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   CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF RICHMOND HEIGHTS, 

MISSOURI 

 

REGULAR MEETING, MARCH 5, 2012 

 

 

A Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Richmond Heights, 
Missouri was held on Monday, March 5, 2012 at 7:30 p.m. in City Hall 
Council Chambers, at 1330 S. Big Bend Boulevard.  Present were Mayor 
James J. Beck, Council Members Ed Notter, Connie Williams, Jim Thomson, 
Mike Jones, Gina Mitten, Camille Greenwald, Paul Lore and Matt Casey.  
Also present was City Manager Amy Hamilton and City Attorney Ken Heinz. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

Mr. Thomson stated the next District 2 meeting will be held Saturday, March 
10 at the St. Louis Community Credit Union and will include a discussion on 
the Hadley Township Area project. 
 
Mr. Jones stated the 2012 Neighborhood Watch Meeting is March 9 at the 
Public Safety Building. 
 

CITIZEN'S COMMENTS NO. 1 

 

Phillip Green-4926 Odell-St. Louis, MO 63139-stated he was the son of 
Michael Green, whose neighbors have suggested naming an area in honor of 
his father.  Mr. Green stated his family was concerned that it should be done 
right and he personally, does not consider it fitting that an "alley" be named 
for his father.  Mr. Green stated he currently lives in the City of St. Louis, but 
grew up on Yale and feels that the process if moved forward, perhaps the 
street should be considered rather than the "alley". 
 
Mayor Beck stated the Council does not currently have a procedure for 
renaming streets or areas in honor of individuals and this was the first time 
any issue like this had been presented to the Council by Mr. Green's neighbors 
as a way of honoring him.  Mayor Beck stated the Council had not made any 
decisions on this as to where this honorarium may be placed. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he had looked at the materials Mr. Green presented 
regarding naming of streets as done in the City of St. Louis and noted that the 
streets are not actually renamed per se, but a sign is placed under the existing 
street sign.  Mayor Beck asked if the family would be more comfortable with 
consideration of an honorary street name, retaining the official name of the 
street. 
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Mr. Green stated he wasn't aware the neighbors had asked to City to do this 
and stated he knew the area was a tight-knit community and felt his dad was 
personable and involved special neighbor.   
 
Scott Fague-1104 Yale-stated he was a next-door neighbor of Mr. Green, and 
thought the neighbors just wanted to do something nice in memory of his 
departed neighbor as he was very special and brought strength to the 
community. 
 
Mr. Fague stated that he and others on the block were willing to pay for the 
sign and installation should the City decide to do this. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he appreciated the input and noted that officially renaming 
the street is not probably doable but putting the signs below the street sign as 
opposed to the naming the alley was not out of the question. 
 
Erma Nevels-1627 Berkley-asked the Council if this redevelopment issue is 
real. Ms. Nevels stated she felt Ms. Hamilton, Mr. Thomson and Mr. Jones 
were great at providing information, but noted it had been a long time since 
the issue was first brought up and wondered if this time was for real. 
 
Mayor Beck stated the Council was trying to make it a real thing, but it is out 
of our hands if it fails.  Mayor Beck stated this was the strongest group to 
respond in the whole time we have been doing this; Costco is a known entity 
and Menard's, a family-owned business is looking for one of its first locations 
in the St. Louis area and Pace is an established and well known to the St. 
Louis community.  Mayor Beck stated the Council wants to make this work. 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

February 21, 2012 

Regular Meeting 

 

Ms. Mitten moved, Ms. Greenwald seconded, a motion of approval of the 
minutes of the Regular Meeting of February 21, 2012.  Carried unanimously. 
 

CITY MANAGER'S REPORT 

 

Ms. Hamilton introduced Lance Lecomb Public Relations Officer of the 
Metropolitan Sewer District who would like to discuss federally required 
water quality improvements and potential rate increases. 
 
Mr. Lecomb referred to the St. Louis County Municipal League's request to 
many municipalities, including Richmond Heights, to pass a Resolution that 
asked MSD, Department of Justice, and others to reopen an previously agreed 
upon agreement which was reached regarding a 5 year old lawsuit. 
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Mr. Lecomb stated that he is aware the City has passed that Resolution and 
was here tonight to ask that the Council repeal that Resolution.  Ms. Lecomb 
stated that while it was a well-intentioned action by the SLCML, he feels it 
was a misdirected effort and could damage MSD's bond rating. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated the agreement that MSD reached with the Dept. of Justice 
and others regarding the overflow needs (Clean Water Act) does not let EPA 
or the Sewer District weigh the needs in the area, but applies needs first which 
are established by the Clean Water Act. 
 
