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RAYTOWN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
TENTATIVE AGENDA 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2011 

REGULAR SESSION NO.  10 
RAYTOWN CITY HALL 

10000 EAST 59TH STREET 
RAYTOWN, MISSOURI  64133 

 
OPENING SESSION 

7:00 P.M. 
 

Invocation 
Pledge Of Allegiance  
Roll Call 
 
Proclamations & Presentations 
 

 Proclamation recognizing Patriot Day  
 Swearing in of Police Officer Melvin Norrington 
 Proclamation recognizing Ben and Barbara Carmack as Truman Heartland 

  Co-Outstanding Citizens of the Year 
 
Public Comments 
 
Communication from the Mayor 
 
Communication from the City Administrator 
  
Committee Reports 

 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

 
 

1. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

All matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine by the Board of Aldermen and will be 
enacted by one motion without separate discussion or debate.  The Mayor or a member of the Board of Aldermen 
may request that any item be removed from the consent agenda.  If there is no objection by the remaining 
members of the board, such item will be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.  If there is 
an objection, the item may only be removed by a motion and vote of the board.   

 
Approval of the Regular August 16, 2011 Board of Aldermen meeting minutes. 
 
R-2417-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT OF 
MARY PHYL DWIGHT TO THE PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION.   Point of Contact: 
Teresa Henry, City Clerk. 
 

REGULAR AGENDA 
 
2. R-2418-11:  A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING AN APPLICATION FOR A GRANT-IN-AID 

FROM THE MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES LAND AND WATER 
CONSERVATION FUND IN THE AMOUNT OF $75,000.00 TO FUND IMPROVEMENTS AT 
COLEMAN-LIVENGOOD PARK, INCLUDING RENOVATIONS OF TENNIS COURTS AND 
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A PROJECT AGREEMENT FOR SUCH PURPOSES.   
Point of Contact:  Kevin Boji, Park and Recreation Director.   
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3. R-2419-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER 
INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH  VANCE BROTHERS, INC. FOR THE 2011 LIGHT WEIGHT 
AGGREGATE SEAL PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $144,200.00.  Point of 
Contact:  Andy Noll, Public Works Director. 

 
4. R-2420-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER 

INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH TWIN TRAFFIC MARKING CORPORATION FOR THE 2011 
PAVEMENT MARKING PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED OF $16,123.25.  
Point of Contact:  Andy Noll, Public Works Director.   

 
5. R-2421-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER 

INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH WILLIAM WHITE & SONS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 
FOR THE 2011 CONCRETE REPAIR PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$60,420.00 AND AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2010-2011 BUDGET.  Point of Contact:  
Andy Noll, Public Works Director. 

 
6. Public Hearing:  A public hearing to consider text amendments to the City Code Relating to 

the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance. 
  

6a. SECOND Reading:  Substitute Bill No. 6268-11, Section XIII.  AN ORDINANCE 
GRANTING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1-9.05 OF THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING REGULATIONS FOR THE CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI.   Point of 
Contact:  John Benson, Interim Community Development Director/Senior Planner.  
Sponsor(s): Planning & Zoning Commission. 

 
7. Public Hearing:  A public hearing to establish the 2011 Property Tax Levies. 
  

7a. FIRST Reading:  Bill No. 6269-11, Section VIII.   AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING 
THE ANNUAL PROPERTY TAX LEVY RATE FOR THE CITY OF RAYTOWN 
GENERAL OPERATING FUND AND THE PARK FUND FOR THE YEAR 2011.   Point 
of Contact:  John Benson, Interim Community Development Director/Senior Planner.  
Sponsor(s): Planning & Zoning Commission. 

 
DISCUSSION ITEM(S): 
 
8. Request to Amend a Condition Specified in Ordinance No. 5394-11. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Next Ordinance No.:  5408-11 



 
 

 
 
 

PROCLAMATION 
 

WHEREAS, ten years ago, more than 3,000 innocent people lost their lives when a calm 
September morning was shattered by terrorists driven by hatred and destruction; and 

WHEREAS, on that day, we witnessed the greatness of America in the bravery of the 
victims; in the heroism of the first responders who laid down their lives to save others; in the 
compassion of the people who stepped forward to help those they had never met; and in the 
generosity of millions who enrich our country with acts of service and kindness; and 

WHEREAS, since that day, we have seen the greatness of America further 
demonstrated in the courage of our brave men and women in military uniform who have served 
and sacrificed in Iraq, in Afghanistan and around the world to advance freedom and prevent 
further terrorist attacks on America; and 

WHEREAS, as we remember September 11, 2001, let us reaffirm the vows our country 
made in the earliest hours of our grief and anger; “as liberty's home and defender, we will not 
tire, we will not falter, and we will not fail in fighting for the safety and security of the American 
people and a world free from terrorism”; and 

WHEREAS, by a joint resolution approved December 18, 2001 (Public Law 107-89), the 
United States Congress has designated September 11th of each year as "Patriot Day." 

NOW THEREFORE, I, David W. Bower, Mayor of the City of Raytown, Missouri, do 
hereby proclaim September 11, 2011, as 

PATRIOT DAY  
 in the City of Raytown, and call upon all residents to observe this day, National Day of 
Service and Remembrance, with appropriate ceremonies and activities, to display the 
American flag at half-staff from their homes and to observe a moment of silence beginning at 
7:46 a.m. central standard time to honor the lost lives as a result of the terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001. 

Signed this Sixth day of September, in the Year Two Thousand and Eleven. 
 
 

       
 ______________________________ 

          David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
 
 

PROCLAMATION 
 
 WHEREAS, Ben and Barbara Carmack have been committed to serving the City of 
Raytown and have set high standards for being active in this community for many years; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Ben Carmack retired from Western Electric in 1982 and has become an 
active member with the Raytown Christian Church, Shepherd’s Center of Raytown, Raytown 
Emergency Assistance Program’s Transportation Program and continues to serve in a bicycle 
repair program for our youth.  He is known as “Mr. Lawnmower” for his volunteer repair services for 
his neighbors and community; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Barbara Carmack left employment with Truman Medical Center, Lakewood, 
and became a valued administrative volunteer with the Raytown Christian Church serving in the 
food ministries and as the Treasurer of Four Seasons, a group of retired community residents, she 
has served on the Board of Directors for the Raytown Emergency Assistance Program and 
continues to volunteer where needed; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on September 24, 2011, Ben and Barbara Carmack will be presented as  
Raytown’s Co-Outstanding Citizens of the Year by the Truman Heartland Community Foundation in 
recognition of their exceptional service as citizens of the City of Raytown; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Raytown’s greatest resource is to have citizens like Ben and 
Barbara Carmack who are committed to serving our community. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, I, Mayor David W. Bower do hereby recognize and express the 
grateful appreciation of the citizens of the City of Raytown to 
 

BEN AND BARNARA CARMACK 
 
for their dedicated service to our community. 
 
 Signed this Sixth day of September, in the Year Two Thousand and Eleven. 
 
 
 
              
        David W. Bower, Mayor 



Board of Aldermen Page 1 of 4 August 16, 2011 
 

DRAFT 
 

RAYTOWN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
MINUTES 

AUGUST 16, 2011 
REGULAR SESSION NO.  9 

RAYTOWN CITY HALL 
10000 EAST 59TH STREET 

RAYTOWN, MISSOURI  64133 
 

OPENING SESSION 
7:00 P.M. 

 
Mayor Bower called the August 16, 2011 Board of Aldermen meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Pastor Jay 
Grimwood, Grace Way Church, gave the invocation and led the pledge of allegiance. 
 
Roll Call 
 
The roll was called by Teresa Henry, City Clerk, and the attendance was as follows: 
 
Present:  Alderman Joe Creamer, Alderman Shane Par-Due, Alderman Jim Aziere, Alderman Jim 
Hamilton, Alderman Christine White, Alderman Charlotte Melson, Alderman Pat Ertz, Alderman Steve 
Mock, Alderman Michael Lightfoot 
Absent:  Alderman Bill Van Buskirk 
 
Public Comments 
 
Andy Whiteman addressed the Mayor and Board of Aldermen regarding the 6:00 p.m. Work Sessions, 
aggregate seal program and possible internal audit of the Park Board Financial Report.  
 
Evelyn Anderson addressed the Ward 3 Aldermen regarding the reported gang activities in the 54th 
Street and Ditzler area. 
 
Communication from the Mayor 
 
Mayor Bower provided an overview of the Raytown curfew laws, in light of the current situation(s) in 
Kansas City; the “Let’s Move! Camp Raytown” program sponsored by the Wynn Twins School of 
Dance and the summer lunch program. 
 
Communication from the City Administrator 
 
Mahesh Sharma, City Administrator provided a reminder of the Community Blood Drive hosted by 
Raytown EMS on Thursday, August 18th, from 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.; updated the status of the 
energy efficient street light program and potential funding for the  Downtown Streetscape project. 
 
Committee Reports 
 
Alderman Par-Due stated the Human Relations Commission would be meeting on Thursday, August 
18th, at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers. 
 
Alderman Creamer provided information regarding the Park Board meeting.  Topics of discussion 
were vision direction and cohesiveness between the Park Board and City Council. 
 
Alderman Lightfoot stated the redistricting letter had been sent to our State legislators. 
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Alderman Mock stated the Council on Aging would meet on August 18, 2011 at 4:15 p.m. 
 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
 
 

1. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

All matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine by the Board of Aldermen and will be enacted by 
one motion without separate discussion or debate.  The Mayor or a member of the Board of Aldermen may request that 
any item be removed from the consent agenda.  If there is no objection by the remaining members of the board, such item 
will be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.  If there is an objection, the item may only be 
removed by a motion and vote of the board.   

 
Approval of the Regular August 2, 2011 Board of Aldermen meeting minutes. 
 

Alderman Creamer, seconded by Alderman Hamilton, made a motion to approve the consent agenda.  
The motion was approved by a vote of 8-0-1-1. 
 
Ayes:  Aldermen Creamer, Hamilton, Lightfoot, Mock, Melson, White, Aziere, Par-Due  
Nays:  None 
Abstain: Alderman Ertz (absent at last meeting) 
Absent:  Alderman Van Buskirk 
 
REGULAR AGENDA 
 
2. R-2415-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR 

BANKING SERVICES BY AND BETWEEN UNITED MISSOURI BANK AND THE CITY OF 
RAYTOWN, MISSOURI IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00 BUT WITHIN BUDGETED AMOUNTS 
THROUGH FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015.   Point of Contact:  Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director.   

