
AGENDA 
City of University Heights, Iowa 
 City Council Meeting 
Tuesday, January 10, 2012 
Horn School Media Center  
7:00 – 9:00 P.M. 
Meeting called by Mayor Louise From 

Time  Topic Owner 

7:00 
 
 
7:01   
 
 
7:30 
 
 
 

Call to Order Meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Public Input 

Roll Call 
Approval of Minutes Dec. 13th, 
and Dec. 20, 2011 
 
2011 Audit Report 
 
Consideration of appeal by owners of 1236 Melrose 
Avenue concerning citation for over-occupancy 
issued by University Heights Housing Inspector. 
 
Public Comments 

Louise From 
 
 
 
Doug Kronlage, CPA 
Steve Kuhl 
 
Norm Cate, Housing Inspector 
 

 Administration   

 -Mayor 
 

Mayor Report Louise From 
 
 
 

 -City Attorney  Legal Report Steve Ballard 
 

 -City Clerk City Clerk Report Chris Anderson 

  Committee Reports:    

 Finance  Committee Report 
Preliminary Discussion of 2012-13 Budget 
Treasurer’s Report/ Payment of Bills  

Jim Lane 
 
Lori Kimura 
 

 Community Protection 
 
 
 

Committee Report 
-Hiring of UHPD police officer  
Police Chief report 
 
Community Relations update 

R.Hopson/M.Haverkamp 
 
Ron Fort 
 
Rosanne Hopson 

 Streets and Sidewalks Committee Report 
Engineer Report 
-Consideration of Resolution 12-1 
  Adopting Sign Maintenance Plan 
 

Jan Leff 
Josiah Bilskemper 
 

 Building, Zoning & Sanitation Committee Report 
Zoning Report 

Brennan McGrath 
Pat Bauer 

 e-Government Committee Report  Mike Haverkamp 

8:55 Announcements  Anyone 

9:00 Adjournment  Louise From 

 
 
 
 
Next Regular Council Meeting:  Tuesday, Feb. 14, 2012 













































































January 2012 – Mayor’s Report 

 

Council Assignments: 

Mayor Pro Tem:   Rosanne Hopson 

Building, Zoning and Sanitation:  Brennan McGrath 

Community Protection:  Rosanne Hopson, Chair and Mike Haverkamp, 
member 

e-Government:  Mike Haverkamp 

Finance:  Jim Lane 

Streets and Sidewalks:  Jan Leff 

 

Citizen Appointments: 

Appointments were made with consideration that cities work toward 
gender balanced boards, commissions, committees and council by January 
1, 2012. 

Board of Adjustment:  Ann Dudler, 205 Koser Ave.   

*****Special thanks to Russ Boyer for his service on the Board.         

Zoning Commission:  Alice Haugen, 1483 Grand Ave.   

*****Special thanks to Catherine Lane for her service on the 
Commission. 

 

 

Mayor’s 2011 MVP’s 

John McLure for his many volunteer hours and talents for videotaping the 
city council meetings!!! 



 ***** Special thanks to John’s set-up crew for the entire year:  Mike 
Haverkamp & Pat Yeggy. 

The  Garden Club:  Scott & Carol Ann Christiansen and Pat Yeggy.  
Everyone within the city and  the  people who pass-by  appreciate the 
breathtaking BEAUTIFUL gardens!!! 



January ’12  – City Attorney's Report 
 

1. Resolution Approving Sign Maintenance Plan.  As described more 
particularly in Josiah Bilskemper’s City Engineer’s Report, the City is 
required to adopt a Sign Maintenance Plan.  Josiah has prepared such a plan, 
and I am attaching Resolution No. 12-1, which adopts the plan Josiah has 
submitted. 
 

2. Oath of Office.  The Mayor and each Council Member have previously 
signed a “Qualification of Officer” document, which will be kept by the City 
Clerk.  As a matter of public formality, the Mayor and each Council Member 
will take the oath during Tuesday’s meeting.  I am attaching a copy of the oath 
so that you may practice; of course, I will lead you through this.  The blank 
after “…office of” is filled in with “Council Member” or, for Louise From, 
“Mayor”. 
 

3. Appeal of Housing Violation Citation – 1236 Melrose Avenue. 
 

•  The City’s Zoning Ordinance restricts occupancy of dwellings in the 
R-1 Single-Family Residential Zone. (Ord. No. 79, sec. 6(A)(5); link 
to the ordinance here: http://www.university-
heights.org/ord/ord079amend.pdf. 
 

•  Specifically, the ordinance provides that a “family” may occupy a 
dwelling and that “[o]ne person not a member of the family … may 
occupy the premises as part of the individual housekeeping unit”.  
Ord. No. 79, sec. 6(A)(5); see also Ord. No. 79, sec. 3(12) (defining 
“family” as “one person or two or more persons related by blood, 
marriage, or adoption occupying a dwelling as an individual 
housekeeping unit”).  

