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PLANNING & BOONOMIC DEV KEOPMENT COMMUITER

Minutes ~ May 17, 14989

A-meeting of the Planning and Eeonomic Development, Committee of the City of
Chesterficld City Counci) wus held on May 17, 1988, at 5:30 pan, i the
Contference Room of the City Council Chambers. | In at tendance woere

counci fmember Richard Heablio, Chairman (Ward IV Councl lmember Jade - Bute
tWard 11); Councilmember Betty Hathawny (Ward () Councilmember ban Huet (ward
LD derry Duepner, Divector of Planning/Eqgnomic Development., Anna Kleiner,
Planning Speciniist, bl Levinson amd lm\unnn “Rdunzel of Lhi* Homer Builders
A‘i‘s()(‘lr\t ion,

Item #1 - Mortuary as a Conditional Use Permit in Unincorporated St. Louis :
County. Presently, the 5t, louis County Planning Commission is considering an.
amendment Lo the Zoning Ordinance of St Louis County to allow a mortuary as u'
conditional use in a residential district. Currently, mortuaries nre \
permitted only in comnercial zoning districts, Thig matter wag brought to the
attention of the Committee due to concern about a potential request for a
mortuary on the south side of Clayton Road, west of Baxter Rond.  The.
Compititee directed the Depnrtment, of Plunmnx;/l(onomw )O\nlo]xnvnt Lo monitor:
the progress of the proposed amendment. :

tem #2 - Engtward Annexation by the City of Chesterfield. The (”mmmtf(‘v
vdm(-u%mi the previously approved resolution by the City Council proposing
annexation ol an area east of Lhe current Cily Limits., [n view of the recent.
passage of a boundary commission bitl by the Missouri jegislature, the ’
Committee moved to table this item and directed the Department statt to refer
the matter to the City AL torney for interpretat mn relative. to the new
statute,

Item #3 - P.C. 245-87 Desco [nvestment; "C-8" District request for extension’

of Conway Rond, A request by the petitioner to extend the time for submittal
of a gite developnent. plan was approved by the Planning Commission by a vote
of 9 to 0, A motion was made by Councilmember Hathuway to necept the
Commisgion report, that the mtier be received and filed by the City Counar l.
Coumci lmenber Dute seconded the motion, and the motion was approved by a vote
of 3 to 0, (Councilmember Hurt did not vote on this matter due to his Jate
arrival,) ' '

Note:  This matter should be received and filed by »t.ha City Council at its
June Hth reeting,
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Hem sd - Corvespondence rom the o Ly ALtorney rélntive Lo politieal signs,
The matter was discusied pricr to the arvival of Councilmember Hurt,  The City
Attorney had subimitted to the Commit tee o suggest ed wording for o Lty .
Ordinance that would regulate the Lime feriod o vhich political signs may be
erected, A motion woas mde by Counei lmembor Buw Lo refer the propoded Bili

to the City Councit with deletion of the word “number in the introducticn,
The motion was scconded hy Counct Imember Hathasay, and the mm ion passed by o

vote of 1 Lo 0O,

“Councilmember ban Hurt areived at this Lime.

Upon arrival of Councilmember lurt, this matter wag discussed further,

Counci Imember Hurt expressed concern about. the time limit that signs would be
allowed, and was of the opinion that time should be of a minimum of {'ifteen
(15) days.  Councilmember Hurt moved to bring the matter back up for
discussion.  The motion failed for a lack of a second,

Note: A bill relative to this matter should be submitted to the City (,ounml
al. its meeting on June 5th, :

Iftem #5 - Subdivision information and direction signs., This item hid been
on the Comnittee Agenda from a prior meeting., In attendance to discuss this
mntler were Ud Levinson and Roxanne Radunzel of the Home Builders Association,
They pregsented a proposal for standardized subdivision direction signs at
street intersections in the City of Chestertield, along with a pmpoqr*d
subdivision direction sign applicaticn. The subject signs would be no greater’
than 32 square feet in outline area, and have dimensions of 4' x B’, which
would include decorative molding. In addition, the signe would be painted
white or coated with a clear sealer, and contain the printed message of the
name of the subdivision, the name of the developer, the developer's logo, and
A directional arrow with written directions.  In addition, the Home Bui lders
presented tio options: 1) a rectangular 4' x 8' sign; and 2) a 4' x 8’ sign
with a peaked roof'.  The commitlee members expressed a prefer nee for the sign
containing the peaked roof,  The Director of Planning/Economic Development,
noted that currently sign regulations of the City of Chesterfield Zoning
ordinance permit only a 16 squive foot subdivision direction sign located at
In addition, the outlhine aren of o sign would inelude, not
only the area upon which the messnge was contained, but also the frame and the
peak roof. Thus, the proposed sign presented by the Home Bullders Association
would be caleulated as droater than 32 squnre feel, N motion wag maule: by
Counet fmember Hathawny to recommend to the Planning Commission cousiderat.ion
of amendment Lo the Sign Regulations of the City of Chesterticld, establishing
a standard For subdivision divection signs at intersections, to altow n
msimum 32 square fool sign with peaked roof, and that the Dopartment of
Plannindg/keonomie Bevelopment revise the sign application form relative to
subdivision divectivn siegns,  Counei member: Bate seconded and the motion

