AGENDA
CITY OF CENTRALIA, MISSOURI
Planning and Zoning Commission
Thursday, June 7, 2018
6:00 P.M.
City Hall Council Chambers
I.

ROLL CALL

II.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

III.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS – April 12, 2018

IV.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION FROM EXTENET TO INSTALL AND
OPERATE A TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER AT APPROXIMATELY 102 E
SNEED STREET
A. Public Hearing
B. Commission Recommendation

V.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION FROM SHOW ME SHORTLINE
COMPANY, LLC FOR AN AIRPLANE LANDING STRIP
A. Public Hearing
B. Commission Recommendation

VI.

PROPOSED VOLUNTARY ANNEXATION OF PROPERTY BY SSS HOMES, LLC
AND BOYD HARRIS PROPERTIES, LLC
A. Public Hearing
B. Recommendation to the Board of Aldermen

VII.

REQUEST FOR REZONING OF LAND SSS HOMES, LLC AND BOYD HARRIS
PROPERTIES, LLC FROM R-2 (TWO-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT) TO B-2
(HIGHWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT) IN THE CITY OF CENTRALIA, MISSOURI.
A. Public Hearing
B. Commission Recommendation

VIII.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE
A. Public Hearing

IX.
X.

APPROVING THE PLAT 5 SOUTHWEST COUNTRY ESTATES
AS MAY ARISE

XI.

ADJOURN
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From:

Heather Russell, Interim City Administrator

To:

Planning & Zoning Commission

CC:

Cydney Mayfield, City Attorney

Date:
Re:

June 7, 2018
General Meeting Notes

Item IV – Conditional Use Permit Application from ExteNet
Placing a Telecommunications Tower near 102 E Sneed Street
ExteNet submitted a request to install a pole of similar height as our current utility poles, stand-alone style, to be used as
a telecommunications tower with microwave antennae that would benefit Sprint customers in the area. ExteNet has paid
the $100 conditional use permit fee, and are proposing to pay the city $540 annually for right-of-way access. Also included
in the packet are the specifications of the equipment they are proposing to install on the utility pole, and a copy of the
city code related to telecommunications transmission facilities.

The standard of review for conditional use permits is as follows: The Planning and Zoning Commission or the Board of
Adjustment shall grant or deny an application for issuance of a conditional use permit and may grant a conditional use
permit with stipulated conditions deemed necessary to carry out the provisions and intent of this Chapter, after giving
due consideration and regard to the following standards:
a. The proposed conditional use is in compliance with all provisions of the applicable zoning district.
b. The proposed conditional use will be in conformance with the character of the adjacent area within the same
zoning district in which it is located. In making such a determination, consideration may be given to the location,
type and height of buildings or structures and the type and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.
c. Off-street parking and loading areas, if applicable, are provided in accordance with the applicable standards set
forth in the Sections that are in Article XIV of this Chapter.
d. Adequate utilities, drainage, and other such facilities are provided.

e. Adequate access is provided and is designed to prevent traffic hazards and minimize traffic congestion.
f. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the conditional use will not be detrimental to or endanger the
public health, safety, morals, comfort or general welfare.
g. The conditional use will not be injurious to the use and enjoyment of other property in the adjacent area for the
purposes already permitted nor substantially diminish and impair property values within the adjacent area.
h. The establishment of the conditional use will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement
of property in the adjacent area for uses permitted in the applicable zoning district.
Notice of the Public hearing was advertised in the Centralia Fireside Guard on Wednesday, May 23, 2018. A sign was
placed on site, and all property owners within 185 feet have been notified.
After the public hearing and discussion by the Commission considering the proposal a motion in support should be made
something:
I move that the request for a Conditional Use Permit for a Telecommunications Tower at 102 E Sneed Street be approved
and that the City Administrator draft a notice to that effect.

Item V – Conditional Use Permit Application from Show Me Shortline Company, LLC
Creating an Airplane Landing Strip behind 1302 Rowland Road
Show Me Shortline Company, LLC has submitted a conditional use permit application request to construct an airplane
landing strip area behind 1302 Rowland Drive (show in picture below). This property is zoned M-1.