 
•  So, the general rule since the Zoning Ordinance was adopted in 1982 

has been that a “family plus one” may occupy a dwelling unit in the 
City’s R-1 Zone.  

 
•  This occupancy restriction is referenced and adopted in the City’s 

Rental Housing Code, Ordinance No. 110; link to that ordinance 
here: http://www.university-heights.org/ord/ord110.pdf.  

 
•  The City’s Housing Inspector, Norm Cate, issued a citation to the 

owners of 1236 Melrose Avenue for over-occupancy.  This property 
is owned by Gabriela and Marian Muste (say “must-ee”).  The 
citation required the Mustes to bring their property into compliance 
by January 1, 2012.   A copy of the citation is attached. 

 
•  The Mustes responded to the citation by sending a letter to the City 

explaining their circumstances and requesting additional time to 
comply.  Their letter has been treated as an appeal of the citation to 
the City Council, which is provided for in Ord. No. 110, sec. 110.16 
(“Appeal to Council”).  A copy of the Mustes’ letter is attached.  
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•  The Mustes’ letter does not so much contest the allegation but rather 
explains the circumstances of the present occupancy and requests 
additional time within which to come into compliance with City 
ordinances.  In addition, as set forth in their letter, the Mustes’ 
property not only violates the City’s occupancy restrictions (“family 
plus one”) but also the requirement that all persons in the dwelling 
occupy “as an individual housekeeping unit”; that is, duplex-type 
uses are not permitted even if they do not violate the occupancy 
restriction. 
 

•  The Mustes have been given notice that hearing on their appeal will 
occur at 7:30 p.m. January 10, 2012, as part of the City Council’s 
next regular meeting.   The Mustes have been informed that they 
may attend the hearing and supplement the statements in their letter 
or present other evidence they believe significant to the City 
Council’s consideration.  I have met with the Mustes to discuss this 
mater, and I believe Gabriela. Muste plans to attend the meeting; 
Marian Muste is out of the country on professional business .  Norm 
Cate also will attend.  A copy of the hearing notice given to the 
Mustes is attached. 

 
•  The legal standard for the Council to apply, as set forth in Ordinance 

No. 110, sec. 110.16(2).  That section permits the Mustes  
 

to show cause why the [citation] should be modified or 
withdrawn or why the period of time permitted for 
compliance therewith should be extended. 
 

•  Thus, the question for the Council is whether the Mustes have 
“shown cause” for extending the time for compliance.  The Council 
has discretion to determine the answer to that question based upon 
the Council’s sound judgment. 
 

•  By way of procedure, I suggest that the Council call upon Norm Cate 
to explain the circumstances giving rise to the citation; then permit 
Ms. Muste to add anything she would like; then discuss the issue 
presented; and, finally, make a decision by Council vote.  The 
Council may, of course, ask Mr. Cate or Ms. Muste questions. 
 

•  There have been other times when property owners cited for 
occupancy violations have asked for additional time – typically 
through the end of a given lease term – to bring property into 
compliance.  In some instances the City has permitted additional 
time – sometimes through the end of the academic semester, other 
times through the end of the lease term.  In making these 
determinations, prior Councils have considered the properties 
compliance with other ordinances, including those dealing with 
disturbances, alcohol offenses, and the like. 

 
Leff/SEB/UH/UH Atty Reports/UHAttyRept January ’12  legal report 











City Clerk Report 
January 12, 2012 
 
 
 

• Two new building permits were received since the last meeting: 
 
  59 Olive Court – Electrical permit 
   
Fee for “roof permit”; when I called the company, which is based in 
Texas, they said that they had contracted with a local company to 
install a roof in University Heights but the “contractor” stole the 
money from the job. The company stated we should keep the money 
as the roof will be installed. ($80.80)   
 

• Three new rental permits were received since the last meeting: 
 
  106 Grandview Court 
  512 Grandview Court – change in ownership 
  30 Koser Avenue 
 
New items are highlighted in yellow on the rental spreadsheet. 
Updated to include permits received in December and January. 
 

• One item I would like the council to consider, if the budget is 
discussed, is the purchase of a fire proof safe for the office. I will get 
estimates for the next meeting. 
 
 

  

 
 
 
 



  
University Heights     
Building Permits     
January 1, 2011 - January 10, 2012    
     

Permit # Building Address Date Issued Fee Building Valuation Description of Remodeling 

      
      

BLD11-001 209 Ridgeview  4/17/11 $337.10 n/a Uncovered deck 
      

BLD11-002 228 Highland Drive 4/17/11 $565.90 n/a Replace foundation 
      

BLD11-002a 36 Olive Court 2/8/11 $50.00 n/a Receptacles and circuits added to feeder panel 
      

BLD11-003 21 Prospect Place 5/4/11 $1,123.50  $112,000.00 Addition/remodel 
      

BLD11-004 220 Highland Drive 6/14/11 $421.00  $25,000.00 Adding a bathroom and closet 
      

