Public Notice posted in accordance
RSMO. 610 as amended
By:
Kimberly Barfield
City Clerk

Date/Time Posted:

Friday, September 16, 2022
5:00 PM

CITY OF PACIFIC
300 HOVEN
BOARD OF ALDERMEN AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
Tuesday, September 20, 2022
7:00 P.M.
This meeting is open to the public.

The meeting will be streamed live on the City of Pacific YouTube channel:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC9dxzhHQWbPuIQJC1N6TSig
1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Pledge of Allegiance
4. Prayer
5. Approve Agenda
6. Approve the Minutes from the Regular Meeting on September 6, 2022.
7. Presentations
8. Public Participation
9. New Bills
a. Bill No. 5158 An Ordinance providing for a waiver of the Sidewalk Requirement at 504-514
South Third Street. (1st reading)
b. Bill No. 5159 An Ordinance authorizing a Conditional Use Permit for property located at 210
South Third Street, Franklin County Parcel ID 19-1-12.0-4-003-081.100, in the City of Pacific.
(1st reading)
c. Bill No. 5160 An Ordinance amending parking restrictions on Lamar Parkway (1st reading)
10. Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
a. Bill No. 5157 An Ordinance repealing parking restrictions on Union Street. (2nd reading)
Sponsor: Presley
11. Unfinished Business

a. Bill No. 5150 An Ordinance approving a Zoning Change (Map Amendment) from NU NonUrban to M-1 Light Industrial for two tracts of land totaling approximately 48 acres and
being generally described as Lot 1, Alt Place, Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.-0-0-034036.200 (8-acre tract) and Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.0-0-099-035.100 (40-acre
tract) being generally located at Industrial Drive, Pacific, Missouri. (2nd reading) Sponsor:
Eversmeyer. Tabled 7-19-22, 8-2-22, 8-16-22, 9-6-22
b. Bill No. 5156 An Ordinance prohibiting the occupancy of structures deemed unfit for
human habitation. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Nemeth. Tabled 9/6/22 & sent to Operations
Committee.
12. New Business
a. Resolution No. 2022-63 A Resolution declaring certain property of the City of Pacific as
Surplus Property, and providing for the sale and disposal of said property.
13. Mayor Report
14. City Administrator Report
15. Chief of Police Report
16. Public Works Commissioner
17. Director of Community Development
18. City Attorney Report
19. City Collector report
20. Operations Committee report
21. Administrative Committee report
22. Miscellaneous
a. Approve List of Bills.
b. Approve invoice from Cochran for Rt 66 Marketplace Road in the amount of $ 717.31 to be
paid from Osage CID.
c. Approve invoice from Cochran for W. Osage Sidewalk Project in the amount of $ 2,022.25
to be paid from Osage CID.
d. Approve Red Cedar Change Order #34, Tree Removal, in the amount of $4,857.80
e. Approve Red Cedar Change Order #35 Signage and Future ATT Conduit, in the amount of
$4,659.18
f. Approve Red Cedar Change Order #36, Credit Service Disconnect, in the amount of $2,700.00 (deduct)
23. Reports of City officials
a. Alderman Nemeth
b. Alderman Cleeve
c. Alderman Gendron

d. Alderman Presley
e. Alderman Eversmeyer
f. Alderman Lesh
24. Adjourn
The Board of Aldermen will consider and act upon the matters listed above and such others as may be
presented at the Meeting and determined to be appropriate for discussion at that time. The City of Pacific
is working to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act mandates. Individuals who require an
accommodation to attend a meeting should contact City Hall (271-0500) at least twenty-four hours in
advance.
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CITY OF PACIFIC
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN
300 HOVEN
PACIFIC, MISSOURI 63069
________________________________________________________________________

T

he meeting was called to order at 7:10 p.m. by Acting President of the Board Nemeth. The
meeting was held at City Hall. The Public was able to attend in person and was streamed live
on the City of Pacific You-Tube channel. Acting President of the Board welcomed everyone to
the meeting and apologized for the delay due to technical difficulties.

A roll call was taken with the following results:
Present at Roll Call:

Alderman Nemeth
Alderman Cleeve
Alderman Gendron
Alderman Presley
Alderman Lesh

Also present:

Administrator Roth
Attorney Jones
Chief Melies

Absent:

Mayor Filley
Alderman Eversmeyer
City Collector

Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was done.
Prayer
Prayer was offered this evening.
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Public Works Commissioner Brueggemann
Director of Community Development Myers
Deputy Clerk Hayden
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Approve Agenda
Motion made by Alderman Presley, seconded by Alderman Lesh to approve as an amended
version making a correction to Item #10 Unfinished Business by adding Tabled on
“8/16/22” also. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain:
none.
Approval of Minutes

