PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
Meeting - May 3, 1989
P.Z. 6-89 Chesterfield Dﬁve,lfomteht. Corporation

A Hearing was held before the Planning and Economic Development Committee on -
May 3, 1989, at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the City of o
Chesterfield. Committee Members in attendance were Richard Hrabko, Chairman .
(Ward IV); Councilmember Jade Bute (Ward 11); Councilmember Betty Hathawny
(Ward 1); Councilmember Dan Hurt (Ward I11). Also in attendance were. Jerry -
Duepner, Director of Planning/Economic Development, and Arma Kleiner, Planning

Specialist, -

Speaking on behalf of the petitioner was Mr, Thomas Utterback, Attorney.“ Mr,
Utterback addressed the Committee relative to legal issues.

Other Speakers _
Mr. Paul Susman, 14307 Millchester Circle - speaking in opposition.

Mr. John Stobbe, 1227 Hidden Oak - speaking in opposition.

Mr. Randy Aselage, 7011 I-:ﬁuerson, Creve Coeur - sméking in opposgition.

Rebuttal »
Mr. Utterback spoke in rebuttal of those persons speaking in opposiﬁion.

The Committee took P.Z. 6-89 Chesterfield Development Corporation under
advisement, for consideration at their meeting of May 17, 1989,

. [PH5-3M]
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A public hgarang meedimg of Lhe Flaonang and Boonpmar Devnlopm&ht

CCammithes of khe Sity of Chesterfieid Jily Council was helv on

May 5. LWEY al 73100 F.M. In attendance were Councilmember Richard

- Hrabko, Chairman (Nmrd:IV)L

Ricvhard Hrabhko, Ghajrméﬁ, called the meeting {b urdm}‘ Hé 
explalnead tha hrmceﬁﬁ of the public Hﬂafimd. whxch i% heldvbaf
the Flanning & Fannomxc D@vplwpmunl Lummxitea, whlrh Lﬁ mad& p
Qf,fmur Lmunnilmembwrﬁg one from wauh ward All planninq
zbninq matters go throuqh thia Comnittes after they,leaverth@
.Flanninu Comnission and ruuwmmwndafimna are mddw and:Lh ~}i\\2
-bn to the mem¢ttwu Ay a whuln mnd vuted un at A later du:'{
stated that the Comnittee had b@en requeafed by the pwtir
for Fa.z. émBQ..thp Lheeterflﬁld Dwvalwpment Qorperatlmn.;
A publlu heartng and the Lcmmxttaw want@d to hanmr his raques
M. 4rmbhu also stated that nuttcew had b@en sent out ta tho
folks that partxg;patnc in the public heartnq when Lt waaa 
condue ted bwfmrn the Flanning Inmm1%51cn Lo advxse them that
there would bhe a public hearing. The ruleg are simple_Mr; Hrgbk‘
said, the Conmitte is going to give the petitionér'fifteeﬁ {;5?

minubes to make & presentation. The Committe is going to allow
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Anvone et panba fo SRk e B vy anter pal Lo Keal Lhey g
have, rive (8% winotes Arter Che pelivioner g done and Lhar

Comni tbew wi il v the pebibtiomer Lo ) miniivis

Lime &t 1he @nd, 11 there 1s anv GRPposLtion that the nwt;fmun;

needs. Lo talk to,. Mr, Hrabko said st thxﬂ'timﬂ?vhhe_Cmeiﬁﬁk
W(."-Hlvl.l like to ask e ‘,)-*.l._@_(,.i ;_‘1_‘;,,‘“.“._ wl‘n:mkve.{o" ._i.%'s qui’,hg 'i.,uv»:'”‘é*r:’"é
them,‘tu COoNe forward th 55&3& L Lhe mxuruphmn .bmu\mst
Commitiee 1 rwcmrd:nq the. pruampuimgﬁ fur‘thn msnutn« éﬁd;t@

identify thum%nlvas and - muln fhoxr pr %mntatinn.

Mro Tom Urtwrhqak Came forward ﬁ”d atnfﬂd - Ncw. ww dwn

to make a presentation Lnnmuht. nor: lo fry Lu 5911 ymu un th
projoect, We are all knuwlvdqaabla pwnple and you Lnuw thu
pwmpawty anulved in thig prugwut. Yau %urmly muﬁt kn W

absmlurwly by LL%&lf it has ahmwlufely nm mthar ‘

'memwrrxal dmvelnpmmnr' Vnu. thaL 1% thp Cify.