 
The resolution was read by title only by Teresa Henry, City Clerk. 
 
Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director, provided the Staff Report and remained present for discussion. 
 
Discussion concerned projected cost savings for the City. 
 
Alderman Aziere, seconded by Alderman Par-Due made a motion to adopt.  The motion was 
approved by a vote of 9-0-1. 
 
Ayes:  Aldermen Aziere, Par-Due, Hamilton, Melson, Lightfoot, Creamer, White, Ertz, Mock 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Alderman Van Buskirk 
 
3. R-2416-11:  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER INTO AN 

AGREEMENT WITH SUPERIOR BOWEN ASPHALT COMPANY, L.L.C. FOR THE 2011 
ASPHALT OVERLAY PROGRAM IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $485,044.00.  Point of 
Contact:  Andy Noll, Public Works Director. 

 
The resolution was read by title only by Teresa Henry, City Clerk. 
 
Andy Noll, Public Works Director, provided the Staff Report and remained available for discussion.  
 
Discussion included start date of the project and street prioritization. 
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Aldermen White, seconded by Alderman Creamer made a motion to adopt.  The motion was 
approved by a vote of 9-0-1. 
 
Ayes:  Aldermen White, Creamer, Aziere, Mock, Hamilton, Ertz, Lightfoot, Par-Due, Melson 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Alderman Van Buskirk 
 
4. Public Hearing:  A public hearing to consider text amendments to the City Code Relating to the 

Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance. 
  

4a. FIRST Reading:  Bill No. 6268-11, Section XIII.  AN ORDINANCE GRANTING AN 
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1-9.05 OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING REGULATIONS 
FOR THE CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI.   Point of Contact:  John Benson, Interim 
Community Development Director/Senior Planner.  Sponsor(s): Planning & Zoning 
Commission. 

 
The bill was read by title only by Teresa Henry, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Bower opened the public hearing and called for any ex parte’ discussion(s); none was noted.  
 
John Benson, Senior Planner, provided the Staff Report and remained available for discussion.  
 
Mayor Bower opened the floor for public comment; 
 
Andy Whiteman addressed concerns regarding fence heights and corner lot setbacks. 
 
Without further comments; Mayor Bower closed the floor for public comment. 
 
Discussion regarding driveway gates was addressed. 
 
Aldermen White, seconded by Alderman Creamer made a motion to continue to a date certain of 
September 6, 2011.  The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0-1. 
 
Ayes:  Aldermen White, Creamer, Par-Due, Lightfoot, Mock, Hamilton, Melson, Aziere, Ertz 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Alderman Van Buskirk 
 

CLOSED SESSION 
 
Notice is hereby given that the Mayor and Board of Aldermen may conduct a closed session, 
pursuant to the following statutory provisions: 
 
 
610.021(3) Hiring, firing, disciplining or promoting of particular employees by a public 

governmental body when personal information relating to the performance or merit of 
an individual employee is discussed or recorded; and/or 

 
610.021(13) Individually identifiable personnel records, performance ratings or records pertaining to 

employees or applicants for employment. 
 
Aldermen Creamer, seconded by Alderman Hamilton made a motion to move into closed session at 
7:32 p.m.  The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0-1. 
 
Ayes:  Aldermen Creamer, Hamilton, White, Melson, Ertz, Par-Due, Aziere, Lightfoot, Mock 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Alderman Van Buskirk 
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ADJOURNMENT 
 
Aldermen Creamer, seconded Alderman Ertz made a motion to adjourn.  The motion was approved 
by a majority of those present. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:03 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________ 
TERESA M. HENRY, MRCC 
City Clerk 

 
 
 
 
 
 



CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: August 30, 2011      Resolution No.:  R-2417-11   
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen   
From: John Benson, Interim Community Development Department Director 
 
Department Head Approval:          
     
Finance Director Approval:  ________________________ (only needed if fiscal impact) 

 
City Administrator Approval:        

 
 
 
Action Requested:  Approve a resolution to appoint Mary Phyl Dwight to the Planning & Zoning 
Commission to fill a vacant and unexpired term, expiring on July 1, 2013. 
 
Analysis:  The Raytown Zoning Ordinance calls for the City to have a Planning & Zoning Commission 
that has the following powers to: 

1. Prepare a zoning plan for the regulation of the height, area, bulk, location and use of private, 
nonprofit and public structures and premises, and of population density. 

2. Make and adopt a comprehensive plan for the physical development of the city. 

3. Review and provide a recommendation to the Board of Aldermen on all land use applications, 
which include, rezoning applications and conditional use permit applications. 

4. Review and approve preliminary plat applications. 

5. Review and provide a recommendation to the Board of Aldermen on all final plat applications.  

The Planning & Zoning Commission consists of nine (9) members all of whom must be residents of 
Raytown. Each of the members of the Planning & Zoning Commission are appointed by the Mayor and 
approved by the Board of Aldermen. Members serve staggered 4-year terms.  

The vacant unexpired term was recently held by Chris Inlow, who has advised that he is no longer 
available to serve on the Planning & Zoning Commission.  Mary Phyl Dwight has expressed an interest 
to serve on the Planning & Zoning Commission and her application for appointment is attached.  

 

Alternatives:   Appoint someone else. 
 
Attachment:  Boards and Commissions Application 
 
  



RESOLUTION NO.:  R-2417-11 

V:\Board of Aldermen Meetings\Agendas\Agendas 2011\09-06-11\Reso PZ Appointment-Mary Phyl Dwight.doc 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT OF MARY PHYL 
DWIGHT TO THE PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
 
 WHEREAS, the Raytown Planning & Zoning Commission was established pursuant to 
Ordinance 139 which provides for the appointment of nine (9) Planning & Zoning Commission 
members appointed by the Mayor with the approval of the Board of Aldermen; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Mayor has recommended the appointment of Mary Phyl Dwight to fill a vacant 
unexpired 4-year term expiring July 1, 2013 or until a successor is duly appointed and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen find it is in the best interest of the city to approve such 

appointment as proposed by the Mayor; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 

RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 THAT Mary Phyl Dwight, 7432 Hardy, Raytown Missouri, is hereby appointed as a member of 
the Planning & Zoning Commission to fill a vacant unexpired 4-year term expiring July 1, 2013, or until 
a successor is duly appointed; and 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the 

City of Raytown, Missouri, the 6th day of September, 2011. 
 
 
 
 
  ________________________________ 
  David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:   
 
 
 
____________________________  
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk   
 
 
  Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
  ________________________________ 
  Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
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CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: September 1, 2011     Resolution No.:  R-2418-11 
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen  
From: Kevin Boji, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
 
Department Head Approval:         
 
Finance Director Approval:        
 
City Administrator Approval:        

 
 
 
 
Action Requested:  Approve a Resolution authorizing a grant application for a Land and 
Water Conservation Fund application for the second round grant submittal. 
 
Analysis:  The Park Board requests permission to submit a grant application for a Federal 
Outdoor Recreation Grant through the Missouri Department of Natural Resources Land & 
Water Conservation Program administered through the National Park Service to pay 45% of 
the renovation costs for tennis court improvements to Colman Park.  According to the FY 11 
LWCF Required Documents, the applicant must:  
 

Submit two copies of resolution from the City/County legislative body authorizing to 
proceed with project and fiscal responsibilities.  This resolution should be similar to the 
application resolution (City of Raytown Resolution R-2330-10 approved 12-7-10). The 
submission deadline is September 16, 2011. 

 
Included in the grant project will improvements to four of the existing tennis courts including 
new sub base and surfacing and court amenities.  
 
If approved, the Park Board will pay 55% or $75,000.00 of the cost of those improvements 
included in the grant.  If approved, work is expected to commence in the Spring of 2011 and be 
complete by Fall 2011. 
 
The Park Board has received in excess of $950,000.00 from various competitive state and 
federal grants in previous years.  
 
Alternatives:  Do not submit second round application for the grant. 
 
Fiscal Impact:  The Park Board will pay the full cost of the local share of the project costs from 
their park fund proceeds. 
 
Additional Reports Attached:  None. 
 
 



  
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. :  R-2418-11 
 
 
 
A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING AN APPLICATION FOR A GRANT-IN-AID FROM THE 
MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES LAND AND WATER 
CONSERVATION FUND IN THE AMOUNT OF $75,000.00 TO FUND IMPROVEMENTS AT 
COLEMAN-LIVENGOOD PARK, INCLUDING RENOVATIONS OF TENNIS COURTS AND 
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A PROJECT AGREEMENT FOR SUCH PURPOSES 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Raytown is an expanding city in the growing county of Jackson; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, the Raytown Parks & Recreation Board deems it necessary to renovate two 
tennis courts and further improve a portion of Colman-Livengood Park located at 5912 Lane, 
Raytown, Missouri, to serve its citizens as well as the traveling public; and. 
 

WHEREAS, the Raytown Parks & Recreation Board has made application under the 
Land & Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) of the Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
for a grant-in-aid of 45 percent of the total cost of the project, reimbursable upon completion by 
the state; and 

 
WHEREAS, said grant application in the amount of $75,000.00 has been submitted for 

approval of the Missouri Department of Natural Resources.  
 
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen find it is in the best interest of the City to support a 

grant-in-aid from the Missouri Department of Natural Resources Land and Water Conservation Fun 
in the amount of $75,000.00 to fund improvements at Coleman-Livingood Park, including 
renovations of Tennis Courts. 
  

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE 
CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
THAT the Raytown Board of Aldermen support a grant-in-aid from the Missouri 

Department of Natural Resources Land and Water Conservation Fund in the amount of 
$75,000.00 to fund improvements at Coleman-Livingood Park, including renovations of Tennis 
Courts; and 

 
FURTHER THAT, the City Administrator, is hereby authorized to execute all documents 

necessary or incidental thereto and take any and all actions necessary to effectuate the term of 
the between the City of Raytown and the State of Missouri; and   
 

FURTHER THAT, if a grant is awarded, the City of Raytown accepts all responsibilities 
under the Land & Water Conservation Fund regulations.  This includes, but is not limited to, 
project site to be protected by the LWCF rules and regulations in perpetuity, maintenance of the 
park for public outdoor recreation purposes, compliance with the provisions of Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, underground wiring of all telephone and electrical wires under 15KV 
within the park both under this project and in the future, provisions of facilities which are 
accessible to and usable by people with special needs; and. 



  
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. :  R-2418-11 
 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of 
the City of Raytown, Missouri, the 6th day of September, 2011. 
 
