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MOORPARK CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA REPORT

Honorable City Council
Steven Kueny, City Manager .
Deborah S. Traffenstedt, Administrative Services Director VST

January 31, 2008 (CC Meeting of 2/6/08)
Consider Reconsideration of City Council Action on Campus

Plaza Public Art Conceptual Design, Agenda Item 9.E. on January
16, 2008, Regular Meeting

Councilmember Millhouse has requested an agenda item to allow the City Council to
reconsider the prior vote for ltem 9.E., Campus Plaza Public Art Conceptual Design, on the
January 16, 2008, regular meeting agenda. The Council's action on January 16 for ltem
9.E. was to refer the public art conceptual design back to the Moorpark Arts Commission to
review different options. The motion carried by voice vote 4-1, Councilmember Mikos

dissenting.

DISCUSSION

The City Council's Rules of Procedure (Resolution No. 2006-2476) includes the following
language pertaining to reconsideration of a vote:

“7.12 Motion for Reconsideration:

Any Councilmember who voted with the majority may move a reconsideration
of any vote at the same meeting or request an agenda item on the next
regular meeting or request a special meeting called to be held prior to the
next regular meeting to consider reconsideration of any vote. The agenda
item shall appear on Presentation/Action/Discussion as a two-partitem, e.g.,

Consider Reconsideration of

Reconsideration of vote on
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After a motion for reconsideration has once been acted upon, no other
motion for a reconsideration thereof shall be made without unanimous
consent of the Council.”

Consistent with Section 7.12 of the Council's Rules of Procedure, to reconsider the
Council's prior vote on the Campus Park Public Art Conceptual Design, the first motion
must be made by a member of the Council who voted with the majority, and an affirmative
majority vote is required on the motion. Suggested motions for reconsideration are as
follows:

FIRST MOTION: Consider reconsideration of Campus Park Public Art
Conceptual Design, Item 9.E. on the January 16, 2008, regular City Council
meeting.

SECOND MOTION: Consider reconsideration of vote on January 16, 2008,
for Item 9.E.

If affirmative majority votes are obtained on the above two motions, then the Council may
take a subsequent action as deemed appropriate. The developer, M & M Development
has submitted a revised conceptual design for Council consideration (see Attachment 2).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

1) Consider reconsideration of Campus Park Public Art Conceptual Design, [tem 9.E.
on the January 16, 2008, regular City Council meeting;

2) Consider reconsideration of vote on January 16, 2008, for ltem 9.E; and

3) Consider revised Campus Park Public Art Conceptual Design for Campus Plaza
(CPD 2000-04).

Attachments:

1. Agenda Report for ltem 9.E. on 1/16/08 Regular Meeting
2. Revised Campus Park Public Art Conceptual Design
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ATTACHMENT 1
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MOORPARK CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA REPORT
TO: The Honorable City Council '
FROM: | Mary K. Lindley, Parks, Recreation & Community Services Directo@_zll
DATE: January 7, 2008 (Meeting of January 16, 2008)

SUBJECT: Consider the Campus Plaza Public Art Conceptual Design

DISCUSSION

As a condition of approval for Commercial Planned Development Permit, CPD 2000-04,
Campus Plaza, the developer is required to prepare and install a public art project on-
site, or with City approval, pay a fee in lieu. The approved art project must be
completed, or fee paid, prior to the issuance of the first building occupancy. Under the
City's policy, the Arts Commission is responsible for reviewing the proposed conceptual
designs for public art work. The Commission’s recommendation is forwarded to the City
Council which has final approval.

The project falls under the City’s previous public art program which required a public art
project valued at $0.10 a square foot of building area. The Campus Plaza building area
is 61,561 square feet, which equals $6,156.10. The City's current Art in Public Places
program, adopted in 2005, requires that the value of the public art obligation be one
percent (1%) of the total building valuation for the development, excluding land value
and off-site improvement costs. Had this project been approved under the current
program, the developer's obligation would be valued at $57,948.67.

The developer proposes to install art work. The piece is a “story stone” and could be
viewed as a modern interpretation of old hieroglyphics or etchings, with basalt columns
at the back. The work is shown surrounded by groundcover and up-lighting (Attachment
A).

On November 20, 2007, the Arts Commission met to review and discuss the
developer’s public art conceptual design. The Commission liked the concept and the
proposed materials, but wanted to explore etchings to be included on the stone piece.
On November 27, an Ad Hoc Committee of the Commission (Commissioners Peterilo
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and Rohal) met with the developer and staff to discuss the selection of etchings with the
goal of identifying themes that represent Moorpark. The etchings on the conceptual
design being presented for City Council consideration represent the Art Commission’s
and staff's recommendation.