aub%tdntial Jnrmrmarxun and vummuniadtlwn ahd;éy déha_
alxenLv rrum 1hls pruanct. Wer havﬁ prmgentmd tm ymu

project. We believe for thxs City, 1tq Cltl&ﬁﬂﬁ and my'

all comne Qutvwall; 1 will rertatnly ba hwrﬁ ahd answ&"“

questionu that you have on the partlcular project. I wanto

ledr ak thxs txme that we ¢fid not gu mur mppropr‘afe'

ceommercilal zoning in this 1ty and that ymu as ;nd;vxduals,

grave risk of hav;ng all of your aﬁiiana ravi wwd by Padera
Courts, 1978, th1~ is relafwily recent law, a case callad Mo
vs. Department of Social Services, the Unxted Stat 28 Supr&ma

Court found that municipalities may bv sued undar 42 8. quﬁ




.strongly suspect thal officials advising the City Coun
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=vrderag Favvounr . Ly 00,5, Y | AU Mow what Lhis moans

Ls that ehoniad 1y, metler ovaol o 1p A inatber or lltigation,

that myv ¢liwnt Can sue the 1ty D Lhester fiald an Federal Court

A ean als0, an Fadoral

LMt seel ey ilow o f YIUP 10N g

tdecisiong, lkewime, 1 ean BNJOin wl| AEPropreate partios, whin

would dnel:ade membere or at least selected menmbers of Ll Counecil
as well ag appropriate officers, Lity mtlicery and’ tts

APPropriate members af the Flanning and Zoning Commission. A

briet description OF Hection 198% je Jusl thise It imposes

liability fopr violations of rights prolected by the Un&t@d‘stdﬁes

Constitution and Federal Btatute, Now this indjudws, amdngﬁt

other things, violationg Fop procodural  due pProcess that denled.

Lo & particular Plaintiff the use of the plaintiff g prmpérﬁy,iy
Likiewige, Heclion 12375, alsm'lrciudus clatms based on vimlmtimnsf
Of substanlive rights, For @xample, City of Ch@ﬁter!ield, nay

have afforded all the apprmpftqte hear ings along the wey on a

onang application but by reason of the substantive action taken

Dy the government it will have violated Lhe substantive

cmnﬁtitutiunal‘rluht; such as ke might to use one s nroperty as

L% neeessary and reasonable. Suing a muntcipal Lty under 8%, a
Court must make o determination ae to whether or not the
offending act Was one of official munxcipal'pollcy. And we

Ll and

VRN perhaps he Counce ! theel f, or a Least certain mambares have
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A% @l=r g UL L aha heose preceded quh thes reaspans bhil it iss wltH "
sbarelesn dligtegarg o bbal o whaele e R IV T B A CXCR Y S TR
ndersands . Toming w0 {eal mutt@r{ rraik being liabie e
Secltion L9233 rewsalta, Mo it may e that some nf you are thiﬂkiﬂﬁi
that how coulid we tﬁ\m% af such a Lﬁing. il when [ see aftiuléﬁ
10 the paper and presuming that Lhis article correctly'gtafm&
thalt a Chailrman of e Blanning and i’.(.\um.i."'lq; Commission, in ﬁbl’uﬁi"-’_;
Cily, stated thﬂg aher ganted to have, tor example, to hmve.tbu ? 
Commission bave finna} approval or tenants in a development,
Fdlkﬁ. statements like that, make 3‘1983 case. NMow, in tﬁ& COQF
of these pruﬁwe&;nq&. A bQVH made tha Caty aware of apbroﬁri&ﬁe
case law, which deat, daechkiy on the Lhéueﬁ invaolving my:ali&ﬁ*ﬁ
'dppljcatiﬁn. Tharser o VO many s tances, recant Supreme Cuuﬁt;'
cases, which have clapitied matters 1o ronang thal existed
unclear for many yeaps. Should the court and a jury, for examplé'
agree that we had presanted a clear case for commefcial zonihggii
then not only wyid @@ maver created the situation, whermin the
Court could gran® us oaw saning. We will also then have cteatad.
the situation where a wey can award us damages from tha'City.
Wnd damages 1ncluding punitive dJamages from indxvidual ity
officers, Flease underatand, that the Supreme Court, in recent

vears, for the rwest tyas has saxd, Caty, you know you can not.

