
Mustang City Council

MUSTANG MUNICIPAL BUILDING
1501 N. MUSTANG ROAD

MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA 73064

Mustang City Council



A. CALL TO ORDER

B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE/INVOCATION
Pastor Craig Teddy, New Beginnings Family Church

C. ROLL CALL

D. INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS/HEARING OF CITIZENS OR DELEGATES

E. NEW BUSINESS, DELETIONS OR CONTINUANCES TO THE AGENDA
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Official action can be taken on items that appear on the agenda or are brought
up as new business. In reviewing and responding to any agenda item, the
Council may, in whole or in part, adopt, approve, conditionally approve, ratify,
deny, defer, amend, strike or continue any agenda item. When more information
is needed to act on an item, Council may refer the matter to the City Manager, to
the Municipal Counselor, or to a board or commission for additional study. Items
may be deferred or continued indefinitely or to a specific date or stricken from
the agenda entirely.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

F. CONSENT AGENDA
These items are considered on the Consent Agenda so that members of the City
Council by unanimous consent can designate routine agenda items to be
approved by one motion. If any item proposed on the Consent Agenda does not
meet with approval of all Councilmembers, that item will be removed and heard
in regular order. In reviewing and responding to any agenda item, the Council
may, in whole or in part, adopt, approve, conditionally approve, ratify, deny,
defer, amend, strike or continue any item.

MUSTANG CITY COUNCIL
Tuesday, October 7, 2025 – 7:00 PM 
MUSTANG MUNICIPAL BUILDING

1501 N. MUSTANG ROAD
MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA 73064



F.1 Approval of 9/2/2025 City Council Minutes.

F.2 Approval of 9/23/2025 Special City Council Minutes.

F.3 *Claims List for FY25

F.4 *Claims List for FY26

F.5 Approval to Turn Past Due Library Accounts over to Collection Agency.

F.6 Approval of Schedule Change for the November Planning Commission Meeting
Date from Tuesday, November 11th, 2025 to Monday, November 10th, 2025. 

G. INFORMATION/REPORTS

G.1 Oath of Office for Ward 1 Councilman, Billy Reddick.

G.2 City Manager Report

G.3 City Council Report

H. DISCUSSION ITEMS
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
The following numbered items listed for consideration are included for
discussion and action by the City Council. In reviewing and responding to any
agenda item, the Council may, in whole or in part, adopt, approve, conditionally
approve, ratify, deny, defer, amend, strike or continue any item.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

 



Hazardous Waste Collection. and Management Project between the City of
Mustang and The City of Oklahoma City.

H.2 Consideration of (A) Resolution No.26-008 Resolution of the City of Mustang,
Oklahoma, approving an agreement for sale between The City of Mustang and
the Cleveland County Sheriff's Office, for the sale of a surplus police vehicle and
Authorizing and Directing the City Manager to Execute Documents to Complete
the Transfer, and Providing for Severability; and (B) an Agreement for Sale of a
Surplus Police Vehicle to the Cleveland County Sheriff's Office.

H.3 A Resolution Establishing EV Charging Service Rates for the Wild Horse Park
Level 3 Electric Vehicle Charging Station.

H.4 *Acceptance of Architectural Proposals & Recommendation for Selection of
Architect for the Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building at Wild Horse Park.

H.5 *Consideration for Approval of Change Order #1 for the Belt Filter Press
Replacement Project.

H.6 Consideration of Final Plat Application, FP-05-29-1-35, Red Barn Acres, Jack’s
Properties LLC, Near 1500 E. Lily Ln, 8 Lots, R-E, Rural Estates Zoning.

H.7 Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 1329, an Ordinance of The
City of Mustang, Oklahoma, Amending the Zoning Ordinance of The City of 
Mustang, Oklahoma, as Amended, to Change Certain Property Located in 
Canadian County, Oklahoma, from a Planned Unit Development with R-1, Single 
Family Zoning District, R-2, Two-Family Zoning District, and C-3 Commercial 
General Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District, 
Declaring Repealer, and Providing for Severability.

H.1 Approval of an INter-Governmental Agreement for a Regional Household



Mustang, Oklahoma, as Amended, to Change Certain Property Located in
Canadian County, Oklahoma, from a Planned Unit Development with R-1, Single
Family Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District,
Declaring Repealer, and Providing for Severability.

I. MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION

I.1 Consideration of City of Mustang v. Purdue Pharma L.P., et al, Case No. 1:19-
op-45496-DAP, pending in the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Ohio, and related litigation, including potential approval of Resolution
No. 26-010 approving (a) voting to accept and participate in the settlement
agreements with Alvogen, Inc., Amneal Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Apotex, Inc.,
Hikma Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Indivior Inc., Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc., Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc., and Zydus Pharmaceuticals, pharmaceutical
supply chain participants of opioid prescription drugs, and authorizing the Vice
Mayor of the City of Mustang, or the City Manager, to execute the Subdivision
Participation Form for the City of Mustang’s participation in the settlements with
Alvogen, Inc., Amneal Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Apotex, Inc., Hikma
Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Indivior Inc., Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc., Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc., and Zydus Pharmaceuticals, and (b) the Small
Manufacturer State-Subdivision Agreement with the State through the Attorney
General; and, proposed Executive Session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat.
§307(B)(4) based on the advice of the City’s attorney that public disclosure of
these discussions will seriously impair the ability of the City to process the
litigation.

I.2 Consideration of Acceptance of Easement for Parcel 3.1 for the Mustang
Multimodal Phase 1 Project and, proposed executive session as authorized by
25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(3)."

I.3 Consideration of Acceptance of Easement for Parcel 4.1 for the Mustang
Multimodal Phase 1 Project and, proposed executive session as authorized
by 25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(3).

I.4 *Consideration of Claim involving Young Contracting, LLC and NGM Insurance
Company, including potential approval of Settlement Agreement; and, proposed

 

Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 1330, an Ordinance of The 
City of Mustang, Oklahoma, Amending the Zoning Ordinance of The City of

H.8



Executive Session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. Sec. 307(B)(4). 

J. ADJOURNMENT
 

Note:
*Items considered concurrently on the MIA Agenda.



Agenda Item No: F.1

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Tammi Noblitt
Submitting Department: City Clerk
Item Type: Minutes
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA

Subject Title:
Approval of 9/2/2025 City Council Minutes.

Recommendation:

Initiator:
Tammi Noblitt

Background:
Approval of September 2, 2025 City Council Minutes.

Financial Impact:

Staff Comments:

Attachments:
9-2-2025 City Council Mintues.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3631079/9-2-2025__City_Council_Mintues.pdf


 
 

MUSTANG CITY COUNCIL 
SEPTEMBER 2, 2025 

 
The Mustang City Council met in regular session on Tuesday, September 2, 2025, at 7:00 
p.m. in the Mustang Municipal Building Council Chambers.  Notice of the meeting was 
posted as required on Thursday, August 28, 2025 at 10:04 a.m. in compliance with the 
Open Meeting Law, 25 O.S., Section 301, et. seq. 
 
A. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Vice Mayor Sholund called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE/INVOCATION  - Pastor Randall Sholund, Empowered 

Church 
 
 

C. ROLL CALL 
 Councilmembers Present:  

Leete 
Wald 
Waugh 
Balliew 
Sholund       

 
 Councilmembers Absent: Ward 1 Vacancy 

Mayor Vacancy 
 
 
D. INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS/HEARING OF CITIZENS OR DELEGATES 
 

Mr. Rob Estes, Mustang Lions Club updated Council on their first Adopt-a-Street Litter 
Campaign and the donation day allotted for the Kerrville, TX Flood.  Both activities 
were successful and the Lions Club received approximately 400 lbs of food 
donations. 
 

 
E. NEW BUSINESS, DELETIONS OR CONTINUANCES TO THE AGENDA 

 
City Manager, Tim Rooney informed Council of an Addendum to the Claims List. 
 
 

F. CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 F.1 Approval of 8/5/2025 City Council Minutes.  
 F.2 Approval of 8/18/2025 Special City Council Mintues. 
 F.3 *Claims List for FY2025. 
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F.4 *Claims List for FY2026. 
F.5 Approval to Turn Past Due Library Accounts over to Collection Agency. 
F.6 Resolution No. 26-001 to Make Changes in the General Fund Budget by 

Making a Supplemental Appropriation to Increase the 2025-2026 Fiscal Year 
Budget by $282,165. 

F.7 Resolution No. 26-002 to Make Changes in the Street Improvement Fund 
Budget by Making a Supplemental Appropriation to Increase the 2025-2026 
Fiscal Year Budget by $64,410. 

F.8 Resolution No. 26-003 to Make Changes in the Limited Purpose (Capital) 
Fund Budget by Making a Supplemental Appropriation to Increase the 2025-
2026 Fiscal Year Budget by $2,430.353. 

 
 

MOTION was made by Councilman Leete, seconded by Councilman Wald, 
to Approve the Consent Agenda Items F.1 thru F.8. 

 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
 
G. INFORMATION/REPORTS 
 
 G.1 City Manager Report 

 
Nothing in addition to report.  

 
 G.2 Council Reports 

Councilman Leete stated it he had received a number of calls and emails 
within in Ward II.  He will visit with the City Manager in regards to these. 
 
Councilman Wald stated Ward III was quiet. 
 
Councilman Waugh stated that construction is continuing in Ward IV and the 
project is going well. 
 
Councilman Balliew stated Ward V is quiet as well. 
 
Vice Mayor Sholund stated Ward VI is quiet. 
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H. DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 

H.1  *Consideration of Joint Resolution No. 26-004, a Joint Resolution of the City  
Council of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma and the Mustang Improvement 
Authority Establishing Sanitation Rates; Providing an Effective Date; and 
Providing for Repealer. 

 
 City Attorney, Jon Miller stated that the provided updates will become 

effective upon the adoption of Resolution No. 26-004. 
 

 MOTION was made by Councilman Waugh, seconded by 
 Councilman Wald, to approve Resolution No. 26-004. 

 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
 H.2  Consideration of Ordinance No. 1328 an ordinance of the City of Mustang, 

Oklahoma, declaring a certain police vehicle surplus, authorizing the sale 
of such vehicle to other public agencies or by competitive bidding and 
authorizing and directing the City Manager to execute documents to 
complete the transfers; and providing for severability. 

 
 Police Chief, Mike Wallce stated that there is one(1) vehicle available for 

surplus and staff recommends approval.  
 
 MOTION was made by Councilman Waugh, seconded by 
 Councilman Wald, to approve Ordinance No. 1328. 

  
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
 
  H.3 Consideration of (A) Res No.26-005 Resolution of the City of Mustang, 

Oklahoma, approving an agreement for sale between The City of 
Mustang and the Union City Police Department, for the sale of a surplus 
police vehicle and Authorizing and Directing the City Manager to 
Execute Documents to Complete the Transfer, and Providing for 
Severability; and (B) an Agreement for Sale of a Surplus Police Vehicle to 
the Union City Police Department. 
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 Police Chief, Mike Wallce  stated that Union City has purchased surplus 
 vehicles from Mustang in the past.  They had reached out to check 
 availability of additional purchases. 
 

 MOTION was made by Councilwoman Balliew, seconded by Vice Mayor 
Sholund, to Approve the agreement for sale between the City of Mustang 
and Union City Police Department for a surplus vehicle. 

 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
 

 H.4 Consideration of Resolution No. 26-006 A Municipal Lease/Purchase of 
Eleven (11) Police Vehicles with RCB Bank for a Three (3) Year Term; 
documents to include, but not limited to, Lease/Purchase Agreement, 
Resolution No. 26-006, and Statement of Essential Use; and Authorizing Staff 
to Execute Documents. 

 
 Police Chief, Mike Wallce  stated that the annual budget had allowed 

for the purchase of eleven(11) new Police vehicles.  The department is 
ready to prepare for such purchase. 

 
 
 MOTION was made by Councilman Wald  seconded by Councilman 

Leete, to Approve Resolution No. 26-006 Municipal Lease/Purchase of 
eleven(11) new Police vehicles. 

 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
 

 H.5 Consideration of Preliminary Plat Application, PP-05-12-25-1-29, Clear 
Springs Senior Independent Living, P& W Holdings, LLC, 300 Block of N. Clear 
Springs Rd, 1 Lot, 41 Dwelling Units, R-4 Planned Unit Development. 

 
City Planner, Ryan Connor stated that the current plat had been rezoned 
and approved in 2021 North of SH 152 & Clear Springs.  The complex would 
be private with approximately 41 units.  The only infrastructure would be 
water with a private sewer system.  Staff recommends approval. 
 
Vice Mayor Sholund inquired if the zoning was the best alternative for this 
area.  City Planner, Ryan Conner agreed that it is.  Councilman Waugh  
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inquired if the corner lot would still be left as commercial property.  City 
Planner, Ryan answered yes.  Councilwoman Balliew asked if there  
would be an exit/entrance onto N. Clear Springs.  Planner, Ryan Conner 
indicated, yes and also onto W. Clear Springs Park Way. 
 

   MOTION was made by Councilman Waugh, seconded by Vice Mayor 
Sholund to Approve the Preliminary Plat Application, PP-05-12-25-1-29, Clear 
Springs Senior Independent Living, P& W Holdings, LLC, 300 Block of N. Clear 
Springs Rd, 1 Lot, 41 Dwelling Units, R-4 Planned Unit Development. 

 
AYE: Leete, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
RECUSED:  Wald 

 
 H.6 Consideration of Final Plat Application, FP-05-12-25-29, Clear Springs Senior  

Independent Living, P&W Holdings, LLC, 300 Block of N. Clear Springs Rd, 1 
Lot, 41 Dwelling Units. 

 
City Planner, Ryan Connor recommended that staff Approve the Final Plat 
Application. 
 

   MOTION was made by Councilman Waugh, seconded by Vice Mayor 
Sholund to Approve the Final Plat Application, PP-05-12-25-1-29, Clear 
Springs Senior Independent Living, P& W Holdings, LLC, 300 Block of N. Clear 
Springs Rd, 1 Lot, 41 Dwelling Units, R-4 Planned Unit Development. 
 
AYE: Leete, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
RECUSED:  Wald 

 
I. MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION     

 
MOTION made by Councilman Wald seconded by Councilwoman Balliew to 
adjourn to Executive Session at 7:21pm. 

AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
 

I.1  Consideration of Tyson Gail Demuth v. City of Mustang, et al., Case No. 25-
CV-845-R, United States District court, Western District of Oklahoma; and, 
Proposed Executive Session as Authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(4). 
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I.2  Consideration of City of Mustang v. Purdue Pharma, L.P., et al., Case No. 1-

19-op-45708-DAP, United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Ohio, and related litigation, including (a) potential resolution of certain 
claims against Purdue Pharma LP and its affiliated entities in Purdue Pharma 
LP’s bankruptcy case (Case No. 7:19-bk-23649, United States Bankruptcy 
Court, Southern District of New York) and members of the Sackler family 
(the “Sackler’s”), related to lawsuits against pharmaceutical supply chain 
participants of opioid prescription drugs, (b) approving the Thirteenth 
Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan of Reorganization of Purdue and Its 
Affiliated Debtors in Participation in Purdue Pharma’s bankruptcy case and 
authorizing and directing legal counsel to vote to accept the Plan via 
master ballot or otherwise, (c) approving voting to accept and participate 
in the Governmental Entities Settlement Agreement (the “GESA”) dated 
June 17, 2025, and the Purdue State-Subdivision Agreement as it pertains to 
the Plan and the GESA, and (d) approving Resolution No. 26-007, and 
authorizing the Vice Mayor to execute the Subdivision Participation Form for 
participation in the GESA; and, proposed executive session as authorized 
by 25 Okla. Stat. 307(B)(4). 

 
 

I.3  Consideration of Claim involving Young Contracting, LLC and NGM 
Insurance Company, including potential settlement of claims and 
approval of Settlement Agreement; and, proposed Executive Session as 
authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. Sec. 307(B)(4). 

 
 

I.4  *Consideration of City Attorney's Employment Agreement; and, 
proposed Executive Session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. 
307(B)(1). 

 
 

MOTION made by Vice Mayor Sholund seconded by Councilman Leete to 
return from Executive Session 7:53pm. 
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Item I.1 -  Discussion Purposes Only – No Action Taken 
 

 
Item I.2 – Motion made by Councilwoman Balliew seconded by Councilman 
Wald to: 
 
Approve the Resolution of certain claims against Purdue Pharma LP and its 
affiliated entities in Purdue Pharma LP’s bankruptcy, Case No. 7:19-bk-23649, 
United States Bankruptcy Court, Southern District of New York, and claims 
against the Sackler family, related to lawsuits against pharmaceutical supply 
chain participants of opioid prescription drugs; 
 
Approve the Thirteenth Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan of Reorganization of 
Purdue and Its Affiliated Debtors in Participation in Purdue Pharma’s 
bankruptcy case and authorizing and directing legal counsel to vote to 
accept the Plan via master ballot or otherwise;  
 
Approve voting to accept and participate in the Governmental Entities 
Settlement Agreement dated June 17, 2025, and the Purdue State-Subdivision 
Agreement substantially in the form presented; 
 
Approve Resolution No. 26-007; and, Authorize the Vice Mayor and the City 
Manager to execute the Subdivision Participation Form for participation in the 
GESA and any other documents necessary to accomplish the resolution of 
the described in the Resolution. 
 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
 
 
Item I.3 -  Discussion Purposes Only – No Action Taken 

 
 

Item I.4 – MOTION made by Councilman Wald seconded by Vice Mayor 
Sholund to approve as discussed in Executive Session. 
 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
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J. ADJOURNMENT 
 

MOTION was made by Councilman Sholund, seconded by Councilman Waugh, to 
adjourn. 
 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:56 p.m. 
 