Chapter 31. Zoning
Article XI. Special Classes
Section 31-44. Use regulations.
[Ord. No. 738 § 14, 1-9-1961; Ord. No. 1736 § 3, 4-19-1993; Ord. No. 2182 § 2, 12-17-2001]
The following uses may be located in any district by special permission of the Board of Adjustment after public hearing;
provided, that, in their judgment, such use will not seriously injure the appropriate use of neighboring property and will
conform to the general intent and purpose of this Chapter, and further provided, that such use shall comply with the
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height and area regulations of the districts in which they may be located, and with such safety and other regulations as
the Board may impose:
A. Amusement parks, commercial baseball or athletic fields; race tracks; and permanent circuses, carnivals or
fairgrounds.
B. Aviation fields or airports, under such restrictions as the Board may impose on land, buildings or structures within an
approach or transition plane, or turning zone, to provide safety of navigation and prevent undue danger from confusing
lights, electrical interference or other hazards.
C. Cemeteries, crematories or mausoleums for the disposal of the human dead.
D. Drive-in theatres.
E. Golf driving ranges, commercial or illuminated.
F. Group housing projects.[2]
[2] Cross Reference — As to definition, see § 31-1. Also see, § 31-16.
G. Gun clubs, trap or skeet shoots, or target ranges.
H. Hospitals for the insane, feeble minded, alcoholics or narcotic addicts, or penal or correctional institutions.
I. Picnic groves and fishing lakes, including minor and incidental concession facilities for patrons only.
J. Mines or quarries, including the removing, screening, crushing, washing or storage of ore, sand, clay, stone, gravel or
similar materials; provided, that no permit shall be issued until and unless the location, site plan and method of
operation, including necessary structures, have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Board, which permit
shall be for a limited period of time, not to exceed five years.
K. Refuse dumps.
L. Reservoirs, wells, towers, filter beds or water supply plants.
M. Riding stables and tracks.
N. Sewage, refuse and garbage disposal plants, or sanitary fills.
O. Buildings and premises for public utility services, or public service corporations, which buildings or uses the Board
deems reasonably necessary for public convenience or welfare.
[1]Cross Reference — As to powers and duties of board of adjustment, see § 31-62.
The standard of review for conditional use permits is as follows: The Planning and Zoning Commission or the Board of
Adjustment shall grant or deny an application for issuance of a conditional use permit and may grant a conditional use
permit with stipulated conditions deemed necessary to carry out the provisions and intent of this Chapter, after giving
due consideration and regard to the following standards:
a. The proposed conditional use is in compliance with all provisions of the applicable zoning district.
b. The proposed conditional use will be in conformance with the character of the adjacent area within the same
zoning district in which it is located. In making such a determination, consideration may be given to the location,
type and height of buildings or structures and the type and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.
c. Off-street parking and loading areas, if applicable, are provided in accordance with the applicable standards set
forth in the Sections that are in Article XIV of this Chapter.
d. Adequate utilities, drainage, and other such facilities are provided.
e. Adequate access is provided and is designed to prevent traffic hazards and minimize traffic congestion.
f. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the conditional use will not be detrimental to or endanger the
public health, safety, morals, comfort or general welfare.
g. The conditional use will not be injurious to the use and enjoyment of other property in the adjacent area for the
purposes already permitted nor substantially diminish and impair property values within the adjacent area.
h. The establishment of the conditional use will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement
of property in the adjacent area for uses permitted in the applicable zoning district.
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Notice of the Public hearing was advertised in the Centralia Fireside Guard on Wednesday, May 23, 2018. A sign was
placed on site, and all property owners within 185 feet have been notified.
After the public hearing and discussion by the Commission considering the proposal a motion in support should be made
something:
I move that the request for a Conditional Use Permit for an Airplane Landing Strip at 1302 Rowland Road be approved
and that the City Administrator draft a notice to that effect.