 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Teresa Henry, City Clerk 
  
 
 
 Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
 



Attachment I 
LWCF 2011 

(Land & Water Conservation Fund) 

Required Documents 
 
1. Two copies of the State Historic Preservation Office’s clearance letter (Section 106) Form is 

attached -mail to the address on the back page.  Please complete this step first because this may take 
4-6 weeks for a response. 

2. Two copies of the Regional Clearinghouse letter - Please inform your Regional Planning 
Commission by letter of your general project scope, cost, amount requested, and who will have use of 
facilities.  This procedure is required even if you are not a member of the local planning commission.  
A list of Regional Planning Commissions can be found at the following web sites:  Please do not 
contact Office of Administration. 

         http://www.oa.mo.gov/guide03/maps/mo-rpc.gif  
         http://www.oa.mo.gov/co/mofedasst/regional_clearinghouses.htm  
3. Two copies of resolution from the City/County legislative body authorizing to proceed with 

project and fiscal responsibilities.  This resolution should be similar to the application 
resolution. 

4. Two copies of control & tenure document (deeds) for the existing parkland.  Proof of land 
ownership. 

5. Two copies of the LWCF Proposal Description and Environmental Screening Form.  Form is 
attached. Please fill out cover page through step 2, step 5, and step 6A & 6B. Available on-line at 
www.nps.gov/lwcf/pub.htm  
Please pay particular attention to the following: 

6. Two copies of site plan showing legal boundaries of park clearly marked with  
“Section 6(f) (3) Boundary” and footage along each boundary line if not already submitted.  
This is the area (usually total park) that will be protected by the National Park Service.  Please 
include park acreage clearly marked.  Please note GPS coordinates for your park entrance on this 
map.  You may find this at http://www.cares.missouri.edu/.  Click on Enter Map Room, Missouri, Step 
1. Choose your county, Step 2. Select Data Layer, Step 3.Make Map, zoom in to your park and go to 
Tools to click on location coordinates, click on the map for the coordinates to appear. 

7. Two copies of location map.  County, City maps if not already submitted showing location of 
project.  Please label any cross streets. 

8. Two copies of floor plan (if applicable) park layout. 
9. State vendor number or tax identification number.  For reimbursement procedures and 

confirmation you have a vendor number established, go to: https://www.moolb.mo.gov/Glue/    
10. Sub-Recipient Informational Form, included in packet, required document from the federal 

government for all entities receiving federal funds. 
 

Additional Documentation for Acquisition/Land Donation Projects ONLY 
 
 Two copies of parcel maps illustrating the parcel(s) to be acquired 
 Two copies of a time schedule for acquiring the parcel 
 Two copies of preliminary master plan for parcel acquired 
 Two copies of statement indicating whether or not there will be rights retained by seller, or 

reservations/restriction on the land to be acquired 
 Two copies of a brief description of each building on land to be acquired and what will be done with 

the building upon acquisition 
 
NOTE:  Possession of land (parcel) may not occur until your project agreement has been signed or you 
have obtained a written waiver from the National Park Service.  *Please return information to Grants 
Management P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO  65102-0176 within 60 days to expedite approval by the 
National Park Service. 

http://www.oa.mo.gov/guide03/maps/mo-rpc.gif
http://www.oa.mo.gov/co/mofedasst/regional_clearinghouses.htm
http://www.nps.gov/lwcf/pub.htm


 
 

CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: August 30, 2011     Resolution No.:  R-2419-11 
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen  
From: Jason Hanson, City Engineer  
 
Department Head Approval:          
     
Finance Director Approval:        
 
City Administrator Approval:        

 
 
 
Action Requested:  Board of Aldermen approval of the 2011 Light Weight Aggregate Seal Project 
low bid of Vance Brothers Inc. in the amount of $144,200.00. 
 
Recommendation:  The Public Works Department received one (1) sealed bid that was opened on 
Tuesday, August 30, 2011 at 2:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers.  Vance Brothers Inc. is the lowest 
and best bidder at $144,200.00 and is being recommended for approval. 
 
Analysis:  The 2010 project required the contractor to leave the road open to traffic at almost all 
times.  This made the contractor place an abundance of haydite expanded shale chips to keep the 
oil from being picked up by vehicle tires. This problem caused too much dust when sweeping up the 
excess aggregate.  In 2011, the City will allow the contractor to close a section of road for up to an 
hour to place the asphalt emulsion oil and to use less haydite chips to decrease the amount of dust. 
 
Another problem was a jagged edge of the surface treatment at each adjoining street.  The 2011 
LWA Seal project will require the contractor to use felt paper, tar paper, or some other type of 
material to make a straight edge for the LWA Seal surface treatment when ending at another street. 
 
Alternatives:  N/A 
 
Budgetary Impact: 
 

 Not Applicable 
 Budgeted item with available funds 
 Non-Budgeted item with available funds through prioritization 
 Non-Budgeted item with additional funds requested 

 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613.53621 
Fund: Transportation Sales Tax Fund 
Department: Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets 
Object Code: Street Maintenance 
Amount to Spend: $144,200.00 

  
Additional Reports Attached:  Bid tabulation and locations map 



RESOLUTION NO.:   R-2419-11 

 
v:\board of aldermen meetings\agendas\agendas 2011\09-06-11\reso light weight aggregate seal 2011.docx 
 
 
 

1 

 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER INTO AN 
AGREEMENT WITH  VANCE BROTHERS, INC. FOR THE 2011 LIGHT WEIGHT AGGREGATE 
SEAL PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $144,200.00  
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Raytown (the “City”) issued an invitation to bid on the Light Weight 
Aggregate Seal Project for street maintenance within the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Public Works Department received one (1) bid in response to the invitation and 
has determined that the bid submitted by Vance Brothers, Inc. in the amount of $144,200.00 was the 
most advantageous bid received; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City finds Vance Brothers, Inc. meets all of the qualifications as the lowest and 
best bidder for the project; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City desires to enter into an agreement with Vance Brothers, Inc. for the 2011 
Light Weight Aggregate Seal Project within the City in an amount not to exceed $144,200.00 for such 
proposes; and 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 

RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:   
 
THAT an Agreement by and between the City of Raytown and Vance Brothers, Inc. for the 

2011 Light Weight Aggregate Seal Project within the City in an amount not to exceed $144,200.00, 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein, is hereby approved; and 
 
 FURTHER THAT the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to execute any and 
all documents and to take any and all actions necessary to effectuate the terms of the Agreement and 
exercise the authority granted herein on behalf of the City. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the 
City of Raytown, Missouri, the 6th day of September, 2011 
 
 
 
 
  ________________________________ 
  David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk 



RESOLUTION NO.:   R-2419-11 
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  Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
 
  ________________________________ 
  Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

________________________________________________ 
 

Fiscal Note: 
 

I hereby certify that there is a balance otherwise unencumbered to the credit of the appropriation to which this contract is chargeable, 
and a cash balance otherwise unencumbered in the treasury to the credit of the fund from which payment is to be made, each sufficient 
to meet the obligation set forth herein which is hereby authorized. 
 
 
 

Amount:  $144,200.00 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613.53621 
Fund:  Transportation Sales Tax 
Department:  Public Works 
City Program:  Infrastructure 
Department Program:  Streets 
Object Code:  Street Maintenance 

 
 
 
 
 
             
Date       Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director 



BID  TABULATION

2011 LIGHT WEIGHT AGGREGATE SEAL PROJECT

DATE  BID:  Thurs., August 30, 2011 at 2:00pm

Item Est. Unit Est. Unit Est.

No. Item  Dsecription Qty. Units Price Amount Price Amount

1. Light Weight Aggregate Seal 70,000 S.Y. 2.06$   $144,200.00 1.90$   $133,000.00

Total = $144,200.00 Total = $133,000.00

Vance Brothers, Inc. Engineers Estimate





 
 

CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: August 30, 2011     Resolution No.:  R-2420-11 
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen  
From: Jason Hanson, City Engineer  
 
Department Head Approval:          
     
Finance Director Approval:        
 
City Administrator Approval:        

 
 
 
Action Requested:  Board of Aldermen approval of the 2011 Pavement Marking Project low bid of 
Twin Traffic Marking Corporation in the amount of $16,123.25. 
 
Recommendation:  The Public Works Department received one (1) sealed bid that was opened on 
Tuesday, August 23, 2011 at 2:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers.  Twin Traffic Marking Corporation 
is the lowest and best bidder at $16,123.25 and is being recommended for approval. 
 
Analysis:  This project will be applying 4” white and 4” yellow paint with reflective beads to go over 
existing paint marks on asphalt streets (in yellow and green on attached map).  This project does 
not include any longer lasting thermoplastic pavement markings. 
 
Alternatives:  N/A 
 
Budgetary Impact: 
 

 Not Applicable 
 Budgeted item with available funds 
 Non-Budgeted item with available funds through prioritization 
 Non-Budgeted item with additional funds requested 

 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613  53621 
Fund: Transportation Sales Tax Fund 
Department: Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets 
Object Code: Street Maintenance 
Amount to Spend: $16,123.25 

  
Additional Reports Attached:  Bid tabulation and locations map 
 



RESOLUTION NO.:   R-2420-11 
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A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER INTO AN 
AGREEMENT WITH TWIN TRAFFIC MARKING CORPORATION FOR THE 2011 PAVEMENT 
MARKING PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED OF $16,123.25 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Raytown (the “City”) issued a invitation to bid on its 2011 Pavement 
Marking Project for street maintenance within the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Public Works Department received one (1) bid in response to the invitation and 
has determined that the bid submitted by Twin Traffic Marking Corporation in the amount of 
$16,123.25 for pavement marking was the most advantageous bid received; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City finds Twin Traffic Marking Corporation meets all of the qualifications as 
the lowest and best bidder for the project; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen find it is in the best interest of the City to enter into an 
agreement with Twin Traffic Marking Corporation for the 2011 Pavement Marking Project within the 
City  in an amount not to exceed $16,123.25; and 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY 

OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
THAT the Agreement by and between the City of Raytown and Twin Traffic Marking 

Corporation for the 2011 Pavement Marking Project within the City in an amount not to exceed 
$16,123.25, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein, is hereby approved; and 
 
 FURTHER THAT the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to execute any and 
all documents and to take any and all actions necessary to effectuate the terms of the Agreement and 
exercise the authority granted herein on behalf of the City. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the City 
of Raytown, Missouri, the 6th day of September, 2011. 
 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
___________________________  _________________________________ 
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk   Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
 
 

________________________________________________ 
 

Fiscal Note: 
 

I hereby certify that there is a balance otherwise unencumbered to the credit of the appropriation to which this contract is chargeable, 
and a cash balance otherwise unencumbered in the treasury to the credit of the fund from which payment is to be made, each sufficient 
to meet the obligation set forth herein which is hereby authorized. 