 
        ________________________________ 
        Nathan Sholund, Vice Mayor 
 
 
 
 
 
Attest: 
 
______________________________ 
Tammi Noblitt, City Clerk 



Agenda Item No: F.2
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Tammi Noblitt
Submitting Department: City Clerk
Item Type: Minutes
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA
 

 
Subject Title:
Approval of 9/23/2025 Special City Council Minutes.
 
Recommendation:
 
Initiator:
Tammi Noblitt
 
Background:
Approval of September 23, 2025 Special City Council Minutes.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:
9-23-2025 Special Council Minutes.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3631078/9-23-2025_Special_Council_Minutes.pdf


 
 

MUSTANG CITY COUNCIL 
SEPTEMBER 23, 2025 

 
The Mustang City Council met in regular session on Tuesday, September 23, 2025, at 7:00 
p.m. in the Mustang Municipal Building Council Chambers.  Notice of the meeting was 
posted as required on Thursday, September 18, 2025 at 3:50 p.m. in compliance with the 
Open Meeting Law, 25 O.S., Section 301, et. seq. 
 
 
A. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Vice Mayor Sholund called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 

 
B. ROLL CALL 
 Councilmembers Present:  

Wald 
Waugh 
Balliew 
Sholund       

 
 Councilmembers Absent: Leete 

Ward 1 Vacancy 
Mayor Vacancy 

 
 

C. DISCUSSION ITEMS  
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
The following numbered items listed for consideration are included for discussion 
and action by the City Council. In reviewing and responding to any agenda item, 
the Council may, in whole or in part, adopt, approve, conditionally approve, ratify, 
deny, defer, amend, strike or continue any item.  
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
C.1  Discussion regarding Ward 1 Vacancy appointment, including 

appointment of qualified individual to fill such vacancy. 
 

MOTION was made by Councilman Wald, seconded by Councilman Waugh, 
to appoint Mr. Billy Reddick to fill the Ward 1 vacancy. 

 
AYE: Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
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D. MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
 

D.1  Consideration of Royal Homes, LLC v. City of Mustang, et al., Case No. 
CV-2022-13, District Court, Canadian County, Oklahoma; and, proposed 
Executive Session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. 307(B)(4). 

 
 MOTION to adjourn to Executive Session was made by Councilman Wald, 

seconded by Councilman Waugh. 
 

AYE: Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
 
 
 

 MOTION to return from Executive Session was made by Councilman Wald, 
seconded by Councilman Waugh. 

 
AYE: Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
 
 
 
Discussion Purposes only 

 
 

 
 
E. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 

MOTION was made by Vice Mayor Sholund, seconded by Councilman Waugh, to 
adjourn. 
 
AYE: Leete, Wald, Waugh, Balliew, Sholund 
NAY: None 
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The meeting was adjourned at 7:21 p.m. 
 
 
        ________________________________ 
        Nathan Sholund, Vice Mayor 
 
 
 
 
 
Attest: 
 
______________________________ 
Tammi Noblitt, City Clerk 
 
 



Agenda Item No: F.3
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ashley Neely
Submitting Department: Finance
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA
 

 
Subject Title:
*Claims List for FY25
 
Recommendation:
Approve.
 
Initiator:
Lea Willrath
 
Background:
Claims List for FY25
 
Financial Impact:
$17,891.90
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:
GF Claims List - FY25.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3644081/GF_Claims_List_-_FY25.pdf












Agenda Item No: F.4
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ashley Neely
Submitting Department: Finance
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA
 

 
Subject Title:
*Claims List for FY26
 
Recommendation:
Approve.
 
Initiator:
Lea Willrath
 
Background:
Claims List for FY26
 
Financial Impact:
$739,998.95
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:
GF Claims List - FY26.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3643967/GF_Claims_List_-_FY26.pdf


















































Agenda Item No: F.5
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Julie Slupe
Submitting Department: Library
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA
 

 
Subject Title:
Approval to Turn Past Due Library Accounts over to Collection Agency.
 
Recommendation:
Approve.
 
Initiator:
Julie Slupe
 
Background:
Past Due Accounts for September 2025.
 
Financial Impact:
$2,068.47
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:
September 2025 Collections Agency City Council Copy.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3632443/September_2025_Collections_Agency_City_Council_Copy.pdf




Agenda Item No: F.6
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ryan Connor
Submitting Department: Community Development
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: CONSENT AGENDA
 

 
Subject Title:
Approval of Schedule Change for the November Planning Commission Meeting Date from
Tuesday, November 11th, 2025 to Monday, November 10th, 2025. 
 
Recommendation:
 
Initiator:
Ryan Conner, Community Development Director
 
Background:
The regularly scheduled November 2025 Planning Commission meeting date was inadvertently
scheduled on the Veteran's Day Holiday - Tuesday, November 11th - when the 2025 Meeting Calendar
was approved by City Council last year. Staff recommends changing this meeting date to the day prior,
Monday November 10th, 2025.
 
Financial Impact:
0
 
Staff Comments:
Staff recommends approval.
 
Attachments:



Agenda Item No: H.1
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Justin Battles
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
Approval of an Inter-Governmental Agreement for a Regional Household Hazardous Waste Collection.
and Management Project between the City of Mustang and The City of Oklahoma City.
 
Recommendation:
 
Initiator:
 
Background:
The City of Mustangs contractor, OEMA, currently operates a hazardous waste collection. The collection
is conducted every Saturday from 9:00 am until 1:00 pm. The current collection excludes certain items,
such as gasoline disposal. The City of Oklahoma City operates a hazardous Waste Collection Center
that allows for some items our current contractor is unable to take. Several other cities around the metro
currently utilize the intergovernmental agreement to provide citizens with a designated location to
dispose of hazardous items.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:
Household Hazardous Waste Project.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3645174/Household_Hazardous_Waste_Project.pdf


An Inter-Governmental Agreement for a Regional 
Household Hazardous Waste  

Collection, and Management Project (the Project) 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this the _______ day of 
_________________, 20____, by, between and among __________________(hereinafter 
referred to as “Participant” or “Participants”) and The City of Oklahoma City (hereinafter 
referred to as “Oklahoma City”). 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the parties, referenced above, with The City of Oklahoma City acting as 
Lead Party, have resolved to enter into this Agreement to define the participation and 
expectations of each party and to coordinate the collection and management of household 
hazardous waste (HHW) and the implementation of a joint program; and  

WHEREAS, the EPA Clean Water Act of 1987 requires the establishment of 
Hazardous Waste Collection and Disposal Programs for MS4 permits; and 

WHEREAS, hazardous household waste is “a waste which would be chemically or 
physically classified as a hazardous waste but is excluded from regulation as a hazardous 
waste pursuant to the regulations of the Environment Protect Agency because it is generated 
by a household;” such HHW consisting of numerous products common to the average 
household, such as pesticides, paints, polishes, cleaners, and automotive supplies; and 

WHEREAS, each party to this Agreement has independently researched the possible 
benefits and obligations of participating in and coordinate activities under the Project; and 

WHEREAS, each party has determined that a regional cooperative HHW Education, 
Collection and Management Project will provide increased convenience/participation and 
possibly result in a lower cost per participant and cost savings to all parties; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual goals and covenants contained 
herein, and the mutual benefits to result therefrom, the parties agree as follows, 

1. The purpose of this Agreement is to establish a Regional HHW Collection and
Management Project to affect cost savings, increase public convenience and participation, and 
educate the public about the proper management of HHW. 

2. The term of this Agreement shall commence upon its effective date and
conclude June 30, _______ (which term shall be referred to as the “Initial Term” or the 
“Demonstration Period”). 

3. Each Participant shall have the right to terminate its participation under this
Agreement at any time during the term of the Agreement for any reason, including, but not 
limited to, its own convenience.  If any Participant under this Agreement elects to withdraw 



or terminate its participation under the Agreement prior to June 30, ______, the withdrawing 
Party shall give Oklahoma City thirty (30) days prior written notice of the termination.  Any 
Participant withdrawing from this Agreement must meet all financial commitments and other 
obligations up to the point of the termination or withdrawal.  Withdrawal or termination shall 
not be effective until all financial commitments and other obligations shall be satisfied. 

4. Each Participant may independently renew this Agreement beyond the Initial
Term upon mutual agreement of Oklahoma City and the renewing Participant.  Request for 
renewal shall be in the form of a letter from the authorized representative of the Participant 
must be received in July and may be accepted by the City Public Works Director on behalf of 
Oklahoma City.  Each such renewal shall be for one fiscal year, July 1 to the following June 
30. Provided however that no Participant in arrears in payment of charges for services render
pursuant to this Agreement shall be permitted to renew this Agreement.

5. The City of Oklahoma City agrees to accept HHW from residents of
Participant, with the understanding that The City of Oklahoma will maintain an accounting of 
these cross-jurisdictional amounts and reimbursement for their management.  The residents 
will be required to comply with ordinances and policies for the disposition of HHW 
established by Oklahoma City, as may be amended from time to time. 

6. The City of Oklahoma City, will bill each Participant (the city or county from
which a participating resident has originated as such proof of residency is presented to 
Oklahoma City) separately after each collection occurrence and the participating Party will 
reimburse Oklahoma City in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.  The Participant 
hereby agrees to establish and/or encumber funding for this Agreement and the services to be 
provided, and to timely pay for services provided.  The Participant agrees that Oklahoma City 
may but is not required to inquire or investigate the residency of any person dropping off 
HHW beyond the address on the resident’s driver’s license. 

7. Billings are considered due forty-five (45) calendar days after issuance of
billing.  If payment is not received by the due date a ten (10%) percent late fee will be assessed 
to the Participant and service to residents of any delinquent Participants will be subject to 
termination ninety (90) calendar days after the bill issuance date.     

8. Oklahoma City shall assess a rate (based on national surveys) per equivalent
rate unit (ERU) of fifteen (15) gallons per household.  The fee structure per each resident per 
arrival or entry shall be evaluated by the following scale:     

            <  7.5 gallons           .5 ERU   $ 39.50 
> 7.5 gallons to 15 gallons   1.0 ERU     $ 79.00 
> 15 gallons to 22.5 gallons   1.5 ERU     $118.50 
> 22.5 gallons   2.0 ERU              $158.00 

[Note:]     Minimum charge per vehicle per arrival    =   .5 ERU 
     Maximum charge per vehicle per arrival     =     2.0 ERU 

9. Pursuant to the permit issued by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental
Quality, Oklahoma City is prohibited from taking any waste other than products expressly 
produced for home use.  No commercial products will be accepted.  No products from 



commercial business or institutions will be accepted.  No products from commercial vehicles 
shall be accepted. 

10. This Agreement shall be deemed effective and legally binding upon execution
by each of the parties hereto. 

11. This Agreement may be amended upon the mutual agreement of the parties
or their authorized representatives. 

12. All notices required to be given hereunder, shall be in writing and shall be:
delivered in person (and a confirming copy sent by first class mail); or shall be mailed by 
registered mail; or delivered by facsimile with a return receipt showing delivery (and a 
confirming copy sent by first class mail), to the following addresses: 

(a) Notices to Oklahoma City:
City Clerk
The City of Oklahoma City
200 North Walker Avenue, 2nd Floor
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

and 
Public Works Department
Storm Water Quality Manager
3738 SW 15th St, Bldg #2
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73108

(b) Notices to the Participant:

The parties may hereafter designate, in writing and as provided herein, other or different 
persons or addresses for receipt of notice.   

13. When any word in this Agreement is used in the singular number, it shall
include the plural and the plural, the singular, except where contrary intention plainly 
appears.  When any word is used in the masculine, it shall include the feminine, and the 
feminine, the masculine, except where a contrary intention plainly appears. 

14. The parties hereto, acting under authority of their respective governing
bodies, have caused this Agreement to be executed in multiple counterparts, each of which 
shall constitute an original.  

15. The parties hereto agree that it is not their intent to create any rights or
benefits to any third parties and that no third party beneficiaries shall be created or shall be 
deemed to be created by this Agreement. 

 16. The parties hereto agree to abide by the applicable and constitutionally valid
laws of the State of Oklahoma and the United States of America.  The parties further agree 
that any action to enforce the provisions of this Agreement or any dispute over the 



interpretation of this Agreement shall be resolved and in a court of competent jurisdiction 
in Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. 

17. This is the complete Agreement between the parties and no statements,
representations or discussions not set forth herein shall be binding upon the parties and no 
party is or shall be bound by any statement or representation that does not conform with 
this document.  No agent or any party to this Agreement has authority to alter, modify or 
change this Agreement except as expressly provided herein.  This Agreement shall be read 
as a whole and shall not be interpreted either for or against any party.  This Agreement may 
only be amended in writing as approved and executed by all parties hereto.   

18. Time shall be deemed to be of the essence of this Agreement.

19. A breach of any provision of this Agreement shall be deemed to be a breach
of the entire Agreement provided however the breaching party or parties shall be given 
thirty (30) days notice as provided herein during which to cure any breach prior to the 
termination of this Agreement.  Provided however, the failure of any party hereto to 
provide notice of a breach of this Agreement shall not be deemed a waiver of that breach 
or any subsequent breach of a similar or different kind or nature.    

20. A determination that any provision or application of any provision of this
Agreement to any party is prohibited or contrary to law shall be limited to the specific 
language and/or party so construed, and shall not effect the validity of the remaining 
provisions of the Agreement or its binding effect on any other party or parties. 

THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE IS LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK. 



Approved and executed by ________________ this ____ day of ___________________,  
           (Participant) 
20____. 
     ________________________ 
     (Participant) 
      
 
    ____________________________________ 
ATTEST: (Seal)       Mayor 
  
 
___________________________________ 
  Clerk 
 
Approved and executed by The City of Oklahoma City this ____ day of _____________, 
20____. 
 
  THE CITY OF OKLAHOMA CITY 
 
 
 
  ____________________________________ 
ATTEST: (Seal)       Mayor 
 
 
___________________________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
REVIEWED for form and legality. 
 
 

 ______________________________ 
          Assistant Municipal Counselor 

 
 
P:\Other Cities\Intergovernmental Agreement  



Agenda Item No: H.2
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Mike Wallace
Submitting Department: Police Department
Item Type: Resolution
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
Consideration of (A) Resolution No.26-008 Resolution of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma,
approving an agreement for sale between The City of Mustang and the Cleveland County
Sheriff's Office, for the sale of a surplus police vehicle and Authorizing and Directing the City
Manager to Execute Documents to Complete the Transfer, and Providing for Severability; and
(B) an Agreement for Sale of a Surplus Police Vehicle to the Cleveland County Sheriff's Office.
 
Recommendation:
Approve
 
Initiator:
Mike Wallace
 
Background:
The Police Department has 1 surplus vehicle that is no longer used. The Cleveland County Sheriff's
Office has shown interest to purchase the following vehicle for $45,000. The vehicle is; Unit 256 2023
Chevrolet Tahoe 1GNSCLED4PR266213 $45,000.
 
Financial Impact:
$45,000
 
Staff Comments:
Staff recommends approval
 
Attachments:
Agreement Cleveland County 256.pdf
Res 26-008 Approving Sale of Police Vehicle - Cleveland County Oct 2025.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3626486/Agreement_Cleveland_County_256.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3631061/Res_26-008_Approving_Sale_of_Police_Vehicle_-_Cleveland_County_Oct_2025.pdf


AGREEMENT FOR SALE BETWEEN  
THE CITY OF MUSTANG AND THE CLEVELAND COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE 

 
This Agreement for Sale (“Agreement”) is entered into this 7th day of October, 2025, by 

and between the City of Mustang, a municipal corporation (hereinafter, “Mustang”) and the 
Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office (hereinafter, “Cleveland County”), pursuant to the Interlocal 
Cooperation Act, 74 Okla. Stat. § 1001, et seq. 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto are “public agencies” as defined in the Interlocal 
Cooperation Act set forth in Title 74, § 1001, et. seq., the Oklahoma Statues; and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to enter into this Agreement to facilitate the sale by Mustang 
of one used police vehicle to Cleveland County in order to enhance the ability of the Cleveland 
County  Sheriff’s Office to provide protective services to the public and to thereby cooperatively 
increase the public safety of citizens in the City of Mustang and in Cleveland County.   

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the covenants set forth herein, it is hereby 
agreed by and between the parties that: 

1.  The City of Mustang hereby sells and transfers to Cleveland county the following 
surplus police vehicle, for the price set forth beside the vehicle, and shall deliver Oklahoma 
Certificate of Title to Cleveland County for the vehicle:  

Unit No. Year            Make and Model  VIN    Price 

256            2023           Chevrolet Tahoe  1GNSCLED4PR266213 $45,000 

(the “Vehicle”). 
 

