Planning and E,wnomic ﬂevelopment (Zommxitm
Mwﬁimg Summary
hmuary 22 ‘1991

A meeting of the Pl dnmng/ ieonomic I)evelopmem Commutw of the City (,ounul of o
Chesterfield was held on January 22, 1991, at 5:30 pm,,. in the City Council Conference
Room. In attendance were Clmmmnmtty Hat haway (Ward I), (,ouncxlme,mber Jade Bute
.(Ward m; Councilmember Dan Hurt (Ward' Zﬂl), (‘ounc:!member Dick Hrabko (Ward | v
~Also in attendance were Mayor Jack Leonard; C cilmember June: Schroeder (Ward m);
Jerry Duepner, Dxrectm of Plannmg/i*cmxmmu, er'lopmcm, :md Annf,[ Klemu PLmu g

Spcamhst

KWQ“_QMM __i,mm,.m,aﬂid,jiojk, a 1cquut fo}‘ t\ (,ommercml Service
* Procedure in the "R-2" 15,000 square foot Residence Distr sl f Oli
Boulevara approxmmtely 300 feet west of Wesibm y Dris

Planning Specxahst Klemer prebented the recommendmon for approval
(,ommxsslon. " : , o :

'("Ounmlmember Hathaway uoted that the structure is to be moved on tlxe?'sntc’f at the tin
Of m’xpmvemem 10 Ohve Boulcvard : : R LR

Motmn was que by Councxlmember Bute for approval pcr“tha recomm ndatid
Plaxmmg Comm:sqmn Monon was seconded by Councilmcmbcr Hurt“ and gmy,my_

vote of 4 to O

Note' An Ordmance reldnve to thx% matter w:ll be needed for the Pebruav
Councxl meetmg o S

o E&M Mxm!mx wm,,m, a request for a change of zomng from N
‘Non-Urban District, "C-8" Planned Commercial District, and "FPC-8" Fiood Pla
“Planned Commercxal District to "C-8" Planned Commercml D;smct, And ‘Amen
"C.8" Planned ‘Commercial District, and "FPC-8" Flood. Plain Planned Commercla
District; south side of Conway Road approxunately 250 feet west of Whltc Roa_

Director Duepner - presemed the recommendanon of the Planmng Commlssm
‘Councllmember Bute commented that the: petmoner had indicated a wxllmgness to work:
with the City in addressing concerns ‘of the citizens relative to access to Conway Road, and
a buffer along Conway Road. The Councilmember requested that the City Attorney be

consulted on how the issuc.

s of the buffer, buffer maintenance, and dedication can be -
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addressed. Concern was expressed about deviation from: tie Comprehensiive Plan, It wasg
noted that the project would assist the overall economy offhe area, ‘

David Blitz of Sverdrup addressed the Committee requestiing reconsideratiion of the entire
twenty-two (22) acre development proposal. He noted conemns relative tovtfhe preservation
of frontage along Conway Road, Mr. Blitz contended that e proposal confformed with tha
intent of the Comprehensive Plan and that the existing naitural tree buffes along Conway
Road would be retained, He also pointed ocut that by dedfization of the Hilgtoric building,
the preservation of the historic element of the City of Chegsterfield would: e achieved. T
was also noted that the hotel would be a limited servics facility similan 10 a Marrioy
Courtyard. o ’ : [
Councilmember Hrabko noted the proposal for donation offithe Conway Iy School, and e
inquired whether or not the petitioner would be willing to: mestore the factlitly to o vseable
condition, Mr, Blitz responded that they would consider ifliis and noted’ it o historical
survey of the structure was necessary. o e

Councilmember Hurt inquired as to the target market for ths hotel. Mr. Blitiz commented

- that it would be business travellers in the area. M., Bliitz also pointed) wut- that.only
monument signs at the entrance to the development fronm North Outer Xty would be