 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613 53621 
Fund:  Transportation Sales Tax Fund 
Department:  Public Works 
City Program:  Infrastructure 
Department Program:  Streets 
Object Code:  Street Maintenance 
Amount:  $16,123.25 

 
 
             
Date       Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director  



ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QTY.
UNIT 

PRICE

TOTAL 

PRICE

UNIT 

PRICE

TOTAL 

PRICE

1. 4" White Paint with Beads LF 36,800 $0.13 $4,784.000 $0.12 $4,416.00

2. 4" Yellow Paint with Beads LF 87,225 $0.13 $11,339.250 $0.12 $10,467.00

$16,123.25 $14,883.00

Twin Traffic Marking 

Corporation

CITY  OF  RAYTOWN

ENGINEERING  DIVISION

BID  TABULATION

2011  PAVEMENT  MARKING  PROJECT

2:00pm,  AUGUST 23,  2011

Engineer's Estimate





 
 

CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
 

Date: September 6, 2011      Resolution No.:  R-2421-11 
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen  
From: Jason Hanson, City Engineer 

Department Head Approval:          

Finance Director Approval:        

City Administrator Approval:        
 

 
 

 
Action Requested:  Board of Aldermen approval to execute a contract with a new contractor, 
William White & Sons Construction Company, for work on the 2011 Concrete Repair Project and 
approval of a budget amendment to fully fund the annual pavement maintenance program. 

 
Recommendation:  The Public Works Department recommends approval. 

 
Analysis:  Bids were opened from 10 contractors for the 2011 Concrete Repair Project on March 
8, 2011.  Public Works tried for 2 months to work with the apparent low bidder, Miller Paving & 
Construction LLC, but they were unable to execute the contracts and get bonded.  Staff then 
contacted the 2nd low bidder, Solid Construction Solutions LLC, to begin executing the contracts. 
 

Solid Construction Solutions LLC began work on June 29, 2011.  This concrete project is being 
done in conjunction with and ahead of the annual overlay and light weight aggregate seal 
projects.  After 36 days of the 45 working day project had passed, only 42% of the work had been 
completed in 80% of the time.  This concerned staff that the curb and gutter construction would 
not be completed in time for the subsequent roadway resurfacing projects.  Solid Construction 
Solutions is doing good work, but taking much too long.  Staff is allowing them to continue to 
construct concrete repairs on streets that are not on the resurfacing roads. 
 

Therefore, staff contacted the 3rd low bidder, William White & Sons Construction Company, to 
supplement the contract of Solid Construction Solutions.  They are agreeable to perform the 
remaining $60,420.00 worth of concrete repairs at their same bid unit prices from March 8, 2011.  
This will allow the concrete repairs to be completed in time for the annual overlay and light weight 
aggregate seal projects to be done ahead of cold weather. 
 
The Transportation Sales Tax Fund provides for the annual pavement maintenance program and 
in house transportation related supplies.  This year the budget included a $50,000.00 amount for 
salt if the need arose.  Approximately $20,000.00 will be needed for the purchase of salt.  Public 
Works proposes to re-allocate $20,000.00 of the salt contingency to allow completion of the 
pavement maintenance program as proposed. 
 
Alternatives:  N/A 



 
 

Budgetary Impact: 
 

 Not Applicable 
 Budgeted item with available funds 
 Non-Budgeted item with available funds through prioritization 
 Non-Budgeted item with additional funds requested 

 

Account Number(s): 204.66.613  53621 
Fund: Transportation Sales Tax Fund 
Department: Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets 
Object Code: Street Maintenance 
Amount to Spend: $60,420.00 
 

Transfer From: 
 

Account Number(s): 204.696.613.52311 
Fund: Transportation Sales Tax Fund 
Department: Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets 
Object Code: Street Maintenance Supplies 
Amount to Spend: $20,000.00 

 
  
Additional Reports Attached:  Bid tabulation, locations map, Annual Pavement Maintenance 
Program expenses. 



 
RESOLUTION NO.:   R-2421-11 
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A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO ENTER INTO AN 
AGREEMENT WITH WILLIAM WHITE & SONS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY FOR THE 2011 
CONCRETE REPAIR PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $60,420.00 AND 
AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2010-2011 BUDGET 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Raytown (the “City”) issued a invitation to bid on its 2011 Concrete 
Repair Project for repair of concrete areas within the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Public Works Department received ten (10) bids in response to the invitation 
and pursuant to Resolution R-2378-11, adopted on March 15, 2011 the bid submitted by Miller Paving 
& Construction, LLC in the amount of $126,987.50 was the most advantageous bid received; and 
 

WHEREAS, Miller Paving & Construction, LLC was not able to execute the agreement with the 
City of Raytown; therefore, pursuant to Resolution R-2399-11, adopted on May 17, 2011 the bid 
submitted by Solid Construction Solutions, LLC in the amount of $134,182.20 was determined to be 
the next most advantageous bid received; 
 

WHEREAS, Solid  Construction Solution, LLC has not met the performance requirements of 
the project; therefore, there is a need to hire an additional contractor to supplement the 2011 Concrete 
Repair Project progress so this project does not delay the 2011 Asphalt Overlay and Light Weight 
Aggregate programs; and 

 
WHEREAS, William White & Sons Construction Company was determined to be the next most 

advantageous bid received and meets all the qualifications as the lowest and best bidder for the 
project and has agreed to supplement the agreement of Solid Construction Solution LLC and perform 
the remaining concrete repairs in an amount not to exceed $60,420.00; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen find it is in the best interest of the City to enter into an 
agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, with William White & Sons Construction Company to 
complete the 2011 Concrete Repair Project in an amount not to exceed $60,420.00. 

 
WHEREAS, the fiscal year 2010-2011 budget adopted by Resolution 2305-10 will need to be 

amended; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY 

OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
THAT, the Agreement by and between the City of Raytown and William White & Sons 

Construction Company to complete the 2011 Concrete Repair Project in an amount not to exceed 
$60,420.00, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein, is hereby approved; and 

 
FURTHER THAT, the fiscal year 2010-2011 fiscal budget is hereby amended by 

transferring funds between the accounts as follows: 
 

Transfer To:  Transfer From: 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613.53621   Account Number(s): 204.696.613.52311 
Fund:  Transportation Sales Tax Fund:   Transportation Sales Tax  
Department: Public Works  Department:  Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure  City Program:  Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets   Department Program: Streets 
Object Code:  Street Maintenance Object Code:  Street Maintenance Supplies 
Amount: $60,420.00  Amount:  $20,000.00 



 
RESOLUTION NO.:   R-2421-11 
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 FURTHER THAT, the City Administrator, or designee, is hereby authorized to execute any and 
all documents and to take any and all actions necessary to effectuate the terms of the Agreement and 
exercise the authority granted herein on behalf of the City. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the City 
of Raytown, Missouri, the 6th day of September, 2011. 
 
 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      David W. Bower, Mayor  
 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
 
___________________________   
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk    
 
 
 

:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
      _________________________________ 
      Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
 
 
 
 

 
Fiscal Note: 

 
I hereby certify that there is a balance otherwise unencumbered to the credit of the appropriation to which this contract is chargeable, 
and a cash balance otherwise unencumbered in the treasury to the credit of the fund from which payment is to be made, each sufficient 
to meet the obligation set forth herein which is hereby authorized. 

 
 

Transfer To:  Transfer From: 
Account Number(s): 204.66.613.53621   Account Number(s): 204.696.613.52311 
Fund:  Transportation Sales Tax Fund:   Transportation Sales Tax  
Department: Public Works  Department:  Public Works 
City Program: Infrastructure  City Program:  Infrastructure 
Department Program: Streets   Department Program: Streets 
Object Code:  Street Maintenance Object Code:  Street Maintenance Supplies 
Amount: $60,420.00  Amount:  $20,000.00 

 
 
 
 
 
             
Date       Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director  
 



BID  TABULATION ALTERNATE  BID

2011  CONCRETE  REPAIR  PROJECT (granite)

DATE  BID:  Tues., March 8, 2011 at 2:00PM

ALTERNATE  BID

Item Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est.

No. Item  Description Qty. Units Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount

1. Curb & Gutter, rem/rep 2,514 LF 23.25$     58,450.50$   18.10$    45,503.40$   23.90$    60,084.60$   29.25$    73,534.50$   31.00$    77,934.00$   -$        -$              

2. Sidewalk, 4", rem./rep. 5,950 SF 5.70$       33,915.00$   7.27$      43,256.50$   5.70$      33,915.00$   6.05$      35,997.50$   7.50$      44,625.00$   -$        -$              

3. Sidewalk, 4", new 430 SF 4.65$       1,999.50$     4.10$      1,763.00$     5.70$      2,451.00$     6.05$      2,601.50$     7.50$      3,225.00$     -$        -$              

4. ADA Ramps, rem/rep 7 EA $1,250.00 8,750.00$     532.92$  3,730.44$     $1,450.00 10,150.00$   $1,800.00 12,600.00$   $1,500.00 10,500.00$   -$        -$              

5. Concrete Driveway, 6" 252 SF 6.25$       1,575.00$     8.68$      2,187.36$     7.75$      1,953.00$     6.90$      1,738.80$     7.50$      1,890.00$     -$        -$              

6. Concrete Driveway, 8" 450 SF 7.55$       3,397.50$     9.41$      4,234.50$     10.10$    4,545.00$     7.85$      3,532.50$     8.50$      3,825.00$     -$        -$              

7. Concrete Street, 8" 2,700 SF 7.00$       18,900.00$   12.41$    33,507.00$   10.10$    27,270.00$   9.35$      25,245.00$   9.50$      25,650.00$   -$        -$              

Total = $126,987.50 Total = $134,182.20 Total = $140,368.60 Total = $155,249.80 Total = $167,649.00 Total = $0.00

ALTERNATE  BID

Item Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est. Unit Est.