In accordance with the City Art in Public Places Program and the Moorpark Municipal
Code Section 17.50.080 (Covenant for Maintenance), the applicant will be required to
sign the City’'s maintenance covenant to provide for ongoing maintenance of the
artwork. Additionally, Section 17.50.130 (Maintenance and ownership of Artwork) states
the obligation to provide all maintenance necessary to preserve the artwork in good
condition shall remain with the owner of the site. The Section goes on to state that
‘maintenance of the artwork includes: preservation of the artwork in good working
condition to the satisfaction of the City; protection of the artwork against physical
defacement, mutilation or alteration; and securing and maintaining fire and extended
coverage insurance and vandalism coverage in an amount to be determined by the City.
Prior to the placement of the artwork, the applicant and owner of the site shall execute
and record a covenant in a form approved by the City. If the owner fails to maintain the
artwork, the City may declare it to be a public nuisance. Additionally, upon reasonable
notice, the City may perform all necessary repairs and maintenance and the cost shall
become a lien against the real property.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Approve the proposed conceptual design for the Campus Plaza Public Art work.

Attachment: A — Conceptual Design

S:\Community Services\ADMINISTRATIVE\CC Reports\2008\1-16-08 (Campus Plaza Public Art Obligation).doc

100093



i oo,

v WS

)30 1AL 138

Wy ey

ONILNVYId ANV
NOILONHISNOD

WL e

¥ MVIHOON
RH LV 1% TV I SIS
it

.
bV OTINYNY )
v .Ze AN
1IN TYHOR %
ok o - o ovn |

PR

v Fe——
ININGOTIAIAN B W - PR
i

v S |
' . ' {
T

O =z
Y130 ONI1OOH

S
AUy AKTEPUCT 1

! -ou| ‘dnoigy ubisaq
T UBWMBN T

W

o v dose l i
TAAL 7 1 Vvt

0 ) ity T AR N Y
SIIAYS DMMIdvHO QILLINENS 30 WACHDAY BILIV VAOHAAY TNI3

HIANLOVANNVA INOLS ONY LOALIHOYY FVOSANYT HLIM 3 LYNITHO0D

sy OLHOLIYHINGD G3INWRIALIA 39 0L SINIATTI ANY SIBNDL TeNi

@1 wanst
0 3 SODEN 23 £ Lot FaiHD U DRRR

ANOLS AHOLS 30 LdIDNOD DHdvHD

@
IO GIMMI0 SyM MOHYINIEL N TSYR
0071 o1 B

A0 R 2

ot o

L3-Z6ZZ# OF DANT/ 3WNLYIH LUV V2V d SNdAYD / INFRDOIFAIA W T A

0000<




4
£
!
H
:
]
a

000095



ATTACHMENT 2

prewe

VIR i awa

ez ompr

ONILNYId ONV

NOLLONHLSNOD

¥ 0 INO0R
IHOLY 3 L0V W21 5PN

o

INIWNAOTIAION T W
wang

ouj ‘dnorny ubisa@
UBLIMAN 7 58

10-262Z4 SOF OONT/ 3YNLVYIH LYY VZVd SNdWVYD / INSWAOTI3A3IA W B W

R
ot i ey T b

oM Ao

1B I A i SRS, St S  mRe,

0T T LS00 N

=8

AN

1 Iwos

WO v a1 S

o T Vo

1130 1T9M 1Y IS

"v130 ONILOOA

000095 A



N O TTATIE won T O

B LT
/ PROJECT 503.02@ 1

LV

“““““ 2 . it HUEESERSARNINE o
T T e T T T T | 4 4 A MuseassRansatnl
P |
1 = 1 g q
1 X 1 - @‘1 b1
i ARSI _
sPei Hp . KOS ¢ o

e e e e e ]

@il

? )7,,,

CAMPUS PARK DRIVE

SCALE 1/87=10"

BASE INFORMATION WAS DERIVED FROM
ARCHITECIURAL PLANS CREATED PY GFBA
ARCHITEGTS AMO RECEIVED BY IS OFFICE
ON AUGUST 73, 2007

M & M DEVELOPMENT / CAMPUS PLAZA ART FEATURE / LNDG JOB #2292-01

|15
Hl L. Newman
Design Group, Inc.

W Landecape Atchiectun:
® Planmng

& Homouture

» Broiogoal Restoraton

31300 Vea Cotrias m Sute 104 i

» Phonu (819) 091 50% m Fax (818) 991 3470 |
® & mad todg @ gt

Chant

M & M DEVELOPMENT

Addrasn
260 MOBILF AVENUE
SUITE #2134
CAMARK LD CA 93010

Project

CAMPUS PL.AZE ART FEATURE
MOORPARK CA

CONSTRUCTION
AND PLANTING
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