A. Regular meeting on August 16, 2022
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Gendron to approve the
minutes of the regular meeting on August 16, 2022. A voice vote was taken with an
affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the Board Nemeth
declared motion carried.
Public Participation
Thomas Love, 211 Candlewick, Pacific, MO stated on what is in the packet he hopes they are
doing more of a study other than just tractor trailers because general traffic is a big issue there.
At certain times of the day it is hard to get in and out of your driveway. There is also the
problem of speeding and not stopping at the traffic sign coming out of Industrial Drive. These
are the issues he has.
Daniel Conway, 3001 Spruce Street, St. Louis, MO stated he is the applicant for the rezoning of
the 48 acres that will be coming up later. Wanted to reiterate today that they are a design build
contractor and their integrity has been in question many times about how they will skirt the
issues and not do things per code. They have built four fraternity houses in Rolla, MO. They
have also built parking garages, many warehouses, buildings and they create raving fans of their
work. They would not be able to do that if they were being deceptive and not working with the
City, residents and not letting everybody participate. Their integrity keeps being called in
question at every single meeting here and the Board kind of gets threatened and there is a lot of
saber rattling going on. They follow their business with a four way test. Is it the truth, is it fair
to all concerned, will it build goodwill with better friendships and when will it be beneficial to all
concerned. He has come up here for several meetings and has addressed the hot buttons which is
the water runoff. They have told you that they cannot add any additional runoff up until up to
the 100 year storm off of the property. He has also addressed the truck traffic and the shift
traffic. If you really want to address that and if you want to get it to zero, shut the road down,
put a fence and a gate and an ox box for emergency vehicles. If you want to get it to zero, you
can do it in 60 days. So we have addressed hot buttons of the water, traffic, shift traffic and we
have brought to the Board and to the residents solutions to all of these. He really does believe
that the City of Pacific can move forward and everybody can coexist. They are putting a 50’ tree
buffer on the north and west side of the development. There is also common ground in the
Westlake area. A lot of the areas will almost have 100’ buffer and they are setting aside 2 ½
acres of forested area. He believes this is more than reasonable and fair to try and get everybody
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to coexist. He believes there will be more traffic noise and general noise off of Hwy. N to those
properties than you are going to have with this developer park. They have worked with the
Board, worked with the residents, have met with all the residents afterwards and they are there to
solve problems to get everything so we can coexist and the City of Pacific can move forward and
it is fair a reasonable to all. They are not looking for a vote tonight, but would like to see this
issue get resolved on the 20th.
Barbara Alt, 1951 Patricia Lane, Pacific, MO stated she is one of the four owners of the 48 acres
that everyone is concerned about. The decision on rezoning their 48 acres of farmland from nonurban to light industrial is an important one. During this period that this ordinance has been
pending they have heard several questions and issues come up. Most notably around traffic
handling and water runoff. She thinks the true issue here is one of integrity and trust. A few
voices have said very loudly that they want detailed information on everything from traffic
studies and water flow to the names of tenants for each building before they think this ordinance
should be rezoned. She believes these concerns stem from questions of integrity and trust. She
believes it is appropriate for the City to do comprehensive traffic studies and make some
changes. This should have been done years ago and updated regularly as Pacific grows. She
hopes that becomes the City’s mode of operation, but need has little to do with this zoning
decision. She feels it is appropriate for the developer to be held responsible for following laws
and best practices about handling water flow as the project progresses. The responsibility for all
this falls mostly in the later stages of the process. It is also appropriate for the citizens of Pacific
to demand that the developer, the Board of Aldermen, and any other City officials follow the
laws related to subdivision, planning to code, and any other processes throughout the project.
Her family’s experience with prior P&Z initiatives is that the City does this, and they are
confident this board will do so as well – especially given that this project is entirely in line with
the City’s Master Plan that has been there for years. At the last meeting she filled everyone in on
the background there. People planned for this years ago. Twelve years ago she tried to divide
that piece of property and the City insisted it was going to be developed and made her buy a
spike strip which she later donated to the City. Then they made her put in a road easement which
cost her a bunch in surveys and attorney fees. What is not appropriate is to attempt to stop the
rezoning by using misinformation. Things like referring to conceptual drawings that are entirely
appropriate for this stage of the project as “just pictures” that don’t mean anything and saying
things like “the developers can do whatever they want once the zoning is approved”. Those
comments are misinformation. She believes there are 3 reasons why people would say these
things. First, lack of understanding of how P&Z processes for developments work. That is
entirely reasonable, and she would argue it is the City’s job to educate concerned citizens on how
these processes work, not just for this project, but for any project. Second, lack of trust due to
prior projects being approved that people feel are not in line with the law. This may be a valid
point, especially when considering the questions about the Manors at Brush Creek. Here’s the
thing, the people responsible for that controversy are mostly no longer on the board. She
believes the political process worked and our city put forth new leaders who will follow the law.
Third, lack of integrity to admit their own motives for opposing rezoning. The developer and her
children and herself stand to gain financially from this deal. A for-profit enterprise wants to
purchase land for a business venture. That is not a secret. What people might not realize is that
the loudest voices against this development have their own motives that are questionable.
They’d like to see a development that would provide many jobs to the area and that is directly in
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line with the City’s master plan fail so that they can have their property rural and the property
behind them rural. The main thing is what is best for the City? Is it following the wishes of a
few that wants to see the land remain rural? Or is it following the Master Plan, rezoning this
property light industrial and trusting the developer and the City leaders will ensure this turns into
a positive development? She believes the City leaders can be trusted with this decision. She
believes they will enforce the local, state and federal laws. She also believes the General
Contractor, Dan Conway, can be trusted. She has no doubt he will conform to the law. She
believes we can trust our City officials and Mr. Conway and would like us to move forward.

Jeff Hawley, 146 Chippenham Lane, Chesterfield, MO stated he is with a company called Block
Hawley and he is one of the two development team members that has proposed this. Just wanted
everyone to know that they are not there to create problems in the City of Pacific. They are there
to obviously make money, but they are also here to help grow the City. He has been doing this
for 36 years and has done this for other municipalities within St. Louis City as well as St. Louis
County and really exclusively, industrial property. He wants to reiterate the fact, and he thinks
the City Attorney probably understands, we are just here to get this property rezoned. He has
been here almost every single meeting and this has kind of taken it’s own course. People are
concerned. There are existing flooding problems with other properties that surround here. He
has actually met with Steve Roth and Steve Myers. His partner and himself sat down with them.
His understanding is that the City has master planned this for quit some time as light industrial
and that is what they were looking for. So they went forward with the application. Obviously,
there are going to be people that could let this turn into a huge fiasco. The fact of the matter is
that he has a responsibility. He has a reputation in St. Louis and has been doing this a long long
time and we don’t want to make more enemies. We want to try and help the City manage what
he considers to be, a major engineering issue that is really probably more due to things changing
over the past 30 to 40 years. He discussed with both Steve Roth and Steve Myers the idea of
even doing a CID, trying to help the people in Westlake, trying to help the people around. We
have tried to compromise as much as we can. We all know, you have a process and we have to
follow it. So we intend fully to follow it. We can’t build anything without those drawings being
fully engineered and approved by the City of Pacific. We just want you to understand that we
are here to help, not here to hinder. We want to see the City grow. Obviously, if that is not what
the City wants, they will tell them in a couple of weeks when they vote on it.
Gary Meadows, 2010 Hwy. N, Pacific, MO stated what he gathers from Mr. Conway and Mrs.
Alt’s remarks, you can trust Dan Conway and you can trust Barbara, but if you are against the
rezoning then you can’t be trusted because you probably don’t understand things, you are
untrustworthy or you lack integrity about your own motives. Let’s be clear, one of the reasons
he is opposed to the zoning is because they haven’t done their homework in terms of addressing
the major issue out there which is the water issue. There have been plenty of opportunity for the
developer or the applicant to get a certain water study done to be able to demonstrate to the board
what they are proposing is not going to cause any further problems. They have not done that and
it is clear that they don’t intend to do that. He did some rough calculations earlier today and if
they hardscape 80-85% of that property, that is about 38M gallons of water that has to find
somewhere to go. He has not heard anyone explain where that is going to go. Where do you
think it will go? He believes it will go to the neighboring property. They can say all they want
Board of Aldermen 09-06-2022

