MINUTES
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Thursday, March 5, 2020
4:00 P.M.

The Sunset Hills Public Works Committee held a meeting on Thursday, March 5, 2020 at 4:00
P.M. in the Public Works Conference Room located at 3939 S. Lindbergh Blvd.

Roll Call.
Present:
Kurt Krueger - Chairman, Alderman Ward III
Ann McMunn. Alderman Ward I
Casey Wong, Alderman Ward II
Thompson Price, Alderman Ward IV
Bryson Baker – City Engineer/Director of Public Works
Wes Searcy – Assistant City Engineer
Also present:
Patricia Fribis – Mayor
Eric Sterman – City Administrator/City Clerk

1.
Approval of Minutes from November 7, 2019
Motion: Minutes,
Action: Approve,
Moved by Casey Wong,
Seconded by Thompson Price.
Motion passed unanimously.

2.

Citizen Comments (10 Minutes Set Aside For Comments)
(Comments Only – No Questions – 2 Minutes Per Citizen)

Chairman Krueger asked Mayor Fribis for her input to the meeting. She responded that
she would have questions during one of the business items.

3.

Sunset Hills Office Park – Request for Street Acceptance

Chairman Krueger asked for input to this matter. Mr. Baker indicated that the City has a
request to take over the streets of this office park. He said he spoke with them several times
and discussed the items that are issues for these streets. Mr. Baker stated that the new trustees
are following Ordinance 2000 to see where that process leads them. He said that the Public
Works Committee can expect that request to be coming in and we have a response already
prepared for that formal request.
Chairman Krueger asked for the City’s opinion on the matter. Mr. Sterman clarified that
the request has yet to be filed. Mr. Baker concurred and laid out the formal steps in the process
that basically were: petitioner submits, the Public Works Committee reviews the staff response,
and then a response is returned to the applicant for their consumption and/or further reaction.
Alderman Wong expressed concern of the 4” asphalt noted in the report. Mr. Baker said
that the City’s consideration here would be that the trustees would have to reconstruct the entire
street network to City standards. Mr. Sterman said that the trustees know they need to do
rework their streets anyway and may then do them to City standards for consideration of City
take-over. Alderman Wong asked if it was common for a private office park to have City
jurisdiction of their street network. Mr. Baker responded that there weren’t many and asked Mr.
Searcy for examples. Mr. Searcy responded that the only one he could think of was Gravois
Industrial. He went on to point out geometric issues, existing building setback requirement
issues of the current layout, and general right of way issues that might keep this from possibly
moving forward.
Alderman Wong asked about history and general character of discussions with the
trustees to date. Mr. Baker responded that Tom Dunn was a key figure in previous discussions.
He added that Mr. Dunn was generally ‘anti-development’ of several projects close to the office
park. Chairman Krueger said Mr. Dunn mounted opposition to the Starbucks project. Mr.
Sterman added that Mr. Dunn did support the Jubilee Church project. Mr. Baker pointed out
that Mr. Dunn is no longer a trustee and the new group is exploring options that will be difficult
to overcome as detailed in the report. Mr. Searcy showed a map of the area from GIS and
detailed some of the geometric matters that are obstacles to the consideration.
Mr. Sterman asked if geometric changes would require an Amended Development Plan.
Mr. Baker responded affirmatively.
Chairman Krueger detailed his tenancy of the area and the problem associated with the
S. Kirkwood entrance. He suggested the removal of this exit if this matter moves farther. Mr.
Baker asked about a right-in right-out. Mr. Krueger said that would help, but detailed even more
issues with that idea.
Mr. Sterman said these items could be included in the City response back to the trustees
from the initial request as a matter of setting up a give & take to the process. Chairman Krueger
agreed with this concept.
Mayor Fribis asked if the City plowed these streets. Mr. Baker responded negatively.
Chairman Krueger said the City did at one time. Mr. Searcy said that has not been the case in
his time with the City (32 years). Chairman Krueger was surprised at this comment. Mayor