- proposed. -

Peter Kinsella of Sverdrup addressed the Committee. He prasiented sketchdhich depicted -
a thizty (30) unit residential development on the five (5) acp {six (6). units; ror acre).” Mr.
Kinsella contended it was the intent of the Comprehensive Phun to require the:establishment

of a buffer along Conway Road. It was his belief that tthere was inconniistency in the

planning concept utilizing a land use as a transition,

Councilmember Hrabko inquired abouit the density of th@%’&%@catch plan preswnted by Mr, -

Kinsella, Mr, Kinsella stated that it was comparable to am "HR-5" Residence: Wistrict,

Scott Reed, a resident of the Shenandoah Subdivision, adiilressed the Comnmittee, . He
expressed concerns with the impact of the development upon:tihe residential cliracter of the
area. He requested a sufficient buffer be required in order o maintain the: attractiveness
of the area. He opposed the Timberlake extension to Conway Road due toiits impact on
the area and the subsequent improvem

ents to Conway Roadl, He expressed! «concern that
the hotel use would be a significant deviation from the Comyprehensivé Plam.

Councilmember Hrabko noted that if Timberlake Manor is: wequired to be: @xtended, the
right-of-way could be dedicated to the City of Chesterfieldl, He inquired! wif Mr, Reed
whether, with prope: buffering, the proposal would be accepituble, Mr, Reed responded,
"yes" but was concerned about the deviation from the Compreliwnsive Plan, Cowneilmember



w

~ Manor overpass should be in before the project was built,” He recommended the

- area, pamcuhrly asa %dfety msue

- Timberlake Manor Parkway, if deemed appropriate, He also suggested that there

g o s .
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Hrabko cited a letter from adjacent property owners submitted to thc (”‘ummutw rf*lanve
to potum.d use of pr()pcrty to the west R :

Bill Schinidt, a resident of C{)nway Road addressed the (‘ummmw. Hu cxpr{mmi"u)ncmx
about traffic increase on Conway Road over the years, He- imhcamd Support of
proposal, if no access to (,,onway Road were 10 be pmvidcd He noted that the i _mrla

of a bmtu along Conway Rmd and thf‘ prc%rv:,mon (:f ﬂle memy C‘emetery i '

Councx!member l {urt addresscd me oppm tumty to dcvelop a lwhtmg phm fion" !Xighmy
40 in this area, He noted that the developer had expresscd interest in par txczpaim
a lighting proposal. He requestui that comxdemu(m bv ;vwm to hg,htmg in 1

Couuc;lmember Hrabko mdwau,d that therc was 4 ﬂeLd for an answer to the q
the dedication of the land to the Cxty Iutthcr, the issue of hghtmg, s should: be
it relates to the five. (‘S) acre ‘tract which was not included in the: mn,g,in :
Corridor Trust Fund. Is it possnble that fees gcmmted from the fW&, (‘S) ac,r‘
utilized to’ pay for hghtmg in the slip ramp and the OVErpass "

to consider whether.the. Timberlake Manor Extensmn could b’e,:reatcd i
as Schoettler Road and the Wilson Spur Extension, 'I’hdt is, the nght~0f ay -be dedicate
to the City, and funds for i improvements be pl‘xccd inan esgmw.and 4 rust fu
established forexpendlturc of those funds for road i 1mprovemmx Councilmemb
also indicated that, in his opinion, the propusal ‘was not a major. deviati
Comprehensive Plan. - He: believes that it offers an opportumty‘ﬂ_to establish
westward along Conway Road. He would recommend that provision for
casement to the Kraus property to the west be: provxded to preclude pObSlbk«

be assurances to the Councilmembers and the residents that a 125 foot strip adja ent.
C‘onway Road not be dcvclopcd commcrcmlly and no .xcsess be permuted to C(m ; {

Councnlmembcr Bute inquired whethcr or not trust funds could be unh?ed m a bmdcc
sense to pay for parkway developmem along Conway Road. S

