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Good morning Mr. Harkins, 

 

Thank you for visiting with us last week at City Hall to discuss ideas and solutions for Skyline 

East. From the beginning of this process our two main concerns have been chiefly related to 

traffic and safety, and while we appreciate the offer from the developer to remove the access 

point at Moore we do not feel as though that will adequately address the issues raised in our 

meeting as well as at the Planning Commission meetings. 

 

At the Feb. 7 meeting it was brought up by the City of Stillwater that a Jardot access point at 

Brooke Avenue would downgrade the overall safety of Jardot. While this is certainly worth 

taking into consideration, the City of Stillwater has added access points to artery streets like 

Jardot when needed and we believe that one for Skyline East at Brooke is warranted. Currently 

there is an access point being planned for the extension of Grandview to Lakeview, because that 

would ease the traffic burden of the Eastridge development while also making it more feasible 

for the developer to construct a new housing development west of Grandview. Despite the fact 

that no access point at Lakeview exists, one is being planned because it is needed. 

 

The same holds true for Skyline East: adding an access point at Brooke, and removing the one on 

the south end that leads to Sunrise, would allow school traffic to flow smoothly down Sunrise 

without interfering with vehicles entering and exiting Skyline East. Meanwhile, with access to 

Jardot any traffic going to and from Skyline East would not have to contend with parents, school 

buses, and pedestrians who all use Sunrise to get to and from the elementary school and junior 

high. It would also give the developer a way to get construction vehicles into Skyline East that 

would be significantly safer and more efficient than their current plan of entering at Krayler after 

winding through neighborhood streets. 

 

Jardot has ten access points, not including residential driveways, in the one-mile stretch of road 

between 6th and McElroy. One of these, Duke Avenue, was added in recent years for much of the 

same reasons that Grandview is being extended. The addition of a Duke Avenue access point has 

not led to a significant increase in the number of accidents or other safety hazards, and has a net 

positive benefit on residents who live south of Wedgewood who need to get to the main artery 

street. We believe the same holds true for an access point to Skyline East at Brooke.  

 

Currently Jardot has three access points, not including residential driveways, in the one-mile 

stretch of road between McElroy and Lakeview. Adding a fourth access point now would have a 

clear benefit for Skyline East residents, and future-proof the area to handle an increased traffic 

load over the coming decades. We would also like to note that Jardot is four lanes between 6th 

and McElroy, and while it is currently two lanes between McElroy and Lakeview it is slated to 

be renovated in the future as a way of planning for future traffic needs. An access point from 



Jardot to Skyline East would serve a similar purpose: address traffic needs both now and in the 

future. 

 

When Eastridge was initially developed there was only one access point: Benjamin. This lack of 

foresight on the part of the developer has led to a traffic situation that is almost untenable in 

subsequent years, and is one reason the Grandview extension is currently being planned. Adding 

two access points years ago would have been better for Eastridge residents, much in the same 

way that adding an access point to Skyline East at Brooke Avenue will be much better for 

Skyline East. However, failure to put in a Jardot access point at Brooke now is, unlike 

Grandview, not a situation that will be able to be fixed down the line. Once the neighborhood is 

developed and houses are in place, adding Jardot access to alleviate traffic problems and improve 

Skyline East access will simply not be possible. Thus, we feel that now is the right time to add an 

access point because failure to do so will create problems that will be nearly impossible to fix in 

coming decades. 

 

One issue with an access point at Brooke which was brought up at the Feb. 7 meeting was that it 

is simply not needed: traffic from Skyline East can go to Sunrise and exit onto Jardot. While we 

understand the need to limit access points to artery roads for safety and traffic flow, there are two 

main issues with this approach. 

 

 Sunrise is 20’1” wide and has no curbs. This street is about 20% narrower than other roads in 

the neighborhood, and has led to many issues over the years particularly with school buses. 

Grass on the north and south of Sunrise contains deep ruts and tire tracks from vehicles that 

have driven off the road because it is too narrow. The street is not equipped to handle the 

current volume of traffic at peak levels, and the situation would be made much worse with 

the addition traffic exiting Skyline East onto Sunrise. Skyline would need to be re-done 

either now or in the near future in order to accommodate the increase in traffic from Skyline 

East. It would be much more expensive, as well as much more difficult to accommodate 

school traffic, to re-do the street in a few years than it would be to build a new street for 

Skyline East at Jardot. 

