MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF SUNSET HILLS, MISSOURI
HELD ON WEDNESDAY, JULY 7, 2021

BE IT REMEMBERED that the Planning and Zoning Commission of the City of
Sunset Hills, Missouri met in regular session in the Robert C. Jones Chambers of City
Hall, 3939 S. Lindbergh Blvd., in said City on Wednesday, July 7, 2021. The meeting
convened at 6:00 P.M.
The meeting began with those present standing for the reciting of the Pledge of
Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

Present:

Todd Powers
Mike Svoboda
Steve Young
Rich Gau
Roger Kaiser
Bryson Baker
Robert E. Jones

-Member
-Member
-Member
-Member
-Member
-City Engineer
-City Attorney

Absent:

Terry Beiter
Frank Pellegrini
Brian VanCardo
Lynn Sprick
Michael Hopfinger

-Chairman
-Member
-Member
-City Planner
-Member

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES
Copies of the minutes of the June 2, 2021 Planning and Zoning Commission
meeting were distributed to the members for their review. Mr. Young made a motion to
approve the minutes as submitted. Mr. Powers seconded the motion, and it was
unanimously approved.

NEW BUSINESS:

P-10-21

Petition for a Text Amendment to Appendix B Zoning Regulations, limiting
the use of metal and steel as a building component in the C-1 and PD
Zoning Districts.

Mr. Baker stated there was an application for a commercial business to construct
a building made of mostly metal or steel. The City Ordinance does not prohibit this.
There are some limiting requirements listed for residential districts, but nothing for
commercial. Metal can still be used, but it is limited with this text amendment. Newer
buildings are using some metal for aesthetics, not for structural aspects. This text
amendment allows the Director of Public Works to approve some aesthetic aspects,
while limiting others.
Mr. Gau asked if this will make some existing structures non-conforming.
Mr. Baker stated this will not be an issue and limits need to be made.
Mr. Powers stated it may be easier to prohibit exactly what the City wants to
prohibit. A lot of modern buildings have metal aspects. The way the ordinance is written
is a little too broad. He suggested prohibiting pole barns, not metal panels, roofing, or
cladding.
Mr. Jones stated the third sentence of the text amendment is architectural
review. That language will avoid any legal non-conforming structures. This is a way to
let these new design styles be allowed.
Mr. Powers stated the wording is unclear. Pre-engineered metal buildings and
structures, and pole barns are what the City wants to prohibit.
Mr. Baker stated the City is trying not to miss something. The way it is written
leaves room for adjustments.
Mr. Powers stated until the petitioner speaks with the City, they would think that
no metal is allowed.
Mr. Jones stated there is another city that has it written specifically with a
separate section written for a certain district. There are minimum standards for building
materials and prohibited materials. It states that staff can approve aesthetically pleasing
metal architecture.

Mr. Svoboda stated moving the sentence up that states metal buildings and
structures such as pole barns and other prefabricated metal and steel buildings will
clarify the confusion.

Mr. Powers made a motion that petition P-10-21 Petition for a Text Amendment
to Appendix B Zoning Regulations, limiting the use of metal and steel as a building
component in the C-1 and PD Zoning Districts with the exception of PD-LI be
recommended to the Board of Aldermen for approval, as amended by moving “metal
buildings and structures such as pole barns and other prefabricated metal and steel
buildings” up to the first sentence. Mr. Svoboda seconded the motion, and it was
unanimously approved.

ANY OTHER MATTERS DEEMED APPROPRIATE
Mr. Jones stated the existing Appendix D is not part of the zoning ordinance; it is
a sign code. Section 19 states there is a right to appeal to the Board of Adjustment.
There are a lot of applications that go through the Board of Adjustment for signage. Sign
packages will now be presented, so this should relieve some of these appeals. If the
sign code stays in the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), it will automatically make
for appeals to Board of Adjustment. A person would have to do a text amendment. The
Commission should decide whether or not they would like to leave that responsibility
with the Board of Adjustment.
Mr. Baker stated staff does not have a preference. A majority of the Board of
Adjustment petitions are sign related. It is not a large burden. It would be nicer to keep
them in the package.
Mr. Jones stated it needs to be made clear and something similar to section 19,
needs to be added to the UDO.
Mr. Gau stated the petitions should be approved upon a hardship. If it needs to
be changed, they should have to do a text amendment. He asked how someone would
know that there is a separate sign ordinance.
Mr. Jones stated it would be another chapter.
Mr. Baker stated the UDO will be in front of the Commission at the August
meeting and a recommendation will be made. The red-lined version and maps will be
available on the website.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Young made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 6:26 P.M. Mr. Powers
seconded the motion, and it was unanimously approved.
Recording Secretary

Sarina Cape