4
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Caremumstar sy von T te gulnyg Lo pay Cor the deanages. P lease note,

that theeo 18 subatantial case law unaer 19370 Tatigetion, Now. -

this 1s only exasting since 78, oind you, but een wiih that

substantial case law where municipalities have been rosponsibis

to pay dameges in situations where they nave been found to be

Ggrossly neqlident ar delibérmtaly Lndi*fwrent,'xn(r@gard.hn:

"?; trying Guiintelligible). Obvious ly, my clients trled very hav

not to be involved in litigation. The uorpmratiﬂn is nut ;n Lha

business of doing business of ﬁuing citievs or individualaiWhalar

officers of cities. Howesver, in the. course of duing,buﬁinﬂsg,*

DFJHFLDAI% of my client, sued municipalities and local

quernments and hdvn prpvaxlud. This is not 50meth1nq nﬁw tnﬁ

them, So if your wondering whether | have a client who'will¢§tay

the course, [ do. In summary, lel me set oul the City’ s vhoices

as we sew 1t. The City can refuse appropriate zeoning on the' trac

of ground in qUeation and then will very likely fac» F&d&fal

litigation., In that Federal litigation andinrésuminq a bréYé;Li o}

plaintiff, the City could then be forced to grant the zmnin@

rpqunrmd. pay damages re%ultan from a period ofr time frnm wh&n

the zoning 5hou1d have been granted and was not to the vﬂﬁnlutxa

ot the dispute. Attorney’'s fees of the prevailing plalntmff.

that's part of 1983, And subject its officers to the paﬁaxbilxty

of paying punitive damages, which obviously would be a multiple_

of tihw other damages established or the City wvan grant
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shragghton Litg ot ul veer Doy baviard, Hice e AR ared Lmarorvenren by

Loy major Lhorough fares, fop Bhampley Olive and Wi to and would
likewise sen bhe resolubtion of 4 dravnage orcbiem Fhab Af et

traffie on UIlive, wheneyoer ot TRING heavily or someblmes o en

Cwhen it doesn ' k rain heavaily., ALl o this, un addicion, ho

9etting a fine project for the City, Please understand, howover,

though, i+ we Prevail in Lhe Hitigation, three ACr2s OF vapry
expensive ground would not be given to either b City or the

State Highway CQmmissmun and - if we have to 4o through that

process of litigation, come the time that Olive is to be

straightened, Ehat land is going to be paid for by whatever. -

appropriate governmental entity s doing the project. at

commercial rates and that s ‘what the law requirﬂa.'Likewiﬁe, i

oning need pe obtained through the Ltourts, inwtead of from”th'

City, my client will challenge any attenpt Lo require to pay'ghy

impact fees or provide any improvements that may not be required

by law. Understand also that in the Stake of Missouri, thers

no authorizing constitutional provision or Etatutury'proviﬁtmn

for ANV municipality o county government Lo charge impactvwaSI

of any type in. the Stete of Missouri. That iﬁ for example Nhy’f

Bverytime in St. Louis County, Lthat somebody seriously chall:

it is always worked out, Please understand, that ;f we go to .

Aitigation in thig matter and proceed with necessary discovery,

we enpect to find a group of officers implnmentingAmnlicy that
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City as regards SONNg, Ly Mol the type of uky planning o

planninq that you would et from come consultant:

thio is 1

le@&J'matt&r. Losuwguest thalt the Oty buunci b, oon thas eabker, g

inle Executive fesgion and Jiscuss thig makter wifhkywur

attorney, Mr. Beach., My statemnent will obvicusly serve as .

substantial Lhreat Oof litigation, so as to enable the City

Council to take this matter into Evecutive Session undsr the

State Abidance Laws. I an corfident that if this commitbiec and

thé Council does that and if Lhey study this closeiy and apply.

case law that'g in the books te this particular situation, ﬁhat :

we're going: to get our zoning. Now, this is the

kough part. When

YOou're in phblic office, yvou don't juct do and you cannot just do

what you want to do. Theare' g 4

svslen of laws and Eho [aws

require that vou do certain things. There's a

Daleming test in

this. 30 all we'rn sugyesting 1s khat you do consider this

caréfully. We certainly suggest that you do this ir Enecutive

Session, because folks we don't want to Fight. But, as [ think

cases that we have cited to you dindicate (uniotell)igible), For

example, a thing like khe 111ive Strast Roacd Study, n terms of

whal you have to de, as City cfficials, is worthless. No

application that cannol: have (unintelligble! anv consiceration

and 1 have heard some, given by officials of thisg City that mean

that this particualar track of around., Lf 1ks not developed in
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Sﬁnaet Hulls cag Ldivates by YU Wil s Raavas O T |
fdlks, we‘would have: by Lake SAach e g GUEound oy d ity
Particular merits. Yoy cannot Ja what vy Want tq‘dé._YQQ
have:tha Suthority 1aq SPDYOVE (uninie): LAL) iy kg
subdivision., voy don;t‘havw thq'uukhwv:ty Lo dﬁ mlldt af tﬁﬁng
'ﬁom&kimeﬁ (nnirﬁ%lliqablh) duvmlmpwrﬁ>nrw wm thu businegs f
mqney ¥ mdst people arg in Ll bu%in@ﬁ% Lu makw mnnvyu‘fhE‘
bend avery Which Way tﬁéy caﬁ fQ arcnmm<dniw = munici@@lrb,