 

 The traffic study commissioned for Skyline East indicated that the Jardot/Sunrise access 

point is not used enough to justify the cost of adding another access point to Jardot at Brooke. 

However, on the morning of February 10, Dave Goad counted 292 vehicles entering or 

exiting Sunrise at Jardot in the span of 2 hours, including 21 school buses. His measurements 

were taken between 7:20am to 9:20am, and a detailed report of the traffic he observed is 

attached. This is the same time during which residents of Skyline East would need to get out 

of their development to get to work, school, etc. Adding all that additional residential traffic 

to Sunrise would make an already overburdened situation much worse, and increase the risk 

of pedestrian schoolchildren getting hit by vehicles. An access point for Skyline East to 

Jardot at Brooke would make it much easier for residents to get out of their neighborhood 

without compounding the traffic situation that currently exists on Sunrise. 

 

At the Feb. 7 meeting we, the representatives from the neighborhood, were asked what could be 

done to solve the issues related to traffic and safety with Skyline East that have concerned us 

from the beginning. Our solution is this: remove the access points at Moore and Sunrise, and add 



an access point to Jardot at Brooke. The land required to build a road to Jardot is for sale and has 

been for sale for two years, and the developer could build this road using same rationale 

currently being employed for the Grandview extension. We believe there is a compelling case to 

be made for why an access point for Skyline East would benefit all parties involved: Skyline East 

residents, current residents, and parents and buses transporting children. 

 

In practical terms, adding an exit to Jardot from Skyline East would make access much easier for 

residents on the eastern half of the development. While many would use the Krayler exit to get to 

Lowe’s, Best Buy, AMC, and other places in the northeast part of town a Jardot exit would let 

people get to campus, Walmart, downtown, and also offer a quick way to get to the turnpike 

compared to an exit that leads to Sunrise especially during hours of peak traffic. Meanwhile, 

direct access to Skyline East from Jardot would allow emergency response vehicles and city 

services such as trash and recycling to access the development without going down Sunrise first. 

Furthermore, direct access to Jardot would make Skyline East a more desirable location for 

future residents. 

 

One other item to note: The developer has cited the fact that they do not own the property as one 

reason for not adding access to Jardot. While this is true, the developer has shown that they are 

willing to acquire property to build a road if it suits their needs, which is what happened with 

Grandview: The developer needed a road, so they acquired the land and are in the process of 

adding a road. The same could happen here, and the road would only need to extend 100 yards to 

go from Jardot to Skyline East—a much shorter, and less costly, distance than extending 

Grandview. 

 

We hope these comments are helpful, and we appreciate the City and the developer being willing 

to solicit neighborhood feedback on the development of Skyline East. 

 

Simon Ringsmuth 

Brian Price 

Dave Goad 

 

See attached document (Street Measurements.pdf) for reference. 



From: Emilee Onstott
To: Digitals
Subject: Skyline East Development
Date: Tuesday, February 11, 2020 5:47:58 PM

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the content is 
safe.

Hello Representatives,

I write you today with concerns of the new neighborhood going just behind my
house off of Sunrise. As you know, we are very concerned that there is not
entry/exit for this neighborhood onto jardot and all of the traffic will be directed
down the very small Sunrise Avenue or onto Skyline in the school zones. I
wonder how our first responders would feel about those options. If someone in the
new neighborhood called for an ambulance how long would it take them to
respond having to go through the congestion and school zones of pick up and drop
off? This entrance could make a difference between someone’s life and death.

I know I’m being a little dramatic but as a nurse and a mother, unfortunately,
these things cross my mind quite often.

I also understand there was a “traffic study” done that did not “study” the traffic
in said area at all. So disappointing. I would gladly volunteer my time to sit on our
corner and count traffic so the actual numbers could be studied instead of counts
that don’t even impact this area. 

Also, foot traffic was not taking into consideration? Nearby 2 schools? Again,
very disappointing.

Please strongly consider adding the entrance/exit from this new neighborhood
onto jardot to better the current neighborhood and the lives of those soon to move
in.

Thank you for your time and your service for our community.