BLD11-005 426 Koer Avenue 6/8/11 $79.50   Uncovered wood deck 
      

 246 Koser Avenue 5/25/11 $50.00  $600.00 
Electrical permit - Changing service overhead  
and underground 

      

BLD11-006 120 Koser Avenue 6/3/11 $536.80  $35,000.00 
24'x26' detached garage, new driveway and  
sidewalk 

      

BLD11-007 316 Monroe Street 6/8/11 $111.70  $4,000.00 Window enlargement and replacement 
      

BLD11-008 216 Monroe Street 6/19/11 $267.45  $18,013.00 Bathroom remodel 
      

 1237 Melrose Avenue 7/21/11 $50.00   
Electrical permit - install new overhead 100  
amp service; wire AC unit and wire furnace 

      

BLD11-010 1456 Grand Avenue 8/4/11 $435.40  $21,742.00 3 season porch 
      

BLD11-011 60 Marietta Avenue 8/10/11 $2,311.95  $280,000.00 
New single-family residence, finished  
basement,two-car garage and 4 season room 

      

DEM-001 60 Marietta Avenue 8/11/11 $50.00   Demolition permit 
      



BLD11-012 21 Koser Avenue 10/17/11 $519.30  $30,000.00 10' x 14' addition 
      

BLD11-013 23 George Street 9/26/11 $526.53   Finish existing space under addition 
      

BLD11-014 28 Highland Drive 9/20/11 $51.50   Install egress window 
      

BLD11-015 220 Koser Avenue 10/6/11 $523.02  $27,640.00 Detached garage 20' x 20' 
      

BLD11-016 417 Monroe Street 11/2/11 $145.50  $12,750.00 Kitchen remodel 
      

 23 George Street 11/2/11 $50.00   Service panel change 
      

 Roof permit 11/4/11 $80.80   fee to for permit to install a roof 
      

 59 Olive Court 11/8/11 $50.00   Service change out 
      

  Total $8,336.95  $566,745.00   

 



Warrants for Council Approval
December 14, 2011 through January 10, 2012 01/09/2012
Dec 14, '11 - Jan 10, 12

Date Name Memo Amount

12/15/2011 Fort, Matthew A -1,811.33
12/15/2011 Fort, Ronald R -1,926.07
12/15/2011 Lord, Benjamin M -785.80
12/15/2011 Reinhard, Brad -1,341.27
12/15/2011 Strong, Donald K. -1,128.13
12/15/2011 Reinhard, Brad -2,716.45
12/18/2011 McLeod USA/PAETEC automatic phone service payment -139.39
12/23/2011 MidAmerican Energy 1301 Melrose stop light -31.94
12/23/2011 MidAmerican Energy 1011 Melrose stop light -31.86
12/23/2011 MidAmerican Energy City Hall electricity -64.08
12/27/2011 MidAmerican Energy street lights -613.75
12/29/2011 Wellmark BC/BS monthly insurance payment -1,263.55
12/30/2011 Fort, Matthew A -2,135.95
12/30/2011 Fort, Ronald R -1,499.19
12/30/2011 Lord, Benjamin M -817.37
12/30/2011 Tucker, Darryl -218.55
12/30/2011 Anderson, Christine M. -166.86
12/30/2011 Kimura, Lori D. -180.20
12/31/2011 From, Louise A. -463.97
12/31/2011 Haverkamp, Michael J -179.70
12/31/2011 Hopson, Rosanne C -188.70
12/31/2011 Laverman, Stanley M -188.70
12/31/2011 McGrath, Brennan -188.70
12/31/2011 Yeggy, Patricia A -188.70
12/31/2011 IOWA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM -2,685.84
12/31/2011 IOWA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM -91.46
12/31/2011 IOWA WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 107319-6 -64.55
12/31/2011 TREASURER STATE OF IOWA 42-1109342-001 -2,631.00
12/31/2011 Internal Revenue Service federal payroll taxes for 42-1109342 -5,335.60
01/01/2012 Verizon Wireless monthly wire service/cell phone for police car autopayment-121.63
01/01/2012 Paul J. Moore, Melrose Avenue Building City Hall Rent -867.00
01/10/2012 Kronlage & Olson PC balance owed for audit services -1,150.00
01/10/2012 Metropolitan Planning Organization FY2012 MPOJC Program assessment -1,064.00
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01/10/2012 Iowa League of Cities yearly member dues 2011-2012 -555.00
01/10/2012 ABC Solutions Monthly fee for city website/email service -24.95
01/10/2012 SEATS Seats Payment -703.66
01/10/2012 Terry Goerdt inspection services for December -630.00
01/10/2012 Norm Cate inspection services for December -350.00
01/10/2012 City of Iowa City Dec bus service, Nov fuel for police vehicles -3,878.80
01/10/2012 Iowa City Press-Citizen November-December publications -337.04
01/10/2012 Iowa Paper & Chemical paper towels for city office -28.70
01/10/2012 Johnson County Refuse, Inc. December recycling -1,738.50
01/10/2012 Mediacom online service 1/3/12-2/2/12 -77.68
01/10/2012 Racom Corporation Police computer access fee -79.60
01/10/2012 VISA water cooler -20.46
01/10/2012 Paul J. Moore, Melrose Avenue Building Garage rent -35.00
01/10/2012 Shive Hattery engineering services 10/29/11-12/30/11 -10,064.50