Mayor Beck stated the Council felt concerns about the increase is that it 
includes a large amount of dollars due to the fine levied against the District 
which the citizens ultimately are paying for rather than doing corrective work 
in other areas. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated the fines levied against MSD are fines that are of standard 
practice whose validity are well established, but to "joust" with the agreement 
at this stage would be very dangerous to MSD as to what might happen to our 
Bond Rating outside of any service concerns. 
 
Mr. Thomson asked about creek channels within creek banks located 
throughout Richmond Heights and noted he has never seen Richmond Heights 
creeks overflowed.  Mr. Thomson asked if it did, would it be called a "flood" 
or a "backup" by MSD. 
 
Mr. Lecomb said it was not a creek overflowing, but explained about relief 
valves built within the system, that when there is too much rainfall entering 
the system, these relief valves discharge sewage and rainwater into local 
creeks.  This is not a flood issue, but a storm water issue, separate from what 
the agreement covers.   Mr. Lecomb stated this overflow system puts sewage 
and water into the creeks in addition to any backups. 
 
Mr. Thomson stated the letter he received from MSD told him to get flood 
insurance.   
 
Mr. Lecomb stated if it goes into your basement, it is a back up, not due to 
overlying flood issues.  Mr. Lecomb stated he is only discussing the 
agreement reached with the Federal government which does not cover 
overland flooding.  Mr. Lecomb stated that MSD did send out a letter 
regarding flood plain information based on FEMA information but that is a 
separate issue. 
 
Ms. Mitten asked if MSD was going out to other municipalities and if there 
were any printed information that may have your position and what you are 
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asking for.  Ms Mitten stated she would like to analyze the information before 
making any consideration. 
 
Mayor Beck stated the Council would be happy to look at that information 
and the Municipal League's position as well. 
 
Mr. Thomson would like to see how it is different from the Municipal 
League's. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated his comments are MSD's position and does not want to go 
through the Resolution line by line but said it has numerous factual errors in 
it, saying it is well-intentioned policy but is misdirected and wants it "pulled 
back". 
 
Ms. Hamilton stated she would like MSD to address how our Resolution has 
impacted the progress MSD has made as she would like to know if the City is 
asked to reverse its position, she would like the ramifications of the City's 
Resolution. 
 
Mr. Jones stated he had no support of the issue, particularly since the suing 
process by government agencies results then fall on the ordinary taxpayer. 
 
Mr. Jones stated many residents in his district are on fixed or low income and 
can't pay the rising rates.   
 
Secondly, Mr. Jones stated a storm a few years ago caused a number of 
problems and damage due to overgrowth, debris in sewer channels, etc. Mr. 
Jones stated MSD's response to this was "we don't trim trees".  Mr. Jones 
stated the City had to supply workers to trim the trees and haul the debris 
away. Mr. Jones stated it seemed MSD was avoiding issues which potentially 
cause trouble. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated when it comes to channels, creeks and waterways, MSD 
does not own them, except for River Des Peres south of Forest Park.  Every 
other waterway or creek is common ground to the subdivision or owned by 
adjacent property owners.   
 
Mr. Jones asked if MSD cleans the sewers in the midway of these creeks, why 
do they not keep the channel itself clear?  MSD seems to continue to say it is 
not their responsibility. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated the property is not owned by MSD. 
 
Mr. Thomson stated he was told that MSD owns the improved creeks. 
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Mr. Lecomb stated they do not own the improved creeks, but we would 
maintain the improved creeks to protect sewer lines.  
 
Mayor Beck stated that the bottom line is that MSD claims the City has the 
potential, due to our Resolution, to cause MSD problems and even with our 
Resolution, this settlement in question is not going to change.   
 
Mr. Lecomb stated that is correct. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he was skeptical that was true and would do some 
independent looking into what effect this Resolution would have, if any, on 
MSD's bond rating. 
 
Mr. Jones asked if MSD had applied for and received any of the grant money 
that was provided by the Federal government and what was it used for. 
 
Mr. Lecomb stated yes they had received $11 million, which half was in grant 
money and half in low interest loans, bonds.  Mr. Lecomb again stated he 
would reaffirm MSD's position on the Resolution via a written response. 
 