Sincerely,

Emilee Onstott

405-612-6660

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:pokesfan2488@hotmail.com
mailto:Digitals@stillwater.org
tel:405-612-6660


From: Norman McNickle
To: Lanc Gross; Paula Dennison
Subject: FW: Proposed Skyline East Development
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:56:07 PM

FYI
 

From: Amy Dzialowski 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:33 PM
To: Norman McNickle <norman.mcnickle@stillwater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Proposed Skyline East Development
 
FYI

Amy Dzialowski
Stillwater City Councilor 
405.264.3624
CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: <sylduncpa@aol.com>
Date: February 1, 2020 at 3:30:48 PM CST
To: <mayor@stillwater.org>, <CouncilorDarlington@stillwater.org>,
<CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org>, <CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org>,
<CouncilorZannotti@stillwater.org>
Subject: Proposed Skyline East Development

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater 
organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.
 
Dear Mayor Joyce and Councilors Darlington, Dzialowski, Wedlake, and Zannotti, 
 
I live at 1211 North Skyline and have lived here over fifty years.  I have grave concerns
about the increase in traffic near the Junior High School, Skyline Elementary School, and in
front of my residence if the proposed high density Skyline East Development is approved. 
The three access points to and from the development will direct all the traffic into already
high traffic areas.  The very minimum requirement before approval should be for the
developer to arrange for at the very least two access points onto Jardot.  Further, the plan
calls for lots that are too small and are not in keeping with surrounding area.  
 
Sylvia Duncan
 
 

mailto:/O=COS/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NORMANM
mailto:lanc.gross@stillwater.org
mailto:paula.dennison@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:sylduncpa@aol.com
mailto:mayor@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDarlington@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorZannotti@stillwater.org


From: Norman McNickle
To: Lanc Gross; Paula Dennison
Subject: FW: Proposed Skyline East Development
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:41:45 PM
Attachments: image001.jpg

FYI
 

From: Amy Dzialowski 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:35 PM
To: Norman McNickle <norman.mcnickle@stillwater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Proposed Skyline East Development
 
 

Amy Dzialowski
Stillwater City Councilor 
405.264.3624
CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Lacey Corbitt <LCorbitt@ShelterInsurance.com>
Date: January 31, 2020 at 12:31:24 PM CST
To: "CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org" <CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org>
Subject: Proposed Skyline East Development

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater 
organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.
 
Good Day!
 
I just wanted to reach out to you about the Proposed Skyline East Development.
I have listed a few concerns at below:
 

1)      From a development of 132 homes, there could potentially be 300
vehicle residing in Skyline East.

2)      The exits are currently directly to Skyline, Sunrise and Kryaler.

a.      These streets are already unsafe for walkers/kids from
school and extremely congested during peak times. 

b.      Think about the conditions with another 300 vehicles
added to the mix.

mailto:/O=COS/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NORMANM
mailto:lanc.gross@stillwater.org
mailto:paula.dennison@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:LCorbitt@shelterinsurance.com
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org



3)      Sunrise is so narrow that two school buses can’t pass by each
other.

4)      There are no exits to Jardot.

5)      All the traffic will flow west into an already congested school
zone and south into a sparsely populated neighborhood.

6)      Skyline East, as platted, is not a benefit to this area. 

7)      The developer plans on removing all the trees on the south end of
the plat, thus eliminating any natural buffer from this highly dense
development.

 
Skyline East will have a negative impact to our neighborhood and the school zone. 
And does not take into consideration that Skyline Elm and the Jr high are located in a
neighborhood, unlike all other Stillwater schools that have access to a main road.
 
In conclusion, we love our neighborhood just the way it is.
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this.
Lacey Corbitt
 

 

 



From: Norman McNickle
To: Lanc Gross; Paula Dennison
Subject: FW: Skyline East
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:55:26 PM
Attachments: Scan Jan 31, 2020 at 12.00 PM.pdf

ATT00001.htm

FYI
 
 

From: Amy Dzialowski 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:34 PM
To: Norman McNickle <norman.mcnickle@stillwater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Skyline East
 
 

Amy Dzialowski
Stillwater City Councilor 
405.264.3624
CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Dave Meyer <d.l.meyer@icloud.com>
Date: January 31, 2020 at 12:21:01 PM CST
To: Digitals <Digitals@stillwater.org>, William Joyce -Mayor
<mayor@stillwater.org>, Pat Darlington <CouncilorDarlington@stillwater.org>,
Amy Dzialowski <CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org>, John Wedlake
<CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org>, Alane Zannotti
<councilorzannotti@stillwater.org>
Subject: Skyline East

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater 
organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.
 