Dec 14, '11 - Jan 10, 12
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Project #111102-0 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:   University Heights, Mayor, Council, and Staff 
FROM:   Josiah Bilskemper, P.E. 
DATE:   January 9, 2012 
RE:   City Engineer’s Report 
 
 
 

(1) Melrose Avenue Wide Sidewalk 
 

a. Will try to confirm by meeting time if the remaining checks have been sent to the city. 
 

b. Pat Yeggy contacted Iowa DOT office about the status of reimbursement checks.  It 
was determined the check for reimbursement request #7 ($16,303.64) was never 
received by the city, and Pat filed appropriate paperwork on December 6

th
 to have a 

new check mailed out (Dec. Mtg.) 
 

c. We received a paperwork request from Iowa DOT December 6
th
, which was processed 

and returned by Pat Yeggy the following day.  They indicated this was the last form 
needed to approve the city’s final reimbursement (#8; $14,498.89) request (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
 

(2) Sunset Street Wide Sidewalk [STP-E-7855(607)—8V-52] 
 

a. The design consultant has initiated topographical survey and preliminary design work.  
They are submitting a preliminary plan set (general design features and sidewalk 
alignment) to the Iowa DOT on January 17.  A copy of the preliminary design plans will 
be forwarded to council and staff at that time for review and comment.  The next round 
of design submittal to Iowa DOT will be on February 28, 2012. 

 
b. On December 13

th
, the council approved the funding agreement between the City and 

the DOT (Resolution No. 11-22). 
 

c. On December 13
th
, the council approved Amendment No. 1 to the design consultant 

agreement (Resolution 11-23) to increase the scope of the design to include all the 
pedestrian ramps on the east side of Sunset Street. 

 
i. This additional scope arose from a last minute call from Iowa DOT expressing 

uncertainty as to whether FHWA would require the curb ramps along the east 
side of Sunset Street to be rebuilt as part of this project. 

 
ii. The resolution was passed with the understanding that Iowa DOT would make 

a final determination within a few days, and if required, the consultant 
amendment would have time to go through DOT approval process and still 
have time to complete preliminary design work for the January 17 submittal. 

 
iii. We received written confirmation from Iowa DOT and FHWA on December 14

th
 

that since there are already curb ramps at the intersections on the east side of 
Sunset Street, including them would be “outside the scope” of the project, and 
therefore they are not required to be rebuilt as part of this project. 
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iv. Since they were deemed to be “outside the scope” of the project, none of the 
funding awarded for the project could be applied to the design or construction 
of these ramps even if the city wanted to include them.  Further, if the city were 
to try and include the east side ramps in the project as a “non-participating” 
item (all costs paid 100% by the city), and this added construction work caused 
the bids to come in higher than desired, that work could not simply be removed 
from the project.  All bids would have to be rejected, and the project re-bid the 
following month. 

 
v. To date, the consultant has not completed any design work on the east side 

curb ramps, and considers Amendment No. 1 unnecessary unless directed 
otherwise. 

 
vi. We recommend that the curb ramps on the east side of Sunset Street not be 

included in this project per the original scope, and be considered as part of a 
future street repair project. 

 
d. On November 8

th
, we submitted the approved design consultant contract and 

associated paperwork to the DOT for their review and approval (Step 24 of the Federal-
Aid Consultant Checklist) (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
e. On November 22

nd
, the DOT forwarded a notice that federal authorization had been 

granted for preliminary engineering services, effective November 18, 2011 (Dec. Mtg.) 
 

f. On December 2
nd

, the DOT gave approval for the city to notify the design consultant 
that preliminary engineering work may begin on the project (Step 35) (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
g. On December 5

th
 we provided the design consultant with a “Notice to Proceed” with 

preliminary engineering services (Step 36).  The consultant is to have preliminary plans 
completed and submitted to the DOT for the Tuesday, January 17, 2012 turn-in date 
(pre-determined monthly date set by the DOT) (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
h. On the agenda is Resolution No. 11-22 which is the funding agreement between the 

City and the DOT, which authorizes the DOT to process the city’s reimbursement 
requests for the engineering and construction costs of the project.  This is the standard 
funding agreement the DOT uses for projects with local cities (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
i. The “Concept Statement” for the project was prepared by the city engineer and 

submitted to the DOT Office of Local Systems on October 18
th
 (Nov. Mtg.) 

 
j. The project received NEPA Clearance on October 25

th
 with a determination of 

categorical exclusion from the need for an individual environmental review by FHWA 
(Nov. Mtg.) 

 
k. DOT Funding Request was submitted (August 18

th
) and received approval (Oct. Mtg.) 

