Christian County Commission
September 11, 2008

Convene

Presiding Commissioner John Grubaugh called the meeting of the County Commission to order at 9:00
a.m. on September 11, 2008 at the County Commission Office. Attendance: John Grubaugh, Present: Bill
Barnett, Present: Tom Huff, Present. County Clerk Kay Brown taking the minutes.

Ordinance - 09-11-08-01 -

Right of Way Warranty Deed for Herd Road - 9:00 a.m. The Commission approved and signed a Right of Way
Warranty Deed for Herd Road to transfer additional right of way to Common 1 Road District. The deed was attested
to and signed by County Clerk, Kay Brown. The grantors are Melvin and Andrea Smith.

Ordinance - 09-11-08-02 -

Right of Way Warranty Deed for Brown Swiss and Airshire Roads 9:15 a.m. -- The Commission approved and
signed a Right of Way Warranty Deed for Brown Swiss and Airshire Roads to transfer additional right of way to
Billings Special Road District. The deed was attested to and signed by County Clerk, Kay Brown. The grantors are
Gary Sommer and Linda Sommer.

Ordinance - 09-11-08-03 -

Right of Way Warranty Deed for Hedgpeth Road - 9:30 a.m. 9:15 a.m. -- The Commission approved and signed a
Right of Way Warranty Deed for Hedgpeth Road to transfer additional right of way to Common 1 Road District. The
deed was attested to and signed by County Clerk, Kay Brown. The grantors are Sergey Vedernikov and Olga
Vedernikov.

10:00 a.m.- Planning and Zoning Proposed Unified Development Code (UDC)
Amendments Continued From September 4, 2008

Those present for the meeting: Commission Secretary Julia Maples, Sonya Wells, George Van Hoesen and
Todd Wiesehan.

The Commission held the hearings in the second floor courtroom, Room 208, with Glenda Hammons, the
Planning and Zoning Acting Administrator and Bob Atchley, the Planning and Zoning Senior Planner in
order to continue the discussion of the proposed UDC amendments. These proposed UDC amendments are
attached to these minutes for further clarification. The meeting opened with discussion of Section 3-10-3
of the UDC (Urban Service Areas - Standards for Subdivision & Development within a Tier 1 USA).
Section 3-10-3 was approved by the County Commission at the September 4, 2008 meeting. Section
3-10-3, Subsection B however was referred back to the Planning and Zoning Commission by the County
Commission for further review. This subsection states that, “No Division I, II, or III subdivision
application shall be allowed proposing lots of record less than ten (10) acres in size.”

The following sections were tabled from the September 4, 2008 meeting: (Section 4-50) Unified
Development Review Process, (Section 4-51) Initiation of Amendments, (Section 4-52) Planning and
Zoning Commission and County Commission Consideration of Proposed Amendments , (Section 4-53)
County Commission Consideration of Proposed Amendments and (Section 4-54) Notice of Public Hearing.
The before mentioned sections of the UDC all deal with the process with which amendments are to be made
to the UDC.

MOTION/VOTE--Approve Item # 9 (Section 4-50 & Section 4-51) and Item # 11 (Section 4-54) and refer
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Item # 10 (Section 4-52 & Section 4-53) back to the Planning and Zoning Commission.

Eastern Commissioner, Tom Huff made a motion to approve Item # 9 and Item # 11 and refer Item # 10
back to the Planning and Zoning Commission. It was the consensus of the Commission that by placing a
sixty day deadline on the County Commission to take action on proposed UDC amendments it could
actually further delay the UDC amendment process. Western Commissioner, Bill Barnett seconded the
motion. The motion passed by vote: John Grubaugh (Yes), Bill Barnett (Yes) and Tom Huff (Yes).

Section 23-45 (Number 10) was also tabled from the September 4, 2008 meeting. This Section was
proposed to be added to the UDC in order to reflect the adoption of Building Codes by Christian County. It
states that, “All advertisement signs shall be designed to accordance with the 2006 International Building
Code and the 2005 National Electric Code as adopted by Christian County Order Number 03-13-08-01 and
as amended.”

MOTION/VOTE--Approve Item # 12 (Section 23-45- Number 10)

Western Commissioner, Bill Barnett made the motion to approve Item # 12 (Section 23-45 - Number 10).
Eastern Commissioner, Tom Huff seconded the motion. The motion passed by vote: John Grubaugh (Yes),
Bill Barnett (Yes) and Tom Huff (Yes).