Dear Planning Commissioners, Mayor, and City Councilors,

I would like to offer my observations and concerns about
Skyline East and about a meeting that was attended by Mr.
Gose, his assistant, and residents of Northeast Stillwater on
January 19 at my residence.

Several of us from this area went door to door along Skyline,
Sunrise, and Payne gathering approximately 110 signatures

mailto:/O=COS/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NORMANM
mailto:lanc.gross@stillwater.org
mailto:paula.dennison@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:d.l.meyer@icloud.com
mailto:Digitals@stillwater.org
mailto:mayor@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDarlington@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
mailto:CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org
mailto:councilorzannotti@stillwater.org











petitioning against the safety concerns, maximum density of
the plat, and no exits to Jardot.

We are extremely concerned about the increased congestion
of vehicles coming from a development of 132 units being
dumped directly into an already congested School Zone – all
the traffic has to go west to Skyline or south to Sunrise.

This is totally unsafe for the students who walk and also for
parents dropping their kids off for school. It is crazy busy along
Skyline and Sunrise – often to a point where traffic can only go
one direction and residents living along those streets can’t get
out of their driveways. And the developer wants to add
vehicles from 132 units to the mix.

Mr. Gose says the national average of owner occupied to
rentals is 60/40. I would contend that the percentage of rentals
is greater in a university community. With families having 2
cars each and rentals 2, 3, or 4 each – we could easily see
350 additional vehicles dumped into Skyline and Sunrise
streets. Think about that. I don’t think it takes a traffic study to
realize the impact this will have on the school zone and
neighborhood, and student safety. I feel it is just plain
irresponsible for the developer not to have at least one,
preferably two, exits to Jardot.

The greater density of Skyline East is in stark contrast to the
surrounding area. It is next to a spacious school area and park
and also a residential area where quite a few homes are on
one-acre lots. At its current density, and with no exits to
Jardot, Skyline East just doesn’t fit – no more than Aspen
Heights at McElroy and Jardot did.

Aspen Heights, just a block away from my neighborhood, was
denied about nine years ago because it wasn’t a good fit in the
area. I know it was geared toward college students – but
density and traffic congestion to this area were issues that
caused it to not be approved at McElroy and Jardot. It wasn’t
an appropriate use of that land for this area.



Skyline East, with the same issues of density and traffic
congestion as Aspen Heights, is platted to the north of my
neighborhood – again just one block away. The greater
density of Skyline East and the hundreds of vehicles that will
come with it is not “in keeping with the compatibility” and
characteristics of our neighborhood. This development, as
platted, is not a BENEFIT to our area. Does it make sense to
allow Skyline East, as platted, in our neighborhood if Aspen
Heights wasn’t? One hundred and ten petitioners think not.

I am really appreciative of Mr. Gose attending our
neighborhood meeting on Sunday, January 19. We discussed
several issues in regard to Skyline East – density of the
development, traffic and safety concerns, no exits to Jardot,
drainage issues, and water pressure issues.

 

Following is what was conveyed to Mr. Gose:

You know we are extremely concerned about all of these
issues and hope the developer would be willing to work with
us. We think it’s reasonable to ask the developer to consider
the current location and how it could be more desirable for our
area. For a more subtle transition from the school zone and
larger lot housing, we would like to see three units per acre
instead of eight units per acre which is very stark in contrast.
(Eight units per acre is figured on actual lot size – not gross
acreage.)

We also feel it is absolutely necessary to have two exits to
Jardot for the benefit of those who will live in Skyline East and
especially for the safety of the school zone area. This will
allow for Moore Street and Payne exiting to Sunrise Street to
be closed and made into pedestrian walkways for the
students.

We voiced these proposals to Mr. Gose and his response was
that it all comes down to “economics.”  In other words, the
developer has put the maximum number of units in the



development in order to gain the maximum profit possible. His
gain at our expense. How is it possible for a single developer
to impose such a high density development on our entire
neighborhood and school zone? It is a well-established and
spacious neighborhood. I think Mr. Gose was sympathetic to
our concerns and would like to help us out if he
could. However the developer has maximized the area for his
benefit, and Mr. Gose was hired to do his bidding.