Public Space Dedication Parameters 

 

Ms. Hamilton stated she had provided the Council with some information 
regarding public space dedication parameters that the City may choose to 
adopt and noted that there are other communities who do not have a formal 
policy regarding this.  Ms. Hamilton stated that those that do, have a few 
qualifications, one being that the person be deceased and do not formerly 
change the name of the street.  Ms. Hamilton asked the Council to review the 
information and to let her know Council's input. 
 
Mayor Beck stated the draft policy makes sense to him, including putting a 
sign under the street sign, rather than renaming a street with its complications.  
Mayor Beck stated the recommendations such as the petition, etc. was good 
but noted the one-time fee of $250 seems high. 
 
Ms. Hamilton stated that there were costs to install signs, especially if there 
was a need to put up a post, etc. noted that if it were just making up a sign 
only it may not be that dollar amount; that this is just a figure. 
 
Ms. Mitten stated she understood that installation could cause an expense and 
would be necessary to charge for the service, but not make a profit on it.  Ms. 
Mitten stated she thought that just adding a sign to an existing signpost should 
not be that much.  Ms. Mitten stated in the request for Mr. Green, she 
certainly would not mind the family's response that the honorarium be made 
for the street rather than the alley. 
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Ms. Hamilton stated the City could put in the procedure that the City would 
review the request its placement, etc. and determine what, if any, costs might 
be involved and advise those making the request,  before the City would move 
forward with a Resolution granting the honorarium. 
 
Ms. Hamilton thanked the Council for their input and stated the Staff would 
firm up a policy memo and a draft resolution to consider for these occasions 
and will get the petition process ready for these Yale neighbors so they can 
start working on their request for Mr. Green. 
 
Building upgrades 

 

Ms. Hamilton stated the Council had received the information on proposed 
building upgrades and the energy efficiency grant program behind it. 
 
Ms. Hamilton introduced Ellie Blankenship of CTS Group, the firm who is 
working with the City on this energy efficient improvement project. 
 
Ms. Blankenship explained her company's focus, stating they had done about 
200 buildings in the State of Missouri and spent a lot of time in the City's 
facilities with our engineers and project managers, putting together a scope of 
work and energy efficiency analysis of all three buildings, building systems 
and control equipment. 
 
Ms. Blankenship briefly explained their program basics and stated that she 
understood that of the four options presented to the Council, Staff 
recommended Option No. 4 and explained some of the details of the project 
scope. 
 
Mayor Beck noted that the project plan projected savings over a number of 
years, but in light of the fact the equipment in these newer buildings (public 
safety and community center) already needed to be replaced, it seemed logical 
that these new proposed systems would need replacing before the savings 
were attained. 
 
Ms. Blankenship stated that she felt the current systems in these newer 
buildings were probably not appropriate to begin with and never worked the 
way they should have.  Ms. Blankenship stated she felt with properly designed 
and maintained equipment, 15 years is attainable life for the new energy 
efficient systems, but agreed that as time goes by, the City should plan that 
replacements are inevitable. 
 
Mr. Jones asked if the firm used Union labor. 
 
Ms. Blankenship stated that they do. 
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Council asked questions regarding program costs and savings realized, energy 
savings, upgrades and if current units will be replaced before they've indicated 
any failure. 
 
Ms. Blankenship stated they would be replaced right away, but as they were 
energy efficient models, they would show energy savings over the current 
underperforming units. 
 
Ms. Hamilton stated the energy savings equipment is purchased to correct 
energy inefficiencies that exist now and equipment that will no doubt fail as it 
ages further.  Ms. Hamilton stated it makes sense now to fix problems that 
will improve comfort level in existing buildings and due to energy efficient 
changes, save money for future replacements. 
 
Ms. Blankenship stated there is a timeline associated with the grant and 
whatever Alternative is chosen, we need to move forward to spend the grant 
money available and that date is August, 2012. 
 
Ms. Mitten stated she would like to take a look at Alternative 4, but take a 
look at the available interest rate and know exactly what is coming. 
 
Amy stated the amount for Alternative No. 4 would be $2.77 million; minus 
the savings financing would be for $2.2 million. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he hoped the Council would agree to move this forward, 
get the loan rate confirmed and noted there wasn't a big difference between 
Alternative 3 & 4. Mayor Beck noted that with pieces of equipment currently 
not functioning very well and most likely costing us when they go down and it 
would make sense to do all this replacement/repair at one time.  Mayor Beck 
stated the City would be likely to spend the $170,000 difference just in repair 
costs for this equipment. 
 