MOTION/VOTE-Approve an effective date for the Unified Development Code (UDC) Amendments
adopted on September 4, 2008 and September 11, 2008 to begin on September 15, 2008.

Eastern Commissioner, Tom Huff made the motion to make the UDC Amendments that were adopted on
September 4, 2008 and September 11, 2008 effective beginning on September 15, 2008. The attached
supplemental copy will be available on Wednesday, September 15, 2008. Western Commissioner, Bill
Barnett seconded the motion. The motion passed by vote: John Grubaugh (Yes), Bill Barnett (Yes) and
Tom Huff (Yes).

The meeting was adjourned by Presiding Commissioner Grubaugh at 10:19 a.m.

2:00 p.m. Ron Cleek, Prosecuting Attorney-Personnel

Those present for the meeting were Jared Clinton.

The Commission met with Prosecuting Attorney , Ron Cleek, to discuss hiring Jared Clinton to be an
assistant prosecutor at $ 50,000.00 a year with benefits. Prosecutor, Cleek said that Mr. Clinton has been
with the Prosecutor's office for three years as a volunteer and as a rule 13 intern. Mr. Cleek stated that Mr.
Clinton is a home boy, he is excellent in court and would be a great asset to his office.

The Commission stated that sales tax is down 4% and for that reason they are not comfortable adding
another position to the Prosecutor's Office. The County's expenses have increased by adding the Building
Inspection Department. The Commission hope to be able to give the employees a pay increase. The
Prosecutor reminded the Commission that the Sheriff's increase in tickets all come to his office.
Prosecuting Attorney Cleek suggested supplementing Mr . Clinton's salary $ 20,000 from his check fund this
year and next year.

Motion/Vote - Approve the Minutes for Aug. 28th, Sept. 4th and Sept. 8th, 2008
Western Commissioner Bill Barnett made a motion to approve the revised the minutes for August 28,
September 4th, and September 8th, 2008. John Grubaugh seconded the motion. The motion passed by vote:
John Grubaugh (Yes), Bill Barnett (Yes), Tom Huff (Absent).

Recount of the Primary Election Democratic Attorney General Race
State of Missouri

County of Christian
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The Democratic Attorney General race of the 2008 August Primary between the four candidates listed
below basically remained the same. However, Chris Koster did lose one vote. The recount was preformed
on Tuesday, August 19, 2008. The team of election judges were: Judy Morisset, Doug Martin, Karla Essick,
and Lisa Brumley. The results were as follows:

Votes Cast
Chris Koster 729 Margaret Donnelly 264
Jeff Harris 391 Molly Williams 97
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Christian County Commission
Review of the Planning and Zoning Commission
recommended changes of the Unified Development Codes
September 4, 2008 continued to September 11, 2008

On July 7, 2008 The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 13-0 to send the approved
-recommendations, which the Planning and Zoning Commission approved, to the County

Commission for their consideration.

Chapter Three — Urban Service Areas
New proposal for 2008 UDC changes

(1) **Approved SECTION 3-10:  PURPOSE

+4¢ (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section
3-10-3 to combine items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)

¢4 (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve on June 16, 2008.)

Continued growth in Christian County and its incorporated communities creates a need
for increased coordination between County and City Governments resulting in better
management and control of land use and development L . maintaining, and

Recognition of Community Comprehensive Plans and USA’s

Traditional zoning ordinances create various districts with different use standards to
accomplish the segregation of incompatible land uses. The Unified Development Codes
accomplish this purpose with use permits and performance standards based on absolute
and relative policies. Consequently, the Christian County development codes create only
one district, Wthh includes all of Christian County. The Christian County Planning and
Zoning C th dopted Comprehensive Plans and Urba.n Services
Areas (1 :
communities within Christian County

where the cooperation between Christian County and it’s 1ncorporated commumtles is
authorized by the constitution and laws of the State of Missouri, it is determined by this

Planning and Zoning Commission that for the purposes of:
1



1. Establishing effective sean :
coordination plocedures between Christian County and 1ts mumclpalmes Iegardmg
the urbanization of rural areas;