2.  Cleveland County accepts delivery of the Vehicle, and acknowledges and agrees 
that the Vehicle is accepted in an “as is” condition, with all faults, and that the transfer of the 
Vehicle from the City of Mustang to Cleveland County is made without express or implied 
warranty of any kind on the Vehicle, other than that the City of Mustang warrants that it has good 
title to the Vehicle, free and clear of any encumbrances.  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we, the contracting parties, by our duly authorized agents, 
hereto affix our signature and seals on the dates set forth below: 

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.]   
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Executed this ____ day of October, 2025. 

THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA 

By ___________________________________ 
Timothy Rooney, City Manager 

 

Executed this ____ day of October, 2025. 

CLEVELAND COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE 

By ___________________________________ 

Title: __________________________ 

 



RESOLUTION NO.  26-008 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA, 
APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR SALE BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
MUSTANG AND THE CLEVELAND COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE, FOR 
THE SALE OF A SURPLUS POLICE VEHICLE AND AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE DOCUMENTS TO 
COMPLETE THE TRANSFER; AND PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY.   

WHEREAS, by Ordinance No. 1328 approved September 2, 2025, the City of Mustang, 
Oklahoma, declared as surplus a used police vehicle described as follows:  

Unit No. Year            Make and Model VIN    Price 

256            2023           Chevrolet Tahoe  1GNSCLED4PR266213 $45,000 

(the “Vehicle”), and approved the sale of the Vehicle to the City of Union City, 
Oklahoma, or to some other public agency.   

 WHEREAS, the City of Union City, Oklahoma, has expressed the inability to 
complete the purchase at this time. 

 WHEREAS, the Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office has expressed a need for and a 
desire to purchase the Vehicle for use in its law enforcement efforts.   

 WHEREAS, the City finds that selling the Vehicle to the Cleveland County 
Sheriff’s Office will enhance the ability of the Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office to 
provide protective services to the public and will also increase the ability of the 
Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office to cooperatively provide law enforcement services to 
the City of Mustang in event such services are requested by the City of Mustang.  

WHEREAS, Section 2-197(2) of the Code of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, 
allows the sale of surplus supplies without competitive bidding where the value does not 
exceed $50,000.00 when sold to a public agency as defined in 74 Okla. Stat. § 1003, as 
amended.   

WHEREAS, the City of Mustang and the Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office are 
“public agencies” as defined in the Interlocal Cooperation Act set forth in 74 Okla. Stat. § 
1003. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA, THAT: 
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1. The City Council approves the Agreement for Sale attached hereto between the City of 
Mustang and the Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office for the sale of the Vehicle to the 
Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office under the terms set forth in such agreement.  

2. The City Manager of the City of Mustang is hereby authorized and directed to execute 
the Agreement for Sale and such other documents as necessary to effectuate the sale and 
to transfer title to the Vehicle to the Cleveland County Sheriff’s Office.  

3. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Resolution is for 
any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, said 
portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such holding 
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Resolution. 

4. This resolution shall be effective upon passage and approval by the City Council of the 
City of Mustang, Oklahoma.  
 
PASSED AND APPROVED this ___ day of October, 2025.   
 
 

_____________________________ 
Nathan Sholund, Vice Mayor                          

 
ATTEST: 
[SEAL] 
 
_____________________________ 
Tammi Noblitt, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED as to form this ___ day of October, 2025.   
 
______________________________ 
Jonathan E. Miller, City Attorney 
 



Agenda Item No: H.3
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: David Russell
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Resolution
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
A Resolution Establishing EV Charging Service Rates for the Wild Horse Park Level 3 Electric
Vehicle Charging Station.
 
Recommendation:
Recommend Approval.
 
Initiator:
David Russell
 
Background:
The installation of the Electric Vehicle Charging Station at Wild Horse Park has been completed. Before
the chargers can be placed into service City of Mustang needs to establish service rates for the
chargers. This resolution will set the rate and allow City Staff to make adjustments to that rate for electric
vehicle charging to account for fluctuations in the cost of electric and ongoing operational costs of the
chargers. Rates and adjustments will be based on comparable EV charging rates in our area.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
Staff Recommends Approval
 
Attachments:
Res 26-009 EV Charging Rate Resolution (rev. 093025).pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3640857/Res_26-009_EV_Charging_Rate_Resolution__rev._093025_.pdf


CITY OF MUSTANG 

 

RESOLUTION NO.  26-009 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, 

OKLAHOMA, ESTABLISHING EV CHARGING SERVICE RATES FOR 

THE WILD HORSE PARK LEVEL 3 ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING 

STATION. 

 
 

WHEREAS, installation of electric vehicle chargers at Wild Horse Park has been 
completed; and 

 
WHEREAS, these chargers provide Level 3 Electric Vehicle Charging Stations for 

Mustang residents and visitors; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Mustang must establish a service rate before operation; and 
 
WHEREAS, service rates will vary with changes in electricity costs and operational fees; 

and 
 
WHEREAS, periodic rate adjustments will be approved by the City Council to reflect such 

fluctuations. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA, that the Electric Vehicle Charging Rate at Wild Horse Park shall be 
set at $0.45/kWh, inclusive of a $0.03/kWh excise tax in the advertised rate. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City staff shall monitor service fees, operational 

expenses, maintenance and repair expenses, network and software fees, and future equipment 
replacement and installation costs, and recommend adjustments to maintain Mustang’s Electric 
Vehicle Charging at an appropriate rate to meet current and expected future costs while 
maintaining a comparable market rate. 

 
[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.]  
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ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, on 
this 7th Day of October 2025   
 
 
       ______________________________ 

Nathan Sholund  
Vice-Mayor, City of Mustang 

 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________________ 
Tammy Noblitt  
City Clerk  
[SEAL] 
 
 
Approved as to form:  
 
__________________________________ 
Jonathan E. Miller 
City Attorney 
 



Agenda Item No: H.4
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: David Russell
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
*Acceptance of Architectural Proposals & Recommendation for Selection of Architect for the
Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building at Wild Horse Park.
 
Recommendation:
Recommend Approval.
 
Initiator:
David Russell
 
Background:
The City of Mustang sent out request for qualifications for an architectural firm to assist in the design and
construction of a Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building. The notice was posted and published the week of
July 14, 2025 and closed on August 26, 2025. The City of Mustang received six qualification statements
from Architectural firms. On August 26, 2025 staff reviewed the submitted responses and shortlisted 3
firms for in person presentation and interviews. On September 24, 2025 an interview committee
comprised of 4 staff members and 2 volunteers from the Mustang Farmers Market listened to
presentations and interviewed GH2 Architects, Gardner Studios, & Studio 45 Architects. After the
interviews the interview committeeâ€™s scores were tallied and based on those scores a
recommendation was made to award the project to Studio 45 Architects.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
Staff Recommends the project be awarded to Studio 45 Architects.
 
Attachments:
ArchitectScoreSheet.pdf
Interview Scores.pdf
MarketplaceRFQ_Acceptance.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3636582/ArchitectScoreSheet.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3636583/Interview_Scores.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3637295/MarketplaceRFQ_Acceptance.pdf




Architect Interview Score Sheet 

Project: Barn-Style Multi-Purpose Facility 

Date: September 24, 2025 

Firm:  

Interview Panel Member:  

Scoring Guide 

5 = Excellent – Comprehensive, clear, exceeds expectations 

4 = Good – Strong response, meets expectations with minor gaps 

3 = Fair – Adequate, but limited depth or clarity 

2 = Poor – Incomplete, vague, or not well thought out 

1 = Unsatisfactory – Does not address question 

 

General Approach & Vision (Max 15 pts)      Score 

• How does their design philosophy apply to this barn-style facility?    ________ 

• How do they balance traditional aesthetics with modern functionality? ________ 

• Do they clearly articulate a vision for community use?   ________ 

Score (1–15): ______ 

Notes: 

 

Design & Functionality (Max 20 pts)       Score 

• Flexibility for multiple uses (events, markets, rentals)?   ________ 

• Acoustics, lighting, ventilation approach?     ________ 

• Integration of indoor/outdoor spaces?     ________ 

• Sustainability & energy efficiency?      ________ 

Score (1–20): ______ 

Notes:  

 

Community & Aesthetic Fit (Max 15 pts)      Score 

• Does the design reflect Mustang’s identity?    ________ 

• Balance of barn aesthetic with accessibility/safety?   ________ 

• Material choices for durability & low maintenance?   ________ 

Score (1–15): ______ 

Notes:  



Budget & Constructability (Max 15 pts)       Score  

• Cost control strategies?       ________  

• Cost-effective ways to achieve barn look?     ________ 

• Prioritization if budget cuts are needed?     ________ 

Score (1–15): ______ 

Notes:  

 

Experience & Team (Max 15 pts)     Score 

• Relevant past projects (barn-style or multipurpose)?   ________  

• Lessons learned from prior work?      ________  

• Quality of proposed project team?      ________  

Score (1–15): ______ 

Notes:  

 

Project Management & Collaboration (Max 20 pts)    Score 

• Engagement with staff, stakeholders, public?    ________  

• Coordination with engineers & contractors?    ________  

• Approach to change orders & challenges?     ________  

• Strategy to stay on schedule?      ________  

Score (1–20): ______ 

Notes: 

 

Total Score (100 pts possible): ______ / 100 

Overall Comments: 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Panel Member Signature: ___________________________________________ 



#1 2 5 4 5 3 3 3 0 0 0 5 1 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 69

#2 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 4 4 5 5 4 87

#3 3 3 4 3 1 3 1 1 3 1 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 3 2 3 58

#4 3 4 4 5 4 4 2 3 3 3 4 4 4 5 4 3 4 3 4 5 75

#5 4 4 3 4 4 4 1 3 1 2 3 4 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 71

#6 3 3 2 4 3 3 2 4 3 3 3 2 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 60

420

#1 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 95

#2 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 3 5 5 5 94

#3 5 5 5 4 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 4 4 81

#4 5 4 5 5 5 4 3 5 5 4 5 4 4 3 5 5 4 4 5 5 89

#5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 5 93

#6 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 77

529

#1 0 5 4 5 5 4 5 0 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 87

#2 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 4 5 4 4 89

#3 4 4 3 4 5 4 3 3 4 3 5 4 5 5 3 4 4 3 4 4 78

#4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 3 4 4 81

#5 3 3 3 3 4 2 2 2 2 3 4 3 3 5 4 4 3 3 4 3 63

#6 3 3 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 4 3 4 4 64

462

GH2 Architects

Studio 45 Architects 

Gardner Studios

Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building Architectual Interview Scores
Wednesday, September 24, 2025

Project Management & CollaborationGeneral Approach & Vision Design & Functionality Community & Aesthetic Fit Budget & Constructability Experience & Team

Project Management & Collaboration

General Approach & Vision Design & Functionality Community & Aesthetic Fit Budget & Constructability Experience & Team Project Management & Collaboration

General Approach & Vision Design & Functionality Community & Aesthetic Fit Budget & Constructability Experience & Team



CITY OF MUSTANG 

 

AGENDA COMMENTARY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.  ITEM:   ______  

 

2.  MEETING DATE:  October 7, 2025 

 

3. TITLE:  Acceptance of request for qualifications for architectural services for project labeled 

Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building and awarding services to recommended firm 

 

4.  COUNCIL ACTION:  Approve/Deny 

 

5.  INITIATOR: David Russell, Project Manager  

 

6.  BACKGROUND:   

 

The City of Mustang sent out request for qualifications for an architectural firm to assist in the 

design and construction of a Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building. The notice was posted and 

published the week of July 14, 2025 and closed on August 26, 2025. The City of Mustang received 

six qualification statements from Architectural firms. The following firms submitted 

qualifications: 

 

Allford Hall Monaghan Morris, Brandstetter Carroll Inc, Gardner Studios, GH2 Architects, Mass 

Architects, & Studio 45 Architects each submitted a response to the RFQ.  

 

On August 26, 2025 staff reviewed the submitted responses and shortlisted 3 firms for in person 

presentation and interviews. On September 24, 2025 an interview committee comprised of 4 staff 

members and 2 volunteers from the Mustang Farmers Market listened to presentations and 

interviewed GH2 Architects, Gardner Studios, & Studio 45 Architects.  The interview panel 

consisted of Finance Director Janet Watts, Parks Director Nic Bailey, Assistant Parks Director 

Shane Huck, Project Manager David Russell, & Farmers Market volunteers Susan Dobbins & 

Shelly Collins. After the interviews the interview committee’s scores were tallied and based on 

those scores a recommendation was made to award the project to Studio 45 Architects. 

 

 

7.  FINANCIAL IMPACT:  None/ Contract approval  

 

8.  STAFF’S COMMENTS:  Staff recommends accepting all submittals of qualifications and 

recommendation to utilize Studio 45 Architects for architectural services for the design of the 

Multi-Purpose Marketplace Building 

 

9.  STAFF SOURCE:  David Russell, Project Manager 

 



Agenda Item No: H.5
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: David Russell
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
*Consideration for Approval of Change Order #1 for the Belt Filter Press Replacement Project.
 
Recommendation:
Recommend Approval.
 
Initiator:
David Russell
 
Background:
The contactor for the Belt Filter Press Replacement Project at the Wastewater Treatment Plant has
submitted a request for Change Order #1 for additional SCADA communication equipment that has been
deemed necessary for the proper connection of the belt filter press to the City's communication network.
The additional needs are beyond the initial scope of the project and have been deemed necessary by
staff and the City's engineer. CO#1 is requested for $28,640.60 which represents an increase of 2.6%
from the original contract price of $1,095,732.60. Staff recommends approval of Change Order #1.
 
Financial Impact:
$28,640.60
 
Staff Comments:
Staff Recommends Approval
 
Attachments:
CO #1 Executed â€“ I&C Subcontractor Change.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3640925/CO__1_Executed___I_C_Subcontractor_Change.pdf


CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER

Change Order Number: #1

Date: July 1, 2025

Bid Number:

Project Name: Belt Filter Press Replacement

Crossland Heavy Contractors Owner (Grantor):

408 NE 145th Place

Oklahoma City, OK 73013

405-748-7214

ITEM UNIT UNIT PRICE CONTRACT 

QUANTITY

AMENDED 

QUANTITY

COST

CO 1.1 LS $28,640.60 0.00 1.00 $28,640.60 

$28,640.60 

$1,067,153.00 

$0.00 

$1,095,793.60 

$0.00

$28,640.60

$28,640.60 Days

Justification:

DESCRIPTION

New Bid Item No.

Fax:

Phone:  

Base Bid Item No.

7100 N. Classen, Suite 500

OKC, OK  73116

1501 N. Mustang Rd.

City of Mustang

Mustang, OK 73064

Cowan Group Engineering

THE FOLLOWING CHANGES ARE HEREBY AMENDED INTO THE  CONTRACT PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS:

Fax:

Address:

Contractor:

Address:

405-376-4521

Engineer:

Address:

Fax:

Phone:

Phone: 405-463-3369

Extend Contract Time by

Net Change Order Amount

Total Contract Amount To Date

Original Contract Amount

30

Total of Previous Change Order(s)

Modifications to Subcontractor SCADA Contract. 

This Change Order 

Amendment

New Items

ADDITIONAL SCADA ITEMS

Page 1 of 2





Agenda Item No: H.6
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ryan Connor
Submitting Department: Community Development
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:

Consideration of Final Plat Application, FP-05-29-1-35, Red Barn Acres, Jack’s Properties LLC, Near
1500 E. Lily Ln, 8 Lots, R-E, Rural Estates Zoning.

 
Recommendation:
Approve or Deny Final Plat
 
Initiator:
Ryan Conner, Community Development Director
 
Background:
Planning Commission voted on the September 9th regular Planning Commission to unanimously
recommend approval of the Final Plat to City Council for the October 7th regular meeting.

Project Description: The applicant on behalf of the owner has submitted a Final Plat for the property
addressed as 1500 E Lily Ln, near the intersection of S. Chloe Ln & E Lily Ln not far West of S. Morgan
Rd. The title of the plat is â€œRed Barn Acresâ€ ​. This property was rezoned to R-E, Rural Estates in
November of 2024. The Preliminary Plat was approved by the Planning Commission and City Council in
July/August of this year. The Final Plat mirrors the Preliminary Plat and contains eight (8) 1 acre sized
lots. The property original comprised 10 acres but in February 2025 the applicant requested and was
granted a Lot Split that took 0.75 acres off the far SE corner of the property containing the older single-
family house from the parent tract. The property now contains 9.25 acres. The plat shows eight (8)
single-family lots total with six (6) of the lots containing frontage on a proposed extension of E Lily Ln and
the remaining two (2) lots with frontage off existing S. Chloe Ln. There is a water line proposed running
into the Lily Ln extension before extending North and then back West to tie into the looped system. The
Plat shows the area for a proposed detention pond in the back of Lot 6 to handle stormwater runoff.

The City Engineer has recommended approval of the plans as well as the Fire Marshallâ€™s office.



Character of Neighborhood: This is an area of rural residential uses with agricultural uses nearby.

Zoning and Uses of Property Nearby: This properties to the North and East are R-E. The property to the
West is I-2. The property to the South is A-1.

Conformance with Long-Range Plan: The long-range plan calls for Residential Medium.

Utilities and Services: The development will extend E Lily Ln and a public water line. Private septic
systems will be used for the homes.
 