 
l. Pat Yeggy submitted the City’s request to begin contract negotiation with the consultant 

selected by the council per the interview process.  The Office of Local Systems has 
approved the request, and the consultant will draft an agreement for design and 
construction services for review by the City and the Iowa DOT (Oct. Mtg.) 
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(3) Melrose Avenue and Sunset Street Patching (ARRA Funds) 
 

a. No additional update to report. 
 

b. On December 2
nd

, the materials audit documentation was sent to the DOT District 6 
office for review and approval, along with additional paperwork requested during the 
November 15

th
 project audit.  We are awaiting comments from the submittal (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
 

(4) Tree Management Plan 
 

a. The “2011 Community Street & Park Tree Management Plan”, prepared by DNR district 
forester Mark Vitosh, has been condensed into several PDF files and will be sent to 
Mike Haverkamp to include on the city website under the “Streets and Sidewalks” page. 

 
b. You may notice some trees within the city right-of-way that were not included, and 

some trees in the Tower Court Park area that were included (City of Iowa City).  These 
should be noted for inclusion in future inventories and updates to this plan. 

 
 

(5) MUTCD Sign Maintenance Plan 
 

a. The Sign Maintenance Plan was e-mailed to the staff and council on January 6
th
, and is 

on the agenda as Resolution 12-1 for adoption.  This document is the result of current 
requirements found in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), which 
stipulates that an inventory and maintenance plan must be in place by January 2012.  
The plan will help jurisdictions manage the minimum levels of retroreflectivity that traffic 
signs require to be properly seen at night.  It also identifies and prioritizes existing signs 
that are in need of repair. 

 
b. The impact of the plan will be seen as estimates of sign repairs and/or replacements 

noted in the Plan for the year 2012 and 2013 are included with the streets budget for 
the next fiscal year.  

 
c. The draft maintenance plan was presented and discussed at the November meeting, 

and is currently awaiting any additional comments.  A final draft of the plan will be 
prepared and submitted to the council in advance of the January 10, 2012 council 
meeting.  This “living” document should be accepted by resolution at the January 2012 
meeting (Dec. Mtg.) 

 
 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions about these or any other items. 
JDB 
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SIGN MAINTENANCE 

Sign Installation:  Signs will be installed and maintained to meet federal standards set forth in the most recent 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). 

Maintain Signing, Overall Responsibility: University Heights sign maintenance practices are established to 
meet all requirements and provide appropriate signing for the traveling public. 

Sign Retro-Reflectivity: In accordance with the Second Edition of the 2003 MUTCD – Section 2A.09, the City 
of University Heights has adopted a traffic sign management plan that is a combination of the “Expected Sign 
Life” management plan and the “Blanket Replacement” management plan described in the MUTCD.  To 
address new signs that are constructed in conjunction with construction projects, a blanket replacement 
approach has been developed but will be supplemented by an expected sign life approach to avoid the 
unnecessary replacement of traffic signs that had been constructed during a particular zone’s sign life period.  

1. Blanket Replacement Sign Management 
 

a. University Heights has been divided into six zones for the purpose of maintaining traffic 
signage.  Refer to the attached Traffic Sign Maintenance Program map for details on the zone 
locations. 
 

b. New traffic signs that are installed in University Heights include Type IV High Intensity 
Prismatic sheeting, which results in a 12-year expected sign life.  Therefore, a maximum 12-
year replacement period was used to develop the planned replacement of signs in each zone. 

 
2. Expected Sign Life Management 

 
a. When new signs are installed, the installation date will be recorded in the GIS sign database 

so that the age of the sign is known. 
 

b. New traffic signs that are installed in University Heights include Type IV High Intensity 
Prismatic sheeting, which results in a 12-year expected sign life. 

 
c. During the scheduled replacement of traffic signs within a particular zone, if there are traffic 

signs that are newer than 6-years old, those signs will not be replaced. 

The GIS traffic sign database will be reviewed periodically to determine which, if any, signs need to replaced in 
the following calendar year so that funding can be identified to accommodate the replacements. 

Sign Maintenance Responsibility:  Maintain signs and street identification signs on all University Heights 
public streets, with the exception of specific signs installed by others (transit agencies, building identification 
signs, etc) 
 
Miscellaneous Sign Practices: 

1. The City Council and City Engineer oversee the traffic signage throughout University Heights.  Traffic 
sign data collection is completed by the Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County or by 
the City Engineer.  Traffic sign installation is completed by hired contractor forces. 
 