2. Assunng that local and 1eg10nal comprehensive plans are followed,

3. Assurmg that urban development densities occur only as urban level facilities and
services are able to be provided; *

4. Assuring that urban development occurs only within and/or adjacent 10 the

: incorporated areas within the County;

S. Assuring that property owners serviced by pﬂbhﬁﬁﬁ-as&aemreas mun1c1pa1 services
agree to annexed said propemes into the muniecipalities corporate limits of the
mun1c1pal1ty once the property in question becomes compact and contiguous to said
municipality for the purpose of assuring the affordable and effective maintenance of
public improvements; and

6. Assuring that urban land use and development in the vicinity of an incorporated
community does not negatlvely impact road and storm drainage systems and said

public lmprovements follow the most recent design guidelines for such public
improvements; and

That the standards, ' definitions, and tegulations ‘procedures set forth in this
Chapter shall promote increased coordination and result in better management of urban
level development for the purpose of achieving a more healthy and sustainable Christian
County.

(2) **Approved SECTION 3-10-1: DEFINITIONS

+¢¢ (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section
3-10-3 to combine items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)

¢4 (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve on June 16, 2008.)

Urban Service Area (USA)

An area adiaeent-but outside, of an incorporated community’s city limits in which a
comprehensive land use plan and infrastructure master plan has been adopted for the
purpose of effectively managing development land use in a sustainable manuer by
applying sound planning principals to land use decwlons— ; and Whele each lncorporated
community considers to be that area where the greatest local level of pubho investment
for installation and/or mamtenance of capital improvements existing or is. planned in the
next 1-5 years. The USA boundar)) shall consist of planning "Tiers" one, two, and three
based on adopted comprehensive master plans. identify—said —community’s—publie
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Tier One: Urban Service Area

(3) **Approved SECTION 3-10-2: ESTABLISHMENT OF US A BOUNDARIES

+¢¢ (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section
3-10-3 to combine items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)

444 (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve on June 16, 2008.)

A shall meet the

Any incorporated community wishing to create a USA &
following requirements:
1.
2.

to the Chnst1an”County'Planmng and Zomng Comm1ssmn |




3. Have the proposed USA boundary approved by the County Planning and Zoning
~ Commission.

(4) **Approved

SECTION 3-10-3: !uENERAL—PROXlISlONS STANDARDS I‘OR

SUBDIVISION & DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A TIER 1 USA
444 (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section

3-10-3 to combin
49 (P& Z voted 13-0

e items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)
to approve on June 16, 2008.)

For the purpose of snnphfylng the development processes Chrlsnan County agrees to
forward all development proposals within this designated area to the appropriate
' mumcrpalny ~ Those  properties  not compact and  contiguous which cannot be
1mmed1ately annexed shall be. required to enter into an mevocable consent to annex
agreement, as defined by this Chapter wrth the appropriate muni nahty All
development guldehnes processes, and fees of the mum01pal1ty shall apply unless
otherwise exempted by this section, v ‘

A request to subdivide-and/or develop property within this de31gnated area shall

be required to contact the appropriate mumcrpahty and follow all policies,
procedures, zoning, subdivision, and public improvement design guidelines of
said municipality’ s comprehensive plan, infrastructure design guidelines, and
code of ordinances!

__ NoDivision I, II, or III subdivision: apphcatlon shall be allowed proposing lots of

record less than ten (10) acres in size.
The Christian County Planmng and Zomng Department agrees not 1o issue new
Division [, 1I, or III land use pernnts within this designated area unless the
exemptrons stated in this section exist, or and a written recommendation from the
municipality has been provided. Once documentation is obtained, the county
planning and zoning department shall proceed with their regular application
process. o
Any property contxguous to. a mun1c1pahty S corporate limits requestrng to
develop, obtain permits and or connect to pubhc services from said mumcrpahty
shall first be requ1red to amex the property in question in accordance with State
and Local annexation laws.