Financial Impact:
0
 
Staff Comments:
Staff recommends approval of this Final Plat.
 
Attachments:
(1) Location Map.pdf
(2) 251106 Red Barn Acres Final Plat-24x36.pdf
(3) 250819 Recommendation of Approval Final Plat - Red Barn Acres.pdf
(4) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - Red Barn Acres.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630161/_1__Location_Map.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630162/_2__251106_Red_Barn_Acres_Final_Plat-24x36.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630163/_3__250819_Recommendation_of_Approval_Final_Plat_-_Red_Barn_Acres.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630164/_4__DRAFT_PC_Minutes_9-9-2025_-_Red_Barn_Acres.pdf
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RED BARN ACRES

A tract of land located in the Northeast Quarter (NE/4) of Section Thirty-five (35), Township Eleven (11) North, Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian,
Mustang, Canadian County, Oklahoma, being more particularly described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast corner of said Northeast Quarter (NE/4) of Section Thirty-five (35); Thence S89°53'29"W along the South line of said NE/4 a
distance of 1307.26 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;
Thence continuing S89°53'29"W along the South line of said NE/4 a distance of 580.26 feet;
Thence N00°20'26"W parallel with the East line of said NE/4 a distance of 571.55 feet;
Thence N89°53'29"E parallel with the South line of said NE/4 a distance of 762.76 feet;
Thence S00°20'26"E parallel with the East line of said NE/4 a distance of 392.08 feet;
Thence S89°53'29"W parallel with the South line of said NE/4 a distance of 182.50 feet;
Thence S00°20'26"E parallel with the East line of said NE/4 a distance of 179.47 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 403,199 Sq. Ft. or 9.256 Acres, more or less.

The undersigned, a duly qualified and lawfully bonded abstractor of titles in and for Canadian County and State
of Oklahoma, hereby certifies that the records of said county show that the Title to the land shown on the plat
of RED BARN ACRES, an addition to Canadian County, Oklahoma is vested in jack's properties llc, on the
day of                     , 20      , there are no actions pending or judgements of any nature in any court or on file
with the clerk of any court in said county and state against said land owners thereof, that the taxes are paid for
the year of                 and prior years, that there are no outstanding tax sales certificates against said land and
no tax deeds are issued to any person, that there are on liens, or other encumbrances of any kind against the
land included in the Plat of RED BARN ACRES, except mortgages, rights of way, easements and mineral
conveyances of record.

In witness whereof, said Bonded Abstractor has caused this instrument to be executed this         day of
                       , 20       .

BY:
   Title

Be it resolved by the Council of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, that the dedications shown on the annexed plat are hereby accepted,
adopted by the Council of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, this       day of                                     ,            .

Be it resolved by the Board of Commissioners, The County of Canadian, that the  dedications shown on the attached plat of RED BARN ACRES, are
hereby approved.

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:  hereby certify that they are the record owners of, and the only persons, firm or corporation
having title or interest in and to the land shown on the annexed Plat of RED BARN ACRES and that the Plat represents a correct survey of the above
described property made with consent, and that we hereby dedicate to the Public use all the streets as shown on said annexed plat; that the easements
as shown on the annexed plat are created for the installation and maintenance of public utilities; that we hereby guarantee a clear title to all lands so
dedicated from ourselves, our heirs or assigns forever and have caused the same to be released from all encumbrances so that the title is clear, except as
shown in the abstractor's certificate.

     Before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said County and
State, on this       day of            , 20      , personally appeared                     to me known to be the identical person who executed the
within and foregoing instrument and acknowledged to me that they executed the same as their free and voluntary act and deed for the uses and
purposes therein set forth.

Before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said County and State, on this           day of                              ,  2025, personally appeared
Troy Dee  to me known to be the identical person who executed the within and foregoing instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same as his free and voluntary act and deed for the uses and purposes therein set forth.

A Subdivision of the Northeast Quarter (NE/4), Section Thirty-five (35), Township Eleven (11) North
Range Five (5) West of the Indian Meridian, Mustang, Canadian County, Oklahoma

ACCEPTANCE OF DEDICATION CANADIAN COUNTY

     WITNESS my hand and notarial seal the day and year last above written,

My Commission Number is,       .

My Commission Expires the         day of              , 20     .

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK MAYOR

ACCEPTANCE OF DEDICATION OF CITY COUNCIL

COUNTY TREASURER'S CERTIFICATE
 I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly elected, qualified and acting County Treasurer of Canadian County, State of
Oklahoma;  that the tax records of said county show all taxes are paid for the year 20       and prior years on the land shown on the annexed
plat of RED BARN ACRES, in Canadian County, Oklahoma and that the required statutory security has been deposited in the office of the
Canadian County Treasurer, guaranteeing payment of the current year's taxes.

             In witness whereof, said County Treasurer has caused this instrument to

be executed at Canadian, Oklahoma, on this        day of

                     , 20      . County Treasurer
Canadian County, Oklahoma

Department of Environmental
Quality City Corporate SealCounty TreasurerOwner's  Notary

FINAL PLAT
of

BONDED ABSTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATE

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

County Clerk

ATTEST:

Chairman Member Member

Adopted by the Board of Commissioners, the County of Canadian, This            Day of                         , 20      .

I, Troy Dee, a Licensed Professional Land Surveyor No. 1745 do hereby certify that I am a Professional Land Surveyor in the State of Oklahoma, and
that the Final Plat of RED BARN ACRES, an addition to Canadian County, Oklahoma, consisting of two sheets, represents a survey made under my
supervision, and that the monuments shown thereon actually exist and their positions are correctly shown.

Troy Dee
Licensed Professional Land Surveyor, Oklahoma No. 1745
4131 N.W. 122nd Street Suite #100 Oklahoma City, OK 73120
(405)802-7883

     WITNESS my hand and notarial seal the day and year last above written,

                                    Notary Public
My Commission Number is, 20013172.

My Commission Expires the 23rd day of OCTOBER, 2028.

County Clerk Land Surveyor Surveyor's Notary

1. This plat of survey meets the Oklahoma Minimum Standards for the practice of Land Surveying as adopted
by the Oklahoma State Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors, and that said
Final Plat complies with the requirements of Title 11 Section 41-108 of the Oklahoma State Statutes.

2. Monuments set for Lot Corners and the Road Center Line shall be as follows:
Paved surfaces - A Magnetic Nail with a Washer stamped "GOLDEN CA 7263"
Unpaved surfaces - A 1/2" Iron Rod with a Plastic Cap Stamped "GOLDEN CA 7263"

3. The proposed roadways shown on this plat will adhere to the county standard road specifications.

NOTES

STATE OF  )

)SS:
COUNTY OF  )

                                    Notary Public

xxxxxx

Subscribed this         day of               20        .

)SS:
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA)

STATE OF OKLAHOMA)

OWNER'S CERTIFICATE AND DEDICATION
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STATISTICAL DATA
NUMBER OF ACRES: 9.256 ACRES (GROSS), 8.459 ACRES (NET)
TOTAL NUMBER OF LOTS: 8
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS 8
425.98 LINEAL FOOTAGE OF PUBLIC LOCAL STREET
TOTAL ACRES ALLOCATED TO OTHER PUBLIC AND SEMI-PUBLIC USES - 0.797 ACRES



 

7100 North Classen, Suite 500 ● Oklahoma City, OK 73116 ● t 405.463.3369 

 
 
August 19, 2025 
 
 
 
Ryan Conner 
Community Development Director 
City of Mustang 
1501 N Mustang Road 
Mustang, OK  73064 
 
RE: Red Barn Acres 
 Mustang, Oklahoma 
 
Dear Mr. Conner: 
 
CGE has completed its review of the Final Plat for the subject residential development project submitted 
8-19-2025. The final subject plat, plans and calculations will be submitted by Cedar Creek to your 
attention. 
  
Please accept this letter as a formal recommendation of approval of the Final Plat for the Red Barn 
Acres residential development per the City of Mustang’s Regulations and Ordinances. 
 
Thanks for your attention and should you have any questions please contact the undersigned. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
COWAN GROUP ENGINEERING, LLC 
 
 
 
 
Brian Schwegal, PE 
Project Manager 
 
BSS/bss 
 
 
Cc: Andrew Wilson, P.E. – Engineer of Record – Cedar Creek 
 



PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 

SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 

CITY OF MUSTANG 

1501 N MUSTANG RD 

MUSTANG, OK 73064 

 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

MINUTES SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 

 

The Mustang Planning Commission met in a regular session on Tuesday, September 9, 2025 

at 7:00 p.m. at the Mustang Municipal Building, City Council Chambers at 1501 N. Mustang 

Road. 

 

I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: Chairman Billy McDaniel called the meeting to 

order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

III. ROLL CALL 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jay Adams, Brant O’Daniel, Susan 

Dobbins, Jesse Bratton, Billy McDaniel, Jerry Brown, Aaron Spiegel 

 

MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

 

STAFF / EX OFFICIOS PRESENT:  Ryan Conner, Community Development 

Director 

      Jacob Coleman, City Planner 

Radika Moore, Secretary/Officer 

Coordinator 

Justin Goodwin, Audio-Visual/Bldg. 

Inspector 

      Jonathan Miller, City Attorney 

 

IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Commissioner Jay Adams made a motion to approve 

the minutes from the August 12, 2025 meeting. Commissioner Aaron Spiegel 

seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously. 

 

V. INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS AND VISITORS/HEARING OF 

CITIZENS AND DELEGATES 

 

None. 

 

VI. PUBLIC HEARING, DISCUSSION, 

CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATION 

ON: 

 

Chairman Billy McDaniel read the first item on the 

agenda. 

 
1. Final Plat – FP -05-29-25-1-35- Red Barn Acres 

 



PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 

SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 

CITY OF MUSTANG 

1501 N MUSTANG RD 

MUSTANG, OK 73064 

 

Applicant:  Cedar Creek Consulting 
Owner:  Jacks Properties LLC 
Location:  1500 E. Lily Ln 
Current Zoning: R-E, Rural Estates 
Tract Info:  9.25 acres – 8 Single-Family Lots 

 
Community Development Director, Ryan Conner, addressed the Planning Commission with 
the staff report.  He discussed the location of the proposed development titled “Red Barn Acres.” 
This final plat is a mirror image of the preliminary plat previously submitted, and it has been 
approved by the City Engineer. Mr. Conner expressed recommendation for approval of this final 
plat.  
 
Commissioner Jerry Brown asked if the engineer had approved the detention pond. 
 
Mr. Conner confirmed that yes, the detention pond has been approved by the engineer. 
 
Chairman McDaniel opened the Public Hearing to the general public to speak at 7:03pm. No one 
chose to speak. 
 
Motion to close the Public Hearing was called by Commissioner Jesse Bratton and seconded by 
Commissioner Brown at 7:03pm. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Bratton to recommend approval of the application. 
Commissioner Brant O’Daniel seconded the motion. 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Mr. Adams   Yay 
Mr. O’Daniel   Yay 
Mr. Brown   Yay 
Mr. Spiegel   Yay 
Ms. Dobbins   Yay 
Mr. Bratton   Yay 
Mr. McDaniel  Yay 
 
Motion passed 7-0. Chairman McDaniel announced the item will be heard at the October 7th City 
Council Meeting. 
 

 



Agenda Item No: H.7
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ryan Connor
Submitting Department: Community Development
Item Type: Ordinance
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:
Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 1329, an Ordinance of The City of
Mustang, Oklahoma, Amending the Zoning Ordinance of The City of Mustang, Oklahoma, as
Amended, to Change Certain Property Located in Canadian County, Oklahoma, from a
Planned Unit Development with R-1, Single Family Zoning District, R-2, Two-Family Zoning
District, and C-3 Commercial General Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil &
Gas District, Declaring Repealer, and Providing for Severability.
 
Recommendation:
Approve or Deny Ordinance
 
Initiator:
Ryan Conner, Community Development Director
 
Background:
Planning Commission met at the September 9th 2025 regular Planning Commission meeting and voted
unanimously to recommend Reversion (following Section 122-804 of the Municipal Code) of the Planned
Unit Development (PUD) known as â€œThe Vineyardâ€ ​. An unofficial copy of the minutes from that
meeting are attached to this report.

The property known as â€œThe Vineyardâ€ ​, a Planned Unit Development (PUD), is located at the SE
intersection of E SW 59th St & N. Morgan Rd. The property consists of 160 acres and was approved by
Ordinance No. 1261 on July 12th, 2022, which rezoned the property from the A-1, General Agricultural
and Oil & Gas District to a PUD with C-3 (Commercial General), R-1 (Single-Family), and R-2 (Two-
Family) Zoning Districts. The attached PUD Design Statement with Master Development Plan Map
shows more detail of what was approved and is currently the operating Zoning District of the property. A
Preliminary Plat was approved for the first phase of The Vineyard on December 5th, 2023 by the
Mustang City Council, but a Final Plat was not submitted within one year as required by Mustang Code
Sec. 106-149. There has been no further effort toward developing the property as approved as The



Vineyard.

PUDs are defined and governed by the City of Mustang Municipal Code through Article VIII of Chapter
122, which is the Zoning chapter. Section 122-804 of that particular Article, titled Reversion, explains the
process of potential reversion of the PUD, which could result in the property returning to the original
Zoning District prior to the PUD. Section 122-804 of the municipal code reads that a PUD may be
â€œrevertedâ€ ​ to the former zoning classification if development has not occurred within 3 years from
the time of adoption. Subsection (b) under Section 122-804 explains the continuing review of project
status and how a PUD can be prevented from reversion:

.."(b) Continuing review of project status. Development of at least one tract within a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) shall begin within three years from approval date of the PUD master plan. If
development has not begun, the city council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation,
may cause the reversion of the PUD to its former zoning classification(s). Development must also take
place on at least one additional tract every three years after the initial three-year deadline, or the city
council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation, may cause the reversion of all
remaining undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning classifications. This ordinance shall
apply to all PUD rezoning applications approved after the effective date of this section.

To prevent the tracts in the PUD from reverting back to their former zoning classifications, one of the
following must occur:

(1) Development. In order for development to be considered to have begun, an application shall be made
for a plat or building permit. Said permit or application fees shall be paid prior to the end of the three-year
period. When construction of permanent improvements or structures is the method of development, they
must begin within six months of the purchase of said permit. When platting is the method of development
there shall be at least a preliminary plat approved by council within one year of application. A final plat
shall be approved within one year from date of approval of the preliminary plat, or neither will be
considered to have begun and the city council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation,
may cause the reversion of all remaining undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning
classifications.

(2) Development time line.

a. Application for permanent improvements or structures must be made within three years of effective
date of the PUD. Actual construction must begin within six months of application; or

b. Application for preliminary plat must be made within three years of the effective date of the PUD.
Preliminary plat must be approved by council one year from date of application. Council must approve
final plat within one year after the preliminary plat has been approved.

(3) Extension. To request an extension, the owner may submit in writing to the city council not less than
60 days before the expiration, reason or reasons for not starting development within the PUD and
request the actual extension of time required to begin development. The planning commission shall
review all such requests and make a recommendation to the city council. The city council shall then
review such requests and determine if the extension of time is warranted. At that time, the city council
shall either grant or deny the extension or modify the time requested. Only one extension will be
permitted, and if no development has taken place before the expiration of the extension, the city council,



after hearing the planning commission's recommendation, may cause the reversion of all remaining
undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning classifications."

With the knowledge of the PUD reversion process at hand, Staff did not find that any development
progress as defined above has been made on the property. A Preliminary Plat was approved for The
Vineyard on December 5th, 2023 by the City Council, but a Final Plat was not submitted within one year,
thus making no development progress as mentioned above. The PUD Reversion process has been
initiated based on this information. The City Council, based on the recommendation from the Planning
Commission, can decide if the PUD should be reverted back to the former zoning classification under the
public hearing requirements for standard rezoning applications. Based on the language of this Section,
the City Council will hear the Planning Commission recommendation regardless of whether the
recommendation is to revert the PUD or not to revert the PUD.

The Box Law Group on behalf of the property owner has submitted a letter of objection to the PUD
Reversion and a request for a three (3) year extension to the PUD. This letter is attached. They also
spoke at the Planning Commission meeting on behalf of the owner. Section 122-804(b)(3) states that a
request for an extension be filed not less than 60 days before the expiration of the development period. If
the City Council decides to not revert the PUD to the former zoning district, they could provide alternative
recommendations such as denying the reversion outright or tabling the reversion for a specific amount of
time to allow more time for the developer to begin development.
 
Financial Impact:
0
 
Staff Comments:
By reverting the zoning of the property back to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District, the
property would not be subject to the grass and weed ordinance that generally requires grass/weeds on
property be kept to a height of 12â€ ​ or less. The property would also be subject to potential use for
agricultural purposes while it remains undeveloped. Finally, potential developers interested in developing
within the City of Mustang may feel more at liberty to create their own development plan for the property
rather than try to work with something created by another developer. Staff believes that reverting the
property back to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District advances the intention of Mustang Code
Sec. 122-804 for timely development and furthers the interests of the City.
 
