,() Ef)"{* \" {5"(‘
Signaturc of Property Owner: /th V,JZ?TU Date:  \\ [l ?—_( 25

W\\L\/\J\QL O/Cd\/uu\\&

* Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant woukd have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent ot an architectiral review committee before construction could commence, Seer CC & NRs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Qklahkoma, being more
purticularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Souwtheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°F4'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Norbeast corner of Tract Two (23 of the mnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East » distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48721" West, alonp said south lineg, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Norlh 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 fect to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 {zet to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

A - 2 ’ (T 1. P
Name of Property Owner: (. A 13/7/ //7.’4 1R.CE T &; K,&\ t?_,-;;,,\j (%.CH?_,'\;.(; K

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood [eel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, wilh its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, excepl tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it,
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is cleatly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . " While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category, See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, elc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.”’ (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD ecleatly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: //f & 4 2 S/ (;}4’ -4 Nl T

{
Signature of Property Ownet: / 2 2tgnt cen Dater | fl// A f L1
N T
\_,.’(CLL_‘_’ —'{"gét‘fg ’(:';—.5.‘_,'} l ( i 5/‘-‘1‘-) _»?S

! Lven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence, Sve: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




THOROUGHERED APRES ADDI 707
ROMEOWNERS ASSOLIATION

Katrina Avers

Ward 3 Councilwoman

City Hall

200 N Walker

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Date: 1/15/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

Dear Mrs. Avers,
Congratulations on your appointment to Ward 3 last year. [ know you are excited about
the challenges of the office. We are pleased you are also a small farm owner in our ward.

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. I would like to add some content to this
matter from our perspective. Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition was developed in
1989 as (16) 5-acre tracts for families looking for semi-rural living with the ability to
have horses or cattle and other small farm animals and enjoy a diverse amount of wildlife
along our creek. The addition has an equestrian appearance with a single outlet to a
private road as SW 54™ street and has been a great place to live for more than 30 years
until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas (Todd Land & Livestock Inc.) wants to
impose a commercial enterprise inside our addition boundaries which recently applied to
OKC for rezoning. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was once part of
four lots owned together by one owner.

The original developer was granted single family residential zone on all lots, including
the subject property and we would desperately want to keep it that way. Our covenants
and restrictions do not convey any reason to an owner to operate under a commercial
zoning. The corporate owners are members of the Thoroughbred Homeowners
Association and are not interested in working with the Association on the covenant
restrictions. It appears we would have to file suit against the owners to protect the value
and character of our addition if this application were to be approved and to go forward as
a commercial zone.

We are in hopes that the OKC council will reject the application in our favor to preserve
our long-established residential zoning that was granted in the beginning. It is still a very
active Homeowners community. We are not opposed to commercial development in
otherwise commercial areas, just not inside a long-established neighborhood governed by
Homeowners Covenants. We would have to change our covenants to include parameters
intended for commercial restrictions which I don’t believe has ever been done before and
have many obvious conflicts.



Thoroughbred Acres hosted a meeting recently with the owner’s representative and Box
Law firm (which submitted the application) only to find out they already presume this
application will be approved by the city and are only interested in knowing which type of
business would be acceptable to the homeowners. The Association of course has rejected
any type of consideration at this time as this application has not been approved to date,
and it is currently still a residential zone until we go through the process and a decision
by OKC council is granted for some unpredictable reason.

Our covenants do provide only two exceptions for two of the lots, 1 and 2, for retail trade
(and is intentionally not defined as what trade is to be determined by the association)
such as commercial breeding of animals or raising swine. This is only permitted when
there is, and I will paraphrase; “no noxious or offensive trade or enterprise carried out,
nor shall it become an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood”. The operation of a
commercial business inside Thoroughbred would be an unwanted nuisance. These
restrictions are enforced as a residential zone and are not intended for commercial zoning
purposes. Switching this property to a commercial zone while in a Homeowners
Association change all the intentions of the restrictions in place for residential purposes
and will only have relevance when considered as a residential zone. Further, the amended
covenants have removed the exceptions all together and the next owners would have to
remove the enterprise and would not be allowed to do the same. What happens when the
business closes? The subject lot will still be under the jurisdiction of the residential
covenants and restrictions. The second provision to lot 1 & 2 is that the owner has the
option to build a house on the lot or leave undeveloped to use as pasture or buffer from
the highway. One of the two lots has already constructed a house.

Please be advised that Thoroughbred Acres was not listed on the required properties to be
notified on the application. However, Ledge Stone Addition (bordered on the south side
of the subject property) was notified. I believe this was intentional strategy by the subject
property owners that wanted this to get this passed without notifying the Thoroughbred
Acres Homeowners proper. We have collected and submitted 45 signed objection
affidavits that was sent to the planning commission from the surrounding area
(Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject
property with 80 percent or (12) of those on the required properties to be notified within
300 feet of the subject property objecting to the rezoning and the rest near the
homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as well to the rezoning of the subject
property. These affidavits should be already received by the planning commission.

I hope that this information has in some way provided guidance to the decision before
you make a final decision as it matters a great deal to those living near the rezoning lot.
Thank you for your consideration

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54™ Street Mustang, OK 73064 || N o 405.615.1642
(See Attachment below for entrance view and layout of all lots in Thoroughbred Acres)



THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY
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This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres

combines a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its
commercial uses, will absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our
neighborhood and negatively impact on its rural characteristics. The subject lot is on the
left side shown with cattle grazing. Also, more than 40% of homeowners here have
horses or cattle.




Johnson, Thad A

From: Cary Barger

Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2026 6:28 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Subject: Fw: Objection affidavits to SPUD-1799

Attachments: Creekside signed Objection to SPUD 1799.pdf; Thoroughbred objection Affidavit

outside the list of notification.pdf; Ledgestone signed required contact objection to
SPUD 1799.pdf; OKC council signed objection affidavits SPUD 1799.pdf

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

From: Cary Barger

Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2026 6:24 PM

To:

Subject: Objection affidavits to SPUD-1799

Please review the attached cover letter outlining the objection affidavits obtained on both the required
notice landowners noted in the subject SPUD-1799 and others outside the 300 ft range. All total it
identifies (45) homeowners and business owners near the location of the lot application for rezoning
from Residential to Commercial zone in the established Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition. This
application comes up before the planning commission on February 12th. We are opposed to the rezoning
proposed. This is not a good fit for the Addition, community or traffic concerns.

Respectfully,

Cary Barger

President of Thoroughbred Acres Addition

405.615.1642



Johnson, Thad A

From: Cary Barger

Sent: Monday, February 2, 2026 3:44 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Cc:

Subject: Thoroughbred Acres SPUD-1799 Objections
Attachments: director council objection letter 2026.pdf

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
Attention: Geoffrey Butler, Director of City Council / planning commission
From: Cary Barger President Thoroughbred Acres Addition

Please see the attached brief on our objections to the subject SPUD. Despite our good faith negotiations
with the applicant and Box Law firm in the last few weeks concerning this matter, we are too far apart
from reaching an agreement in changing the current Zoning and the proposed commercial zoning and
use of same. There are just too many differences in what they desire, and our use of the residential
addition and the established covenants and restrictions. The two uses are just incompatible. Therefore,
we request you consider our perspective in the attached letter in your decision to reject the application
of the Lot owner to change to Commercial Zone.

Thank you,



TROROUIHERED APTES ADDI7ION
BOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

Jeoffrey Butler

OKC Council

Date: 2/2/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799 Agenda set for February 12%, 2026

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition is requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone. I would like to share the basis of why this
application is not a good fit for our established HOA community, which is inside our
boundaries and part of the Thoroughbred covenants.

What the application does not consider is that all the lots were first developed to qualify
for urban Farm use as well as residential internally by design. All lots are just over 5
acres each qualify for tax exemption as farm use. More than half of the lot owners still
have horses and or cattle, donkeys etc., as the original owner of the subject lot did as well
in the beginning. They owned (4) lots together to begin with and ran horses and cattle.
The current owner illegally changed the subject lot to less than (4) acres without
notification to the HOA which now seeks to change the character and value of our
Addition.

The subject lot owner would have you to believe that the covenants permit converting his
lot for commercial gain. The covenants only permit the subject lot for commercial
breeding of animals, any swine or retail trade as an urban farm or residential lot. At one
point, it did indeed have trade in cattle and horses which was permitted, but not as
commercial trade. It goes on to prohibit all other types of businesses for public use or any
noxious or offensive trade, or which may become a nuisance to the neighborhood which
it would become in our opinion in many obvious ways if allowed to set up commercial
enterprise inside the HOA boundaries. Our covenants was not set up to enforce a
commercial enterprise. This section of the covenants has since been revised to omit any
business activity to avoid any confusion in the future. Even if this were allowed for this
lot, the next owner would have to remove any commercial activity and revert it back to
residential use.

We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits (Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and
Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject property with 80 percent or (12) of those on
the required properties to be notified within 300 feet of the subject property objecting to
the rezoning and the rest near the homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as
well to the rezoning of the subject property. See attached for our collection of objections
to rezoning and permitting commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Thank you for your consideration.



See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300° ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 54 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54 Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoc VO 11509 SW 55 Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500’ from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see below)



SIGNED OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300’ NOT LISTED ON
REQUIRED NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES — (12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54" Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54" Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54™ Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54" Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54™ Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54 Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54 Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 54" Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54™ Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54" Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54 Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54" Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr

Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55 Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55 Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55™ Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54" Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55% Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55™ Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55 Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55 Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56 Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 581" Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54 Street Mustang, OK 73064 || N NG o 405.615.1642



OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Trsct Two (2} of the unrecorded pla of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southcast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5) West of the indian Mendian, Canadian County, Oklaboma, being more
particularly desenibed as follows: The Eaut 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plai of THORQUGHURED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by meics and bounds a2 follows: COMMENCING af the Northeast comer of
said Seutheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eaxt, along the east line of ssid Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66183 fect to the Nonheast comer of Tract Two {21 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00*14'1 6 East  distance of 662.01 feet 10 the Southeast comner of said Tract
2; THIENCE Nonh R9*8'21™ West, along said south linc, & distance of 260.00 fecl; THENCE North 00*14'146™ West o
distance of 661,92 feet to & point on the north line of said Tract 20 THENCE South 89%49'20" Fast, slong said north ling,
a distance of 260,00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: '/,;/d’n c:[a ﬁa r k .S

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I'live in Ledgestone for & reason: 1t combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do 1 feel this way, but the realtors markeling in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard, It i sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other witdlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild fife in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential.  Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aowsing demsities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercia]l and light indusirial uses may be
appropriatel,]” “they Jeannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci{s] the rusal residentis
chameter” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address ofPropcnyOwner: H 5245 SW. 55%3,
Signa Property Owner: é‘g,ﬁéﬂé é@,ﬁ

D /f/ /3 /.2.5‘




OBRJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of Iind being & pant Traet Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North 1inlf of the Southeast Quarier (N2 SE/4} of Section Twenty-one (21),
Townahip Eleven (113 Nonh, Range Five (53 West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoms, belng more
particularly Gescribed as foliows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two {23 of the unrecorded plat of TIOROQUGHIBRED
ACRES being more particularly desceribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ai the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quaner; THENCE South 00* 416" East, slong the cast fin¢ of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66123 fort b0 the Nontheast corney of Tract Two (2} of the unvecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East & distance of 682,01 feet to the Southean comer of aid Toct
2; THENCE North B9*4A21" Wet, along sald south line, a distance of 260,00 feett TUENCE Nonh 00* 1416 Went »
distance of $61.92 fotl © » point on the north line of raid Tract 2t THENCE South 89%49°29" East, slong said nonh fine,
a didance of 260,00 foct 10 the POINT OF BEGINRING,

Name of Property Owner: S&é{a—'&éf 2@’4%

T hereby objest to proposed SPUD-179% for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines s rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. I s set up for entertalning and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you con keep the hot tub and waitch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential, Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it sHows higher Aousing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriste[,]” “they [eannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rura! residential
chamoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:__ 3o/l 7/ CrEL STONE N
Signature £ Property Owner: .,
Date: ///t(,/;os” P %4




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of land bang a pat Trct Two (2} of the unrcorded phnt of
THORQUGHDBRED ACRES iying in the Nonth Half of ihe Southeast Quarter (N72 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indean Mendian, Canadian County, Oklahema, being more
panicatarly deseribed a3 foliows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRBRED
ACRIS being more particularly described by metcs and bounds s follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southcast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16" East, slong the cast finge of smid Southeast Quarter. s distance of
661.8) feet 1o the Nodheast camer of Tract Two (2) of the unrcvorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING:; THENCE South 00° 14°16" Caul a distance of 662,01 fect to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48°21" Wet, slong said south ling, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North n0° 146" West 2
distance of 661 92 feet to & point on the porth hine of said Tract 2; THENCE South R9°49'29" fasy, along sad nonth line,
s distance of 260.00 foet 10 the POINT OF REGINNING. L\

MName of Property Owner: -f‘ ’H’ ﬂr(m(.

I herchy objcet to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due Lo
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combincs a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenitics, Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Nt is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inecrcasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposced under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wiid life in the area.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the Cifty’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities."
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriatef,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: E‘IL I Le[/{év J’/O’\f/ /7);

Y




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A muet of land heing o pal Tract Two (2) of the unsecorded plat of
TIOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Halt of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEA) of Section Twenty-uvie (21
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Gklahoma, heing more
panticularly deseribed as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the ustecordud plat of THOROUGHDRED
ACRES being wore pasticululy deseribed by mctes and bounds as tollows: COMMENCING the Noertheast correr of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South (0°14 16" Fasy, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter. & dislanee of
2618 fect to the Noreast comer of Teact Two (2} of the wrecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES snd the
POINT OF REGINNING: THENCE Sowth 007 1416% Bast 2 distanee of 662,01 fect to the Southeast corner of said ‘frct
3CTHENCE Novh 894828 Weat, along said souih line, a distanee of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonh 00714'16™ West a
disttee of 661.92 feet to 4 puint on the nerth dine of said Trct 2; THENCE South 89™9°29" East, along said nurh line,
it of ZA0.00 Feot to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: :\)CL\/’; d\ E{{ 0 6\ r (C‘L B ro C K W)C{ V’\

1 hereby vhject to proposed SPUD-1799 for (he above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGIIBRED ACRES I8 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

‘his is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural acsthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthelic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and nepatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONBITIONS, AND REsTiICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were fled covering the neighborhood, including the arca for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPULY seeks fo use at least a portion of this private road. The increased trallic wil
obviously fncrease cosls for road maintenance. 1t is inequitable lo expeet homcownuers who do
not desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “fa]il lots, except tracts 1
and 2._shall be used solely as residential lots. . . " However, tract 1 now has 2 house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped troct within the neighborhood. It is cleardy not
in keeping willk the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Scction 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tracl 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retadl trade. . .. While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of Lhe proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fal} within this calegory. See
e.g., SPUD al p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, efe.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within (he intended uses per the




CC&Rs and would ruin the character ol our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. Thatl amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
1, 2,4, 6,8, or [5.. nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lois,” (Emphasis supplied.)
This Liling, two years afler the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of whal can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development puide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentinlly the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher
hrousing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[eJommereial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,[" “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and uncquivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood.  Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 1 \7 O( Sw SL]L H\ S\} » , N\&S—}_af\fg/ OZ 75 O(QL(
Signature

ol
Date: {]-]5 ~A 5

Property Owner:

o, (I lmon

by =




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Rosd

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trect of jand being o part Tracd Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hzlf of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21
Township Eleven (11) North, Runge Five ($) West of the Indian Meridian, Csnadian County, Oklahoma, being mone
particularly describod as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pint of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particutarly describod by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING mi the Nonheast comer of
sid Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southead Quarter, 2 distance of
661,43 Fort ko the Northeast corner oF Trsct Two (2} of the unnocorded plat of THORODUGHBRED ACRES aod the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South D0°14'16" Eas{ a distance of 662.01 feel o the Southeast corner of sxid Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south fine. a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE North 00*14'16" West 5
distance of 661.92 feet 10 8 point on the north Hac of ssid Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29* Fast, slong aid nosh line,
adistance of 26000 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: (:C O &7 5{\\/

T hereby object 10 proposed SPU{)-}'?% for llge sbove-referenced legal deseription due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAY. COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a teason: It combines a rural feo] with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphusis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rursl: Mediurm Intensity. This is essentiplly
the same a5 Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aousing densifles”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriate] )’ “they feannot] negotively impact the rural residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that yon deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: (”/0!:1 Sl/\J S§¥a’\ -
s T

Date:




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tt of bmd lxing o part Tract Two {2) of the vnrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21}
Township Elgven (11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indisa Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoma, befng more
pariculariy described as follows: The Eaxt 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of U unrecorded plas of THOROUGHIBRER
ACRES being more particulatly deseribed by mews and bounds as follows: COMMENCING et the Northeast comet of
nld Sounheast Quarter; THENCE South 90°14°16™ Easi. along the east line of sald Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661 33 foct to the Nonheant comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrcoorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 60" 14'15” Exst # distsrice of 662.01 feet 10 the Sounhewsn comer of said Tracl
2; THENCE Nonh 894821 Wesl, along said south fine, 3 distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE Nunh 00*14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet w a point on the nonth line of said Trsct 2, THENCE Sowth £9*49729” East, along said north Jine,
a distance of 260.00 (et 4o the POINT OF BEGINRING.

Name of Property Owner: Z)Z’)(’V‘f" CO///;/"\"

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due 10
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rumal feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the resltors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesoms ~ the backyard. I It set up for entzriaining and
watching the wild lfe. With the right offer you carn keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter]

RE/MAX Euergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (smphasis supplied), Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
sbility to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire ares surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
dsvelopment guide, the preseat land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rursl-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing demsiries.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriatef,)” “they [connot] negatively inpact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoonlly “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, Irespectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owaer;_ & GO fje:fjvloﬂe’ D, Aysteg

Signature f Property Owner;
Duter_J/ /b~ 25—

4




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A twact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00714'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2. THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south linc, a distance of 260.00 feer; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north fine of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description.

Address of Property Owner: S\Tf& { 50{4 ]% 4/] "(4/4”]9' KJ/,
F & ’
Signature of Property Owner: (/ // Z/’/ o Date: / ,2 ‘/ /2 ‘.;2 ﬂ ,7 y




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of iand being a part Tract Two (2) of the uwrecorded plat of
THORCUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarier (N/2 SE/4) of Scelion Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Fraet Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more pariicularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South (0°14'16" East, along (he east fine of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of (he vnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
PQINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a dislance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°40'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: C,hris and Bﬁ’H‘am{ C&Amm‘mas

[ hereby object 1o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics,




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were liled covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
secks 1o use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2,,.shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, fand] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p,
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To furiher show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15.. .nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots,” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed

SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: \ V1Y ® b\‘\] Sj P Sheet N\"“f%'“’“) le. T30k
Signature of Property Owner: / b /

g

Date; \\ [1% !26

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Rosad

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of tand being » part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES iying in the North Holf of the Southeas! Quarter (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) Wesl of the Indizn Meridian, Canadlan County, Oklshoma, being mone
particularly described a3 follows: The Eant 260,06 fect of Trect Two ¢2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Novthesst comer of
said Seenhesst Cuariers THENCE South 00°14°16™ East. along the cast line of sald Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66183 feet 1o the Northesst corver of Tract Two (2) of the untecovded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" East a distanee of 662,01 foet 10 the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89482 1™ West, along waid south line, a distance of 260,00 foet: THENCE North 00° [4'16" West &
distance of 661.92 feel 1o point on the north tine of ssid Trect 23 THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said nonh line,
a dlusnce of 260,00 feet Lo the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: AP‘\ZQ) 2 Ffe

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal daseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONEF. IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not onty do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, Jt Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Enetgy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Ineressing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The eatire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residentisl, Per the City’s
development guide, the present jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
tho same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densiries.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprinte],]” “they [cannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character’ (Bmphasis
supplied }

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
chamoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner; >z ——rlquZ.. E-ﬂf'(‘)d‘lt' '55_
oo LT

Signature f
Dlate: ”/)S/?og‘




CBJECTION TO SFUD-1759
Location: 5401 South Musiang Roead

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of lend belng 2 pant Traet Two (1) of the unrocorded plat of
THOROUGHDBRED ACRES tying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indian Merldian, Canadian County, Okizhoma, being more
particularly described as foltows: The Exst 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecarded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeast comer of
1id Soutbesst Quanier: THENCE South 00V 4'18" East, slong the east tine of ssld Soutbeast Quarter. 8 distance of
661,33 fort o the Nonbesst coraetr of Tract Two (2} of the untecorded plat of TIIOROUGHBRED ACRES sad the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00* |4'16" Pax & distance of 662,01 feet to the Southenst comer of mid Tract
2; THENCE Nonh 89°48:21° West, along said south line, & distance of 260.00 fect! THENCE North 00* 1416 West »
distance of 661,92 feet 0 & point on the north Hine of mid Tract 22 THENCE South 89°4929° East, along muid north tine,
o distance of 260,00 Teet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \S\(AL\{ FuNys

L hereby abject to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description dus o
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS ARURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines & rural feel with close proximity to urben
amenities, Not only do I fes! this way, but the realtors matketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome « the baokyerd. [t ix se? up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offfer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o seil homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

Ths entire ar¢a murounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land uss typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same a8 Rural-Low Typology Areas, “except that it allows higher howsing denxitier”
{Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[o]ommercial and light industriel uses may be
appropriate,]” “Chey [eannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.) ‘

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively tmpact]s] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Azcordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5—6"9 Lf(J(/l{S"}Qém;ﬂ,Dr Wa!

f)iagmnuu of Property ’ M
{e: o { 1
= 1= /98/-55‘




CRIECTEON 1O ST 1799
Focatton S40§ South Mustang Rosud

LEGAL, DESCRIPTION: A s af Tud bong w0 part L bae 420 of the earccendad phic o
FERMSROECHITIE D ACRES By e the Nontho 30D o e Sosthe v Oaicre 188 281 Dol Soctan Taonty ose 101
Toswnshep Dlevan ol Nootho Jnge Five £38 Wost of the bisboy Mooabon, Canulog Coang Ol dhwina, bome pnie
pwtoulaiy doecnbuad as Sollows Fhie Dot 26000 foor of Dot Twae (3 ob the urecondod pha ot THOROU GBI D
ACRES Bomg v patcabby desordiod Byomctos and Boranle ac tolloes COMMESCENG Al the Seathe et coraer ol
wand Sontheast Ghaarder, THENCE Sonth 0 EEIGT ot alony the cast fime of v od Sontleat Qoorter o disteain o of
G b S feet o e Norhoast vomct of Tracd Two O ob e saecendad plst ol EHOROU GBI T ACRES sel the
POUNT O1 BEGINNING, TUENCE Souwth 0088107 Tacta disbee of 667 0F Fogt tothy Seaatheast cotiner ol ~ad 4130
DOFEEESNCE Noeth 835207 W abomg cand sonth bine o diinge o P00 fecr FEESNCE Noash 0 107007 Wt
dintange o 66197 oo g painten the nerth hoe o vk Towe 20 ETESCT Sowf g 49 29 Fad alang ek sonth b

adisbnee of 26800 Gt POINT O D1 GENNING
e . Ve -
S RTEREV/UIL(S

{herely object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-eterenced lepat deseription due to
the tollowing

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL CONMMUNITY

=

Name of Property Owner L (OO0 |

)

[hss s the entrimce to our peighborhood As vou can see, Thoroughibred Acees combines
a nesghbarhood teel with o raral sesthetic The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absotetehy deereise the aesthetic and Tunctional aspects of our nesghborbood and negatively

1. - LR 4 -

impact s niral charastenshics

A TiE Covisasts, Cospions, asn Restric poss (fPCCERSY)

In 1989, CO&Rs were Nled covenng the neighbothood, meludmyp the wea for the
proposed SPUDY The CC&Rs explun that 8 W 54" Sticet s w pivate 1oind - Howeva, the
proposed SPUEY seek 1o e ot Jeast a portton of Bus prvite eoad The ineressed aflie wall
abvionsdy merease costs for road mantenance  [U s omequatable o expect homeowners who do
ot desre commezenal developmient 1o also foot the bilb T the unwanted  commercrat
developrent’s

e praposed SPUD pecfor tract 2, and the CC& R do stte that afil lol, exeept tacts |
and 2 Sdisl] be nsed solely s reaidentiad oty " However, tract 1 now has a house on o
Leaving tract 2 i the sole surviving undeveloped truet within the neighborhood  TUis elenly nat
m keepang with the CO&Re, nor the overad] developiment in the wrea, for office/retnd
develupinent As proof, Section 6 ol the CCERS Biits what could be developed within truet 2
ter cormsereral breedmy of wnnoals, any swine, [d] any setail wade. 7 While “retah trede”
i ot defined, pany ol the proposed SPODY pses centainly do not Gl within this estegory, See
epr SPUD aty 2Chdd care centers, hustness sapport services, and Dwelbing Units and Mixed
Floes, ele )

To funther show il the poposed wses do ot el within the mteided nses per the
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CC&Rs and would ruin the characier of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was o third amendment
lo the CC&Rs, That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be ereeted on lots .
1, 2,4,6,8, or I5...ncarer than 10 fect from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) E
This filing, two years aller the original, clearly evinces an intent to make traet 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uscs in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations ol what can be developed on tract 2,

Per the City's development guide, the present land uvse typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentinlly the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphusis supplicd.) And so, while “{c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriatel,}” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed i
SPUD., |

Address of Property Owner: 3t . %US{ 7 0{04

Signature of Property Owner:

Date: “ F |5),3ng’5’
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Dear Katrina Avers,

| am writing to strongly oppose the SPUD-1799 proposal to rezone Lot 2 in Thoroughbred Acres 10
commercial. This neighborhood, established in the late 1980s, was intentionally designed as premier
acreages dedicated to the cattle and horse community, with a rich history of families involved in
equine sports such as barrel racing, racehorses, and team roping. My home, built by the HL Todd
family, originally consisted of four 5-acre lots with cross-fenced pastures, a custom barn with stables,
and a fully piped and lighted roping arena that rivaled many round-up clubs. As a teenager in the
early 1990s, | spent countless weekends roping on the very property where my family now resides.

When Rita and HL moved on, the property was sold to Don Hall, who continued the tradition of feam
roping competitions and clinics. However, before the sale, the property boundaries were altered
without notifying the established HOA, dividing my current homesite, the arena and barn, and the
two pasture lots. These changes, necessitated by existing fixed structures on original property lines,
transformed the four 5-acre lots into 5, 5, 6, and 4-acre parcels. Lots 1 and 2 were exempt from
building fo provide a buffer to Mustang Road for adjoining lot owners. Upon learning of these
changes, the HOA made an exception allowing residence on this property, although it was originally

5 acres.

Had | known there was any possibility of a lot within this well-established residential neighborhood
being rezoned commercial, | would never have purchased my property. Our community works
tirelessly fo maintain and improve our homes, preserving the neighborhood's desirability. More than
half of the residents have lived here for many years, drawn by the location and well-kept properties.
County records value all properties at $500,000 or more, with two homes selling last year for over a
million dollars due to the neighborhood’s prime location, established character, and private road.

Allowing this rezoning would severely diminish our property values and disrupt the quality of life we
cherish—acreages that offer a peaceful retreat from the hustle and bustle of city living. While |
support growth necessary for community success, it must be managed responsibly. Mustang Road,
from 59th to 1-40, offers numerous opportunities for commercial development without sacrificing our

neighborhood to another gas station, hotel, apartment complex, or bar.

The increased traffic from ongoing commercial projects south and east of us already complicates
access fo SW 54th onto Mustang Road. A recent serious accident on October 14th, involving a vehicle
stopped to turn onto SW 54th, highlights the dangers. Oklahoma City's enthusiasm for commercial
growth and revenue often comes at the expense of safety. Infrastructure improvements have not
kept pace; Mustang Road remains outdated, lacking necessary widening and designated turn lanes

to accommodate growth.




| urge you to consider these concerns carefully when this proposal is reviewed by you and the
planning commission next month. The negative impact on our residential neighborhood would be

significant. | would welcome the opportunity to meet with you personally and show you our street 1o

demonstrate the unique value and character of our community.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

Sincerely, Cory Franks and family

11500 SW 54th ST.




Johnson, Thad A

From: Tasha Franks

Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 3:07 PM
To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning
Subject: Opposition to SPUD-1799 Proposal

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

| am writing as a deeply invested resident of this community to express my heartfelt opposition to the proposed rezoning of the residential lot at
the entrance of our neighborhood. This lot sits at the gateway to a small, peaceful community of only 15 homes - all on five acre parcels - and
one single private feeling street that ends in a quiet cul-de-sac.

When my family chose this home, we did so because we believed in the peaceful, stable promise of a small somewhat secluded residential
neighborhood with spacious lots. The lot behind us is woven into that sense of home. To convert it to commercial use would bring noise, lights,
traffic, danger, and daily uncertainty at the front of a very quiet residential street. This is not just a zoning change; it is a disruption to our quality
of life, our privacy, and our security.

This neighborhood is more than a place we live. It is our sanctuary. It is slow, peaceful, and intentionally protected by its zoning and HOA
covenants. A commercial development at its entrance would fundamentally and permanently change the character and safety of every person
and family who lives here.

Our neighborhood is small and close-knit. Many of us moved here because of the quiet, rural/residential setting - something becoming more
rare within Oklahoma City limits. The five-acre lots give families space, safety, privacy, and the tranquility that comes with low traffic and
predictable surroundings.

The lot in question sits at the only entrance to our neighborhood. Every resident must pass it daily. Turning this entrance into a commercial
zone means bringing:

Increased traffic at the choke point of our single road access.

Safety risks for residents pulling trailers, walking pets, teaching kids to ride bikes, etc.

Light pollution at night in a neighborhood that currently enjoys low light and quiet.

Noise and activity inconsistent with the setting that was intended for this neighborhood, per HOA covenants and restrictions.
Strangers and commercial activity into a place that has always felt safe.

This rezoning wouldn't just affect the homes adjacent to the lot - it would affect every single residence every day. And for many of us, this isn't
just where we live. It's where we raise our children, walk our property, and find peace.

Safety Concerns

The most significant safety issue is the adding commercial traffic to the only entrance and exit we have. The main city street right outside our
neighborhood is already extremely busy, and we have seen far too many wrecks there - including tragic, fatal ones. Every time we pull out of
our neighborhood, we do so with extreme caution because we know how dangerous this stretch of road can already be. The idea of adding
business traffic, delivery trucks, customers turning in and out, and unfamiliar drivers right at that very spot feels terrifying. It would put every
single resident at greater risk every day. For families pulling in or out of their homes, for children playing outdoors, for neighbors hauling
equipment or trailers, the danger becomes very real. It's heartbreaking to imagine a preventable accident happening simply because a
commercial business was allowed to occupy a location that was never meant to handle that kind of traffic.

Oklahoma City Ordinances Supporting this Opposition
This request conflicts with several core principles of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code in Chapter 59.

®  Purpose of Residential Districts
The City claims it will protect the character of existing residential neighborhoods and ensure that new uses are compatible.
A commercial use at the entrance to a rural/residential 5-acre lot community is not compatible by definition.

®  General Zoning Intent
City zoning must promote public health, safety, comfort, convenience, prosperity, and general welfare.
A commercial use at the sole access point to a 15 home neighborhood introduces traffic and safety hazards that directly violate this purpose.

®  Compatibility Standards
This requires consideration of noise, lighting, operating hours, and traffic levels.
A commercial use would fail compatibility with the quiet rural character of our small cul-de-sac community.



e  Commercial Use Location Requirements
Commercial districts are intended for areas with appropriate access, roadway capacity, and buffers - typically along arterials or well planned
corridors.
Our one-road neighborhood accessed by a single residential street with no alternate exits, does not meet these criteria.

Conflict with HOA Covenants

The lot is part of a legally established HOA whose covenants explicitly forbid commercial use. Every homeowner purchased their land with this
guarantee and agreed to said covenants and restrictions per contract. Approving a zoning change in direct conflict with these covenants
creates legal tension, destabilizes expectations, and undermines trust among homeowners who relied upon these protections when they chose
to purchase in this particular community.

A Respectful Request for Protection

We are a small neighborhood. We are not a subdivision with hundreds of homes or multiple entrances. We are 15 families who chose
rural/residential life for safety, peace, and privacy. A commercial intrusion at our only entrance, would reshape the character and experience of
our neighborhood permanently - and not for the better. For these reasons - personal, practical, and legally supported - | am respectfully asking
you to deny the zoning request for the lot at 5401 S. Mustang Rd.

Thank you for your consideration and for your time to the family whose daily lives will be affected by this decision.

Sincerely,
Tasha Franks
Homeowner/Thoroughbred Acres HOA Member

Sentfrom my iPhone



OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmct of fand being a pant Tract Two (2) of the unmeorded plat of
THORQUUHBRED ACRES iying in the Notth 1l of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21},
Township Hieven (11) North, Range Five {3) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadisn County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as followse: The East 260.00 feet of Tracd Two (2} af the unvecorded piat of THORODUGHDRED
ACRES being more particulatly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Nertheast comer of
said Southeast Quaner; THENCE Soulh 00°14'16™ East, along the east line of said Southesst Quaner, a distance of
66183 foet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twe {2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00*{4’16" East a disiance of 661.01 Feel 19 the Southeast comer of said Tract
1t TUENCE North R9%48°21* West, along seid south line, & distance of 260,00 feel; THENCE Nonth 00*14'16™ West &
dixtance of 661.92 (2t to 1 point on the north lne of said Trect 2; THENCE South 89°49'29™ Eaut, along said nonh line,
1 distanee of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner; 5/71‘/‘/'3}/ /K/fffé'}’)’ld}ﬂ

I herchy object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, bul the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Ji is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entive nrea swrounding the proposed SPUD is rursl/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present lund use typology is Rusal: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it aillows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis suppliecd) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impadt the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: /) &2 ¢ S/ S6 D ssa te

Signature of Property Owner-aémf_g o
Date: )/ ~ /3~ AR S~ LLm |




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a pat Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 fect of Fract Two (2} of the usrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sonth D0°14'16" Hast, along the east ling of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 fect to the Northesst comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 1416 East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Trect
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner; _%6‘&\/{0 ﬁn{)q K@r lf Gwﬂé{ r“:j/}

A Y

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THORQUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

SRR . 12

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS {"CC&RS”),




In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 549 Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use al least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development fo also foot the bill for the unwanted commetcial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a}il lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, lract { now has a house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. it is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . » While *“retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fali within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erccted on lots
1,2, 4,6, 8, or 5., nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompalible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s developmeni guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{clommercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential
character.” {Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owncr:, ’ 5 50 5 ., 5 L{% S"é p ﬂ/l Mﬁ“ﬁ[ﬁng # O/Z 73% '7//

Signature of Property Owner: M_Q%‘Q AA;M Date: l , / 13 /of@gcﬁm

i Tiven if the propesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to reccive approvat from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review commiltee before constmiction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trsct of land being 1 pant Trect Two {2) of the unrccorded plat of
THORODUGHDBRED ACRES lying in the Nonth Iaif of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) Nonth, Range Five ($) West of the Indian Mendien, Cansdian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly desenbed as follows: The Rast 260.00 foct of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by mictes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00*14'56" East, slong the east linc of said Southeast Quarier, a distance of
661.83 fect ta the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tracl
2; THENCE North B9°4R2{" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; TIEENCE North 00°14'16™ West »
distence of 661.92 foct 1o & point on the porth ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9*39°29" East, slong said nonth fine,
x disiznce of 260,00 foet 10 the POL ﬁF DEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: _0OA) A/[. i G Ie, IQ. \1

I hereby object 1o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-refercncedllagal description due fo
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines & rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors macketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumai-Low Typology Arca, “except thot it allows higher housing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate},]” “they [cannoif negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rura] residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 55& O L eépﬁ}é;f S"l'(m D/) ;

Property Owner:

Si of
Dues H= |2 &

-




OBRIECTION 1O SPUD-1794
lLocation S401 South Mustanp Road

LEGAL BDESCRIPTION: A pact ol fand being o pat Tract Two 123 of dhe unrecontal plat o
THOROUGHIRI D ACRES fymng o the North 1l of the Southeast Quarter £N:2 SE) of Section Twenty-one (21
Towaship Fleven (111 Norh, Rage Pive (5) West of the Indian Merdian, Canadian Cowsty, Obklihoma, bemg more
pabietarly desenbed as foltows The Last 268 00 feet af Fraut Fan () of the warccorded glat of FRIOROUGHBRT D
ACRES bomg mare patscubaly descamed by metes and bausds oy Tollows COMMENCING at the Northeast camer of
said Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00 10 H6" Fast, alung the east hine ot s Suutheast Quarter, & distence of
oh1 83 feet to the Nurtheast comer of Tract Twa (20 af the unievarded plat of THOROUGIRED ACRIS and the
POINT (1 BIGINNING, THUNCE South 00 E8167 Tast a destance of 662 01 Teet to the Southeast comer vl sad Frad
3THENCT. Noah 89748217 Wea, slong sud south boe, & distance of 26060 feet, THENCT North 00 1786 Westa
distance af 661 92 teet to q poat on the north lne of sl Eract 2 THENCE South 8974929 Fast aleng wsod north biee,
& distange o 268 U0 feet 1o the TOINT OF B GENNING

Name of Propeily Owner _& GTAR A (-73",(; eNneE_
L hereby ubjecet to proposed SPUD-179% for the ahove-referenced legal description due to
the following

THORQUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ : . R -

Ths 1 the entrance W our netghborhood  As you ean see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhoad Teel with o yural aesthetic. The proposed SPUT, with its commerein] uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspeets ol our neighborhood and negatively
wnpact vs rural chaactenstics

A The Covexaxts, Connipions, ann Restac iroxs (CCC&ERs™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were tiled covenng the neighborhood, including the wrea for the
propused SPUD, The CC&Rs explun that § W S4™ Street is a pivate roud, However, the
proposed SPUIY seeks 1o use al least a portion of dus prnvale road  The increased traflic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance It is imequitable o expeet homeowners who do
not destre commercial devetopment to also feot the bill Tor the wnwanted commercial
development’s use

Fhe proposed SPUD 1w for traet 2, and the CC&Rs do state tat “{afll tots, except tacts |
and 2 shall be used solely as residential lots. .. " [However, tract 1 now has a house on 1l
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped traet within the neighborhood. [t is clearly not
i keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the aren, for ofticefretail
development  As proof, Scelion 6 of lhe CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commereinl brecding of animals, any swine, [and] any retait rade, . . " While “retail trade”
15 not delined, muny of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not [l within this category. See
e SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete )

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the




CC&Rs and would ruin the charaster of our neighbiorhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained thet “no residential dwelling shall be ercoted on lots
1,2, 4, 6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feel from any side line of such lots.” Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years afler the originul, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, al a minimum, etnphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompattble with the CC&Rs’ limitations of whal can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City's development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the sume as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it sllows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cJommercial and light industrisl uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negotively impact[s} the rum! residential
character” of our neighbarhood.  Accordingly, 1 respectiully request that you deny the proposed

SPUD.