2. Traffic signs will be reviewed for removal or modification as necessary per the MUTCD guidelines. 



Traffic Sign Maintenance Program 
2012 ‐ 2013 Replace all "poor" condition signs University Heights
2014 ‐ 2015 Replace all "fair" condition signs

2012 ‐ 2015 Provide maintenance to all signs in need of height or other corrections

2029 + Scheduled Sign Replacement
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 2012 ‐ 2015
Sign Replacement Plan (Corrective Action Needed)

Field TYPE  CONDITION HEIGHT TOP HEIGHT BOTTOM POST POST CONDITION COMMENTS ZONE
1 No Outlet Fair 7.67 4.25 Telspar  Fair Vegetation blocking post post leans 6
2 Glencrest Dr Fair 9.08 8.58 Round Fair Vegetation blocking post 6
21 Speed Limit 25 Fair 8.67 6.67 Telspar Fair Post leans 3
33 Dead End Poor 8.25 4.08 Telspar Fair Bent Sign 6
45 Speed Limit 20 Fair 10.17 8.17 Telspar Fair Post easily moves 6
59 Stop Fair 8.50 6.00 Telspar Good Tree Branches in way of sign 6
69 Object Marker, OM3‐R Poor 6.00 3.00 Telspar Fair Bent Sign 6
76 Sunset St Poor 9.33 8.08 Round Good Shares post with 77_Bent Sign 2
77 Melrose Ave Poor 8.08 8.33 Round Good Shares post with 76_Bent Sign 2
78 Stop Good 8.58 5.08 Telspar Good Post leans 2
80 Birkdale Ct Fair 9.42 8.08 Telspar Good Shares post with 81_Bent Sign 2
121 Dead End Poor 5.00 2.33 Telspar Good In a Tree 3
155 Koser St Fair 9.33 8.08 Telspar Good Shares post with 156_Sign is Loose 3
156 Leamer Ct Fair 8.08 7.33 Telspar Good Shares post with 155_Sign is Loose 3
175 Koser St Fair 9.00 8.50 Round Good Shares post with 176_Leans 4
202 Speed Limit 20 Fair 8.08 6.08 Telspar Fair Shares post with 203_Tree Branch 5
214 Highland Drive Poor 8.08 8.33 Telspar Fair Shares post with 215_Sign Leans 1
215 Sunset St Good 8.33 7.08 Telspar Fair Shares post with 216_sign leans 5
249 Dead End Fair 7.50 4.08 Telspar Poor Post Leans_ shares post with 248, 250 4
278 Koser St Fair 9.75 9.25 Round Fair Sign leans_shares post with 279 1
350 Mehaska Dr Fair 8.42 7.08 Telspar Fair Wobbly_Shares post with 351, 352 1
351 Highland Drive Fair 7.08 7.42 Telspar Fair Wobbly_shares post with 350, 352 1
394 School Crossing Good 10.17 7.08 Telspar Good Tree Branch_shares post with 395 1
402 Weight Limit 11 tons GVWR Good 9.08 7.33 Telspar Good Leans 5
Total Number of Signs =24
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 2012 ‐ 2013
Sign Replacement Plan (Poor Condition)

Field TYPE CONDITION HEIGHT TOP HEIGHT BOTTOM POST POST CONDITION COMMENTS ZONE
13 Dead End Poor 9.25 6.50 Telspar Fair 6
27 One Way Poor 7.00 5.08 Telspar Good 3
33 Dead End Poor 8.25 4.08 Telspar Fair Bent Sign 6
43 Stop Poor 4.67 2.17 Telspar Poor 6
44 (Object Marker, OM3‐L) Poor 7.08 4.08 Telspar Fair 6
56 Speed Limit 20 Poor 8.75 6.75 Telspar Good 6
68 Road Closed Poor 5.08 2.08 Telspar Poor 6
69 (Object Marker, OM3‐R) Poor 9.00 3.00 Telspar Fair Bent Sign 6
75 Speed Limit 20 Poor 7.75 5.75 Telspar Good 2
76 Sunset St Poor 9.33 8.08 Round Good shares post with 77_Bent Sign 2
77 Melrose Ave Poor 8.08 8.33 Round Good shares post with 76_Bent Sign 2
84 Speed Limit 25 Poor 9.08 7.33 Telspar Poor 2
88 Speed Limit 25 Poor 9.00 6.50 Telspar Fair 2
92 Stop Poor 8.75 6.25 Telspar Poor 2
96 Speed Limit 25 Poor 8.33 5.08 Telspar Fair 2
118 No Left Turn Poor 9.50 7.00 Telspar Fair 3
121 Dead End Poor 5.00 2.33 Telspar Poor In a Tree 3
182 Speed Limit 20 Poor 8.50 6.50 Telspar Good 4
209 Speed Limit 25 Poor 8.67 6.17 Telspar Poor shares post with 210 3
211 Stop Poor 8.75 6.25 Telspar Fair 3
212 Speed Limit 25 Poor 7.75 5.25 Telspar Fair 5
214 Highland Drive Poor 8.08 8.33 Telspar Fair shares post with 215_Sign Leans 1
240 Weight Limit 11 tons Poor 10.08 7.58 Telspar Fair shares post with 241, 242 4
253 Diamond Reflector Poor 2.00 0.00 Chain Poor 4
255 Yellow on Black Poor 2.50 0.00 Chain Poor 4
302 Stop Poor 7.08 5.50 Telspar Fair shares post with 303 1
303 All way Poor 5.50 5.00 Telspar Fair shares post with 302 1
304 Stop Poor 9.75 7.25 Telspar Good 1
342 Monroe St Poor 7.08 7.33 Telspar Good shares post with 341 1
356 Stop Poor 9.08 6.58 Telspar Good shares post with 357 1
385 Stop Poor 10.00 7.50 Telspar Good shares post with 384 1
419 Speed Limit 20 Poor 8.25 6.25 Telspar Fair shares post with 418 5
421 Stop Poor 7.08 5.42 Telspar Fair shares post with 422 5
434 No Outlet Poor 10.50 8.00 Telspar Good 4
447 4 Way Poor 6.17 5.67 Telspar Good shares post with 446 4
455 Speed Limit 20 Poor 10.17 8.17 Telspar Fair shares post with 456 4
Total Number of Signs = 36
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 2014 ‐ 2015
Sign Replacement Plan (Fair Condition)