Attachments:
(1) PUD Reversion Map - The Vineyard.pdf
(2) 2025-8-26 Objection to Reversion of The Vineyard PUD.pdf
(3) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - The Vineyard PUD Reversion.pdf
Ord 1329 Vineyard PUD Zoning Reversion-PUDwR-1 R-2 C-3 to A-1.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630297/_1__PUD_Reversion_Map_-_The_Vineyard.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630298/_2__2025-8-26_Objection_to_Reversion_of_The_Vineyard_PUD.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630299/_3__DRAFT_PC_Minutes_9-9-2025_-_The_Vineyard_PUD_Reversion.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3631072/Ord_1329_Vineyard_PUD_Zoning_Reversion-PUDwR-1_R-2_C-3_to_A-1.pdf
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DAv10M. Box 
COOPER T. HAHN 
AUSTIN L. HAMM 
KAITLYN A. TURNER 

City of Mustang 
c/o Ryan Conner 
1501 N. Mustang Road 
Mustang, OK 73064 
rconner(ci)c i tvo I'm ustang.org 

Box LAW GROUP PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW 

August 27, 2025 

525 NW I I 111• STE. 205

OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73103 

OFFICE ( 405) 652-0099 

BOXLAWGROUP.COM 

RE: Reversion of The Vineyard PUD; September 9, 2025 Planning Commission. 

Mr. Conner, 

My firm represents Shaz Investment Group, Inc., the record owner of land currently zoned as the 
Planned Unit Development - The Vineyard (the "PUD"). A copy of the subject PUD is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. We are in receipt of your August 4, 2025 letter notifying our client of the 
September 9, 2025 public hearing at which Planning Commission will consider reverting / 
rezoning my client's property to "A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District." Please accept 
this letter as my client's formal objection to the reversion and/or rezoning of its property. 
Additionally, please accept this letter as my client's formal request for an extension to the PUD for 
an additional three (3) years. 

The PUD should be extended as it is an appropriate and compatible zoning designation for my 
client's property. The PUD authorizes a commercial tract along SW 59th Street, as well as a mix of 
single family and two-family residential development throughout the bulk of the property. The 
PUD proposes residential development without increasing the density beyond what is allowed in 
R-1 and R-2 base zoning. Additionally, the PUD places additional restrictions on the development
and ensures that certain an1enities, including but not limited to, walking trails, a swimming pool,
an approximately 2,000 square foot clubhouse, and a playground will be constructed at the cost of
the developer. The properties within the City of Mustang surrounding my client's property are
developed, zoned, and/or utilized for residential purposes. The PUD is therefore compatible with
these surrounding uses and an appropriate zoning designation.

Notably, the City's comprehensive plan and future land use plan designate the property as 
Residential Small, which deems up to R-3 residential zoning appropriate. Additionally, the 
comprehensive plan notes that minor arterials, such as SW 59th Street, "create an attractive location 
for business development." Moreover, the property is already served / has direct access to urban 
level utility services, including sewer and water. Thus, the PUD is consistent with the City's 
comprehensive plan and the development anticipated by the City. Alternatively, reve11ing or 
rezoning the property to A-1 would be directly contrary to the City's comprehensive plan and 
would not be appropriate. 



My client has invested significant effort and engineering costs in planning for development of its 
property. Additionally, my client's purchase of the property in June of 2024 was contingent on the 
PUD. As such, the pw-chase price reflected a price per acre only justified by zoning which allows 
for commercial, and mixed residential development. Should the property to reverted and/or 
rezoned to A-1 over my client's objection, the property would offer little to no economic value 
resulting in substantial and unjust haim to my client and its property rights. 

Moreover, if the property is rezoned to A-1, the property would likewise offer little economic value 
to the City of Mustang. While there are oil and gas operations on the property, the taxes currently 
generated from the property that benefit the City are nominal compared to potential sales tax and 
ad valorum taxes that would be generated from the development authorized by the PUD. 
Additionally, the oil and gas operations will continue forward with the PUD. Thus, the PUD will 
serve as a benefit the City in ways A-1 zoning cannot. 

My client respectfully requests a three (3) year extension to the PUD to allow for my client to work 
towards development of its property as anticipated and approved by the PUD. Over the last several 
months, my client and representatives have been actively meeting with City staff working on the 
development of this property. Consequently, my client was very surprised to receive your August 
4, 2025 letter without prior notice given its recent meetings with the City relating to this property. 
The requested extension would allow my client to continue working with City staff to develop its 
prope1ty in a reasonable and efficient manner. 

On behalf of my client, we would respectfully request Planning Commission and City Council 
vote to not revert / rezone my client's property, and further request the PUD be extended for a 
period of three (3) years. Please distribute this letter to members of Planning Commission. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact my office. 

CC: leetemustangward2(a;hotmai I .com 
.l,valdward3ri,1umail.com 
jamesl,vaughward4@gmail.com 
bal I icw,, ard 5 m ustangra),gmai I .com 
nsholund(cyyahoo.com 
JMillerrcvcit\'Ofmustanu.on1. 
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north property boundary. SW 59th Street is located within City of Oklahoma City right­
of-way (ROW) and is currently an unimproved two-lane asphalt road with a parallel 
drainage ditch and no sidewalk improvements. Morgan Road is located within City of 
Mustang ROW and is currently an unimproved two-lane asphalt road with a parallel 
drainage ditch and no sidewalk improvements. 

6.0 CONCEPT 

This Planned Unit Development concept for The Vineyard is to create a diverse and 
interconnected community with a variety of supporting residential and commercial areas 
with trails and greenspace to serve and connect all tracts. 

7.0 SERVICE AVAILABILITY 

7.1 STREETS 

The site is currently bounded on the north by SW 59th Street, an east/west section line road 
and on the west by N. Morgan Road, a north/south section line road. 

The Master Development Plan proposes a public collector street to intersect SW 59th Street 
and N. Morgan Road to provide access to the interior of the property. 

7.2 SANITARY SEWER 

Sewer facilities are existing within the property and in the surrounding area to serve this 
PUD. 

7.3 WATER 

Water facilities are existing in the surrounding area to serve this PUD. 

7.4 FIRE PROTECTION 

Fire protection for the site shall be provided through the City of Mustang Fire Department. 

7.5 GAS, ELECTRICAL, AND TELEPHONE SERVICES 

Proper coordination with the various utility companies will be made in conjunction with 
this Development. 

7.6 DRAINAGE 

The property contains two existing ponds and a portion of East Branch of Mustang Creek 
Tributary 1. The ponds with be improved as an amenity to the development and provide 
retention and detention for the property. The ponds release into East Branch of Mustang 
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Creek Tributary 1. Development within the PUD will comply with Chapter 50 of the 
Mustang Code of Ordinances. 

8.0 SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 

The following Special Development Regulations and/or limitations are placed upon the 
development of the PUD. Certain zoning districts are referred to as a part of the Special 
Development Regulations of this PUD. 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 Mustang's Planning and Zoning Code as such exists at 
the time of development of this PUD. In the event of conflict between provisions of this 
PUD and any of the provisions of the Mustang 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 PUD, the provisions of this planned unit development shall be 
deemed to control. 

8.1 USE AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 

This planned unit development shall consist of four ( 4) tracts as follows: 

8.2 TRACT ONE (1): General Commercial 

The use and development regulations of the C-3 Commercial General District shall 
govern Tract One (1) of this PUD. 

8.3 TRACT TWO (2): Single-Family Residential 

The use and development regulations of the R-1 Single-Family District shall govern Tract 
Two (2) of this PUD. 

8.3.1 In addition to the uses permitted with the R-1 Single-Family District, the following 
uses are permitted within Tract 4: 

• Drilling, operating, equipping and maintaining of wells for oil and gas. Any new
drilling will be required to abide by Code Section 74-103.

8.4 TRACT THREE (3): Two-Family Residential 

The use and development regulations of the R-2 Two-Family District shall govern Tract 
Three (3) of this PUD. 

8.4.1 Homes in this tract will be part of a gated community 
8.4.2 Homes in this tract will be limited to age 55+ residents 
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8.5 TRACT Four (4): Single-Family Residential 

The use and development regulations of the R-1 Single-Family District shall govern Tract 
Four (4) of this PUD. 

8.5.1 In addition to the uses permitted with the R-1 Single-Family District, the following 
uses are permitted within Tract 4: 

• Drilling, operating, equipping and maintaining of wells for oil and gas. Any new
drilling will be required to abide by Code Section 74-103.

8.5.2 Homes in this tract will be part of a gated community 

9.0 SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

The following special conditions shall be made a part of this planned unit development: 

9.1 FA<;ADE REGULATIONS 

9.1.1 Tract 3 
• All two- family dwellings, located in Tract 3 shall have a brick or masonry fa�ade

covering 75 percent of all sides of the building, excluding gabled ends.

9.2 LANDSCAPING REGULATIONS 

The subject parcel shall meet all requirements of the City of Mustang's landscaping 
requirements in place at the time of development. 

9.3 FENCING REGULATIONS 

Sight proof screening and fencing shall meet all the requirements of the base zoning 
district, except as otherwise provided herein. 

9.3.1 Tract 1 
• Variance to Code Sec. 122-473(d) which requires fencing between C-3 and R

Districts.
o As an alternative to required sight-proof fencing, additional landscape

buffer as required in the landscaping regulations, shall be increased to 20
feet. A 2-in caliper tree is required every 15 lineal feet in a minimum of 2
rows within the buffer. 40% of species contained in the buffer must be
evergreen.

9.3.2 All Tracts 
• Variance to Code Sec. 122-473(d) which requires fencing between C-3 and R

Districts.
o A sight-proof wall or fence is not required where on-grade drainage

facilities, including regional detention and retention ponds abut multiple
tracts or otherwise create a natural barrier between different zoning uses.
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9.3.3 Tract 4 
• A 6-foot high, sight- proof fence is to be erected along the southern boundary line, 

abutting Canadian Estates, at the time of development of Tract 4.

9.4 BUILDING RESTRICTIONS 

The subject parcel shall meet all requirements of the City of Mustang's building restriction 
requirements, except as otherwise provided herein. 

9.4.1 Tract 3 
• Variance to Code Sec. 122- 325 which requires a minimum rear yard setback depth

of20% of the lot depth or 20 feet, whichever is smaller.
o The minimum depth of the rear yard setback shall be 15 feet.

9.4.2 Tract 4 
• Variance to Code Sec. 122-297 which requires a maximum building height of 2 ½

stories or 35 feet in height.
o The maximum building height for lots along the southern boundary line, 

abutting Canadian Estates, will be 1 ½ stories or 25 feet in height.
9.4.3 Tract 4 

• Variance to Code Sec. 122-293 (a) which requires a minimum lot area of 7,200
square feet.

o The minimum lot area shall be 9,000 square feet.

9.5 COMMON AREA/PRIVATE DRAINAGE 

Drainage improvements will be in accordance with the applicable sections of the 
Mustang Code of Ordinances. Regional detention shall be utilized as much as possible. 
All common area and private drainage facilities will be jointly owned and maintained by 
the property owner(s) of the tract within which the common area and/or drainage facility 
is located. 

9.6 NEIGHBORHOOD AMENITIES 

Neighborhood amenities including, but not limited to, trails, pools, clubhouses, and other 
shared structures shall be located within common areas and maintained by a 
homeowner's association. 

• Trails: Walking trails are proposed along the proposed collector street that
will connect to sidewalks that extend into all residential tracts. The collector
street trail will serve as a connection to City of Mustang's Comprehensive
plan for future walking/biking corridors. Trails will also be constructed in
common areas in all residential tracts to connect residents to green space and
the existing water features. A green-belt with walking trail is proposed within
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Tract 2 in order to provide expansion of trails to the east. Intermittent bench 
seating is proposed along trails located in common areas. A green-belt with 
walking trails is proposed along the east boundary line of Tract 2 in the 
location of the existing oil/gas pipeline easement. 

• Clubhouse: An approximately 2,000 square foot clubhouse is proposed in
Tract 2 that will serve all single-family units in the development. The
clubhouse will have access to the neighborhood pool and include restrooms,
showers, and a covered patio space. Inside the clubhouse will include a
kitchen and open gathering space. The clubhouse will include its own parking
lot. Tract 3 will have its own clubhouse to serve the two-family units in the
development.

• Pools: A pool is proposed in Tract 2 that wi11 serve all single-family and two­
family homes in this development. The pool will have access to restrooms
and showers as part of the clubhouse and include hookups for water fountains
and vending.

• Playgrounds: Tract 2 will include a playground facility that is ADA compliant
is designed for ages 5 to 12 years old. An approximately half acre of leveled
field space adjacent to the playground is proposed for outdoor events or
sports.

9.7 ACCESS REGULATIONS 

9.7.1 Tract 1 shall have a maximum of three (3) access points on SW 59th Street 
9.7.2 Tracts 1 and 3 shall share one (1) access point on South Morgan Road 
9.7.3 Residential development in Tracts 2 and 4 shall take access from the proposed 
collector street. 

See Section 9 .10 for separate access to oil and natural gas well sites. 

9.8 COLLECTOR STREET 

The proposed collector street shall intersect South Morgan Road and SW 59th Street. The 
collector street shall have a minimum 60-foot right-of-way. The collector street is intended 
to accommodate a 32-foot-wide street and an 8-foot-wide sidewalk/trail on one side of the 
street. See Exhibit E for Collector Street Standard. 

9.9 SUBDIVISION STREETS 

All public and private roads contained within the residential subdivisions shall conform 
within the Subdivision regulations as part of Mustang's Code of Ordinances except as 
otherwise provided herein. 

9.9.1 All Tracts 
Mountable or roll-over curbs are allowed on private streets. 
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EXHIBIT A 

Legal Description: Overall Property 

The Northwest Quarter (NW/4) of Section Twenty-Five (25), Township Eleven (11) North, 
Range Five (5) West, of the Indian Base and Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 

MINUTES SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 
 

The Mustang Planning Commission met in a regular session on Tuesday, September 9, 2025 
at 7:00 p.m. at the Mustang Municipal Building, City Council Chambers at 1501 N. Mustang 
Road. 

 
I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: Chairman Billy McDaniel called the meeting to 

order at 7:00 p.m. 
 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

III. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Jay Adams, Brant O’Daniel, Susan 
Dobbins, Jesse Bratton, Billy McDaniel, Jerry Brown, Aaron Spiegel 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

 
STAFF / EX OFFICIOS PRESENT:  Ryan Conner, Community Development 

Director 
      Jacob Coleman, City Planner 

Radika Moore, Secretary/Officer 
Coordinator 
Justin Goodwin, Audio-Visual/Bldg. 
Inspector 

      Jonathan Miller, City Attorney 
 

IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Commissioner Jay Adams made a motion to approve 
the minutes from the August 12, 2025 meeting. Commissioner Aaron Spiegel 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously. 

 
V. INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS AND VISITORS/HEARING OF 

CITIZENS AND DELEGATES 
 

None. 
 
VI. PUBLIC HEARING, DISCUSSION, 

CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATION 
ON: 

 
 

Chairman McDaniel read the second item on the agenda. 
 

2. PUD Reversion – RZ-10-11-21-1-25- The Vineyard PUD 
 

Applicant:  City of Mustang 
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Owner:  Shaz Investment Group INC 
Location:  SE Corner of N. Morgan Rd & E. SW 59th St 
Current Zoning: Mixed Use Planned Unit Development (PUD) with 

R-1, R-2, and C-3 Tracts – Titled “The Vineyard” 
Requested Zoning: Reversion to Former Zoning Classification, A-1, 

General Agricultural & Oil and Gas District. 
Tract Info:  160 acres (NW/4 of Sec. 25T11NR5W) 
 

 
Mr. Conner, addressed the Planning Commission with the staff report.  He explained that this 
item is for a PUD reversion, referencing Sec. 122-804 of the Ordinance Code, which discusses the 
timeline of 3 years without development after approval, and how this makes the PUD subject to 
reversion before the Planning Commission. In this case, this PUD would potentially be reverted to 
A-1 zoning. Mr. Conner explained that this PUD is called “The Vineyard,” approved by City 
Council on July 12, 2022.  This PUD retains several zoning classifications (R-1, R-2, and C-3), 
and it had been discussed throughout several meetings, ultimately being approved. In December 
2023, a preliminary plat was submitted, but was not followed by a final plat submission within one 
year of that date, rendering these plans as null and void, citing no development progress to that 
point.  After staff review, Mr. Conner explains the city finds it appropriate to initiate the 
reversion process.  He then says that representation for the property has sent a letter objecting to 
the reversion and also requesting a 3-year extension.  Planning Commission has the ability to 
recommend reversion, table the item, or reject reversion and keep current zoning.  Staff 
recommends reversion, citing the ordinance, rendering the property not subject to weed and grass 
ordinances with A-1 Zoning, adding flexibility for future plans to develop, and how reversion 
would also encourage timely development practices. 
 
Commissioner Brown asked how the city was notified of the expiration of this PUD zoning. 
 
Mr. Conner replies that staff conducted an ordinance review, and Sec. 122-804 was reviewed 
during that process.  
 
Commissioner Brown asked if a neighbor brought up this issue via protest. 
 
Mr. Conner said that to his knowledge, no protest was heard. 
 
Commissioner Brown asked if there is a system in place to track upcoming expirations.  
 
Mr. Conner said there was no trigger for this reversion, other than staff review.  
 