Councilmember Hathaway inquired as to what the ovcrall phms were fnr the Mlssourx :
Highway and Transportation Department in terms of lighting in this arca.. :

Peggy Bert addressed the Committee on the question of lighting. She requested: lhm 1he
Committee give the Missouri Highway and Transportation Department permission to run -
conduit with the roadway improvements in the area. ‘The estimated cost of a light for along.
the right-of-way is $2,300.00 per hght The State Highway Department has a spacing
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r¢quir¢jnéntdof two hundred {Qrtyaﬁim (243) feet for ltghts _’

ind or lights. This would result in seven
lights along the north side of North Outer Forty and ten (1

0)-0n the South Quter Forty,

neil | ider the development of  lighting plan s
~westward along Highway. 40, Such a plan should consider the maintenance of lights in th :
BIen, e e e 2

k COuﬁdimeml’jéi’iHﬁ;’rt’ dfrected,f ‘th_'aﬁ,t"'thye staff cons

Councilmember Hrabkorecommended that the manner in which the madwayﬁmds are t
be applied in ihis"ama‘.bﬁ‘;i'et.en‘r’éfﬂegi. R O A

It was the unanimous recommendation of the Committce the P.Z, 22.90 Sverdr
Investinents, Ine, be held pending staff Tesponse to concerns identified by the Committee

Whie meating was recessed at 6:40 pan, B

‘ i‘he meetmgmcomenedatM‘?’pm, in(l‘onfewnce RsomA e
 Relative to P.Z. 22,90, Councilmermber Hurt requested that the Department discuss with the
- Clty Attorney the possible impact on the defense of the Comprehensive Plan if.the

o Werfei‘approveq,as req_u{a',sted.ﬁ_ b SRR I R SRR

L Correspondence concerning 'theiMiss'o'uifi Tax Increment FihﬁﬁcingfAsfs}j_'éiatibﬁ.",

This matter has helg by the Cdmmittee'for‘discuSSibn' at its i’ebrt:ary‘ 6 meiéii'ng;- S

ju

:.:

drant of the |

ast qua

‘4 PZ.87:86 Leo Elsenberg Compa
standing Information Sign; southe

ns
Road and Clarkson Road.

- Si ntersection of Baxter

o

of e

Direétor Duepner clarified the request of Lord of Life Lutheran Church and the action
the Planning Commission relative to the sign, ‘ ‘

V. Director Duepner addressed the Committee relative to amending of conditions

. recommended by the Planning/Economic Development Committee and amending
S of conditions by City Council prior to action. Director Duepner recommended that
Nowd in those instances where the Committee recommends changes to conditions at a
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Committee meeting and it is not clear of the exaet wording of those mvis,im‘;s,;ﬁ_m.

matter be carried OVer 1o the next meeting of mgz,;??I,anm'ng/ﬁcom;m}g‘ Deve lopment
Committee to ensure that the Committee is in agreement with. the'mvisx’ong; as
worded, SRR ST e Sl

It will be the responsibility of the Department of Planning/Beonomic Developmient

o identify those Matters in which g revision is not clear angd the matter should
- brought bﬂck}tozihs:‘Commine@.,; EEE T il W

the }(;?i)mmi;;ge that in those matters where the
revise conditions for 4 spectal procedur

istrict priop to taking - action. the matter be refarreq back 1o }

Develc piient Commitige  for Appropriate - revie

 Planning/Boonomi,. « e for apbropiate reviey ¢
conditions, The Director expressed concern that fwithou: vf{:om;z’:ﬁttegg' Teview
concern of the. Council or Cpmm:'_t,tee};,,may;jm.__t: be properly address

- The Committee
OVer 10 the next Committge

Council taking action on any revised oon
'Co’m’:m"t‘tee‘for_ review and response,

 The meeting 'adﬁ;ixfﬁeafas 655 pam,
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