FIELD TYPE CONDITION HEIGHT TOP HEIGHT BOTTOM POST POST CONDITION COMMENTS ZONE
1 No Outlet Fair 7.67 4.25 Telspar Fair vegetation blocking post post leans 6
2 Glencrest Dr Fair 9.08 8.58 Round Fair vegetation blocking post 6
15 Grand Ave Fair 9.50 9.00 Round Fair shares post with 16 6
16 Golfview St Fair 9.00 8.50 Round Fair shares post with 15 6
21 Speed Limit 25 Fair 8.67 6.67 Telspar Fair post leans 3
22 Keep Right Fair 8.75 7.00 Telspar Good 3
28 Yield Fair 9.00 7.50 Telspar Good shares post with 29_back‐to‐back 3
29 Do Not Enter Fair 9.00 7.50 Telspar Good shares post with 28_back‐to‐back 3
42 (Object Marker, OM3‐R) Fair 6.25 3.25 Telspar Poor 6
45 Speed Limit 20 Fair 10.17 8.17 Telspar Fair Post easily moves 6
59 Stop Fair 8.50 6.00 Telspar Good shares post with 472_Tree Branches in way of sign 6
60 Dead End Fair 8.25 4.08 Telspar Fair Wall right against sign 6
66 No Dumping Fair 8.00 6.00 Telspar Poor Post leans badly 6
74 Slow Children At Play Fair 8.58 6.58 Telspar Fair shares post with 475 2
80 Birkdale Ct Fair 9.42 8.08 Telspar Good shares post with 81_Bent Sign 2
87 Bus Stop Fair 6.33 4.33 Telspar Fair 2
93 Dead End Fair 9.17 5.75 Telspar Poor 2
100 Speed Limit 25 Fair 10.17 6.67 Telspar Good shares post with 101 2
104 Speed Limit 25 Fair 8.17 6.17 Telspar Fair 2
105 Bus Stop Fair 9.42 7.42 Telspar Good 2
107 George St Fair 9.83 9.33 Telspar Fair shares post with 106 2
116 Speed Limit 25 Fair 9.50 7.50 Telspar Fair shares post with 117 3
120 Center Turn Lane Only Fair 8.50 6.50 Telspar Good 3
133 Speed Limit 25 Fair 8.50 6.00 Telspar Fair 2
150 Stop Fair 7.50 5.00 Telspar Good 3
152 Speed Limit 20 Fair 8.25 6.25 Telspar Fair 3
153 Stop Fair 8.75 6.25 Telspar Fair shares post with 154 3
155 Koser St Fair 9.33 8.08 Telspar Good shares post with 156_Sign is Loose 3
156 Leamer Ct Fair 8.08 7.33 Telspar Good shares post with 155_Sign is Loose 3
174 Stop Fair 9.00 6.50 Telspar Fair 4
175 Koser St Fair 9.00 8.50 Round Good shares post with 176_Leans 4
176 Highland Drive Fair 8.50 8.00 Round Good shares post with 175 4
180 Stop Ahead (warning sign) Fair 9.08 6.42 Telspar Good shares post with 181 4
186 Stop Fair 7.08 5.50 Round Fair 4
188 No Outlet Fair 9.67 6.25 Telspar Fair shares post with 189 4
192 Horizontal Object Marker (OM3) Fair 4.17 3.17 Telspar Fair post structure, shares with 193, 194 2
193 Horizontal Object Marker (OM3) Fair 4.33 3.33 Telspar Fair post structure, shares with 192, 194 2
194 Horizontal Object Marker (OM3) Fair 4.08 3.08 Telspar Fair post structure, shares with 192, 193 2
195 Stop Fair 7.75 5.25 Telspar Good shares post with 196 5
197 Speed Limit 20 Fair 8.33 6.33 Telspar Fair shares post with 198 5
202 Speed Limit 20 Fair 8.08 6.08 Telspar Fair shares post with 203_Tree Branch 5
204 Koser St Fair 10.00 9.50 Round Good shares post with 205 2
205 Sunset St Fair 9.50 9.00 Round Good shares post with 204 2
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 2014 ‐ 2015
Sign Replacement Plan (Fair Condition)