Commissioner Brown asked if there are options to revert PUD to other zoning, or if it must be 
returned to original zoning, A-1. 
 
Mr. Conner said that either the zoning will remain as PUD, or be reverted to the original, A-1 
District. 
 
Commissioner Brown asked if the applicant could request an extension. 
 
Mr. Conner explained that the applicant has requested a 3-year extension. The Commission has 
the ability to recommend an extension be given, for whatever length of time the Commission 
decides. 
 
Chairman Brown asked about when the date of the extension begin, should the Commission 
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decide to grant one.  
 
Mr. Conner said the extension date would begin upon City Council’s approval of that extension.  
 
Commissioner Dobbins asked if there were any follow-ups or check-ins with the property owner 
to notify them of upcoming expiration. 
 
Mr. Conner said that occasionally there is communication, but there are no requirements for 
formal check-ins. 
 
Commissioner Adams said that it would be atypical to follow-up with developers, because it is 
the norm for developers to file a preliminary plat, and then a final plat well within the 1-year 
timeframe.  
 
Commissioner Bratton asked if an extension if given, and then lapses, would the PUD 
automatically revert back to A-1 zoning. 
 
Mr. Conner read the ordinance governing this issue, then defers to City Attorney Jonathan 
Miller. 
 
City Attorney Miller said that it would not be automatically reverted, instead it would appear 
before City Council again.  
 
Commissioner Adams points out that an extension must be requested 60 days before expiration, 
and that at present, it is well past that timeframe.  
 
Representation of the applicant – Cooper Hahn with Box Law Group – addressed the Planning 
Commission. 
 
Mr. Hahn offers to reiterate what is being asked: Reversion of PUD to A-1 zoning. This process 
must be considered and approved legislatively, by Planning Commission and City Council. He 
said that zoning cannot expire, it can only change. Mr. Hahn’s client filed another preliminary 
plat with the city today. Furthermore, the reversion ordinance has existed since 2003, but it has 
never been enforced. No other city to Mr. Hahn’s knowledge has this sort of ordinance. He said 
that the provided staff report does not mention any surrounding areas or issues, which is atypical 
of a re-zoning request. He referenced the Comprehensive Plan, adopted in 2017, which designated 
the property in question as residential.  Mr. Hahn explains the details of the developer’s ideas for 
this PUD, listing items like a playground, public walking trails, a 55 and older community, a 
clubhouse, and concessions made by the developer for things like prohibiting using the land for 
marijuana use on the commercial portion, at the request of Planning Commission. This PUD was 
heavily negotiated to meet the requirements set forth by the Planning Commission.  Mr. Hahn 
reiterates that in 2022, this commission recommended approval, and City Council approved. The 
previous owner could not follow through with development, reasons unknown. Mr. Hahn’s client 
came into ownership in June 2024. His client has met with city staff twice since then, and was 
never notified of a potential reversion. Reversion to A-1 zoning would contradict the 
Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Hahn was unsure why the city is taking action now, after no action has 
ever been taken concerning this ordinance. Reversion would be detrimental to his client, who is a 
local developer.  Reversion would also be detrimental to the city, where A-1 zoning is of no 
economic benefit to the city. Development of the PUD would bring in sales tax dollars, and 
reversion may push developers away from Mustang in the future. Mr. Hahn recommended the 
Commission approve a 3-year extension. 
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Chairman McDaniel asked when the preliminary plat was approved. 
 
Mr. Conner gave the date of December 2023. 
 
Mr. Hahn said this date was 7 months before his client took ownership. 
 
Commissioner Adams pointed out that even considering the date of ownership by Mr. Hahn’s 
client (December 2023), at present, the 1-year limit has passed anyway.  
 
Mr. Hahn suggested that even though the year has passed, another preliminary plat could still be 
submitted.  
 
Commissioner Adams said that the ordinance is clear that the developer must submit a final plat 
one year after the preliminary plat is submitted. A timeframe that has already passed.  
 
Mr. Hahn said that what is considered “development” in this ordinance is a gray area.  Zoning 
cannot expire, and that automatic reversion of zoning is unconstitutional. He admitted that while 
no final plat was submitted, another preliminary plat was submitted just today.  
 
Chairman McDaniel asked if a new preliminary plat was submitted, would it look different from 
the original preliminary plat.  
 
Mr. Hahn was unsure of this. He said that a PUD is allowed to be developed in phases. But as 
long as a preliminary plat was submitted, it does not matter if it differs from a previously 
submitted preliminary plat.  
 
Owner, Jalal Farzaneh – Home Creations, 2240 N Broadway, Moore, OK – said that he and his 
brother came to the United States in 1978 and decided to stay to make better lives for their family. 
They both studied architecture and worked through school.  Upon graduation, they went to the 
back to secure a loan to buy a convenience store. The bank did not provide the loan, but the bank 
did provide a construction loan for Mr. Farzaneh and his brother to build a house. Since then, 
they have built around 18,000 homes in Oklahoma. He said that he is unfamiliar with the laws, 
and he had never heard of a reversion of zoning due to expiration.  When he bought the property, 
duplexes were planned to be built, but Mr. Farzaneh changed this to include only single-family 
homes.  He hired a planner from Colorado, then met with the city twice since then.  He has 
communicated and met with the neighbors to hear their concerns.  The biggest two concerns were 
flooding and traffic. He said that his engineer had addressed the flooding issue via building more 
retention ponds.  The new design better fits what the neighbors would like.  Mr. Farzaneh said 
that if he had known about the ordinance regarding reversion, he would have acted sooner and 
would have begun the development process already. He said that he had met with Mr. Conner 
twice, but nothing was mentioned about reversion.  He requests from the Commission that they do 
not approve reversion, because he has never seen this kind of reversion anywhere else in 
Oklahoma. He requested an extension along with submitting a revised preliminary plat.  He 
pledged to design a turn out of the development, “right in, right out,” that better addresses traffic 
concerns from neighbors.   
 
Chairman McDaniel opened the Public Hearing to the general public to speak. 
 
Don Hubbs – 2019 E Ensey Terr – said that the previous speakers did not give justification for an 
extension. He asked if this was required and if so, would it be public information.  
 
Commissioner Adams said that the developer used the promise of flooding mitigation and “right 
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in, right out” practice as justification for extension.  
 
Mr. Hubbs recommends reversion, and if the property is reverted, he requested that a fence be put 
up to keep livestock away from the adjacent neighborhood.  
 
Chairman McDaniel asked Mr. Hubbs to clarify his position, at which point Mr. Hubbs stated 
“reversion.”  
 
Mr. Hubbs said that he and other neighbors have met with the developers twice previously, and 
have asked them how many plots they plan on reserving.  He stated that the developers have not 
provided an accurate answer. He was fearful that even more plots than previously planned by the 
former owner will be built. 
 
Chairman McDaniel recalled previous discussion about this development, and how the 
development will be built in sections.  
 
Bryan Wolfe – 506 N Morgan Rd – explained that city staff have reviewed the ordinances, and 
that this legal framework must be followed. The builders have the responsibility to know the law.   
 
Donna Buchanan – 730 N Country Club Terr – said that she does not approve of reversion 
because the developers have spent money and effort into the pre-development process, a 
cumbersome process that ultimately deterred the previous owners. The developer owns the 
property, and it is their right to do with the property as they choose.  She had only a concern about 
flooding and water issues.  A beaver had created a dam on the developer’s property, which has 
created standing water on Ms. Buchanan’s property, bringing snakes and mosquitos.  
 
Arlene Randall – 1631 E Twinbrook Terr – said she has been involved in this process for the 
beginning.  She is an attorney, and she advised against giving one developer an allowance, and 
setting that precedent for future developments. She was against a variance in this situation.  She 
supports reversion and starting the process over. 
 
Randy McCarthy – 921 N Bittercreek Terr – said that no discretion is necessary.  The ordinance 
is clear, even as this is a PUD. He read the ordinance governing reversion of the PUD. He 
explained that the situation is unfortunate, but the rules must be followed. He is in favor of 
reversion. 
 
Chairman McDaniel next addressed the crowd after seeing no additional citizens requesting to 
speak. 
 
Motion to close the Public Hearing was called by Commissioner Bratton and seconded by 
Commissioner O’Daniel at 7:48pm. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Commissioner Brown shared his thoughts first. He considered what would be involved with a 
one-year extension, but the property owner spoke on revising the preliminary plat, leading 
Commissioner Brown to support reversion of the property.  Reversion to A-1 does not devalue 
the property, but reversion still must happen so that the ordinance will be followed. 
 
Commissioner Spiegel explained that a lengthy back-and-forth process had taken place to get the 
original plan approved. Unless the new owners follow the formerly approved plan faithfully, he 
did not see how an extension could be given. 
 
Commissioner Dobbins agreed with Commissioner Spiegel’s analysis. Reversion should take 
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place and if the owner seeks to rezone back to PUD, the Commission will consider it.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked City Attorney Miller if an ordinance is a local law, to which he 
replied, yes. Ignorance is not justification for not following the law.  The Planning Commission 
has an obligation to enforce the ordinance. He sympathized with the owner, but ultimately, he was 
in favor of reversion. 
 
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Adams to recommend approval of reversion to A-1 – 
Agricultural zoning. Commissioner Spiegel seconded the motion. 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Mr. Adams   Yay 
Mr. O’Daniel   Yay 
Mr. Brown   Yay 
Mr. Spiegel   Yay 
Ms. Dobbins   Yay 
Mr. Bratton   Yay 
Mr. McDaniel  Yay 
 
Motion passed unanimously. Chairman McDaniel announced the item will be heard at the 
October 7th City Council Meeting. 
 
City Attorney Miller recommended a brief recess. Chairman McDaniel implemented a brief 
recess. Recess commenced at 7:56pm. Recess terminated at 8:02pm. 
 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 1329

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA AMENDING THE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA, AS AMENDED, TO CHANGE 
CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED IN CANADIAN COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM A 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT WITH R-1, SINGLE FAMILY ZONING DISTRICT, R-2, 
TWO-FAMILY ZONING DISTRICT, AND C-3 COMMERCIAL GENERAL ZONING 
DISTRICT TO A-1, GENERAL AGRICULTURAL AND OIL & GAS DISTRICT; 
DECLARING REPEALER, AND PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY. BE IT ORDAINED 
BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA: 

Section 1.  That the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, as amended, is hereby 
amended to change the Official Zoning Map, to include therein the following described property 
in the City of Mustang, Canadian County, State of Oklahoma from a Planned Unit Development 
with R-1, Single Family Zoning District, R-2, Two-Family Zoning District, and C-3 Commercial 
General Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF COMPLETE PROPERTY FOR REZONING: 

The Northwest Quarter (NW/4) of Section Twenty-Five (25), Township Eleven (11) North, 
Range Five (5) West, of the Indian Base and Meridian, Canadian County, Oklahoma. 

Section 2.    REPEALER 

All former ordinances or parts of Ordinances conflicting or inconsistent with the provisions of 
this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 

Section 3. SEVERABILITY 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is for any reason 
held invalid or unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, said portion shall be 
deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision and such holding shall not affect the 
validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 

PASSED AND APPROVED this _____ day of _____________, 2025. 

_______________________________ 
Mayor       

ATTEST: 

_____________________________ 
City Clerk 



 
 APPROVED as to form this _____ day of _____________, 2025. 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       City Attorney 
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Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Ryan Connor
Submitting Department: Community Development
Item Type: Ordinance
Agenda Section: DISCUSSION ITEMS
 

 
Subject Title:

Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 1330, an Ordinance of The City of Mustang,
Oklahoma, Amending the Zoning Ordinance of The City of Mustang, Oklahoma, as Amended, to Change
Certain Property Located in Canadian County, Oklahoma, from a Planned Unit Development with R-1,
Single Family Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District, Declaring Repealer, and
Providing for Severability.

 
Recommendation:
Approve or Deny Ordinance
 
Initiator:
Ryan Conner, Community Development Director
 
Background:
Planning Commission met at the September 9th 2025 regular Planning Commission meeting and voted
unanimously to recommend Reversion (following Section 122-804 of the Municipal Code) of the Planned
Unit Development (PUD) known as â€œArbor Creekâ€ ​. An unofficial copy of the minutes from that
meeting are attached to this report.

The property known as â€œArbor Creekâ€ ​, a Planned Unit Development (PUD), is located along the
West side of N. Morgan Rd in the 500-800 Block. The property consists of approximately 80 acres and
was approved by Ordinance No. 1250 on February 1st, 2022, which rezoned the property from the A-1,
General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District to a PUD with R-1, Single Family District zoning. The
attached PUD Design Statement with Master Development Plan Map shows more detail of what was
approved and is currently the operating Zoning District of the property. A Preliminary Plat was approved
for Arbor Creek on October 4th, 2022 by the Mustang City Council, but a Final Plat was not submitted
within one year as required by Mustang Code Sec. 106-149. There has been no further effort toward
developing the property as approved as Arbor Creek.



PUDs are defined and governed by the City of Mustang Municipal Code through Article VIII of Chapter
122, which is the Zoning chapter. Section 122-804 of that particular Article, titled Reversion, explains the
process of potential reversion of the PUD, which could result in the property returning to the original
Zoning District prior to the PUD. Section 122-804 of the municipal code reads that a PUD may be
â€œrevertedâ€ ​ to the former zoning classification if development has not occurred within 3 years from
the time of adoption. Subsection (b) under Section 122-804 explains the continuing review of project
status and how a PUD can be prevented from reversion:

..."(b) Continuing review of project status. Development of at least one tract within a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) shall begin within three years from approval date of the PUD master plan. If
development has not begun, the city council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation,
may cause the reversion of the PUD to its former zoning classification(s). Development must also take
place on at least one additional tract every three years after the initial three-year deadline, or the city
council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation, may cause the reversion of all
remaining undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning classifications. This ordinance shall
apply to all PUD rezoning applications approved after the effective date of this section.
To prevent the tracts in the PUD from reverting back to their former zoning classifications, one of the
following must occur:

(1) Development. In order for development to be considered to have begun, an application shall be made
for a plat or building permit. Said permit or application fees shall be paid prior to the end of the three-year
period. When construction of permanent improvements or structures is the method of development, they
must begin within six months of the purchase of said permit. When platting is the method of development
there shall be at least a preliminary plat approved by council within one year of application. A final plat
shall be approved within one year from date of approval of the preliminary plat, or neither will be
considered to have begun and the city council, after hearing the planning commission's recommendation,
may cause the reversion of all remaining undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning
classifications.

(2) Development time line.

a. Application for permanent improvements or structures must be made within three years of effective
date of the PUD. Actual construction must begin within six months of application; or

b. Application for preliminary plat must be made within three years of the effective date of the PUD.
Preliminary plat must be approved by council one year from date of application. Council must approve
final plat within one year after the preliminary plat has been approved.

(3) Extension. To request an extension, the owner may submit in writing to the city council not less than
60 days before the expiration, reason or reasons for not starting development within the PUD and
request the actual extension of time required to begin development. The planning commission shall
review all such requests and make a recommendation to the city council. The city council shall then
review such requests and determine if the extension of time is warranted. At that time, the city council
shall either grant or deny the extension or modify the time requested. Only one extension will be
permitted, and if no development has taken place before the expiration of the extension, the city council,
after hearing the planning commission's recommendation, may cause the reversion of all remaining
undeveloped tracts within the PUD to their former zoning classifications."



With the knowledge of the PUD reversion process at hand, Staff did not find that any development
progress as defined above has been made on the property. A Preliminary Plat was approved for The
Vineyard on December 5th, 2023 by the City Council, but a Final Plat was not submitted within one year,
thus making no development progress as mentioned above. The PUD Reversion process has been
initiated based on this information. The City Council, based on the recommendation from the Planning
Commission, can decide if the PUD should be reverted back to the former zoning classification under the
public hearing requirements for standard rezoning applications. Based on the language of this Section,
the City Council will hear the Planning Commission recommendation regardless of whether the
recommendation is to revert the PUD or not to revert the PUD.

The Box Law Group on behalf of the property owner has submitted a letter of objection to the PUD
Reversion and a request for a three (3) year extension to the PUD. This letter is attached. They also
spoke at the Planning Commission meeting on behalf of the owner. Section 122-804(b)(3) states that a
request for an extension be filed not less than 60 days before the expiration of the development period. If
the City Council decides to not revert the PUD to the former zoning district, they could provide alternative
recommendations such as denying the reversion outright or tabling the reversion for a specific amount of
time to allow more time for the developer to begin development.
 
Financial Impact:
0
 
Staff Comments:
By reverting the zoning of the property back to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District, the
property would not be subject to the grass and weed ordinance that generally requires grass/weeds on
property be kept to a height of 12â€ ​ or less. The property would also be subject to potential use for
agricultural purposes while it remains undeveloped. Finally, potential developers interested in developing
within the City of Mustang may feel more at liberty to create their own development plan for the property
rather than try to work with something created by another developer. Staff believes that reverting the
property back to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District advances the intention of Mustang Code
Sec. 122-804 for timely development and furthers the interests of the City.
 