Address of Property Ownerzil L! L\ C\ 6 U_) SLX 6’! V(_’_Pjt- M\)%ﬂf\-cj . OL
Sigm\ure of Property Owner: WW,{_,

Date. 1 - ]75 - %




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A i of land being 2 psn Tt Two () of the unrccorded phat of
THOROUGIHIBRED ACRES lying in the North 11af of the Southeast Quanwer (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21,
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Runge Five {5) West of the Indian Mecidusn, Canedisn County. Oklshoms, being mon
particularly deseribed s follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bownds a5 follows: COMMPNCING mt the Northeass comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 06*F4'16" East, slong the east line of said Southeay Guarter, a distance of
66123 foxt to the Northenst conmer of Trt Twa (2] of the wnrecorded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14*1 6 Eau a distance of 662.0] feet to the Southeast comer of tafd Trmt
Z, THENCE Nonh B9'48'21° Wew, along said south fine. a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE Nurth 00*14'16™ West &
distunce of 681.92 feet to m point on the north line of satd Tract 2; THENCE Sauth R9*49720° Exs, xlong taid north line,

s diutance of 260.00 fect 1o Ux POINT OF mamz?u . .
Name of Property Owner: Clag Z/V #‘LF’“ /

T hereby objest to proposed SPUD-I?% for tho above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rurs! feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. ¥ Ix sef wp for entertaining and
walching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkzsy and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire ares surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralresidentinl. Per the City’s
development guide, the preseal land use typotogy is Rural: Mediurm Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densiies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]lommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]" “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residentiol character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally *negatively impact[s) the rural residential
charsoter” of Ledgestons. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: S\«é()ﬁ 7_;'?:5;’ S{aﬁc/}(‘kb”(u's{ﬁnj,d(/'?BOé‘f

Signature

£ Pro Owner:
Dawr [l == 25 i




ORJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A it of land being a pan Tract Tws (2} of the wnrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES Lying in the North [laif of ihe Southeast Quarter (N2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven 11} Notih, Range Five (3) West of the Indizn Metidian, Canadian County, Okithoms, belng more
particularly described as foflows: The East 260,00 foct of Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of TIIOROUGIHARED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ut the Northeast comer of
mid Southead Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of sid Southeast Quarter, a distence of
661 %3 foet W the Novibeast commer of Trt Two (3) of the untocorded phat of THOROUGHDRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'}6” East & distance of 66201 feet 1o the Southenst comer of mid Truct
2 THENCE Nonk 89* 4821 West, slong wsid south line, » distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00*14'16% Wexd »
distance of 661.92 foct to » point on the north line of sald Tract 2; THFNCE South R9*49°29* East, along said north line,

w distenoe of 260,00 feet to the P{QE{{OF BEGINNING. y | \
Name of Property OWner \

I hereby object to pmposod\SX’UD-W% for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS ARURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urben
amenities. Not only do I fee! this way, but the realtors merketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the yinter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ahility to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumi-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, whils “[s]Jommercial and light industral uses may be
sppropriate],]" “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential cheracter” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivecally “negatively impactfs] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestons, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

piiemotrapryowser 20011 S¥ore Do TSIy DY 7200

Property Cromor!
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1759
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A umct of land being & pat Tt Two (2) of the unrecorded pla of
THOROUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the Nosth Hail of the Southcast Quarier (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nonth, Range Flve {3) West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian Counly, Oklshoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 foet of Tract Two {2) of the untecorded plat of THOROUGHDRED
ACRES Ixing more partictlarly dezeribed by metes and bounds as foflows: COMMENCING i1 the Northeaxt comer of
said Southcast Quarter; THENCE South 00%14'14™ Eaxt, along the cast line of said Southcast Quartcr, 2 distance of
661,83 feet 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two {3 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES ard the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE Sawth 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feel (o the Southeast comer of maid Tract
2, THENCE North 894821 West, along aaid south fine, » distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00 14°16” West a
distanee of 661.92 foet 10 a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" Fast, slong said nonh line,
s distance of 260.00 feet to (e POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: / ZZK;’& ¢ : éé ?‘Q Qﬂ/
1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to

the following;
LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: it combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not cnly do [ fec] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Mt is set up for enterfaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer yos can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inocreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ebility to self homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire aren surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumalfesidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Ares, “ecxcept that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Fmphasis supplied) And so, while “[oJommercial and light industria]l uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the ritrai residential character. (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
charcter” of Ledgestone, Aceordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

/154 S 55 7k 5t Mustory,
Address of Property Owner: PN
Signature of Property Owneg: M é
V72X Ve ~—

Dale:




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tuct of tand being » pant Teact Two (2} of (he unrecorded plat of
THORCGUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of ihe Southeast Quarier {Nf2 SE/AR) of Scctioh Twenty-one (21
Towuship Elcven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Conadlso County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two [2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulady deseribed by metcs and bounds st follows: COMMENCING a1 the Nottheast comer of
said Somherst Quarier: THENCE South 00°1416™ East, slong the east Jine of 1aid Southeast Quaner, & distance of
66183 feat 1o the Northeast corner of Tract Two () of the unrecorded piat of THOROUGHIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIIENCE South 00*14'16* Easi m distance of 662.01 fect to the Southeast comer af said Tract
2: THENCE North R9°4K21° West, along said soith fing, a distance of 260.00 feet: THENCE North 00°14'16% Wesi u
distunce of 661.92 feel to 1 point on the aorth ling of mid Tract 2; THENCE South 39%49°29" East, slong sald north line,
2 dislance of 260.00 et to the POW)F BEGINNING.
I/l

Name of Property Owner: foaw !-[g‘uw)

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the sbove-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rumi feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Jt is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub arud watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Slone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their seiling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area sirrounding the proposed SPUD is nurelfresidential, Per the City’s
development guids, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it sllows higher howsing densiffes.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprinte(,]” “they fcannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:_) [ (0/00]  PW 56" <(/ M%M,OK 73&@‘{
Signature of Property WW’W

Date: -IS-25




OBJECTION TO SPUD-179%
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wvuet of land being  pat Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROQUGHDBRED ACRES tying in the Norh Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-onc (21),
Township Eleven (113 Nonh, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mendisn, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
partrculatly deseribed as foliows: The Fau 260,00 fect of Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHIBRED
ACRFES being mont particularly described by meics and bounds as follows: COMMENCING al the Northeast comner of
said Southeast Quanier; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eaxt, along the tast line of said Southcast Quarter, 2 distance of
66LR) feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIENCE South 00°14'16* East w disance of 662,01 fect to the Southeast vornee of said Tract
2; TINENCE North 894821 West, slong said south line, & distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonh 00*14'16™ West a
distance of 661.92 foct to a point on the north line of xuid Trsct 2; THENCE South §0°49'26* East, slong said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ﬁ;(}/{{{g M}U(S

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 tive in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity {o urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the reallors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winzer!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential.  Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fecannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character”’ (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
characier” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:__ 9604/ [ oiffye bl s 475

Signatire of Property Qwner: .
Date: //‘Az/ 25"
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iract of land being u part Tract Two {2) of the wunrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeasl Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Tweniy-one (21},
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particutarly described as follows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows; COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance ol
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00%14'16" East a distance of 662.0H feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89748217 West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet Lo & point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" East, along said north line,
a distance ol 260,00 feet {o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: &, ¢, < 6— «-N;j e Seclt So v

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIBPENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased trattic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable (o expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the arca, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any relail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not detined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, efc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not falt within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such fots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,|” “fley fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: [ 17700 S § Y g Wulf{:dg/ 0 7306y
Signature of Property Owner: ;XV % — Date; |- /5-3005y

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architeclural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A irct of fand being a part Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lytng in the North Hslf of the Southcas! Quarter {N72 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Efesen (15) Norh, Range Five {$) West of the Indian Mendizn, Canadian County, Okiahoma, being more
particuladdy descnbied as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Twe £2) of the unrecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulardy desenbed by ntetes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nontheast comner of
said Southcast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66143 (et o the Norheast comner of Tract Two {2) of Lhe unrevorded platl of THHOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14°16™ East a disiznce of 662.01 feel Lo the Southeast comer of said Trect
2; THENCE Nonh B9*48721™ West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE North 00° 1416 West »
distance ol 66192 lect to & point on the north hine of aid Fract 2; THENCE South 89°49°28" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 (cet o the POINT ?GINNING.

vl TJurtk

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

Name of Property Owner:

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: {t combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do [ fecl this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphuasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o sell homes if their sclling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residentinl.  Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher kousing demsities.”
(Emphesis supplied) And so, while “(clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriatel,]" “they feannotf negatively impacs the rural residensial character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
chamacter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request tist you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 561‘_” bedcl@":{‘vwe —b(.

Date:

Signature ‘{ / [Dof, gg Property quner: Qﬂm L\KMW
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iact of lind being a pant Tesct Two (2) of ihe wnrocorded plad of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES lylng in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Range Five {5} West of the Indian Meridian, Consdian County, Oklshoma, being more
particularly described as follews: The Fast 260 00 feet of Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded pint of THOROUGHRBRED
ACRES being more panticulardy described by metes and bounds ax follows: COMMENCING at the Noeheast comer of
auid Southesst Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eawt, along the east line of said Southeast Quanier, a distance of
66183 foet 10 the Nottheanl commer of Tract Two (2) of the unvecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT GF DEGINNTNG: THENCE South 00° 14'16" Exsi p distance of 66201 fect 1o the Southeust comer of said Traet
2; THENCE North R9°4F2(1* West, along sabd south fine, » distance of 260,00 foct; THENCE North 00% 1416 West
distance of 661.92 Foct to & paint on the north line of 1aid Tract 2; THENCE South 894929 East, slong aid north line,
s distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF REGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: __jJ\/ |1 i€ }‘\/:\mm)

1 hercby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription dus to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason; It combines a ruref feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretly awesome - the backyard, Jt is sex up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
" turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors
ability to seil homes if their seliing point is the wild life in the ares.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is nualfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Mediun Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rurl-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aousing densitles,”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial end Jight industrial uses may be
approprinte],)” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:_ 5805 Troet Smeme 1D

Signature f Pro Owner;
Ef;ate: ) //.50/ Z5 Py “




OBJECTICN TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIFTION: A trsct of land being o put Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded phn of
THOROUGIDRED ACRES iying in the Noph Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nonh, Range Five (5) West of the 1ndian Mendsan, Canadian County, Okiahoma, being more
particularly descnbed as follows: The Fast 26000 feet of Tract Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHTIRED
ACRES eing more pantcularly desenbed by metes aod bounds as follows: COMMFENCING a1 the Northeast comer of
uid Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°1416™ East, slong the east line of sud Southcast Quarter, a distance of
661.8) feet to the Nonheast corner of Tract Two (1) of the unrecurded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: TUENCE South 00*14'16" East & distance of 66201 lcet to the Southeast comer of sad Tract
2; THENCE Nonh B9*48721" West, along smid south ime, & distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16° West &
distance o0 661 92 fect to a powd on the north hne of sard Tract 2; THENCE South 89749729 Fast. slong wid eorth line,
» distance of 260.00 leet 1o the POLNT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: Shruen) N LAgGAn

[ hercby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amecnities. Nol only do [ fee! this way, but the realtors marketing in this srea do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. #7 is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in thas arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhdbit realtors’
ability o sel] homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area swrounding the proposed SPUD is rurab/residential.  Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “jclommercial and fight industrial uses may be
appropriate],|” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residentis]
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectiully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5 6\% LM\LC?‘,Q)/D""\"t ny

Signature of Property
Date:__|) ! )25




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799 S

PN E

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road RS

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being o part Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Norih Half of {he Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one 2n,
Township Eteven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahona, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follews: COMMEBNCING at the Northeasl comer of
snid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" Hast, along tho east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF REGINNING; THENCE South 00°14°16" Easl a distonee of 662.01 feet to the Southesst comer of said Tract
2: THENCE Noeth 89°48°21" West, along satd sonth Yline, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north fine of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4020" East, along satd noith line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ’{ T{IE&H ( Li&g@j 0

1 hereby ij ect to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-~referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

| 1 five in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to

We've saved something preity awesome ~ the baclcyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the witter!

RE/MAX Energy e 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed vndet the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while [¢lommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriate[,]”
“they [cannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential character.” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocaily “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. If it takes O TEs to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five

.

(5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.




Address of Property Owner: V)Pjé MMG%ONJ :DY N MSlLM’Lf Q }Z '7;50 4

oty oweB)BIA05 Y

Signature of Propetty Own?f.

r;l'



OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iract of land being o part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pint of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES tying in the Nosth Il of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Sechion Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indsan Mendian, Canadian Counly. Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 fect of Tract Two (2} of the unreconded plat of TIIORQUGIHBRED
ACRES being more particulary descrbed by mates and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeas comer of
aid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661 %3 foct to the Norheast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecomded plat of THOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*§4'16” East  distance of 662.01 fect 10 the Southeast comer of said Tl
2; THENCE North 89°4821~ West, along said south line, a dislance of 260.00 feer: THENCE Nurth 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661 .92 fect to & point on the north ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South #9*49°29™ East, along sard north line,
a distance of 260.00 foct to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: LPP mionN LW

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity {o urben
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, bul the realtors marketing in this area do lo:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphusis supplied). Increasing the development
and trafTic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivooally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: SS\Z‘S- LEDG’ES@ME- D‘Q\ viz ,MUSTVTIJC:, 0K ?—506;1{;

Signahire

of Property Owner:
Date:_[Z NV 7.5




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmet of hind being o part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES lying in the North 11l of the Southeast Quarter {N72 SEAM) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Townabip Eleven {11} North, Renge Five (5) Wext of the Indizn Meridian, Canedlan County, Okishomn, being more
particularly deseribod as follows: The Fan 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2 of the unrecorded plat of TIHIOROUGHIBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foliows: COMMENCING af the Nontheast comer of
1ald Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°)436" East, slong the cast line of said South¢ast Querter, 2 distance of
661,53 foet 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded piat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00* 1 4'16” Ean a distance of 662,01 foot to the Southeast comer of seid Teact
15 THENCE Nerth R$* 4821~ West, along sald south line. a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCTE North D0*[4'16% West &
dixtance of 661.92 feet to & paint oft the north line of mdd Traet 2; THENCE South R9*49°29™ Fast, slong sxid north ling,
adistlanee of 260.00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ﬂglom Mwﬁ?g)el

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-17589 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE I8 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the resltors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesoms - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life, With the right offer pos can keep the hot tud and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the vinter!

REMAX Encrgy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and fraffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumliresidential, Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher houslng densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while *[clommercis]l end light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the raral residentiol character” (Emphasis
supplicd.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci{s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgesione, Accordingly, 1 respectiully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Addmsof}’znpex:tyOwnﬁ: [1blG S csih <t 1304

Signature /15’ /2 5of Propetrty Owner:

Date: /|
/




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trwt of land being 2 pant Trct Two () of (he unrccorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/A) af Section Twenty-ome (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norih, Range Five () West of (he Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particutarly deseribed v follows: The Eagt 260.00 feet of Trast Two (2) of the wnrecorded plut of TIIOROUGIHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds a¢ follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
s1id Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00° 416" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a ditance of
66343 foet tu the Northeast comer of Tract Twa () of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING; THENCE South 00414°16" East a distance of 662,01 fect 10 the Southesst comer of wid Tract
2 THENCE North 89482 1" Wesl, along said souh line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16° West s
distance of 661,92 foet 1o w paint on the aorth tine of said Tract 21 TRENCE South £9°49726" Fast, along said notth dine,
a distasce of 260,00 foet 10 the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Ovntr: _5*&% Matbingds

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the :%ovg-refereﬁced legal description due to
ihe following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
smenities, Not only do I fec! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome ~ the baokyard. It is set ap for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!
RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed vader the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The eatire area surounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[¢Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they feannol] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the propased SPUD.

Address of Property Ovner: |1 O {2 S Shrpgt

Signature of Property Owner
Datc'__\il_li_[.&,&&f___
y ';. 2
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unmrccorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nerth Half of the Southcasl Quarter (N/2 SC/4) of Scolion Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (FH) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the varecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
satd Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet 1o the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 teet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

—_ NAC . oA
Name of Property Owner: WALE - e F AFLAND

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal desctiption due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects ol our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A, THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&Rs").

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that 8. W. 54" Streel is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance, It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2,..shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on if.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overali development in the area, {or office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, elc.).

To turther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2,4,
6, 8, or I5...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make fract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs” limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]lommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,[” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s) the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

. Y —aTH -
Address of Property Owner; } ‘Q) e S \/"4/ . 5 4/ : Rawr
ST N A
Signalure of Property Ownerr,” /17 el N (¢/ Date: / ] ~ / ,4{ - /:\'

' Even il the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent ol an architectural review commiltee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, al
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Rond

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A truct of land being » pant Tt Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THORCUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southcast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-ore (21},
Township Eleven (11} Nonth, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridizn, Canadian County, Ckishoma, being more
panticularly described 45 follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Twe (2) of the uiccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulerly desceibed by metes and bounds es follows: COMMENCING nt the Northcast comer of
séid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°)4'16™ Eust, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distence of
661.8) feet to the Nontheast comer of Traci Twa (2) of the unreconded plat of THORDUGHDRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16” East & distance of 662.04 fecl to the Southeant comer of said Tract
2; TUENCE Nonh R9°48°21" West, along said south line, » disiance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°1416% Wesd 0
distance of 661,92 fecl to » palmt on the north tine of ssid Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" Eas, along ssid nonh tine,
s diviance of 260,00 foet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owncr:.q/ FRr2 S L P TA2 < 505 4;//:5,5’

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 lor the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

Live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I fee] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something prelty swesome - the backyard, It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerininly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rurolresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses muy be

appropriate(,]" “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impactfs) the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_5 2 -y &G‘lﬂ il 57:;/"(/‘5__' /..7/3}/{;—)
Signature f P Owner:
Di;l:;? /? //:3:/ /Zo f’ ropetly o1




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of lend being & pat Tract Two {1} of the unrccorded pist of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES lying in the North 1eif of the Southeast Quorter (N2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) North, Range Five {3) West of the Indian Meridiun, Canadlan County, Oklahoms, being morne
particularly described as fotlows: The Bast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHDRED
ACRES bring more panticalady dewribed by mctes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°54'16™ Eaxn, along the east line of said Southcast Quarter, a distance of
661.%3 fort tu the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2} of the untecorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINMNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" Eag x distance of 662,01 feel 1o the Southeast corer of said Tract
2; THENCE North R9°48'21" West, along sxld south Hne, 2 dislance of 260,00 feet: THENCE North 00*14'16™ West &
distance of 661.92 feet to & point on the nanh ling of said Tract 23 THENCE South 89%49°29" Eaxt, slong said nonth line,

» dlatasce of 260,00 fect to the POINE-OF REGINNING,
Name of Property Owner; [ 9 \011/1? M( /d) —

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do { feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you cen keep the hot tub and watck the deer,
turkey ond other wildlife through the vwinter!

RE/MAX Energy ro: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
ond traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would ceriainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumlfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rurai-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howusing densiries.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[¢]lommercial and light industtal uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”’ (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestons. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 570 ? L@:’ ‘Zﬁe—fffm @r
S LT

Signature of Property Ownar:
Date: n




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of fand being a pant Tract Two (1) of the unrccorded plat of
THORQUGHRBRED ACRES lying in the North Halfl of the Southeast Quurier (N1 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridisn, Canadian County, Okizhoma, boing more
particulasly described as follows: The East 260.00 feer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by wcies and bounds as follows: COMMENCUING al the Northeast comer of
sk Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of said Southeast Crarier, a distance of
661.83 fect w0 the Nonheast comer of Tract Two (1) of the untecorded plat of THHORCUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Eadt a distance of 662,01 fect to ihe Southeast comer of said Tract
2; TIENCE North 89°48721" West, along suid south line, & distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14°16° West »
distance of 661.92 fect to & paint on the nonh ling of said Trect 2; THENCE South 89°49°29° East, along said eonh line,
a distance of 260.00 {ect o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property O\Wﬁré@\gﬂ m c \j@ ﬂ ﬁﬁ.

I hereby objeot 10 proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. 1t fv sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realiors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential, Per the Cily's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium Intensity. This is essentinily
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “feJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respeetfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

et
Address of Property Owner: \\ 56&0 ﬁz\.) bD ﬁA /

Signature —_ Property Owner:
Do 1L~ B NS




ORBIECTION TO SPUT-1799
Locaticn: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTEON: A nacr of fand bewmy o pat haet Twa 024 oF the vasecnded plat ol
THOROUGHBRED ACRES boang o the Sanh Hadt o the Southeast Quarier (08 2 5F 3008 Seeton Pweneone (21,
lownship Fleven (18 Nortin Range Tive (31 West of e Indsan Mendum, Camsgdian Couns, Oklhoma, being more
Parcnhady descnbed s olhen o The East 26080 eet of bt Two (23 ol the nscvarded plas ot FTIOROUGHBRID
ACKEN besng miy paniienlarky desenhed sy metes sl onnds s toflow s, COMMENECENG at (e Nautlieas) eomer al
~ard Senthvast Quariers THEESCE Samth 68 23907 Fast wlong e cast e o8 sl Southeast Qussiter, o sdistance af
OO N Feet fo the Nooheast commer ol Tract Two 020 of e sseeecorded plat of THOROS GIHBRED ACREN and the
POINE OF BEGESNING, THENCE Somih 183 1116" Fusta distasce ol 66201 feel w the Southeast comer of said 1141
2o HIEENC T Noath 89CES2E Wesy adonp sod sonth Bine, o distence o J6000 Teet: THENCE Noath 00 14167 Wt o
distree ol AT LY Teet o past on e north e of sod Teset 20 THENCT Soatfe 88049297 | aa. done il sosth Tine,
At af 2 teeh othe POEN T O BEGINNING

Name of Propeny Owner: J;\Av/’a‘(;ﬂ Qé/ﬂ

1 hereby ebject o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due o

the Tollowing:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance 10 our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a netghborhood leel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercinl uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetie and hunetional aspeets of our acighborhood and negatively
impaul its rural characteristics,

A, T Covexanys, Cosprrions, asn Restciioss (CCC&Rs™).

I 198G, CO&Rs were liled coverng the neighboriood, ncluding the area for (he
proposed SPUD, The CC&Rs explam that S.W. 34" Sireat is a private road.  However, the
proposed SPUID seeks 1o use al deast a portion ol this private road.  The inereased traftic witl
vbviousiy increase costs lor road maintenance. H s meyuitable to expect iomeowners who do
not desne commercial development o also loor the bl Tor the unwanted connnercial
development’s use,

The praposed SPUD is for raet 2, and the CC&LRs do state that ~a]ll fols, exeept tracts |
and 2. shall be wsed solely as residential Tots. .07 However, tract 1 now has o house on i,
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t s elearly not
wm keepmg with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area. lor officc/retail
development. As proot, Seetion & of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within trast 2
to “comumercial breeding of mymals, any swine, Jundi any retagl trade. . .7 While “retail trade™
is nol defined, many of the proposed SPULY nses certainly do not fall within this category. See
ey SPUD atp, 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Unils and Mixed
[ses, ete).




To further show hat e proposed uses do not fall within the mtended uses per lhe
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
{¢ the CC&Rs. That amendnient explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
L, 2,4, 0,8, or 15, nearer than 10 feet From any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.)
This tiling, two years after the orginal, clearly evinces an intent to make tracl 2 limited 1o
residential development, or, al & minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses 1 the
SPUD are ineompatible with the CC&Rs™ limitations of what can he developed on tract 2.

Per the City's development puide, the present fand vse typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rurad-Low Typology Areq, “except thut it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light imdustrial uses
may be approprianie],]” “they feannotf negatively impact the rural residestial charaeter.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

‘The proposed SPUD elearly and unequivecally “nepatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neiphborhood. Aceordingly. [ respectiully request that yon deny the proposed
SPUD.

A S L
Address of Property Owner: //502(9 _,/DZA-) 5/ “D/;//é)é /

- inl
G
Property ('.)\\1111:1':41,;2g,4x M
/ ——— e

Signature

Dlate: // "/(;? ":;%),1'5—’




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmact of land being a pant Tract Two (2) of the wnrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth $alf of the Southeass Quarter {N/2 SEAM) of Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadlan County, Oklshoma, being more
pariculurly described as folows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Trmel Two (2} of the umreconded piat of TIHHORQUGHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by meics and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Noaheast comer of
$aid Southesst Quarier; THENCE South 00416 East, alorig he exst fine of sald Southeast Quarter. 2 distance of
E6L.83 fort w the Nonheest comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecovded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 007141 6™ East a distance of 662.01 foct 10 the Southeust comcr of said Tract
I THENCE Nonh R9°%4821" West, atong said south line, a distance of 260.00 foets THENCE Nopth 00 1416™ West &
distance of 661.92 fect to n paint of the north line of said Treet 2 THENCE Souwth §9*49°29" East, slong said gorth tine,
n distaace of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF HEOQQING.

Narmeof Property Ovaer: N\ \\\\§ RRRLAS

\
I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this srea do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It iy set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tud and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralhesidentisl.  Per the City's
development guide, the present Iand use typology is Rural; Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same us Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher honsing densifles”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercisl end light industrial uses msy be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”' (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and imecquivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address omepcrtyC)wna\\C‘-)“t\ g\k <\C§h\ S S )

Signature of Property Gwnl
Date: \x~ \a')“ﬁé—x




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wsct of laind being & pant Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hadf of the Southcast Quaner (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadizn County, Oklohoma, being more
particularly described as foliows: The East 260.00 fodt of Tract Two (24 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRRED
ACRES being more particulady described by meies and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer af
s2id Southeast Quarters THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, aleng the cast fine of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.RY fect to the Northeast comner of Tract Two (2] of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" East a distance of 662.01 fect (o the Southeast comer of said Traet
2; TIENCE North 89°48721™ West, along said touth tine, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00" 14'16™ West &
distance of 661,92 fect 10 a point on the north line of said Tracl 23 THENCE South 89%49°29" Fast, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feed to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

OF
Name of Property Owner: Jo s Pﬂ-‘/{ S A5

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the nbove-referenced legal description due o
the following:

LEDGESTONE I$5 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rured feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It iy set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
tiurkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ahility to sell homes if their selling poiut is the wild life in the area.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidentiel. Por the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],]" “they [camnoi] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD elearly and unequivocally “negatively trapact{s] the rural residentin
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:; SEoo Ze‘,\/f_—‘,( Sfo e, [

Signature of Property Owner:
Date: f/// ©2/ 2 [y




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A inct of land being & pan Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plal of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES lyiag tn the Nonh 11alf of 1he Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) af Section Twenly-one {21),
Township Elcven (11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indixn Mendian, Canadian County, Odlahoma, being more
paritcutarly dewribed as follows: The Tast 260 00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES bawng more partcularty descnbed by mctes and bounds as follow s: COMMENCING a1 the Nontheast comer of
st Southeast Guarter, THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast linc of said Southcast Guarter, a distance of
661 8} feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twa (2) of ihe untvoonded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°1 416" East 2 distance of 66201 fect to the Southcast comer of sard Tragt
2; THENCE Nonth 89°85721" West, along said south in, & distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16™ Wesl &
distance of 561 92 {oct 10 & point on the north hine of wid Tract 2: TUENCE South 89°49°29" Fast, tlong said nonth finc,

» distance of 260.00 foet Lo the POINT DF REGINNIN /
Name of Property Owner: icd 7 @ yeLs

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for g above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural foel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do  fecl this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is ses up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplicd). Increasing the development
and traflic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is cssentially
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher fowusing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied} And so, while “[clommercial and light industial uses muy be
appropriate(,]” “they Jcannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request Lhat you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner. 6’\6-0&] %&Qf?loﬂe i Q

Signature Property Owner;
Date:_/f- /2 "._7_‘;»"




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {§) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THORCUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line ol said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet {0 the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16” East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south ling, a dislance of 260.00 feel; THENCE Naortth 00°14'16™ West a
distastce of 661.92 feet to u point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a dislance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,
4 ; '

Name of Property Owner: Lpicgamp et LS 4 ’ e

o P
4 4

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS").

In 1989, CC&Rs wete filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road, However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs [or road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade, . , .” While “retail trade™ is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than |0 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.} This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2,

Per the City’s development guide, (he present land use typology is Rural; Medium
intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
hrousing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot| negatively impact the rural residential character,”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: [/ B¢t <50 aﬁ;bl'__.{mfv i

Date: /[ t12.-.70.9%

Signature of Property Owner: & L,«( "
- A e

£
o

rd
TN

e

! Even il the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicanl would have o receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarler (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (2i),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoma, being more
particutarly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more parlicularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northcast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'56" East, alonp the cast line of said Southeast Quarler, a distance of
66183 leet to the Northeast corner of Tract Fwo {2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT QF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 fect to the Southeast corner ol said Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a dislance of 260.00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance o 661,92 [cet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north ling,
a distance of 26000 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

T. A :
Name of Property Owner: j une A ROL}

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-relerenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighbothood and negatively impact
its rural characleristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks 10 use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overalt development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commetcial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fail within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intenl to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s developmenl guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriale[,]” “they [cannot| negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocaily “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: Jd9 sw S O

. A CE, g s
Signature of Property Owner: -« 1 (. Novwy Date: /1 / Il LU RS
T ¥ 7 7

/ -

' Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval lrom
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Musiang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imet of land beoing o part Treet Twoe (2) of the unrecorded pint of
THOROUGHDRRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quanier (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indien Meridian, Conadian County, Oklshoma, being more
panicularly described aa follows: The Rast 260.00 feet of Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHIRRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds ax follows: COMMENCING af the Northean comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE Sowih 00%14'16™ East, along the east line of said Southcast Quaner, a distance of
661,83 foet 1 e Nonheast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unmeeorded plas of THOROUGHHIRED ACRES and (he
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14*16™ Ean a distance of 662,61 (eei to the Southeast comer of aid Tract
2 THENCE Nerth 89°48°21° West, along said south Hie, o distance of 260.00 fees; TIENCE North (0°14'H" Wess o
distance of 661,92 feet to 3 point on the nonth line of sald Trect 23 THENCE South 89°49'20° East, slong suid serth line,
s diziance of 260,00 fect to the POINT OF BEQINNING. h

Name of Property Owner: CVW\Q}TBQ/\Q @ QUS

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAYL, COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome ~ the backyard. It Is sez up for entertaining and
watching the wild lfe. With the right offer you can keep the hot twly and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the ares,

The entire area smurounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land nse typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same ny Rumal-Low Typology Aren, “exoept (hat it allows higher honsing densisies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[olommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprinte[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the riral residential character”’ (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impacl[s] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner; ) 525 SW 6%%%‘}? a .

Signature \])]‘;? 5{6 Property Owner:

Date:




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmct of tand being & part Tracs Two (2} of the unrccorded plat of
THORODUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quaner (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven {[1) North, Range Five {5) West of Lthe Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
panticularly described as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecarded plat of THOROQUGIIDRED
ACRES being more particulatly described by metes and bounds as fotlows; COMMENCING st the Northesss corner of
mid Southeast Quaner; THENCE South 00° 1416 East, slong the cast linc of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
G61.8Y fest 10 the Nomtheast comer of Tract Two (2} of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00"14'16" East » distance of 662.01 feel to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2. THENCE North 89°4871" West, along said south finc, a distance of 260.60 feel; THENCE North 00°14'16™ West a
distance of 661.92 fect 1o 8 point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89*49'29* East, slong said norih line,
2 disance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.,

Name of Property Owner: l“"o ( [ “ ST [ EC‘/\Q.’K

Fhereby object to proposed SPU})»1799 for the above-referenced legal description due (o
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a resson: It combines a rurai feel with close proximity to urban
smenities. Not only do I fect this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. Jt is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watck the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “excepl that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{c]Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
sppropriate(,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impaet]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Addressof‘?ropenyomer:”.B[ﬁ SW 55‘1‘%

Signatu Property Owner
Date:

225"




THOROUGHERED APRES ADDI 707
ROMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

OKC Council
Date: 1/21/2026
Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition was
developed in 1989 as (16) 5-acre tracts for families looking for semi-rural living with the
ability to have horses or cattle and other small farm animals and enjoy a diverse amount
of wildlife along our creek. The addition has an equestrian appearance with a single
outlet to a private road as SW 54™ street and has been a great place to live for more than
30 years until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas (Todd Land & Livestock Inc.)
wants to impose a commercial enterprise inside our addition boundaries which recently
applied to OKC for rezoning. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was
once part of four lots owned together by one owner.

The original developer was granted single family residential zone on all lots. However,
not sure he would be successful in getting all lots sold, at that time not many were selling,
he left himself one option in the covenants if he was not able to sell all of them as
residential and added two lots with retail trade if needed. He was able to sell all the lots
as residential. One lot built a home and the other purchased four lots together, including
one of the lots left open as options. The four lots combined set a home just 10’ from the
front lot, a roping arena on another and a barn on yet another all spaced out. However, as
the owner of the four lots grew tired of the covenant restrictions, he moved off just after a
few years and sold to a partner that started selling each lot off to other homeowners that
built home. With only one lot left, he has now decided to flip the lot to commercial.

Please be advised that Thoroughbred Acres was not listed on the required properties to be
notified on the application. However, Ledge Stone Addition (bordered on the south side
of the subject property) was notified. We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits
(Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject
property with 80 percent or (12) of those on the required properties to be notified within
300 feet of the subject property objecting to the rezoning and the rest near the
homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as well to the rezoning of the subject
property. See attached for our collection of objections to rezoning and permitting
commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Cary & Karen Barger
President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54® Street Mustang, OK 73064 | RN o: 405.615.1642



See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300° ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 54 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54 Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoc VO 11509 SW 55 Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500’ from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see attached.)



OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300 NOT LISTED ON REQUIRED
NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES —(12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54 Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54" Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54" Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54 Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54" Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54 Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54" Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 54 Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54" Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54 Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54" Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54 Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr

Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55" Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55 Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55 Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54 Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55" Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55™ Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55 Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55™ Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56™ Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 58" Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

See attachment for (45) signed copies of objections to be rezoning to Commercial in lieu
of residential



PHOROUGHERED ALRES ADDITION
HOMEOWNERS ASSOLIATION

OKC Council

Amy K. Simpson, City Clerk

Date: 4/7/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

This is to formally protest the subject SPUD coming up for consideration on April 21,
2026, by one of our lot owners as a member of Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting
a change of the existing Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. Thoroughbred
Homeowners Addition was developed in 1989 as (16) 5-acre tracts for families looking
for semi-rural living with the ability to have horses or cattle and other small farm animals
and enjoy a diverse amount of wildlife along our creek. It is unique in that it qualifies for
Farm use tax exemption because of the lot size. The addition has an equestrian
appearance with a single outlet from a private road as SW 54" street and has been a great
place to live for more than 30 years until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas
(Todd Land & Livestock Inc.) wants to impose a commercial enterprise inside our
addition boundaries. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was once part of
four lots owned together by this one owner and has vacated the addition for more than 20
years and now seeks to damage the character and purpose of our addition.

This proposal is a violation against the covenants attached to the property and will
absolutely go to district court if allowed to proceed with the approval of the application.
If by some oversight this is approved by the council, there are several conditions that fall
shott of public safety, compatibility with the surrounding homes and a flooding issue that
need to be addressed. This lot is located directly next to a major highway with 55 mph
speed limit and adds two entrances within 200 feet of our road that is limited in size with
stock trailers and horse trailers entering. The proposal has (4) 7,500 sq. ft. buildings that
are way oversized to surrounding homes. These should be limited to (2) 5000 sq. ft. or
smaller. Also, there is no provision for water retention. This intersection is subject to
flooding each year with only one drain below street level. This proposal needs a water
retention pond on site to control flooding.

We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits (Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and
Creekside Plaza) that surrounds the subject property with 80 percent or (12) of those on
the required properties to be notified within 300 feet of the subject property objecting to
the rezoning and the rest near the homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as
well to the rezoning of the subject property. See attached for our collection of objections
to rezoning and permitting commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54" Street Mustang, OK 73064 ckbarranch@gmail.com or 405.615.1642




See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300" ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 541 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54" Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoc VO 11509 SW 55" Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500° from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see attached.)




OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300° NOT LISTED ON REQUIRED
NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES - (12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54™ Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54 Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54" Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54 Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54" Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54 Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54 Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 541 Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54" Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54 Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54" Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54" Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr
Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55" Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55" Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55 Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54™ Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55" Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55% Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55" Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55" Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56" Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 58" Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

See attachment for (45) signed copies of objections to rezone to Commercial in lieu of
residential.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of lnd being a pant Tract Two (2) of the irecorded  plat of
THORGUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarioy (N/2 SEM) of Seetion Twenty-one (21},
Township Eloven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Tudian Meriding, Canadinn County, Oklaboma, being more
particutarly desevibed as follows: The Bust 260.00 feet of Tract Two {2) of the umeeorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRLES betag more parlicularly described by metes and bounds as fottows: COMMENCING at the Noctheast coracs of
suidd Southeast Quagter; THENCE South P 14'16" Hast, along b cust Une of said Southeast Quarter, s distanee of
661 .83 feel o the Northeast comer of Frict Two {2) of the unrecordud plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES snd the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sonth 00°14'16" Enst a distaace of 662,01 feet to the Sawtheast corner of said Traet
2: THENCE North 89748721" West, afong said sowh line, a distance of 260.00 foey; THENCE Nortly 00° 416" Weat a
distanee of 661,92 feet 0 a point on the north hne of said Tract 2; THENCE South §0440°29" Eust, along said north jine,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

I hereby object 1o proposcd SPUD-1799 for the above-reterenced legal descriplion.

Address of Property Owner: 5\1{& 5/ -56?5{ f/\ A/P L(Q(t%]/q }@y/,
o ’/ / ) ‘ |
Signutwre of Property Owner: C / L// "' Date: / »2 \/ / w./? 67) 5;— :




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmct of land being & pant Tract Two (2} of Ihe unrecorded plat of
TIHOROUGHBRED ACRES lywng in the North 11alf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 $E/4) of Section Twenly-one (21).
Township Fieven {11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Mendian, Cenadian County, Cklzhoma, being more
particularly described as foliows' The East 260 00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more paniculadly descnbed by metes and bounds as follows COMMENCING at the Northesu( camer of
saxd Southeast Quarter. THENCE South 00° F4'16° East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, # distance of
661.83 foct (0 the Noahcast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING. THENCE South O0F 14'(6" East a distance of 662 01 fect 1o the Southeast comer of said Fract
2: THENCE Nonh B9*4&21" West, atong szid south hne, a distance of 260,00 feet; TIENCE Noath 00°14°16™ West
distance of 661 92 foct (o » pownt on the north line of wmid Tract 2: THENCE South R9°49'297 Fasy, along waid nonh fine,
a distance of 260.00 feet 10 the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: i LY

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due 1o
the foliowing:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelty awesome - the backyard. It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inorcasing the development
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”” (Emphasis
supplied )

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, [ respecifully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: 1/509 sw g5 /4‘, M“}’;”;/k/aé 7}’{‘/

Signature of Property Owner:

Date: il*lz - ; ;




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & part Fraet Bwo (2) of the wmccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
TFewnship Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the [ndian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particulsrly described as foliows: The East 260.00 (eet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of THORGUOGHBRED
ACRES heing more particutarly described by metes ond bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Noertheast corner of
seid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line ol said Southeasst Quarier, a distance ol
66183 feet to the Nartheast comer of Frack Two (23 of the unrecorded plid of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East a distance of 662.04 Fecl to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48'21” West, alang said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonth 00°84'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to @ poind on the noith tine of sald Tract 2, THENCE South 89°49°29" Bast, zlony said norsh line,

a distance of 2600 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING. 7%

Name of Property Owner: errﬁ\\ \l\) G.V\FLQ/ \A)}/\

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due lo
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES [S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

‘This is the enfrance 1o our neighborheod, As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic snd functional aspects of our neighborbood and negatively
impact its rural characterislics.

A, THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain (hat S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obvionsly increase costs for road maintenance. 1l is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development o also fool the bill for lhe unwanled commercial
development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential fots. . . " However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving (raet 2 as the sole smrviving undeveloped tract within (he neighborhood, Ttis clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As prool, Section 6 ol the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding ol animals, any swine, [and] any retail (vade. . . " While “retail lrade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category, See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child vare cenlers, business support services, ind Dwelling Unils and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the




CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third omendment
lo Ute CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
I, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 15, _ncarcr than 10 {eet rom any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make (ract 2 limited to
residentinl development, or, at a minimuni, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs' limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it aliows higher
housing denyities” (Emphasis supplied)) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,}’ “rhey feannot] nepatively impact the rural residenticd character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negalively impact|s| the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, ! respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: \\ Le‘_‘ q 6 \)\) E-L‘\‘Hm 5‘{_ .
Owner: o’,\ \A_) M\L \/\)W

Signature

of ) Pro
o T =1\ B-2pns” T




Johnson, Thad A

From: Lee Ann Whetstone

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2026 7:52 PM
To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning
Subject: Thoroughbred Acres SPUD-1799

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

To whom it may concern;

I am writing on behalf of the residents of Thoroughbred Acres to express our concerns regarding the
proposed retail space at the intersection of Highway 4 and 54th St.

We have been proud residents of Thoroughbred Acres for over eight years, and it has always been a
lovely, quiet neighborhood. We enjoy close relationships with our neighbors and value the tight-knit
community we have built together.

Firstly, it is important to note that the proposed retail units would be situated within our neighborhood's
boundary lines and could possibly utilize our private entry and road that ends in a dead end. It has been
zoned residential for over thirty years. This means that the increased traffic flow would lead to significant
wear and tear on our privately maintained and funded road

Additionally, the higher traffic volume raises, safety concerns, especially for our elderly, handicap, and
young residents who frequently walk in our neighborhood along with the travelers on Highway 4. The
current speed limit on Highway 4 is 55 mph and the lack of turn lanes and traffic signals has already led
to many accidents. The wait times to pull onto Highway 4 last several minutes because of the high traffic
volume that already exist.

We are also concerned about the potential impact on property values. If the retail unit units are not well-
maintained or if high traffic businesses, such as fast food outlets are introduced, we risk accidents, litter,
and a decrease in property values.

In light of these concerns, we are vehemently opposed to the development of the retail space in
Thoroughbred Acres.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We trust that the city council will carefully consider our
concerns and prioritize the well-being of Thoroughbred Acres' residents.

Thank you for your time,
G. Wayde & Lee Ann Whetstone

11649 SW 54th St.
Mustang, OK 73064



OBIJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a patt Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half' of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Gklahoma, being morc
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foltows: COMMENCING at {he Nartheast comer of
said Southcast Quarter; THENCE South $0°14'16” East, along the east line of said Svutheast Quarter, a distance of
061.83 leet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE Nosth $9°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance o 661.92 [tet to u point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner:

Robert Workman

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering ihe neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that S.W, 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any relail trade, . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fail within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. Thal amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on fots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years atter the original, clearly evinces an inteni {o make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs” limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densifies.” (Emphasis supplied.}) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriaic[,}” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural rvesidential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impactfs] the rural residentiai

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_11601 SW 54st

Signature of Property Qwner: %5450 Ziskirn Date: _11-12-2025

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA s equivalent ot an architectural review committee betore construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A ract of land being & part Trag Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/M) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particelarly deseribed ax follows: The East 260.00 feet of Traet Twao (2) of the usrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly describod by metes and bounds as ToHows: COMMENCING at the Northeast coraer of
saidd Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°E416" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 Feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two {2) of the vnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00V 14°16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast cormer of said Tract
23 THENCE North §9v48°21" West, alony said south tine, a distance of 260100 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distatice 01 661,92 feet to a point on the north e of said Tract 23 THENCE South 8974929 East, along said north ling,
adistance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Nae ol Property Owner: Tasha & Cary Franks

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description duc to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance (o our neighborhood. As you van sce, Thoroughbred Actes cambines

a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural chavacteristics.




T AL PLANNING CONDISSION.

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD.  Additionally, two members voled against the SPUD; and, hut lor the litany of
TEs. 9 in all, it is doubtiul the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Uit tukes 9 TEs
10 1if this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattlc is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at feast a portion of this private road. The increased trathic will obviousty increase
costs for road niaintenance. [t is inequitable to expect homeowners who do nol desire commercial
development (o also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The propesed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “fa]ll lots, excepl tracts |
and 2...shall be uscd solely as residential lots, . . .7 However, tract | now has a house on it
Leaving tiact 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is cleatly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for otfice/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits whal could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade, . . ." While “retail trade™ is nol defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fatl within this category. See c.gr., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, cte.).

To lurther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character ol our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on fots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feel from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent 10 make tract 2 limifed to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentiatly the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except (hat it alfows higher
housing densities.” (Fmphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industriat uses
may be appropriatel,]” “they [cannotf neguatively impaci the rural residentinl character.”
(Erphasis supplied.)

' fiven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivatent of an architectural review conunitiee hefore construction coukd commence, Seer CC&Rs, at
Scction 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the ruval residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

3
Address of Property Owner:_11500 SW 54th St, Mustang OK 73064

i 3 . IL)_\\*
Signaturc of Property Owner:____ _)}'\\,‘-{{‘\ﬂ I Date:_grpors.

Vd




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularty described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being morc particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING al the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 60°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner af Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distonce of 662.01 leet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North §9°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: 0 A AN oloen ¢

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the acsthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff’ recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If'it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54% Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance, It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except lracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is ¢clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overali development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proot, Section 6 of the CC&Rs Hmits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “refail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses cerlainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, efc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not falt within the inlended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent lo make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitalions of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “excepl that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval trom
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence, See; CC&Rs, at
Section 3,




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: /' l'(?‘ ¢ S, (l) J ?( bﬁr 7 u\f*@ A C{, d {( 7_50&%
Signature of Property OWHB]}'&@/)L-{‘Q ’7 \ \,é} et Date: /th 5 J(J‘Q @




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being o part Frael Fwo (2) of the unrecorded plar ol
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter N2 SEM) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11 North, Range Five (53 West of the lndian Meridin, Canadinn County, Oklahomi, heing more
particularly deservibed as tollows: The Last 260,00 tect of Tract Two (2) of the anrccorded plat of THORDUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by meles and bounds as folfows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
sittid Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00°14'16" UBast, along the cast lise of snid Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66183 fect to the Northeast comer of Truet Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES aud the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00° 516" East o distance of 66201 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2 THENCE Nosth 8974872 1" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feer; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distange 0F 661,92 teet to u point on the north Hae of said Tract 2; THENCE South 897°4929" Bast, along said neth Hne,
a distanee of 260,00 feet to the POINT O BEGINNING.

Name ol Property Owner: (/ N (“"’/éf;/?// L P / 7 24 /’\ ,L L

I herehy object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription duce to
the following:

CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC 1S A PROPERTY OWNER

| have property just across from the subject SPUD project: it combines a rural {eel with
close proximity to urban anienitics

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential with some small
commercial developments. Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is
Ruval: Medium Intensity. This is essentiably the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that
it alows higher frousing densities.” (Emphasis supplicd.) And so. while “[cjommercial and Hght
industrial uses may be appropriatel,}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential
character.” (Emphasis supplicd.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|s] the rural residential
charucter” of Thoroughbred Acres. For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained
that stalf recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voled against
the SPUD; and, but for the titany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtiul the other members would have
voted for the SPUD. (fit lakes 9 TEs to (it this round peg into the square hole. that should tell the
cauncil members that placing an ofTice building in the middie of a rural neighborhood comprised
al tive (5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the
area.

Accordingly. | respectlfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:3408 South Mustang Road

1 4
a //'_" ‘_) S R R I '
Signature of Property Owner: /// ///// Date: g (f) )‘//) é)




OBJIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
Township Eleven {I1) North, Range Five (5) Wesl of he Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoma, being more
particularty described as foliows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the uarecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds ag follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east linc of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to he Northeast corner of Tracl Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East & distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE Norih 89°48'2 1" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North (0°714'16”" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

‘ \
Name of Property 0wner:f £ue p& cunels Olé 2 <u) ga (‘6 i

Ly g

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance {o our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended deniali of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should iell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, excepl tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainty do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. Thal amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots [, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make {ract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can he developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplied.)

! Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA s equivalent of an architectural review commillee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, al
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: /\‘ WY 2w L{-q/k cg:e‘ LQ“\' [
Signature of Property Ownet—211 J ez - Date:_ O3 ~ O3 - 30900

HoolRange)




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nosth, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mecridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00°14'i6" East, along the cast linc of said Southeast Quarter, a distance ol
661.83 feet 1o the Northeast corner of Tract Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feel to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

s ‘/\—>
Name of Property Owner: \) UWne. A ‘\\o ES

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood fecl with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that slaff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural ncighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the arca.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract 1 now has a house on il.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail developinent.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD al p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

Tao further show that (he proposed uses do not fali within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make (ract 2 limited lo residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development puide, the present fand use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity, This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that if allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the preposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalenl of an architectural review commiittee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: l\ i "\Ci S ‘/\/ 67“(’61 5{

N 5 7
Signature of Property Owner: sj,u.,w (;(\ K\(M)\ Date: o4 / 5 / Al
( .

e




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Localion: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian Couniy, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feel of Tract Two {2) ol the unrecorded ptat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as lollows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comner of
said Southeast Quatter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 fect to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14° 16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south linec, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE Soutlh 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: _Robert Workman

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and Functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact

its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtlul the oiher members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to [it this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of' a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS {(“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. [t is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to aise foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a]ll lots, except fracis |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor (he overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . .. While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses cerlainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To {further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types ol proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitalions of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while *[c]lommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the propoesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA''s equivalent ol an archilectural review commilice belore construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Seetion 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 11601 sw 54th Mustang, Ok
Signature of Property Owner: Asbenl Wﬁﬁm Date: 3-4-2026




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a parl Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the uarccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bownds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nontheast comer of
gaid Southeast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along e ecast line of said Southeast Quarter, 4 distance of
661.83 fect to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pist of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°i4'16" East a distance of 662.01 feel to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°482§" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Nurth 00714 6" West a
distance of 661.92 feet w a point on the north line ol said Tract 2; THENCE South £9°49°29" East, alonyg said rorth ke,
4 distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BLGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: e )L ) e ko N G Wf\) eX Jack 5o A

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural acsthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhiood and negatively impact

its rural characteristics,




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staft recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD.  Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. [fit takes 9 TEs
(o fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (3) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. Tur COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”),

in 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that 3. W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. I is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[alll lots, except tracts |
and 2. shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. Tt is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and} any retail trade. . . ." While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To turther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6. 8. or 15... nearer than 10 feet trom any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years afler the original, clearly evinces an intent to make fract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present tand use typology is Rural, Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannotf negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

1 Even if the proposcd SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review commilize before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impactis] the rural residential
character™ of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectiully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: | | .70 0 S \/\} - I‘]“QH'1 SJV
Signature of Properly Owner: ,,éj,u”fw W Date; >~ 3 =34

é{wc/;% - 3-5 D06




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a part Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (14} North, Runge Five {5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed s follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRERED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at tte Norlheast corner of
said Southeast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, atong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded phit of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°4'(6" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48721" West, along said south tine, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West o
distance of 661,92 fect to a point on the rorth line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, aleng said north ling,
a distance of 260.00) fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Propetty Ownet: D(ﬁvtd # (lja('\a @%CKW\GA LO'(‘ (3

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our nei ghborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics,




A, PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the counci! members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area,

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD."' The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks 1o use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]il lots, except tracts |
and 2., shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While *retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the characler of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the vural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplicd.) .

! Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval fron

the HOA's cquivalent of an archifeciural review commiltee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Seetion 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: /1 7 g/ g W 54’“’\ S+ MLLS Ta [ld @K 750651

Signature of Property Owner: MM\(‘ Date 3~ [p llp




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: | | /(0 | sw. & L/ 1} L <L m uq?j;?,,:ls Ne 730 o l/

+—t 7

Signature of Property Owner: /j /)ﬂ /A Date:__y~{n~g) \é
YA S




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A (ract of land being a part Tract Twe (2) of the unrccorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Soulbeast Quarter (N/2 8E/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Bleven (11) North, Range Five (3) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 26800 feet of Tract Two (2) of the varceorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distince of
661,83 feet to the Northeast corner of Fraet Two {2} of the wnrccorded plat of THOROUGHRBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE Soulh 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Scutheast corner of sakd Tract
2: THENCE North 85°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16” West a
distance of 661,92 feet 10 a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: 17&\/ V77 AT L@ 2N C Ve b}

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural agsthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and {unctional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

Al the Planning Commnission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voled for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area,

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased raffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. Tt is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential Iots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, {and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc,).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.) This filing,
two vears after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densifies.” (Emphasis supplied.} And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,)” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplicd.)

1 Even if the propoesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&RS, the Applicant would have (o receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent of an architcctural review commitice before consteuction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

- o - g -
Address of Property Owner: /"”\l L%;ﬁc'y %‘u\/ > 4’1 ST BNAY GT"N\[&‘ K
Signature of Property Owne’rZ é{é ’2%4../ Datc: 75/ éf—/’%(’?ﬁ»(ﬁ
/




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
partictlarly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet 1o the Northeast comner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16” East a distance of 662.01 {eet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North §9°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet {o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §3°49'29" East, along said north Jine,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \2 yeosel L R <5 2

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its comumercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. if it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were fited covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bilt for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]l] lots, except tracts 1
and 2._.shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limils what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, {and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, cte.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment (o the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8. or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years afler the original, clearly evinces an intent to make {ract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limilations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [cannof] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|sj the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:  \\ 45 ¢2 { 6\\/ Ly dr:HVZTﬂ‘Z\": eT tAUsTAN 18 \p\d.

Signature of Property Owner: , Date: )2, / e d (g
r




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wuact of land being a part Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenly-one (21},
Township Eleven (I1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahemns, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as folows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POTNT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance ol 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feel to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \7 Aoe, =A< \'r/m VZ Dy VD)

] hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced Jegal description due {o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that stafl recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubitful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased tratfic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except fracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole swrviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any refail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendmenl to lhe
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15.,.nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots,” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity. This is essentially (he same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that i{ allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriatef,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Bven if the proposed SPUD weie approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have w receive approval from
the HOA s equivalent of an architectural review commitiee before construetion could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: A\ (-f” C) (:/ é \\/ Avs TA NG .‘C‘J‘K\

Signature of Property Owner: 47 /Z. " Dalte: A / (a?// 22 RO
7 »




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & part Tract Two (2) of the ghteeorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Haif of the Southeast Quarter (N/72 SE/4) of Sectigff Tjenty-one (21},
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5} West of the Indion Moerldian, Canadian County, Ok 'al'&cfﬁjga, Deing mora
particularly described as follows: The Hust 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the wrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by meles and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14T16" East, along the east finc of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 6(°14'16" Enst a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North B9°48'21° West, along said south Ying, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north line of said Traet 2: THENC iy §9*49'29" East, along said porth line,
a distance of 260,00 fect to the ?P F BEGINNING. /069

(K lcar 5 Loy Cs
] 2 7 i.«e J

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

Name of Property Owner <

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural Feel with close proximity to urban
arnenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertuining and
watching the wild life, With the vight offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and teaffic in this atea with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Bmphasis supplied.) And so, while [c]ommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriate[,}”
“they [canuot] negatively impact the rural residential character”” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. TF it takes 9 TEs to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five
(5) acre tracts containing horses and caftle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.



Address of Property Owner: gﬁ)q | J_’Eh{fﬂ'bﬂ(’ D\f ml)\\'{'ﬂ Wﬂ oK ’BOCPC/
Signature of Property Owner: W i Date;_ S




OBJIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iract of land being 2 patl Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hal of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the [ndian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoma, being maore
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows; COMMBNCING at the Northeast corner of
sajd Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" Gast, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 Feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Fast a distance of 662,01 feet to the Southeast cOXNET of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feel to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a distanes of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGIMNNING.

Name of Property Owher. o es . ’Poft ic '1 &~ }\) £ALL QA}

T hereby oi)j ect to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It Is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winser!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if theit seiling point is the wild life it the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential, Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Tntensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[¢Jommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriate[,]”
“they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Etmnphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five
(5) acte tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.




Address of Property Owner; 1k ﬂb o *’M S JD AL
Signature of Property Owner: \j%f L (:Lr’w ]/] (LAt J Date: q/ ) ‘/ / D68

.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799 o §

PN E

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road RS

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being o part Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of {he Southeast Quartey (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one 2,
Township Eteven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahona, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follews: COMMEBNCING at the Northeasl comer of
snid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" Hast, along tho east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF REGINNING; THENCE South 00°14°16" Easl a distonee of 662.01 feet to the Southesst comer of said Tract
2: THENCE Noeth 89°48°21" West, along said sonth line, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north fine of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4020" East, along satd north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ’{ T{F&ﬂ f Li&%g@j (]

I hereby oi)j ect to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

| 1 five in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to

We've saved something preity awesome ~ the baclcyard. It is setf up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the witter!

RE/MAX Energy e 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed vndet the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while [¢lommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriate[,]”
“they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. If it takes O TEs to fit thig round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five

.

(5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.




Address of Property Owner: V)Pjé MMG%NJ :DY N MSlLM’Lf Q }Z '7;50 4

oty owe S| BIA05 Y

Signature of Propetty Own?f.

r;l'



-OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
ocation: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & part Tract Two (2) of the unrdebydid (R LY
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE) of ScctioR e @Y

Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mertdian, Camadian County, Oklshoma, being more
patticularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by wcles and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nottheast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14"16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 fect 1o the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" Enst a distance of 662.01 feet to the Sontheast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48/21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet, THENCE Morth 00°14'16" West a
distatice of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of snid Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north kne,
a distance of 260.00 fect to the POINT OF BEGW{N/NG.

Name of Property Owner: HEn Vi

I hereby dbject to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following: '

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

{ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a tural Peel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep fhe hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their sefling point is the wild life in the area.

The enfire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present tand use typology is Rural; Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and lightindustiial uses may be appropriate[,]”
“they Jcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD, Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, itis doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs to fit this round peg into the squate hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the rmiddle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five
(5) acse tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.




Address of Property Owner: '11504/% W S MuSTANG, U PZM‘Q‘,

Signature of Property Owner: Date: '5%/ 25 | &é ~
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & pmt Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quaster (N/2 SEf4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Eleven (}1) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indlan Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahon, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 foct of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foHows: COMMENGCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast tine of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" Ensl a distence of 66201 feel to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE Notth 89°48'21" West, along said gouth line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Noith 00°14'16" West a
distonce of 661,92 feet to & point on the porth line of said Tract 2 THENCE South 89°49'20" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: TOUK% Jurek

I hereby 053' ect to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do 1 feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. 1t is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tuh and watch the deer,
furkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and iraffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire aroa surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howsing densities”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriatel,]”
“hey [cannot] negatively impact the vural residential character” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. IF it takes 9 TEs to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five
(5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.




Address of Property Owner: 55 | ] Lﬂd ae 5{‘\’),/\2/ Dy

Signature of Property Owner’ a/\ht L(}jﬂmw Date:_ 0 l fgf/ 20
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799 arLAl

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being & pert Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21,
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indizr Meridian, Canadian County, Oklghonsa, being more
particularly desctibed a8 follows; The East 260.00 fect of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES belng more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as {ollows: COMMBENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southenst Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast cornet of Tract Two (2) of the untecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED. ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Souhenst corner of said Tract
2, THENCE North 85°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance af 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a poiat on the north Jine of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49*25" East, atong said north line,
a distance of 260.00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: “PAMY ON LI

1 hereby ij ect to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines 2 rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It Is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and pther wildlife through the winger!

RE/MAX Enetgy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”

(Bmphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be appropriatef,]” -

“they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff
recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD;
and, but for the litany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the
SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council
members that placing an office building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five
(5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.
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PHOROUGHERED ALRES ADDITION
HOMEOWNERS ASSOLIATION

OKC Council

Amy K. Simpson, City Clerk

Date: 4/7/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

This is to formally protest the subject SPUD coming up for consideration on April 21,
2026, by one of our lot owners as a member of Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting
a change of the existing Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. Thoroughbred
Homeowners Addition was developed in 1989 as (16) S-acre tracts for families looking
for semi-rural living with the ability to have horses or cattle and other small farm animals
and enjoy a diverse amount of wildlife along our creek. It is unique in that it qualifies for
Farm use tax exemption because of the lot size. The addition has an equestrian
appearance with a single outlet from a private road as SW 54" street and has been a great
place to live for more than 30 years until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas
(Todd Land & Livestock Inc.) wants to impose a commercial enterprise inside our
addition boundaries. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was once part of
four lots owned together by this one owner and has vacated the addition for more than 20
years and now seeks to damage the character and purpose of our addition.

This proposal is a violation against the covenants attached to the property and will
absolutely go to district court if allowed to proceed with the approval of the application.
If by some oversight this is approved by the council, there are several conditions that fall
shott of public safety, compatibility with the surrounding homes and a flooding issue that
need to be addressed. This lot is located directly next to a major highway with 55 mph
speed limit and adds two entrances within 200 feet of our road that is limited in size with
stock trailers and horse trailers entering. The proposal has (4) 7,500 sq. ft. buildings that
are way oversized to surrounding homes. These should be limited to (2) 5000 sq. ft. or
smaller. Also, there is no provision for water retention. This intersection is subject to
flooding each year with only one drain below street level. This proposal needs a water
retention pond on site to control flooding.

We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits (Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and
Creekside Plaza) that surrounds the subject property with 80 percent or (12) of those on
the required properties to be notified within 300 feet of the subject property objecting to
the rezoning and the rest near the homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as
well to the rezoning of the subject property. See attached for our collection of objections
to rezoning and permitting commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54" Street Mustang, OK 73064 ckbarranch@gmail.com or 405.615.1642




See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300" ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 541 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54" Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoe VO 11509 SW 55" Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500° from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see attached.)




OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300° NOT LISTED ON REQUIRED
NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES — (12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54™ Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54 Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54" Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54 Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54" Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54 Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54 Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 541 Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54" Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54" Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54" Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54" Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr
Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55" Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55" Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55 Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54™ Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55" Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55 Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55" Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55" Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56" Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 58 Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

See attachment for (45) signed copies of objections to rezone to Commercial in lieu of
residential.




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of fand Belog a parl Tract Two (2} of lhe unrecorded ph of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES tying in the North Hull of the Southeast Quarter [N/2 SE4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Tawnship Bleven (F1) North, Range Five (53 West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Okluhama, being mure
particlarly deseribed as follows: The Fast 260.80 feet of Traet Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORDUGHBRED
ACRES being more paeticularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast camer of
said Seutheast Quarter; THENCE Soutl 00714'16" Lasy, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet w the Northeast comer of Traet Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sowth 00714167 East a distonee of 662,05 feet to the Sowheast corner of suid Fract
20 THENCE North 8974821 West, along said somh line, a distance of 26000 feet; THENCE North 007 16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a paint on the north line of said Tract 23 THENCE Sowth 89°49'29" Easy, along szid north foe,
a distaniee of 260,00 foet o the POINT OF BLEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ./ P roz S %’% TA23< 5/

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RGRAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've snved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAZX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential.  Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Aren, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
{(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be

appropriate[,]” “they fecannot] negatively impact the rural residential chavacter” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

s —
Address of Property Owner: & 5'7( d«f:ﬁ <§:‘ 57;/&_; ﬁ/?))/ s

Signature f Property Owner:(/w .
Date: /?//L; /2(




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 540! South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of land being o part Triet Two () of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Habl of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 §14) of Scution Twenty-one (21),
Township Bleven (11} Nonh, Range Five (3) West of the Indinn Meridian, Canading County, Oklahona, being mare
partieutarly deseribied as Fllowss The Tast 260,00 feet of Tract Fwo (2) of the inrecorded plat of THORGUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as loffows: COMMENCING at the Northeasi comer of
sait Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 6071416 East, wlong the east line of said Southeast Quarter, 3 distance of
66183 feet to the Nurtheast cormer of Trwet Two (1) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 116" Bast a distance of 662,081 feet {0 the Soutleast corner of snid Traet
2 THENCE Nogtls 89°98°21" West, along said sonth fine, a distance of 260,00 feet; TUENCE North 00° [416" West a
distanee of 661,92 feet (o a point on the north line of said Tract 25 THENCE Sowh 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distanee of 260,00 feat o the POINT Dl B (JlNNl\(l .

Name of Property Owner: OLVi s ) U\/' ﬂ}é

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseriplion due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do 1 feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretly awesome - Lhe backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the vight offer you can keep the hot tul and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inerensing the development
and {raffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rurai/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[oJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they [eannot] negatively impact the rural residentiel character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rurat residential
characier” of Ledgestone. Accoxdingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

557 Led eskone e

Address of Property Owner:

Date:

Signature H / | f)’f’ 9.; Property Owner Qﬂw CW‘W




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Locafion: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of fund being a part Tract Two (2} of the wsnrecorded phat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES tying in the North ialf of the Southeast Quanter (N2 L} of Section Twenty-one 21).
Townsitip Eleven {1#) North, Rapge Five {5) West of the hndivn Meridian, Canadiun County, Oklnhoma, beig more
particularly deseribed ns follows: The Hast 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHIBRED
ACRES being more particalarly deseribed by metes and bounds s follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast camer of
suid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South B0STLE6" East, atong the east line of snid Southeast Quarter, & distance of
G6LSY feel o e Northeast corner of Traet Two (2) of the uttrecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Last o distance of 662.01 feet to the Somheast comer of suid Tract
2 THENCE North 89°48'21" West, atong said south tne, a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE North 00°116" West a
distanee of 66192 feet 10 a paint on the north e of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 fee to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: f ﬂL f‘ /,g/c-‘i ! '.f.f )

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer yout can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wilidlife threugh the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as RuralLow Typology Area, “except that it aflows higher housing densities”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate[,}* “they [eannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_ 5 ‘j// / L'{; ’(Qf‘ S 7( one” /7{,’
Property Owner: {/ Vot

Signature

of
Date:  { )/))/}LS




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmet of lad heiog a part Tract Two (2) of the unreconded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 31/} ol Section Twenty-one (1),
Township Bleven (113 Norih, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadiane County, Oklahoma, heing more
particnlasly described as Follows: The Fast 26000 feet of Traet Twe (2) of the vniecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as folfows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 8071416 Fast, along the cast Jine of said Southeast Quarter, a distence of
66183 feet to the Northeast comer ol Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT QF BEGINNING: THENCE Souih 00° [4716" East a distance of 66201 feet to the Southenst comer of said Tract
2 THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said sonth line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Notth 00°14' 16" West a
distance of 661,92 fect 1o a point on the porth Hue of said Triet 2: THENCE South 89°49'29" Fast, along said north line,
a cistance of 260,06 et to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Ownet: Cpﬂ mion Llw

T hereby objeet to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following,

LEDGESTONE IS ARURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not oniy do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is sef up for entertaising ind
21 2 i4

watching the wild life. With the right affer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
tarkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be

appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the raval residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Signature of Property
Date: 7. NoN 2.5




OBJIBCTION TO SPUD-1799
Locatior: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES fying in the Novth Half of the Souheast Quarter (N2 SE4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {(5) West of the indian Meridian, Canadiun County, Oklahoma, being more
particukarly described as follows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particalarly deseribed by metes and bounds as fotlows: COMMENCING w the Northeast coner af
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarier, o distance of
66183 feet to the Nortlweust corer of Tract Twa (2) of the uneecorded plat of T} OROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°1416" East a distance of 66201 feet to the Southesst comer of said Truct
2; THENCE North 89°482 1" Wust, along said south line, a distanee of 260.00 feet: THENCE North 00% 146" West o
distance of 661.92 leet to a point on the north line of said Traet 2: THENCE South 89749'29" Fast, along saiek norh line,

a distmnee of 260.00 feet to the POINT QF BEGINNING,
Name of Property Owner: kL ic0 74 o ﬁ HLs
¥

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-179% for @ above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS8 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: Tt combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deet,
turkey and ather wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive {(emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densifies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “thep feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:ﬁ,:g\sﬂ Oé} ('%S-A? Cs /or1ein Z@A

Property C Owner:

Signature ) of
Date:_/{~/2 2%




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of lad heing a part Tract Two {2) of the warecorded pla of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Norih LRIF of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SEM4) of Seetion Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven {11} Norfh, Runge Five (8) West of the |adian Meridisn, C Cunadian County, Oklihon, heing more
particntarky deseribed us follows: The Eaxt 260,00 Teet of Tracl Two (2) of the wirecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being mare particularly deseribed by metes and bounds s Follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 0871416 East, along the east Hae of siid Southeast Quarter, a distince of !
66183 fuet to the Northeast comer of Tragt Tao (2} of the unrecorded plat of THORGUGHBRED ACRES and the 5
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Suwh D0°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feel da (he Sowtheast comner ol sakd Tract
20 TUENCE North 89°48721" West, alang said sonth line, a distnee of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°148°16" West a
distance of 661,92 Teet to & point on the north line of said Tract 23 THIENCE Sowh 89°49729" Last, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feat to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: }‘/ Ié'?'ﬂ

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

T live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenitiss. Not ondy do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretly awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and

watching the wild life. With the right offer yon can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed vnder the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
developiment guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentiaily
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “excepl hai it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respestfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:__} /5‘07 5‘9 5 /" " MM-S Mf ﬂé’ 7343'9{

Signature Property Owner

Date:__JJu)2 39 %”,




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
‘ Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of fand being o part Tract Two (1) of the unrceorded plwt of .
THOROUGHBRED ACRES Tying in the Nonh falf of the Southesst Quarter (N/2 SEA) of Seetion Twenty-one an.
Township Eleven (113 North, Runge Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklnhoma, being more
partieutarly deseribed as follows: The Bast 260.00 feet of Tragt Two {2) of the nnrecorded plat of THOROUGHIRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bownds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE Sowth 00°F'16™ East, along the cast Hne of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
6683 feet fo the Nustheast comer of Traet Two (2} of the warecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
FOINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 80° 416" Eust o distance of 662.0( feet to the Southeast comer of said Tracl
20 THENCE North 89°98°21" West, along said sowh line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 007 14116" West a
distonee of 661.92 feet to a point on the north e of said Tract 20 THENCE South 89749°297 Tast, along said north line,
a distanee o 26000 feet w the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: é\”’ﬁ,\) €N N \-)\QSI\G

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watcl the deer,
turkey and other ywiliflife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rurab/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “excepl that it allows higher housing densities”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “{oJommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they [cannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character.” {Emphasis
supplied.) .