uuﬁnty quwernmwnt AF fhﬂy Cane [F the numbmr” add up, ﬁhéih
anllﬁEd toe do a'partiCuéar pru;wtt. Uut, vou Ldn puah‘q'.
devaloper Q lund way; but when you pLsh htm OFff a llff th\'
Just the end of 1t. Now we ' ve addr@qud fhzs boqrd iﬁ:ﬁhiaf
lmplv because we had a 7 to O meM aqalnﬁﬁ uﬁ fram:the ?J ﬁn
I have not discusser Lhis maftwr,@ifh;ah

& honxng Commission. .
REI

yuu’Folks hera Privately or apd certainly don + 1ntend‘ﬁm.

don’t know what the vote 1s on the Lty Cuunui]. I have not-

cbunted heads; dmn‘t intend to do Fhat. Wh t I did want:to'dg

thuugh, is let You all know *haf We are very, VEEY s@rious

thl‘ and we did not come here with ANymore fine I}ttIE'chartﬁ

litt Iu drawlnq;. and ‘w0 furth. That's a}} heen done, Thiﬁg 

frankly, o believe, ' terms of PLanning ang zoning, fmllowingf

it by the law, this ie just about one of the clearest Casws you:

Can pos:lbly see for Commercial Toning, Agaiq. as the Suneet

Hills cage indicated, and as I have seon =0 oflen, Sunvet Hille
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along Olive, vyo

Car todo 1t, lte fod

Within you,

aukhority, rp close, i+

Y hawve

ANY questiong, we’d

..

be grad tn ANGMer them.

Obvinuﬁly, I am

BLre you tunmtelligabls

any pParticular

law at this RPALPE, thig

18 _cartainly not thes

forum{

It you have ah

¥ partjcular questions on the

project

itself, we can

answer . hoge,.

Aithnngh we believe that

you folks

are vnry Pnowlpdgedhl wegakding Lhe project.,

Mr. Hrabko stated that he

ruund it very lnterestlng lhat Mr

’UtterbaCk asked for thig P

ublic Hpmr;ng 50 that he uould lwc\u

the Committee'on hhe*law.

M. Uttérbaﬁk skated that he did not

ask for a Pub1ic Hearing
2 /uu dld YOu reqy

Mr, Hrabko7sa1d, y

Aesfed a Puhi14 Hearind;p

M,

Utterbacl Sald xt wae underﬁtncd Lhdf this

matter Was ,f"

referred to uomm1ft 28

and all 1 %mely QSAmd is that we Lould

mdkp

an appearance bafore the Commzttﬁe.

publi( hpdrlng.

I did not ask for»a

”Mr. Hrabko mtﬂtpd that appenrunceq befurn thxn (nuncll are in’ tf

form oFf a,publit hearing, which

allowe not only you

to speakiyop

ptecw bu1 others to speak thnlr pivce and i

ts a public hearing

Mr. Utterback said that's your chdice,

but that wasg not my

undar%tand;ng and as you are certainly

aware, mthpr cities in

"(\ ‘ other governme nls do business dxffﬂrnntly. That every time you

<2
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M, Uttwrﬂatk stated 1hat higs ;Quldh't recall bat thﬂ? May. ha
bren ¢ha CABw, | | B
Mr. Hrﬁﬁkw atqtgu ihat’ha Qa& rathegy disappointeg bmcﬂuéwihéff
.thwught Mrf Uttwrbag#vwaw‘qming to bring BOmME Facly un ﬁhﬂt £ﬁ@'
Commy 1t ge Contld real sy, }Qﬁﬁ AU thie Proiset wh}wc@ivwlvg iﬁﬁﬁﬁéd
DF a lecture a1 bhe fawavﬂr. Hrabko Bl L tﬁmt the ﬁummlkt@gTﬁ
a lawy@r, WE DAy by s@@.&@u.ﬁO'u Y®ar o what over . by adviﬁé ﬁ§:
N Ll HETV ﬁr. Hrabky askey 3 f AYHOSY on b Gummltfﬁw haafaﬁy-
questiong, | | .
Mr, Utter bagek ask g Mr. Hrabk o i bthers WEYE any it hgp fﬁntﬁvthﬁﬁv
he haa not Neard and that bhore y Mthing ofge Lhat you can Hazar,
Mr. veatio Bald the Lommat tee A Ll wtafy raport ang P)anming
LI U Teport, Ny, H!ﬂblg.aﬁtwﬂd“d e pot gy, hear 1ng
PErsonal iy ahd they hLave swhe quest jong,