If the developer truly has sincere concerns for the safety of
children and preserving the quality of life we have in our
neighborhood, why not reduce the density and provide two
exits to Jardot, and make Moore and Payne pedestrian
walkways? Surely the developer’s “economics” is not worth
more than a “safe and secure community” and a development
which is “attractive, orderly, efficient, and meets the needs of
all residents.” *

Attached is an image using the same footprint as the Skyline
East development overlaid on different blocks in our
neighborhood. In great contrast, you can see Skyline East with
its 132 units. When you look at this image ask yourself, will
this development benefit the neighborhood? Does it look like it
truly fits and is compatible with the existing neighborhood and
school zone? I just can’t say that it does at this point, and
neither do the 110 petitioners. I’m not totally against this
development, but would like to see the density greatly reduced
and two exits to Jardot.

 

I’m sincerely asking for a no vote from each of you. Please
request that the developer revise the plat to lower housing
density, include two exits to Jardot, and close the Moore and
Payne access points to be pedestrian walkways for the safety
of the children.

* Thank you for your public service and for your dedication to
the City of Stillwater’s Statement of Mission, Vision and
Commitment.



Dave Meyer                                            January 29, 2020

1102 N. Payne St.

d.l.meyer@icloud.com

 
 
 
 
 

mailto:d.l.meyer@icloud.com


From: Norman McNickle
To: Lanc Gross; Paula Dennison
Subject: FW: Skyline East
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:52:56 PM

FYI
 

From: Amy Dzialowski 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:35 PM
To: Norman McNickle <norman.mcnickle@stillwater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Skyline East
 
 

Amy Dzialowski
Stillwater City Councilor 
405.264.3624
CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Leslie Meyer <d.l.meyer2@icloud.com>
Date: January 31, 2020 at 12:49:51 PM CST
To: <digitals@stillwater.org>, <mayor@stillwater.org>,
<CouncilorDarlington@stillwater.org>, <CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org>,
<CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org>, <CouncilorZannotti@stillwater.org>
Subject: Skyline East

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater 
organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the 
content is safe.
 

To Planning Commissioners, Mayor, and City Councilors:
 
My name is Leslie Meyer. My husband and I live at 1102 N.
Payne on the corner of Payne Street and Linda Avenue.
I first moved into my home in 1971 when I was a freshman in
high school. At that time, McElroy and Perkins Road were two-
lane blacktop; there was no Hall of Fame Avenue; much of the
property in this area was undeveloped; and my street was a
gravel road. We have seen many changes in the years since!
After attending OSU, I was away from Stillwater for most of the
following 30 years. In 2011, my husband retired from teaching,
we purchased our home from my family, and moved to
Stillwater.

mailto:/O=COS/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NORMANM
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mailto:paula.dennison@stillwater.org
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mailto:d.l.meyer2@icloud.com
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mailto:mayor@stillwater.org
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mailto:CouncilorWedlake@stillwater.org
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There are many things I love about our neighborhood.
Spacious lots and quiet streets are wonderful, but one of the
most special things is the families that are still living in the
neighborhood who were here when I moved to Stillwater in
1971. Some of them have been in their homes more than 50
years. These northeast neighborhoods are very well
established and many families have lived here for
decades. We love our neighborhood and want to see the
integrity of it preserved for future generations, just like it has
been for us.
I have a great deal of appreciation for your service to the
citizens of Stillwater. I also respect your commitment
because I realize that the task you are called to do comes with
a great deal of responsibility.
My primary concern is that you are able to see and
understand the effects of the proposed development from the
viewpoint or perspective of the neighbors that live in the
surrounding area.
I believe that there is a big difference in perspective as you
move from looking at the zoning map for the city, to a street
map of the area, to an aerial satellite view showing the
rooftops of the homes, to actually living in the area--walking
and driving the streets of the neighborhoods. The last
perspective is the one that area residents are trusting you
to consider as you evaluate this proposal and make
decisions.
We are not against the development of this property. We are
asking that whatever takes place is done in a reasonable and
responsible manner that considers the needs of all parties
concerned. When I say “all parties,” I am including the land
owner and developer; the school district; the bus drivers; the
parents transporting students to Skyline and the Jr. High;
students from the area walking to school; emergency services
such as fire and ambulance; the residents of the existing
surrounding neighborhoods; the heavy equipment operators
needing access to the building site; as well as the future
residents of this proposed development.
Skyline East is planned for the maximum density allowed by