No. Item  Description Qty. Units Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount Price Amount

1. Curb & Gutter, rem/rep 2,514 LF 32.60$     81,956.40$   27.42$    68,933.88$   -$        -$              27.25$    68,506.50$   36.20$    91,006.80$   

2. Sidewalk, 4", rem./rep. 5,950 SF 6.20$       36,890.00$   7.20$      42,840.00$   -$        -$              7.65$      45,517.50$   6.40$      38,080.00$   

3. Sidewalk, 4", new 430 SF 5.10$       2,193.00$     14.25$    6,127.50$     -$        -$              7.15$      3,074.50$     4.80$      2,064.00$     

4. ADA Ramps, rem/rep 7 EA $1,600.00 11,200.00$   $2,155.27 15,086.89$   -$        -$              $1,250.00 8,750.00$     $1,185.00 8,295.00$     

5. Concrete Driveway, 6" 252 SF 7.20$       1,814.40$     14.57$    3,671.64$     -$        -$              8.75$      2,205.00$     8.60$      2,167.20$     

6. Concrete Driveway, 8" 450 SF 8.20$       3,690.00$     10.56$    4,752.00$     -$        -$              10.75$    4,837.50$     7.80$      3,510.00$     

7. Concrete Street, 8" 2,700 SF 10.30$     27,810.00$   12.52$    33,804.00$   -$        -$              18.00$    48,600.00$   20.20$    54,540.00$   

Total = $165,553.80 Total = $175,215.91 Total = $0.00 Total = $181,491.00 Total = $199,663.00

5.

6. 7. 8. 9. 10.

1. 2. 3. 4.

Heartland Contractors Buildet, LLC Terry Snelling Constr. Miles Excavating Freeman Conc. Constr.

Engineer's EstimateMiller Paving & Constr. Solid Constr. Sol. LLC Wm. White & Sons Tycon Company LLC Turner & Michael Constr.





2011 Transportation Sales Tax Fund
09/01/2011

Cost  to

Street Maintenance Supplies 204.66.613  52311

2011 Budgeted Amount $125,000.00

Public Works St. Dept. in-house St. Maint. ($75,000.00)

Salt Contingincy Money ($30,000.00) is available

Cost  to

Street Lights 204.66.613  53661

2011 Budgeted Amount $25,000.00

Street Light Money ($25,000.00)

Bid Cost  to

Street Maintenance Amount 204.66.613  53621

2011 Budgeted Amount $904,541.16

Legal Notice to Bid (advertising bids in newspaper) ($93.79)

Mid-America Signal (traffic signal repairs) ($250.00)

Kaw Valley Engineering (concrete/asphalt testing) ($1,912.00)

ADA ramps & sidewalks thru PWSD#2 ($3,800.00)

St. Dept. Disposal of Street Sweeper Debris ($1,840.00)

Superior Bowen final pay for 2010 Overlay ($99,686.02)

Blue Ridge Sidewalks $478,460.34 $0.00 = Reimbursement by MoDOT

$796,959.35

2011 Annual Street Maintenance Programs

Concrete Repair Bid $134,182.20 ($165,000.00) $105,000 + $60,000

Asphalt Base Repair Bid $0.00 $0.00

Asphalt Overlay Bid  (incl. thermo) $465,044.00 ($485,044.00)

Pavement Marking (annual program) $16,123.24 ($16,123.25)

Light Weight Aggregate Seal Bid $144,200.00 ($144,200.00)

($13,407.90) = estimated amount remaining

Transfer from Salt Contigency Money $20,000.00

$6,592.10 = estimated amount remaining



 

CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: September 1, 2011     Substitute Bill No.  6268-11   
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen  Section No. XIII 
From: John Benson, Interim Community Development Director 
 
Department Head Approval:          
     
City Administrator Approval:        
 
Finance Director Approval:  ________________________ (only needed if fiscal impact) 

 
 
 
Action Requested:  Perform second reading and conduct a public hearing to consider text 
amendments to Section 1 of the Zoning Ordinance and Ordinance 206-69, Section XIII, and 
Chapter 26, Article II of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Raytown relating to fences. 
 
Recommendation:  The Planning & Zoning Commission by a vote of 7 in favor and 0 against 
recommends approval of the amendment. 

Analysis:  This proposed amendment came before the Board of Aldermen for first reading on 
August 16th.  Since the August 16th meeting staff has made a modification to the proposed fence 
amendment, which relates the fences in non-residential zoned areas (i.e., commercial and 
industrial). The changes proposed are located in subsection 2.A(2)a of the proposed 
amendment and would allow a fence to be constructed on properties abutting Highway 350 
within10-feet of the highway right-of-way line for the purpose of screening trash, storage and 
service areas in accordance with the Highway 350 Design Standards as specified in Section 
29.Additionally,subsection 4.C of the proposed amendment as proposed specifies that fences 
located within the front setback area along Highway 350 shall have trees and shrubbery planted 
between the fence and highway right-of-way line so as to substantially reduce the visibility of the 
fence from drivers and neighboring properties.  Said trees and shrubs shall be in addition to all 
other trees and shrubs required by other sections of the Zoning Ordinance and City Code 

In 2007 year after discussing the existing fence regulations, which prohibit front yard fences the 
Planning & Zoning Commission directed staff to draft an amendment to the fence regulations 
that would allow fences to be erected in the front yard setback area subject to certain height and 
design standards. This directive was based upon the following issues that had been identified 
through discussions with the Planning & Zoning Commission and Board of Aldermen as well as 
issues that have been encountered with citizens. 

♦ Fences in front yard area 

• Maximum height in front yard 

• Opaqueness of fence in front yard 

• Front yard areas along side streets abutting front yard on adjoining property that 
is also along the same side street versus a front yard along a side street that 
abuts a front yard on adjoining property that faces that street. 

♦ Need to prohibit barbed wire, razor wire, etc. 

♦ The “good side” or “finished side“ of a fence needs to face outward. 

♦ Maintenance of existing legal nonconforming fences. 

♦ Remove fence regulations that are contained in adopted design standards. 

♦ Simplify the language so that the fence regulations are easier to understand. 



 

Additionally, with assistance from the Mid America Regional Council (MARC), staff compiled 
information on front yard fence regulations from other cities and counties throughout the Kansas 
City metropolitan area. Attached to this staff report is a summary of the information that was 
compiled from other cities. 

Based upon the identified issues and information gathered, an amendment was drafted and 
public hearings were held by the Planning & Zoning Commission and Board of Aldermen. 
Following the public hearing on the proposed amendment the Planning & Zoning Commission 
recommended approval of the amendment by a vote of 7 in favor and 0 against. The 
amendment then came before the Board of Aldermen for consideration but was never acted 
upon as they deferred the amendment to be addressed as part of possible residential infill 
design standards that were envisioned at that time to be developed. The residential infill design 
standards, however, were not developed. Therefore the proposed fence amendment was never 
acted upon.   
 
Over the past year, several applications have been submitted for variances to the city’s fence 
regulations.  The variance applications have related to the locations of fences within the front 
yard setback area on residential properties.  Because there have been several fence variance 
applications, it is a signal that the city’s fence regulations should be reviewed. Therefore, staff 
has initiated the proposed amendment to the city’s fence regulations. The proposed 
amendment, as recommended by the Planning & Zoning Commission, is attached. 
 
Fiscal Impact: This application does not require the city to provide any funding.  
 
Budgetary Impact: 

 Not Applicable 
 
Additional Reports Attached:   
  
♦ Proposed Fence Amendment to Section 1-9.05 
♦ Staff Report for the August 4, 2011Planning & Zoning Commission meeting 
♦ Minutes of August 4, 2011 Planning & Zoning Commission meeting 
 
Sponsor(s):  Planning & Zoning Commission 
 



 

1-9.05 Fences: The following regulations shall apply to fences.  

1. Fences in an R-1, R-2 or R-3 zoned district shall be allowed subject to the 
following standards, unless specifically prohibited by other regulations: 

A. Location:  

(1) Fences in an R-1 or R-2 district shall be allowed along any property 
line subject to compliance with all other regulations contained 
herein. 

(2) All fences, and portions thereof, located at a street intersection, as 
defined by city code, shall comply with the city’s vision triangle 
regulations. 

B. Maximum Height: 

(1) Fences located in the rear yard and side yard shall not exceed six 
(6) feet in height. 

(2) On corner lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be 
located in the front setback area abutting a side street so long as the 
fence is setback a minimum ten (10) feet from the street right-of-way 
line. 

(3) On through lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be 
located within the front setback area abutting the street located to 
the rear of the principal building so long as the fence is setback a 
minimum ten (10) feet from the street right-of-way line. 

(4) Except as otherwise allowed in Section 1.B(2) and 1.B(3) above for 
corner lots, fences located between the front of the principal building 
and the street shall not exceed three and one-half (3-1/2) feet in 
height. 

(5) The height of a fence shall be the vertical measurement from the 
ground level to the top of the fence. If the fence is located atop a 
retaining wall, deck or other structure, the ground level shall be at 
the base of the retaining wall, deck or applicable structure on which 
the fence is located. A fence shall not be considered to be atop 
another structure if it is setback a minimum of three-feet from the 
front edge of the said structure. 

C. Design Standards: 

(1) Fences located within a front yard setback area that are three and 
one-half (3-1/2) feet or less in height must have a minimum 40% 
open surface area. All other fences may be designed in a manner 
that forms a solid surface. 

(2) The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) 
shall not be visible from outside of the area the fence encloses 
unless specifically approved by the Director of Community 
Development as being a part of the overall design of the fence.  

(3) Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise 
allowed as a temporary or seasonal fence, the following materials 
and attachments shall be prohibited 



 

(1) Chain link in the front yard. Chain link shall, however, be 
allowed to the side and rear of the structure unless the side or 
rear yard abuts and street right-of-way. 

(2) Plywood; 

(3) Electrified wire. This shall not prohibit the use of underground 
“invisible” fences commonly used for the containment of animals. 

(4) Barbed wire; and 

(5) Razor wire. 

2. Fences in all districts other than an R-1, R-2 or R-3 districts, shall be allowed 
subject to the following standards, unless specifically prohibited by other 
regulations: 

A. Location:  

(1) Fences shall be allowed in the side yard and rear yard subject to 
compliance with all other regulations contained herein. 

(2) Fences shall not be located in the front yard unless:  

a. Highway 350 abuts the subject property in which case a fence 
may be constructed within 10-feet of highway right-of-way line 
for the purpose of screening trash, storage and service areas in 
accordance with the Highway 350 Design Standards as specified 
in Section 29. 

3. Maximum Height: 

(1) Fences shall not exceed a maximum height of six (6) feet. 

4. Design Standards: 

A. Fences located in the rear yard and side yard may be designed in a 
manner that forms a solid surface unless otherwise regulated by design 
standards specified elsewhere in the Zoning Ordinance. 