FIELD TYPE CONDITION HEIGHT TOP HEIGHT BOTTOM POST POST CONDITION COMMENTS ZONE
206 Stop Fair 9.50 7.00 Telspar Good 2
213 Stop Fair 8.08 6.42 Telspar Fair 5
216 speed limit 20 Fair 7.50 5.50 Telspar Good shares post with 217, 218 5
225 Speed Limit 20 Fair 7.67 5.67 Telspar Fair shares post with 226 5
229 Stop Fair 9.00 6.50 Telspar Good shares post with 229 5
233 Stop Fair 8.17 5.67 Telspar Fair shares post with 234 4
234 All way Fair 5.67 5.17 Telspar Fair shares post with 233 4
235 Speed Limit 20 Fair 10.00 8.00 Telspar Good shares post with 236 5
237 Stop Fair 7.75 5.25 Telspar Fair 4
238 Speed Limit 20 Fair 8.67 6.67 Telspar Fair 4
249 Dead End Fair 7.50 4.08 Telspar Poor Post Leans_ shares post with 248, 250 4
251 Yellow on Black Fair 7.67 4.67 Telspar Poor behind utility pole 4
254 Diamond Reflector Fair 6.50 4.50 Telspar Fair 4
260 Right Curve Fair 8.08 4.67 Telspar Fair shares post with 261 4
278 Koser St Fair 9.75 9.25 Round Fair sign leans_shares post with 279 1
293 Stop Fair 8.17 5.67 Telspar Good shares post with 294 1
294 All way Fair 5.67 5.17 Telspar Good shares post with 293 1
296 Oakcrest Fair 9.25 8.75 Round Fair shares post with 295 1
307 School Zone 20 Mph 8 to 5 Fair 6.50 4.50 Telspar Fair 1
308 Ped Crossing Fair 9.00 7.00 Telspar Fair shares post with 309 1
311 Oakcrest Fair 9.50 9.00 Round Fair shares post with 312 1
341 Oakcrest Fair 8.33 7.08 Telspar Good shares post with 342 1
350 Mehaska Dr Fair 8.42 7.08 Telspar Fair Wobbly_Shares post with 351, 352 1
351 Highland Drive Fair 7.08 7.42 Telspar Fair Wobbly_shares post with 350, 352 1
366 Mahaska Dr Fair 9.58 9.08 Round Fair shares post with 367 1
367 Oakcrest Fair 9.08 8.58 Round Fair shares post with 366 1
383 School Zone 20 Mph 8 to 5 Fair 5.58 3.58 Telspar Fair shares post with 382 1
392 Bus Stop Fair 7.67 5.67 Telspar Good 1
397 Bus Stop Fair 9.17 7.17 Telspar Poor 1
400 Speed Limit 25 Fair 10.67 8.17 Telspar Fair 5
401 Neighborhood Watch Fair 8.00 6.50 Telspar Fair 5
403 Welcome to the City of Universit Fair 8.08 6.08 Telspar Fair shares post with 404 5
408 Stop Fair 8.58 6.08 Telspar Fair 5
410 Speed Limit 20 Fair 9.75 7.75 Telspar Good shares post with 411 5
422 4 Way Fair 5.33 4.08 Telspar Fair shares post with 421 5
435 Stop Fair 9.33 6.08 Telspar Fair shares post with 436 4
436 4 Way Fair 6.75 6.50 Telspar Fair shares post with 435 4
440 Speed Limit 20 Fair 9.33 7.33 Telspar Fair shares post with 441 4
446 Stop Fair 8.75 6.25 Telspar Good shares post with 447 4
450 Stop Fair 8.00 5.50 Telspar Fair shares post with 451 5
451 4 Way Fair 5.33 4.08 Telspar Fair shares post with 450 5
454 Stop Ahead Fair 8.00 5.50 Telspar Fair 5

Total Number of Signs = 85
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-1 
 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING SIGN MAINTENANCE PLAN. 
 

WHEREAS, the current requirements of the Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (MUTCD) stipulates that the City of University Heights inventory 
its traffic signs and adopt a maintenance plan with respect to those signs; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Engineer has presented an inventory and 

maintenance plan with respect to traffic signs to the City Council,  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City of University Heights, 

Iowa, that the Sign Maintenance Plan attached to this Resolution as Exhibit “A” 
hereby is adopted as the City’s inventory of traffic signs and maintenance plan 
with respect to those signs. 

 
 
Upon motion by _____________________, and seconded by 

________________, the vote was as follows: 
 

  AYES:    NAYS    ABSENT 
 
Haverkamp _____   _____   _______ 
Hopson _____    _____     _______ 
Lane  _____   _____    _______ 
Leff  _____   _____    _______ 
McGrath _____    _____   _______ 

 
 Upon Roll Call thus recorded, the Resolution is declared adopted this 10th 
day of January, 2012. 
 
 _______________________________ 
 Louise From, Mayor 
 City of University Heights 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Christine M. Anderson, City Clerk 
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