Item VI and VII – Voluntary Annexation and Rezoning of Property by SSS Homes, LLC and Boyd Harris
Properties, LLC
There are two public hearings on regarding the properties shown on the map below: 1) June 7th at the Planning and Zoning
Commission and 2) June 18th at the Board of Alderman Meeting.
Boyd Harris Properties, LLC and SSS Homes, LLC have requested that these properties be annexed into the City; Tract B to
be zoned B-2 “Highway Business District” and Tract A to be zoned R-2 “Two-Family Dwelling District”.

Chapter 31. Zoning
Article I. In General
Section 31-3. District map — interpretation of district boundaries — classification of annexed territory.
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[Ord. No. 738 § 3, 1-9-1961; Ord. No. 1603 § 4, 3-18-1991]
The boundaries of the districts as enumerated in Section 31-2 are hereby established and adopted as shown upon the
map which is hereby designated as the "zoning district map," and which map and all the notations, references and
information shown thereon are hereby made as much a part of this Chapter as if the same were set forth in full herein. It
shall be the duty of the City Administrator to keep on file in his office an authentic copy of such district map, and duplicate
copies thereof, showing all the changes, amendments or additions thereto. When definite distances in feet are not shown
on the zoning district map, the district boundaries on the zoning district map are intended to be along existing street, alley
or plotted lot lines, or extensions of the same, and if the exact location of such line is not clear, it shall be determined by
the City Administrator, due consideration being given to location, as indicated by the scale of the zoning district map.
When streets or alleys on the ground differ from the streets or alleys shown on the zoning district map, the City
Administrator may apply the district designation on the map to the streets or alleys on the ground in such manner as to
conform to the intent and purpose of this Chapter.
Whenever any street or alley is vacated, the particular district in which the adjacent property lies shall be automatically
extended to the center line of any such street or alley.
All territory which may hereafter be annexed to the City shall be unzoned until zoning for said territory shall be established
by ordinance as provided by Sections 31-7 through 31-9 of this Chapter. Said zoning ordinance shall be adopted within
ninety (90) days of the date of annexation. No building permits shall be used for construction within said annexed area
until a zoning ordinance is enacted and in effect.
[1]
State Law Reference — As to zoning commission, see RSMo., §§ 89.030 and 89.070.
Cross Reference — As to boundaries of districts, see § 2-81 (H). As to amendments, see § 31-7. As to hearings, see § 31-9.
Also see Ord. No. 1387, 1452, 1680, 1806, 1869, 1961, 1985, 1986, 2040, 2048, 2049, 2118, 2122, 2154, 2228, 2293,
2350, 2372, 2396, 2431, 2479, 2554, 2620, 2650, 2676 and 2688 for the most recent district map changes. As to map for
flood regulations, see ch. 12.
Staff Comments: The Electric and Water department foremen would like to know that the plans for the property will be,
as this would affect their services to the properties. There is currently overhead electrical to 11570 W Rodney Griffin, as
well as water services.
After the public hearing and discussion by the Commission considering the proposal a motion in support should be made
something:
I move that the request for the voluntary annexation and rezoning requests by SSS Homes, LLC and Boyd Harris
Properties, LLC be approved and that the City Administrator draft a notice to that effect.