B. The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) shall not 
be visible from outside of the area the fence encloses unless said support 
structure is a part of the overall design and appearance of the fence and is 
specifically approved by the Director of Community Development. 

C. Fences located within the front setback area along Highway 350 shall 
have trees and shrubbery planted between the fence and highway right-of-
way line so as to substantially reduce the visibility of the fence from 
drivers and neighboring properties.  Said trees and shrubs shall be in 
addition to all other trees and shrubs required by other sections of the 
Zoning Ordinance and City Code. 

D. Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise allowed as 
a temporary or seasonal fence within the Zoning Ordinance, the following 
materials and attachments shall be prohibited. 

(1) Chain link, when located adjacent to a street or highway right-of-
way, public parking area or a property that is residentially zoned or 
used for residential purposes; 

(2) Electrified wire, when located adjacent to a property that is 



 

residentially zoned or used for residential purposes; 

(3) Barbed wire, when located adjacent to a property that is 
residentially zoned or used for residential purposes; and 

(4) Razor wire. 

5. Temporary & Seasonal Fences: The following shall be allowed as temporary 
or seasonal fencing. 

A. Construction Site Fencing:  

(1) The temporary fence shall not be erected prior to issuance of a 
grading permit or building permit and shall be removed prior to 
issuance of a final Certificate of Occupancy for said development. 

(2) May exceed six-feet in height subject to approval of the Community 
Development Director and compliance with applicable building 
codes. 

(3) May consist of any material as long as the material does not pose a 
threat to the safety or wellbeing of any person or property. 

B. Garden Fencing: 

(1) Shall not be located between that side of a house containing the 
front entrance and a street right-of-way. 

(2) Shall not exceed three-feet in height. 

(3) Shall be not installed prior to April 1 of each year and shall be 
removed by November 1st of each year. 

C. May be constructed of wire as well as any other material allowed in the 
applicable zoning district as specified herein.  Festival and Special Event 
Fencing subject to approval of a site plan by the Director of Community 
Development. 

D. Other type of temporary or seasonal fencing subject to approval of a site 
plan by the Director of Community Development. 

6. Nonconforming Fences:  
 

A. A legal nonconforming fence may be maintained but shall not be increased 
in height or length unless such increase is in conformance with the 
provisions contained herein. 
 
A legal nonconforming fence may be replaced as long as the fence material 
used to replace the legally nonconforming fence is not a prohibited fence 
material, the fence does not / will not create a safety hazard, and the 
height and length of the fence will not be increased unless it is in 
conformity with the regulations contained herein.     

 



 

CITY OF RAYTOWN 
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING 

 
August 4, 2011 

7:00 pm 
Raytown City Hall 

Board of Aldermen Chambers 
10000 East 59th Street 

Raytown, Missouri 64133 

 
Vice-Chairman Bettis called the meeting to order   
 
DeeAnn Stock took roll call with the following results. 
 Absent: Wilson 
 Present: Bettis, White, Jimenez, Robinson, Hartwell, Stock, and Fields 
 City Staff Present: John Benson, Joe F. Willerth, City Attorney, and Jean Schlicht  

1. Approval of minutes  

A. June 2, 2011 meeting 
(1) Revisions:  None 
(2) Motion: White 
(3) Second:  Hartwell 
(4) Additional Board Discussion:  None 
(5) Vote:  Approved 6-0 

2. Old Business – None 

3. New Business 

A. Application: Public Hearing to consider text amendments to Section 1 
of the Zoning Ordinance and Ordinance 206-69, Section 
XIII, and Chapter 26, Article II of the Code of Ordinances 
of the City of Raytown relating to fences. 

Case No.: PZ-2011-004 
Applicant: City of Raytown 

 
Open Public Hearing 
 
Exhibits entered into the record 
 

a. Public Hearing Notice published in The Daily Record newspaper 
b. City of Raytown Zoning Ordinance, as amended 
c. Staff Report 
d. Proposed amendments to Section 1-9 of the City of Raytown Zoning 

Ordinance, as amended 
 
Exparte Communication       None Noted 

Staff Report 

In 2007 year after discussing the existing fence regulations, which prohibit front yard fences the 
Planning & Zoning Commission directed staff to draft an amendment to the fence regulations 



 

that would allow fences to be erected in the front yard setback area subject to certain height 
and design standards. This directive was based upon the following issues that had been 
identified through discussions with the Planning & Zoning Commission and Board of 
Aldermen as well as issues that have been encountered with citizens. 

♦ Fences in front yard area 

• Maximum height in front yard 

• Opaqueness of fence in front yard 

• Front yard areas along side streets abutting front yard on adjoining 
property that is also along the same side street versus a front yard along 
a side street that abuts a front yard on adjoining property that faces that 
street. 

♦ Need to prohibit barbed wire, razor wire, etc. 

♦ The “good side” or “finished side“ of a fence needs to face outward. 

♦ Maintenance of existing fences. 

♦ Remove fence regulations that are contained in adopted design standards. 

♦ Simplify the language so that the fence regulations are easier to understand. 

Additionally, with assistance from the Mid America Regional Council (MARC), staff compiled 
information on front yard fence regulations from other cities and counties throughout the 
Kansas City metropolitan area. 

Mr. Benson presented a slide show including diagrams of corner lots, through lots and interior 
lots with marks showing where the fences would be allowed if the ordinance where to be 
changed. 

There were discussions regarding possibly requiring permits for fences, the issue of a 3 ½ foot 
fence butting up to a 6-foot fence, a definition for the word “opaque”, and where fences would 
be allowed with the ordinance change. 

Public Hearing was Closed by Vice-Chair, Bettis. 

Ms. White motioned to approve the application including the wording and additions 
suggested by the Board. 

Ms. Stock seconded the motion to approve. 

A roll call vote was taken with the following members voting “yes” to approve. 

Stock, Fields, Hartwell, Robinson, Jimenez, White, and Bettis 

Motion passed by a vote of 7 – 0 to approve. 

 
Future meeting proposed for the Raytown Planning Commission on September 1, 2011 
for a Work Session at 7 p.m. in the Raytown City Hall Council Chambers. 
 
Ms. Hartwell motioned to adjourn. 
Ms. Stock seconded the motion. 
Meeting Adjourned. 



 

STAFF REPORT 
 
TO:  The City of Raytown Planning and Zoning Commission 
FROM: The Community Development Department 
DATE: August 4, 2011 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item 6.A: Public Hearing to consider Text Amendments to 

Section 1 of the Zoning Ordinance and 
Ordinance 206-69, Section XIII, and Chapter 
26, Article II of the Code of Ordinances of the 
City of Raytown relating to fences. 

Background Information: 
In 2007 year after discussing the existing fence regulations, which prohibit front yard fences the 
Planning & Zoning Commission directed staff to draft an amendment to the fence regulations 
that would allow fences to be erected in the front yard setback area subject to certain height 
and design standards. This directive was based upon the following issues that had been 
identified through discussions with the Planning & Zoning Commission and Board of 
Aldermen as well as issues that have been encountered with citizens. 

♦ Fences in front yard area 

• Maximum height in front yard 

• Opaqueness of fence in front yard 

• Front yard areas along side streets abutting front yard on adjoining 
property that is also along the same side street versus a front yard along 
a side street that abuts a front yard on adjoining property that faces that 
street. 

♦ Need to prohibit barbed wire, razor wire, etc. 

♦ The “good side” or “finished side“ of a fence needs to face outward. 

♦ Maintenance of existing fences. 

♦ Remove fence regulations that are contained in adopted design standards. 

♦ Simplify the language so that the fence regulations are easier to understand. 

Additionally, with assistance from the Mid America Regional Council (MARC), staff compiled 
information on front yard fence regulations from other cities and counties throughout the 
Kansas City metropolitan area. Attached to this staff report is a summary of the information that 
was compiled from other cities. 

Based upon the identified issues and information gathered, an amendment was drafted 
and public hearings were held by the Planning & Zoning Commission and Board of 
Aldermen. Following the public hearing on the proposed amendment the Planning & 
Zoning Commission recommended approval of the amendment by a vote of 7 in favor 
and 0 against. The amendment then came before the Board of Aldermen for 
consideration but was never acted upon as they deferred the amendment to be 
addressed as part of possible residential infill design standards that were envisioned at 
that time to be developed. The residential infill design standards, however, were not 
developed. Therefore the proposed fence amendment was never acted upon.   



 

In the six months, four applications have been submitted to the Board of Zoning 
Adjustment each seeking a variance to the front yard fence regulations.  While some of 
these variances have been approved and some have been denied by the Board of 
Zoning Adjustment, the number of variance application submittals to this regulation is 
an indication that the regulations need to be reviewed and possibly amended.  

Based upon the direction provided to staff from the Planning & Zoning Commission and 
the issues listed above, staff has drafted the following amendment. 

1-9.05 Fences: The following regulations shall apply to fences. Screening and/or landscaping 
shall be provided on all properties in accordance with standards on file with the Community 
Development Director as authorized by Ordinance 4274-97, as amended, with the following 
additions: 

7. Fences in an R-1, R-2 or R-3 zoned district shall be allowed subject to the following 
standards, unless specifically prohibited by other regulations: 

A. Location:  

(1) Fences in an R-1 or R-2 district shall be allowed along any property line subject 
to compliance with all other regulations contained herein. 

(2) No fence or portion thereof shall be located within the vision triangle as defined 
herein. All fences, and portions thereof, located at a street intersection, as 
defined by city code, shall comply with the city’s vision triangle regulations. 

 

B. Maximum Height: 

(1) Fences located in the rear yard and side yard shall not exceed six (6) feet in 
height. 

(2) On corner lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be located in 
the front setback area abutting a side street so long as the fence is setback a 
minimum ten (10) feet from the street right-of-way line. 

(3) On through lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be located 
within the front setback area abutting the street located to the rear of the 
property so long as the fence is setback a minimum ten (10) feet from the street 
right-of-way line. 

(4) Except as otherwise allowed in Section 1.B(2) and 1.B(3) above for corner lots, 
Ffences located in the front yard shall not exceed three and one-half (3-1/2) feet 
in height. 

(5) The height of a fence shall be the vertical measurement from the ground level to 
the top of the fence. If the fence is located atop a retaining wall, deck or other 
structure, the ground level shall be at the base of the retaining wall, deck or 
applicable structure on which the fence is located. A fence shall not be 
considered to be atop another structure if it is setback a minimum of three-feet 
from the front edge of the said structure. 

C. Opaqueness: 

(1) Fences exceeding three and one-half (3-1/2) feet in height located in the rear 
yard and side yard may have one hundred (100) percent opaqueness. 