Fribis said they applied at one time, but they would not sign the indemnification agreement. Mr.
Baker affirmed this recollection.
Mayor Fribis asked if Jubilee Church had to put in a sidewalk by their development.
Discussion led to the conclusion that Jubilee Church paid for ‘no sidewalk’ placement.
Alderman Wong asked how close the building was to the existing road off of Watson. Mr.
Searcy said it seemed to be about 5-10 feet. (Measured next day to be 15’) Mr. Sterman asked
if it was supposed to be that close. Mr. Baker said he did not think it was supposed to be that
close. Mr. Sterman asked if County will check that. Mr. Baker said we could have Jubilee
Church provide us with as-built drawings.
Alderman Wong asked if there was a plat for the office park on file that indicated “Private
Streets.” Mr. Baker responded that we did not look into our files for this, but that he was sure
they are platted ‘private.’ Mr. Searcy pulled up a scanned copy of the plat for this office park
that stated: “The 30 foot and 50 foot wide roadway easements, shown hatched on the above
plat for better identification, are hereby dedicated to the owners and future owners of lots in this
subdivision for roadway ingress and egress purposes.” Not all streets in this office park were
platted as separate common ground easements or ‘rights of way’ as indicated by parcel data in
the City’s GIS system.
Alderman McMunn asked what would be done about the dead ends within the office park.
Mr. Baker responded that the City would require cul-de-sacs. There was discussion about
geometric irregularities. Alderman McMunn commented that the consideration sounds like it will
be cost prohibitive for the trustees. Mr. Baker concurred and indicated the trustees might want
to meet before spending money on the matter.
Chairman Krueger said it would be best to entertain any proposal here before going to
Planning & Zoning. Mr. Baker agreed.

4.

Storm Water


Detention



Flash Flooding



Future Project (MSD/Grants)



Parks/Storm Water Tax – Improve Neighborhood Conditions

Chairman Krueger said his recent tour through Ward III had numerous issues with
regard to storm water. He said most of the issues were off of the streets and in back yards.
Chairman Krueger said the City did some projects in this area a few years ago and the residents
feel the City should be responsible for what they’ve done here. He commented that former 2’
deep creeks are now over 10’ deep that are mostly on private property. Chairman Krueger said

he wanted to bring this up and have a discussion about storm water issues in the City. He said
that staff has a position on the matter and he was curious if that might change with discussion
before this committee. Chairman Krueger commented that much of the development in the
higher areas of the community quite negatively affect the lower areas like the floodplains. He
suggested not making this a part of the floodplain ordinance that is currently being discussed.
Chairman Krueger opened the matter up for discussion.
Mr. Sterman stated that the City has a parks and storm water sales tax. He said that by
Statute, that sales tax could be used for parks and/or storm water. Mr. Sterman’s recollection
was that this came into being in the latter 2000’s and the City took on some storm water
mitigation projects on private property. He said that while you can’t perform work to improve
private property, you can apply the tact that flooding from private property impact streets or
other public assets as justification to try to help matters. Mr. Sterman that when the City
completed these storm water projects, storm water improvements ceased and the funds have
been used specifically to fund park related assets. He said that 75% of these funds are going to
pay off the debt that was incurred. The Mayor and Mr. Sterman covered the specifics of the
sales tax, the debt incurred, and current status of $1.2 million per year income of a refinanced
$8.8 million debt under a 20 year time frame. The Mayor recalled that there was a specific
percentage allocated for parks versus storm water in the Proposition P proposal, but she could
not remember specifically what that breakdown was.
Chairman Krueger said that money matters aside, the water running through the
waterways in areas like Oleander are problematic. He said that small creeks have grown to five
foot deep gullies. Chairman Krueger stated that City approvals of development upstream of
these channels affect these properties and cause more water to run through them. He added
that while we can place the responsibility of this on these homeowners to maintain their private
property, we need to be attentive to approvals of development upstream. Chairman Krueger
asked if the City was managing storm water, or are we allowing MSD to undermanage the
same. He asked if the City should be taking a closer look at this.
Alderman Wong said he’s seen examples where storm water retention improvements
have not worked effectively. He agreed that maybe MSD minimums are not getting the City to
where we want to be on this matter. Chairman Krueger suggested that we should apply scrutiny
to both commercial and residential development. Mr. Sterman asked if we enact something
legislatively, would we be requiring SWPPP (Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan) for projects
of less than an acre or what else would this entail. Chairman Krueger said he would like to see
what other municipal jurisdictions are doing in this regard and find out what is working well
them, and then apply something similar in Sunset Hills.
The conversation touched on concepts of impervious surfaces creating more and faster
water runoff, examples of retention & detention on-site, cisterns, water gardens, pervious
pavements, etc.
Mr. Sterman said that some concepts to consider would be the increased development
costs. He added that these items would also likely increase approval timeframes. Mr. Sterman
commented that a consideration of whether such trade-offs make such legislation worth the
effort, over what is currently codified.
Mr. Searcy asked if it would be OK to briefly cover the City’s experience with the
Proposition P projects. Chairman Krueger responded affirmatively. Mr. Searcy spoke about
numerous Mattese Tributary projects the City performed around 2009 and 2010. He said that