Item VIII – Comprehensive Plan
Edits have been made as requested to the Comprehensive Plan, however there were some requests for different pictures
that were added after the draft was sent to the committee members.
The City Code gives this Commission specific responsibility in the adoption of the City’s Comprehensive Plan. Chapter 281:
Section 2-81 Powers and duties.
[Ord. No. 717 § 6, 8-8-1960; Ord. No. 1345 § 1, 2-16-1987; Ord. No. 1423 § 1, 3-21-1988; Ord. No. 1520 § 23, 115-1990]
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The Commission shall have the power and it shall be its duty to do the following:
A.
Prepare a comprehensive City plan for the future development of the City, which said plan may
include recommendations on the following matters: development and use of land; location, length, width,
arrangement, acceptance, vacation, removal and extension of streets, alleys, bridges, viaducts, parks,
parkways, playgrounds or other public grounds or improvements; the platting of public property into lots,
plots, streets or alleys; public and private utilities; transportation; channels of communication of any kind;
public buildings and other facilities; the design and placing of memorials, works of art, power and lighting
plants, street lighting, sign posts, telephone poles, street name signs, billboards and projecting signs; the
elimination of railroad grade crossings, and all other things pertaining to the welfare, housing, appearance
or beauty of the City, or any portion thereof.
After the public hearing and discussion by the Commission considering the proposal a motion in support should be made
something:
I move that the draft Comprehensive Plan be approved and that the City Administrator draft a notice to that effect.

Item IX – Approving Plat 5 of Southwest Country Estates
The final version of plat 5 for Southwest Country Estates is provided in the packet. Completion of Columbia Street should
be addressed. Please see the correspondence in the packet regarding this plat.
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Minutes of the City of Centralia, Missouri Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of
Thursday, April 12, 2018.
The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Chairman, LeeAllen Smith presiding.
ROLL CALL – Commissioners Present: LeeAllen Smith (Chair), Don Bagley (Vice-Chair), Mayor
Tim Grenke (arrived late), Brian Maenner, Harvey Million (left early), Dale Hughes, Alderman Jim
Lee and Street Foreman, Phil Hoffman. Absent: Alderman David Wilkins. Also present were City
Administrator Matt Harline, Kati Conyers, Jon Conyers III, Meghan Dawson, Shannon Dawson,
Kiersten Dotson, Jackie Stelzer, Russell Stelzer, Del Stuermann, Beverly Moffat, William Bolick,
Cyndi Chick, JoAnn Peyton, Dianne Lee, Jennifer Loyd, Lynn Behrns, Don Bormann, Don
Rodgers and James Smith of the Centralia Fireside Guard.
Pledge of Allegiance
Chairman Smith led those present in reciting the Pledge of Allegiance.
Minutes
Minutes from the previous meeting (March 22, 2018) were presented to the Commission. Bagley
made a motion to approve the minutes as written. The motion was seconded by Hughes
and approved by unanimous voice vote.
Request for a conditional use permit for an in-home day care center at 919 Mystic Drive