(2) Fences that are three and one-half (3-1/2) feet or less in height Fences located 
in the front yard shall have a maximum opaqueness of sixty (60) percent. 

D. The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) shall not be visible 



 

from out side of the area that the fence encloses unless specifically approved by the 
Director of Community Development as being apart of the overall design of the fence.  

E. Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise allowed as a temporary 
or season fence, the following materials and attachments shall be prohibited 

(1) Chain link in the front yard. Chain link shall, however, be allowed to the side and 
rear of the structure unless the side or rear yard abuts and street right-of-way. 

(2) Plywood; 

(3) Electrified wire. This shall not prohibit the use of underground “invisible” fences 
commonly used for the containment of animals. 

(4) Barbed wire; and 

(5) Razor wire. 

8. Fences in all districts other than an R-1, R-2 or R-3 districts, shall be allowed subject to the 
following standards, unless specifically prohibited by other regulations: 

9. Location:  

A. Fences shall be allowed in the side yard and rear yard subject to compliance with all 
other regulations contained herein. 

B. Fences shall not be located in the front yard unless otherwise approved as a variance 
approved by the Board of Zoning Adjustment or as part of a development plan approved 
as part of a Planned District. 

10. Maximum Height: 

(1) Fences shall not exceed a maximum height of six (6) feet. 

11. Opaqueness: 

(1) Fences located in the rear yard and side yard may have one hundred (100) 
percent opaqueness unless otherwise regulated by design standards specified in 
the Zoning Ordinance. 

12. The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) shall not be visible from 
out side of the area that the fence encloses unless said support structure is a part of the 
overall design and appearance of the fence and is specifically approved by the Director of 
Community Development. 

13. Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise allowed as a temporary or 
seasonal fence within the Zoning Ordinance, the following materials and attachments shall 
be prohibited. 

A. Chain link, when located adjacent to a street or highway right-of-way, public parking 
area or a property that is residentially zoned or used for residential purposes; 

B. Plywood; 

C. Electrified wire, when located adjacent to a property that is residentially zoned or used 
for residential purposes; 

D. Barbed wire, when located adjacent to a property that is residentially zoned or used for 
residential purposes; and 

E. Razor wire. 

14. Temporary & Seasonal Fences: The following shall be allowed as temporary or seasonal 
fencing. 

A. Construction Site Fencing:  



 

(1) The temporary fence shall not be erected prior to issuance of a grading permit or 
building permit and shall be removed prior to issuance of a final Certificate of 
Occupancy for said development. 

(2) May exceed six-feet in height subject to approval of the Community 
Development Director and compliance with applicable building codes. 

(3) May consist of any material as long as the material does not pose a threat to the 
safety or wellbeing of any person or property. 

B. Garden Fencing: 

(1) Shall not be located between that side of a house containing the front entrance 
and a street right-of-way. 

(2) Shall not exceed three-feet in height. 

(3) Shall be not installed prior to April 1 of each year and shall be removed by 
November 1st of each year. 

(4) May be constructed of wire as well as any other material allowed in the 
applicable zoning district as specified herein. 

 

C. Festival and Special Event Fencing subject to approval of a site plan by the Director of 
Community Development. 

D. Other type of temporary or seasonal fencing subject to approval of a site plan by the 
Director of Community Development. 

15. Nonconforming Fences:  
 

A. A legal nonconforming fence may be maintained but shall not be increased in height or 
length unless such increase is in conformance with the provisions contained herein. 
 

B. A legal nonconforming fence may be replaced as long as the fence material used to 
replace the legally nonconforming fence is not a prohibited fence material, the fence 
does not / will not create a safety hazard, and the height and length of the fence will 
not be increased unless it is in conformity with the regulations contained herein.No 
fence, wall or hedge may be placed in the required front yard of any lot after the 
effective date of these zoning regulations except for corner lots where the fences, walls 
or hedges four (4) feet or less in height may be placed half the distance of the required 
yard on the side adjacent to the intersecting street. 

C.   On interior lots, fences, walls and/or hedges may be placed in any side or rear 
yard or along the edge of any side or rear yard provided that no such fence, wall or 
hedge can exceed six (6) feet in height. No fence, wall or hedge along the front edge of 
the front yard of an interior lot may exceed four (4) feet.  

D.  A landscaping and screening plan will be required for new construction, 
structural alteration or exterior improvements of all structures other than single-
household homes or two-household homes.  Such landscaping and screening plan will 
conform to the pre-existing standards for such plans approved by the Board of Aldermen 
and currently on file with the Community Development Director. 
 A fence, wall or hedge will be placed on all property located in the Neighborhood 
Commercial District (NC) or the Highway Commercial Corridor District (HC) that is 
adjacent to any property located in the Low-Density Residential District (R-1), the 
Medium-Density Residential District (R-2), the High-Density Residential District (R-3), 
the Elderly Housing Residential District (RE) and the Housing Opportunity Residential 
Overlay District (A fence, wall or hedge will be placed on all property where a multi-



 

household building is adjacent to a single-household home or a two-household home. 
 

Staff Recommendation: 

It is the recommendation of staff that the amendments to Section 1-9.05 of the City of Raytown 
Zoning Ordinance be approved. 



 

FRONT YARD FENCE REGULATIONS FROM OTHER CITIES 

MERRIAM 
♦ Fences are allowed in the front yard setback area 
♦ Fences in the front yard setback area may be no taller than 42 inches in height 

and must be picket or decorative design. Privacy fences cannot be in front of the 
“front building line” regardless of the setback. 

KANSAS CITY, MO 
♦ A fence in the front yard of a residential property is allowed. Fences in the front 

yard may be no more than 4-foot tall and a 6-foot tall fence with the side and 
rear yards of a residential property. 4-feet is the maximum height allowed in a 
side yard adjacent to a public street. The City does not regulate fence material. 

Platte County 
♦ Fences are only allowed within the front yard setback in low-density residential 

and agricultural zoning districts. Everywhere else they are required to meet a 
front yard setback. No setbacks are required along the side or rear lot line.  

♦ The maximum height is 6’ in residentially zoned areas and 8’ in 
commercial/industrial zoning.  

♦ The “good side” of the fence must face outward.  
♦ A building permit is not required for a fence.  

Lansing, KS 
♦ Fences are allowed in the front yard.   
♦ Fences in the front yard must be no taller than 48 inches in height and must 

have a minimum of 50% open surface area. 

Liberty 
♦ Fences are allowed in the front yard setback area. 
♦ Fences in the front yard setback area may be no taller than four feet and must 

be at least 50% uniformly open in residential areas with written consent of all 
abutting property owners, and those directly across the street.  

♦ Front yard fences are not allowed for commercial and industrial districts.  
♦ Electrified wire, barbed wire, or razor wire arewire is not allowed in residential 

properties. Allowed materials are chain link, wood, wrought iron, masonry, 
decorative wire, or composite or synthetic materials appropriate to the general 
character of the neighborhood.  

Johnson County, KS 
♦ Front yard fences are allowed in the front yard in the Rural, Planned Rural, Residential, 

or Planned Residential Districts. 
♦ Fences located in the front yard must be see-through fences and may not be more than 

4 feet in height. 
♦ Solid fences are not allowed in front yards,  
♦ There are restrictions on use of electric and barbed wire fences.  
♦ A fence permit is not required unless the fence is taller than 6 feet. 

City of Raymore 
♦ Open fences (chain link; picket) are permitted in the front yard setback area. 
♦ Fences in the front yard setback area have a maximum height of four feet. 



 

♦ Open fences are allowed. Privacy fences can only be within the rear yard area. 
Privacy fences can be no closer to the front yard setback area than the rear of 
the house. 

♦ Fence material permitted is wood, chain link, and wrought iron. Prohibited 
materials are plywood, wafer board. All posts must be on the inside portion of 
the fence. 

Grain Valley 
♦ Fences are allowed to be located in the front yard setback area.  
♦ Fences in front yard setback area must be wood or plastic split rail type fence. 

SPRING HILL, KS  
♦ Fences in the front yard are allowed.  
♦ Fences in the front yard may not exceed a height of three feet and may not be 

attached to a continuous fence that is part of the side yard and/or back yard. 

City of Leavenworth 
♦ Front yard fences are allowed.  
♦ Fences in the front yard may not be more than 48 inches in height and must be 

a minimum of 50% open and may not be located within the vision triangle on 
corners.  

Lee’s Summit 
♦ Front yard fences are allowed in the front yard setback area 
♦ Fences in front yard setback areas are limited to decorative fences not exceeding 

3 1/2 feet in height, provided no deed restrictions are compromised. Further, the 
fence shall have the finished side (i.e., posts and supports on the inside). 

 
 
 



SUBSTITUTE BILL NO.   -011       ORDINANCE NO.  -11 SECTION NO. XIII 
 

 1 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1-9.05 OF THE 
COMPREHENSIVE ZONING REGULATIONS FOR THE CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI 
 
 WHEREAS, application PZ-2011-004, submitted by the City of Raytown, proposes to 
amend Section 1-9.05 of the City of Raytown Zoning Ordinance relating to regulations governing 
fences; and  
 

WHEREAS, after due public notice in the manner prescribed by law, the Planning & Zoning 
Commission held a public hearing on August 4, 2011and by a vote of 7 in favor and 0 against 
rendered a report to the Board of Aldermen recommending that the amendment to Section 1-9.05 
of the City of Raytown Zoning Ordinance be approved; and  
 
 WHEREAS, after due public notice in the manner prescribed by law, the Board of 
Aldermen held public hearings on August 16, 2011, and September 6, 2011 and rendered a 
decision to approve the amendment to Section 1-9.05 of the City of Raytown Zoning Ordinance. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE 
CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

SECTION 1 – AMENDMENT. That Section 1-9.05 of the City of Raytown Zoning 
Ordinance is hereby amended to read as follows: 

1-9.05 Fences: The following regulations shall apply to fences.  

1. Fences in an R-1, R-2 or R-3 zoned district shall be allowed subject to the following 
standards, unless specifically prohibited by other regulations: 

A. Location:  

(1) Fences in an R-1 or R-2 district shall be allowed along any property line subject 
to compliance with all other regulations contained herein. 

(2) All fences, and portions thereof, located at a street intersection, as defined by city 
code, shall comply with the city’s vision triangle regulations. 

B. Maximum Height: 

(1) Fences located in the rear yard and side yard shall not exceed six (6) feet in 
height. 