Mro Uttery aes Asked 17 khe SEIFF report amg Flanning Lomn i 3e o

Fepcr it wer e avarlable,



LIy T

SR RYRY | LRSS SO T

Hr, 4 bt 1

HEE ) f

W LAty g e e KGR I PO

L I S TR T ¥

Hr, i Lo dsagsa, ,

s Me b Vg, TR

At AL CRNEES TUY B LT [TRTS I

B peak G g, IR

il

Hr, 1‘#";92.4%;0 éimilt-{} He, msi ’3

fmu forr vy 48 h«» e o

Pak ang ARb el g

to njs:m*uy f;mﬁmf A% 4y wlinres
.,

W@ dues Tivaa,

f:’;z.sswz,«m Blatody Nmt dup H PG i wﬁ%&m“ mmm@. m‘;w&t
ALOUE $o4 LR T

ﬁ:’d

234 4:3# tlm LSS YR mw Hm* A mmtw

dmt;umuma

ﬂﬁ} ésddrﬂmmj Hw Lity e AN A § »"sﬁ%bw% t?m% fm

L whruary ? N

1959, h&;& M}'wné AN Oppne i iim‘i t

e wsia ?‘Qmﬁﬂiﬂﬁ

Lhe maemwfwm b

M:mmu %&%3'&“%“&% e

add haw 1L :w& e&aif

Fopeat wa Femarks oy @us;a; tmw e piare

e Shup r*mw‘f& &M'

tim qurﬂy i’mmusug i.,rmm £} FECH

R T8 ]

mm‘ H«#@ VL =¥

s rw &m«

uf Par&ﬁ mlé ivm:r»mu

mw tmi wi&nm Vg

1, ﬁQ i;%m‘t:h Fotam wﬁam?a *‘!‘f‘a mww

v, ﬁéwi My, Turtampey w‘wfws s mmm& B ge

Banwily mmr A ;wmfw € f %a*m, & t:af.y Witk Py

" aualilies poas

by the City o5 a.,*w%ma de. L8 e Lraghegn

Wy sl wh:ep »3!*

MOLEvaied mprp by grasy than ey any

ey v f !"%ﬁ#ﬁ?ﬁ?_&ihliii‘y* ‘

Btated U’m Lo strip whop

mam L8y iwmmﬁ £

tivis wite wil}

' ,famm

A oy Qg Firoet foay ig LOMEYG L e lopeint, Yer saish

that right now on Olive Strest Road, jJust wagt of thm'mtm %iy

swmm have foe Baln signs on Chipa, Juwne vmxtsm; for fhap
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WL sade wa b e duveloper, 1 and 1t a Laygy . st
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probably had no idwa Lhaf ITRTER S thuy starieg aiang_wlwi.wquQ“
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buitdings wikh 11y aénge of order or Tonding, the epito%e Q¥
rampant . bas be gy LommeelLalisim. M, Sugman ﬁm;d:we dif@édy f
Nave the Chesterfie.d Mall areas we defigg l,;?il':y s i uéts;ﬁd thv{:-
rest of Ulive Street Rosg and Clarnson doad Look g gusit ik
Olive looks in Creve Couer. aul, M. Busman stated, in ten. Lo
twenty years, evazhiy that will happen ,1f we take fﬁmf»firﬁf

step and allow Lhise strap SOMIENING L beer Figep e AN S iy fem e

nDhe N 2xista, Me. Suanans 3a0d thai i‘wgr doeun’ b deny that Ehas
pebilioner has ever. Trabhl to tryo to fel lu}:’ ISTER N AN Wa YT :,.-rm;»rc:nvém,.
2YEN L he wants to 99 o vourt e do o at, but fens dispeEnges wi.i'.?‘_; :
the selt-serving hogwach thet Ehas progect wiil benefit the Lity,

and Lk regy fopte, FIE L Sieanan Gala kg U T lmp iy anotioy MO Y -



ik e by ey TRV s, ey PEAud

NG o er s Foe bhae w'il
DELDO G e Ly e bui demaced Lo HRLL O B RV TS PR SR wihii i