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: “ 5\% L.Q.(/\(é’l§3/ Pe3A A

Signature of Property s Owmer
Date: h!r?_llz?-(




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of i
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (20, ;
Township Eleven (11} Morth, Range Five (5) West of the {ndian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more

particularly deseribed as follows; The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED

ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foliows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of

said Sontheast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Nottheast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat-of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the

POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 teel to the Southeast corner of said Tract

2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south linc, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a

distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Traet 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, alony said north line,

a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

. | ‘
Name of Property Owner:; \Z\_ﬁ\f\{ g m\ﬂ \ne \(9 \Q\x\*\r{\{

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 [or the above-referenced legal description due (o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood, As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A, THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS ("CC&RS").




In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S W. 54* Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of (his private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do

not desire commercial development to also fool the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]il lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category, See

e.g., SPUD at p, 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, cl¢.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential -dwelling shall be erected on lots
I,2,4,6,8, or 15.,.nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while *[clommercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential
character.” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 6401 S 5)'—)(4‘\’\ 6{—
Signature of Property Owner: 7&3’1#17 ,—4/&24;%7 Date:  \\ { [

W\\ L,\A/\Lu. %

tEven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review commiltee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particulatly described as foltows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quatter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet 1o the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: C,hr{& and @ﬁ-ﬁaw Cu.rvtminas

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can sce, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.



A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&Rs”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54® Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2.(Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, therc was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, ot 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner; \ V14 '& SW G4 St Musteny ole. “130LY

Signature of Property Owner: % di ‘/"(;; ff’/j;ﬂsm Date:_ A\ 1 13 I 25
P

1 Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approvat from
the HOA'’s equivalent of an architectural review commitiee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Sowtheast Quarter (N/2 SEf4) of Section Twenty-one 21},
Township Eleven (i1) Noith, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadien County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particutarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" Enst, along {he east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of TROROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along snid south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North (0°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. '

Name of Propetty Owner: ‘%6‘&(}) mn/ﬁ Kg;y\f G\N{ r:j/l

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural charactexistics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS").




In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54* Street is a private road, However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, fract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood, It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within fract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . » While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support setvices, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighbothood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erccted on lots
1, 2, 4, 6, 8, ot 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an infent to make fract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs” limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities.” (Bmphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light

industrial uses may be appropriate[,]” “they [eannot] negatively impact the ruval vesidentiol
character.” (Bmphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

AddressofPropeﬁyOwner:,lss_O 5(/0 SZ‘H/’\ S’é, ﬂ/lué%ng,OK 730@4/

Signature of Property Owner: M‘QM“ Date:_|] / 13 /.5{0.2 5

1 Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to reeeive approval from
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one 21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more s
patticutarly described as follows: The East 260.00 fect of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED o
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of

said Southeasl Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southcast Quarter, a distance of

661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the umecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the

POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feel to the Southeast corner of said Tract

2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a

distance of 661,92 feet 10 a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" Eas\, along said north line,

a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner:

Robert Workman

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics,




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
sceks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighbothood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2,4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD cleatly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:_11601 SW 54st

Signature of Property Owner: BB fore Wriorar Date:_11-12-2025

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A utiact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Seclion Twenty-one (21),
Township Fleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet 1o the Southeast corner of said Tracl
2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: HJ’ Une f/‘\ Ro'j

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESI

DENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .”> However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the iniended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively Impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Addyess of Property Owner: H749 sw 541 9t
Signature of Property Owner: ~si¢we ( 1\% L Date: /! ,/ /'] // 2J245

J

1 Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the umrecorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklzhoma, being more
particularly described as foltows: The Hast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sounth 00°14'16" East, along the ¢ast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
01.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OTF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.0! feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49*29" East, along said notth tine,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: C £ 127’ /37‘5% 126 E I t-; K A 1&_,-:;,5_;\] @Qilﬁaé K2

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL: COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to owr neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: f { & 4 {i wd & - %ﬂ%cz—iﬁj‘r

Signature of Property Owner: ( Loy J/)/ PP b [ M /;/%/’Lq: f*"

LJ)\’/C%ﬁ )S; ) tl/ lg/.wdg

! Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC8Rs, the Applicant would have o receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of lend being a parl Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 8E/4) of Section Twenty-one (2.
Township Bleven {11) Norih, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canedian County, Gklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The Enst 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded phat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes sud bouswls as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
snid Southenst Quarter; THENCE South 00°L4'16" East, along the cast line of said Sontheast Quarier, o distance of
661,83 fect to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the wnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF REGINNING: THENCE Soutl 00°14'16" Eust a distance of 662.01 fect o the Southeast corner of said Tauel
2 THENCE North 86°48°21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
disiance af 661.92 Fect te a point on the notth line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north dine,
a distance of 260.00 fact to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: \D O_V'; d E!" O,C\ f’ (C"L B m Cr K W%{ V’\

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHRBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

BEA3 b Winteng &1

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE CoVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD sceks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase cosls for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract I now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
fo “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the

:
4
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LUACILS aNa WOUL TUil e CHAFACTer 01 OUr NeIghborhood, in 1YY 1, there was a urd amendment
-to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
1, 2, 4,6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feei from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)

This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limifed to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2,

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it ailows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]lommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: \\7 O( Sw SL‘L{"L\ S-f" » (\\0\6‘}’6“\3') OK 73 O(OL(

Signatuge

of
Date:_[|- |5 ~1 &

Property Owner:

QDDIQQ\ @JUY,%\QA/\




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (20,
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corer of
said Southeast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Traet
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feot to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: M euind T Q’"Nj o jm; ¢ Sow

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”

(Empbhasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impactfs] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_ {1200 S SY = S+ wrucdery O
& 7 <
Signature of Property Owner:.. f"“’?"-%;a«f Date; ([~(3-pova 5=

1 Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Okiahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows! COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" Eas! a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the norlh line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: _#, o m <4 GN:; o T Secl dor

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&Rs”),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses cettainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make fract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:___{ 1"? oo Sy s”‘-/ﬂi ST Wu;fmg/ 0\ 7306y
Signature of Property Owner: /{yr_/ ‘4/ Date: I~ /3%-3035%

1 Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See; CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A (act of land being a part Tract Twe (2} of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Seetlon Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadisn County, Oklohoma, being more
particuiarly described os follows: The East 260.00 feet of Teact Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ot the Northeast corner of
soid Southieast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of soid Southeast Quarter, & distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to & point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE Soulh 89"49‘2;"'%‘}1, along snid north Jine,
S

a distonee of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEG!JING.
Name of Property Owner: Qe K 0\\ U & de/el \/\.) \’\ %f\] e

1 hereby objeot to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above~referenced legal description dus to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

L R L R ]

o - o x

e,

a s

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commerocial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhoed, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road, However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for fract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except fracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . ** However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not ‘
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail |
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 |
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, {and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade” |
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p, 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the



CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
1, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)

This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present fand use typology is Rural: Medium
Infensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential characier”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

| b
Address of Property Owner: \ \ (-eq q é \/\) 5 L{‘\- fl. L A
Signature . b ‘0'3 -~ g Property Owner: &\\A.) w-.\ w\rﬁb

Date: \ \




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) Wesl of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comner of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

é) . y / o) )

nSeeme (o GO0 F gl N
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Name of Property Owner:

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RSs”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade, . . .” While “retail trade™ is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment fo the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15.. . nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impactfs] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_ [/ 50t <) Egefofr, =y
'/? Date: /- /2. +.70.7%

Signature of Property Owner: .

N

L Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HHOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Trast Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian Couniy, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulatly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South (00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of (e unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a dislance of 662.01 feet 1o the Southeast corer of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'i6" West a

distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°45'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet {o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

— /t “)‘ MR EA
Name of Property Owner: W ALE . AN AR L j'\: N h

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W, 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]il lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .» However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is cleatly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the atea, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category, See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CCé&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots,” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,|” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

4+ -
Address of Property 0wne1 I IQ" co Q \A/ };4 T T

Signatute of Property Owne ///( / /’/’ 7 /\,/( / Date: [ [~/ 4 -2~

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A taet of land being @ part Tracl two 23 of the unrceorded  plat ol
FMPOROBDGHBRED ACRES fying i ohie North Bl of thie Somtheast Quarter (N2 SEGY of Suction Twenty-one 21,
Fownship Eleven (11 North, Range Five 13) West of the indian Meridian, Canadian Coumy. Oklahomit, being more
particetlady desendbed as foltows: The Fast 26000 Feet of Tract Two (23 ol the anrecorded pat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES bemg muore prrticnbarty described by mutes aad hounds as follows: COMMENCING a the Northeast comer of
sl Seantheast Qiinter; THENCE Somth 08714756 Bast, along the vast line of siid Southeast Qaaner, a distanee of
06183 feet o the Northeast coraer of Traet Fwa (20 of the amecorded plan of THOROGGHBREDF ACRES wd tle
FOINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Somb () 186" Eust g distrnce of 662,01 feet o the Sostheast corper of sand Teaet
2OFHENCE Nogth 8948021 West, atong said somh Ime. i dissince of 200008 (el THENCT North 001767 West o
distapee 076692 Tect 1o o pont an the nortd e of said Tt 20 THENCLE Sough 89749° 29" st along sind sorth line,
aadistance of 260,00 feet 1o the POINT OF BECGINKING.

) ™
Name of Property Owner; ,!\Ai/a\(;ﬂ (_){]é)/ﬂ

1 hereby objecl to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced lopal deseription due o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

EETH 6

(e e SR IR sz EE o e ]
e T e A . -

This is the entrance to our neighborhoad. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic wnd functional aspects ol our neighborhood and negatively
impaot its rural characteristics.

A, Titg Covenants, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&Rs™).

n 1989, CC&Rs were [iled covering the neighborhood, meluding the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 34" Street is o private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks lo use at least a portion of this private read. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs lor road mainlenance. §L s inequilable to expect homeowners who do
nol desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commereial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is Tor tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, oxcopt tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . .7 However, tract 1 now has o house on il
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhoed. Itis clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in (he area, for officefrelail
development,  As proof, Seetion ¢ ol the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . ." While “retail trade”
is not defined, many ol the proposed SPUD wses certainly do not Tall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling, Units and Mixed
Uses, ele.).




To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the eharacter of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
{o the CC&Rs, That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
1, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feel from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)

This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types ol proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on traci 2.

Per the Cily’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Infensity. This is essenlially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]ommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriaie[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD cleatly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

| PN S e S
Address of Property Owner; / /- 502 D 5 ) =5 / 57’6/{?’9‘ / -
Signature

G
., aof Property Owner:é;?ﬂ?:f//g5 é %Z
Date:__ /= fekred 5




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of lnd beisg s pan Tragt Two (2) of the wnrecorded pln of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half’ of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 $£14) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Towanship Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particubarly deseribed ns follows: The East 260000 feet of Tract Two §2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRIES being more particutarly described by metes and bowds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer aof
safd Southeast Quarter: THENCE Sowth B0 LE16™ Fast, along the cast bse of said Sowheast Quarter. & distance of
66ERY teet to (he Noniwast corner of Teact Two 2} of the weeconded plat of THOROUGHDRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sowmb 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast coraer of suid Tract
2 THENCE North 89°4R'21” West, along said south line, a distostee of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West n
distance o' 661.92 feet to a paint on the north fine of said Tract 23 THENCE South 8973929 Last. along said nonth line,
adistance of 260.00 leet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: D(’)\'\_‘“ﬂ() (‘?YHC@Y \E

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNTT'Y

& - [ A A =

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (*CC&RSY).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that 8.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road, The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also fool the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[alll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .» However, tract 1 now has a house on il.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p, 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, etc.).

To further show (hat the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses ;Ser the




CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
1,2, 4, 6,8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land wse typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Erophasis supplied.) And so, while “Jcjommercial and light indusirial uses
may be appropriate],{” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
{(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD «learly and unequivocally “negatively impact|s) the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: { i L{L\ O‘ 6 L,LJ (C) \‘ 6"} Ve ,‘{\— ‘\’/f\_\) \‘k‘C\ Y\.(j l O L

Signature of Property Owner: EN LI £ E‘/—/?,,LZ«‘M ya

Date: 1t - | A -2




OBRJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of lnd helng a part Tract Two (2} of the sareconded phit of
THOROUGHDBRED ACRES bying in the North Half of the Sowtheast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (3) West of (he Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklalonis, being more
particutarly described as fodlows: The East 260,00 feet of Traet Two (2} of the marecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particutarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South P 1416" Fost, stlong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, o distanee of
60483 feet to the Nontheast comer of Traet Two (23 of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGIHIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 14§67 Fast a distance of 662,01 feet to the Sowtheast comer of said Traet
2; THENCE North 8924821 West, along siid south line, a distance of 260,00 feet: TUENCTE North 00°14'16" West o
distonee of 661,92 feet to a point on the north Tine of stid Tract 2 THENCE South 89949°29" Easy, along said north ling,
achistance of 260,00 feet 1o the POINT.OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: (})‘ﬂ A P{’?ﬁ )ﬂk?\) “‘t’ —Tagm ?W\kg

1 hereby objeet to proposed S -1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

B - T e 2o Faf; DR

This is the enfrance to our neighborhoad, As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines

a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, wil

- absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
tmpact its raral characteristics,

A. Tue Covenanys, CoNprTIoNs, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RSY).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S\W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequilable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also fool the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use. :

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “a]il lots, excopt tracts 1
and 2., shall be used solely as residential lots, . . . However, tract 1 now has a house on it,
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. Itis clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for officefretail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .» While “retail trade”
is tiot defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do nol fall within this eategory. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To fusther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the




CC&Rs and would ruin the characier of our neighborheod, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shail be erected on lots
I, 2, 4,06, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lofs.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Axea, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{c]ommercial and light industrial uses

may be appropriatel,}” “they fcannot] negativelp impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaot[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: t )F)D—h ('P\\i\) %_)‘le (\\‘\ \(Y\/US*UI}(/} ,/O l’—-« 7 D‘b!‘/

o) a5

A%

Signature

of
Date: “ l) '1?) JcAD:?\g

Property Owner:




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a pag Tract Two (2) of the umccorded plm of
THOROCUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE) of Scotion Twenty-one (21,
Fownship Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indisn Meridinn, Canadiun County, Oklahoma, being wmiore
partienlarly deseribed as follows: The East 260,00 Feel of Tract Two {2) of the wnreeorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particwlarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner off
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sowth 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, o distance of
061,83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Fwo (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED ACRES snd the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 80°14'16" East a dislance of 662,01 feet 10 the Southesst corner of said Tract
Z; THENCE North 897482 1" West, along said sowth line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°{4'16” West a
distanee of 661,92 (et to a point o the north line of seid Tract 2; THENCE Sowth 8974929" Gast, along said notth ling,
a distance ol 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description.

Address of Property Owner: 5\1/&5/ -56)&( //\ 4/] L{g)/ﬁ//{l‘/ /ed/, ,

o~
. . o
Signature of Property Owner: C/ ,/ Z L Date: / ,;2\/ 2?/2 y) 5




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being & put Traet Two (2) of the wnrccorded plat of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES Tying in the North Hult of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Range Five {5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canatian County, Oklahoma, being more
particatarly deseribed as foliows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Trret Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES heing more particaiarly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quurter; THENCE South 00°14'16" Eost, atong the cast line ol said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
GOLRY feet to the Northeast vomer of Tract Twa (2} of the untecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES wnd the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIHENCE South 00°14'16" Last u dislance of 662,08 fect to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE Narth 8974821 West, along said south tiae, o distence of 260.00 feet: THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
distnnce of 6GE.92 feet to a point on the rorth fine of sald Tract 23 THENCE South 8949'29° Bast, along said north ke,
a distance of 260.00 feel to the POINT QF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: &“\\QS\\ \ \}\,\T\Q:\O Q\ b)

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
ameniiies. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
swatching the wild life. With the right affer you can keep the hot iub and watch the deer,
tarliey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffio in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the seme as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Addzress of Property Owner\\cl)“\ g\‘\ <\C: %% ARG

Fy

Signature

o \\h &)A g\ 43 Property Ownek_. :‘EQMT&‘&&%




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmet of land being a pant Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGIBRED ACRES lying in the North Hulf of the Southeast Quarer (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Conadian County, Oklnhoma, beinyg more
particilardy described os follows: The East 260.00 foot of Tract Two {2) of the unrcearded plat of THOROUGIHBRED
ACRES being more particularly descriied by mates and bounds o8 follows: COMMENCING at the Nottheast corer of
said Southeast Quarler; THENCE South g0 1416 East, along the cast line of said Sowtheast Quarter, & distanee of
GGLEY feet to the Northeast coraer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED -ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Eost 2 distance of 662,01 feet to the Sowheast corner of said Tract
25 THRENCE North 89°4R21" West, along snid sowth line, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West o
distanice of 661,92 Feet to o point ot the north fine of sald Tract 2: THENCE South 89949'29° East, stong said noth Hne,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ﬂ/ﬁbffd ﬂ/(ﬂrf)‘} SO

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelty awesome - the backyard. It Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX FEnergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and fraffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area swrrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/fresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “[oJommercial and light industrial uses may be

appropriatel,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” ([Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impact{s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: / { /)/ é gu/ l;_{ﬁﬂ g’f— 7:?-05&/

‘

[y
Signature 7 oof Property owner: 1. () (,g/ZJ,_ WAahs,
Date; u/ /5,/253 ’ 7 /”“’5




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrccorded plat of
TIHORCUGIHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth il of the Southeast Quarier (N/2 SEAM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Renge Five (3) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, OKlahoma, being more
parlicularly deseribed ns foliows: The Bast 260.00 feet of Tmct Tivo (2) of the unrceorded plat of THOROUQHBRED
ACRES being more panivnlarly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°§4'16" Euast, along the cast tine of said Sowtheast Quarter. a distance of
66183 fuet (o the Nostheast comer of Truct Two (2} of the untecerded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" Bast a distance of 662,01 feel to the Southeast corner of said Troc
2; THENCE North 89°48°21" West, along safd south ling, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14' 16" West a
distince of 661.92 fect 40 a point on the north line of said Tmet 20 THENCE South R9°4929" Fast, along said north fine,
o distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BECINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ( F:C: CONM @C‘I If\/\\/ |

I hereby objest to proposed SPU{D-1799 for Llﬁe above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Xt is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right aoffer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land nse typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supphied.)

The proposed SPUD olearly and unequivocally “negatively impactls] the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: ! , / 0 / Q g 1/\) ZS q *\\O"\

%agtneatur\e\ {\%\;g\ ﬁf Property Ovmer; \?Z/ 2




OBJECTION TO SPUD-17%9
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of tnd being o part Traet Twe (2) of the wnrecorded phyt of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES Eying in the North Hall of tie Svutheast Quarter (N2 SEA) of Section Twenty-one {21},
Township Eleven (FE} North, Ronge Five (3) West of the Indion Meridion, Canadisn County, Oklthoma, being more
particalarly described as fllows: The East 200000 Teet of Tract Twa (2) of the onrecernded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES leing more particularly deseribed by motes and bowmds as follows: COMMENCING wt the Nertheast comer of
saidd Southeast Quinrder; THENCE South 00°14'16" Eost, afong the east Hoe of stid Sowtheast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet o the Northeast comer of Tract Twa (2) of the anrevorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES wnd the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 80°14°16" Last o distance of 662.01 fect 1o the Southeast corner of said Tracl
2UTHENCE Nonh 89748721 West, along said south Hoe. n distance of 260,00 (eer; THENCE Rorth 00°1416” West a
distanee of 661.92 feet to a point an the north loe of said Tract 2 THENCE South 89°49729" East, along said norh line,
a distance of 260.00 fect 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

el
‘ i
Name of Property Owner; \_/r o~ / N A Y e

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description dus to
the following: :

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
smenilies. Not only do [ feel this way, but the realiors marketing in this area do {o:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the vwinter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
abilily to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentiatly
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howusing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]lommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they fcannotf negatively lmpact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: _Jr:/(ﬁo < e _S/ép,’-fz D/*' . b

Signature of Property Owner: W B
Date: a/// 23/ 2 o &




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A uwact of lad being o pant Tract Twoe (2) of the unreconled phs of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Sowtheasy Quarter (N/2 SE/M} of Section Tweaty-one (21),
Township Eleven (H1) North, Range Five (5) West of the hackiun Meridian, Canastinn County, Oklaloma, being maore
particularly deseribed s follows: The East 260000 feet of Travt Twe (23 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more panticalarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Naortheast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sowmd 00°1816" Eust, along the east line of said Southeast Quaster, a distance of
661.83 feer fo the Noheast comer of Tract Twe (2) of the wnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 80°14'16" Last a distance of 662.01 feet 1o the Southeust corner of suid Tracet
2: THENCE North 89°4821" West, along suid south Hine, a distance of 260,00 Teet; THENCE Noreh 007 14°16" Woest a
distance of H61.92 feet to a peint on e nonh line of said Tret 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" Fast, along said north fine,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: /7?; d/}/ﬁ{(g‘ /{I%,u (RN

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelly awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realiors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities,”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate,]” “they Jeannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.,

Address of Property Owner: \.Séé ¢/ Z f—"/,"{;-, oA IWE /M;/j AFrG

Signature / of Property Owner:
Date: 1/, ;.L’/ 237




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a port Tract Two (2} of the unrccorded plat of
THORQUGIHIBRED ACRES lying in the North Hull of the Southpast Quarter {(Nf2 SE4&) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Zileven (11) Norh, Ronge Five (5) West of the Indian :Meridian, Consdian County, Oklalivma, being more
particutarly deseribed as Tollows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Tdo (2) of the anrccorded plat of TIIOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more partfewlarly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eost, slong the cast fine of soid Souieast Quarier, a distance off
66183 feet o the Nartheast comaer of Tract Two () of the unrecanded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Fast a distance of 662.01 fect to the Sowheast corner of suid Tract
2; THENCE North R9°48721" Wesd, along said south line, a distance of 260,06 feet; TUENCE Nonh 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 23 THENCT South 89°49°29" Hast, atong snid north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: D\! M V\ A A t If/h

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due io
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural fee] with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and

watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5703 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied}. Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would ceriainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the propesed SPUD is rueal/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rursl-Low Typology Arvea, “except that it allows higher housing densifies.” ‘
(Emphasis supplicd) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be |
appropriate,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the raral residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5(1) =) —ﬂ gﬂf S’i‘ 4] __gd. DY MMST(/{ 1 @
gagtnea:imr\e| L ! Zoé; Property Ownerzj /(Lm




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of lind being a patt Tract Twe (2} of the wnrecorded plat of
THORQUGIHARED ACRES fying in the North Lalf of the Southeast Quarter (N72 S/} of Section Twenty-one {21},
Townshin Bleven {11} Norh, Ronge Tive (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadizn County, Oklabomg, belup more
particularly described as follows: The East 260,08 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follews: COMMENCING at the Nartheast comer of
sald Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter. a distance of
66183 feet o the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South §0°1416" Tast a distatice of 662,01 fect to the Southesst comner of suid Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48°21" West, along said south line, a distence of 260.00 fect; TUENCE North 00°14°16" West o
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Traet 2 THENCE South 89°49'29” East, alang sid nosth ling,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OP BF(‘;IN!\IN(:

Name of Property Owner: gjgj e ) / /,[ oy

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

T live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the vight offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit reaitors’
ability to seil homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruwalresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentiaily
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential character”’ (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

«7’,’

— ‘
Address of Property Owner:_ 7 O/ By [ Freil % Moy, O % 7 ¥
Signature Property Owner: /% Ay /

of
Date: /—/, /4 e / /\




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A uaet of land being o part Truet Two {2) of the uniecorded plat of
THORQUGIIBRED ACRES kying in the North Bulf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE74) of Scetion Twenty-one (213,
Tawnship Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the hulian Meridisn, Canadian County, Okinhoma, being more
partiewlaely deseribed as follows: The Bast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the warecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being wore panicularly deseribed by metes and hounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Sowtheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast {ine of said Seutheast Quarter. a distance of
G618 Feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South (0°14'16" East a distanee of 662,01 feet to the Souiheast corner of soid Tract
2; THENCE Nonth §9°4821" West, along snid south linc, a distance of 260,00 feet; TUENCE Norh G0°14'16" West o
distanee of 661,92 Feet to o point on the aorth line of said Traet 23 THENCE Somh 89°49°20" East, atong said north line,

o distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF {lﬁ(‘alh‘l/?k?i. -
Name of Property Owner: C/' A ) @/(/ ‘[VU‘ " /

I hereby object to proposed SPUD- 175/9 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and satch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive {(emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffio in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area. -

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially |
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that il allows higher heuslng densitles” 4
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial wuses may be ]
appropriate[,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis |
supplied.) J

The proposed SPUD olearly and unequiveoally “negatively impaot[s] the rural residential ‘
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD. }

|

Address of Property Owner: S\Iéé / 77: ra g%ﬁﬁt /D(\ M’( fe 5?[4@ (/l/< 73 Oéd{
Property Owmer: /(%zr/ /é,cf > W

Si gnatu:e

Date: - f,é




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land heing o part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHDBRED ACRES lying in the Nortly Holl of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/) of Section Twenty-one (21)
Township Eleven (11} Norih, Range Five (5) West of the lidisn Meridian, Cunadinn County, Oklnboma, being more
panticatariy duseribed os follows: The East 26000 feer of Traet Two (2) of the wirecorded plat of TIIOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more partieularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Souiheast Quarter: THENCE Sowh gU14'16™ Eost, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
G6L.RI feet 1o the Norheast comer of Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00°54'16" Tast a distance of 662.01 fict to the Southeast comer of said Tt
2: THENCT Nunh 89°48°21" West, along snid souh line, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North (0°1416" West o
distance of 661.92 fect (o a point on the sorth line of sabd Tracy 2; THFN(I Sowh 89°4920" East, along seld sonh line,
adistange of 260,00 kel to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: N\ZO N Fare

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. ¢ is set up for entertaining and -

watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winterl

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the ares.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential.  Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasiz supplied) Aod so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residentiol character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The propoéed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

° r"_ -
Address of Property Owner: D‘_Hé /ﬁﬁiﬁQ_ E‘ﬂ’[)&l@“ _ De.
(3
Property Owner: //d’ a4 .5//

Signature , of
Date:__ )} /1) 7%




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799 -
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of lond being a part Tracet Two {2) of the warccorded plat of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES lying in the North HulF of the Southeast Quinrter (N2 SE4) of Section Twenty-ono (21),
Township Tleven (1) Neonl, Ronge Five (5) Wist of the Indian Meridion, Canadian County, Oklahoma, beling more
particutarly deseribod as Tollows: The Rast 260,00 feat of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED :
ACRES bieing mare particnkarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ot the Northeast cemer af L
said Seutheast Quanter; THENCE Somh 00°14°16™ East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distanee of Lo
661.83 feet o the Norhweast comee ol Tact Two (2} of the unrecerded plat of THOROUGLUBRED ACRES and the

POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sowh 00°14° 16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of soid Trac

2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, atong said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; TUENCE North 00°14'16" West a

distange of 661,92 feel to a point on the north line of said Treet 23 THENCT South 89°49°20" Last, alang said north line,

adistance of 260,00 foct 1o the I'Ql T OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner i N ( \O\m H/MY\\ \

I hereby objeot fo proposed S)PUD 1799 for the above-referenced legal descnpnon due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do fo:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. It Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the vight offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphuasis supplicd). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerfainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Infensity. This is essentiaily
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be

appropriate[,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residentiul character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

ity o 00T TGRE ?3 sro De WSy, BC 720

Signature Property Owner!

Date: ! / ‘_0 g/'qf




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of lond being a pant Treet Two (1) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES Iying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/M) ot Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Norih, Range Five (53 West of the Indian Meridian, Cunndian County, Oklahoma, belng more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Teavt Two (2) of the unresorded plat of THOROCUGHBRED
ACRES heing more particalarly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nartheast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along (he cast line of said Sowutheast Quarter, a distance of
66183 foet to the Norlwast comer of Tract Two () of the unrecarded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Eust o distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast camer of suld Tract
2 THENCE North 89%48'21" West, along said smuls Tine, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Nonh 00° 416" West a
distance of 661,92 feel to o point on the noth fine of sald Tract 2; THENCE South 89%49'29" East, along satd north line,
a distantee of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING. L

Name of Property Owner: QC';; g a- é@f_/‘ g MM

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with elose proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyafd. It Is set up for entertalning and
watcling the witd life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City’s .

development gnide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate{,)” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.) '

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respecifully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Propérty Owner: 5@/@? T/GER STow, ‘;(7: e )

Signature

of
Date: ////(,','/Q S/-

Property Owner:




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Logation: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being s pant Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North falf of the Southenst Quarter (N2 SE/d) of Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Bleven (11} Norib, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Cunatizn County, Oklahoma, boing more
particilarly described as Toltows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecarded plat of THOROUGHNRED
ACRES bheing more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
sald Southeast Guarter: THENCE South 007 14'16" Eat, atong the cast line of said Sowtleast Quarier. a distance of
661.83 feet ta the Nonheas! comer of Tragt Twa () of the unrecorded plat of TUHORCUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Fust a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tracl
2; THENCE Norih 8924821 West, along suid south line, a distsnce of 260.00 feet; TIENCE North 00°14'16" West o
distance of 661.92 fect o a point on the north Tine of said Traet 23 THENCE South 1974929 East, alang said north line,
o distance of 260,00 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING. .

Name of Property Owner: Zobert CO/ s

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due fo
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

T live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity fo urban
amenities. Not only do I fee! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. J# Is set up for entertuining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rursl-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densifies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be

appropriate],]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, [ respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Signature of Property
Date: / / ”/ b o= 2T




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of lawd belng a pat Tract Twe (2) of (he unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES Iying in the North FHulf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEA) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norlh, Range Five (5) West of the Indisn Muridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particulariy deseribed as follows: The Fost 260.00 feet af Tract Two (2) uf the uareconded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as (olfows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quanier; THENCE Sowh 00°14'16" East. along the cast Hine of said Southeast Quarter. a distance of
66143 foet to the Nonbeast corner of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plas of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 fiuct (o the Southeast corner of suid Tract
20 THENCE North 8924821 West, olony said south Bing, o distonce of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West o
distanee of 661.92 feel 1o point on the north line of soid Tract 1; THENCE South 89°49'20" East, atong said nosth tine,
o distance of 26040 fect to the POINT OF DECGINNING. B

Name of Property Owner: !(/ y e de } / A TR

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only de I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife thraugh the winter! ’

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is wuralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present fand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howsing densities.”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “fcjommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.) -

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivooally “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5 8 O5  Ticer %;-,«01\,-}5 D’Q
Signature of Property Owner,___ /L% ~
) /15725

Date:




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A mct of land being o purt Trmct Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
TUORCUGHDBRED ACRES lying in the North Lulf of' the Southenst Quaurler (N2 SE/M) of Section Twenty-ono (21),
Township Eteven {11) North, Range Five {(3) West of e Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklaboms, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 26000 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unreeorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comter of
said Souiteast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14°16" Evst, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distaiee off
66183 feet o the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14*16" Fast & distance of 662.01 fect to the Southeast coraer of said Tract
2 THENCE Nerthr 89487217 West, along said south line, a distanee of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 0071416 West o
distance of 661.92 feet to u point on the aorth fine of said Tract 2: THENCE South §9°49°29" East, ulong said north line,
a distance of 260,00 (et 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING. )/]

Name of Property Owner: C\f\\/\ )\’09/\6’ R Q \Vx’)

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I tive in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. Jt /s set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the swinter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stonc Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit reajtors’.
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild iife in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is mualfresidential. Per.the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Aren, “except that it allows higher heusing densities”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.) :

+ The proposed SPUD clearly and uﬁequi_vooally “negatively impact{s} the rural residential
charaoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Add:es; of i’roperty Owner: “ 626 S \‘d %%+L\ 51\7 ﬂ i
Property Owner: UMM( /f/\,/ j\ ’

Signature

Date: \\)]6‘)()?5{';) .




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1759
Location: 5401 South Mustang Read

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iact of land being o part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
TUHOROUGIIBRED ACRES lylng in the North [all of the Southeast Quacter (N2 5E/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Tleven (113 North, Range Five (5) West of the indian Meridion, Canadian County, Oklnhom, being more
particulurly deseribed as follows: The Tnst 260.00 feet of Traet Two (2) of the wirccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES hcing more particularly described by metes and bounds as fellows: COMMENCING at the Nartheast comer of
said Soulheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, slong the cast line of said Svutheast Quarter, & distance of
661,83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twe (2} of tie unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 08° 416" Bast a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Trael
23 TIENCE North 89248217 West, elong said souih line, o distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°E4'16" West o
distance of 661,92 feet to & point on the novth loe of snid Tract 2: THENCE South 89°49°29" East, along said storih fne,
a dislange of 260.00 feel o tie POINT QF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: .%’\'&(;u) fu\(l.‘H{f\ A

- L)
I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the abovg-refereﬂced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I fesi this way, but the realtors marksting in ihis area do to:

We've saved something prefty awesome - the backyard. It #s set up for emtertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can: heep the hot tub and watch the deer,
frkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffio in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the ares.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentiatly
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher fiousing densities.”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “{oJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they. fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.) :

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,.

Address of Property Owner: l l/_ o [ :)[ <‘) (22 5% gl SShee @_’T‘F

Signature of Property Omer::\js, ; . fi
Dete: 1115 | 3025 ‘ﬁ%‘ﬂm 7 59

1




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1739
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of lnd being o pent Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES fying in the North [falll of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/M) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Cenudion County, Oklihoma, being more
particalarly deseribed a3 follows: The Rast 260.00 feet of Traet Two (2) of the wnrecorded plat of THOROCUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follaws: COMMENCING ot the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East. along the east Hne of said Southenst Quarter. a distance of
661,82 fueet to the Northeast comer of Traet Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East & distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of suid Trel
2 THENCE North 89248217 West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 06°1416" West o

distance of 661,92 feet to a point on e aorth Hue of suld Tract 23 THENCE Sowth 89°49'29" East, along said northt line,
a distonce of 260,00 feet 1 the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: qui'c)\('/i} M()‘.Hﬁh A

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the e;bovg-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

T live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do T feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this ares do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area swrrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howsing densities”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriale],]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD olearly and unequivoesily “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgesione. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:; H/ o { \’[ ,Q)(A) (<(?' gl .‘ET)\“{(J @Ar

Signature of Property Owner: . )
Date: \1!\§IIQ'D,;>S“ A7)




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land heing a part Tract Twe {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nordh Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11} Norh, Range Five (5} West of the Indinn Meridion, Conadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The Bast 260.00 Teet of Tract Two (2) of the unrceerded piat of THOROUGHNRED
ACRES being more particolardy deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ot the Northeast comer of ’
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°E4'16" Fast, along the cast Hne of said Southeast Quarter, a dislance of L
661.83 feet (0 the Northeast comer of Tract Two 2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the

POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Fast a distanec of 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Traet

2; THENCE North 89248 21" West, along said sowth line. a distance of 260,00 fect; TUENCE North 60°14'16" West o

distanee of 66§.92 feet 10 a point on the aorth line of said Tract 2; THENCE Somh 39°49'29" Last, along said norh line,

a distanee of 260,00 (et 1o the POIN(T}OF BEGINNING.