Commercial and 'ndustnal development of property on which an irrevocable

consent to annex agreement has been negonated between the municipality and
landowner shall require all structures having property lines within 1320 (a quarten
of a mile) linear feet of public services to connect to p&ehewateeaadeewe%sald
services. At such time the property. becomes contiguous to a municipality’s city
limits the city, at its discretion, shall annex said property. The cost of extending
public services shall be at the expense of the applicant unless a cost sharing
agreement is negotiated with the municipality.
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(5) **Approved

actabliched &ras olistac At fha Cisr an tha O AaimbBr campe a1«an011rc\ PR EV RIS
Cotaorsct—g1 Oy ik yu eSO e vy —dhGthnC- o oulivy uu.\u.}uu.uv.ua_l vopraths—ailt
Sha]I A A e i e i TR AT T TQUA i AU TTRCA
g o | CANEIEAVAVET R AL wE Y ¢ ml Mlll\/llulll\lllb. 25 5 DRl 58 ‘QSL\J\JLLL\JLL ¢ ok KAN, i SR T QRIS T AN
Bﬁﬂﬂdﬂi‘i@&-ﬁhﬁ"l‘“ v;mxl:cx"’wn:q . ndated fnd Banacdnit and a+ PN NN PO P
p \=reigs : OO TOVICYeCH qu, opatCCras NoCCooal y GG tCas ot -OVery
e uanea Dnr*nonf fanamandin TTQA ‘Gudlar TTR ‘«r\uﬁd_a X7 \nxz a n:lbm.i%ed_te
AANIN A L oIS S r“! - oEoIIg : A LY A L b AY L L
‘A (AL 1 o 1o Atian. ot o Hman
Glanirat oy thncy
nlicatian fo-Ba farumrdad o
aoatTortO—00 101 ywat GO 10O
i OMIIMICaiAR Yoy it
Av«l]lll IIQDLULJ. DR AVISEER A B LW

SECTION 1-IO 4

DEVELOPMENTWITHIN A TIE]

_ STANDARDS SUBDIVISION &

R2 &3 USA

444 (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section
3-10-3 to combine items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)

¢6¢ (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve on June 16, 2008. The changes presented are mainly to add detail to
the existing code and to add an exemption for residential homes.)

3

40

Ifthe subject property is within a defined Tier 2 or 3 planning area the

Chrlstlan County Planning and Zoni

permitting procedures

ning Department shall follow regular County
Chrrstlan County staff shall inform, in writing, the nearest

municipality of any apphcatlon within these de51gnated areas and include the

municipality’s comments, if any, in the apphcatxon for Planning and

Commlssmn review.

Proposed developments within these desrgnated areas shal

actical at; with
T horoug‘hfare Plan,
Proposed development

praeﬁealexten% with lo

Zonmg

1 comply—te—the—mes%
‘the Ozark Transportation Organization (OTO) Major

s within these designated areas shall comply—%e—%he—mest
cal and regronal comprehensrve plans.

Incorporated mumclpahtles reserve the right to NOT annex any rlght—of-way of

any County Road unt

design standards, provided, ‘however,

il such road is 1mproved to the affected mummpahty’
if a municipality annexes property

contiguous to and on both sides of a County Road then the Mumorpahty shall

annex said Road and rig]

shall not constitute a

it of way. Annexation on both 51des of a County Road
transfer of rlght-of-way ownershlp er and malntenance

respon31b111ty of said road ay from ene ) the
County to the annexing | umcrpahty Notw1thstandmg the foregolr if a
municipality shall annex property contiguous to and on both sides of a Spemal

Road District road said annexation shall not constitute a transfer of nght—of—way
ownership or maintenance respons1b1hty of said roadway from one governmental



(6) **Approved Vote to recognize the USA map for the Cities of Ozark and Nixa
- 44¢ (County Commission approved on 9/9/2008 with a vote of 2-0 **with recommendation in Section
‘ 3-10-3 to combine items B & C. John Grubaugh abstained from vote)

64 (P&Z-Voted 6-2 to approve on June 2, 2008.)

(7) Denied Road Standards, Asphalt Roads f
Road Standards-The Planning and Zoning Commission feels strongly that asphalt roads are
needed to ensure that the county taxpayers do not continue to be burdened with the cost of
improvements to insufficient chip and seal roads that are currently being installed.