Public Hearing: Smith opened the public hearing for comment at 6:05p.m. Kati Conyers of 919
Mystic Drive (applicant) spoke in favor of the application. She was working with the State to get
her unlicensed day care facility licensed. She reported that her neighbors had voiced concerns
with her about traffic, noise and resale value of their homes. Ms. Conyers said that Bev Moffat
had expressed concerns about traffic. Ms. Conyers stated that the street is currently a dead end
but the plan is to continue it west with development. Conyers then described how she would
manage the day with the kids being outside 10 -11am in the morning and two hours in the
afternoon. As far as resale value that they are not real estate experts but that they recently sold
a house right across from a licensed day care and they made $20,000 on the sale. Conyers
stated that they are good conscientious neighbors and would do everything they could to take
care of the concerns of the neighbors. Harline asked if they were in the process of getting
licensed. Conyers said they were in the process which would allow them up to 10, but she planned
to only take 6 – 8 children. Since currently she watches siblings so that would mean maximum
of four cars per day. Harline asked if she would be willing to accept a limit of six children in
addition to her own. She said that she would be willing to accept that limitation. In answer to
Bagley’s question she said that there is a six foot privacy fence around her lot. She said that they
were trying to meet the mission of the City to promote safe and prosperous lives. Million said that
this is really about two additional kids. In answer to a question from Jackie Stelzer of 457 S.
Adams, Conyers replied that her hours of operation were Monday through Friday, 7 am to 5:30
pm, with drop off typically from 7 to 9am. Conyers stated that she reminds the parents that are
clients to drive safely and respectfully.
Beverly Moffat of 923 Mystic Drive spoke in opposition to the proposal. Moffat stated that Mr.
Sapp stated that Mystic Drive would not be built any time soon. Moffat said that regardless of
how this goes she feels that she can be good neighbors with the Conyers. Moffat said that she
was okay with six, but the State would give her the license to take up to 10. Moffat said that
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despite the claim that drop off would be in the morning there was a drop off in the middle of the
day recently. Moffat said that she is concerned about resale value. Moffat stated that as the
owner of the home at the end of the street where people turned around she worried about traffic
and the noise as well. Moffat said that she felt that this was a violation of the covenants for the
neighborhood that states on page two that the only uses would be single family home uses. Moffat
said that she felt her reasonable expectation was that there would not be a day care on her street.
Jon Conyers 919 Mystic Drive spoke in favor of the proposal. Mr. Conyers said that his wife had
always said 6 to 8 kids and that he could not see how traffic that was already there should not be
a consideration about approving the proposed day care . Hughes asked what ages would be
under care at the house. Ms. Conyers replied that she typically watches 1 to 5 year old children.
JoAnn Peyton 901 Mystic Dr asked where the kids would be playing. Ms. Conyers said that there
own kids would play in the front yard, but the day care play could be kept in the rear yard. She
added that he drop off in the middle of the day was due to a kid that goes to Jack-in-the-Box once
a week. Chairman Smith reminded the
William Bolick 907 Mystic Drive spoke in opposition to the proposal. Bostick said that he bought
that house he bought it to be in a quiet location and because he was assured that it would only
be single-family homes. He said that he has owned three businesses and he did not want to
interfere with anyone’s attempt to be an entrepreneur but he bought that house to live in a quiet
place where he could sit on his front porch. He is retired military and retired federal service and
he thinks the proposal could cause friction in the neighborhood.
Jared Dotson 913 Briarwood Drive spoke in favor of the proposal. Dotson said that he as a prent
of one of the kids the Conyers watched. Dotson said he had never heard of covenants in the City
of Centralia and in fact the police chief had told him that there were none. Dotson said that he
worked for the Sherriff in the traffic division and that he understood about traffic. Dotson said it
was a street and that maybe the City could help with a “No Outlet” sign, to cut down on the taffic
trying to find an outlet to MO HWY 124. Dotson said that there are currently sounds of kids in
the neighborhood and that he heard noises from the high school at his house. Dotson added that
there was a need for day cares in Centralia. Harline said that it is common, especially in newer
subdivisions, have covenants that govern the use of the property in the subdivision. Harline noted
that these are not typically enforced by cities and that the City of Centralia does not enforce
covenants. Harline said that the covenants would have to be enforced in civil court by the
homeowner’s association. Harline added that there are uses, like group homes, that have been
defined by courts as being single-family uses and that could not be banned by covenants. In
answer to a question from the audience Harline replied that the City has a copy of most covenants
in newer subdivisions but does not enforce them.
JoAnn Peyton 902 Mystic Drive spoke in opposition to the proposal. Peyton stated that the
covenants were filed with the Boone County Recorder of Deeds. Peyton said that on nice days
the kids might want to play outside of a fe3nced area on a nice day and she doesn’t her property