N iflgn H—e{u&j

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the sbove-referenced legal desoription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I ive in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

Name of Property Owner:

We've snved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
tirkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher kheusing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they Jeannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

i ) o L :
Address of Property Owner;_| LY U ‘36{ Q{ /l/\w,/*m;,r ,i AC 7”;1//0(0 (

Signature - of Property Owner: "7/?:/{5:2"’ /7/\1/ -~
Date: N -IK-25 o




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of End being a part Traet Two (2) of the wwecorded phv of

"THOROUGHBRED ACRES tying in the Norih Half of the Southemt Quarter (N/2 SE/A} of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (3) West of the Inian Meridian, Canadion County, Oklahoir, being more
particularly described as Tollows: The Bast 260.00 Teet of Tract Two (27 of the unpecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as loltows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southenst Quarter; THENCE South B2 416" East, ulung the eust line ol said Sowtheast Quarter. a distinee of
GOLEY feet w the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2} of the unrecarded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 116" East a distince of 662,01 fect w the Southeast comer of said Tract
2 THENCT North 89°48°21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260000 feet; THENCE North 0071416 West a
distanee of 661.92 feet tu a point on the nonth loe of said Traet 20 THENCE South 89°49°19° East, along waid narth Jine,
a distanee of 260,00 feel w the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ~S/l) }‘ 'S /'e /V /"/A’ CL YN & zﬂ

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combinés a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelty awesome - the backyard, It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
tirkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX EBnergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the ssme as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher howsing densities”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact]s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

A
Address of Property Owner: J) et S Lo/ 556 ' 07/ Y74 57[6? v C’?r

, / '
Signature Property Owner; 2 Y Ao

of
Date: f/ ~/3 AR ST




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of land being o pant Tt Two () of the wnreconled plat of
THOROQUGTIBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/M) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (tH Norh, Range Five (53 West of the Iadian Meridian, Canadian County, Okluhoma, being more
particalarly deseribied as follows: The Fast 260,00 Teet of Tract Two (2) of the imrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulady deseribed by nietes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
siid Sowtheast Quader; THENCE Sowth 00°1416” East, atong the cast Hne of said Southeast Quarter. a distunce of
661,83 feer 1o the Northeast comer of Tract Twe {23 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCT Sowth 00°149'E6” East o distance of 662.01 Teet to the Southeast corner of sitid Truct
20 PHENCE North 894821 West, along said souti {ine, a distonce of 260,08 fee; THENCE North 00° L' 16" West o
distance of 661,92 feet to A point on the torth Hoe of said Tract 2; THENCE South #9°49°29" Hast. along said north Jine,
a distance of 360,00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: '/A'A?n .:J a ﬁa r A/S'

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but ihe realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It Is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
firkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraifresidential.  Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Infensity. This is esseatially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “excepi that it allows higher fhousing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

B

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocall}; ‘negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Addréss of Property Owner: / l 524 Sp 6\5!7% H .
Property Owner; f— /#/(%/4 ,_/;4)”7{2

Signature of
Date:_/ // / 3// 2.5




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of knd being a part Traet Two () of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SEMY of Seetion Twenty-one (21).
Township Fleven {11} Nonh, Range Five (3) West of the Indinn Meridiun, Cunadian County, Oklnhomn, being more
particularly deseribed as Follows: Fhe Fast 26000 Teet of Tract Two (2) of the varecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 0071416 East, along e cast line of said Sowtheast Guaner, o distance of
661.83 feet w the Nertheast comer ol Traet Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 0051416 East a distance of 662,07 feet o the Southeast comer of said Trag
2 THENCE North 8974821 West, along soid south line, a distance of 200,00 feet: THENCE North 00° 146" Westa
distance of 661,92 Teet to a point on the norh line of said Tract 2 THENCE South 89%49°29" East, along said sorth line,
a distmiee of 26000 feet o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner® =X n m - \}6 ﬂ e&.

I hereby objest io proposed SPUD-179% for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realiors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. J¢ is set up for entertaining and

watching the wild life, With the right offer you cai keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the déve[opment
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realiors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire ares surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industdal uses may be

appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the ruval residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
charaoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

— . o th
Address of Property Owner: \\' = 5b ﬁD bb, . 31\/'\,

Date: \

. ) Uy
Signature - ké . &g Property Owner: w N/l / “f‘ W (/1‘—“\




ORJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wct of land being a part Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nurth Half' of the Southeast Quarier (N2 SE/4) of Seetion Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indion Meridion, Canadivn County, Oklnhoma, being mure
particularly deseribed ns foliows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (23 of the anrecorded plat of THOROUGIHBRED
ACRES being more particnkary described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING of the Nostheast comer of
siid Sowheast Quarter; THENCE South H0° 416" East, aleng the cast line of siid Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66153 feet fu the Nonfieast comer of Tract Two (2) of dwe werccorded plat of THORQUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sowth 00° 416" Bast a distanee of 662,01 feet to the Suatheast corner of suid Tract
2 THENCE North 8928721 West, along safd sontk line, a distence of 260,00 feet; TIENCE Nonh 00°14°16" West a
distance ol 661,92 feet to a point on the north tine of said Tract 2; THENCE Sonilh §89749:29" East, nlong said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet ta the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: /r}v'/'j// //‘é C Mﬁ /\/&{5 p) 06/

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the aﬁéfe-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer yon can keep the hot fub and watch the deer,
trurkey and offer wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This js essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they [cannot] negatively impuact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

1500 S 55 T o4, M/éﬁéf/?@

Address of Property Owner:

Date:

e
Signature of Propetty OWGE%MWQ %?”




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A e of lwd beivg o part Tract Two (1) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGIHBRED ACRES lying in the North Tult of the Southeast Quaster (N/2 SE4) ol Section Twenly-one (21).
Township Feven (11} North, Range Five (3) West ol the Tndian Meridian, Canadian Cownty, Okkdwone, being more
patientarly deseribed as follows: The Tast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the anrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds as foliows; COMMENCING st the Northeast corner of
saick Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14°16" Eust, slong the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
G61.83 leet o the Nerheast corer of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGUBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIEENCE South 00° LI'16" East u distince of 662,01 feet o the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North £9°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00° 416" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to 2 point an the north line o said Tract 20 THENCE South 89749'29" Gast, along said north tine,
adistanee of 20080 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

WName of Property Owner: l""‘o ( l W ST r iQK(‘J/

1 hereby object to proposed SPU'}D—1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY"

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a Tural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved somecthing pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watehing the wild life, With the right offer yon can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The enfire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Bmphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,}” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: I l 5/ 5 S ‘/\} 5 L-H'%

Signature of Property Ownerd i L8

Date: / / ~/2 LS

——




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A uact of land being o pan Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROQUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the North 1all of the Sottheast Quarter {N/2 SEM) of Sectton Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nerh, Range Five (3) West of the Indian Meridion, Canadian County, Okluhoma, being more
particularly deseribed as Tolows: The Fast 260,00 fect of Tract Two {23 of the warecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particatardy deseribod by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING w the Nurtheast coraer of
smid Souwtheast Quarter; THENCE Sowth 0071456 East, adong the east line of said Soutlteast Quarter, distance ol
661.83 feet to the Norhust vorner of Teact Two (23 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
I’()INT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 80°14*16" Cast a distanee of 662,01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Trwel
2: THENCE North §9°4821" West, along said seuth line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 06°14°16" West o
distanee of 661.92 et w a paint ant the north Hae of said Tract 23 THENCE South 89°49'29* Fast, atong said north line,

a distance of 260,00 fee 1o the POIN I_‘,(‘ti HE ClNl\l\(r
Name of Property Owner: (_/ 04/ /u | E. 6 ! < QNS

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced/!egal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelty awesome - the backyard, It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
tirkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed wnder the SPUD would cerfainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “fcjommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriatel,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential churacter” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 56 & O l\ € 0 A8 SJF e D/)
Ié'slagtr;?tur //_ > f(fa < Property Owner: (_,QJQ/ML, 33/\\,&




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmet of lwnd being a poad Traet Two (2} of the unrecarded plat of
THOROUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the Notih 11l of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (213,
Township Eleven (11} Nonli, Range Five (3) West of the fudian Meridian, Conadian County, Oklahome, being more
particutarly desertbed os follows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Traet Two {2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROQUGHDRED
ACRES being more particuinrly deseribed by inetes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nonheast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East. along the east line of seld Southeast Quarter, a distance of
G618 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (21 of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" Fast a distance of 662,01 feet 1o the Southeast comer of said Trocl
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along snid south tine, a distonce of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 06°14'56" West a
distanee of 661,92 feet to a point on the north Hae of sald Troet 2; THENCE Sowth 89°49'29" East, along snid north line,
a distange of 260,00 feet 1o the PO!Z [— BEGINNING.

K@M ﬁv/ ( / R

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-rcferenoed-legal description due to
the following:

Name of Property Owner:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

Ilive in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity fo urban
amenities, Not only do I fel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tul and watch the deer,
tirkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to seli homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprietel,}]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly 'and unequivocstly “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: AZ) 7 O ? LQ tq(a«&_j\ 7 (M Dd
Slgnature of g_Property Owner /& /(_g.f Zé(—"\

Date: s -iP Doz




OBJECTION TO SFUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trect of land befng @ purt Tret Two (1) of the unrcoorded plat of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nonh Vslf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21,
Township Eleven {11) Nonh, Range Five (5) West of the lndian Meridian, Canzdizn County, Oklahome, being more
panicularly describod as foliows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unsecorded piat of THOROUGHARED
ACRES being more particulardy described by metes end bounds as follows: COMMENCING ai the Northesst somer of
sdid Southeasy Quarter: THENCE South 007 14°16™ East, nlong the ¢t line of said Southeast Quanter. a disuance of
651,23 foel ko the Nontbeast cormey of Trect Two (2} of the ustocveded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES sod the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14°16™ East a distance of 662,01 f¢et to the Sownheest corner of said Trest
2; THENCE North 89°48721" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE Narth 00°14'16° Weet n

distence of 681.92 feet 1 a polnt on the nonh line of s2id Tract 3; THENCE South 80*4¥20° Earl along eid narth line,
8 distence of 260,60 (et 1 the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: . N (L (| FYUNCLS

1
I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description dus to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rurat fesl with close proximity to urban
smenities, Not only do I fesl this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. J2 Is ser up for enteriaining and
waltching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5703 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to szll homes if their selling point is the wild Life in the area,

The entire area murounding the proposed SPUD is rumlfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medivn Intensity, This is essentially
thie same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercial and light industrial wses may be
appropriate,]” “they [eannot] negatively impact the ruval residentiol character” (BEmphasis
supplied)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivooally “negatively impaci[s) the rurel residentin
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respestfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner; 5512 Lfd&}’{S"}Q ' Iy Pa)

Signatire :

of Property
Dats: Pl i i

L%,




Caseno

SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799
SPUD-1799

Owner

BOX LAW GROUP, PLLC, DAVID BOX

MUSTANG SCHOOL DISTRICT, CHARLES BRADLEY, SUPERINTENDENT
BRYAN COWNS

CHARLES R PETERS FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUST
CORY FRANKS & TASHA FRANKS

CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

DAMION LIU & JESSIE JANE HENDRICKSON LIU
DONNA F GREENE

GARY R CRAIGHEAD REVOCABLE TRUST

HIEU Q VU & NGOC VO

JAMES T NANNEY & PATRICIA H NANNEY

JOHN JUREK & TARI JUREK

LEDGE STONE PROPERTY OWNERS ASSOCIATION
NAPIER INVESTMENTS LLP

REDCLIFF DEVELOPMENT LP

RICARDO J REYES MENDEZ & ROCIO PARES
SCOTT MICHAEL BRANCH

STACEY L WILLDERMOOD & KELLEY JO HATTER
STACY L FRANCIS

STATE OF OKLAHOMA DEPT OF TRANS-LEGAL DIVISION-BUSINESS OFFICE

STEVEN M LISSOLO & TIFFANI B LISSOLO
TODD LAND & LIVESTOCK INC-C/O KIM HODGE

Mailing Address

525 NW 11TH ST, STE 205
12400 SW 15TH ST
11505 SW 55TH ST
8012 NW 82ND ST
11500 SW 54TH ST
805 S MUSTANG RD
5525 LEDGESTONE DR
11449 SW 54TH ST

PO BOX 295

11509 SW 55TH ST
5516 LEDGESTONE DR
5517 LEDGESTONE DR
PO BOX 1351

4320 MCAULEY BLVD
PO BOX 250

5509 LEDGESTONE DR
5521 LEDGESTONE DR
11401 SW 54TH ST
5512 LEDGESTONE DR
200 NE 21ST ST

5513 LEDGESTONE DR
3091 OLD MARBLE FALLS RD

City

OKLAHOMA CITY, OK
YUKON, OK
MUSTANG, OK
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK
MUSTANG, OK
YUKON, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
BETHANY, OK
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
MUSTANG, OK
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK
MUSTANG, OK
ROUND MOUNTAIN, TX

Zipcode

73103
73099
73064
73132
73064
73099
73064
73064
73064
73064
73064
73064
73008
73120
73064
73064
73064
73064
73064
73105
73064
78663



CASE NUMBER: SPUD-1799

This notice is to inform you that David M. Box, Box Law Group, PLLC, on behalf of Todd
Land & Livestock, Inc., filed an application with The City of Oklahoma City to change the zoning
designation of the property to SPUD-1799 Simplified Planned Unit Development District. The
City Council will consider this zoning application at a public hearing on April 21, 2026. The only
property to be rezoned is outlined on the attached map. The City Council meets in the Council
Chamber, Third Floor, Municipal Building, 200 North Walker Avenue, Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma beginning at 8:30 a.m.

Agenda and case materials are available online at https://okc.primegov.com/public/portal.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES
lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21), Township
Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma,
being more particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the
unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES being more particularly described by metes and
bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; THENCE
South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of 661.83 feet to the
Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the
Southeast corner of said Tract 2; THENCE North 89°48"21" West, along said south line, a distance
of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north
line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line, a distance of 260.00
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Your property is not included within the area proposed to be rezoned. This notice is being
provided to you because you own property nearby.

You are not required to attend the hearing, but if you wish to you may. You can also have
someone appear on your behalf.

If you object to the rezoning of the property, you can file legal written protest no later than three
days prior to the hearing, with the Office of the City Clerk, 200 North Walker Avenue, Oklahoma
City, Oklahoma 73102.

W,
e,
S E

Dated this 24th day of March 2026. % '

SEAL Amy K. Simpson, City Cler

/’I N
7, W\
iy ,,IOHM s
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PROPOSED ZONING CHANGE:

CASE NUMBER: SPUD-1799

FROM: R-1 Single-Family Residential District
TO: SPUD-1799 Simplified Planned Unit Development District
ADDRESS OF PROPERTY: 5401 South Mustang Road
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PROPOSED USE: The purpose of this application is to allow office development.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ZONING DISTRICT:
This site will be developed in accordance with the regulations of the modified O-1 Limited Office
District (OKC Zoning Ordinance, 2020).

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this application, please call:
The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Department

420 West Main Street, Suite 910

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

(405) 297-2623
subdivisionandzoning@okc.gov
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FOR PUBLICATION ONLY

CASE NUMBER: SPUD-1799
LOCATION: 5401 South Mustang Road

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the City Council of Oklahoma City will hold a public
hearing on a proposed ordinance, extending the limits of the SPUD-1799 Simplified Planned Unit
Development District from R-1 Single-Family Residential District. A public hearing will be held
by the City Council on April 21, 2026. The City Council meets in the Council Chamber, Third
Floor, Municipal Building, 200 North Walker Avenue, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma beginning
at 8:30 a.m.

Agenda and case materials are available online at https://okc.primegov.com/public/portal.

Under the terms of said ordinance, the limits of and boundaries of the SPUD Simplified Planned
Unit Development District would be extended to include the following described property:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES
lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21), Township
Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma,
being more particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the
unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES being more particularly described by metes and
bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; THENCE
South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of 661.83 feet to the
Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the
Southeast corner of said Tract 2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance
of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north
line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line, a distance of 260.00
feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

PROPOSED USE: The purpose of this application is to allow office development.
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ZONING DISTRICT:

This site will be developed in accordance with the regulations of the modified O-1 Limited Office
District (OKC Zoning Ordinance, 2020).

Any person having any objections to the proposed rezoning may appear before the City Council
in the COUNCIL CHAMBER on the above date set for hearing and show cause why the proposed
rezoning should not be carried out in accordance with said ordinance. At any time not later than
three days prior to said hearing, any owner of property within the district affected, or any owner
of property within a 300-foot radius of the exterior boundary of the subject property, may make
legal written protest by filing the same with the Office of the City Clerk, 200 North Walker
Avenue, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102.

For further information call (405) 297-2623.
Dated this 24th day of March 2026.

SEAL Amy K. Simpson, City Clerk
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Planning Commission Minutes
February 26, 2026

(The agenda was filed with the City Clerk of The City of Oklahoma City at 4:40 p.m. on February
20, 2026)

0. (SPUD-1799) Application by Todd Land & Livestock, Inc. to rezone 5401 South
Mustang Road from R-1 Single-Family Residential District to SPUD-1799 Simplified
Planned Unit Development District. Ward 3.

Amended Technlcal Evaluatlon

Bulldmgs shall be smgle storv remden‘ual style bulldmgs with pitched composmon-

stvle shmgle roofs, the mtch bemg 6:12 minimum.

pem%s}— Add to Landscapmg Sectlon that w1th1n the landscape buffers 2. 5 1nch

caliper canopy trees shall be planted on 20-foot centers.
3. Revise Exhibit B to reflect the access and landscape buffers in Master Design
Statement.
4. An 8-foot masonry fence on continuous footing shall be required along the west and
south SPUD boundaries. Along the south boundary, the fence will be limited to the
span of the single-family residential lot that exists on the south.
No more than four buildings with a maximum square footage of 7,500 square feet
per building are allowed.
Public water and public sewer are required.
The landscaping points required for parking areas shall be doubled.
The landscaping points required along the northern boundary shall be doubled.
A Specific Plan shall be required.
0. Revise Architecture regulations to move cementitious siding from the 70% to the
30% allowance.
11. No access shall be permitted to SW 54th Street.

e

=00

The applicant was present. There were protesters present.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL SUBJECT TO TECHNICAL EVALUATION AS
AMENDED.

MOVED BY NOBLE, SECONDED BY POWERS

AYES: CLAIR, POWERS, PRIVETT, MILNER, HARRISON, NOBLE

NAY: MEEK, NEWMAN

ABSENT: LAFORGE



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City
Planning Commission
February 26, 2026

Item No. IV. 9.

(SPUD-1799) Application by Todd Land & Livestock, Inc. to rezone 5401 South Mustang
Road from R-1 Single-Family Residential District to SPUD-1799 Simplified Planned Unit
Development District. Ward 3.
A. GENERAL INFORMATION
1. Contacts
Applicant’s Representative
David Box
Box Law Group
(405) 652-0099
2. Case History

This application was continued from the December 11, 2025, and January 15, 2026,
Planning Commission meetings.

3. Reason for Request
The purpose of this application is to allow office development.
B. EXISTING CONDITIONS
1. Size of Site: 3.02 Acres
2. School District: Mustang

3. Zoning and Land Use:

Subject Site North East South West
Zoning R-1 R-1 AA R-1 R-1
Land Use | Agricultural | Residential Agricultural Residential | Residential

4. Comprehensive Plan Land Use Typology Area: Rural — Medium Intensity (RM)

Rural — Medium is similar to the Rural-Low Typology Area except that it allows higher
housing densities. These areas are usually near a fire station. Rural-Medium areas are
often located adjacent to Urban-Low and Urban Reserve typologies, which are areas
intended to urbanize in the future. While there is no expectation for urban services, RM
areas have limited potential to connect to City water or sewer service, and may become
more integrated into the urbanized area in the distant future. Commercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriate provided they do not negatively impact the rural
residential character.



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

C. SUMMARY OF SPUD APPLICATION

1.

This site will be developed in accordance with the regulation of the O-1 Limited Office
District (OKC Zoning Ordinance, 2020, as amended), except that the following restrictions

will apply:
The following use(s) will be the only use(s) permitted on this site:

8300.1 Administrative and Professional Offices

8200.23 Building Maintenance Services

8300.24 Business Support Services

8250.2 Community Recreation: General

8250.3 Community Recreation: Property Owners Association
8250.4 Community Recreation: Restricted

8250.14 Low Impact Institutional: Neighborhood-Related
8300.53 Medical Services: Restricted

8300.59 Personal Services: Restricted

Marijuana uses and vape shops shall be prohibited within this SPUD.

1.1 Minimum Lot Size:
The minimum lot size shall be 6,000 square feet.

1.2 Minimum Lot Width:
The minimum lot width shall be 100 feet.

Maximum Building Height:
The maximum building height within this SPUD shall be one-story and 20 feet.

Maximum Building Size:
The maximum building size shall be in accordance with the base zoning district.

Maximum Number of Buildings:
The maximum number of buildings shall be in accordance with the base zoning district.

Building Setback Lines
Building setback lines shall be as follows:

25 feet from the SPUD boundary lines along the north, south, east, and west.
Sight-Proof Screening:

No less than a six-foot and no greater than an eight-foot-high wall or fence shall be required
along the boundary of this parcel where it is adjacent to any residential use. Said wall or

Page 2 of 10



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

fence shall be constructed entirely of stucco, brick, or stone on a continuous footing, or may
be constructed of wood and shall be solid and opaque.

7. Landscaping:
The subject parcel shall meet all requirements of the City of Oklahoma City’s Landscaping
Ordinance in place at the time of development, except that a 20-foot landscape buffer will
be provided along the north, west and south SPUD boundaries.

8. Signs:
Per code, except freestanding signs are limited to a maximum of 8 feet high and are not
permitted along SW 54t Street. EMD signs are not permitted within this SPUD

9. Access:
Access may be taken from a maximum of two driveways on S Mustang Rd. spaced at least
200 feet apart, or spacing per ODOT if greater.

10. Sidewalks
Five (5) foot sidewalks shall be constructed on the arterial street with each development
parcel, or six (6) foot sidewalks shall be required if the sidewalk is constructed adjacent to
the curb, subject to the policies and procedures of the Public Works Department. Four (4)
foot sidewalks shall be constructed on the interior streets prior to any occupancy certificates
being issued.

Il.  Other Development Regulations:

1. Architecture:
Exterior building wall finish on all main structures, exclusive of windows and doors, shall
consist of a minimum 70% brick veneer, rock or stone masonry, and cementitious siding
(including, but not limited to, the brand commonly known as James Hardie). No more than
30% EIFS (Exterior Insulation Finish System), stucco shall be permitted. Exposed concrete
block buildings shall not be permitted.

2. Open Space:
Open space shall be in accordance with the base zoning district.

3. Street Improvements:
N/A.

4. Site Lighting:

The site lighting in this SPUD shall be in accordance with Chapter 59, Article XII, Section
59-12350 of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

Page 3 of 10



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

5. Dumpsters:
Dumpsters shall be located within an area screened by a fence or masonry wall of sufficient
height that screens the dumpster from public streets and residences and shall be placed no
closer than 50 feet from all property lines adjacent to residential zoning district or use.

Trash collection facilities in this SPUD shall be in accordance with Chapter 49 of the
Oklahoma City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

6. Parking:
The design and number of all parking facilities in this SPUD shall be in accordance with
Chapter 59, Article X of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code, 2020, as amended.

7. Maintenance:
Maintenance of the common areas, private drainage easements, private drives, and islands
/ medians in the development shall be the responsibility of the property owner or Property
Owners Association. No structures, storage of material, grading, fill, or other obstructions,
including fences, either temporary or permanent, that shall cause a blockage of flow or an
adverse effect on the functioning of the storm water facility, shall be placed within the
common areas intended for the use of conveyance of storm water, and/or drainage
easements shown. Certain amenities such as, but not limited to, walks, benches, piers, and
docks, shall be permitted if installed in a manner to meet the requirements specified above.

8. Drainage:
Development of this parcel will comply with Chapter 16 of the Oklahoma City Municipal
Code, 2020, as amended.

1. Supporting Documents

Exhibit A: Legal Description
Exhibit B: Conceptual Site Plan

D. REVIEW COMMENTS

The following are comments received for this application from City of Oklahoma City
departments/divisions and/or outside agencies.

1.  Airports: No objection.
2. Fire (OCFD): No objection.
3. Public Works Department:
a. Traffic Services: No objection.

b. Engineering - Storm Sewer Availability:
Page 4 of 10
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The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

The Public Works Engineering staff has reviewed the subject application. All
development, new construction, and/or substantial improvements planned within the
proposed area shall be subject to the applicable requirements of the Oklahoma City
Municipal Code, as amended.

Storm sewers, in accordance with the City of Oklahoma City's Drainage Ordinance,
will be required. For developments abutting section line roads where rainfall-runoff
exceeds the capacity of the City of Oklahoma City's standard ditch detail, the
installation of enclosed storm sewers and/or concrete channels will be necessary.
These improvements must be positioned to provide a minimum clearance of 35 feet
from the centerline of the section line road. Concrete channels must be located
entirely outside the public right-of-way.

A flood/drainage study will be required to establish finished floor elevations,
common lot areas, and private drainage easements. This study must be reviewed and
approved by the Public Works Department.

Plans for drainage improvements within private drainage easements and/or common
areas must be submitted for review. Building permits will not be issued until
construction is complete. For subdivisions abutting a stream, private drainage
easements and/or common areas along the stream must, at a minimum, encompass
the entire FEMA-mapped Zone AE and floodway within the limits of the
development.

Place the following note on the plat and construction plans: Maintenance of the
common areas, private drainage easements, and islands/medians shall be the
responsibility of the Property Owners Association and/or the adjacent property
owners. No structures, storage of material, grading, fill, or other obstructions,
including fences, either temporary or permanent, that shall cause a blockage of flow
or an adverse effect on the functioning of the storm water facility, shall be placed
within the drainage related common areas and/or drainage—easements shown.
Certain amenities such as, but not limited to, walks, benches, piers, and docks, shall
be permitted if installed in a manner that meets the requirements specified above.

Drainage easements shall be clearly designated as either public or private in the
owner's dedication, on the plat, and/or in the plat notes.

Sediment and erosion control measures shall be provided for any construction in
accordance with Oklahoma Statutes Title 27A, OAC 606 - OPDES Standards, and
the City of Oklahoma City Municipal Code, as amended.

A City of Oklahoma City Land Disturbance Permit and an ODEQ Construction
Permit are required for land disturbance activities exceeding one (1) acre, as
specified by the above-referenced regulations. Additionally, a City of Oklahoma
City Land Disturbance Permit is required for any construction activity, regardless of
the amount of land disturbed, unless exempt under the ordinance.

Sidewalks shall be installed for all new construction in accordance with the

Page 5 of 10



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

4.

Municipal Code. Any new sidewalks or repair/replacement of existing sidewalks
shall be provided in accordance with the City of Oklahoma City Municipal Code
and ADA requirements at the time of construction.

9) All private roads and streets shall have a private storm sewer system.

Utilities Department:

a. Solid Waste Management:

1)

The City cannot provide service, contact private hauler.

b. Water Availability:

1.
2.

An existing 12-inch water main(s) is located adjacent to the subject site(s).

Minimum ten (10) feet horizontal separation required from wastewater mains and
five (5) feet for other utilities. Minimum two (2) foot vertical separation required for
all utility crossings. All water mains must have a minimum cover of five (5) feet
along section line roads and four (4) feet elsewhere.

Proposed and/or existing water mains must be located centrally within a twenty (20)
feet wide or larger utility easement or right-of-way. No trees, signs, dumpster, fence,
and/or structures shall be permitted over any proposed or existing utility main. An
approved revocable permit must be obtained to have any private improvement
located within any utility easement and/or right-of-way.

Dead-end water mains must be avoided when possible. All existing unused water
services must be capped and abandoned at the water main in accordance with the
City Standard Specifications.

In accordance with ODEQ regulations, the City provides water at a minimum
pressure of 25 psi. The developer is responsible for designing and construction of
all fixtures to provide adequate domestic and fire protection under minimum
pressure conditions. The developer will be responsible for any failure of domestic
or fire protection systems which require water pressure more than 25 psi. The
developer is responsible for installing pressure reducers if necessary for protection
of developer’s service lines, plumbing, and fixtures.

All existing and/or proposed water meters must be located in the right-of-way and/or
utility easement within grassy areas outside of sidewalks, driveways, streets, and
paving.

All domestic and fire suppression services must have a separate water service
connection. Fire hydrant spacing shall not exceed 500 feet and must be located
within ten (10) of a hard surface (i.e. sidewalk, street, paving).

Supply capacity for development is not guaranteed and will be reviewed at time of
review of construction documents.

Page 6 of 10



STAFF REPORT

The City of Oklahoma City

Planning Commission Item No. 9.
February 26, 2026

SPUD-1799

5.

9.

Plat may be revised after review and approval of utility plans.

10. Each unit must have a separate water meter and connection to the main.

c. Wastewater Availability:

1.
2.

An existing 8-inch wastewater main(s) is located adjacent to the subject site(s).

Line capacity is not guaranteed and must be checked by the Engineer of Record and
reviewed by the City.

The developer will be required to extend the City wastewater collection system to
and across each lot or site within the subdivision in accordance with the City
Standard Specifications and Private Development Design Manual.

Minimum ten (10) feet horizontal separation is required from water mains and five
(5) feet for other utilities. Minimum two (2) feet vertical separation required for all
crossings. All wastewater mains must have a minimum cover of four (4) feet and
depth no greater than eighteen (18) feet. Developer is responsible for remediating
any failure to maintain the minimum four (4) feet of cover.

Wastewater main(s) must be centrally located in a twenty (20) feet wide easement
or larger if necessary. No trees, signs, dumpster, fence, and/or structures shall be
permitted over any proposed or existing utility main. An approved revocable permit
must be obtained to have any private improvement located within any utility
easement and/or right-of-way.

All existing unused private wastewater service connections must be abandoned and
capped at the main in accordance with City Standard Specifications and Private
Development Design Manual.

Plat may be revised after review and approval of utility plans.
Each unit must have a separate wastewater connection to the main.

Planning Department:
a. Comprehensive Plan Considerations
1) LUTA Development Policies:

Site Design:

e Design buildings and sites to complement the character of surrounding areas and
not detract from the open character of the landscape.

e Ultilize Best Management Practices (BMP) for stormwater.

National, state, and local permitting require basic best management practices for

stormwater management.

Location:

e Support limited amounts of commercial in rural areas appropriate to the needs
of rural residents and passersby. Commercial uses in rural areas should be
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2)

3)

4)
5)

6)

located in small clusters either on uninterrupted arterials or at freeway
interchanges.

The SPUD has been modified since first submitted to remove some proposed
commercial uses, and is now requested to allow office development along the west
side of South Mustang Road, a Major Arterial Street. At this location, South Mustang
Road serves primarily residential uses to the north and southwest. South of abutting
R-1 zoning to the south is PUD-265 (1986). PUD-265 spans both sides of South
Mustang Road, north of SW 59th Street, and allows residential and commercial
development. Land on the south side of S Mustang Road is within Mustang City
limits.

Compatibility: The comprehensive plan includes a land use compatibility matrix
used to identify potential conflicts between major land use categories. When locating
the proposed uses adjacent to existing residential uses or zoning, “Building Scale
and Site Design” and “Traffic” are potential compatibility issues identified by the
comprehensive plan.

Building Scale and Site Design: The comprehensive plan calls for mitigation
measures for new projects if setbacks are significantly deeper or more shallow than
the predominant character of adjacent development; the building’s orientation to
the street differs from the predominant character of adjacent development; building
size or street frontage dramatically differs from that of adjacent uses, the lot
coverage (including buildings and paved areas) dramatically exceeds that of adjacent
uses, or if buildings within 40 ft. of a single-family residential structure exceed a 3:1
ratio in height. The SPUD is requested to allow office use governed by the O-2
District regulations, except that setbacks are proposed at 25 feet from the SPUD
boundaries, and the maximum building height allowed is one story.

Traffic: Mitigation measures should be used if the development is inconsistent with
the Street Typology or would substantially exceed the average daily traffic of
existing, adjacent uses. The subject site is located at the southwest corner of South
Mustang Road, a Major Arterial Street, and SW 54th Street, a private Neighborhood
Street.

Service Efficiency:

e Water: Served

e Sewer: Fully Served

e Fire Service: Urban Response

Environmentally Sensitive Areas: No ESAs were identified on the subject site.

Transportation System: The subject site is located at the southwest corner of South
Mustang Road, a Major Arterial Street, and SW 54th Street, a private Neighborhood
Street. Transit (bus) service is not available nearby.

Other Development Related Policies

e Support limited amounts of commercial (one to two acres per use) in rural areas
appropriate to the needs of rural residents. Commercial uses in rural areas should
be located on major, uninterrupted arterials or at freeway interchanges. (SU-46)
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e Preserve overall landscape character and natural landforms (rolling hills, native
vegetation, etc.) to the greatest extent possible. (G-4)

e Ensure that development in rural areas is consistent with local design and scale
and does not detract from the open character of the landscape. (SU-45)

b. Plan

The subject site is located on the west side of South Mustang Road, generally one-
quarter-mile north of SW 59t Street. The site has frontage along both South Mustang
Road, classified as an arterial street by planokc, and SW 54t Street, a private
neighborhood street. The site is currently zoned R-1 and undeveloped. Land to the north
and west is zoned R-1 and within the Thoroughbred Acres, a 5+ acre rural residential
neighborhood that is within the Rural Medium Intensity Land Use Typology Area
(LUTA). Land to the south is also zoned R-1 developed with homes within the
Ledgestone neighborhood on primarily 8,000 to 10,000 square foot lots. Much of the
area east, south, and north is within the Urban Low Intensity LUTA. Farther south at the
arterial intersection is PUD-265 (1986). PUD-265 spans both sides of South Mustang
Road, north of SW 59th Street, and allows residential and commercial development.
Land on the south side of S Mustang Road is within Mustang City limits.
The SPUD was originally requested to allow office and commercial uses. The
conceptual plan for the development illustrates four (4) one-story buildings on the
property, surrounded on the north, east, and south sides by parking areas. A six-foot
sight-proof screen and a three-foot landscaped buffer are illustrated along the western
boundary.

Staff does not support extending non-residential uses farther north of SW 59th Street,
or away from the arterial intersections. In response to staff concerns, the applicant has
revised the SPUD to remove commercial uses and now limits the uses to 8 uses with an
O-1 (office) base district. The application has been modified since first submitted to also
limit building height 20 feet, require a 20-foot landscape buffer along the north, west
and south SPUD boundaries; prohibit EMD signs; limit freestanding signs to a
maximum of 8 feet tall and prohibit signs along SW 54t Street; require at least 200
feet of spacing between a maximum of two driveways; and limit the amount of stucco
and architectural metal that can be used on facades. The applicant has indicated that
the proposed office buildings would be “residential style”, but this is not captured in
the Master Design Statement. Should the application be approved and desired
by the Planning Commission, more detail regarding architectural style could be
added to the MDS. In addition, the amount of landscaping should be increased
within the proposed 20-foot landscape buffers.

E. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommendations are advisory only and do not constitute Planning Commission decisions.
Staff recommendations are based on a technical evaluation of information submitted at the time
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of review. Determination of conformance with policies contained in the comprehensive plan is
the purview of the Planning Commission. Planning Commission decisions require a vote of five
members to approve or deny an item. The Planning Commission may consider in its decision-
making process any additional relevant information presented at the public hearing by the
public, applicant, and/or City departments.

Denial of the application, or
If approved, subject to the following Technical Evaluation:

1. Provide additional details regarding the architecture of the proposed office buildings.
2. Increase the amount of landscaping (e.g. number or spacing of trees, number of
points) within the north, west and south setbacks.

3. Revise Exhibit B to reflect the access and landscape buffers in Master Design
Statement.

All Engineering Division and Water/Wastewater Utilities Division requirements must be
met. Additional changes to the PUD may be required during either Divisions review of
construction plans and prior to City Council approval.

taj
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Case No: SPUD-1799 Applicant: Todd Land & Livestock, Inc.
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OBJIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
Township Eleven {I1) North, Range Five (5) Wesl of he Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoma, being more
particularty described as foliows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the uarecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds ag follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east linc of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to he Northeast corner of Tracl Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East & distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE Norih 89°48'2 1" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North (0°714'16”" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

‘ \
Name of Property 0wner:f £ue p& cunels Olé 2 <u) ga (‘6 i

Ly g

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance {o our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended deniali of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should iell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, excepl tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainty do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. Thal amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots [, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make {ract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can he developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplied.)

! Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA s equivalent of an architectural review commillee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, al
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: /\‘ WY 2w L{-q/k cg:e‘ LQ“\' [
Signature of Property Ownet—211 J ez - Date:_ O3 ~ O3 - 30900

HoolRange)




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nosth, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mecridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00°14'i6" East, along the cast linc of said Southeast Quarter, a distance ol
661.83 feet 1o the Northeast corner of Tract Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feel to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

s ‘/\—>
Name of Property Owner: \) UWne. A ‘\\o ES

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood fecl with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that slaff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural ncighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the arca.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract 1 now has a house on il.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail developinent.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD al p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

Tao further show that (he proposed uses do not fali within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make (ract 2 limited lo residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development puide, the present fand use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity, This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that if allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the preposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalenl of an architectural review commiittee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: l\ i "\Ci S ‘/\/ 67“(’61 5{

N 5 7
Signature of Property Owner: sj,u.,w (;(\ K\(M)\ Date: o4 / 5 / Al
( .

e




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Localion: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian Couniy, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feel of Tract Two {2) ol the unrecorded ptat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as lollows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comner of
said Southeast Quatter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 fect to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14° 16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south linec, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE Soutlh 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: _Robert Workman

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following;:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and Functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact

its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtlul the oiher members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to [it this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of' a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS {(“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. [t is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to aise foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a]ll lots, except fracis |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor (he overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . .. While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses cerlainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To {further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types ol proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitalions of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while *[c]lommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the propoesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA''s equivalent ol an archilectural review commilice belore construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Seetion 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 11601 sw 54th Mustang, Ok
Signature of Property Owner: Asbenl Wﬁﬁm Date: 3-4-2026




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A (ract of land being a part Tract Twe (2) of the unrccorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Soulbeast Quarter (N/2 8E/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Bleven (11) North, Range Five (3) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 26800 feet of Tract Two (2) of the varceorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distince of
661,83 feet to the Northeast corner of Fraet Two {2} of the wnrccorded plat of THOROUGHRBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE Soulh 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Scutheast corner of sakd Tract
2: THENCE North 85°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16” West a
distance of 661,92 feet 10 a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: 17&\/ V77 AT L@ 2N C Ve b}

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural agsthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and {unctional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION.

Al the Planning Commnission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voled for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area,

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased raffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. Tt is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential Iots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, {and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc,).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.) This filing,
two vears after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densifies.” (Emphasis supplied.} And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,)” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplicd.)

1 Even if the propoesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&RS, the Applicant would have (o receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent of an architcctural review commitice before consteuction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

- o - g -
Address of Property Owner: /"”\l L%;ﬁc'y %‘u\/ > 4’1 ST BNAY GT"N\[&‘ K
Signature of Property Owne’rZ é{é ’2%4../ Datc: 75/ éf—/’%(’?ﬁ»(ﬁ
/




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
partictlarly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet 1o the Northeast comner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16” East a distance of 662.01 {eet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North §9°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet {o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §3°49'29" East, along said north Jine,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \2 yeosel L R <5 2

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its comumercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. if it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were fited covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bilt for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]l] lots, except tracts 1
and 2._.shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limils what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, {and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, cte.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment (o the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8. or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years afler the original, clearly evinces an intent to make {ract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limilations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [cannof] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from

the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|sj the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:  \\ 45 ¢2 { 6\\/ Ly dr:HVZTﬂ‘Z\": eT tAUsTAN 18 \p\d.

Signature of Property Owner: , Date: )2, / e d (g
r




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wuact of land being a part Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenly-one (21},
Township Eleven (I1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahemns, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as folows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POTNT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance ol 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feel to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \7 Aoe, =A< \'r/m VZ Dy VD)

] hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced Jegal description due {o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that stafl recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD,; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubitful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased tratfic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except fracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole swrviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any refail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendmenl to lhe
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15.,.nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots,” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity. This is essentially (he same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that i{ allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriatef,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Bven if the proposed SPUD weie approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have w receive approval from
the HOA s equivalent of an architectural review commitiee before construetion could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: A\ (-f” C) (:/ é \\/ Avs TA NG .‘C‘J‘K\

Signature of Property Owner: 47 /Z. " Dalte: A / (a?// 22 RO
7 »




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a parl Tract Twe (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the uarccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bownds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nontheast comer of
gaid Southeast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along e ecast line of said Southeast Quarter, 4 distance of
661.83 fect to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pist of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°i4'16" East a distance of 662.01 feel to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°482§" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE Nurth 00714 6" West a
distance of 661.92 feet w a point on the north line ol said Tract 2; THENCE South £9°49°29" East, alonyg said rorth ke,
4 distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BLGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: e )L ) e ko N G Wf\) eX Jack 5o A

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural acsthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhiood and negatively impact

its rural characteristics,




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staft recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD.  Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. [fit takes 9 TEs
(o fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (3) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. Tur COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”),

in 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that 3. W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. I is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[alll lots, except tracts |
and 2. shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. Tt is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and} any retail trade. . . ." While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To turther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6. 8. or 15... nearer than 10 feet trom any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years afler the original, clearly evinces an intent to make fract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present tand use typology is Rural, Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannotf negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

1 Even if the proposcd SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review commilize before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impactis] the rural residential
character™ of our neighborhood. Accordingly, 1 respectiully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: | | .70 0 S \/\} - I‘]“QH'1 SJV
Signature of Properly Owner: ,,éj,u”fw W Date; >~ 3 =34

é{wc/;% - 3-5 D06




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a part Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (14} North, Runge Five {5} West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed s follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRERED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at tte Norlheast corner of
said Southeast Quarler; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, atong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded phit of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°4'(6" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48721" West, along said south tine, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West o
distance of 661,92 fect to a point on the rorth line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, aleng said north ling,
a distance of 260.00) fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Propetty Ownet: D(ﬁvtd # (lja('\a @%CKW\GA LO'(‘ (3

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our nei ghborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics,




A, PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Ifit takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the counci! members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area,

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD."' The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks 1o use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]il lots, except tracts |
and 2., shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While *retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the characler of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited (o residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the vural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplicd.) .

! Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval fron

the HOA's cquivalent of an archifeciural review commiltee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Seetion 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: /1 7 g/ g W 54’“’\ S+ MLLS Ta [ld @K 750651

Signature of Property Owner: MM\(‘ Date 3~ [p llp




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: | | /(0 | sw. & L/ 1} L <L m uq?j;?,,:ls Ne 730 o l/

+—t 7

Signature of Property Owner: /j /)ﬂ /A Date:__y~{n~g) \é
YA S




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A ract of land being & part Trag Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/M) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particelarly deseribed ax follows: The East 260.00 feet of Traet Twao (2) of the usrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly describod by metes and bounds as ToHows: COMMENCING at the Northeast coraer of
saidd Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°E416" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 Feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two {2) of the vnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00V 14°16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast cormer of said Tract
23 THENCE North §9v48°21" West, alony said south tine, a distance of 260100 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distatice 01 661,92 feet to a point on the north e of said Tract 23 THENCE South 8974929 East, along said north ling,
adistance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Nae ol Property Owner: Tasha & Cary Franks

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description duc to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance (o our neighborhood. As you van sce, Thoroughbred Actes cambines

a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural chavacteristics.




T AL PLANNING CONDISSION.

Al the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD.  Additionally, two members voled against the SPUD; and, hut lor the litany of
TEs. 9 in all, it is doubtiul the other members would have voted for the SPUD. Uit tukes 9 TEs
10 1if this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattlc is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at feast a portion of this private road. The increased trathic will obviousty increase
costs for road niaintenance. [t is inequitable to expect homeowners who do nol desire commercial
development (o also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The propesed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “fa]ll lots, excepl tracts |
and 2...shall be uscd solely as residential lots, . . .7 However, tract | now has a house on it
Leaving tiact 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is cleatly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for otfice/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits whal could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade, . . ." While “retail trade™ is nol defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fatl within this category. See c.gr., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, cte.).

To lurther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character ol our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on fots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feel from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent 10 make tract 2 limifed to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentiatly the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except (hat it alfows higher
housing densities.” (Fmphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industriat uses
may be appropriatel,]” “they [cannotf neguatively impaci the rural residentinl character.”
(Erphasis supplied.)

' fiven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivatent of an architectural review conunitiee hefore construction coukd commence, Seer CC&Rs, at
Scction 3.




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the ruval residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

3
Address of Property Owner:_11500 SW 54th St, Mustang OK 73064

i 3 . IL)_\\*
Signaturc of Property Owner:____ _)}'\\,‘-{{‘\ﬂ I Date:_grpors.

Vd




OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularty described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being morc particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING al the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 60°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner af Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distonce of 662.01 leet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North §9°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: 0 A AN oloen ¢

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the acsthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.




A. PLANNING COMMISSION,

At the Planning Commission, it was explained that staff’ recommended denial of the
proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voted against the SPUD; and, but for the litany of
TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtful the other members would have voted for the SPUD. If'it takes 9 TEs
to fit this round peg into the square hole, that should tell the council members that placing an office
building in the middle of a rural neighborhood comprised of five (5) acre tracts containing horses
and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the area.

B. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S, W. 54% Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance, It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except lracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is ¢clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overali development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proot, Section 6 of the CC&Rs Hmits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “refail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses cerlainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, efc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not falt within the inlended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent lo make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitalions of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “excepl that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval trom
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence, See; CC&Rs, at
Section 3,




The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: /' l'(?‘ ¢ S, (l) J ?( bﬁr 7 u\f*@ A C{, d {( 7_50&%
Signature of Property OWHB]}'&@/)L-{‘Q ’7 \ \,é} et Date: /th 5 J(J‘Q @




OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being o part Frael Fwo (2) of the unrecorded plar ol
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter N2 SEM) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11 North, Range Five (53 West of the lndian Meridin, Canadinn County, Oklahomi, heing more
particularly deservibed as tollows: The Last 260,00 tect of Tract Two (2) of the anrccorded plat of THORDUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by meles and bounds as folfows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
sittid Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00°14'16" UBast, along the cast lise of snid Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66183 fect to the Northeast comer of Truet Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES aud the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00° 516" East o distance of 66201 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2 THENCE Nosth 8974872 1" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feer; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distange 0F 661,92 teet to u point on the north Hae of said Tract 2; THENCE South 897°4929" Bast, along said neth Hne,
a distanee of 260,00 feet to the POINT O BEGINNING.

Name ol Property Owner: (/ N (“"’/éf;/?// L P / 7 24 /’\ ,L L

I herehy object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription duce to
the following:

CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC 1S A PROPERTY OWNER

| have property just across from the subject SPUD project: it combines a rural {eel with
close proximity to urban anienitics

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential with some small
commercial developments. Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is
Ruval: Medium Intensity. This is essentiably the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that
it alows higher frousing densities.” (Emphasis supplicd.) And so. while “[cjommercial and Hght
industrial uses may be appropriatel,}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential
character.” (Emphasis supplicd.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact|s] the rural residential
charucter” of Thoroughbred Acres. For example, at the Planning Commission, it was explained
that stalf recommended denial of the proposed SPUD. Additionally, two members voled against
the SPUD; and, but for the titany of TEs, 9 in all, it is doubtiul the other members would have
voted for the SPUD. (fit lakes 9 TEs to (it this round peg into the square hole. that should tell the
cauncil members that placing an ofTice building in the middie of a rural neighborhood comprised
al tive (5) acre tracts containing horses and cattle is not in keeping with the development of the
area.

Accordingly. | respectlfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:3408 South Mustang Road

1 4
a //'_" ‘_) S R R I '
Signature of Property Owner: /// ///// Date: g (f) )‘//) é)




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A uacl of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHRRED ACRES lying in the Nonh Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4} of Section Twenty-one (21),
Towrabip Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Okfehoma, belng more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 et of Tract Two (1) of the unrccorded plal of THOROUGIIBREDR
ACRES being more pasticularly deseribed by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Novthesst comer of
said Southeast Quanier; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, slong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distanice of
6618 fort 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*i4'i6" Eax a distance of 662.01 feet 1o the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE Nonh RO*4R2Y* Wes, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 foet; THENCE Notth 00* 146" West &
distance of 661.92 feet to & polnt on the aonth line of said Tract 2; THENCE Sooth 89%49°29" East, along ssid north tine,
& distance of 260,00 fect to the FOINT OF BEGINNING.

Nams of Property Owner, D\'!OU’\V'\ Al l{/y\

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

T live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Jt is sev up for entertaining and
walching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife throngh the winter!

REMAX Egergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
end traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o sell homes if their solling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aonsing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercisl and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they feannol] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD slearly and unequivocally “negatively impaot{s] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:; = _ng‘ﬂr Stome. Dy. MMSTO{V\@
S8i of Pro Owner:
et 11| 10| 2°S o |
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of tand being a part Trset Two (2} of the unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nonth $alf of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEA) af Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven (1) Nonh, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklehoma, being more
particutariy described s follows: The East 260,00 fect of Tract Two (1) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more panticularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
maid Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°1416™ Eaxm, along the cast line of 5aid Southeast GQuarter, a distance of
66103 fext to the Northenst ooy of Teact Two {2) of the unrecondad plat of THOROUGIHBRED ACRES and U
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16™ Exnt a distahce of 662.01 feet 16 the Southeast comer of said Tract
2 THENCE Notth 89°48721™ West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 foct: THENCE North 00° 14'16* West a
distance of 661.92 feat 10 a point on the vorth line of mid Tract 2; THENCE South 89*49°19* Eaxt, ahmg said north line,
o distarce of 260,00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: :)/,:?J’ 2 _T/éé_/‘;l

I hereby objeot to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
emenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the baokyard. % is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. Witk the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife throngh the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
ond traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Mediwm Intensity. This is essentially
the same es Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Rousing densities”
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]ommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Brophasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly nnd unequivoocally “negatively impact[s) the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:_5 6/ 2 7’?6(4 fﬂ;ﬂf%_/ﬁwfqﬁ% ,
Signature Property :

===

of
Date: 274 24

L% 7]«{y
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:18 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tact of land being a patt Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES fying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21,
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (§) West of the Indisn Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14°16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, & distunce of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comer of Teact Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00914'16" East o distanee of 662.01 (eet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE Norih 89748'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE Nonth (0°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, aloay said north line,
adistance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

i L vy
Name of Property Owner: \Z\h)\f\ft Z, m,\(‘ lne \(’ \QUSV\{ﬁ\{

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due (o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, wiil
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects ol our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS"}.
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In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private roud. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increasc costs for road maintenance. 1t is inequitable to ¢xpect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development to also fool the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a}ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shail be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood, 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainty do not fall within this category. See
e.g,, SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support scrvices, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uscs, cte.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fali within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs, That amendment cxplained that “no residential dwelling shall be crected on lots
1,2, 4,6, 8, or I5...nearcr than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.)
This filing, two years alter the original, clearly cvinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities” (Emphasis supplied)  And so, while “[cJommercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriate[,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential
character.”” (Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearty and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 640\ 6(,() Ef)"{* \" {5"(‘
Signaturc of Property Owner: /Zﬂh V,JZ?TU Date:  \\ [l ?—_( 25

W\\L\/\J\QL O/Cd\/uu\\&

* Bven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant woukd have to receive approval from
the HOA's equivalent ot an architectiral review committee before construction could commence, Seer CC &HRs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROQUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
purticularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unarecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Sowtheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Norbcast corner of Tract Two (23 of the mnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 60°14'16" East » distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48721" West, alonp said south lineg, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 fect to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260,00 {zet to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

- 2 2 A (R -5 1 PrEE
Name of Property Owner: (A 12/7/ [ 54 12 I &; K.ﬂ\ tz;;_;\] 69&'\;(: [

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood [eel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, wilh its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a housc on it,
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, elc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the infended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...neaver than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD ate
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.”’ (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannof] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
{Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD ecleatly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: f/{ & 4 2 S/ (;}4’ -4 Nl T

{
Signature of Property Ownet: / 2 2tgnt cen Dater | fl// A f L1
N T
"""‘-{C‘&-\w— —'{"gét‘fg ’(:';—.5.‘_,'} l ( i 5/‘-‘1‘-) _»?S

! Lven if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence, Sve: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




TROROUGHERED ALRES ADDI7ION
ROMEOWNERS ASSOLIATION

Katrina Avers

Ward 3 Councilwoman

City Hall

200 N Walker

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Date: 1/15/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

Dear Mrs. Avers,
Congratulations on your appointment to Ward 3 last year. I know you are excited about
the challenges of the office. We are pleased you are also a small farm owner in our ward.

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. I would like to add some content to this
matter from our perspective. Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition was developed in
1989 as (16) 5-acre tracts for families looking for semi-rural living with the ability to
have horses or cattle and other small farm animals and enjoy a diverse amount of wildlife
along our creek. The addition has an equestrian appearance with a single outlet to a
private road as SW 54™ street and has been a great place to live for more than 30 years
until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas (Todd Land & Livestock Inc.) wants to
impose a commercial enterprise inside our addition boundaries which recently applied to
OKC for rezoning. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was once part of
four lots owned together by one owner.

The original developer was granted single family residential zone on all lots, including
the subject property and we would desperately want to keep it that way. Our covenants
and restrictions do not convey any reason to an owner to operate under a commercial
zoning. The corporate owners are members of the Thoroughbred Homeowners
Association and are not interested in working with the Association on the covenant
restrictions. It appears we would have to file suit against the owners to protect the value
and character of our addition if this application were to be approved and to go forward as
a commercial zone.

We are in hopes that the OKC council will reject the application in our favor to preserve
our long-established residential zoning that was granted in the beginning. It is still a very
active Homeowners community. We are not opposed to commercial development in
otherwise commercial areas, just not inside a long-established neighborhood governed by
Homeowners Covenants. We would have to change our covenants to include parameters
intended for commercial restrictions which I don’t believe has ever been done before and
have many obvious conflicts.



Thoroughbred Acres hosted a meeting recently with the owner’s representative and Box
Law firm (which submitted the application) only to find out they already presume this
application will be approved by the city and are only interested in knowing which type of
business would be acceptable to the homeowners. The Association of course has rejected
any type of consideration at this time as this application has not been approved to date,
and it is currently still a residential zone until we go through the process and a decision
by OKC council is granted for some unpredictable reason.

Our covenants do provide only two exceptions for two of the lots, 1 and 2, for retail trade
(and is intentionally not defined as what trade is to be determined by the association)
such as commercial breeding of animals or raising swine. This is only permitted when
there is, and I will paraphrase; “no noxious or offensive trade or enterprise carried out,
nor shall it become an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood”. The operation of a
commercial business inside Thoroughbred would be an unwanted nuisance. These
restrictions are enforced as a residential zone and are not intended for commercial zoning
purposes. Switching this property to a commercial zone while in a Homeowners
Association change all the intentions of the restrictions in place for residential purposes
and will only have relevance when considered as a residential zone. Further, the amended
covenants have removed the exceptions all together and the next owners would have to
remove the enterprise and would not be allowed to do the same. What happens when the
business closes? The subject lot will still be under the jurisdiction of the residential
covenants and restrictions. The second provision to lot 1 & 2 is that the owner has the
option to build a house on the lot or leave undeveloped to use as pasture or buffer from
the highway. One of the two lots has already constructed a house.

Please be advised that Thoroughbred Acres was not listed on the required properties to be
notified on the application. However, Ledge Stone Addition (bordered on the south side
of the subject property) was notified. I believe this was intentional strategy by the subject
property owners that wanted this to get this passed without notifying the Thoroughbred
Acres Homeowners proper. We have collected and submitted 45 signed objection
affidavits that was sent to the planning commission from the surrounding area
(Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject
property with 80 percent or (12) of those on the required properties to be notified within
300 feet of the subject property objecting to the rezoning and the rest near the
homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as well to the rezoning of the subject
property. These affidavits should be already received by the planning commission.

I hope that this information has in some way provided guidance to the decision before
you make a final decision as it matters a great deal to those living near the rezoning lot.
Thank you for your consideration

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54™ Street Mustang, OK 73064 ckbarranch@gmail.com or 405.615.1642
(See Attachment below for entrance view and layout of all lots in Thoroughbred Acres)




THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres

combines a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its
commercial uses, will absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our
neighborhood and negatively impact on its rural characteristics. The subject lot is on the

left side shown with cattle grazing. Also, more than 40% of homeowners here have
horses or cattle.




Johnson, Thad A

From: Cary Barger <ckbarranch@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2026 6:28 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Subject: Fw: Objection affidavits to SPUD-1799

Attachments: Creekside signed Objection to SPUD 1799.pdf; Thoroughbred objection Affidavit

outside the list of notification.pdf; Ledgestone signed required contact objection to
SPUD 1799.pdf; OKC council signed objection affidavits SPUD 1799.pdf

You don't often get email from ckbarranch@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

From: Cary Barger

Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2026 6:24 PM

To: subdivisionandzoning@okc.gov

Subject: Objection affidavits to SPUD-1799

Please review the attached cover letter outlining the objection affidavits obtained on both the required
notice landowners noted in the subject SPUD-1799 and others outside the 300 ft range. All total it
identifies (45) homeowners and business owners near the location of the lot application for rezoning
from Residential to Commercial zone in the established Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition. This
application comes up before the planning commission on February 12th. We are opposed to the rezoning
proposed. This is not a good fit for the Addition, community or traffic concerns.

Respectfully,

Cary Barger

President of Thoroughbred Acres Addition

405.615.1642



Johnson, Thad A

From: Cary Barger <ckbarranch@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 2, 2026 3:44 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Cc: okcward3.planning@gmail.com

Subject: Thoroughbred Acres SPUD-1799 Objections
Attachments: director council objection letter 2026.pdf

You don't often get email from ckbarranch@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Attention: Geoffrey Butler, Director of City Council/ planning commission
From: Cary Barger President Thoroughbred Acres Addition

Please see the attached brief on our objections to the subject SPUD. Despite our good faith negotiations
with the applicant and Box Law firm in the last few weeks concerning this matter, we are too far apart
from reaching an agreement in changing the current Zoning and the proposed commercial zoning and
use of same. There are just too many differences in what they desire, and our use of the residential
addition and the established covenants and restrictions. The two uses are just incompatible. Therefore,
we request you consider our perspective in the attached letter in your decision to reject the application
of the Lot owner to change to Commercial Zone.

Thank you,



TROROUGHERED APTES ADDI7ION
BOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

Jeoffrey Butler

OKC Council

Date: 2/2/2026

Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799 Agenda set for February 12%, 2026

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition is requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone. I would like to share the basis of why this
application is not a good fit for our established HOA community, which is inside our
boundaries and part of the Thoroughbred covenants.

What the application does not consider is that all the lots were first developed to qualify
for urban Farm use as well as residential internally by design. All lots are just over 5
acres each qualify for tax exemption as farm use. More than half of the lot owners still
have horses and or cattle, donkeys etc., as the original owner of the subject lot did as well
in the beginning. They owned (4) lots together to begin with and ran horses and cattle.
The current owner illegally changed the subject lot to less than (4) acres without
notification to the HOA which now seeks to change the character and value of our
Addition.

The subject lot owner would have you to believe that the covenants permit converting his
lot for commercial gain. The covenants only permit the subject lot for commercial
breeding of animals, any swine or retail trade as an urban farm or residential lot. At one
point, it did indeed have trade in cattle and horses which was permitted, but not as
commercial trade. It goes on to prohibit all other types of businesses for public use or any
noxious or offensive trade, or which may become a nuisance to the neighborhood which
it would become in our opinion in many obvious ways if allowed to set up commercial
enterprise inside the HOA boundaries. Our covenants was not set up to enforce a
commercial enterprise. This section of the covenants has since been revised to omit any
business activity to avoid any confusion in the future. Even if this were allowed for this
lot, the next owner would have to remove any commercial activity and revert it back to
residential use.

We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits (Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and
Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject property with 80 percent or (12) of those on
the required properties to be notified within 300 feet of the subject property objecting to
the rezoning and the rest near the homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as
well to the rezoning of the subject property. See attached for our collection of objections
to rezoning and permitting commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Thank you for your consideration.



See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300° ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 54 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54 Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoc VO 11509 SW 55 Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500’ from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see below)



SIGNED OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300’ NOT LISTED ON
REQUIRED NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES — (12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54" Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54" Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54™ Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54" Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54™ Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54 Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54 Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 54 Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54™ Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54" Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54" Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54" Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr

Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55 Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55 Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55™ Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54" Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55™ Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55™ Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55 Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55 Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56 Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 581 Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54 Street Mustang, OK 73064 ckbarranch@gmail.com or 405.615.1642




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Trsct Two (2} of the unrecorded pla of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southcast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian County, Oklaboma, being more
particularly desenibed as follows: The Eaut 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plai of THORQUGHURED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by meics and bounds a2 follows: COMMENCING af the Northeast comer of
said Seutheast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eaxt, alopg the east line of ssid Southeast Quarter, a distange of
66183 fect to the Nonheast comer of Tract Two {21 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00*14'1 6 East & distance of 662.01 feet 10 the Southeast comner of said Tract
2; THIENCE Nonh R9*8'21™ West, along said south linc, & distance of 260.00 fecl; THENCE North 00*14'146™ West o
distance of 661,92 feet to & point on the north line of said Tract 20 THENCE South 89°49'20" Fast, slong said north ling,
a distance of 260,00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: '/,;/d’n c:[a [3::2 r k .S

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason: I combines a rural feel with elose proximity 1o urban
amenities, Not only do 1 feel this way, but the realtors markeling in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard, It i sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other witdlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild fife in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aowsing demsities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[cJommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriatel,]” “they Jeannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci{s] the rusal residentis
chameter” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address ofPropcnyOwner: H 5245 W, 55%3,
Signa Property Ower:_z.ﬁMéM

Dete: ////3 /15’
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBRJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A et of Iind being & pat Traet Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Finlf of the Southeast Quarier (N2 SE/4} of Section Twenty-one (21),
Townahip Eleven (113 Nonh, Range Five (53 West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklshoms, belng more
particularly Geseribed as foliows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of TIOROQUGHIBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ai the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quaner; THENCE South 00*§4°16* East, slong the cast fin¢ of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66113 tort b0 the Nontheast corney of Tract Tweo (2) of the unvecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East & distance of 682,01 feet to the Southean comer of aid Toct
2 THENCE North B9*4821* Weal, slong sald south line, a distance of 260,00 feet: THENCE Nonh 00* 1416 Wegt &
distance of $61.92 fotl © » point on the north line of waid Tract 2t THENCE South 89%49°29" East, slong said nonh line,
a digance oF 260,00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINKING,

Name of Property Owner: S&é{a—'&éf 2@’4%

T hereby objest to proposed SPUD-179% for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for & reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. I Ir set up for entertalning and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you con keep the hot tub and waitch the deer,
turkep and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential, Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it sHows higher Aouwsing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriste[,]” “they [eannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rura! residential
chamoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:__ 3o/l 7/ CrEL STONE N
Signature £ Property Owner; 2
Date: ////o/gog” P /44
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of land being & part Trct Two (2} of the unrcorded phnt of
THORQUGHDBRED ACRES iying in the Nonth Half of the Southeast Quarter (N72 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indean Mendian, Canadian County, Oklahema, being more
panicatarly deseribed a3 foliows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRBRED
ACRIS being more particularly described by metcs and bounds s follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16" East, slong the cast finge of smid Southeast Quarter. s distance of
661.8) feet 1o the Nodheast camer of Tract Two (2) of the unrcvorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING:; THENCE South 00° 14°16" East a distance of 662,01 fect to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89°48°21" Wet, slong said south ling, a dislance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North n0° 146" West 2
distance of 661 92 feet to & point on the porth hine of said Tract 2; THENCE South R9°49'29" fasy, along sad nonth line,
s distance of 160.00 foct 1o the POINT OF REGINNING. L\

MName of Property Owner: -f‘ ’H’ ﬂr(tn(.

I herchy objcet to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due Lo
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Noi only do [ feel this way, but the reaitors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Nt is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inercasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wiid life in the area.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/iresidential. Per the Cifty's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities."
(Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriatef,]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: E‘IL I Lé'[/{é, J’/O’\f/ /7);

Deer 11D ILS o o O e
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A muet of land heing o parl Tract Two (2) of the unsecorded plat of
TIOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Halt of the Southeast Quaster (N/2 SEA) of Seetion Twenty-uvie (21
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Gklahoma, heing more
panticularly deseribed as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the ustecordud plat of THOROUGHDRED
ACRES being wore pasticululy deseribed by mctes and bounds as tollows: COMMENCING ut the Noertheast correr of
said Sontheast Quarter; THENCE South G0°14 16" Fast, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter. & dislanee of
4618 fect to the Noreast comer of Teact Two (2} of the wurecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF REGINNING: THENCE Sowth 007 1416% Bast a distanee of 662,01 fect to the Southeast corner of said ‘frct
3CTHENCE Novh 8974828 Weat, along said south line, a distanee of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonh 00714'16™ West a
disttee of 661.92 feet to a puint on the nerth dine of said Trct 2; THENCE South 89™9°29" East, along said nurh line,
it of ZA0.00 Feot to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: :\)CL\/’; d\ E{: 0 6\ r (C‘L B ro C K W)C{ V’\

1 hereby vhject to proposed SPUD-1799 for (he above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGIIBRED ACRES 18 A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

‘[his is the entrance to our ncigitborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural acsthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthelic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONBITIONS, AND REsTiICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were fled covering the neighborhood, including the arca for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPULY seeks fo use at least a portion of this private road. The increased trallic wil
obviously fncrease cosls for road maintenance. 1t is inequitable lo expeet homcownuers whao do
not desire commercial development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “fa]il lots, except tracts 1
and 2._shall be used solely as residential lots. . . " However, tract 1 now has 2 house on it
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped troct within the neighborhood. It is cleardy not
in keeping willk the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As proof, Scction 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tracl 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retadl trade. . . .” While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of Lhe proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fal} within this calegory. See
e.g., SPULD al p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, efe.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within (he intended uses per the
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CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs, Thet amendment explained that “no residential dwetling shall be erected on lots
1, 2, 4,6, 8, or [5...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied,)
This liling, two years afier the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of whal can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development puide, the present land use typology is Ruralb: Medium
Intensity. This is essentinlly the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher
hrousing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[eJommereial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,[" “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and uncquivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 1 \7 O( Sw SL]L “\ S\} » , N\&S—}_af\f{j/ OZ 75 O(QL(
Signature

ol
Date: {]-]5 ~A 5

Property Owner:

Conde. Jrueliman

by =




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Rosd

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trect of jand being o part Tracd Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hzlf of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21
Township Eleven (11) North, Runge Five ($) West of the Indian Meridian, Csnadian County, Oklahoma, being mone
particularly describod as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pint of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particutarly describod by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING wi the Nontheast comer of
sid Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southead Quarter, 2 distance of
66143 Fort to the Northeast corner oF Trsct Two (2} of the unnocorded plat of THORODUGHBRED ACRES aod the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South D0°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feel Lo the Southeast corner of sxid Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48:21" West, along said south tine. a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE North 00*14'16" West 5
distance of 661.92 feet 10 & point on the north Hac of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29* Fast, slong aid nosh line,
adistance of 26000 feet io the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: (:C O &7 5{\\/

T hereby object 10 proposed SPU{)-1799 for llge sbove-referenced legal deseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a teason; It combines a rural fee] with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tul and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphusis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rursl: Mediurm Intensity. This is essentiplly
the same a5 Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aousing densifles”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{clommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriate] )’ “they feannot] negotively impact the rural residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: (”/0!:1 Sl/\J S§¥a’\ -
Sig;mmre\' {(ﬁp\gf Property Owner: %—7’”——*

Date: \
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tt of bd lxing o part Tract Two {2) of the vnrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21}
Townthip Elcven (F1) North, Runge Five {5) West of the Indisn Meridian, Cenadian County, Oklshoma, belng more
pariculariy described as follows: The Eaxt 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of U unrecorded plas of THOROUGHIBREDR
ACRES being more particulatly deseribed by mews and bounds as follows: COMMENCING et the Northeast comet of
nld Sounheast Quarter; THENCE South 90°14°16™ Easi. along the east line of sald Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661 33 foct to the Nonheant comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrcoorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 60" 14'15” Exst & distsrice of 662.01 feet 10 the Sounhewsnt comer of said Tracl
2; THENCE Nonh 894821 Wesl, along said south Hie, 3 distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE Nunh 00*14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet w a point on the nonth line of said Trsct 2, THENCE Sowth £9*49729” East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 (et 4o the POINT OF BEGINRING,

Name of Property Owner: Z)Z’)(’P"f' CO///;/"\"

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due 10
the following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, bul the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesoms ~ the backyard. I It set up for entzriaining and
watching the wild lfe. With the right offer you carn keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter]

RE/MAX Euergy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (smphasis supplied), Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
sbility to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire ares surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
dsvelopment guide, the preseat land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rursl-Low Typology Areca, “except that it allows higher housing demsiries.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriatef,)” “they [connot] negatively inpact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoonlly “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, Irespectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owaer;_ & GO fje:fjvloﬂe’ D, Hystag

Signature of Property Owner;
Date:__J/ /b ~ 25—

4
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OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A twact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00714'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2. THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south linc, a distance of 260.00 feer; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet to a point on the north fine of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description.

Address of Property Owner: S\Tf& { 50{4 ]% 4/] "(4/4”]9' KJ/,
F & ’
Signature of Property Owner: (/ // Z/’/ o Date: / ,2 ‘/ /2 ‘.;2 ﬂ ,7 y




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of iand being a part Tract Two (2) of the uwrecorded plat of
THORCUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarier (N/2 SE/4) of Scelion Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Fraet Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more pariicularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast corer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along (he east fine of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of (he vnrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
PQINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south line, a dislance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°40'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: C,h(is aned 6ﬁ°H‘am{ CAAMM'\"\QS

[ hereby object {o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced lepal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics,



dena.smiley
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were liled covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
secks 1o use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2,,.shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, fand] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPULD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, ete.).