Director of Public Works Anne Lamitola with CDG Engineers identified about 25-30 different
projects in this area. Mr. Searcy said that some were sizeable and included beefing up the
detention structure behind Sunset Ford and performed by contractors. He added that some
were small and performed by the street department in-house. Mr. Searcy said that there were
some permanent drainage easements for facilities that were taken over by MSD, but that the
majority of these were under temporary construction easements that went away with the
completion of work. He said that a typical problem encountered was the amount demanded by
homeowners in the area to restore their property to their satisfaction. Mr. Searcy cited the
example of 17 Oleander where the City had to place a $27K bridge across the channel, and “oh
by the way, you’re going to spend another $8-10K to replace my driveway.” He said that this is
what kept the City from continuing on the tact of working in the backyards of residential
properties.
Mr. Searcy went on to detail some of the other complaints recently received in Ward III.
He said that on Crestwick Drive, residents indicated water as being problematic because of the
storm water improvements to Hilltop. Mr. Searcy stated that some of these points were just not
possible with the effluents of these systems going points west. He added that topographic lines
showed most yards on the northern portion of Hilltop generally draining toward Hilltop.
Chairman Krueger corrected that was not the case for 9901 Crestwick, where the resident is
downhill from the homes off of Hilltop. Mr. Searcy commented that particular driveway was
poured after the development on Hilltop and may have been created by that complainant’s
improvement to that property.
Mr. Searcy further stated that MSD increased their retention criterion in the early 2000’s.
He commented that as more new construction takes place, an improved retention capacity of
these storm water run-off’s should be generally observed in the community.
Alderman Wong suggested staff do a short survey of options to bring back to the
Committee of what other municipal jurisdictions are doing. Mr. Searcy indicated that SWPPP’s
are currently being performed and are under the scrutiny of the Director of Public Works and the
City Inspector. Chairman Krueger suggested looking at ways to get property owners to properly
maintain adjacent waterways. Mr. Baker said that is great in theory, but very difficult to enforce.
There was general discussion of storm water systems and associated maintenance
matters. Chairman Krueger asked if things like detention ponds and rain gardens are under an
inspection process with MSD. Mr. Baker responded affirmatively via annual inspection.
Chairman Krueger asked if staff could survey other jurisdictions for managing storm
water concerns on smaller property development of less than an acre.

5.

Project Updates


Solar Street Lights
Mr. Searcy reported that locates have been called in and placement of the
foundations is anticipated to take place a week from Monday.

6.



S. Lindbergh Blvd. – Sidewalk Project
Mr. Searcy reported this project should start in the next two weeks.



West Watson Road Improvement Project
Mr. Baker reported that agreement is up for consideration by the Board next Tuesday
and pending approval RFP’s should be solicited for selection and design this year
and construction starting in 2021.

Other Matters Deemed Appropriate

Mayor Fribis asked for an update to the street light request on Weber Hill at Sunset
Greens. Mr. Searcy responded this was submitted to Ameren. Mr. Baker said that these orders
do take time.
Mayor Fribis asked about the cost for Tapawingo to bring their streets up to City
standards. Mr. Baker said the trustees took care of some issues, but the majority of this cost
are the slabs and recalled this to be about $400K. He added not to quote him on that amount,
but this was part of the report the Tapawingo trustees received. Alderman Price asked about
the other considerations that don’t meet City criterion like the golf hole crossing and street
grade. Mr. Sterman responded that there are things that are going to remain problematic, but it
will be up the Board of Aldermen as to what they will be comfortable with taking over. Alderman
Wong asked about the age of the street network here and how that enters into the
consideration. Mr. Baker responded that is a concern as the streets are closer to the end of
their design life of 25 years. Alderman Wong asked about the staff time expended in
assembling street request information. Mr. Searcy responded that most of it is in inspection, but
that there is a bit of time taken to assemble inspection information into a reasonable report.
Alderman Wong asked how that could be mitigated for repeat requests. Mr. Sterman said that
Ordinance 2000 would need revision to predicate something in the form of an upfront cost for
repeat requests.
Alderman McMunn asked about MoDOT’s response on Geyer. Mr. Searcy responded
that MODOT made this repair.
Mr. Searcy gave the committee a copy of this year’s PASER inspection results for the
road network. He complimented the Committee for their concurrence to allow small aggregate
chips seals. Mr. Searcy generally spoke about the impact of the 2019 chip seal program. He
commented that the Phase II parking lot rehabilitation was close to the end of its performance
curve. Mr. Searcy commented about each of the pavement construction types in the report.
Mayor Fribis said there was a complaint ahead of the chip seal project on Hadley Hill. She
commented that the project seemed to bring a number of residents on Hadley Hill around to the
concept of using chip seals as an asphalt maintenance activity. Alderman Wong complimented
staff on the report.

Chairman Krueger complimented the Committee member and staff for tonight’s meeting.

Motion: To Adjourn
Action: Adjourn at 5:00pm,
Moved by: Ann McMunn,
Seconded by: Casey Wong.
Motion passed unanimously.

Respectfully,

___________________________
Bryson E. Baker, PE
City Engineer / Director of Public Works