e bhesy  Jost BraiLl b,

Mro Meabko asked dyOne Nag any ;‘_.uu',;-"'slvu,mm for e, E.;‘i._wsrm?uvt'ﬁ.b_a_,',"~
4:‘1_" - Mo Hrabko . asked ) Mre. Busman was o Lawyer? Me, Suuman ’ﬂs}a,l'(vflv
énd Hr‘. Hrabko thankad h.it.n.
Hh..Hrmbhu called Me, John Htobbé Lo spaealk,
Mro Stobbe stated Lhal e didn’t wish be ruitw?aﬁw [he uumﬁ>
that were magg al the puhlchhngrinq bmruow Lhe Vlﬁnnxng ‘
anquﬁlon. lhonm are all a matier mf ruroru. Mr. thbb& %Lmu
wished to urge the rummllluu to vury w%rmnqu vunwxdnr fhu
comments and stqiwmwnt% that were made iy thm citi:wnargt‘:
public hearing. There Was a wtrwng case madw Lo dﬁny tnl§? 
and Mr. Stobbe 9nu0uraued the ﬂommltkpp to rwns;dar thoﬁe‘éndjh
to bm intg Ldeat@d by Nr. Utferb“gh =] khrmats tahi@ht_aé‘mf;
tobbe would ser them. M, YStobbe said tha‘pét;tiwner, a§ ﬁh(
Publ i hearlnq, MHdN A wase bhabt commerdcial dnvulwmmanﬁ»gf ilta
"tract of ground was the 6n1y p]duslwla s of this ground éﬁd“
facts were brought out. at the public hearing_that dispruVé:
that théra are other uses that could he puk tm"thiﬁlkfact Qf;
ground and Mf. Stobbe wrqes you to consider those.,
ﬁr.,Hfabku asked if thére were any questions Q? Mr. Stobbe,
M. Mrabkeo called Mr. Randy Aselage Lo speak. |
My ﬁéelag@ sald he liQes in Crevm Coeur and was acting as an
( agent for a propurty owner. Me. fgelage said that it appears fr@m

the little anwledgb that he Personally has upon the facts
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Tl ot e bl Lheh wee GG iaves ut-u,n;m'&"{,

Ehe peoaect O b P o Lo ol ainows LU e el v uhy Lo

ary Or U abuiclyng brrCper Liee o whiisa Could be made avald ai e e

o properiy designed deve lopmes b, ey e lage satd Ehere are

e one arcas Upoand down 013 ve 51t Naad, i close prosrmity.

Lo Lhis sibu, knab do bave restdent 1al anes bo them and be woutlc

like the board to take that Al consaderalion

Mro MHrabko asked if anyone had any questions for Me, hﬁmlége,j

T

M. Hrabko asked if there were any otlar speakers? He asked if

Mr. Utterback wanted to say anything else?

Mr. Utterback said he wanted to propose bto the mummitten‘thatithe

only way that this body or that Lhuis Cliky satisfy theIUESiré‘b

the people (unintwllig@ble) 1s by keeping that land vacant.

proposal condominium project same Ghiections perhaps worse. .

objections (unitelligible) Lhat number of people small childhEn'

right next to a four lana Nughway . 0] slbernative use express

at the last public hearing was Lhe evidencs puit fdrth hy my‘

client and the econamic anAalysis that showed those simply not

liable

..... that the board at that pasﬁ;5“

prubilic hearing my clients (unintelligable) two projects under

development n Chesterfield. [F 1t ceould be developed

residentially, 1t would he developed residential. You do nnt have

the alternative unless you can buy it at fair market value to.

Ieave Lhat property {(unintelligible). That 1 think 1s a key

analyeas. Thas Clty needs to g0 back ang Jdo same seriously apply’

14
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M. i by e b saa e Mbanio bhaew 0 e ras oo snded e 0y

Lokl g a Favyer ar iy Lalbiurg alwomoe b

DLW, e 2 §0)

becauss of the fact chal Uhie whole process, bk b oas whole Pity

is nothing but a creatuore of Law.,

Mr. Hurl bad o question for Mr. Ubter back . He zaid, Lespriy 5”‘,"‘“

mird Ehat the Committes likes to vons eder e se ] vees rwﬁpnngxbi&l

people too, we are elected officials and we want to represant. th

peaple in the best manner possible. M. Hork said bhat ope of.

statements that Mr. Utlerback made early was that. the Planﬂihq

and Zoning Commibtee were not Rrports an plannng and. zoning.