to become liable for kids getting hurt on her property. Peyton said that a majority of the people
on the street were retired and although she is not yet retired, she hoped to retire in her house in
peace.
Meghan Dawson 201 S Reed Street spoke in favor of the proposal. Dawson said that she feels
so blessed to have Kati in her kids’ lives because her kids were learning and thriving with Kati.
She added that she knew about the resale value issue because she used to own property out by
the highway across from a day care. Dawson liked that there were people at home during the
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day in the home across the street. Dawson reported that they sold their house at a prfit of $50,00
and the person who purchased the property knew about the day care across the street. She said
it was her kid that was being picked up during the middle of the day and that he would graduate
soon from his preschool and that would not be an issue much longer. Dawson said she would
love to introduce her kids to the people in the neighborhood even door-to door. Dawson noted
that the rec center and park were close to the neighborhood. She said she was getting emotional
because she knew that she was able towork and go to night school because she knows her little
ones are being take care of.
Moffat – 923 Mystic Dr. Moffat said that she has no issue with the kids coming there now. But if
there would be ten kids that would increase traffic and it does change things and she has concerns
about that. Moffat added that Conyers had specifically mentioned eight children.
Jennifer Loyd 906 Mystic Drive. Loyd spoke in opposition to the proposal. Loyd stated that they
had bought there house earlier this year. Loyd said that she had four grown children and two
grandchildren and she loves kids. Loyd said that if this were a through street she would be in
favor of it but it is a nice quiet street and that is why she bought her house there. She says that
she is sure that they are lovely people and the families are lovely people but she didn’t think that
was going to be a through street any time in the near future.
Cyndi Chick 902 Mystic spoke in opposition to the proposal. Chick said that she lives in one of
the oldest houses in the neighborhood. Chick said that she had a nine year-old and was very
aware how hard it is to find day care. Chcik said that she had put up her own no outlet sign and
her own children playing sign and her kid played with an eight year-old across the street. Chick
said that she felt comfortable with them playing near the street, but not in the street and so she is
concerned about added traffic since her kids would be playing outside during pick up time.
Jon Conyers – 919 Mystic Dr. Conyers said that this is the city and it has traffic. Conyers said
that if you wanted a place away from traffic you should buy in the country. Conyers said that he
was aware that there was a need for day care in Centralia because he had been approached at
work in Mexico about finding day care.
Jennifer Loyd – 906 Mystic Dt. Loyd stated that she knew that she wasn’t buying her house in
the country but they bought it with the expectation it was only single family uses on a dead end
road. Loyd said that there was no way the City could assure that there wouldn’t be a lot of
additional traffic. Loyd and Mr. Conyers exchanged comments about traffic.
Smith closed the public hearing at 6:38 p.m.
Discussion and decision;
Harline read from the Centralia City Code about the Conditional Use Request for in-home day
care from Chapter 31-19 B. 4. Harline noted that the property owners had checked and there
was no licensed day care within 800 feet. Hoffman said that he had a daycare near him and there
would be teenagers on the street at some point. There was a discussion about whether there
would be or were teenagers on Mystic.
Smith said that he felt that the City should be careful about approving a variance that runs counter
to the neighborhood covenants even though e realized the City did not enforce them. Shannon
Dawson of 201 S. Reed St, was allowed to speak by Smith and stated that would mean that no
one could have a home-based business in that neighborhood if you agree to that interpretation of
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the covenants. Million asked to what extent the City gets involved in covenants. Harline said that
there are rare cases when the City takes a position on covenants such as in Cobblestone Lake
Estates where the City required the covenants to be on file with the Secretary of State so that
there was an organization capable of maintaining the lake. Million asked if the City was involved
in the drafting of these covenants. Lynn Behrns, 705 Emerald (City Administrator at the time of
the subdivisions approval) said that the City rarely gets involved and he did not recall any
involvement in these covenants. Million said that his reason for asking was that if the City was
not involved in drafting the covenants, they are not a good reason for denying the request. Bagley
said that regardless of the covenants that people buy property with certain expectations and that
the Commission needs to think about that really hard when considering the proposal. Bagley said
that he felt that if people did not think they would have a day care prior to purchasing that would
make a difference.
Ms. Conyers said that there had not been problems to date. Million asked if the Conyers had
received a copy of the covenants upon purchase and she replied that they did. Ms. Conyers
added that they asked their real estate agent if adding a day care would be a problem and the
agent told them it would not be. Bagley said that he said he felt that we have zoning so people