law under Residential Small Lot zoning. What we are
considering here approaches eight dwelling units per acre of
buildable land. There is, in effect, no transition between
some of the largest residential lots in Stillwater (along
Skyline, Payne Street, Linda Avenue, and Jardot) and the
minimum lot size allowed for any single-family development in
the city of Stillwater. All that separates these two extremes is
one narrow street (Sunrise) and one row of houses. Even the
tree canopy, which exists as a buffer to the proposed area of
development, will be gone in order to accommodate the
maximum number of building lots.
It is likely that a large percentage of what is intended to be
“owner-occupied affordable housing” will instead be
purchased as rental properties. We would like to see homes
in Skyline East that appeal to long-term ownership in
keeping with most of the neighborhoods in this area of town.
It seems that the proposal is designed for maximum profit to
the landowner and developer. I have no problem with them
making money, but is it fair to impose the consequences of
three or four people maximizing their profit on the existing
residents and schools in the area? Could they profit equally
by building larger, nicer homes on larger lots that would be
attractive to long-term residents? Is there a “happy medium”
that would be profitable for the developer AND beneficial to
the surrounding area?
The traffic impact to the school zones and surrounding
neighborhoods is also of great concern. As planned, Skyline
East has no exits directly to Jardot and all traffic in and out of
the development goes directly into a school zone. This is
problematic on many levels; most importantly, the safety of the
children.
Most young working families have two cars. If houses are
rented to college students, the number of cars per house could
be 3. With 132 homes in Skyline East, it is not out of the
question that 250 to 300 additional cars will be added to the
traffic flow in this already congested area.
At the very least, it would seem prudent to require a direct
exit to Jardot, rather than placing all of the traffic burden on



the surrounding neighborhoods and schools. This would be
much safer and more convenient for the future residents of
Skyline East as well.
If this option were to be pursued prior to development, the
heavy equipment necessary to build the streets and construct
the homes could enter the property from Jardot rather than
from the school zones and eliminate the destruction and
future repair needed on existing streets.
The City of Stillwater’s Statement of Mission, Vision and
Commitment found on the City’s website states the
following:
“The City of Stillwater, a municipal government, is dedicated to
providing public services that result in: A safe and secure
community; enriched life experiences; development which
is attractive, orderly, efficient, and meets the needs of all
residents; and a positive climate for economic opportunity.”
It is my sincere hope that these guiding principles will be at
the forefront of your minds as you make decisions concerning
this proposed development. Thank you so much for reading
and considering my thoughts.
Leslie Meyer
 



From: Norman McNickle
To: Lanc Gross; Paula Dennison
Subject: FW: Skyline East Development
Date: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:56:42 PM

FYI
 
 

From: Amy Dzialowski 
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 2:33 PM
To: Norman McNickle <norman.mcnickle@stillwater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Skyline East Development
 
FYI

Amy Dzialowski
Stillwater City Councilor 
405.264.3624
CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Eve Ringsmuth <eve.ringsmuth@fastmail.com>
Date: February 3, 2020 at 2:09:51 PM CST
To: <CouncilorDzialowski@stillwater.org>
Subject: Skyline East Development
Reply-To: <eve.ringsmuth@fastmail.com>

BEWARE: This email is from outside of the City of Stillwater organization.  
**DO NOT CLICK** on links or open attachments unless you know the content
is safe.

Good afternoon Councilor Dzialowski,

I am a Stillwater resident, and I write to express concerns about the Skyline East
development as currently planned.  My primary concern is that the three proposed
exits from the neighborhood of 132 houses would all go into an area with both
Skyline Elementary and Stillwater Junior High instead of having direct access to
Jardot.  

The proposed exits onto Skyline and Sunrise streets are all within the school zone
area, which means they are high traffic areas with both pedestrians and motor
vehicles traveling to and from the schools.  The area is already strained before and
after school under current conditions and additional traffic risks the safety of
students and citizens.  Since students and parents from across the city travel to
Stillwater Junior High, this area receives traffic from around the city, much more
than what the surrounding neighborhood itself would produce.  Adding traffic
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from a new neighborhood that is significantly more dense than the current area
would exacerbate this situation and put pedestrians and vehicles who must go
through this area for the schools at risk.  

Given the lack of access to Jardot, I hope the City Council will reject the Skyline
East development as currently proposed.

Thank you for your time!
Eve Ringsmuth
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