Ms. Mitten moved, Ms. Williams seconded, a motion that the Council move 
forward with Alternative 4 as presented.  Carried unanimously.  
 
Ms. Hamilton stated that we would now move forward and reminded the 
Council will be making the payments until the COPS are paid off and will 
then pick up the payments after that. 
 

 8' Fence Code Improvements 

 
Ms. Hamilton stated an permit issue recently brought some confusion 
regarding 8' fence and Code compliance and interpretation.  Ms. Hamilton 
stated a resident on El Moro had erected an 8' fence and discovered he had not 
built a fence that had at least 50% of the fence area open and was built 
according to his interpretation as he tried to comply with the Code. 
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Ms.  Hamilton stated the question tonight was if the Council wished to waive 
the resident's non-compliance as he interpreted the Code in a different way. 
 
After discussion about fences, Mayor Beck stated he thought Mr. Reary could 
look more closely at the fence ordinance and determine if changes might be in 
order and not eliminate the 8' fence portion of the Code tonight. 
 
Mayor Beck asked the Council to consider if they wished to grant Mr. Erker 
dispensation on his non-compliant fence as it would be a hardship for him to 
cut it down to six feet or disassemble it in its entirety and reconstruct..  Mayor 
Beck agreed that Mr. Erker could have interpreted the fence construction in a 
different way and noted that there have been no complaints about the fence.   
 
Ms. Mitten move, Ms. Greenwald seconded, a motion to grant dispensation 
for the 8' fence on the El Moro property. Carried unanimously. 
 
Mayor Beck declared that Mr. Erker be granted dispensation. 
 
NID Refinancing  

 

Ms. Hamilton stated Michelle Bock, managing director in the public finance 
group at Piper Jaffray, was here tonight to answer any questions regarding the 
NID refinancing.  Ms. Hamilton stated Draper-Kramer (Lucas Hunt & 
Associates) had been paying in full each year by them, but as interest rates 
have become lower, it makes sense to do the refinancing. 
 
Ms. Hamilton stated that between the first and second reading, we will fill in 
the blanks on the Ordinance as we finalize the interest rate, probably between 
2.25%-2.75%, and when first arranged previously, rates were between 4-
4.5%, so there will be a savings there. 
 
Ms. Mitten asked if this would allow it to be paid off sooner, or just easier? 
 
Ms. Bock stated that it would not result in an earlier payment, but it almost 
eliminates the last payment of nearly a full year. 
 
Wise Avenue Reconstruction Meeting 

 

Ms. Hamilton stated there will be an informational meeting on March 7 
regarding the reconstruction of Wise Avenue from Big Bend east to the City 
Limits. 
 

CITY ATTORNEY'S REPORT 
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Bill No. 5341 

Prohibitions against unlawful 

discrimination on sexual orientation 

and gender identity. 

 

Mr. Heinz stated that discussion at the first reading of Bill No. 5341 resulted 
in some minor clean up and changes regarding references to age which have 
been eliminated and is now presented in a new form.  Mr. Heinz stated that 
the changes were substantial enough to warrant holding it over for the 
additional reading as amended. 
 
Mr. Casey asked if this issue is not already covered in our current ordinances. 
 
Mr. Heinz stated there is the feeling that this language would be more specific 
and be more adequately expressed in our Code. 
 
Mr. Notter asked again, why we are considering this issue. 
 
Mr. Heinz stated a group had approached the Mayor and another Council 
Member and asked that some specifics be added to make our legislation more 
clear. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he agreed with their request and placed it on the agenda. 
 
Mr. Notter stated he wanted to make it clear that this was not our residents 
who had anything to do with this and was requested by an outside 
organization that just came in with their message. 
  
Ms. Mitten stated that was not necessarily true, as there may be that our 
residents are interested in this, and may be interested in this group's request.  
Ms. Mitten stated that some residents have asked her about this as well. 
 
Mayor Beck stated he felt it warranted and would not have put it on the 
agenda if he did not feel that way. 
 