+4¢ (County Commission-Denied. Bill Barnett's motion to approve died of a lack of a second on
9/9/2008. Tom Huff abstained from vote) '

444 (P&Z- Voted 6-0 to approve on June 2, 2008. It was felt that the UDC review over the last 3 years
upholds the Planning and Zoning Commission's position that asphalt roads are needed. The
County adopted the Urban Service Area regulations which currently states internal
improvements in developments are required to meet City standards. Listed are the past 2 year
comments; 2008 - it was felt that a re-submittal reinforces the view of the majority of the
Planning and Zoning Commission that asphalt roads are inportant. 2007- Vote was 11-0 to
approve by Planning and Zoning Commission on July 30, 2007. Research was preformed by
Great River Engineer that reflects asphalt road are least expensive after consideration of
maintenance. It was the consensus that by improving the standards, the Taxpayer of Christian
County will no longer have to pay for the maintenance of chip and seal within the first few years
after acceptance of the road.



(8) Approved OTO Plan - christian County Planning and Zoning Commission
UDC Meeting July 30, 2007-John Smith made a motion to approve the North South Corridors. Lou
Lapaglia 2nd the motion. The vote was 10 to 1 to approve the North South Corridors. Discussion
was held on the environmental impact studies for the Major Thoroughfare Plan. Chairman John
View clarified that the Commission only voted to approve the North South Corridors.

MO (County Commission approved 9/9/2008 with a vote of 3-0.)
994 (P& Z voted 13-0 to approve on June 16, 2008. Opinion that the OTO corridor has been addressed
a year ago and approved and adopted but was failed to be sent down to the County Commission

for approval )

9) Unified Development Review process- CODE AMENDMENTS

Section 4-50 Amendments in General - Amendments to the text of these codes may be
made in accordance with the provisions of this section. To provide an annual review of
the Codes, the Christian Co unty Planning and Zoning Commission shall schedule Unified
Development Code meetings in February and/or from time to time as needed as de01ded
by the administrative staff in consultation with the Plannmg and Zoning ( Commission
Chalrman These meetings shall be devoted to a review of permits issued durlng the
previous year, to a hearing of public comments on the Codes, and to the initiation of
amendments the Planning and Zoning Commission may consider necessary to improve
the Codes' performance as a growth-management tool.
4+4¢ (County Commission voted on 9/9/2008 to continue this item until 9/11/2008 at 10:00 AM with a
vote of 3-0 This is to allow review by the County Attorney.)
*4¢ (P& Z voted 13-0 to approve. It was discussed that the Code revision should not be held just on a
yearly bases, but to allow the need for fast review on those items that should to be amended in a
timely manner.)

04 (P&Z-1t was felt that all requests—must be p;esented to the Planning and Zoning Commission in
the formal hearing process with regulatory notification requirements met. All of this section is to
be taken out except A & B which is to be moved to Section 4-50.)

A. Administrative Requesis - Whenever a request to amend these codes is initiated
by the-County Commission; the Plcuuuus and-Zonin g—@emtss&eﬁ;—%he—Be&Ed—ef
Adjustment;-or the Planning and Zoning administratot; the planning staff; the
Planning and anmg Commission, in consultation with the county attorney, shall
draft an appropnate amendment and present that proposed amendment te-the

ton-for review during a regulal public hearing.
The Planning and Zomng Commission shall then forward the proposed
amendment, and any recommended changes or comments, to the County
Commission within thirty (30) days of the public hearing.

B. Public Requests - Any other person may also petition to amend these codes. The
petition shall be filed with the administrator and shall include, along with any
other information deemed relevant by the administrator:

1. The name, address, and phone number of the applicant,
2. A description of the proposed change or a summary of the specific
objective of any proposed change in the text of these codes.




 vote of 3-0 This is to allow review by the County Atforney.)
+4¢ (P&Z-These need to be removed due to State Statutes being more restrictive and the County

cannot be less restrictive.)

(10) Section 4-52 Planning and Zoning Commission and County
Commission Consideration of Proposed Amendments The Planning and Zoning
Commission shall review the proposed amendment in a timely fashion so that any
recommendations may be presented to the County Commission at the public hearing on
the amendment. However, if the Planning and Zoning Commission is not prepared to
make recommendations at the public hearing, it may request that the County Commission
delay final action on the amendment until such time as the Planning and Zoning
Commission can present its recommendations.

444 (County Commission voted on 9/9/2008 to continue this item until 91172008 at 10:00 AM with a

vote of 3-0 This is to allow review by the County Attorney.)
¢¢¢ (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve. Strike out and move C, D, & E to Section 4-52.)




E.

a proposed amendment, the County Commission may proceed to vote on the
proposed amendment, refer it to a committee for further study, or take any other
action consistent with its usual rules of procedure.