To furiher show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15.. .nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots,” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make ftract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed

SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: V\ V14 8 b\‘\] Sj P Sheet N\"“f%'“’“) le. T30k
Signature of Property Owner: / = /

=

Date; \\ [1% !26

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5461 South Mustang Rosad

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of tand being » part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES {ying in the North Holf of the Southeas! Quarter (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) Wesl of the Indizn Meridian, Canadlan County, Oklshoma, being mone
particularly described a3 follows: The Eant 260,06 fect of Trect Two ¢2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes tnd bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Novthesst comer of
said Soenhesst Cuariers THENCE South 00°14°16™ East. along the cast line of sald Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66183 feet 1o the Northesst corver of Tract Two (2§ of the untecovded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" East a distanee of 662,01 foet 10 the Southeast comer of said Tract
2: THENCE North 894821 West, along waid south line, a distance of 260,00 foet: THENCE North 00° [4'16™ West &
distance of 661.92 feel 1o a4 point on the north tine of ssid Trect 23 THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said nonh line,
a dluance of 260,00 feet Lo the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: AP‘\ZQ) 2 Ffe

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal daseription due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rum! feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I fec] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, Jt Is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey ond other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Enetgy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Ineressing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The eatire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residentisl, Per the City’s
development guide, the present jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
tho same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densiries.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprintel,]” “they [cannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Bmphasis
supplied }

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
chamoter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: =z T‘QE:&'Z_ Sl '55_

Property Owner: /d’” W

Signature f
D‘ate: )1/ J%/ ?Oq_
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OBJECTION TO SFUD-1759
Location: 5401 South Musiang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of lend belng a pant Traet Two (1) of the unrocorded plat of
THOROUGHDBRED ACRES tying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5} West of the Indian Merldian, Canadian County, Okizhoma, being more
particularly described as foltows: The Exst 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecarded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeast comer of
1id Soutbesst Quanier: THENCE South 00V 4'18" East, slong the east tine of ssld Soutbeast Quarter. 8 distance of
661,33 fort o the Nonbesst coraet of Tract Two (2} of the untecorded plat of TIIOROUGHBRED ACRES sad the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*|4'16" Fax & distance of 662,01 feet to the Southenst comer of mid Tract
2; THENCE Nonh 89°48:21° West, along said south linc, & distance of 260.00 fect! THENCE North 00*14°16" West »
distance of 561,92 feet 0 & point on the north Hine of wald Tract 22 THENCE South 89°4929° East, along muid north tine,
a distance of 260,00 Teet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: \S\(AL\{ [SETUOR

L hereby abject to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description dus to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS ARURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I fes! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome « the baokyerd. [t ix se? up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offfer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o seil homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

Ths entire ar¢a murounding the proposed SPUD is ruraliresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land uss typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same a8 Rural-Low Typology Areas, “except that it allows higher howsing denxities”
{Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[o]ommercial and light industriel uses may be
appropriate],]” “Chey [eannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.) ‘

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively tmpact]s] the rura! residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Azcordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5512 Lf(J(nJ{S'}Qcﬂlﬂ,Dr A

[S)i:;mm of Property M
te: o i ]
- e /‘9_5;@)’—




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

CRITECTEON 1O SPUT-1799
Focatton S40§ South Mustang Roaud

LEGAL, DESCRIPTIOND A usar af had bomg w0 part Dt Baa 421 of the onrceendad phit o
FERMSROECHITIE 1 ACRES By the Nontho 30D o tie Soatheea Gatcr 18 281 Dol Soctan Taonty ose 101
Toswnshep Dlevan ol Nogtho Jnge Five £38 West of the bisboy Mooabon, Canulog Coang Ol dhwina, bome pnie
rowtnalaiy doscaiad as Solloes The Dot Y000 (0ot of Dot Taae (hy o the orrccondod pht ol THOROU CGIRBIED
ACRES Bomg v patcahby desordied Byomvctos and Sacanle s folloes COMMESCENG Al the Seathe et coraer ol
wand Sontheast Ghoarder, THENCE Sonth 0 BEIGT st slony the cast fime of v od Sontleat Qoorter o disteain o of
G b S feet 1o e Norhoast vomct of Tracd Two O ol e sacecendad phst ol EHOROU GBI T ACRES sel the
POUNT O1 BEGINNING, TUENCE South 0088107 Tast a disbee of 667 0F Fogt tothy Seaatheast cotiner ol ~ad a0
DOFEEESNCE Noeth 835207 W abong cand sonth bine o diioge o TR0 fecr FEESCE Nopsh 0 107007 Wt
dintange o 66197 oo g parnten the nerth hoe o vk Towe 208 SCT Sof g 49 29 Fad alang ek sonth b
adisbnee of 26800 Gt POINT O D1 GENNING

Namcortuns o (00 LI, ¢ TR VA

{herely object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-eterenced lepat deseription due o
the tollowing

THOROCUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

i
1
i

. - LR 4 -

[hss s the entrimce to our peighborhoasd As vou can see, Thoroughired Acees combines
a nesghbarhood teel with o raral sesthetie The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absobeteh deereise the aesthetic and Tunctonal aspects of our nesghborbood and negatively
impact s niral charastenshics

A THE Covisasts, Cospions, asn Restric poss {(fCCERSY).

In 1989, CO&Rs were Nled covenng the neighbothood, meludmyp the wea for the
proposed SPUDY The CC&Rs explun that 8 W 54" Sticet s w pivate 1oind - Howeva, the
proposed SPUEY seek to e ot Jeast a portton of Hus povite esad The ineressed aflie wall
abvionsdy merease costs for road mantenance  [U s omnequatable o expect homeowners who do
ot desre commnezenal developmient 1o alse foot the bilb T the unwanted  commerciat
developrent’s

e praposed SPUD pecfor tract 2, and the CC&R do stite that “afil loly, exeept tacts |
and 2 Sdisl] be nsed solely s residentiad boty " However, tract 1 now has a house on o
Leaving tract 2 i the sole surviving undeveloped truet within the nesghborhood  TUis eleanly nat
m keepang with the CO&Rs, nor the ovend] developiment in the wrea, for office/retnd
develupinent As proof, Section 6 ol the CCRRS Bits what could be developed within truet 2
ter cormsereral breedmy of wnnoals, any swine, [d] any setail wade. 7 While “retah trede”
i ot defined, pany ol the proposed SPOTDY nses centainly do not Gl within this estegory, See
epr SPUD aty 2Chdd care centers, hustness sapport services, and DwelBing Units and Mixed
Floes, ele )

]
]
:
J
:

To funther show il the poposed wses do ot el within the imteided nses per the
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CC&Rs and would ruin the characler of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was n third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots |
1,2, 4,6, 8, or l5...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) |
This filing, two years aller the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited 1o
residential development, or, 8t a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uscs in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations ol what can be developed on tract 2,

Per the City's development guide, the present land uvse typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentinlly the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphusis supplicd.) And so, while “{c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriatel,}” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed i
SPUD., |

Address of Property Owner: 3t . %US{ 7 0{04

Signature of Property Owner:

Date: “ F |5),3ng’5’
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Dear Katrina Avers,

| am writing to strongly oppose the SPUD-1799 proposal to rezone Lot 2 in Thoroughbred Acres 10
commercial. This neighborhood, established in the late 1980s, was intentionally designed as premier
acreages dedicated to the cattle and horse community, with a rich history of families involved in
equine sports such as barrel racing, racehorses, and team roping. My home, built by the HL Todd
family, originally consisted of four 5-acre lots with cross-fenced pastures, a custom barn with stables,
and a fully piped and lighted roping arena that rivaled many round-up clubs. As a teenager in the
early 1990s, | spent countless weekends roping on the very property where my family now resides.

When Rita and HL moved on, the property was sold to Don Hall, who continued the tradition of feam
roping competitions and clinics. However, before the sale, the property boundaries were altered
without notifying the established HOA, dividing my current homesite, the arena and barn, and the
two pasture lots. These changes, necessitated by existing fixed structures on original property lines,
transformed the four 5-acre lots into 5, 5, 6, and 4-acre parcels. Lots 1 and 2 were exempt from
building fo provide a buffer to Mustang Road for adjoining lot owners. Upon learning of these
changes, the HOA made an exception allowing residence on this property, although it was originally

5 acres.

Had | known there was any possibility of a lot within this well-established residential neighborhood
being rezoned commercial, | would never have purchased my property. Our community works
tirelessly fo maintain and improve our homes, preserving the neighborhood's desirability. More than
half of the residents have lived here for many years, drawn by the location and well-kept properties.
County records value all properties at $500,000 or more, with two homes selling last year for over a
million dollars due to the neighborhood’s prime location, established character, and private road.

Allowing this rezoning would severely diminish our property values and disrupt the quality of life we
cherish—acreages that offer a peaceful retreat from the hustle and bustle of city living. While |
support growth necessary for community success, it must be managed responsibly. Mustang Road,
from 59th to 1-40, offers numerous opportunities for commercial development without sacrificing our

neighborhood to another gas station, hotel, apartment complex, or bar.

The increased traffic from ongoing commercial projects south and east of us already complicates
access fo SW 54th onto Mustang Road. A recent serious accident on October 14th, involving a vehicle
stopped to turn onto SW 54th, highlights the dangers. Oklahoma City's enthusiasm for commercial
growth and revenue often comes at the expense of safety. Infrastructure improvements have not
kept pace; Mustang Road remains outdated, lacking necessary widening and designated turn lanes

to accommodate growth.




| urge you to consider these concerns carefully when this proposal is reviewed by you and the
planning commission next month. The negative impact on our residential neighborhood would be

significant. | would welcome the opportunity to meet with you personally and show you our street 1o

demonstrate the unique value and character of our community.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

Sincerely, Cory Franks and family

11500 SW 54th ST.




Johnson, Thad A

From: Tasha Franks <tasha@sqconstructionllc.com>
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 3:07 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Subject: Opposition to SPUD-1799 Proposal

You don't often get email from tasha@sqconstructionllc.com. Learn why this is important

| am writing as a deeply invested resident of this community to express my heartfelt opposition to the proposed rezoning of the residential lot at
the entrance of our neighborhood. This lot sits at the gateway to a small, peaceful community of only 15 homes - all on five acre parcels - and
one single private feeling street that ends in a quiet cul-de-sac.

When my family chose this home, we did so because we believed in the peaceful, stable promise of a small somewhat secluded residential
neighborhood with spacious lots. The lot behind us is woven into that sense of home. To convert it to commercial use would bring noise, lights,
traffic, danger, and daily uncertainty at the front of a very quiet residential street. This is not just a zoning change; it is a disruption to our quality
of life, our privacy, and our security.

This neighborhood is more than a place we live. It is our sanctuary. It is slow, peaceful, and intentionally protected by its zoning and HOA
covenants. A commercial development at its entrance would fundamentally and permanently change the character and safety of every person
and family who lives here.

Our neighborhood is small and close-knit. Many of us moved here because of the quiet, rural/residential setting - something becoming more
rare within Oklahoma City limits. The five-acre lots give families space, safety, privacy, and the tranquility that comes with low traffic and
predictable surroundings.

The lot in question sits at the only entrance to our neighborhood. Every resident must pass it daily. Turning this entrance into a commercial
zone means bringing:

Increased traffic at the choke point of our single road access.

Safety risks for residents pulling trailers, walking pets, teaching kids to ride bikes, etc.

Light pollution at night in a neighborhood that currently enjoys low light and quiet.

Noise and activity inconsistent with the setting that was intended for this neighborhood, per HOA covenants and restrictions.
Strangers and commercial activity into a place that has always felt safe.

This rezoning wouldn’t just affect the homes adjacent to the lot - it would affect every single residence every day. And for many of us, this isn’t
just where we live. It's where we raise our children, walk our property, and find peace.

Safety Concerns

The most significant safety issue is the adding commercial traffic to the only entrance and exit we have. The main city street right outside our
neighborhood is already extremely busy, and we have seen far too many wrecks there - including tragic, fatal ones. Every time we pull out of
our neighborhood, we do so with extreme caution because we know how dangerous this stretch of road can already be. The idea of adding
business traffic, delivery trucks, customers turning in and out, and unfamiliar drivers right at that very spot feels terrifying. It would put every
single resident at greater risk every day. For families pulling in or out of their homes, for children playing outdoors, for neighbors hauling
equipment or trailers, the danger becomes very real. It's heartbreaking to imagine a preventable accident happening simply because a
commercial business was allowed to occupy a location that was never meant to handle that kind of traffic.

Oklahoma City Ordinances Supporting this Opposition
This request conflicts with several core principles of the Oklahoma City Municipal Code in Chapter 59.

e  Purpose of Residential Districts
The City claims it will protect the character of existing residential neighborhoods and ensure that new uses are compatible.
A commercial use at the entrance to a rural/residential 5-acre lot community is not compatible by definition.

e  General Zoning Intent
City zoning must promote public health, safety, comfort, convenience, prosperity, and general welfare.
A commercial use at the sole access point to a 15 home neighborhood introduces traffic and safety hazards that directly violate this purpose.

e  Compatibility Standards
This requires consideration of noise, lighting, operating hours, and traffic levels.
A commercial use would fail compatibility with the quiet rural character of our small cul-de-sac community.



e  Commercial Use Location Requirements
Commercial districts are intended for areas with appropriate access, roadway capacity, and buffers - typically along arterials or well planned
corridors.
Our one-road neighborhood accessed by a single residential street with no alternate exits, does not meet these criteria.

Conflict with HOA Covenants

The lot is part of a legally established HOA whose covenants explicitly forbid commercial use. Every homeowner purchased their land with this
guarantee and agreed to said covenants and restrictions per contract. Approving a zoning change in direct conflict with these covenants
creates legal tension, destabilizes expectations, and undermines trust among homeowners who relied upon these protections when they chose
to purchase in this particular community.

A Respectful Request for Protection

We are a small neighborhood. We are not a subdivision with hundreds of homes or multiple entrances. We are 15 families who chose
rural/residential life for safety, peace, and privacy. A commercial intrusion at our only entrance, would reshape the character and experience of
our neighborhood permanently - and not for the better. For these reasons - personal, practical, and legally supported - | am respectfully asking
you to deny the zoning request for the lot at 5401 S. Mustang Rd.

Thank you for your consideration and for your time to the family whose daily lives will be affected by this decision.

Sincerely,
Tasha Franks
Homeowner/Thoroughbred Acres HOA Member

Sent from my iPhone



RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmct of fand being a pant Tract Two (2) of the unmeorded plat of
THORQUUHBRED ACRES iying in the Notth 1l of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21},
Township Hieven (11) North, Range Five {3) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadisn County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as followse: The East 260.00 feet of Tracd Two (2} af the unvecorded piat of THORODUGHDRED
ACRES being more particulatly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING st the Nertheast comer of
said Southeast Quaner; THENCE Soulh 00°14'16™ East, along the east line of said Southesst Quaner, a distance of
66183 foet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twe {2) of Uk unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00*{4’16" East a disiance of 661.01 Feel 19 the Southeast comer of said Tract
1t TUENCE North R9%48°21* West, along seid south line, & distance of 260,00 fecl; THENCE Nonth 00°14'16™ West &
dixtance of 661.92 (2t to 1 point on the north lne of said Trect 2; THENCE South 89°49'29™ Eau, along said nonh line,
1 distanee of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner; 5/71‘/‘/'3}/ /K/fffé'}’)’ld}ﬂ

I herchy object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with olose proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, bul the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Ji is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inereasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entive nrea swrounding the proposed SPUD is rursl/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present lund use typology is Rusal: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it ailows higher howusing densities.”
(Emphasis supplicd) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impoct the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: /) &2 ¢ S/ S6 D ssa L2

Signature of Property Owner'gzémf_& 7 |
Date: )/ ~ /A~ AR S A& |
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of iand being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly deseribed as follows: The East 260.00 fect of Fract Two (2} of the usrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sonth 00°14116" East, along the east ling of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 fect to the Northesst comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 1416 East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°4929" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner; _%5\&[,;) mnoq K@r \(’ G‘fﬁ( r“fﬂ

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROQUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

i 2

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively
impact its rural characteristics.

A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS {"CC&RS”),
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In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 549 Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use al least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development fo also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial
development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a}il lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, lract { now has a house un it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the arca, for office/retail
development. As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . ¥ While “retail trade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erccted on lots
1,2, 4,6, 8, or |5.. nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an inlent to make tract 2 limited to
residential development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompalible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s developmeni guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows
higher housing densities” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{clommercial and light
industrial uses may be appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural vesidential
character.” {Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owncr:, ’5 50 5 (o 5 L{% S”é/, ﬂ/la,ﬁﬁlﬁng / OZ 73% '7//
Signature of Property Owner: M_Q%L{ i Date: ] ] / 135 _/0’1[)4'1 5

i Tiven if the propesed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to reccive approvat from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review commiltee before constmiction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A trsct of land being 1 pant Tret Two {2) of the unrccorded plat of
THORDUGHDBRED ACRES lying in the Nonth Iaif of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (i1) Nonth, Range Five ($) West of the Indian Mendien, Cansdian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly desenbed as follows: The Rast 260.00 foet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by mictes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00*14'56" East, along the east Tinc of said Southeast Quarier, a distance of
661.83 fect ta the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Tracl
2; THENCE North B9°482{" West, along said south line, & distance of 260,00 fect; TIEENCE North 00°14'16™ West »
distence of 661.92 foct 1o & point on the porth ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South $9*39°29" East, slong said north fine,
x disiznce of 260,00 foet 10 the POL ﬁF DEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: _0OA) A/[. . G Ie, IQ. \1

I hereby object 1o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-refercncedllagal description due fo
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines & rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do [ feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It iy sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumi-Low Typology Arca, “except thot it allows higher housing densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate},]” “they [cannoif negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rura] residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 55& O L eépﬁ}é“s S"l'(m D/) ;

Signature of Property Owner:
Date;__/) ot J2 “.,35

-
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025
ORJEC TTON TO SPUD-179Y

lLocation S401 South Mustanp Road

LEGAL BDESCRIPTION: A pact ol fand being o pat Tract Two 123 of dhe unrecontal plat o
THOROUGHIRI D ACRES fying o e North 1l o) he Southeast Quarter £N:2 SE) o Section Twenty-one (21
Towaship Fleven (111 Norh, Rage Pive (5) West of the Indian Merdian, Canadian Cowsty, Obklihoma, bemg more
pabieitarly desenbed as foltows The Last 268 00 feet ot Traut Fan (2) of the warccorded glat of FRIOROUGHBRT D
ACRES bomg mare patsoubaly descamed by metes and bausds oy Tollows COMMENCING at the Northeast camer of
said Southeast Quarter, THENCE South 00 14 H6" Fast, alung the east hine ot s Suutheast Quarter, & distence of
oh1 83 feet to the Nurtheast comer of Tract Twa (21 af the unievarded plat of THOROUGIRED ACRIS and the
POINT 1 BIGINNING, THUNCE South 00 E8167 Tast a destance of 662 01 Teet to the Southeast comer vl sand Frad
3THENCT. Noah 89748217 Wea, slong sud south boe, a distance of 26060 feet, THENCT North 00 1786 Wesa
distance af 661 92 teet to q posat on the north lne of sl Fract 2 THENCE South 8974929 Fast aleng wsod north bee,
& distange o 268 U0 feet 1o the TOINT OF B GENNING

Name of Propeily Owner _& GTAR A ('S CENE_
1 hereby ubjecet to proposed SPUD-179Y for the ahove-referenced legal description due to
the following

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

(= : . R -

This 1 the entrance W our netghborhood  As vou ean see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhoad Teel with o yural aesthetie. The proposed SPUT, with its commerein] uses, will
absolutely decrease the avsthetic and functional aspeets ol our neighborhood and negatively
wnpact vs rural chaactenstics

A The Covexaxts, Connipions, ann Restaciroxs (CCC&ERs™),

In 989, CC&Rs were tiled covenng the neighborhood, including the wrea for the
propused SPUD, The CC&Rs explun that § W S4™ Sireet is a pivate roud, However, the
proposed SPUIDY seeks 1o use al least a portion of dus pnvale road  The increased traflic will
obviously increase costs for road maintenance It is imequitable o expeet homeowners who do
not destre commercial devetopment to also feot the bill Tor the wnwanted commercial
development’s use

Fhe proposed SPUD w for traet 2, and the CC&Rs do state tat “{afll tots, except tacts |
and 2 shall be used solely ns residential lots. . . " [However, tract 1 now has a house on 1l
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped traet within the neighborhood. [t is elearly not
i keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the aren, for ofticefretail
development  As proof, Scelion 6 of lhe CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commereinl brecding of animals, any swine, [and] any retait rade, . . " While “retail trade”
15 not delined, muny of the proposed SIPUD uses certainly do not [l within this category. See
e SPUD at p. 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed
Uses, ete )

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
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CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
to the CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residentinl dwelling shall be erccted on lots
1, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years afler the original, clearly evinces an inlent to make (et 2 limited to
residential development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompattble with the CC&Rs’ limitations of whal can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City's development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the sume as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it sllows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “{cJommercial and light industrisl uses
may be appropriate],]” “they [fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negotively impact[s} the rum! residential
character” of our neighbarhood.  Accordingly, 1 respectiully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Ownerzil L!L\ C\ S U_J SLX S'I VC. e Tt‘ M\) cik'ﬂ f\-cj . O L
Sism\m WWJ

of
L-13-2%

Property Owner:
Date.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A i of lad being # psn Tt Two () of the unrccorded phat of
THOROUGIHIBRED ACRES lying in the North 11alf of the Southeast Quanwer (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21,
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Runge Five {5) West of the Indian Mecidusn, Canedisn County. Oklshoms, being mon
particularly deseribed s follows: The East 260.00 foet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bownds a5 follows: COMMPNCING mt the Northeass comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 06*F4'16" Ean, slong the east line of said Southeay Guarter, a distance of
66123 foxt to the Northenst conmer of Trt Twa (2) of the wnrecorded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14*16* Eau a distance of 662.0] feet to the Southeast comer of tafd Trmt
Z, THENCE Nonh B9'48'21° Wew, along said south fine. a distance of 260.00 foct; THENCE North 00*14'16™ West &
distunce of 661.92 feet to m point on the north line of satd Tract 2; THENCE Sauth R9*49720° Exs, xlong taid north line,

s diutance of 260.00 fect 1o Ux POINT OF nmaz?ﬂ . .
Name of Property Owner: Clag Z/V #‘LF’“ /

T hereby objest to proposed SPUD-l?é for tho above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rura! feel with closs proximity to urban
eraenities, Not only do I fes! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. ¥ Ix sef wp for entertaining and
walching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turksy and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire ares surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralresidentinl. Per the City’s
development guide, the preseal land use typotogy is Rural: Mediurm Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densiies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]lommercial end light industrial uses may be
appropriate[,]" “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residentiol character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally *negatively impact[s) the rural residential
charsoter” of Ledgestons. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5\«405 7_;;?:5;’ giaﬁC})ckWuﬁ{Mjf(-k’?BOé‘(

Signature

f Pro Owner:
Date; H'fé)’?zg Py i
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

ORJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A it of land being a pan Tract Tws (2} of the wnrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES Lying in the North [laif of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven 11} Notih, Range Five (3) West of the Indisn Metidian, Canadian County, Okithoms, belng more
panicularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of TIIORCUYGIIRRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING ut the Northeast comer of
i Southeast Quarter; THENCE Sowh 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of Rid Southeast Quarter, & disteace of
661 %3 foet W the Novibeast commer of Trt Two () of the untocorded phat of THOROUGHORED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'}6” East & distance of 66201 feet 1o the Southenst comer of mid Truct

2 THENCE Nonk 89*4821° West, slong wsid south line, » distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00*14'16% Wexd »
distance of 661.92 foct to » point on the north line of said Tract 2; THFNCE South 89*49°29* East along taid north line,

w distenoe of 260,00 feet to the P{QE{{OF BEGINNING, y | \
Name of Property OWner \

I hereby object to pmposod\SX’UD-Yi% for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS ARURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural fee] with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do 1 fee] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the yointer!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive {(emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development §
and traffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area, L
The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rurliresidential. Per the City’s |
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumi-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, whils “[¢c]Jommercial and light industral uses may be
sppropriate],I" “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)
The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivecally “negatively impactfs] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgesions, Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

piiemotrapryowser 20011 S¥ore Do WSy DY 7200

S 0 Pro Qwner!
o111l -9 i
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-17%9
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A umct of land being & pant Tt Two (2) of the unrecorded pla of
THOROUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the Nosth Hail of the Southcast Quarier (N/2 SE/4) of Scction Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nonth, Range Flve {3) West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian Counly, Oklshoma, being more i
particularly described as foltows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Twe {2} of the untecorded plat of THOROUGHNRED i
ACRES Ixing more partictlarly dezeribed by metes and bounds as foflows: COMMENCING i1 the Northeaxt comer of i
said Southcast Quarter; THENCE South 00%14'14™ Eaxt, along the cast line of said Southcast Quarter, a distance of
661,83 feet 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two {3 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES ard the
POINT OF DEGINNING; THENCE Sownh 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet (o the Southeast comner of wid Tract
2, THENCE North 894821 West, along aaid south fine, & distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00 14°16™ West a
distanee of 661.92 foet 10 a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" Fast, slong said nonh line,
s distance of 260.00 feet to ihe POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: / ZZK;’& ¢ : éé ?‘Q Qﬂ/
1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to

the following;
LEDGESTONE 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do [ fec] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for enterfaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer yos can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inocreasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ebility to self homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire aren surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumalfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Ares, “ecxcept that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Fmphasis supplied) And so, while “[ojommercial and light industria]l uses may be
appropriate[,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the ritrai residential character. (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
charcter” of Ledgestone, Aceordingly, T respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

/154 S 55 7k 5t Mustory,
Address of Property Owner: PN
Signature of Praperty Owneg: M é

Daw=_4¢423,4;5_ |
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tuct of tand being » pant Teact Two (2} of (he unrecorded plat of
THORCGUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of ihe Southeast Quarier {Nf2 SE/AR) of Scctioh Twenty-one (21
Towuship Elcven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Conadlso County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The Fast 260,00 feet of Tract Two [2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulady deseribed by metcs and bounds st follows: COMMENCING a1 the Nottheast comer of
said Somherst Quarier: THENCE South 00°1416™ Fast, slong the east Jine of 1aid Southeast Quaner, & distance of
66183 feat 1o the Northeast corner of Tract Two (31 of the unrecorded pint of THOROUGHIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIIENCE South 00*14'16* Fasi m distance of 662.01 fect to the Southeast comer af said Tract
2: THENCE North R9°4K21° West, along said south fine, a distance of 260.00 feet: THENCE North 00°14'16% Wesi u
distunce of 661.92 feet to 1 point on the aorth ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South 39%49°29% East, slong sald nornth line,
2 dislance of 260.00 et to the POW)F BEGINNING.
I/l

Naams of Property Owner:_/U g flns !—[e‘uw)

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the nbove-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rura! fee] with close proximity to wban
amenities. Not only do I fee! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to!

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. Jt is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub arud watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Slone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homses if their seiling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area sirrounding the proposed SPUD is nurelfresidential, Per the City’s
development guids, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it sllows higher howsing densiffes.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{c]ommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprinte(,]” “they fcannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner:_) [ (0/00] W 56" <(/ M%M,OK 73&@‘{

Signature of
Date:_JI-15-25
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-179%
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wvuet of land being  pat Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROQUGHDBRED ACRES tying in the Norh Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-onc (21),
Township Eleven (113 Nonh, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mendisn, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
partrculatly deseribed as foliows: The Fau 260,00 fect of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHIBRED
ACRFES being mont particularly described by meics and bounds as follows: COMMENCING al the Northeast comner of
said Southeast Quanier; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eaxt, along the tat line of said Southcast Quarter, 2 distance of
66LR) feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2} of U unrecorded plat of THOROUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: TIEENCE South 00°14'16* East w distance of 662,01 fect to the Southeast vornee of said Tract
2; TINENCE North 894821 West, slong said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonh 00°14'16™ West a
distance of 661.92 foct to a point on the north line of xuid Trect 2; THENCE South §0°49'29* East, slong said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ﬁ;(}/{{{g M}U(S

I hereby object o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 tive in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with elose proximity to urban
amenitics. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential.  Per the City’s
development guide, the present Jand use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fecannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character’ (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
characier” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:__ D604/ [ oo bl s 475

Signature of Property QOwmner: .
Date: //‘Al;/ 25"

%
|
<
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|
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:16 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iract of land being s part Traet Two {2) of the wunrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeasl Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Tweniy-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (§) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particutarly described as follows: The East 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows; COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance ol
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES und the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00%14'16" East a distance of 662.0H feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89748217 West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance of 661,92 feet Lo & point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" East, along said north line,
a distance ol 260,00 feet {o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: & eulm < éfm:} o Secl sop

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIBPENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S, W, 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased trattic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the arca, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not falt within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such fots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, al a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,|” “fley fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: [ 17700 S 4 Y g Wulf{:dg/ 0 7306y
Signature of Property Owner: ;yq/ % — Date; |- /5-3005y

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architeclural review committee before construction could commence. See: CCE&Rs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iact of fand being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lytng in the North Hslf of the Southcas! Quarter {N72 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Township Eleven (15) North, Range Five {31 West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian County, Okiahoma, being more
particuladdy descnbied as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Twe £2) of the unrecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulardy desenbed by ntetes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Nontheast comner of
said Southcast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
66143 (oot 1o the Noaheast comer of Truct Two {2) of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14°16™ East 2 disiznce of 662.01 feel Lo the Southeast comer of said Trect
2; THENCE Nonh R9*48721" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE North 00°)4°16™ West a
distance of 661 92 [ect to 4 point on the north hine of maid Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°2¢" East, along said nonh line,
a distance of 260.00 (cet o the POINT ?GINNING.

Avi TJurtk

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do [ (eel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do {o;

Name of Property Owner:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. /¢ is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphuasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability 1o sell homes if their sclling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residentinl,  Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Ares, “except that it allows higher kousing demsities.”
(Emphesis supplied) And so, while “(clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriatel,]" “they feannotf negatively impacs the rural residensial character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
chamacter” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request tist you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 561‘_” [ﬁdﬂ@":{‘vwe —b(. p
Signature 1{ / l,)of’ ;)é Property Owner: aﬁm C\%{MW

Date:

i
i
,
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iact of lnd being » pant Tesct Two (2) of ihe wnrocorded plad of
THORQUGHDBRED ACRES lylng in the North Hall of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11) Norh, Range Five {5} West of the Indian Meridian, Consdian County, Oklshoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The Fast 260 00 fect of Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded pint of THOROUGHRRED
ACRES being more panticulardy described by metes end bounds ax follows: COMMENCING at the Noeheast comer of
auid Southesst Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ Eawt, along the east line of said Southeast Quanier, a distance of
66183 foet 10 the Nottheanl commer of Tract Two (1) of the unvecorded phat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT GF DEGINNTNG: THENCE South 00° 14'16" Exsi p distance of 66201 fect 1o the Southeust comer of said Traet
2, THENCE North 89°4K2(* West, along sabd south line, » distance of 260,00 foet; THENCE North 0041416 West 2
distance of 661.92 Foct to & paint on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 894929 East, slong waid north line,
s distance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF REGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: __jJ\/ |1 i€ }‘\/:\NT&N\)
1 hercby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription dus to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for o reason: It combines a tum! feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realfors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, Jt is sex up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
" turkey and other wildlife through he winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses propesed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors”
ability to seil homes if their seliing point is the wild life in the ares.

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is nualfresidential. Per the City's ,
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Mediun Intensity. This is essentially v
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aousing densitles,”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial end Jight industrial uses may be
approprinte],)” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner, 5805 Ticet Sinonre DQ

St of Pro Owner:
Do )18 e TP i
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTICN TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIFTION: A trsct of land being o put Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded phn of
THOROUGIDRED ACRES iying in the Noph Half of the Southeast Quarter {N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) Nonh, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian County, Okiahoma, beintg more
particularly descnbed as follows: The Fast 26000 feet of Tract Twa (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHTIRED
ACRES eing more partcularly desenbed by metes aod bounds as follows: COMMFNCING a1 the Northeast comer of
uid Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°1416™ East, slong the east 1ine of sud Southcast Quarter, a distance of
661.8) feet to the Nonheast corner of Tract Two (1) of the unrecurded plat of THIOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: TUENCE South 00*14'16" East & distance of 66201 lcet to the Southeast comer of sad Tract
2; THENCE Nonh B9*48721" West, along smid south ime, & distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14°16° West &
distance of 661 92 fect to a powd on the north hne of sard Tract 2; THENCE South 89749729 Fast. slong wid eorth line,
» distance of 260.00 leet 1o the POLNT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: Shruen) N LAgGAn

[ hercby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do [ fee! this way, but the reaitors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. #7 is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in thas arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerlainly inhdbit realtors’
ability o sel] homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area swrounding the proposed SPUD is rurab/residential.  Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “jc]lommercial and fight industrial uses may be
appropriate],|” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residentis]
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectiully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 5 6\% LLO\B]‘,Q)/D"‘\"( ny

Signature of Property
Dale:

!
5
i
1
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A iract of land being o part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded pint of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES tying in the Nosth Il of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Sechion Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Mendian, Canadian Counly. Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 fect of Tract Two (2} of the unreconded plat of TIIORQUGIHBRED
ACRES being more particulady descrbed by mates and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeas comer of
aid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, afong the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 foct 1o the Noctheast comer of Tract Two (3 of the unrecorded plat of THIOROUGIDRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14°16™ East u distanice of 662.01 fect 10 the Southeast comer of said Tl
2; THENCE North 89°4821~ West, alonyg said south line, a dislance of 260.00 feet: THENCE Nurth 00°14°16" West a
distance of 661 .92 fect to & point on the north ling of said Tract 2; THENCE South #9*49°29™ East, along sard north line,
a distance of 260.00 foct to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: LPP mioN LW

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for o reason: 1t combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, bul the realtors marketing in this area do lo:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is xet up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphusis supplied). Increasing the development
and trafTic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rnural/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate(,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivooally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respecifully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: SS\Z‘S- LEDG’ES@ME- D‘Q\ viz ,MUSTVTIJC:, 0K ?—506;1{;

Signature

of Property Owner:
Dae: |7 NV 2.8
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBIECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmet of hind being o part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES lying in the North 11l ol the Southeast Quarter {N72 SEAM) of Section Twenty-one {21),
Townabip Eleven {11} North, Renge Five (5) Wext of the Indizn Meridian, Canedlan County, Okishomn, being more
particularly deseribod as follows: The Fan 260,00 feet of Tract Two (2 of the unrecorded plat of TIHIOROUGHIBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foliows: COMMENCING at the Nontheast comer of
1ald Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°)436" Esst, slong the cast line of said South¢ast Querter, 2 distance of
661,53 foet 10 the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unreconded piat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00* | 4'16” Ean a distance of 662,01 foot to the Southeast comer of seid Teact
35 THENCE Nerth R$* 4821~ West, along sald south ling, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCTE North D0*[4'16" West &
dixtance of 661.92 feet to & paint ont the north ling of sald Traet 2; THENCE South R9*49°29™ Fast, slong sxid north ling,
adistlanee of 260.00 fect to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: ﬂglom Mwﬁ?g)el

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestons for a reason: It combines a rural fee! with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do [ fee! this way, but the resltors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesomns - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life, With the right offer pos can keep the hot tud and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the vinter!

REMAX Encrgy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and fraffic in this ares with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the arca,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumliresidential, Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher houslng densitles.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercis]l end light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],}” “they fcannot] negatively impact the raral residentiol character” (Emphasis
supplicd.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci{s} the rural residential
character” of Ledgesione, Accordingly, 1 respectully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Addmsof}’znpex:tyOwnﬁ: [1blG S csih <f =23

Signatiure /;5’ /2 50(‘ Property Owmer:

Date: [}
/
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tot of land being a pat Tract Two {2) of ihe unrecorded plar of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N2 SE/) af Section Twenty-ome (21),
Township Eleven {11 Norih, Range Five () West of (he Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particutarly deseribed v follows: The Eagt 260.00 feet of Trast Two (2) of the wnrecorded plut of TIIOROUGIHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds a¢ follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
s1id Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00° 416" East, along the cast line of said Southeast Quarter, a dtance of
66343 foet tu the Northeast comer of Tract Twa (3) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14°16" East a distance of 662,01 fect 10 the Southesst comer of wid Tract
2 THENCE North R9*4821* Wesl, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16° West s
distance of 661,92 foet 1o w paint on the aorth tine of said Tract 21 TRENCE South £9°49726" Fast, along said notth dine,
a distasce of 260,00 foet 10 the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Ovwner: ,SJrc\% Matbnda

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the Eéov%-referenced legal description due to
ihe following;

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
smenities, Not only do I fec! this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome ~ the baokyard. It is set ap for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the kot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!
RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed vader the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The eatire area surounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guids, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher h:_:ming densifies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[¢)ommercial and ‘light industrial ses may be
appropriate[,]” “they feannol] negatively impact the rural residentil character. (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the propased SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: |1 D] (a2 SRR Sheogt

Signature of Property Owner
Datc'__\il_li_[.&,&&f___
y ';. ]
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Nerth Half of the Southcasl Quarter (N/2 SC/4) of Scolion Twenty-one (21),
Township Elcven (FH) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the varecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
satd Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet to the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 feet 1o the Southeast corner of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°48%21" West, along said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" Wesl a
distance of 661.92 feet 1o a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South §9°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 teet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

— NACE ) © Ao A
Name ot Property Owner: A L C A Fr”\.F{- LAY 1\m

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects ol our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.
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A, THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&Rs").

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that §.W. 54" Streel is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance, It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2,..shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on if.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overali development in the area, {or office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . . While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e. £..SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centets, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To turther show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots 1, 2,4,
6, 8, or I5...ncarer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs” limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[c]lommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,[” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s) the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

o) =g TH e
Address of Property Owner: | ‘Q) .0 S \/'\4/ ) 5 4/' i A,

-~ } ey 7 ¥ 7 4 ’
/ { e y/\/ i % VPN
Signalure of Property ()wngﬁ_t::’,:/,,/’ff/’( / (/\/ (¢/ Date: / /= / 4 = /:\'

' Even il the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent ol an architectural review commiltee before construction could commence, See: CC&Rs. al
Section 3.