BILLS PREVIOUSLY INTRODUCED 

 

Bill No. 5341 (as amended); first reading 

Amends Ord. No. 4788, the Municipal Code, 

Chapter 235, to expand prohibitions against  

unlawful discrimination to include 

prohibitions against discrimination based  

on sexual orientation & gender identity. 
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Ms. Mitten moved, Ms. Williams seconded, a motion for the first reading of 
Bill No. 5341, as amended.  Carried unanimously.  Bill No. 5341(as amended) 
was presented and read. 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4788, THE  
MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF RICHMOND HEIGHTS, 
MISSOURI, CHAPTER 235, TO EXPAND THE PROHIBITIONS 
AGAINST UNLAWFUL DISCRIMINATION TO INCLUDE 
PROHIBITIONS AGAINST DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEXUAL 
ORIENTATION AND GENDER IDENTITY. 
 
Bill No. 5341 (as amended) was laid over to the next meeting. 
 
Mr. Jones asked if a religious group or organization owns property and feels it 
does not want to rent to certain people based on sexual orientation or gender 
identity, would they have to do so according to this legislation.   
 
Mr. Heinz stated there are actually some lawsuits in evidence regarding this 
issue; i.e., which takes precedent, the freedom of religion or equal protection 
laws and he cannot predict how the Supreme Court may decide. 
 
Mayor Beck stated that, yes, he would assume there could be a suit filed if a 
property owner objected due to religious reasons but doubts if that would 
come to pass here. 
 
Mr. Heinz stated that more and more states are becoming more liberal in some 
of these areas and the anti-discrimination issue will probably prevail in most 
areas. 
 

INTRODUCTION OF NEW BILLS 

 

Bill No. 5342; first reading 

Authorizes the issuance of General Obligation  

Neighborhood Improvement District Refunding Bonds 

(Manhassett Village NID) Series 2012, prescribes the 

form & details of the Bonds, provides for the levy, 

collection of annual assessments, for paying the principal 

of and interest on said bonds as they become due & 

authorizes certain documents & actions. 

 

Ms. Mitten moved, Ms. Greenwald seconded, a motion for the first reading of 
Bill No. 5342. Carried unanimously.  Bill No. 5342 was presented and read. 
 
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF GENERAL 
OBLIGATION NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT 
REFUNDING BONDS (MANHASSETT VILLAGE NEIGHBORHOOD 
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IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT), SERIES 2012, OF THE CITY OF 
RICHMOND HEIGHTS, MISSOURI; PRESCRIBING THE FORM AND 
DETAILS OF THE BONDS; PROVIDING FOR THE LEVY AND 
COLLECTION OF ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PAYING THE PRINCIPAL OF AND INTEREST ON SAID BONDS AS 
THEY BECOME DUE; AND AUTHORIZING CERTAIN OTHER 
DOCUMENTS AND ACTIONS IN CONNECTION THEREWITH. 
 
Bill No. 5342 was laid over to the next meeting. 
 

RESOLUTIONS 

 

None. 

 

CITIZEN'S COMMENTS NO. 2 

 

None. 

 

Mayor Beck stated the Council would meet in closed session to discuss the 
receipt of the Request for Proposals for the Hadley Area, and would be having 
a workshop session on Wednesday, March 14 which may have a formal 
presentation by developers. 
 
At approximately 9:20 p.m., Ms. Mitten moved, Mr. Jones seconded, a motion 
to hold a closed meeting with closed record and closed voting pursuant to 
Subsections (1), (2),  and (12) of Section 610.021, RSMo., 2010, in order to 
discuss legal actions, causes of legal action or litigation involving a public 
governmental body, and any confidential or privileged communications 
between a public governmental body or its representatives and its attorneys 
and leasing purchase or sale of real estate by a public governmental body 
where public knowledge of the transaction might adversely affect the legal 
consideration therefore, and documents related to a negotiated contract. 
AYES: Mr. Thomson, Mr. Jones, Mr. Lore, Ms. Mitten, Mr. Casey, Mr. 
Notter, Ms. Williams, Ms. Greenwald and Mayor Beck. NAYS: None. Mayor 
Beck declared the Council would meet in closed session. 
 
At approximately 10:10 p.m., Council returned to the open session.  
 
With no further business to come before the meeting, Ms. Mitten moved, Mr. 
Casey seconded, a motion to adjourn.  Carried unanimously. 
 
Mayor Beck declared the meeting, adjourned. 
 

________________________ 
       PATRICIA S. VILLMER 
       DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
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APPROVAL: 
 
________________________ 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 
   
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 