Utterbach stated what he said was that they didn b receive any

training in what the law réquireﬁ wt them. Mr, Hurt gaid that ;'
Qives indicakicn M. Wtlerback doesn £ consider them emhwrt$ an
asked if‘that was an. tneorrect assumprion. Mr, Uttarback %ﬁid_l
I do not consider them experis. Mr. Hort said since weo are
inclined to iisten ko the osople and the eﬁpmrt% LY oour apxﬂioﬁ
and which we bhave hired a sitby adiminictration whicnh we cunﬁiﬂéf
certified people in our staff to address thegs tyne nf
situations, since we don ¢ consider owrselves éxpprﬁﬁ iﬁ
Bverything also. Mr. Hurt said he assumes baseo on their
recommendations ahd the County recommendatinns, ir, Utrerback h@d_
a diﬁﬁgf@ement with them alsc, 80 possihly youo s direch g td_;'
SOMe pwbple you do consider experts bocause we thought we
dddregéed'them all, Mr., Utterback said thét he suagasted thay

confer with Mr, peach, and certainly cuggest that i that

L5



senfesence you mroght want. bo o oask Me. Duepner iF b onzadersd

his aporaach e Ehe situab tons, vasess Lika ke Sungek Mot s Ga

and - g

sweudd submih to vou that He. Duepner fdoes net consider

Lhasi things, bthal b is @ planner, Mr. Ubtarback atﬂhud Phdi

bhat wasn' L auoa enouagh if you are o Cjty planner baaau%w'ymu'ﬁf

can't Follaw the Law, Mey Huarh Asked anéin fnr quld‘nfo My -

utterhaﬁk Stated he didn' L intend to Lell ihn l;ty vitics :h0’ "

ahmuld tmlk tv. He Was trylnq thplv ﬁu say and undwrwtunu“fki

'posataon the Cliy is im and rmprwﬁent@d City quvnrnmowis

FPpP senL thy govurnmnnt% and hag rnr Lwﬂnty yenrn; Mr“x

UtterbncF and we intend 10 hold YL all ranpunssblv-ﬁmr thlm.

Mr; Hurt said. Mr, Utferback stated that we don’ t hAVP fh&

authorxty to stnp this devalupment and the queetxmn i the paop

‘neﬂd fn under'tand Lhaf lf we don t hava ihw authorxby lOvdPQQ L

,or proc&ed with it, whaf&vvr the Lh01CP 1;, the qutﬁtimn tp R

Uttﬁrbark ig then. whno does° Mr. Utterpack, stated that the

Commmttee has. - thv authorlty Lo regulate it within rwason.f.

,what the law Al lows ymu lo do. You havu

-uﬁe mf his property, If a matter is dmbatable. if iks a‘

border11n9 salualicn. a court will always defer to the Oty

Cduncil. 80 when we o to cuurtllike in the 3unset Hills caseq.
: 1 &

have to show clear and convincing evidenue, that bthere 1s only.

5ﬂé'use that property has and as in the Sunset Hills case we
think:that we will prevail. We could be wrong, I would certainly.

rely after consultbtation with yaur attorney.



Far, o Hrabko seid Fiiore ma Fure bhee
Gommr Lhee would take B e Y andivr wdv sement ano wy il dis

Loat bthe nest peebting i bwo  ggwks ab bhe rogular by gahodg

méet;nq;bmr. Hrabko adjiovwrned the public hearing,
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PIANNING & BAOXANGMIY 1y VLI MENT (SRS INNEDE

Minutes - May 3, 1883

Ameeting of the Plivunng and Econuvmic Boevelopment toamittes of the ¢ty of
Chesterfield City Council was held on Mav 3, 1984, at 530 a2 i ontteaplage e
were Counciloenber Richard Heabko, Chadrman (ard | Vo Cotanes besambeer Jiade 1nste
(Wrd 115 CounciImember Botty Hathosny (Wnrd 1) Counc bmster Dan Hurt dvand
LEDY S Jerry Duepner, Dirvector of Planning/Economy Deve Joprent, angd Arun
Kieiner, Planning Specialist,

81 - Subdivigion inforsation and direetion sinad.  This 1tem had lwen
thd from the prior meeting, and it was anticipated that o representat tve o
the Home Builder's Associntion would be in attemlance,  However, no Jhe fros
the Home Builder's Association attesdind the meeting. The Committee dipertod
the Department of Planning/Economic Development Lo putsue enforcisent of sign
reguintions relative to subdivision information and direetion aigns,
particularly in the arva of Wild Horse Cresk/Long Rosds, Claskson /Wi lson
Roads, Olive Boulevapd/white Road,

ltem 32 ~ Coventry Farm Addition; Sutdiviaion RBoword Plat, Truams Indesture,
wWarranty Deed and Improvesent Eserow;. eant mide of Kelrw Mil) Boad, norih of
Clayton Rond,  Coventry Farm Addition is a single-family subdivisin of ten
(10} lots for vhich the Plaming Comainsion secommemted approval of the reossd
plat.  Troast Indenture, Warranty Deed s Improvemeat, Exoros were resmgpipdg
for approval by the Department of Planning/Foonomic Bovelopent. A motion for
roval was made Ly Courcd beesber Bute, ascoonded by Cingso loesber Hart, sl
aved by the Committee by s vote of j-0, v

Note: A bill relative to this matter will be neoded i‘m‘ ihe merxt {ka:ﬁi:il '
Meeting.