RECEIVED

OBJECTEON TO SPUD-1799 By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A truct of land being » pant Tt Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THORCUGIIBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southcast Quarter (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-ore (21},
Township Eleven (11} Nonth, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridizn, Canadian County, Ckishoma, being more
panticularly described 45 follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Twe (2) of the uriccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particulerly described by metes and bounds es follows: COMMENCING t the Northcast comer of
said Southeast Quartesr; THENCE South 00°)4'§6" East, along the cast line of said Sowtheast Quarter, a distance of
6618} feet to the Northeast comer of Traci Twa (2) of the unreconded plat of THORDUGHDBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16” East x distance of 662.04 fecl to the Southeant comer of said Tract
2; TUENCE Nonh R9°48°21 West, along said south line, a disiance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°1416% Wesd 0
distance of 661,92 fecl to » palmt on the north tine of swid Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49°29" Eay, along ssid nonh tine,
s diviance of 260,00 foet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Narme of Property O\mcr:.f?p_ﬂ P L) “ PTA25< D57 o é‘:f" ‘

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal deseription due to
the following;

LEDGESTONE 1S A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rurnl fee! with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I fee] this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty swesome - the backyard, Jt is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and wraffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would cerininly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rurolresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity, This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses muy be

appropriate(,]" “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impactfs) the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_5 2 -y &0.7 il 57:;/"(/‘5__' /..7/3}/{;—)
Signature f P Owner:
55;? /; //5/ /2 = roperty &
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 540! South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imct of lend being & pat Tract Two {1} of the unrccorded pist of
THOROUGHDRED ACRES lying in the North 1gif of the Southeast Quorter (N2 SEM) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (1) North, Range Five {3) West of the Indian Meridiun, Canadlan County, Oklahoms, being morne
particularly described as fotlows: The Bast 260.00 fret of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHDRED
ACRES bring more panticalady dewribed by mctes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE South 00°54'16™ Ean, along the east line of said Southcast Quarter, a distance of
661.%3 fort tu the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2} of the untecorded plat of THOROUGIIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINMNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" Eag x distance of 662,01 feel 1o the Southeast corer of said Tract
2; THENCE North R9°48'21" West, along sxld south ling, 2 distance of 260,00 feet: THENCE North 00*14'16™ West & 1
distance of 661.92 feet to & point on the nanh ling of said Tract 23 THENCE South 89%49°29" Eaxt, along said nonth line, 4

|

|

|

» dlatasce of 260,00 fect to the POINE-OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner: y\@f/l M( Zém—h |
I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced Jegal description due to w

the following: |

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for & reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do ] feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do o

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It is set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you cen keep the hot tub and watck the deer,
turkey ond other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy ro: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would ceriainly inhibit realtors®
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is rumlfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher Aousing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[¢lommercial and light industtal uses may be
appropriate,]” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”’ (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s} the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestons. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: 13/70 ? L@:’ ‘Zﬁe—fffm @r
S TP

Signature of Property Owmar:
Date: nY
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TC SPUB-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of fand being a pant Tract Two (1) of the unrccorded plat of
THORQUGHRBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quurier (N1 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven {11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridisn, Canadian County, Okizhoma, boing more
particulasly described as follows: The Bast 260.00 feer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by wcles and bounds as follows: COMMENCUING al the Northeast comer of
sk Southeast Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along the cast line of said Southeast Charier, a distance of
661.83 fect w0 the Nonheast comer of Tract Two (1) of the untecorded plat of THORCUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662,01 fect to ihe Sovtheast comer of said Tract
2; TIENCE North 89°48721" West, along said south line, & distance of 260,00 fect; THENCE North 00°14°16° West &
distance of 661.92 fect to & paint on the nonh ling of said Trect 2; THENCE South 89°49°29° East, along said eonh line,
a distance of 260.00 {ect o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property O\Wﬁré@\gﬂ m c \j@ ﬂ ﬁﬁ.

I hereby objeot 10 proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgeslone for a reason: It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do ] feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. 1t iy sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realiors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential, Per the Cily's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium Intensity. This is essentinily
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “fcJommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

et
Address of Property Owner: \\ 56&0 ﬁz\.) bD ﬁA /

Signature —_ Property Ownor:
Date: H - tf) \g\‘)



dena.smiley
Received


RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

ORBIECTION TO SPUT-1799
Localicn: 3401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTEON: A nacr of fand bemp o pat haet Twa 023 oF the vasecnded plat ol
THOROUGHBRED ACRES boang o the Santh Hadt o the Soutbeast Quarier (8 2 5F 10 o8 Seeton Pweneone (21,
lownship Fleven (18 Nortin Range Tive (31 West of the Indsan Mendum, Camsgdian Couns, ORlthoma, being more
Parcubady descnbed s olhen s The East 26080 eer of bt Two (23 ol the iaevarded plas ot FTIOROUGHBRID
ACKEN besng mieny pantienlarky desenhed sy metes and Sonnds s toflow s, COMMENECENG at ihe Nautlicast eomer al
sard Senthvast Quariers THEESCE Samth 68 23907 Tast wlong e cast e o8 sl Southeast Qussiter, o sdistance af
OO N Feet fo the Nooheast commer ol Tract Two 00 of e sseeecorded plat of THOROS GIHBRED ACREN and the
POINE OF BEGESNING, THENCE Somih 183 11167 Fista distasce ol 66201 feet w the Southeast comer of said 1141
2o HIEENC T Noath 89CES"2E Wesy adonp sod sonth Bines o distence o J6000 Teet: THENCE Noath 00 14167 Mot o
distree ol AT Y Teet o past on e north e of wod Teset 0 THENCT Soatfe 88049297 | aa, done il sosth Tine,
Adistapee af 2RI teeh othe POENT O BEGINNING

Name of Propeny Owner: J;\Av/’a‘(;ﬂ Qé/ﬂ

1 hereby ebject o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due o
the Totlowing:

TIIOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

Thix is the entrance 10 our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a netghborhood leel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercinl uses. will
absolutely decrease the aesthetie and hunetional aspeets of our acighborhood and negatively
impaul its rural characteristics,

A, Tr Covexanys, Cosprrions, axp Restciioss (CCC8&Rs™).

I 198G, CO&Rs were liled covering the neighboriood, ncluding the area for the
proposed SPUD, The CC&Rs explam that S.W. 34" Sireat ix a private road.  However, the
proposed SPUID seeks 1o use al deast a portion ol this private road.  The inereased traftic witl
vbviousiy increase costs lor road maintenance. H s meyuitable to expect iomeowners who do
not desne commercial development o atso Toor the bl Tor the unwanled connnercial
development’s use,

The praposed SPUD is for raet 2, and the CC&Rs do state that ~a]ll fols, exeept tracts |
and 2. shall be wsed solely as residential lots. 07 However, tract 1 now has o house on i,
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t s elearly not
wm keepmg with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area. lor officc/retail
development. As proot, Seetion & of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within trast 2
to “comumercial breeding of mymals, any swine, Jundi any retagl trade. . .7 While “retail trade™
is nol defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See
ey SPUD atp, 2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Unils and Mixed
[ses, ete).
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To further show hat the proposed uses de not fall within the intended uses per the
CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our ueighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
o the CC&Rs. That amendmens explained that “no residential dwelling, shall be erected on lots
L, 2,4, 0,8, or 15, nearer than 10 feet From any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplicd.)
This tiling, two years after the orginal, clearly evinces an intent to make tracl 2 limited 1o
residential development, or, al & minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses 1 the
SPUD are ineompatible with the CC&Rs™ limitations of what can he developed on tract 2.

Per the City's development puide, the present fand vse typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rurad-Low Typology Areq, “except thut it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[clommercial and light imdustrial uses
may be approprinie],]” “they feannotf negatively impact the rural residestial charaeter.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

‘The proposed SPUD elearly and unequivecally “nepatively impact[s] the rural residential

character” of our neiphborhood. Aceordingly. [ respectiully request that yon deny the proposed
SPUD.

A A L
Address of Property Owner: //502(9 _5{»-) 5/ “D/;//é)é /

- inl
.
Property O\\'ncr:%M
; ——— e

Signature

Date: // ’“/r)? ‘19“7_1.5—’




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:12 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmact of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the wnrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the Notth $alf of the Southeass Quarter {N/2 SEAM) of Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven {11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadlan County, Oklshoma, being more
pariculurly described aa follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Trael Two (2} of the umreconded piat of TIH{ORQUGHDRED
ACRES being more particularly described by meics and bounds as follows: COMMENCING a1 the Noaheast comer of
$aid Sounthesst Quarier; THENCE South 00416 East, alorig the exst fine of sald Southeast Quarter. 2 distance of
E6L.83 fort w the Nonheest comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecovded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 007141 6™ East a distance of 662.01 foct 10 the Southeust comcer of said Tract
I THENCE Nonh R9°%4821" West, atong said south line, a distance of 260.00 foets THENCE Nopth 00 1416™ West &
distance of 661.92 fect to n paint of the north linc of safd Treet 2; THENCE Sowth §9*49°29" East, slong said gorth tine,
n distaace of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF HEOQQING.

Natns of roperty Owaer: . NSy \\_\§ RRRLAS

\
I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines & rurl feel with close proximity to urban
amenities, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It iy set up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tud and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re; 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralhesidentisl.  Per the City's
development guide, the present Iand use typelogy is Rural; Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same us Rumal-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher honsing densidles”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[c]ommercisl end light industrial uses msy be
appropriate],]” “they feannot] negatively impact the rural residential character”' (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and imequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
oharacter” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, 1 respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address omepcrtyC)wna\\C‘-)“t\ g\k <\C§h\ S S )

Signature of Property Owni
Date; \*~ \&)“hé—s
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:14 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Muslang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wsct of laind being & pant Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plal of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hadf of the Southcast Quaner (N2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadizn County, Oklohoma, being more
particularly described as foliows: The East 260.00 fodt of Tract Two (24 of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHRRED
ACRES being more particulady described by meies and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer af
s2id Southeast Quarters THENCE South 00°14'16" East, aleng the cast fine of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661 RY fect to the Northeast comner of Tract Two (2] of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00*14'16" East a distance of 662.01 fect (o the Southeast comer of said Traet
2; TIENCE North 89°48721™ West, along said touth line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE North 00" 14'16™ West &
distance of 661,92 fect 10 & point on the north line of said Tracl 23 THENCE South 89%49°29" Fast, along said north tine,
a distance of 260.00 feed to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

OF
Name of Property Owner: Jo s Pﬂ—/{ S A5

T hercby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

[ live in Ledgestone for & reason: it combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard. It iy set up for entertaining and ,
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer, |
tiurkey and other wildlife through the winter!

RE/MAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inoreasing the development |
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’ |
ahility to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area. {

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidentiel. Por the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows highcr housing densities.” |
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light indusirial uses may be
appropriate],]" “they [camnoi] negatively impact the rural residential character” (Emphasis |
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD elearly and unequivocally “negatively trapact{s] the rural residentin
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, | respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD. |

Address of Property Owner:; SEoo (-/em/f_-‘,( Sfo e, [

Signature of Property Owner:
Date: f/// 28/ 2 o Lo
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RECEIVED

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:15 am, Nov 20, 2025

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A inct of land being & pan Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plal of
THORQUGHBRED ACRES lyiag tn the Nonh 11alf of 1he Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) af Section Twenly-one {21),
Township Elcven (11} North, Range Five {5) West of the Indixn Mendian, Canadian County, Odlahoma, being more
paritcutarly dewribed as follows: The Tast 260 00 feel of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES bawng more partcularty descnbed by mctes and bounds as follow s: COMMENCING a1 the Nontheast comer of
st Southeast Guarter, THENCE South 00°14'16™ East, along he cast linc of said Southcast Guarter, a distance of
661 8} feet to the Northeast comer of Tract Twa (2) of the unteconded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00° 1 416" East a distance of 66201 foct to the Southcast comer of sard Tragt
2; THENCE Nonth 89°85721" West, along said south in, & distance of 260.00 fect; THENCE North 00°14'16™ Wesl &
distance of 561 92 {oct 10 & pownt on the north hine of wid Tract 2: TUENCE South 89°49°29" Fast, tlong said nonth fine,

» distance of 260.00 foet Lo the POINT DF REGINNIN /
Name of Property Owner: icd 7 @ yeLs

1 hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for g above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

1 live in Ledgestone for a reason: it combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do { fecl this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something pretty awesome - the backyard, It is ses up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and waich the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplicd). Increasing the development
and traflic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is cssentially
the same as Ruml-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher fowusing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied} And so, while “[clommercial and light industial uses muy be
appropriate(,]” “they Jcannoi] negatively impact the rural residential character.” (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact[s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD.

Address of Property O\sner:%’g\s—oc] (-%Zqémﬂéne in Q’

Signature of Property Owner:
Daie:_/f -/ Z "Z?
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:16 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being a part Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenly-one (21),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particularly described as follows: The East 260.04 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THORCUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northeast comer of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line ol said Southeast Quarter, a distance of
661.83 feet {0 the Northeast corner of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plal of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" Cast a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2; THENCE North 89°4821" West, along said south ling, a dislance of 260.00 feel; THENCE Natth 00°14'16™ West a
distastce of 661.92 feet to u point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said aorth line,
a dislance of 260.00 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING,
! : '

Name of Property Owner: KiSmere . WS 4 . <

o P AR
4 4

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will

absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS").

In 1989, CC&Rs wete filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.! The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54™ Street is a private road, However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs [or road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . . However, tract | now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .”” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p,
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 0 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.} This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2,

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural; Medium
intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
hrousing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character,”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impaci[s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, [ respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: [/ 5t <50 aﬁ;bl'__.{mfv i

Date: /[ 12 - 709 Yo

Signature of Property Owner: 5 L,K "
perty y lene

£
o

rd
TN

e

! Even il the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicanl would have o receive approval from
the HOA’s equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location; 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a part Tract Two {2) of the unrecorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarler (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (2i),
Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklzhoma, being more
particutarly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED
ACRES being more parlicularly described by metes and bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Northcast corner of
said Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'56" East, alonp the cast line of said Southeast Quarler, a distance of
66183 leet to the Northeast corner of Tract Fwo {2) of the unrccorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT QF BEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 fect to the Southeast corner ol sai¢ Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48'21" West, along said south line, a dislance of 260.00 fect; THENCE WNorth 00°14'16" West a
distance o 661,92 [cet to a point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north ling,
a distance of 26000 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING.

T A }
Name of Property Owner: - j une \ R)OL;

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-relerenced legal description due to
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighbothood and negatively impact
its rural characleristics.
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD." The CC&Rs explain that S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks 10 use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is ineguitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “{a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. It is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overalt development in the area, for office/retail development.
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commetcial
breeding of animals, any swine, [and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business support services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. That amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected onlots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years after the original, clearly evinces an intenl to make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs’ limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densities.” (Emphasis supplied.) And so, while “[cjommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriale[,]” “they [cannot| negatively impact the rural residential character.”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocaily “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner: Jiidq sw S O

. A St g s
Signature of Property Owner: - . q¢ (. Nve Date; /! / I NE{ESS
T ¥ rd 7

/ -

' Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval [rom
the HOA's equivalent of an architectural review committee before construction could commence. See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Musiang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A imet of land boing o part Treet Twoe (2) of the unrecorded pint of
THOROUGHDRRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quanier (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indien Meridian, Conadian County, Oklshoma, being more
panicularly described aa follows: The Rast 260.00 feet of Tract Two {2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHIRRED
ACRES being more particularly deseribed by metes and bounds ax follows: COMMENCING af the Northean comer of
said Southeast Quarier; THENCE Sowh 00%14'16™ Eaxt, along the east line of said Southeast Quaner, a distance of
661,83 foet 1 e Nonheast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unmeonded plae of THOROUGHHIRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00°14*16™ Ban a distance of 662,61 (eei to the Southeast comer of aid Tract
2 THENCE Nerth 89°48°21° West, along said south line, o distance of 260.00 fees; TIENCE North (0°14'H" Wess o
distance of 661,92 feet to 3 point on the nonth line of seld Trect 23 THENCE South 89°49'20° East, slong suid serth line,
s dizviance of 260,00 fect to the POINT OF BEQINNING. h

Name of Property Owner: CVW\Q}TBQ/\Q @ QUS

T hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due to
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rura feel with close proximity to urban
amenitias, Not only do I feel this way, but the realtors marketing in this area do to;

We've saved something pretty awesome ~ the backyard. It Is sez up for entertaining and
watching the wild lfe. With the right offer you can keep the hot twly and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied), Increasing the development
and traffic in this area with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the ares,

The entire area smurounding the proposed SPUD is rural/residential. Per the City's
development guide, the present land nss typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same ny Rumal-Low Typology Aren, “exoept (hat it allows higher honsing densisies.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[olommercial and light industrial uses may be
approprinte[,]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the riral residential character”’ (Emphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impacl[s] the rural residential
character™ of Ledgestone. Accordingly, I respeotfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: “ 626 SM 6%%% a P
TN

Signature \])]60? 5{6 Property Ownew:L

Date:
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RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:13 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & psrt Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of
THORODUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Hall of the Southeast Quaner (N2 SE/A) of Section Twenty-one (21},
Township Eleven {[1) North, Range Five {5) West of Lhe Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
panticularly described as follows: The Fast 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecarded pls of THOROQUGIIDRED
ACRES being more particulatly described by meles and bounds as fotlows; COMMENCING st the Northesss comner of
mid Southeast Quaner; THENCE South 00° 1416 East, slong the cast linc of said Southeast Quarter, & distance of
G61.8Y fest 10 the Nomtheast comer of Tract Two (2} of the unreconded plat of THOROUGHIBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING: THENCE South 00"14'16" East » distance of 662.01 feel to the Southeast comer of said Tract
2. THENCE North 89°48721" West, along said south finc, a distance of 260.60 feel; THENCE North 00°14'16™ West a
distance of 661.92 fect 1o 8 point on the north line of said Tact 2; THENCE South 89*49'29* East, slong said norih line,
2 disance of 260,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.,

Name of Property Owner: l“"o ( [ “ ST [ EC‘/\Q.’K

Fhereby object to proposed SPU})»1799 for the above-referenced legal description due (o
the following:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

I live in Ledgestone for a reason; It combines a rural feel with close proximity to urban
smenities. Not only do I fect this way, but the realtors masketing in this area do to:

We've saved something preity awesome - the backyard. Jt is set up for entertaining and
waiching the wild life, With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watck the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the winter!

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Increasing the development
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area.

The entire area surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “excepl that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “{¢Jommercial and light industrial uses may be
sppropriate(,]” “they [cannot] negatively impuct the rural residential character” (Bmphasis
supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negatively impaei]s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone, Accordingly, I respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Addressof‘?ropenyomer:”.B[ﬁ SW 55‘1‘%

Signatu of Property Owmner
Date: 7“‘/2 LS
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TROROUGHERED ALRES ADDI7ION
ROMEOWNERS ASSOLIATION

OKC Council
Date: 1/21/2026
Subject: Rezoning Application SPUD-1799

As you may already know, the subject SPUD is coming up for consideration by one of
our lot owners inside Thoroughbred Acres Addition requesting a change of the existing
Residential zoning to a Commercial zone lot. Thoroughbred Homeowners Addition was
developed in 1989 as (16) 5-acre tracts for families looking for semi-rural living with the
ability to have horses or cattle and other small farm animals and enjoy a diverse amount
of wildlife along our creek. The addition has an equestrian appearance with a single
outlet to a private road as SW 54™ street and has been a great place to live for more than
30 years until now, as a corporate entity located in Texas (Todd Land & Livestock Inc.)
wants to impose a commercial enterprise inside our addition boundaries which recently
applied to OKC for rezoning. This is the last lot in our addition left to develop. It was
once part of four lots owned together by one owner.

The original developer was granted single family residential zone on all lots. However,
not sure he would be successful in getting all lots sold, at that time not many were selling,
he left himself one option in the covenants if he was not able to sell all of them as
residential and added two lots with retail trade if needed. He was able to sell all the lots
as residential. One lot built a home and the other purchased four lots together, including
one of the lots left open as options. The four lots combined set a home just 10’ from the
front lot, a roping arena on another and a barn on yet another all spaced out. However, as
the owner of the four lots grew tired of the covenant restrictions, he moved off just after a
few years and sold to a partner that started selling each lot off to other homeowners that
built home. With only one lot left, he has now decided to flip the lot to commercial.

Please be advised that Thoroughbred Acres was not listed on the required properties to be
notified on the application. However, Ledge Stone Addition (bordered on the south side
of the subject property) was notified. We have collected 45 signed objection affidavits
(Thoroughbred Acres, Ledgestone, and Creekside Plaza) that surround the subject
property with 80 percent or (12) of those on the required properties to be notified within
300 feet of the subject property objecting to the rezoning and the rest near the
homeowners within 500 feet or more that objected as well to the rezoning of the subject
property. See attached for our collection of objections to rezoning and permitting
commercial zone to be approved on the subject lot.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Cary & Karen Barger

President & Secretary, Thoroughbred Acres Homeowners Association

11648 SW 54™ Street Mustang, OK 73064 ckbarranch@gmail.com or 405.615.1642




See view below of subject lot in the middle of two residential entrances from Mustang
Road with Ledgestone Addition on the left and Thoroughbred Acres Addition on the
right.

(11) OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES WITHIN 300° ON REQUIRED NOTICE FROM
SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

Thoroughbred Acres — 50%
Donna Greene 11449 SW 54 Street
Cory and Tasha Franks 11500 SW 54 Street

Ledgestone Addition — (8) 89%

Stacy Frances 5512 Ledgestone Dr.

James and Patrica Hanney 5516 Ledgestone Dr.

Richard J. Rayes Medez and Rocio Pares 5509 Ledgestone Dr.
Steven and Tiffini Lissolo 5513 Ledgestone Dr.

John and Terri Jurek 5517 Ledgestone Dr.

Scott Branch 5521 Ledgestone Dr.

Damion And Jessie Liu 5525 Ledgestone Dr.

Hieu VU and Ncoc VO 11509 SW 55 Street

Creekside Plaza — 100%
Chris Bishop 5408 South Mustang Road

There are 33 more objection affidavits from just 300’ to 500’ from the subject lot and
further from Thoroughbred Acres Addition and Ledgestone (see attached.)



OBJECTIONS FROM HOMES OUTSIDE 300 NOT LISTED ON REQUIRED
NOTICE FROM SUBJECT LOT REZONING APPLICATION

THOROUGHBRED ACRES — (12) 75%

Russell and Darian Rouse 11501 SW 54 Street
David and Lori Odom 11520 SW 54" Street

Kory and Michele Autry 11549 SW 54" Street
Brad and Karli Geurin 11550 SW 54 Street

Rob and Cheryl Workman 11601 SW 54" Street
Dale McFarland 11600 SW 54™ Street

Cary and Karen Barger 11648 SW 54 Street
Wayde and LeAnn Whetstone 11649 SW 54 Street
Kevin and Ginger Jackson 11700 SW 54" Street
David and Carla Brockman 11701 SW 54 Street
Chris and Brittany Cummings 11748 SW 54" Street
June Roy 11749 SW 54 Street

LEDGESTONE ADDITION (21)

Glen Nelson 5709 Ledgestone Dr
Michelle Hines 5604 Ledgestone Dr
Connie Gray 5520 Ledgestone Dr

Joe Parsons 5600 Ledgestone Dr
Shirley Freeman 11521 SW 55 Street
Holly Strecker 11513 SW 55 Street
David C Haygood 11500 SW 55 Street
Karen Devenee 11536 SW 54 Street
Wanda Barks 11525 SW 55" Street
Debra Marquez 11616 SW 55™ Street
Casey Bryant 11612 SW 55 Street
Carolyn Paharas 11541 SW 55™ Street
Nathan Helvey 11609 SW 56™ Street
Stacey Mattingly 11601 SW 58" Street
Christpher Rush 11525 SW 58" Street
Scott & Lori Braig 5712 Tiger Dr
Mike Knutson 5805 Tiger Dr

Robert Collins 5608 Tiger Dr

Chadley & Magan Hamil 5609 Tiger Dr
Aaron Fife 5712 Tiger Dr

Jason & Dyann Allen 5613 Tiger Dr

See attachment for (45) signed copies of objections to be rezoning to Commercial in lieu
of residential



OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tragt of lnd being a pant Tracs Two (2) of the irecorded  plat of
THORCGUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarioy (N/2 SEM) of Seetion Twenty-one (21},
Township Eloven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Tudian Meriding, Canadinn County, Oklaboma, being more
particutarly desevibed as follows: The Bust 260.00 feet of Tract Two {2) of the umeeorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRLES betag more parlicularly described by metes and bounds as fottows: COMMENCING at the Northeast coeaer of
suid Southeast Quagter; THENCE South BOP14'16" Hast, along the cast Une of said Southeast Quarter, s distance of
661 .83 feel o the Northeast comer of Tract Two {2) of the unrecordud plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES snd the
POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE Sonth 00°14'16" Enst a distaace of 662,01 feet to the Sautheast corner of said Tract
2: THENCE North 89748721" West, afong said sowh line, a distance of 260.00 foey; THENCE Nortly 00° 416" West a
Jistance of 661,92 feel © a point on the porth line of said Tract 2; THENCE South $94929" Eust, along said north fine,
a distange of 260,00 teet ta the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner; CREEKSIDE PLAZA LLC

I hereby object 1o proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description.

Address of Property Owner: 5\1{& 5/ -56?5{ f/\ A/P L(Q(t%]/q }@y/,
o ’/ / ) ‘ |
Signutwre of Property Owner: C / L// "' Date: / »2 \/ / w./? 67) 5% :




RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:11 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tmct of land bdeing & pant Tract Two (2} of Ihe unrecorded plat of
TIHOROUGHBRED ACRES lyng in the Norih 14alf of the Southeast Quarter (N2 $E/4) of Seciion Twenly-one 21
Township Fieven {11) North, Range Five {5) West of the Indian Mendian, Cenadian County, Cklzhoma, being more
particularly described as foliows' The East 260 00 feet of Tract Two (2} of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more paniculadly descnbed by metes and bounds as follows COMMENCING at the Northesu( camer of
sad Southeasy Quarter: THENCE South 00°14'16° East, along the east line of said Southeaut Quarter, » distance of
661.83 foct (0 the Noahcast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THOROUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF DEGINNING. THENCE South O0F 14'(6" East a distance of 662 01 fect 1o the Southeast comer of said Fract
2: THENCE Nonh B9*4&21" West, atong szid south hne, a distance of 260,00 feet; TIENCE Noath 60°14°16™ West
distance of 661 92 foct 1o » pownt on the north line of wmid Tract 2: THENCE South R9°49'297 Fasy, along waid nonh fine,
a distance of 260.00 feet 10 the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Name of Property Owner: i LY

| hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due 1o
the foliowing:

LEDGESTONE IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

{ live in Ledgestone for a reason: It combines a rural fecel with close proximity to urban
amenities. Not only do I fee] this way, but the realiors marketing in this area do to:

We've saved something prelty awesome - the backyard. It is sef up for entertaining and
watching the wild life. With the right offer you can keep the hot tub and watch the deer,
turkey and other wildlife through the wintert

REMAX Energy re: 5705 Tiger Stone Drive (emphasis supplied). Inorcasing the development
and traffic in this arca with the uses proposed under the SPUD would certainly inhibit realtors’
ability to sell homes if their selling point is the wild life in the area,

The entire arca surrounding the proposed SPUD is ruralfresidential. Per the City’s
development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium Intensity. This is essentially
the same as Rural-Low Typology Arca, “except that it allows higher housing densities.”
(Emphasis supplied) And so, while “[clommercial and light industrial uses may be
appropriate],]” “they fcannot] negatively impact the rural residential character.”” (Emphasis
supplied )

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact(s] the rural residential
character” of Ledgestone. Accordingly, [ respectfully request that you deny the proposed SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: 1/509 sw 5 /4‘, M“}M/aé 7}’{‘/
Signature of Property Owner: / ,//

Date: ﬂgdz . ; g



dena.smiley
Received


RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:16 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBJECTION TO SPUD-1799
Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A tract of land being & part Fraet Bwo (2) of the wmccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one {21},
TFewnship Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the [ndian Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more
particulsrly described as follows: The East 260.00 (eet of Tract Two (2) of the unrccorded plat of THORGUOGHBRED
ACRES heing more particubarly described by metes ond bounds as follows: COMMENCING at the Noertheast corner of
seid Southeast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16" East, along the cast line ol said Southeasst Quarier, a distance ol
66183 feet to the Nartheast comer of Frack Two (23 of the unrecorded plid of THOROQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16™ East a distance of 662.04 Fecl to the Southeast corner of said Tract
2, THENCE North 89°48'21” West, alang said south line, a distance of 260,00 feet; THENCE Nonth 00°84'16" West a
digtance of 661,92 feet to @ poind on the noith tine of safd Tract 2, THENCE South 89°49°29" Bast, zlony said norsh line,

a distance of 26000 feet 1o the POINT OF BEGINNING. 7%

Name of Property Owner: errﬁ\\ \/\) G.V\FLQ/ \A)}/\

I hereby object to proposed SPUD-1749 for the above-referenced legal description due lo
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

‘This is the enfrance 1o our neighborhood, As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic. The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic snd functional aspects of our neighborbood and negatively
impact its rural characterislics.

A, THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND ReSTRICTIONS (“CC&RS™),

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering the neighborhood, including the area for the
proposed SPUD. The CC&Rs explain (hat S.W. 54" Street is a private road. However, the
proposed SPUD seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will
obvionsly increase costs for road maintenance. 1l is inequitable to expect homeowners who do
not desire commercial development o also [ool the bill for lhe unwanled commercial
development’s use,

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts |
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . " However, tract 1 now has a house on it
Leaving (raet 2 as the sole smrviving undeveloped tract within (he neighborhood, Ttis clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail
development. As prool, Section 6 ol the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2
to “commercial breeding ol animals, any swine, [and] any retail (vade. . . While “retail lrade”
is not defined, many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category, See
e.g., SPUD at p. 2 (Child vare cenlers, business support services, ind Dwelling Unils and Mixed
Uses, ete.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the
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CC&Rs and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment
(o the CC&Rs. That amendinent explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on lots
I, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 15...ncarcr than 10 feet rom any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.)
This filing, two years after the original, clearly evinces an intent to make lract 2 limited to
residentinl development, or, at a minimuni, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the
SPUD are incompatible with the CC&Rs' limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensity. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it aliows higher
housing denyities” (Emphasis supplied)) And so, while “[cJommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriate[,}? “rhey feannot] negatively impact the rural residenticd character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivoeally “negalively impact|s| the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, ! respectfully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD,

Address of Property Owner: \\ Le‘_‘ q é \)\) E-L‘\‘Hm 5‘{_ .
Owner: o’,\ \A_) M\L \/\)W

Signature

of ) Pro
e T =V B-2pns T




Johnson, Thad A

From: Lee Ann Whetstone <gonetotexastoo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2026 7:52 PM

To: PL, Subdivision and Zoning

Subject: Thoroughbred Acres SPUD-1799

You don't often get email from gonetotexastoo@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

To whom it may concern;

[ am writing on behalf of the residents of Thoroughbred Acres to express our concerns regarding the
proposed retail space at the intersection of Highway 4 and 54th St.

We have been proud residents of Thoroughbred Acres for over eight years, and it has always been a
lovely, quiet neighborhood. We enjoy close relationships with our neighbors and value the tight-knit
community we have built together.

Firstly, it is important to note that the proposed retail units would be situated within our neighborhood's
boundary lines and could possibly utilize our private entry and road that ends in a dead end. It has been
zoned residential for over thirty years. This means that the increased traffic flow would lead to significant
wear and tear on our privately maintained and funded road

Additionally, the higher traffic volume raises, safety concerns, especially for our elderly, handicap, and
young residents who frequently walk in our neighborhood along with the travelers on Highway 4. The
current speed limit on Highway 4 is 55 mph and the lack of turn lanes and traffic signals has already led
to many accidents. The wait times to pull onto Highway 4 last several minutes because of the high traffic
volume that already exist.

We are also concerned about the potential impact on property values. If the retail unit units are not well-
maintained or if high traffic businesses, such as fast food outlets are introduced, we risk accidents, litter,
and a decrease in property values.

In light of these concerns, we are vehemently opposed to the development of the retail space in
Thoroughbred Acres.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We trust that the city council will carefully consider our
concerns and prioritize the well-being of Thoroughbred Acres' residents.

Thank you for your time,
G. Wayde & Lee Ann Whetstone

11649 SW 54th St.
Mustang, OK 73064



RECEIVED

By The City of Oklahoma City Office of the City Clerk at 11:17 am, Nov 20, 2025

OBIJECTION TO SPUD-1799

Location: 5401 South Mustang Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A wact of land being a patt Tract Two (2) of lhe unrccorded plat of
THOROUGHBRED ACRES lying in the North Half" of the Southeast Quarter (N/2 SE/4) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Eleven (11} North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Canadian County, Gklahoma, being morc
particularly described as follows: The East 260.00 feet of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded piat of THOROUGHBRED
ACRES being more particularly described by metes and bounds as foltows: COMMENCING at {he Nartheast corner of
said Southcast Quarter; THENCE South 00°14'16” East, along the east line of said Svutheast Quarter, a distance of
061.83 leet to the Northeast comer of Tract Two (2) of the unrecorded plat of THORQUGHBRED ACRES and the
POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE South 00°14'16" East a distance of 662.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said Fract
2; THENCE Nosth $9°4821" West, along said south line, a distance of 260.00 feet; THENCE North 00°14'16" West a
distance o 661.92 [tet to u point on the north line of said Tract 2; THENCE South 89°49'29" East, along said north line,
a distance of 260.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Name of Property Owner:

Rabert Workman

[ hereby object to proposed SPUD-1799 for the above-referenced legal description due 1o
the following:

THOROUGHBRED ACRES IS A RURAL RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY

This is the entrance to our neighborhood. As you can see, Thoroughbred Acres combines
a neighborhood feel with a rural aesthetic, The proposed SPUD, with its commercial uses, will
absolutely decrease the aesthetic and functional aspects of our neighborhood and negatively impact
its rural characteristics.
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A. THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, AND RESTRICTIONS (“CC&RS”).

In 1989, CC&Rs were filed covering ihe neighborhood, including the area for the proposed
SPUD.' The CC&Rs explain that S.W, 54" Street is a private road. However, the proposed SPUD
seeks to use at least a portion of this private road. The increased traffic will obviously increase
costs for road maintenance. It is inequitable to expect homeowners who do not desire commercial
development to also foot the bill for the unwanted commercial development’s use.

The proposed SPUD is for tract 2, and the CC&Rs do state that “[a]ll lots, except tracts 1
and 2...shall be used solely as residential lots. . . .” However, tract 1 now has a house on it.
Leaving tract 2 as the sole surviving undeveloped tract within the neighborhood. 1t is clearly not
in keeping with the CC&Rs, nor the overall development in the area, for office/retail development,
As proof, Section 6 of the CC&Rs limits what could be developed within tract 2 to “commercial
breeding of animals, any swine, |and] any retail trade. . . .” While “retail trade” is not defined,
many of the proposed SPUD uses certainly do not fall within this category. See e.g., SPUD at p.
2 (Child care centers, business suppori services, and Dwelling Units and Mixed Uses, etc.).

To further show that the proposed uses do not fall within the intended uses per the CC&Rs
and would ruin the character of our neighborhood, in 1991, there was a third amendment to the
CC&Rs. Thal amendment explained that “no residential dwelling shall be erected on fots 1, 2, 4,
6, 8, or 15...nearer than 10 feet from any side line of such lots.” (Emphasis supplied.) This filing,
two years atter the original, clearly evinces an intenl {o make tract 2 limited to residential
development, or, at a minimum, emphasizes that the types of proposed uses in the SPUD are
incompatible with the CC&Rs” limitations of what can be developed on tract 2.

Per the City’s development guide, the present land use typology is Rural: Medium
Intensily. This is essentially the same as Rural-Low Typology Area, “except that it allows higher
housing densifies.” (Emphasis supplied.}) And so, while “[c]Jommercial and light industrial uses
may be appropriaic[,}” “they [cannot] negatively impact the rural rvesidenticl character”
(Emphasis supplied.)

The proposed SPUD clearly and unequivocally “negatively impact{s] the rural residential

character” of our neighborhood. Accordingly, I respectlully request that you deny the proposed
SPUD.

Address of Property Owner:_11601 SW 54st

Signature of Property Qwner: 450 iskorn Date: _11-12-2025

! Even if the proposed SPUD were approved, per the CC&Rs, the Applicant would have to receive approval from
the HOA s equivalent ot an architectural review committee betore construction could commence, See: CC&Rs, at
Section 3.
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