Attachments:
(1) PUD Reversion Map - Arbor Creek.pdf
(2) 2025-8-26 Objection to Reversion of Arbor Creek PUD (002).pdf
(3) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - Arbor Creek PUD Reversion.pdf
Ord 1330 Arbor Creek PUD Zoning Reversion-PUD w R-1 to_A-1.pdf

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630338/_1__PUD_Reversion_Map_-_Arbor_Creek.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630339/_2__2025-8-26_Objection_to_Reversion_of_Arbor_Creek_PUD__002_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3630340/_3__DRAFT_PC_Minutes_9-9-2025_-_Arbor_Creek_PUD_Reversion.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3631076/Ord_1330_Arbor_Creek_PUD_Zoning_Reversion-PUD_w_R-1_to_A-1.pdf


Subject Property

Disclaimer: This product is for
informational purposes only and it
is NOT suitable for legal,
engineering, or surveying purposes.
The City of Mustang does not
assume any responsibility for any
errors, deficiencies, defects,
omissions, or inaccuracies in the
data. 
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JB Box LAW GROUP PLLC

� ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW 

DAVID M. Box 525 NW I I TH·STE. 205 
COOPER T. HAHN OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73103 
AUSTIN L. HAMM OFFICE (405) 652-0099 
KAITLYN A. TURNER BOXLAWGROUP.COM 

City of Mustang 
c/o Ryan Conner 
150 l N. Mustang Road 
Mustang, OK 73064 
rconner@citvofmustan12.on1 

August 27, 2025 

RE: Reversion of Arbor Creek PUD; September 9, 2025 Planning Commission. 

Mr. Conner, 

My firm represents Premium Land, LLC, the record owner of land currently zoned as the Planned 
Unit Development - Arbor Creek (the "PUD"). A copy of the subject PUD is attached hereto as 
Exhibit A. We are in receipt of your August 4, 2025 letter notifying our client of September 9, 
2025 public hearing at which Planning Commission will consider reverting/ rezoning my client's 
property to "A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District." Please accept this letter as my 
client's formal objection to the reversion and/or rezoning of its property. Additionally, please 
accept this letter as my client's formal request for an extension to the PUD for an additional three 
(3) years.

The PUD should be extended as it is an appropriate and compatible zoning designation for my 
client's property. The PUD allows for single family residential development, but includes far 
greater restrictions than straight R-1 zoning. For example, the PUD includes increased fa<;:ade 
regulations, minimum home size requirements, larger lot size commitments for Tract 2, and 

commitments to construct amenities to include a swimming pool, playground, basketball court, 
and other features. Moreover, my client's property is surrounded by properties used and/or zoned 
exlusively for residential pursposes. Because of the existing nearby residential development, urban 
level utility services are available to the property with sewer to be extended from the no11h and the 
water already available to the property from Morgan Road. Additionally, the City's comprehensive 
plan and future land use plan designate the property as Residential Medium. The PUD is consistent 
with the Residential Medium designation. Thus, my client's property is more approprately suited 
for single family residential development as opposed to the uses and density expected with A-1 
zoning . 

My client has invested significantly in engineering costs and effort to have this property rezoned 
to the PUD and a Preliminary Plat approved. A copy of the approved Preliminary Plat, approved 
September 13, 2022, is hereto as Exhibit B. Importantly, my client's purchase of this property was 
contingent on the rezoning to allow for single family residential development. As a result, the 
purchase price reflected the a price per acre only justified by zoning which allows for single family 
development. Should the property to reverted and/or rezoned to A-1 over my client's objection, 



the property would offer little to no economic value resulting in substantial and unjust harm to my 
client and its property rights. 

Moreover, if the property is rezoned to A-1, the property would likewise offer little economic value 
to the City of Mustang. There are no active oil and gas operations on the property. Additionally, a 
significant portion of the property is covered by trees, thereby restricting the viability of any 
agricultural use of the property. On the other hand, once developed pursuant to the PUD, the City 
will gain significant sales tax from construction of the houses, as well as an increase to the ad 
volorum tax base, and the benefit of additional revenue brought by future residents residing in new 
quality single family homes. 

My client respectfully requests a three (3) year extenstion to the PUD to allow for my client to 
work towards development of its property as anticipated and approved by the PUD and Preliminary 
Plat. My client's ongoing projects, coupled with the challenging economic environment, have 
delayed the commencement of the Arbor Creek development. My client is currently building in 
two other communities in the Mustang School District. The requested extension would allow my 
client to complete ongoing projects without creating overlap and competition between the 
communities. The requested extension would further avoid a quick influx in residents and new 
students in the Mustang School District. Additionally, the requested extension would be consistent 
with the slower absorption rates resulting from higher interest rates and increased construction 
costs of the current market. 

On behalf of my client, we would respectfully request Planning Commission and City Council 
vote to not reve11 / rezone my client's property, and further request the PUD be extended for a 
period of three (3) years. Please distribute this letter to members of Planning Commission. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact my office. 

CC: leetemustangward2((i)hotmai I.com 

.lwaldward30Jgmai I .com 
jameslwaw.1.hward4tc, !:!:mail.com 
balliewward5mustan2/d•gmai 1.com 
nsholund@vahoo.com 
.lMiller@citvofmustang.org 
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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Planned Unit Development (PUD) of Arbor Creek, consisting of79.98 acres are located 
within the SE/4 of Section 26, Township 11 N, Range 5 W, of the Indian Meridian, Canadian 
County, Oklahoma. The subject property is generally located on the west side ofN. Morgan Rd. 
between SW 74th Street and SW 59th Street. 

SECTION 2.0 LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

The legal description of the property comprising this PUD is described in Exhibit A, attached, 
and is made a part of this Master Design Statement. 

SECTION 3.0 OWNER/DEVELOPER 

The owner / developer of this property is Premium Land, LLC, P.O. Box 6718, Edmond, OK 
73083 

SECTION 4.0 SITE AND SURROUNDING AREA 

The subject property is presently zoned for A-1 General Agricultural and Oil and Gas District. 
Surrounding properties are zoned and used for: 

North: 
East: 
South: 
West: 

A-1 Agricultural District and R-1 Single-Family District Bittercreek Addition. 
R-1 Single Family Residential District, Canadian Estates Residential Subdivision.
R-E Rural Estates District, Hunker's Subdivision.
R-1 Single-Family District and is currently vacant.

The subject property is currently vacant. 

SECTION 5.0 PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 

The highest elevation is 1360 at the southeast comer and the southwest area of the site. These two 
high points slope to the center of the parcel. The lowest elevation is on the north side, centrally 
located along the Blue Line stream. The site slopes from both the east and the west towards the 
center with a Blue Line running south to north. The subject property has trees on a large portion 
of the property. This property is in the Mustang Creek drainage basin. The subject property is 
located within a FEMA 50 or 100 year flood plain. 

SECTION 6.0 CONCEPT 

The concept for this PUD is to change the existing A-1 General Agricultural and Oil and Gas 
District zoning to R-1 Single Family Residential District zoning that will permit the development 
of a Single Family Residential Subdivision. 



SECTION 7.0 SERVICE AVAILABILITY 

7.1 STREETS 

The PUD shall take access from N. Morgan Rd which is a two-lane street paved to rural standards 
and N. Monocoupe Terrace which is a two-lane street paved to a rural standard. The nearest street 
to the north is S.W 59th which is paved to rural arterial standards. The nearest street to the South 
is SW 74th Street and is four-lane with a continuous center tum lane. 

Proposed streets in this Planned Unit Development shall be public and shall have right-of-way 
widths of 50 feet and shall be paved to the urban local street standards. N. Bittercreek Terrace of 
this PUD shall connect to the existing street but will have a crash gate for emergency access. 

7.2 SANITARY SEWER 

Public sanitary sewer facilities for this site are located to the north and will be extended to this 
PUD. 

7.3 WATER 

Water facilities for this property are available. Water services will be provided from a 12 inch 
water main located on the west side ofN. Morgan Rd. 

7.4 FIRE PROTECTION 

The nearest fire station to this property is the station located at 465 W. State Hwy 152, Mustang, 
OK 73064. The station is approximately 2.8 miles from this PUD development. 

7.5 GAS, ELECTRICAL, AND TELEPHONE SERVICE 

Proper coordination with the various utility companies will be made in conjunction with this 
development. 

7.6 PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

There is no public transportation available to this Planned Unit Development. 

7.7 DRAINAGE 

Portions of the property within this PUD lie within a FEMA 100-year flood. The FEMA regulated 
drainage way runs south to north through the center of the site. The majority of the subject property 
drains west to east and east to west towards the centrally located floodplain and stream. 

SECTION 8.0 SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS 

The following Special Development Regulations and/or limitations are placed upon the 
development of the PUD. Planning and zoning regulations will be those of which are in effect at 





All land within this PUD shall be contained within a final plat and any plat dedications shall be 
approved by the City Council prior to any occupancy permits being issued in the PUD. 

9.6 DRAINAGE REGULATIONS 

Drainage improvements, if required, will be in accordance to Chapter 50 of the City of Mustang's 
Code of Ordinances. Such drainage ways must be designed to handle adequate flows and cannot 
be built without specific approval of the City Engineer. Any private drainageways or private 
drainage facilities will be the responsibility of the Property Owners Association. 

9.7 ACCESS REGULATIONS 

Access to this PUD/Tract shall be made from N. Morgan Rd via a divided street with central 
landscaped medians. A minimum 20-foot pavement lane shall be required on either side of said 
median. Access shall also be provided via a local street connection to N. Monocoupe Terrace 
located on the south side of this PUD. 

A connection to N. Bittercreek Terrace, located at the northwest comer of this PUD, shall be 
allowed. This connection shall be for emergency access only and shall be gated and equipped with 
a knox box. 

9.8 PARKING REGULATIONS 

The design and number of all parking facilities in this PUD shall be in accordance with Chapter 
122, Article X - Off Street Parking and Loading, Division 1-3, of the City of Mustang, OK 
Municipal Code, 2021. 

On-street queuing and maneuvering into private parking shall be permitted within public right­
of-ways within this PUD. All parking shall be located on private property outside of public-right­
of-ways. The queuing and maneuvering permitted within public right-of-ways shall be limited to 
the frontage of common areas for access to on-street parking spaces adjacent to an amenity area. 

9.9 SIGNAGE REGULATIONS 

Single Family residential subdivision sign requirements shall be in accordance with the Sign 
Regulations of Chapter 94, Signs, Article IV, Signs, of the City of Mustang, OK Municipal Code, 
2021, in line with the Code requirements for R-1 Single-Family Residential District use. 

9.10 ROOFING REGULATIONS 

Each primary structure in this PUD shall have Cla�s C roofing or better. 

9.11 SIDEWALK REGULATIONS 

Sidewalk requirements shall be in accordance with Article VII Improvements, Division 1, Section 
I 06-370 Sidewalks and Article IV, Sidewalks. 

9.12 HEIGHT REGULATIONS 





Maintenance of the common areas as shown on the master development plan shall be the 
responsibility of the property owner or the then current property owners of the subdivision through 
the Property Owners Association. The Property Owners Association shall, at a minimum, include 
as members, the then current owners of tracts within the platted area and shall exist in perpetuity. 
The obligation to maintain the common areas is intended to benefit and may be enforced by the 
City of Mustang. 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 and comply with Chapter 50 of the Mustang Code of 
Ordinances. 

There are six distinct common areas totaling approximately 18.34 acres. The development shall 
construct an amenity area approximately .the size of an acre that includes a swimming pool, 
playground, basketball court, park benches and on-street parking spaces. Shade trees shall be 
placed around the playground for added shade. 

10.0 DEVELOPMENT SEQUENCE 

Developmental phasing shall be allowed as a part of the development of this PUD, subject to the 
approval of the community development �irector. 

11.0 EXHIBITS 

The following exhibits are hereby attached and incorporated into this PUD. These exhibits are: 

Exhibit A - Overall Legal Description 
Exhibit A 1 - Tract 1 Legal Description 
Exhibit A2 -Tract 2 Legal Description 
Exhibit B - Master Development Plan 
Exhibit C -Topography Plan 



EXHIBIT A 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

ARBOR CREEK 

A tract ofland situate within a portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of Section Twenty-Six (26), 
Township Eleven North (Tl 1 N), Range Five West (R5W), of the Indian Meridian (I.M.), City of 
Mustang, Canadian County, Oklahoma, said tract being more particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNING at the Northeast corner of said SE/4; thence 

S 00° 24' 33" E a  distance of 1315.71 feet; thence 
S 89° 57' 15" W a distance of 264 7 .23 feet; thence 
N 00° 17' 45" W a distance of 1317.92 feet; thence 
S 89° 59' 52" E a distance of 2644.64 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said tract contains 3,484,143 Sq Ft or 79.98 Acres, more or less. 



EXHIBIT Al - Tract 1 Legal Description 

A tract of land situate within a portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of Section Twenty-Six (26), 

Township Eleven North (TllN), Range Five West (RSW), of the Indian Meridian (1.M.), City of Mustang, 
Canadian County, Oklahoma, said tract being more particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNING at the Northeast corner of said SE/4; thence 

S00°24'33 11E along the East line of said SE/4 a distance of 1315.71 feet; thence 

589°5711511W a distance of 2647.23 feet to a point on the West line of said SE/4; thence 

N00°17'4511W along said West line a distance of 1188.41 feet; thence 

S56°441l81

1E a distance of 234.38 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve to the right; thence 

123.79 feet along the arc of said curve having a radius of 125.00 feet, subtended by a chord of 118.79 
feet which bears N61 °37'5511E; thence 

S89°59'5211E a distance of 880.27 feet to a point of curvature to the right; thence 

68.83 feet along the arc of said curve having a radius of 125.00 feet, subtended by a chord of 67.96 feet 

which bears S74°13'2311E; thence 

N31 °33'07"E a distance of 130.00 feet; thence 

N00°00'081

1E a distance of 109.29 feet to a point on the North line of said SE/4; thence 

S89°59'5211E along said North line a distance of 1329.77 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said tract contains 3,221,066 Sq Ft or 73.95 Acres, more or less. 



EXHIBIT A2 - Tract 2 Legal Description 

A tract of land situate within a portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of Section Twenty-Six (26), 

Township Eleven North (TllN), Range Five West (R5W), of the Indian Meridian (1.M.), City of Mustang, 
Canadian County, Oklahoma, said tract being more particularly described as follows: 

COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of said SE/4; thence 

N89°59'52"W along the North line of said SE/4 a distance of 1329.77 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence 

S00°00'0811W a distance of 109.29 feet; thence 

S31 °33'07"W a distance of 130.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve to the left; thence 

68.83 feet along the arc of said curve having a radius of 125.00 feet, subtended by a chord of 67.96 feet 

which bears N74°13'23"W; thence 

N89°59'5211 W a distance of 880.27 feet to a point of curvature to the left; thence 

123.79 feet along the arc of said curve having a radius of 125.00 feet, subtended by a chord of 118.79 

feet which bears S61 °37'55"W; thence 

NS6°441l811 W a distance of 234.38 feet to a point on the West line of said SE/4; thence 

N00°17'4511 W along said West line a distance of 129.51 feet to the Northwest corner of said SE/4; 

thence 

S89°59'5211E along the North line of said SE/4 a distance of 1314.87 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said tract contains 263,077 Sq Ft or 6.04 Acres, more or less. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 
SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 

CITY OF MUSTANG 
1501 N MUSTANG RD 
MUSTANG, OK 73064 

 

 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

MINUTES SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 
 

The Mustang Planning Commission met in a regular session on Tuesday, September 9, 2025 
at 7:00 p.m. at the Mustang Municipal Building, City Council Chambers at 1501 N. Mustang 
Road. 

 
I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: Chairman Billy McDaniel called the meeting to 

order at 7:00 p.m. 
 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

III. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Jay Adams, Brant O’Daniel, Susan 
Dobbins, Jesse Bratton, Billy McDaniel, Jerry Brown, Aaron Spiegel 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

 
STAFF / EX OFFICIOS PRESENT:  Ryan Conner, Community Development 

Director 
      Jacob Coleman, City Planner 

Radika Moore, Secretary/Officer 
Coordinator 
Justin Goodwin, Audio-Visual/Bldg. 
Inspector 

      Jonathan Miller, City Attorney 
 

IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Commissioner Jay Adams made a motion to approve 
the minutes from the August 12, 2025 meeting. Commissioner Aaron Spiegel 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously. 

 
V. INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS AND VISITORS/HEARING OF 

CITIZENS AND DELEGATES 
 

None. 
 
VI. PUBLIC HEARING, DISCUSSION, 

CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATION 
ON: 

 
Chairman McDaniel read the third item on the agenda. 
 

3. PUD Reversion – RZ-10-7-21-2-26- Arbor Creek PUD 
 

Applicant:  City of Mustang 
Owner:  Premium Land LLC 



PLANNING COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 
SEPTEMBER 9, 2025 

CITY OF MUSTANG 
1501 N MUSTANG RD 
MUSTANG, OK 73064 

 

Location:  500-800 Block on the West side of N. Morgan Rd. 
Current Zoning: R-1, Single-Family District Planned Unit 

Development (PUD) – Titled “Arbor Creek” 
Requested Zoning: Reversion to Former Zoning Classification, A-1, 

General Agricultural & Oil and Gas District. 
Tract Info:  79.98 Acres 
 
  

Mr. Conner provided the staff report. He said that this item is very similar to the previous item – 
a PUD reversion to A1 – Agricultural. This PUD was rezoned on February 1, 2022, from A1 to R-
1, however there was no final plat submitted within 1 year of approval of the preliminary plat, 
which was approved in October 2022.  This means that the PUD could be reverted back to A-1 
following the reversion process. The applicant has provided a letter requesting a 3-year extension. 
Staff recommended that reversion back to A1 should occur, citing the ordinance, rendering the 
property not subject to weed and grass ordinances with A-1 Zoning, adding flexibility for future 
plans to develop, and how reversion would also encourage timely development practices.  
 
