























TANEY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

P. O. Box 383 e Forsyth, Missouri 65653
Phone: 417 546-7225 / 7226 » Fax: 417 546-6861
e-matil: rehrish@co.taney.1mo.us

MINUTES
TANEY COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
WEDNESDAY, MAY 19, 2010, 7:00 P.M.
COUNTY COMMISSION HEARING ROOM
TANEY COUNTY COURTHOUSE

Call to Order:

Chairman Dave Clemenson called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. A quorum
was established with four members present. They were: Dave Clemenson, Jack
Johnson, Tom Gideon, and Dave Nelson. Staff: Eddie Coxie, Bonita Kissee, Dan Nosalek

and Bob Paulson.

Mr. Coxie read a statement explaining the meeting procedures and placed the
Taney County Development Guidance Code as Exhibit A, the Staff Report as Exhibit B,
and the staff files including all pertinent information as Exhibit C, and the Taney County
Board of Adjustment bylaws as Exhibit D. The State Statutes that empower and govern
the Board of Adjustment were read. Mr. Clemenson swore in the speakers before the

respective hearing.

Public Hearings:
Matthew Scott Stallcup: a request for a variance from Appendix G, sign permit

requirements of the Taney County Development Guidance Code located off St. Hwy. 76
near the Jct. of St. Hwy. 76 and M. The applicant would like to use the property as an
off-site advertising structure. Mr. Coxie read the staff report and presented pictures
and a video of the site. Mr. Stallcup explained why he wants the variance. Plans are for
a lighted dual sided sign. There would be two encroachments on either side at the
location where the applicant wishes to place the sign. Mr. Coxie stated that in his
opinion this was approved it would be granting a privilege. After brief discussion Mr.
Clemenson entertained a motion. Mr. Johnston made a motion to approve the variance.
The motion died because there was a lack of second. Discussion followed regarding the
state statute covering granting a privilege. Tom Gideon made a motion to deny based
upon lack of hardship and to grant the variance would be a violation of the state
statute. The motion was seconded by Dave Nelson. The vote to deny was three in favor

of denial, and one against.

Valerie and Robert Budd: a request for a variance from Table 1 of the Taney
County Development Guidance Code located in Oakmont Hills Phase 1 Lot 17 for a
cabin which was started too close to the property line when the bank foreclosed on the



property. The dwelling is 17’ from the property line. Mr. Coxie read the staff report and
presented pictures and a video of the site. He explained the location and gave a history
of the project. Mr. Budd owns three other houses in the same subdivision. He stated
the cabin could not have been moved back because the lot is built up for the sewer
lines. There are some cabins in other phases of the project which are within the
setbacks. Mr. Clemenson stated that the applicant was aware of the situation of the
cabin and familiar with the area. Mr. Nelson wondered if a slab could be poured in the
back. Mr. Budd stated that since the developer has gotten out of the business, the
property owners have developed their own homeowners assoc. He also stated that no
one lives at the subdivision full time. After discussion @ motion was made by Tom
Gideon to approve based upon the decision of record with the addition of a variance of
12" into the setback area. Seconded by Dave Nelson. Discussion followed regarding how
the applicant could comply with the rules. The vote to approve was two in favor and
two against approval therefore the request was denied.

Review and Action:
Minutes, April 21, 2010: with no additions or corrections a motion was made by

Jack Johnston to approve the minutes as written. Seconded by Tom Gideon. The vote
to approve the minutes was unanimous.

Old and New Business:

Mr. Coxie reported on a previous request for a variance for a storage shed in Big
Bear Estates and what has transpired since that request was denied. The applicant and
the next door neighbor were present to request a rehearing and extend the 90 day
period. After discussion the Board voted unanimously not to rehear the request. Mr.
Coxie informed the applicant that his next option was to appeal to circuit court.

Mr. Coxie brought the Board up to date on the work sessions with the County
Commission regarding the zoning districts. Discussion followed.

The next meeting agenda was discussed.

Adjournment:
With no other business on the agenda for May 19, 2010 the meeting adjourned

at 8:10 p.m.