Time Period - The County Commission is set required to take final action on a
proposed amendment within ‘any specific period-of ime 60 days sincean -
ordinance delay can result in Comm1smon—ba%+t—sheu}d—pfeeeeé—&se*peé&ieﬁs4y
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peﬂ%}eﬂef incurring unnecessary costs.
Yoting on Amendments - Voting on amendments to these codes shall proceed in
the same manner as other ordinances.

09 (P& Z-This is to get the amendments on the agenda , do something with it, and let the P&Z
Commission know what was done. Then the P&Z Commission can review the changes for
consideration to review, revise and re-submittal. After the final P&Z vote on the proposed
changes they are limited to 30 days to submit them to the County Commission. This is an attempt
to streamline the process and to proceed in a timely manner.)

(11)

Section 4-54 Notice of Public Hearing

444 (County Commission voted on 9/9/2008 to continue this item until 9/11/2008 at 10:00 AM with a
vote of 3-0 This is to allow review by the County Attorney.)

449 (P&Z voted 13-0 to approve. This proposed amendment is to reflect the above Sectton to remove
the public request for amendments to be presented to the County Commission. They may submit
proposed changes to the P&Z Staff to be presented in the regular UDC meetings or may be
presented in a timely manner if it is decided if there is a need to be expedited by the Administrator
and the Chairman of P&Z Commission. The County therefore will be responsible for the cost of
notifying the public.

A.

10

Public Hearing Required - No amendment to any of the provisions of these
Codes may be adopted by the County Commission until a public hearing has been
held on such amendment. - o v
Newspaper Notice - The applicant, if the smendment s initiated in-aceordance
with-Section- 5 B B—Publie R,,laes‘eséef—t-hédéignu ed-official if *He

. & : :
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Reguests, The Planning and Zoning & Staff-shall publish a Tnotice of the pubhc
hearing. Public hearings of apphcat10ns shall be preceded by at least one (1)
notice, published at least fifteen (15) days before the hearing in the official
County newspaper (s). The-applieant shall-bearthe costs of netice publication
end-shall submit-an-affidavit-of publication-as-evidence-that propernotice-has
be : ;

Post Notices - The planning staff shall post notices of the public hearing and take
any other action deemed by the planning staff to be useful or appropriate to give
notice of the public hearing on any proposed amendment.

Required Information - The notice required or authorized by this section shall:

-

1. State the date, time, and place of the public hearing,

2. Summarize the nature and character of the proposed change,

3. State that the full text of the amendment can be obtained from the
Planning and Zoning Department, and

4. State that substantial changes in the proposed amendment may be made



following the public hearing.

E. Failure to Notify - The planning staff shall make every reasonable effort to
comply with the notice provisions set forth in this section. However, it is the
County Commission's intention that failure to comply with any of the notice
provisions [except those set forth in Subsection (B)] shall not render any

amendment invalid.
\

(Added for reference only)

Missouri Revised Statutes Chapter 64 County Planning--Zoning--Recreation--Natural
Streams and Waterways Section 64.670 Amendment of regulations--hearings--protests
(second and third class counties).

64.670. The regulations ir he districts created under aufhority of sections 64.510 to
. 64.690 may be amended | by the issi
establishing the same has gone into effect but

county planning commission, of the county zoning commission, after hearings thereon by such
commission. Public notice of such hearings shall be given in the same manner as provided for
the hearing in section 64.550. In case of written protest against any proposed change or.
amendment, signed and acknowledged by the owners of thirty percent of the frontage within one
thousand feet to the right or left of the frontage proposed to be changed, or by the owners of
thirty percent of the frontage directly opposite, or directly in the rear of the frontage proposed to
be altered, or in cases where the land affected lies within one and one-half miles of the corporate
limits of a municipality having in effect ordinances zoning property within the corporate limits of
such municipality, made by resolution of the city council or board of trustees thereof, and filed
-with the county clerk, such amendment may not be passed except by the favorable vote of two-
thirds of all the members of the county commission.

(12) Section 23-45 General Provisions - Item 10 - All
advertisement signs shall be designed in accordance with the 2006 International Building Code
and the 2005 National Electric Code as adopted by Christian County Order Number 03-13-08-01
an di -

444 (County Commission voted on 9/9/2008 to continue this item until 9/11/2008 at 10:00 AM with a

vote of 3-0 This is to allow review by the County Attorney.)