knew where things were at and that to change that after they moved in would not be fair. A
comment from the audience said that they moved to Centralia because it looked like they had
zoning as opposed to Fayette. Lee said that he felt very conflicted by the issue. He said that did
feel comfortable ignoring the neighborhood covenants. Someone from the audience asked if there
was a count of neighbors in favor or opposed and Harline said that that they didn’t make that
count. A member of the audience asked if they cared that another neighbor was also opposed
and Smith said that he didn’t feel this was an issue of numbers. Million asked if this was a
precedent.
Russell Stelzer 457 Adams was allowed to approach in opposition. Stelzer said that he had
received the covenants a little while after he bought his house abstained from a couple of projects
on his house because of the covenants.
Harline read the grounds for granting a conditional use from the City Code Section 31-65 C. 11.
Million said that if he heard that correctly that we could allow the conditional use with certain
restrictions. Harline replied that Million was correct and the Commission could make restrictions.
Million said that he did not want to do that, but if the neighborhood could reach a consensus then
he could support that. At this point he was inclined to vote against the proposal. He suggested
they discuss it amongst themselves and bring back a decision that works. Mr. Conyers spoke
again pointing out what he thought were violations of the covenants that were in existence. Smith
reminded him that they City did not enforce covenants. Hughes asked if the Commission do
impose additional restrictions and Harline said that was correct, but the applicant could withdraw
the application if the restrictions were not acceptable. Harline replied to a question from Conyers
that even though the State allowed up to ten children, the City could impose a zoning restriction
of a smaller number in this case. Harline attempted to explain permitted uses and conditional
uses.
Kati Conyers – 919 Mystic spoke again. Conyers said that they did not want to make enemies of
their neighbors. Conyers said that they love people and they are nice people. She asked if there
was a compromise number. There was a discussion between Conyers and the neighbors present
about reaching a compromise. Bolick – 907 Mystic said his problem was the traffic not the kids.
Bolick sadi that if he didn’t speak out and a child was run over and killed he couldn’t live with
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himself and then suggested speed bumps to slow the traffic down. Smith closed the open
discussion.
Smith asked if there was a compromise number would that be okay. Harline sadi that the
Commission had that authority. Million said that he wanted the neighborhood to make that
decision. Harline said that the Commission made a decision and that was final unless the
applicant made a revised application to the P&Z Commission, or appealed to the Board of
Alderman
Million made a motion to deny the request. Lee seconded the motion and it was and
approved unanimously by voice vote. Request denied 7-0
[Grenke arrived and Million left]
Request for a Conditional Use Permit for Self-Service Storage Facility for 212 West Singleton
Street
Smith said a public hearing was advertised the City should allow any comments to be made during
a public hearing. Smith asked about the applicants and the proposal. Harline said the applicants
could not be present and no actual plan had been submitted. Harline said it could be tabled
because it would be hard to approve it with so little information. Smith said that he needed to
open the public hearing.
Public Hearing: Chairman Smith opened the public hearing at 7:06 p.m. There were no comments
made. Smith closed the public hearing at 7:06 p.m.
Hughes asked if they should table it. Harline said tabling it would require advertising. Harline
said that there had been no notice given for the first hearing because he had been told by the
applicant that they would deliver the notices, but they did not. Harline said that this time the
notices went out with the wrong date but were followed by a second notice with the correct date
and a sign had been posted on the site each time. There was additional discussion about tabling
versus defeating the proposal and allowing them to bring back a second proposal. Maenner
asked about public input. Harline said that while they received the four letters in opposition to the
previous proposal, he had received no formal opposition although he had been approached in
person and received a phone call with some concerns. Harline said there has to be a plan for the
Commission to make a decision. Harline said that he would be comfortable with a denial and the
applicant could reapply. Lee asked if there was any scenario where the City could avoid
advertising. Harline replied that he could not imagine any such scenario. Harline said he told
them that they needed to have plans approved by the County at the time of building. Maenner
said that until they had a plan before them they had no way to make a decision and so he felt a
denial was the best way to go.
Don Bormann 800 Jason Court asked from the audience how long would they have to wait to
reapply. Harline said it was more an issue about how soon they had to proceed with an appeal.
Harline quickly reviewed the City Code for the length of time for an appeal and said that he could
not seem to find a deadline for appeal. Bormann noted that since there was no plan any plan
would be essentially a new application.
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Maenner made a motion to deny the request until a plan of action was presented. Hughes
seconded the motion and it was and approved unanimously by voice vote. Request denied
7-0.