5

that they have to comply with the rules. He is a lawyer for those of you who don’t already know
that. He sees plenty of people who have good intentions at following the rules and when it goes
badly, they will stand up and say I’m bad I’ll take care of all of it. No they don’t. Then it turns
into a huge fight and sometimes damage can’t be undone. He has been in some of those cases.
He has seen people lose their homes which are homes basically under water 100% of the time.
He has actually seen people trying to live in those homes while they are trying to fix the legal
problems. The reality is, all good intentions aside, doesn’t mean you don’t have to do your
homework. The other fact that he knows is that they may or may not have to come back before
this board when they do development. If they subdivide then he believes they have to. If they
choose not to go down that path, then they don’t have to. They can just work with the staff and
get building permits and just start doing whatever they are going to do without this board ever
having a voice in what they are doing. Bottom line on this, if they genuinely care about the
water issues, they should do a surface water study or the board should require them to do a
surface water study at their expense. They can show where those 38M gallons of water are going
to go – is it going to raise the ground water levels. Another point Mr. Conway said was he has
50’ barriers and they are leaving 2 ½ acres clear, what he didn’t say is that part of the land they
are clearing is where the creek actually runs. So, he does not know what they do when you just
basically terminate the creek right off of his property leading to Westlake. Mr. Conway hasn’t
explained it. This is why the board should require them to do a study. If you really want to
protect the neighbors that live down there and the City from any future problems about water, get
the information on the front end because you may never see them on the back end if they decide
they never will or want to come back here.
Jan Jones, 201 Candlewick Drive, Pacific, MO stated her concern is the traffic. Yes, they have
the truck traffic but what about the traffic that comes with the workers. These places don’t open
at 6 in the morning. They start at 4 or 5 in the morning and the traffic is coming by their homes.
She tries to walk her dogs at 6-6:30 and it is terrible out there. It is not fair to the citizens that
live down this road. She hasn’t seen anyone come down their roads and talk to the people who
live there. If they can close off the road, that would be great. There was something that Tom
was showing her about buses. What buses use that road? School buses don’t come down that
road, they stop at the end of it. The only buses she has seen have been from Clancy. She hopes
the board considers doing something for the people who live there.
New Bills
Bill 5157 An Ordinance repealing parking restrictions on Union Street. (1st reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Bill No. 5157 for the first reading.
Acting President of the Board asked for a sponsor. Alderman Presley state he would sponsor
Bill No. 5157.
Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
Bill No. 5156 An Ordinance prohibiting the occupancy of structures deemed unfit for
human habitation. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Nemeth
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Motion made by Alderman Presley, seconded by Alderman Gendron to approve Bill No.
5156. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. Alderman Cleeve stated
that in the ordinance it basically says that you cannot have any kind of campers or anything like
that. He understands the intent. What he worries about is someone who is building a home and
is living in a camper for the 6-9 months it takes them to build the home. He doesn’t want us to
restrict peoples use of their property. He assumes he understands the intent of it, but that part of
the ordinance is an issue for him. Alderman Lesh stated he spoke with the Chief who he feels
gave good clarification on it. There does seem to be a need for it which is important to
understand. He did take some calls from residents who are concerned too with it being their
property and now they are being restricted. Alderman Lesh stated that Chief told him that in
those instances, they may have to change something, put in a permit process for people who have
friends over from out of town that may be staying for a week or so. Alderman Lesh feels the bill
is good, given the problems the Chief pointed out and feels it needs to be looked at further by
sending it to a committee. This way we can change some things and still protect the rights of the
property owners and their use of their land and without unduly inconveniencing them.
Discussion followed on which way to handle this. Chief Melies stated he appreciates the
concern for those who want to use their property for a variety of housing situations. However,
he would ask the City Attorney if a permit to allow someone living in their trailer would trump
zoning rules in the City. If we are not zoned for an RV park, how can we have people living in
RV’s. Attorney Jones stated that we do have very comprehensive ordinances with regard to
mobile homes and manufactured homes. They cannot be located anywhere except in approved
mobile home parks. What we are really trying to get at here is using a structure that doesn’t have
drinking water or basic things that are used for human sustainment. Discussion followed.
Motion made by Alderman Gendron, seconded by Alderman Presley to remove their
motions for approval. Motion made by Alderman Lesh, seconded by Alderman Cleeve to
send this to the Operations Committee for review and amendment. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the Board
Nemeth declared motion carried. Acting President of the Board Nemeth stated that he wanted
it noted to make sure Chief Melies is present at that meeting so he can help review the bill.
Unfinished Business
Bill No. 5150 An Ordinance approving a Zoning Change (Map Amendment) from NU NonUrban to M-1 Light Industrial for two tracts of land totaling approximately 48 acres and
being generally described as Lot 1, Alt Place, Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.-0-0-034036.20 (8-acre tract) and Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.0-0-099-035.100 (40-acre
tract) being generally located at Industrial Drive, Pacific, Missouri. (2nd reading) Sponsor:
Eversmeyer. Tabled 7-19-22, 8-2-22, 8-16-22.
Motion made by Alderman Lesh, seconded by Alderman Cleeve to pick this item up off the
table to ask the applicant a question. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
Nays: none. Abstain: none. Alderman Lesh called on Daniel Conway to come forward so he
could ask him a question. Alderman Lesh stated the conceptual plan is for the main route going
in there and is dependent on acquiring further road easement. One of the plans showed the 90degree turn, and if it is left as is and therefore to eliminate that problem was discussed, you need
that easement. His question is do you have that in the works. Is that what we’re going to be
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presented with that you will give to administration and we will see this in our packet and we will
have this information ahead of the next meeting. Mr. Conway stated it has been discussed. It is
in the works. It is something they can look at and develop for you and present before the next
meeting if you would like. They have had discussions with the property owner and we can make
it work without it, it’s not the best, but we’ve had discussions with the property owner to acquire
it. Alderman Lesh stated so if you don’t get additional land and making it work would involve
that area which could be that 90-degree turn. Mr. Conway stated not quit a 90 degree turn but
very close. Alderman Lesh asked if there was any option B for entry into that parcel if it does
not work out. Mr. Conway stated that was pretty much it right now. They may be able to move
the road or actually there is some ground to the east. If they have to look at another entry point
in , there is another piece of ground to the west that they can try to acquire. Alderman Cleeve
said something that has come up several times was the creek that is going behind the Meadows
property. Alderman Cleeve asked if there was any plan to deal with that creek. Mr. Conway
stated that is part of the property and will be set aside. Mr. Meadows has a piece of property that
has a creek on 2 sides of it. That northwest corner they are going to just set aside and that creek
is going to run just like it is now. They can’t add any additional runoff to it that is presently
going so they will just let it run like it is. Whatever issues exist now are going to continue to
exist. They know how much detention they have to put in. They are not 100% sure if they will
put in one basin on the north side or it may be 2 or 3. Per the engineering regulations that are in
place that they have to provide for the City of Pacific and they can’t add any additional runoff up
until the 100 year storm. They will abide by the regulations. Alderman Cleeve stated so you
have no intention of disturbing that creek. Mr. Conway stated not at this time. They may be
encroaching some of the slopes, but will keep the natural flow of that creek alone. Motion made
by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Presley to table Bill No. 5150. A voice vote
was taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the
Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
New Business
Resolution No. 2022-56 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute an
Agreement with George L. Crawford & Associates, dba CBB, for Professional Services
relating to Traffic Engineering Studies of commercial truck traffic in the City of Pacific.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution No. 2022-56 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Gendron to approve Resolution
No. 2022-56. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. Alderman
Cleeve wanted to make sure that this is looking at traffic counts and not just truck counts. On #2
it says “for vehicle classification (i.e., passenger cars, light trucks, and articulated trucks)”.
Down at #3 it says at the end of the sentence “existing traffic counts and truck usage”. So to him
that says cars and trucks. If he is not reading that right then he needs it to say all traffic. Number
1 has existing truck signage. Number 3 they say existing passenger trucks and truck usage.
Administrator Roth stated he can confirm with the consultant that the study is for vehicles, trucks
and articulated trucks, which is the large trucks whether they be tractor trailer or box trucks and
#3 addresses all traffic. Acting President of the Board Nemeth said Phase I should say existing
traffic study and not truck. Motion made by Alderman Cleeve amended vote to approve
pending Administrator Roth getting clarification that it does indeed count all traffic,