444 (P&Z voted 11-0 to approve. -Change to insure that P&Z or Building Inspection does not issue a

permit until the applicant has applied in both departments.)

(13) Approved Chapter 22 - Tower Regulations

+4¢4 (County Commission approved 9/9/2008 with a vote of 3-0.)
+¢¢ (P&Z voted 10-1 to approve.)
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Section 22-40 Christian County reserves the right to rent space on ex1st1ng towers for

county transmltters receivers or 1epeaters G%s&a&@e&aﬁ#—ﬂse—helés—the—epﬁe&te
Lon-thattower: All new

telecommumcatmns towers shall mclude a posmon on the tower and a location in the
equipment room for Christian County emergency service antennas and equlpment at no
cost to Christian County (Refer to Section 22-20). The-removal-bond-will bereturned-to

(1 4) Approved Section 4-10 Permits Required - Any land use change, grading, construction,

or similar activity that is required to have a permit pursuant to these Codes must post the
permit number in a location visible from the public right of way until the activity is
completed and / or a Certificate of Use / Occupancy has been issued by the Planmng and
Zormg department and the Building Inqpectlons department When applymg for a land
use permit, the applicant shall be required to inquire with the Bui ldmg Inspectton
Department and obtain the necessary permits if needed. Though in some instances a
permlt will not be required by one of the departments, both departments are required to
sign the Certificate of Occupancy. All developments that requlre a permit pursuant to the
Unified Development Codes, must receive a permit prior to receiving utility services. To
minimize development planning costs, avoid misunderstanding or misinterpretation, and
ensure compliance with the requirements of these Codes, Pre-Application consultation
between the developer and the planning staff is encouraged or required.

¢4¢ (County Commission approved 9/9/2008 with a vote of 3-0.)

+0¢ (P& Z voted 11-0 to approve. -Change to insure that P&Z or Building Inspection does not issue a
Certificate of Occupancy until the applicant has applied and met the regulations of both
departments.)

(15) _Approved Section 4-38 Certificate of Occupancy

¢4 (County Commission approved 9/9/2008 with a vote of 3-0.)
44 (P& Z voted 11-0 to approve.)
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A. Certificate of Use / Occupancy Required - No development or approved phase
of a development shall be occupied or operated before a Certificate of Use /
Occupancy has been issued. The purpose of this certificate is to certify that the
development has been constructed in full compliance with all representations
made and all conditions imposed in the permit approval. A Certificate of Use /
Occupancy shall be issued by Planning and Zoning and the Building Inspection
staff only after on-site inspections demonstrate that the development has been
constructed as represented and required in its permit approval or a performance
bond, escrow account or irrevocable letter of credit has been submitted and made
payable to the County Commission (as required in Section 12-25, B - Bond
Required). Inno case shall a Certificate of Use / Occupancy be issued prior to the
Planning and Zoning department receiving an approved final inspection report
from Building Inspections Department and-use approval of the waste water
treatment system, if required.

B. Suspension - A Certificate of Use / Occupancy may be suspended at any time on-
site inspections show that any continuing condition of permit approval is not




being fulfilled (an example would be failure to maintain healthy plantings in a
required buffer area). A written notice of suspension shall be served on the owner
or operator of the development, requiring that the development return to
compliance with its permit within Thirty (30) days or be vacated. A notice of
suspension may be appealed to the Board of Adjustment.

C. Revocation - If a Certificate of Use / Occupancy has been suspended and Thirty
(30) days have passed without the development returning or demonstrating
diligent efforts to return to compliance with its permit (or filing an appeal that
stays further proceedings until it is heard), the Certificate of Use / Occupancy

- shall be revoked and a notice of revocation served, requiring vacation of the
development within ten (10) day.

(16) No Vote Childcare Facilities in Relationship to Registered Sex

Offenders - Comment was taken that the County Commission should look
into an ordinance that require daycares to provide documentation from the local
sex offender registry on known for sex offenders in the area of the proposed
childcare facility. This would be the reverse statutes on sex offenders living
moving to a location of a school or daycare.
¢4¢ (County Commlsszon accepted recommendation on 9/9/2008 to review the recommendation.)
449 (P&Z voted 11-0 to approve.)
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