Item 23 and 81 - P2, 2-B9 Sullivan Hayes Company # teqquest for a change of
zoning from "R-6A" 3,000 square Toot Residence District Lo "H-10 | mere

Mesidence District; 5.5 acre tract of land located nlong E.gt Deive,

approximately 700 feet northwest of Olive Boulevard, (AN P2, 989
Sullivan Hayes Ceepany; a request for a change of zoning Fros “ke84" 3,000
square foot Residence District and "R-2" 15,000 square foot Hesidenoe Distriet

C-8" Planned Commercial District; a 19,27 acre teact of Jand losated on
Olive Boulevard, between Enst and Sest Drive and approxisately 200 feet
southwest of West Drive, The Planning Commiasion had recommeradod approval of
both petitions, ‘The Cremission reconmendnt ion s disongsed by the Comm tior,
[t was noted that a Public Hearing hay been scheduled for Bo20 9-H9 before the
Planning and Feonomic Developmnt Cozaittee on May 17, 10985, woeordingly, the
Comaittee voted 1 ta O to hald these (tems on the agersds,
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apnd LBy KL J. Barey Constiuction, Inces o pequest tor o

Change of zonimg from UL Non-lran nstrict to CRe2” 15,000 sy Tisot
Residence District and n Planned fnvy ronment Unit 16, U0 sdpaae
foot Kesidence Distriet; 110 acre Lrnct of land
Clayton Rond, west of Schoottier Road. The Planpog Commassion by
with 1 nbatention, peconmerded g;ppg}w;\{ of V.. 13 argl 1i-BY.
Counci lmember thirt discussed coneerns about, storswater in the ares,
;nrticulurl,\' nlong, Schoettler Road. A motion wis meude bY Coune i mesabed vhart
to support the Plunning Congnission recommendnt ion with nmending of Section
five (5) of the conditions to indicate that touxiling of KLOFEBALET whall
include a requiresent that additionnl detention copacity wny be pepaired i
order not to expcerhate stormater problems within the pre, The motyon wis
seconded by wad by o vote of 3-0.

ftem 85 - Po/s 13

v the TH-LT
Locontand on the north wide o
a wvote of £

to 1,

Counc i lmember Bute, and pasy

Nota: Bills will o needed for the noext Council Meeting regarding thene

L

jtoms.

Item 86 -The valley Center Plat 25 n request Lo amersd Ordinance 8265, relative
to urderground wiring; east side of Valley Center prive, south of Chesterfield
Airport Road. The planning Comminsion by # vote of 7 to 0, with 1 abatention,
recommended denial of the request Lo amend Ordinance 5265, A wotion was e
by Councilmesber Bute to uphold the recommendation of the Planning ‘Comminsion.
The motion wad gseconded by Counc i Lmenber Hathakay, and passed by B vote of i~

0.

Note: This report should be received and iled by the City Council at thedr

noxt Meeting.

1tem #7 - Ooktree Estates; Multi- family Subdivision &mmm. and Record Plat,

Declaration of Condominium, and Improvement Egerow; west side of schoettler
Road, north of ighcroft. The Planning Commigsion had reviewed and approved
the Subdivision Easemont  and Record Plat.  The Department of Pla«ming/}icmami(z
Development. has reviewed and recomnends approval of the Declaration of a
Condominium in the Improvement Escrow. A motion was made by Counci lpenber
Bute, and seconded by Counci imember Hathawny to approve the Plat, Dec laration,

and Escrow. The motion was approved by o vote of 4 to 0.

Note: A bill relative to this matter will be neoessary for the May 15th

Council Meeting.

_____________ ndment of sign reguintions relative to schools and
institutional uses. Mr Duepnet presented the proposal for consideration of
amending the Zoning ordinance Lo aliow schools wvhich have roadvy - Frontagde
greater than 250 feet, bt Jess than 500 feet, two (2) inforantion signs not
to exceed fifty (50) square feet ench., Upon discussion the Comni t tee decided

to hold this matter until theis nest. meetind.

Item 88 - Proposal for ame

e
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il linison to Citizen Boards and Comaigsions. The

Item 48 ~ City Counc .
us linison to Citizon Boards

Committee selected the following members to serve
and Comnissions:
Dick Hrabko » Planning Comission

Betty Hathaway Board of Adjustment
Dick Hrabko/Dan Hurt Economic Development. Council

The meeting was adjourned at .7:00 p.m,