passed byoa vote of o to o,

intersections.
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{ mhm:l Informat ton Sieng. The Comnittee had been wqurwzmd to
' r‘()l’mhim‘ anending the Sign Regulations of the City of Chesterfield velative te
infarmation signg for schools, Under current, regulations, any school having
in excesso ol 200 Lot ulunh‘. i ronduny i pm'nm el to Imw one 41
i(au sign, not to exceed CifLy {50) square feet in nutlnm aren,  The
Mm Yeguested Lo consider allowing schoals having more than 250 feat.
ge, hm lr\m than 500 foot of frontage, two (2) firty (601 square
“This matter had been referred to the-Committee at. thi
lmz\n Hm*tnvun. naa- l'vaul( of a request from Parkway hWest-J
“along Baxter Rood, for an’ f\zlduimml mlamm&mn sign,
:nnnnit tm on Huss mnHm‘ tocused upon the merit of the.
2 Ordinance for sohonls aonld
(mmc:i lmmnl'mk‘ Hut‘ A e :w‘d

the mmt.mg "MM) ‘
al]ow (‘lm‘e'«it cuv

'l”my clerestory ol ‘
ting within the cleresteries be lomtml helo
membyer um hawtw sooondpd Hw mn*ion, m:d :

m 0. . . SR

fro ‘Non—l}z'bmw Dmtrwt to "C 8" Plannod C‘onumm,ml Dmt,vmt., aonth
'qu 'dr t of Olive Boulévard and White Road. (‘uuncllmemlx*r Hrablko nots
» iew of no new information being presented to 'the Committee at. the
on thia matter on May 3rd, and the potential of legal action as indic
Hi ioner's attornvv at thot l{em'mg , that the matter qhould be vefe
' v Hle also noted that the
ould: me tin P\P.(’:\ltl\'é" soqmon thh legal counsel, as suggested by the =
‘petitioner's attorney. . Couhcilmember Hurt so moved. The motion wns sr»(‘ondpd _
ounc‘llﬂwmbm‘ Bute, and thv motion passed by a vote of 4 to ().

HiS I‘hv report. ot the Plzmnmg (A)mmsmon relative to this mt,tm‘ should be
ro(.(ri_w:d and t’ilt\d by the City Council at its mootmx on June Sth. g
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' i’ngo -l

'm,,;;J - (mrnh;xn\dmwv from the (n\' Attorney regarding abstentions . ln
v mﬁg 'Hu«s vm'x e\q;x)ndvm'v wins mwi\m and Filed by the Commit hw

:It(‘m 10 - .Sim lllunus. limldmu Hmm mna, :Signs reviewed by the I'hnm.ing“
,(mnniqv.irm at, [MV 8, 1989 ’\lp(»( ,,]“‘ . o . L

A P ¢, 22- -8 H(smmnwvm' Co.y lm' iDrew Stat, mn)‘ -8 mmx% '
' Site l)avnlo[nwnl Plan and Building Elevations: mm mdp ut‘ £
(Imkson mmd. nm‘th oft lm\tnr ltond .

l)rvw ‘ﬂnt mn, Minm“.‘mlxhv mun Hm,. enst wide of Clarlson Road
notth of liaxter Imml. e ‘ S R

, Hlll!,nwn H-mm*" "U- "Distr l(( Amvndmi Site lkjvn»lo;x!w‘m »Pv n
~Minor Subxdivision Plat; north side of Olive Imuievud, nagl
: -(hvﬂtm‘f‘wld Villm{u Pmkt iy, : o

Rr&lntivc‘ to the Mumr hulxhvmlun l’ln( o notion was mmie* hv munmlnu j !‘
Bute to support, the Planning Commission recomnendation for approyval .

_ mui,mn WHE 8¢ ‘ondud by munmhm\mlx*z' llmhnmw, and Hm mmmu paBde

'01 1 '0 Oo : . » PR

Note A bi“ n\lnl,lvn t,n Ihiu mttnr wi Il bn vﬂdmi !m' ﬂm (‘5 t.y (xmm'il
Mmhmg on Jurm 5lh. o o :

‘ D. : P (“ 8b-80 Mur phy (“mnpunv i"kwhmur*nl Is mm'nvt_mg un(l l'ns:.im' )
- (Spirit 40 Park. Lot 5); "M«3" Site Bievelopment, Plan and
“llevat lr)na nm't h side of ‘Spirit. (onrt. qouth oi lnbé/(} :

40,

Item #11 - P.C., li and: = 8‘) R Ju Bum v mnstmﬂmn (ompmw, "Mi" m R

“and "PP oin R -2"; north-side of Clayton Rond, west of Sohoottler Road,
Counci Imember Hurt updnted the members of the ( ,mnmittw relative to this .
matter, - in partioular ¢ concerning storm wnter probleins th the aren and  the

to nddr‘ess lhmw upon rnvivw of a HHP devlc)pmmt plan.

B W,ﬂé = Updmo on (‘umprnlwmw(- Pl:m. Jarey lmepnm* Divectar of
-._':‘]Planning/[mmomiv Development. provided an updnte to the members of the
Comnittee on the Comprehengive Plem. noting the upcoming public workshops ,
o sclil ¢ I for May 31, June 1, June 7, and June 14, 1989y in the City Counail
‘ lhmnbf'm-h ”Mf‘mlw rs of the Comnittee wore rged to attend, as this vill be an _
apporiinity for members of the Commmnity Advisory Group to note coneernsg and .-

-uivmiiv roles and pnlw el For the ity

. Hw .m»m ln;; was 'ul)munmi nt 6:55 puam,