Chairman McDaniel asked if his understanding of the timing was correct. The original PUD 
went through in February 2022. The preliminary plat went through in October 2022.  
 
Mr. Conner confirmed that these dates were correct.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked if the applicant had met with city staff at any point since October 
2022. 
 
Mr. Conner said to his knowledge, no conversations had taken place between city staff and the 
applicant since then.  
 
Commissioner Brown asked if any notice was sent to the applicant regarding an upcoming 
expiration.  
 
Mr. Conner said that the ordinance does not require a notice to be sent out, thus, the city did not 
send out a notice.  However, the city did send a notice that this application would be on the docket 
for this Planning Commission hearing.  
 
Commissioner Brown asked when the applicant was notified of this item being placed on the 
agenda. 
 
Mr. Conner replied that, without directly referencing the letter, it must have been around early 
August 2025.  
 
Chairman McDaniel opened the Public Hearing at 8:07pm. 
 
Representation of the applicant – Cooper Hahn with Box Law Group – addressed the Planning 
Commission. 
 
Mr. Hahn – 525 NW 11th – on behalf of the owner and developer.  He introduced Mr. Kendall 
Dillon, the lead engineer overseeing this project. Mr. Hahn again references the Comprehensive 
Plan, which supports the current zoning of the PUD. He spoke on the heavy negotiation that took 
place for the original implementation of this PUD, between both the Planning Commission and the 
neighbors, along with the developer. The original negotiation included a crash gate allowed on 
public streets, something that is atypical, but requested by the neighbors and agreed to by the 
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developer. Several amenities were also agreed to, including 60% masonry façade, minimum 
square-footage of houses at 1,800 sq. ft. on the 7,200 sq. ft. lot sizes, and a minimum of 2,000 sq. 
ft. on the 14,000 sq. ft. lot sizes.  There are 18 acres of open lot, which is atypical as well. The 
current zoning is in agreement with the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Hahn argued that reversion 
would only move things backwards. The developer does want to develop, but market factors have 
slowed the process, including prices, interest rates, and absorption rates. His client is willing to 
resubmit the exact same preliminary plat. The ordinance 100% allows discretion by the 
Commission, where the ordinance uses the word “may” when describing the Commission’s 
obligation or lack thereof to revert. Mr. Hahn recommended the Commission deny reversion, and 
allow a three-year extension.  His client would then submit an identical preliminary plat.  
 
Chairman McDaniel asked if Mr. Hahn, who gave the same justification for this item as the 
second item, truly thought that the Commission would vote differently this time.  
 
Mr. Kendall Dillon – Crafton Tull – said he understands following ordinances, and that he knows 
he and others must adjust within each city they work in, and that not following an ordinance is no 
excuse. Over the course of his 27-year career, not once has he stood before a City Council or a 
Planning Commission because of a reversion due to expiration. He said that the Planning 
Commission can make decisions beyond the ordinance. Due to the time and effort placed into this 
project from all parties involved, Mr. Dillon suggested that reversion would be a waste of time. 
He explains that R-1 zoning exists directly to the north, east, and west of the property.  Upon 
reversion, the developer would resubmit an application to return to the PUD zoning classification. 
The developer has undergone discussions with neighbors for three years.  This plan has adjusted 
square footage details specifically for Mustang. This plan has agreed to meet neighbors’ demands 
in not connecting to certain public streets, which is the developer’s right to do. While Mr. Dillon, 
as he stated, has a good relationship with Mr. Conner and Mustang City Staff, he believes that the 
city’s reason for reversion is a stretch. The market has not been suitable for the development of 
this property as of late, thus, the developer is simply gauging the market before committing to a 
development date. Mr. Dillon said that he is a resident of Mustang and has done much 
development work in Mustang.  As a resident, he said that a three-year extension would be 
appropriate.  He would like to think that if staff did know about an upcoming expiration, that they 
would send out a notice. He asked what going backwards would do for the city.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked why the final plat was never submitted. 
 
Mr. Dillon responded that development was not ready to move forward.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked if a developer could submit a final plat, even if they are not market 
ready. He asked that if the developer had the final idea ready for submission, why had the 
developer not submitted. He discussed a loophole where the developer could submit a preliminary 
plat each year to keep the current zoning active.  
 
Mr. Dillon said he would be able to submit a preliminary plat very quickly if needed.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked again of Mr. Dillon, why weren’t you ready? 
 
Mr. Dillon replied that it was because of market factors.  
 
Commissioner Adams asked if there was a disadvantage of not filing a plat, when the developer 
is still not ready to develop.  
 
Mr. Dillon replied that there was not a disadvantage, other than constant re-filing for extension. 
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Commissioner Adams expressed frustration with this process because extension filing is 
available.  Additionally, no other developer has waited beyond the 3-year deadline to develop.  
 
Mr. Dillon pointed out submitting the final plat in phases, as this is typically how development of 
this kind goes. He argued that submitting the preliminary plat in phases, however, would be 
atypical. 
 
Commissioner Adams said that a PUD allows for incremental development and submissions. 
 
Mr. Dillon explained that the preliminary plat shows the full development plan.  Then, a final plat 
would be submitted for each phase of the development, as needed.  
 
Commissioner Brown asked for clarification of who Mr. Dillon represents.  
 
Mr. Dillon clarified that he is an engineer at Crafton Tull, and that Premium Land LLC is owned 
by Tabor Homes.  
 
Bryan Wolfe – 506 N Morgan Rd – suggested that the city has ordinances and they must be 
followed.  He pointed out that this developer has developed in Mustang before, and that they 
should be familiar already with the ordinances.  He supported reversion. 
 
Randy McCarthy – 921 N Bittercreek Terr – said that reversion does not indicate a complete 
“starting over.” He said that one idea may be to remove this particular ordinance in the future.  He 
said that specific rules always hold precedence over general guidelines, thus, the Planning 
Commission does not have room for discretion when reverting.  He recommended reversion. 
 
City Attorney Miller said in reply to Mr. McCarthy’s comment that the Planning Commission 
does in fact have discretion when deciding on reversion.  
 
Chairman McDaniel next addressed the crowd after seeing no additional citizens requesting to 
speak. 
 
Motion to close the Public Hearing was called by Commissioner Bratton and seconded by 
Commissioner O’Daniel at 8:33pm. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Commissioner Brown shared his thoughts first.  He used the example of a credit card.  If one 
fails to pay a bill, they do not get to use the excuse that they knew that it was due, but they did not 
pay, thus, an extension is not warranted. The ordinance says that the deadline has passed, therefore 
no extension could be given. 
 
Commissioner Adams affirms this, but he also referenced City Attorney Miller’s point that the 
Commission still retains discretion.  
 
Commissioner Brown suggested that he feels that the ordinance must be followed, and that an 
extension is not warranted, and that he supports reversion back to A-1 zoning.  
 
Chairman McDaniel said that he is not an elected official, and that he can only make 
recommendations to the City Council.  He encouraged everyone to be present at the October 7th 
City Council meeting because they could vote differently than the Planning Commission.  
 
Commissioner Adams assured the audience that City Council takes everything into account that 
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was said at Planning Commission.  
 
Commissioner Dobbins said that she understands applicant’s valid concern, but her issue is with 
the untimeliness of the ordeal. Thus, she recommended reversion. 
 
Chairman McDaniel said that he does not see a way that he could reject reversion on this item, 
when he supported reversion on the previous item.  
 
Commissioner Dobbins said that it seems to her that the purpose of the ordinance is to review the 
plan every few years if no development has been done on the property.  
 
Chairman McDaniel expressed frustration with past events like this, where the developer applies 
and gets rezoning, but simply because they want to sell the property.  
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Adams to recommend approval of reversion to A-1 – 
Agricultural zoning. Commissioner Brown seconded the motion. 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Mr. Adams   Yay 
Mr. O’Daniel   Yay 
Mr. Brown   Yay 
Mr. Spiegel   Yay 
Ms. Dobbins   Yay 
Mr. Bratton   Yay 
Mr. McDaniel  Yay 
 
Motion passed unanimously. Chairman McDaniel announced the item will be heard at the 
October 7th City Council Meeting. 
 
 

 



ORDINANCE NO.  1330

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA AMENDING THE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA, AS AMENDED, TO CHANGE 
CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED IN CANADIAN COUNTY, OKLAHOMA, FROM A 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT WITH R-1, SINGLE FAMILY ZONING DISTRICT TO 
A-1, GENERAL AGRICULTURAL AND OIL & GAS DISTRICT; DECLARING REPEALER, 
AND PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY. BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA:

Section 1.  That the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Mustang, Oklahoma, as amended, is hereby 
amended to change the Official Zoning Map, to include therein the following described property 
in the City of Mustang, Canadian County, State of Oklahoma from a Planned Unit Development 
with R-1, Single Family Zoning District to A-1, General Agricultural and Oil & Gas District 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF COMPLETE PROPERTY FOR REZONING: 

A tract of land situated within a portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of Section 
Twenty-Six (26), Township Eleven North (T11N), Range Five West (R5W), of the Indian 
Meridian (I.M.), City of Mustang, Canadian County, Oklahoma, said tract being more 
particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNING at the Northeast corner of said SE/4; thence 

S 00° 24' 33" E a distance of 1315.71 feet; thence 
S 89° 57' 15" W a distance of 2647.23 feet; thence 
N 00° 17' 45" W a distance of 1317.92 feet; thence 
S 89° 59' 52" E a distance of 2644.64 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said tract contains 3,484,143 Sq Ft or 79.98 Acres, more or less. 

Section 2.    REPEALER 

All former ordinances or parts of Ordinances conflicting or inconsistent with the provisions of 
this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 

Section 3. SEVERABILITY 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is for any reason 
held invalid or unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, said portion shall be 
deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision and such holding shall not affect the 
validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 



 PASSED AND APPROVED this _____ day of _____________, 2025. 
 
 

_______________________________ 
        Mayor        
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
City Clerk 
 
 APPROVED as to form this _____ day of _____________, 2025. 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       City Attorney 



Agenda Item No: I.1
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Jon Miller
Submitting Department: Law
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION
 

 
Subject Title:
Consideration of City of Mustang v. Purdue Pharma L.P., et al, Case No. 1:19-op-45496-DAP,
pending in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio, and related
litigation, including potential approval of Resolution No. 26-010 approving (a) voting to accept
and participate in the settlement agreements with Alvogen, Inc., Amneal Pharmaceuticals,
Inc., Apotex, Inc., Hikma Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Indivior Inc., Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc.,
Sun Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc., and Zydus Pharmaceuticals, pharmaceutical supply chain
participants of opioid prescription drugs, and authorizing the Vice Mayor of the City of
Mustang, or the City Manager, to execute the Subdivision Participation Form for the City of
Mustang’s participation in the settlements with Alvogen, Inc., Amneal Pharmaceuticals, Inc.,
Apotex, Inc., Hikma Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., Indivior Inc., Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc., Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc., and Zydus Pharmaceuticals, and (b) the Small Manufacturer
State-Subdivision Agreement with the State through the Attorney General; and, proposed
Executive Session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(4) based on the advice of the
City’s attorney that public disclosure of these discussions will seriously impair the ability of the
City to process the litigation.  
 
Recommendation:
Motion to adjourn to Executive Session for discussion.
 
Initiator:
Jon MIller, City Attorney
 
Background:
On March 22, 2019, the City of Mustang filed a lawsuit against Purdue Pharma, LP. and a number of
other Pharmaceutical Defendants who have packaged, distributed, supplied, sold, placed into the stream
of commerce, labeled, described, marketed, advertised, promoted, and purported to warn or purported to
inform prescribers and users regarding the benefits and risks associated with the use of prescription



opioid drugs. In that lawsuit, the City of Mustang sought to recover damages resulting from the opioid
epidemic that is ravaging communities across the United States, but particularly in Oklahoma, including
the City of Mustang, as a result of the corporate greed and action of the Pharmaceutical Defendants. The
settlements currently proposed would effect settlements with certain opioid supply chain participants.
 
Financial Impact:
To Be Determined
 
Staff Comments:
Staff recommends adjourning to executive session to discuss these claims.
 
Attachments:



Agenda Item No: I.2
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: David Russell
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION
 

 
Subject Title:
Consideration of Acceptance of Easement for Parcel 3.1 for the Mustang Multimodal Phase 1
Project and, proposed executive session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(3)."
 
Recommendation:
Approval.
 
Initiator:
David Russell
 
Background:
The attached easement packet is for acquisition of Parcel 3.1 for the construction of sidewalks as part of
the Multimodal Phase 1 Project. The landowner has agreed to terms included in the packet and has
executed the documentation required for acquisition.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
Staff recommends acceptance of the easement
 
Attachments:



Agenda Item No: I.3
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: David Russell
Submitting Department: Managerial Department
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION
 

 
Subject Title:
Consideration of Acceptance of Easement for Parcel 4.1 for the Mustang Multimodal Phase 1
Project and, proposed executive session as authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. §307(B)(3).
 
Recommendation:
Approval
 
Initiator:
David Russell
 
Background:
Easement 4.1 for the Multimodal Continuity Project.
 
Financial Impact:
 
Staff Comments:
 
Attachments:



Agenda Item No: I.4
 

Mustang City Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: October 7, 2025
Submitted by: Jon Miller
Submitting Department: Law
Item Type: Approval
Agenda Section: MATTERS FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION
 

 
Subject Title:
*Consideration of Claim involving Young Contracting, LLC and NGM Insurance Company,
including potential approval of Settlement Agreement; and, proposed Executive Session as
authorized by 25 Okla. Stat. Sec. 307(B)(4). 
 
Recommendation:
Adjourn to executive session to discuss.  
 
Initiator:
Jon Miller, City Attorney
 
Background:
Background will be discussed in executive session.
 
Financial Impact:
TBD
 
Staff Comments:
Because this matter is a pending investigation, the City Attorney advises that disclosure in public of
these matters will seriously impair the ability of the City and MIA to finalize the investigation and protect
the City's interests and therefore recommends that discussions occur in executive session.
 
Attachments:


	Mustang City Council Agenda
	Item F.1 - Cover Page
	Item F.1 - 9-2-2025  City Council Mintues.pdf
	Item F.2 - Cover Page
	Item F.2 - 9-23-2025 Special Council Minutes.pdf
	Item F.3 - Cover Page
	Item F.3 - GF Claims List - FY25.pdf
	Item F.4 - Cover Page
	Item F.4 - GF Claims List - FY26.pdf
	Item F.5 - Cover Page
	Item F.5 - September 2025 Collections Agency City Council Copy.pdf
	Item F.6 - Cover Page
	Item H.1 - Cover Page
	Item H.1 - Household Hazardous Waste Project.pdf
	Item H.2 - Cover Page
	Item H.2 - Agreement Cleveland County 256.pdf
	Item H.2 - Res 26-008 Approving Sale of Police Vehicle - Cleveland County Oct 2025.pdf
	Item H.3 - Cover Page
	Item H.3 - Res 26-009 EV Charging Rate Resolution (rev. 093025).pdf
	Item H.4 - Cover Page
	Item H.4 - ArchitectScoreSheet.pdf
	Item H.4 - Interview Scores.pdf
	Item H.4 - MarketplaceRFQ_Acceptance.pdf
	Item H.5 - Cover Page
	Item H.5 - CO #1 Executed – I&C Subcontractor Change.pdf
	Item H.6 - Cover Page
	Item H.6 - (1) Location Map.pdf
	Item H.6 - (2) 251106 Red Barn Acres Final Plat-24x36.pdf
	Item H.6 - (3) 250819 Recommendation of Approval Final Plat - Red Barn Acres.pdf
	Item H.6 - (4) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - Red Barn Acres.pdf
	Item H.7 - Cover Page
	Item H.7 - (1) PUD Reversion Map - The Vineyard.pdf
	Item H.7 - (2) 2025-8-26 Objection to Reversion of The Vineyard PUD.pdf
	Item H.7 - (3) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - The Vineyard PUD Reversion.pdf
	Item H.7 - Ord 1329 Vineyard PUD Zoning Reversion-PUDwR-1 R-2 C-3 to A-1.pdf
	Item H.8 - Cover Page
	Item H.8 - (1) PUD Reversion Map - Arbor Creek.pdf
	Item H.8 - (2) 2025-8-26 Objection to Reversion of Arbor Creek PUD (002).pdf
	Item H.8 - (3) DRAFT PC Minutes 9-9-2025 - Arbor Creek PUD Reversion.pdf
	Item H.8 - Ord 1330 Arbor Creek PUD Zoning Reversion-PUD w R-1 to_A-1.pdf
	Item I.1 - Cover Page
	Item I.2 - Cover Page
	Item I.3 - Cover Page
	Item I.4 - Cover Page