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seconded by Alderman Gendron. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for
anymore discussion. Alderman Lesh stated on the signage part, there was a comment from Mr.
Brueggemann about MoDot having information. Mr. Brueggemann said along Osage and 1st.
Alderman Lesh asked him his recommendation as to where to place signage. Administrator Roth
stated the scope of this is to focus on Candlewick Lane. The locations were selected so they
know the trucks that get any virility. Currently we have a truck route that doesn’t exist. The
bridge is out. At the end of the day there is a non-existent truck route for the city. Anything that
we count now without signage, enforcement and bridge out won’t do us any good. Discussion
followed on this if they should hold off on this until all is placed together. Alderman Nemeth
believes it is a waste of money, because right now, the trucks can go anywhere. No matter where
they are coming from or how they are getting there, we currently closed our truck route. Feels
against using the citizen’s funds for a study telling us that trucks are all over the city. There is a
valid reason for this because the truck route is closed. Alderman Nemeth stated we should do
nothing now, but when they get closer with signage, education and enforcement when the bridge
is reopened which will be about a year then bring up again. Discussion followed. Motion made
by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Gendron to rescind their motions to approve.
Administrator Roth stated they will remove the bill from future agendas.
Resolution 2022-57 A Resolution authorizing and approving the purchase of certain
budgeted equipment for the Pacific Public Works Department.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-57 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Presley to approve Resolution
2022-57. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the
Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
Resolution 2022-58 A Resolution authorizing and approving an increase in the hourly wage
rate for a Public Works Employee who has met certain conditions of the Public Works
Collective Bargaining Agreement.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-58 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Lesh to approve Resolution
2022-58. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the
Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
Resolution 2022-59 A Resolution authorizing payment of Two-Thousand Dollars for
certain event management services necessary for the 2022 Iron Horse Rodeo.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-59 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Gendron, seconded by Alderman Presley to approve Resolution
2022-59. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: Alderman Nemeth. Acting
President of the Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
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Resolution 2022-60 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute Change
Order Agreements with Jokerst Inc. for asphalt resurfacing of Arbor Lane and
construction of a section of Lamar Parkway sidewalk in the City of Pacific.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-60 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Lesh to approve Resolution
2022-60. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the
Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
Resolution 2022-61 A Resolution authorizing and approving a proposal to create a
Children’s Museum Exhibit within the Red Cedar Inn Welcome Center and Museum
Facility; and authorizing certain expenditures necessary thereto.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-61 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Lesh, seconded by Alderman Presley to approve Resolution
2022-61. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. Alderman Gendron
asked if this was coming out of the existing museum/exhibit funds. Acting President of the
Board Nemeth stated yes it is. It is not an additional spend. A voice vote was taken with an
affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of the Board Nemeth
declared the motion carried.
Resolution 2022-62 A Resolution authorizing and approving a proposal to install electric
service at the Liberty Field Rodeo Arena.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Attorney Jones read Resolution 2022-57 by title only.
Motion made by Alderman Presley, seconded by Alderman Cleeve to approve Resolution
2022-62. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. Administrator Roth
stated he knows this is very late and if the board approves, they will move as quickly as possible.
Community Director Myers stated the contractor has a window of opportunity that we hope
could have work done between now and the rodeo which is September 30. Time is of the
essence here. He appreciates everyone’s patience as they try and get this done. It may make it
for this season or it may not. They will keep the pedal down and try and get it done. A voice
vote was taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Acting President of
the Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
Mayor Report
None
City Administrator Report
None
Chief of Police Report
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None
Public Works Commissioner Report
Stated he sent out his report last week and if they have questions, just let him know. Thanked
the Board for passing Resolution 2022-57 and 2022-58. Alderman Cleeve asked if there was any
other movement on the pond. PW Commissioner said no, not yet but is on the list. He would
like to move forward with updating some of the truck signs. Acting President of the Board
Nemeth stated he is worried about updating something that they can’t follow anyway. PW
Commissioner stated but it doesn’t hurt. Acting President of the Board Nemeth said go ahead
and do what they need to do.
Director of Community Development Report
Apologized for not getting his report in the packets, but was gone to the Governor’s conference
on economic development. Stated the City also had an illness in the building department and he
is doing much better and back in the swing. As they can see on his report he handed the Board,
the Red Cedar updates are moving along. They hope to have a key to the building and be done
with the construction phase by the end of the month. He will have a more thorough report for
them next time.
City Attorney Report
None
Operations Committee Report
Administrator Roth stated the next meeting is set up for September 23, 2022.
Administrative Committee Report
None
Miscellaneous
a. Approve Change Order 33, Red Cedar signage “Option E,” in the amount of $2,270.00.
Motion made by Alderman Presley to approve, no second motion made. Acting
President of the Board Nemeth said this has died with no second motion.
b. Approve Pacific High School Homecoming Parade Special Event Permit on Friday,
October 2, 2022. Administrator Roth stated the route has changed. The application in
the packet still had 1st Street, instead they want to use 2nd Street. The revised application
was set out on dais. Chief Melies stated the parade has been moved to a Friday at 3 pm.
Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Gendron to approve.
Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Motion carried.
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c. Approve Special Liquor License for the Cigar & Cocktail Lounge, 115 N. First St., for
liquor for sale by the drink on October 14, 2002 for Witches and Warlocks. Motion
made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman Lesh to approve. Acting
President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion. A voice vote was taken with
an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none. Motion carried.
d. Approve payment of Invoice 2 and Invoice 3, Derek Prior Design, Inc. in the amounts of
$8,100 and $12,500. Motion made by Alderman Cleeve, seconded by Alderman
Gendron to approve. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked for any discussion.
A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none.
Motion carried.
Reports of City Officials
Alderman Nemeth – no report.
Alderman Cleeve – has been questioned on the enforcement of tractor trailers and things like
that on Hwy. N & Candlewick. Our truck route is broken, so if we try to enforce it, there is
nowhere for the trucks to go at this point. Chief Melies stated he talked with some of the
officers and they are checking to get the complete statistics, but there has been enforcement
on Candlewick on occasion. They have had some officers down there and have issued a few
tickets or addressed violators when they are on patrol. We already addressed the out of date
signage. The restriction on Candlewick is just a weight restriction of 18,000 lbs. and that is
not a very high weight for a truck. It is tough to write tickets when signage isn’t there to
direct them. Alderman Cleeve stated that once we get signage and route fixed then the Chief
as options.
Alderman Gendron – no report.
Alderman Presley – no report.
Alderman Lesh – wanted to thank Commissioner Brueggemann for the Manor’s of Brush
Creek asking him to get road cleaned up. As they enter a new phase, there is more of a need
to keep them cleaned up. Now he is getting calls on worker’s parking on that turn lane. He
went and looked for no parking signs. He stated as you are headed south bound it is way
down by the bridge and that is the only one on Lamar. There are two on the other side that
are obstructed by the view of the banners for the subdivision that are up. Would also like to
have the road marked for the left turn as soon as we can because people are pulling up to the
side of cars. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked if we even have an ordinance for
this for Lamar Parkway. Attorney Jones stated no parking is on west side from Osage to
Rose. Doesn’t seem to be one from Rose to Old Gray Summit. The only restriction is
limited parking. Acting President of the Board Nemeth asked if we could have a draft at next
meeting for parking restrictions. Chief Melies stated there are the 3 bump outs for delivery
and pick up only so we would need loading zone added. Motion made by Alderman Lesh,
seconded by Alderman Cleeve to have Attorney Jones draft a no parking ordinance
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from Old Gray Summit Road to Lamar east and west side and clarifying the loading
zones. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. Nays: none. Abstain: none.
Acting President of the Board Nemeth declared the motion carried.
Adjournment
There being no further business, motion made by Alderman Lesh, seconded by Alderman
Gendron to adjourn. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. The meeting
adjourned at 8:45 p.m.
__________________________________
Mayor Filley
ATTEST:
________________________________
City Clerk