Comprehensive Plan Update
Smith said that everyone had received a hard copy of the Plan and everyone had received
one, but Hoffman had not had a chance to review his. Smith read from the minutes of
the meeting of March 22 and noted that the Commission had discussed having the City
Administrator, the Mayor and himself should gather and discuss the document and make
suggestions for changes and how to adopt the Plan. Smith suggested making page by
page edits is a small group, with a larger discussion after those changes have been made.
Grenke said that any other small edits should could mention them.
The full discussion on content should follow. Harline noted that there is a version on line.
Harline said that we did not want to print 50 copies of this draft and then another fifty
copies of the next draft. Maenner said that he agreed with the idea of small edits followed
by discussion on the bigger idea. Smith said that previous minutes should be available
for review for about a month before adoption. Harline said that the big ideas are not lost
in the typographical errors, but that we should have an additional public hearing at that
next meeting. Bormann said that he felt it would take longer. He asked if it had been
sent out to the committee participants electronically. Harline said that an additional month
would not increase the amount of discussion, but we might add comments from the
Planning and Zoning Commission.
Harline reminded the Commission what Ed Siegmund had said about the possibility of
adopting it all at once, but that it was vitally important to adopt the main parts like the
Future Land Use Plan and the Transportation Plan (Major Roadway Plan) and then follow
up with the Sidewalk Plan and other parts. There was additional discussion about how
to proceed. Hughes asked if there was value in going through page by page. Harline
suggested that in the next week that the Mayor, Chairman and himself go through this
document page by page and then send it out to all the members of the committees. There
was additional discussion.
Small Cell Tower Downtown
Harline said this was informational only and that in the memo there was a description of
the apparatus that they were suggesting. Harline reviewed the recent cell tower
proposals that had come to them by Mobilitie that included a steel pole over 100 feet
tall near Prenger’s and a wooden pole in front of Martinsburg Bank. Sprint is now
partnering with this new company (ExteNet) and are looking Hughes asked why not to
use the tower near MO HWY 124 and Gano Chance. Harline replied that the new
technology did not need the same height, and they were tubes and wires and not the
old fashioned towers. Harline added that they were working in Jefferson City to restrict
the City’s rights for restricting this small cell technology. Because it was being
discussed in Jefferson City we chose not to address it in our recently adopted
Telecommunication tower ordinance. Harline said that the may have to have them go
through the Conditional Use process as specified by our Code. Hughes asked about
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the suggested location and Harline said that they were looking over by Oliver Funeral
Home. Harline said that he was discussing other options with the company. Harline
asked if we could get Sprint phones as part of the deal. Maenner stated that this
technology is coming and that his company had been approached by a company to be
located on a building he was working on to give students better cell service. Grenke
said that he had told the legislature, we want the technology mentioned that we want
the technology but we don’t want municipal authority restricted. Hughes said that there
were changes coming in the area of emergency response radio communication as well.
Hoffman asked if they wanted to put these all over town. Harline said they were looking
at maybe two and Lee asked why this is not a scale drawing and worried that the
actual equipment would be much bigger. Hughes said that the communication
equipment on the top of the Fire Station was a small box and an antenna about 2 feet
long. Smith asked if there was additional discussion.
As May Arise
Harline said that we need to schedule the next meeting for a plat and annexation. Smith asked
when people would be notified about the updated plan. Harline said it would be in time for the
next meeting. After a great deal of discussion it was decided that June 7th would be the date of
the next meeting. Harline noted that at the meeting of June 7th there would Plat 5 of Southwest
Country Estates and an annexation. Bormann at the request of Harline described the land for
annexation was where the Romine house had burned and been demolished. With a view of the
zoning map the Commison gained a better understanding of the area in question.
Adjourn
Hughes made a motion to adjourn that was seconded by Grenke and approved
unanimously by voice vote. The meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m.
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