Board of Aldermen 09-06-2022

MEMORANDUM
Steve Roth
City Administrator

636-271-0500 ext. 213
sroth@pacificmissouri.com

September 16, 2022
TO:
RE:

Mayor and Board of Aldermen
City Administrator report, 9-20-22 Board of Aldermen meeting

Hello everyone,
Please note the following with respect to the September 20 meeting:
1. Bill 5158, 504-514 S. Third Street Sidewalk and Curb and Gutter waiver. This bill provides for a
waiver of curb and gutter and sidewalk at this location. The Planning and Zoning Commission heard this
item at its Sept. 13 meeting and was unanimous in recommending approval. The Commission further
recommended that an overlay district or other provision of some kind be put in place that relieves the
curb and sidewalk requirement for properties south of the railroad tracks. We will look into the best way
to address this by ordinance. This topic has come up several times in recent years, and the Commission
has routinely recommended approval, which has also been supported by the Board of Aldermen. We
would note here, as we have in past discussions, that Missouri law contains provisions for requiring
property owners construct curb and gutter and sidewalks (and other improvements) at their expense,
subject to certain provisions. In the event that such improvements become necessary or desirable at a
later date then, the City then would have a mechanism to require property owner participation at that
time.
2. Bill 5159, Conditional Use Permit, 210 S. Third Street. This bill authorizes a Conditional Use Permit for
a garage – storage facility at this location. The Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public
hearing Sept. 13 and was unanimous in recommending approval, with a condition that no open storage
be allowed on the property. No public comments were heard at the meeting. The proposal differs from
the previous CUP application for this location, in that no business activity is being proposed. My
understanding is the intent is to use the property for private storage. Storage buildings are not
permitted uses in C-1, which thus triggers the CUP application presented here. Staff has no objection to
the use as proposed.
3. Bill 5160, Lamar Parkway no parking. This bill prohibits parking along both sides of Lamar Parkway
between Osage and Old Gray Summit, and also provides for 15-minute parking at the three designated
turn-out spots in the Manors at Brush Creek development. The parking prohibition as provided here is in
the current no parking schedule, but the 15-minute turn-out spots are not addressed. The City Attorney
drafted this bill and can speak to it in more detail at the meeting.
4. Bill 5157 Repeal of no parking zone, Union Street. This bill was given a first reading Sept. 6 and is
scheduled for a second and final reading here. The bill essentially repeals the no parking zone along the
north side of Union Street between 4th and 5th streets. There are two sections of no parking along north
Union at this location, and the bill repeals both of them, essentially allowing parking along the north side
of Union through this entire block.

5. Bill 5150, Zoning Change (Map Amendment) Alt Farm parcels, Industrial Drive. This bill remains
tabled following discussion at recent meetings. We have received two letters in support of the
developer, and further received communication from the developer that was sent by email to the Board
of Aldermen Sept. 15.
I would want to make clear the Municipal Code provisions relating to Board of Aldermen approval
subdivision plats, site plans, etc. Any subdivision is subject to Board of Aldermen approval. Subdivisions
are subject to review by the Planning and Zoning Commission, and approval by ordinance of the Board
of Aldermen. Subdivision defined here: The division or redivision of land into two (2) or more

lots, tracts, sites or parcels for the purpose of transfer of ownership or for development
or for the dedication of public or private rights-of-way. (Section 400.040).
A “Minor Subdivision” does not require public hearings, but still is subject to P-Z review and Board of
Aldermen approval. Any subdivision that does not meet the Minor Subdivision definition (A tract of

land consisting of three (3) acres or less of land proposed for subdivision into four (4) or
less lots, and which does not require construction or extension of public improvements.
Section 400.040) requires public hearings, notification of landowners within 185 feet of the subject

property, and Board of Aldermen approval.

A Site Plan, “where one (1) or more buildings are to be erected on a single lot….” (Section
405.055) may be approved administratively. A Boundary Adjustment, which adjusts property
boundaries but does not create a new buildable lot, can also be approved administratively.
Clearly the development proposed here then would require a Subdivision Plat approval (48 acres, two or
more lots, extension of public improvements, etc.) As noted in past discussion, this process then would
essentially follow the same process that the rezoning went through: Public Hearing before P-Z, approval
by ordinance of the Board of Aldermen. The development plan (roads, utilities, storm water) would be
subject to public review and Board approval through this process. The only scenario in which this would
not apply is if there was development proposed on just one lot. For example: If the developer was
proposing rezoning of the 8 acres fronting Industrial Drive only, and the developer was proposing to
develop as one lot only, then the site plan for that property could be approved administratively.
It is hard to imagine a scenario in which the 48 acres subject of this rezoning proposal could be
developed without further Board review / approvals. In theory the two acreages could be consolidated
into one lot and then developed as one parcel, with no extension of public improvements. (This too is
problematic however given how access to the back 40 acres is only by easement.) Regardless, the Board
and public both should understand that future subdivision and development of this property (for
whatever purpose) would require public hearings and review by both the Planning and Zoning
Commission and Board of Aldermen. My communications with the developer on this point has been to
prepare for thorough development plan presentations during the public review process, with special
attention paid to the storm water design plan. This of course assumes the rezoning is approved in the
first place.
One final note: Just so there is no confusion, once a property has been platted, and the public
improvements approved, then further development of individual lots are subject to City site plan
provisions. New construction proposed on current vacant lots in Dailey Industrial Park (for example)
would be subject to City site plan review, but no further Board of Alderman approvals. As another
example, Wallis Oil previously received a CUP for development of a new Mobil On The Run facility off W.

Osage St. We recently met with Wallis on this project, and would expect a Site Plan submittal in the near
term. That site plan would be reviewed for conformance with Municipal Code provisions and can be
approved administratively. The same provisions would apply to new construction proposed in the
Conway development, assuming it would clear the zoning and development plan approvals. As has been
noted in prior Board reports, any new project would be reviewed first for compliance with our zoning
regulations, and the M-1 District regulations give the City rather broad authority to review light
industrial projects. https://ecode360.com/28944080. (Section 400.140(B)(12): Industrial,

manufacturing and repair shops where the scale of operations and the process of
manufacturing or treatment of materials is such that the amount of dust, odor, gas,
smoke or noise resulting therefrom will not result in a lowering of values and otherwise
will not be objectionable to surrounding commercial, institutional and residential districts.
We would review any proposed use according to these criteria and any use that is not in conformance
would be rejected.
I am happy to address all these points in greater detail at the meeting if desired.
6. Bill 5156, Structures unfit for human habitation, (ie “No camping”). This bill was given a first reading
August 16 and was tabled September 6 and sent to the Operations Committee, which plans to review it
at its meeting Sept. 23. My office has not received any comment on this item since it was first
introduced.
7. Resolution 2022-63, Police Department surplus property. This Resolution declares certain Police
Department materials and equipment as surplus property, and provides for the disposal thereof. A
Memorandum from the Chief of Police requesting the surplus declaration is included in the Board packet.
None of the items are anticipated to bring a sale price greater than $2,500. Assuming Board approval, the
items would be disposed of via the public online auction site Purple Wave (wwe.purplewave.com).
8. Community Pool survey. We are conducting a survey to get feedback on the Municipal Pool, and have
more than 120 responses as of this writing (Sept. 16). We will leave the survey open until Oct. 3. Link
here: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/QT7DWC5. This has been publicized on the website, Facebook
page and in the newsletter. Results will be compiled and presented to the Park Board Oct. 10, and
included in future Board of Aldermen packets.
9. Information items.
• Operations Committee meeting Sept. 23, 1 p.m. We have several items for this agenda,
including review of Bill 5156 and review of the 1st and Osage intersection improvement concept
layout from consultant HR Green.
• P-Z Commission meeting Sept. 27. We have a public hearing for proposed text amendments to
Section 400.170, Home Occupations. This was drafted by the City Attorney to align with recent
changes in Missouri law. We also have a tentative Minor Subdivision plat for property off Inez
Lane.
• Denton Road bridge. We have received final MoDOT approval for this project (“Authority to
Advertise”); a copy is in the packet. We have tentatively set Nov. 2 as the bid opening. This is
earlier than we first anticipated but given the need for tree clearing in the project to occur before
March 31, and also for the contract award to receive MoDOT concurrence (which on occasion
takes several weeks), we would strongly recommend moving quickly in order for the contractor
to be on the ground and working yet this fall or winter. We will advise further as this moves
forward.

•
•

•

Bulk Trash pickup. This is just a reminder that Bulk Trash pick-up is scheduled for the weeks of
Oct. 3 and 10. Information is on the website and in the newsletter.
Great Rivers Greenway property closing. This property closed Sept. 12. We will have a more
information on this property in upcoming Board packets.
Newsletter. The September newsletter was sent to the printer on Sept. 15 and should be
delivered to City residents by the week of Sept. 26, at latest. Copy is in the Board packet.

As always, if you have questions or need further information please don’t hesitate to contact
me.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Roth
City Administrator

BILL NO.

5158

ORDINANCE NO.________

SPONSOR:
AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR A WAIVER OF THE SIDEWALK REQUIREMENT
AT 504-514 SOUTH THIRD STREET.
WHEREAS, Section 410.080 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific allows the Board
of Aldermen to approve a waiver or modification to the minimum design and development
standards in the subdivision regulations under the circumstances set forth therein; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen determines that because of conditions peculiar to the site at
504-506 South Second Street, a departure may be made without destroying the general intent and
spirit of the subdivision regulations.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
RBT Renovations, LLC is hereby granted a waiver from the sidewalk requirement
of the subdivision regulations for the property known and numbered as 504-514 South Third Street,
Pacific, Missouri 63069, Franklin County Parcel ID 19-1-12.0-4-018-248.000 and legally
described as:
Lot 1 RBT Subdivision Plat 1
Section 2.

This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after passage and approval.

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Heather Filley, Mayor

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Heather Filley, Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO.
5159
SPONSOR:

ORDINANCE NO. _____

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 210 SOUTH THIRD STREET, FRANKLIN COUNTY
PARCEL ID 19-1-12.0-4-003-081.100, IN THE CITY OF PACIFIC
WHEREAS, Ray Gullet, Gullet Contracting, has filed an application for a Conditional Use
Permit to construct a 30’ x 40’ garage - storage facility to be located at 210 S. 3rd Street,
Franklin County Parcel ID 19-1-12.0-4-003-081.100, and being generally located at the
northeast corner of W. Orleans and S. 3rd Street; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has conducted a public hearing on the
application and, following the public hearing, has by a unanimous affirmative vote
recommended approval of the Conditional Use Permit application, subject to certain
conditions as hereinafter provided; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen has received the Commission recommendation and
desires to act on the application as presented;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION ONE.
A Conditional Use Permit application from Ray Gullet, Gullet
Contracting, to construct and garage-storage facility at 210 S. 3rd Street, Franklin County
Parcel ID 19-1-12.0-4-003-081.100, being generally located at the northwest corner of
West Orleans and South 3rd Street, Pacific, is hereby authorized and approved, subject to
the following conditions:
a. No open storage of vehicles, equipment, materials or other items shall be
permitted.
SECTION TWO.
The Board of Aldermen finds the following facts pursuant to the
provisions of City of Pacific Municipal Code Section 405.040.B:
The proposed development:
1. Complies with all applicable provisions of the Land Use code
2. Will contribute to and promote the community welfare or convenience;
3. Will not cause injury to the value of neighboring property and will not create a
nuisance;
4. Is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and existing zoning district provisions;
5. Does not raise concerns about adequacy of off-street parking and loading areas;
6. Does not raise concerns about erosion control and on-site stormwater detention;
and

7. Will not substantially increase traffic congestion and noise.
SECTION THREE. The Conditional Use Permit as herein authorized shall not be
transferable to any other party, except as approved by the Board of Aldermen.
SECTION FOUR.
The Board of Aldermen therefore concludes as a matter of law that
the Conditional Use Permit as herein approved is authorized pursuant to the provisions of
City of Pacific Municipal Code Section 405.040.B and shall be subject to the terms and
conditions as provided therein.
SECTION SIX.
This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect both from and after
its passage by the Board of Aldermen and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED this ________ day of ___________2022. ______________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________2022. ______________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO. 5160

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: ____________
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON LAMAR PARKWAY.
WHEREAS, public health and safety require restricted parking on Lamar Parkway.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: Schedule IV, Table IV-A of the Code shall be amended by replacing:
Location

Restriction

Lamar Parkway from Old Gray Summit Road
to Osage Street, on the East and West sides

No parking except for the three designated
turnouts which shall be limited to 15 minutes
for deliveries only.

Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and
approval.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO. 5157

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: Presley
AN ORDINANCE REPEALING PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON UNION STREET.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: Schedule III, Table III-A of the Code shall be amended by repealing:
Location
Union Street

Union Street

Restriction
No parking a distance of 90 feet on the north side of Union Street from a point
130 feet west of its intersection with Fourth Street running 90 feet west along
the north side of Union Street.
No parking on the north side of Union Street for a distance of 38 feet to its
intersection with Fifth Street.

Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and
approval.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO. 5150

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: Eversmeyer

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONING CHANGE (MAP AMENDMENT) FROM NU
NON-URBAN TO M-1 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL FOR TWO TRACTS OF LAND TOTALING
APPROXIMATELY 48 ACRES AND BEING GENERALLY DESCRIBED AS LOT 1, ALT
PLACE, FRANKLIN COUNTY PARCEL ID 19-6-14.0-0-034-036.200 (8-ACRE TRACT)
and FRANKLIN COUNTY PARCEL ID:19-6-14.0-0-099-035.100 (40-ACRE TRACT)
BEING GENERALLY LOCATED AT INDUSTRIAL DRIVE, PACIFIC MISSOURI
WHEREAS, Dan Conway, Conway Contracting has applied for a zoning change (map
amendment) from NU Non-Urban to M-1 Light Industrial for two tracts of land totaling
approximately 48 acres and being generally described as Lot 1, Alt Place, Franklin County Parcel
ID 19-6-14.0-0-034-036.200 (8-acre tract) and Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.0-0-099035.100 (40-acre tract) and being generally located at Industrial Drive, in the City of Pacific; and
WHEREAS, the application was duly referred to the Planning and Zoning Commission for its
consideration and recommendation; and
WHEREAS, a duly advertised and posted public hearing was conducted before the Planning and
Zoning Commission on June 28, 2022; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has submitted its report to the Board of
Aldermen and has recommended that a zoning change NU Non-Urban to M-1 Light Industrial for
the aforesaid property be approved in accordance with the application;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
A zoning change and map amendment from NU Non-Urban to M-1 Light Industrial
for two tracts of land totaling approximately 48 acres and being generally described as Lot 1, Alt
Place, Franklin County Parcel ID 19-6-14.0-0-034-036.200 (8-acre tract) and Franklin County
Parcel ID 19-6-14.0-0-099-035.100 (40-acre tract), being generally located at Industrial Drive, in
the City of Pacific; is hereby accepted and approved. The City zoning map shall be updated
accordingly in due course.
Section 2.
This approval is conditioned upon the following:
• Development of the property shall reserve a minimum 50-ft forestation buffer from
adjacent properties on the north and west boundary of the 40-acre tract, adjacent to existing
residentially zoned and residentially used properties.
• Development of the property shall conform to all applicable Storm Water management
ordinances, codes and regulations of the City of Pacific.
• Development of the property shall include construction of fencing to screen the property
from the adjacent property to the east.

Section 3.
approval.

This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and

PASSED this ________ day of ___________2022.________________________________
Heather Filley, Mayor

APPROVED this ________ day of _________2022. ______________________________
Heather Filley, Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk

Tabled: 7-19-22
8-2-22
8-16-22
9-6-22
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BILL NO. 5156

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: Nemeth
AN ORDINANCE PROHIBITING THE OCCUPANCY OF STRUCTURES DEEMED
UNFIT FOR HUMAN HABITATION
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1:
Title V, Chapter 500, Article X of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific
shall be amended by adding a new Section 500.195 as follows:
Section 500.195-Structures deemed unfit for human habitation—Tents, campers, or other
recreational structures.
A.
The occupancy of any tent, camper, or other recreational structure or the occupancy of
any vehicle, trailer or structure that does not have a connection to city water or a connection to
city sanitary sewers is a violation of the health and safety of the city. This section shall not apply
to organized Girl Scout, Boy Scout, or similar organization camping for the purpose of youth
education.
B.
No tent, camper, other recreational structure or any vehicle or trailer shall be used as a
temporary or permanent residence or shelter within the city. Any person occupying a tent,
camper, other recreational structure or any vehicle or trailer as a temporary or permanent
residence or shelter for a period of time longer than three days, consecutive or otherwise, within
a thirty-day period shall be guilty of an offense and upon conviction shall be punished in
accordance with Section 100.170 of this code.
C.
Any tent, camper, other recreational structure or any vehicle or trailer that is erected,
parked or placed in any city park or on any city property without the express permission of the
city shall immediately be deemed a nuisance and the police may charge the owner and/or
occupant of the structure with a violation of this Section.
D.
No person may erect a tent, camper, other recreational structure or park or place any
vehicle or trailer and allow one or more individuals to occupy said structure as a temporary or
permanent residence or shelter except as specifically provided in this section. Any person who
controls a tent, camper, other recreational structure or any vehicle or trailer and who allows
another person to occupy the tent, camper, other recreational structure or any vehicle or trailer as
a temporary or permanent residence or shelter shall be guilty of an offense and upon conviction
shall be punished in accordance with Section 100.170 of this code.
E.
No person shall occupy any structure that does not have running water for drinking and
sanitation purposes. No person shall occupy a structure that is not connected to the city sanitation
system. Any person violating this paragraph shall be punished in accordance with Section
100.170 of this code.
F.
In accordance with Section 71.285, RSMo, if structures deemed unfit for human
habitation are allowed on the same property in violation of an ordinance more than once during a
calendar year, the director may, without further notification, issue a citation for each subsequent
violation of the same nature. After serving proper notice to the owner of the property in

accordance with Sections 500.220 and 500.240 of this code, the City Administrator may have the
nuisance abated and the cost of same shall be billed in the manner described in Section 500.290
of this code.

Section 2: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect both from and after its passage by the
Board of Aldermen and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR
APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Heather Filley, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

9-6-22 Sent to Committee

RESOLUTION NO. 2022-63
A RESOLUTION DECLARING CERTAIN PROPERTY OF THE CITY OF PACIFIC AS
SURPLUS PROPERTY, AND PROVIDING FOR THE SALE AND DISPOSAL OF SAID
PROPERTY
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific Police Department has identified certain vehicles, equipment
and other items that are no longer in operation, in use or serve a useful function
for the City in its regular operations and activities; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen desires to dispose of said property in a manner that is most
advantageous to the City;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The following vehicles and equipment are hereby declared surplus property and
shall be disposed of as provided herein:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

One (1) Ram Tough Tray w/computer mount for 2021 Dodge Durango
One (1) Ram Tough Tray w/computer mount for 2013 Ford Taurus
Four (4) Digital Ally Camera Clusters that include: camera, mirror,
microphone holder, and microphones.
Two (2) Code 3 Visor Lights from 2010 Crown Victoria
One (1) Code 3 Strobe Power Supply Box
One (1) Sho-Me Siren (air horn)
Four (4) Code 3 Visor Lights
One (1) Signal Visor Light
One (1) SDLC Jumper Wire Light Bar
Four (4) TUFLOC Shotgun and rifle mounts
Four (4) Code 3 Vehicle Overhead Light bars

The above items shall be made available for sale to the general public via a
competitive bidding process. Notice of sale shall be advertised in a newspaper of
of local circulation, and shall be posted on the City’s website. Sale of each item
shall be made to the highest bidder by posting on purplewave.com or other similar
auction website.
Adopted by the Board of Aldermen and approved by the Mayor on this 20th day of
September, 2022.

Heather Filley, Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Change Order Request
Red Cedar Inn - City of Pacific 21-924
Tree Removal
ITEM

PHASE
2
2

COR # 34
REV # 0

DESCRIPTION
SubCosts

UNIT

Tree Removal
Grind Stump

DATE:

QUAN.

LS
LS

1
1

UNIT
PRICE
$3,800.00
$480.00

9/6/2022

AMT.
$3,800.00
$480.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Legacy Contracting Group Self Perform
Material & Equipment

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Labor
General Labor/Shop
Carpenter
General Foremen/Superintendent
Project Management

MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
Days

0
0

SUBTOTAL
OH & P
Insurance

$53.30
$73.64
$82.97
$95.00
$190.66
$190.66
$150.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$4,280.00
$513.60
$64.20

12%
1.5%

$4,857.80

TOTAL CHANGE

Approved - Owner

Date

Approved - Legacy Contracting Group

Date

Change Order Request
Red Cedar Inn - City of Pacific 21-924
Signage and Future ATT conduit

COR # 35

ITEM

UNIT

PHASE

26

DATE:

9/12/2022

REV # 0

DESCRIPTION
SubCosts
Electrical: Install (1) 1" conduit (2 - 20amp
circuits) and (1) 2" conduit. One for signage
and one for a future ATT line.
*excavation and backfill by City of Pacific

QUAN.

LS

1

UNIT
PRICE

$4,105.00

AMT.

$4,105.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Legacy Contracting Group Self Perform

Material & Equipment

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Labor
General Labor/Shop
Carpenter
General Foremen/Superintendent
Project Management

MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
Days

0
0

SUBTOTAL
OH & P
Insurance

$53.30
$73.64
$82.97
$95.00
$190.66
$190.66
$150.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$4,105.00
$492.60
$61.58

12%
1.5%

$4,659.18

TOTAL CHANGE

Approved - Owner

Date

Approved - Legacy Contracting Group

Date

Change Order Request
Red Cedar Inn - City of Pacific 21-924
Credit Service Disconnect
ITEM

PHASE

26

COR # 36
REV # 0

DESCRIPTION
SubCosts

UNIT

Legacy Electric - Creidt service disconnect

LS

DATE:

QUAN.

-1

UNIT
PRICE

$2,700.00

9/13/2022

AMT.

($2,700.00)
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Legacy Contracting Group Self Perform
Material & Equipment

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Labor
General Labor/Shop
Carpenter
General Foremen/Superintendent
Project Management

MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
MH
Days

0
0

SUBTOTAL
OH & P
Insurance

$53.30
$73.64
$82.97
$95.00
$190.66
$190.66
$150.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
($2,700.00)
$0.00
$0.00

0%
0.0%

($2,700.00)

TOTAL CHANGE

Approved - Owner

Date

Approved - Legacy Contracting Group

Date

City Clerk Highlights
September 1 thru 16, 2022
•
•
•
•
•
•

Balance collectors account for August and do transfers
Complete reporting for July final financial report
Monthly sales tax
Sunshine request
Balanced 20+ bank accounts for August
Vacation time

St. Louis District
Thomas Blair, P.E,, District Engineer

Missouri Department of Transportation

1590 Woodlake Drive
Chesterfield, Missouri 63017-5712
314.275.1500
Fax: 573.522.6475
1.888.ASK MODOT (275.6636)

September 12, 2022

Mr. Steve Roth
City Administrator
City of Pacific
300 Hoven Drive
Pacific, MO 63069
City of Pacific
Denton Road Bridge Replacement
Federal Project No. STP-5419(612)
TIP# 6914-20
Authority to Advertise for Construction Bids
Dear Mr. Roth:
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has approved the obligation of federal funds for the
construction of this project and has issued authorization to advertise for bids. Enclosed for your use is a
summary of costs obligated for this project to date. Please refer to MoDOT’s Local Public Agency (LPA)
Policy Manual Section 136.10 for requirements, considerations, and procedures for advertising, opening,
and evaluating bids and awarding a federal-aid contract. Following are highlights of some of the various
requirements:
Construction Authorization End Date Deadline
This project’s Construction Authorization End Date is March 31, 2023 as shown on the Construction Cost
Summary. The city will need to have received MoDOT’s Concurrence in Award before March 15, 2023 to
prevent the End Date from expiring. If the End Date expires, the city will not be eligible to receive federal
reimbursement until the construction funds are reauthorized.
Construction Engineering
It is the understanding of this office that Construction Engineering (CE) services will be performed by SC
Engineering. LLC dba Cochran and will seek federal reimbursement for these services.
Prime Contractor Requirements
Since this project involves roadway or bridge work, the prime contractor must have a fully responsive
contractor questionnaire on file with the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission at least 7 days
prior to the bid opening date in order for MoDOT to concur with the award of this project. This information
must be included in the advertisement for prospective bidders. See LPA Manual Section 136.10.2 for
more details.
Advertising for Bids
The advertisement and approved plans and specifications must be available to bidders at least 21
calendar days prior to the bid opening. The advertisement must be placed at least once in a newspaper
having a general circulation in the area of the project. The ad must also be posted on MoDOT’s website.
As the placement of the advertisement on MoDOT’s website is time sensitive, please e-mail me the
proposed ad well in advance of the date it must be posted. I will notify you when the ad has been posted
on MoDOT’s website. See LPA Manual Fig. 136.10.1 for a sample advertisement.
Bid Package and Changes
Any revisions to the plans or bid proposal made after MoDOT’s Final Plan, Specifications, and Estimate
(PS&E) approval date, but before the plans or bid proposal have been made available to prospective
bidders, must be resubmitted to MoDOT for review and approval. Any revision to the plans or bid
proposal after they have been made available to prospective bidders shall be treated as an addendum as
specified in LPA Manual Section 136.10.5.

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Requirements
MoDOT has set a DBE goal of 14% for this project. Please ensure the bidding documents that are made
available to prospective bidders reflect this DBE goal. Only the work performed by approved DBE
subcontractors at the time of the bid opening will be applied towards calculating the DBE goal. A
comprehensive listing of all MoDOT-approved DBE firms can be found in the Missouri Regional
Certification Committee (MRCC) DBE Directory, which can be accessed at:
http://contribute.modot.mo.gov/business/contractor_resources/External_Civil_Rights/mrcc.htm
The city must inform all prospective bidders that they are required to complete the DBE Submittal Form
and submit it with the bid proposal or within three working days after the bid opening date. The failure of
either the apparent low bidder or the second low bidder to file the completed and executed “DBE
Identification Submittal”, listing actual, committed DBE participation equal to or greater than the DBE
contract goal percentage specified in the bid by 4:00 p.m. on the third business day after the bid opening,
will be cause for rejection of that bid, and the bid surety bond or bid guaranty of that bidder will be
forfeited to and become the property of the Local Agency upon demand.
If any DBE firms shown on the “DBE Identification Submittal” are not listed in the MRCC DBE Directory,
then that firm’s work will not be counted as DBE participation work and may be cause for rejection of the
bid as nonresponsive.
Wage Rates
Federal Davis-Bacon prevailing wage rate determinations and Missouri wage rates shall be in accordance
with LPA Manual Section 136.9.4.1.1.10. Please update Federal Wage Order before advertising.
Bid Opening and Evaluation
Bid Opening and Evaluation shall be in accordance with LPA Manual Section 136.10.7. Only sealed bids
submitted prior to the time specified in the notice are acceptable. Bids must be opened only at the time
and place specified in the notice and in the presence of a representative of the city. The city must
evaluate the bids to determine if they are responsive, and to ensure that good competition and lowest
possible cost was received.
Requesting Approval of Low Bidder (Concurrence)
When requesting MoDOT's concurrence of the recommended bidder, please follow requirements and
checklists in LPA Manual Section 136.10.7.4.1. An e-mail including scanned PDF’s of the documents
shall be sent to lpasubmit@modot.mo.gov with an e-mail copy to me.
Utilities
All necessary utility adjustments will need to be completed prior to construction unless other
arrangements have been made as documented in the city’s Utility Status Certification Letter.
If you have any questions, please e-mail me at christopher.caldwell2@modot.mo.gov or call 314-4531784.
Sincerely,

Christopher B. Caldwell Jr.
Local Programs Design Liaison
Copy: Jason Lange – East West Gateway