(2) On corner lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be located in 
the front setback area abutting a side street so long as the fence is setback a 
minimum ten (10) feet from the street right-of-way line. 

(3) On through lots, fences with a maximum height of six (6) feet may be located 
within the front setback area abutting the street located to the rear of the principal 
building so long as the fence is setback a minimum ten (10) feet from the street 
right-of-way line. 

(4) Except as otherwise allowed in Section 1.B(2) and 1.B(3) above for corner lots, 
fences located between the front of the principal building and the street shall not 
exceed three and one-half (3-1/2) feet in height. 

(5) The height of a fence shall be the vertical measurement from the ground level to 
the top of the fence. If the fence is located atop a retaining wall, deck or other 
structure, the ground level shall be at the base of the retaining wall, deck or 
applicable structure on which the fence is located. A fence shall not be 
considered to be atop another structure if it is setback a minimum of three-feet 
from the front edge of the said structure. 
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C. Design Standards: 

(1) Fences located within a front yard setback area that are three and one-half (3-
1/2) feet or less in height must have a minimum 40% open surface area. All other 
fences may be designed in a manner that forms a solid surface. 

(2) The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) shall not be 
visible from outside of the area the fence encloses unless specifically approved 
by the Director of Community Development as being a part of the overall design 
of the fence.  

(3) Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise allowed as a 
temporary or seasonal fence, the following materials and attachments shall be 
prohibited 

a. Chain link in the front yard. Chain link shall, however, be allowed to the side 
and rear of the structure unless the side or rear yard abuts and street right-of-
way. 

b. Plywood; 

c. Electrified wire. This shall not prohibit the use of underground “invisible” 
fences commonly used for the containment of animals. 

d. Barbed wire; and 

e. Razor wire. 

2. Fences in all districts other than an R-1, R-2 or R-3 districts, shall be allowed subject to the 
following standards, unless specifically prohibited by other regulations: 

A. Location:  

(1) Fences shall be allowed in the side yard and rear yard subject to compliance with 
all other regulations contained herein. 

(2) Fences shall not be located in the front yard unless:  

a. Highway 350 abuts the subject property in which case a fence may be 
constructed within 10-feet of highway right-of-way line for the purpose of 
screening trash, storage and service areas in accordance with the Highway 
350 Design Standards as specified in Section 29. 

3. Maximum Height: 

A. Fences shall not exceed a maximum height of six (6) feet. 

4. Design Standards: 

A. Fences located in the rear yard and side yard may be designed in a manner that forms a 
solid surface unless otherwise regulated by design standards specified elsewhere in the 
Zoning Ordinance. 

B. The support structure for the fence (i.e. posts, cross supports, etc.) shall not be visible 
from outside of the area the fence encloses unless said support structure is a part of the 
overall design and appearance of the fence and is specifically approved by the Director 
of Community Development. 

C. Fences located within the front setback area along Highway 350 shall have trees and 
shrubbery planted between the fence and highway right-of-way line so as to substantially 
reduce the visibility of the fence from drivers and neighboring properties.  Said trees and 
shrubs shall be in addition to all other trees and shrubs required by other sections of the 
Zoning Ordinance and City Code. 
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D. Prohibited Fence Materials and Attachments: Unless otherwise allowed as a temporary 
or seasonal fence within the Zoning Ordinance, the following materials and attachments 
shall be prohibited. 

(1) Chain link, when located adjacent to a street or highway right-of-way, public 
parking area or a property that is residentially zoned or used for residential 
purposes; 

(2) Electrified wire, when located adjacent to a property that is residentially zoned or 
used for residential purposes; 

(3) Barbed wire, when located adjacent to a property that is residentially zoned or 
used for residential purposes; and 

(4) Razor wire. 

5. Temporary & Seasonal Fences: The following shall be allowed as temporary or seasonal 
fencing. 

A. Construction Site Fencing:  

(1) The temporary fence shall not be erected prior to issuance of a grading permit or 
building permit and shall be removed prior to issuance of a final Certificate of 
Occupancy for said development. 

(2) May exceed six-feet in height subject to approval of the Community Development 
Director and compliance with applicable building codes. 

(3) May consist of any material as long as the material does not pose a threat to the 
safety or wellbeing of any person or property. 

B. Garden Fencing: 

(1) Shall not be located between that side of a house containing the front entrance 
and a street right-of-way. 

(2) Shall not exceed three-feet in height. 

(3) Shall be not installed prior to April 1 of each year and shall be removed by 
November 1st of each year. 

(4) May be constructed of wire as well as any other material allowed in the 
applicable zoning district as specified herein. 

C. Festival and Special Event Fencing subject to approval of a site plan by the Director of 
Community Development. 

D. Other type of temporary or seasonal fencing subject to approval of a site plan by the 
Director of Community Development. 

6. Nonconforming Fences:  

 
A. A legal nonconforming fence may be maintained but shall not be increased in height or 

length unless such increase is in conformance with the provisions contained herein. 
B. A legal nonconforming fence may be replaced as long as the fence material used to 

replace the legally nonconforming fence is not a prohibited fence material, the fence 
does not / will not create a safety hazard, and the height and length of the fence will not 
be increased unless it is in conformity with the regulations contained herein.  
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 SECTION 2 – FAILURE TO COMPLY.  That failure to comply with all of the provisions 
contained in this ordinance shall constitute violations of both this ordinance and the City’s 
Comprehensive Zoning Regulations. 
 

SECTION 3 – SEVERABILITY CLAUSE.  The provisions of this ordinance are severable 
and if any provision hereof is declared invalid, unconstitutional or unenforceable, such 
determination shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this ordinance. 
 
 SECTION 4 – EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from 
and after the date of its passage and approval. 
 

BE IT REMEMBERED that the above was read two times by heading only, PASSED AND 
APPROVED by a majority of the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of 
Raytown, Jackson County, Missouri, this 6th  day of September, 2011.  
 
 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk 
  
 
 Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 Joe Willerth, City Attorney 
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CITY OF RAYTOWN 
Request for Board Action 

 
Date: August 31, 2011      Bill No.  6269-11 
To: Mayor and Board of Aldermen    Section No.:  VIII   
From: Jeremy Willmoth, Finance Director  
 
Department Head Approval:          
     
City Administrator Approval:        

 
 
 
Action Requested: Establish the 2011 Property Tax Levies. 
 
Analysis:  There is a need to establish the Property Tax Levy rates prior to October 1, 2011.  
 
The City has received its Notice of 2011 Assessed Valuation from the County.   Finance has 
recalculated the levy rates using the formula supplied by the State Auditor's Office.  These 
calculations indicated the City could levy a rate of $0.3662 per $100 assessed valuation for 
general city operations and a rate of $0.1829 per $100 assessed valuation for park operations.  
The 2011 proposed rates are equal to the 2010 levy rates.   
 
The Final Adjusted Assessed Valuation: 

• Real Estate values increased by $2,339,058 or 0.986% from last year's amounts for a 
2011 value of $239,457,647; 

• New Construction amounted to $2,189,225 of this increase.  Without this, the increase 
in value is only $149,833 or 0.0631%  

• Personal property value decreased by $250,113 or -0.436% from last year's amounts 
for a 2011 value of $57,068,288; 

• State assessed utilities values increased by $772,351 or 15.037% for a 2011 value of 
$5,908,703; 

• Total assessed values increased by $2,861,296 or 0.955% for a 2011 total value of 
$302,434,638. 

  
Actual collections are forecasted to be 95% of the possible amounts.  The Public Hearing 
Document and the 2011 budget will show $1,053,801 in revenues for City purposes.  A 
comparable Park revenue amount would be $526,325.  

 
In accordance with State law, the City must hold a public hearing on the establishment of the 
levy rate prior to passage of the ordinance approving the 2011 rates.  Notice for this public 
hearing must be published in the newspaper prior to the meeting date.  The notice for this 
public hearing is attached.      
 
Alternatives: None.  This is a calculation required by State Law. 
 
Additional Reports Attached:    
 

1) Public Hearing Notice 
2) 2011 and 2010 Final Assessed Valuation reports from the County. 
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AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING THE ANNUAL PROPERTY TAX LEVY RATE FOR THE 
CITY OF RAYTOWN GENERAL OPERATING FUND AND THE PARK FUND FOR THE YEAR 
2011 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Chapters 67 and 94, Sections 67.110, 94.100, 
and 94.330 of the Revised Statutes of the State of Missouri, the rate for the levy of taxes must 
be established for the year 2011 on all taxable realty and tangible personal properties situated 
in the City of Raytown, Missouri, for the maintenance and operation of the city government and 
services to the citizens of Raytown; and 
 

WHEREAS, the rate for the levy of taxes for the year 2011 has been calculated by the 
Director of Finance in accordance with the Missouri Constitution and Statutes; and 

 
WHEREAS, a Public Hearing on the proposed tax levy required by Section 67.110 

RSMo. was held on September 6, 2011 and September 20, 2011 after publication of required 
notice; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen find it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City 

of Raytown to set the City of Raytown’s 2011 Property Tax Levy at 36.62/100 cents ($0.3662) 
per one hundred dollars $100.00) assessed valuation for general city operations and at 
18.29/100 cents ($0.1829) per one hundred dollars ($100.00) assessed valuation for park 
operations. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE 
CITY OF RAYTOWN, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 

SECTION 1 – GENERAL CITY OPERATING TAX RATE LEVY FOR 2011 
ESTABLISHED.  That the rate of levy of tax for the year 2011 on all taxable realty and tangible 
personal property within the City of Raytown, Missouri, is hereby established at 36.62/100 cents 
($0.3662) per one hundred dollars ($100.00) assessed valuation for general expenses incurred 
by the City. 

 
SECTION 2 – PARK TAX RATE LEVY FOR 2011 ESTABLISHED.  That the rate of 

levy of tax for the year 2011 on all tangible realty and tangible personal property within the City 
of Raytown, Missouri, is hereby established at 18.29/100 cents ($0.1829) per one hundred 
dollars ($100.00) valuation for the purpose of a park fund to keep, maintain and further develop 
a system of public parks. 

 
SECTION 3 – PROPERTY TAX LEVIED.  That the aforesaid taxes, hereinafter referred 

to, be and the same are hereby levied on all taxable realty an tangible personal property within 
the City of Raytown, Missouri for the year 2011, the same being due and payable on November 
1, 2011, and delinquent on January 1, 2012, pursuant to Section 94.300 of the Revised Statutes 
of the State of Missouri. 
 

SECTION 4 – REPEAL OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT.  All ordinances or parts of 
ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 
SECTION 5 – SEVERABILITY CLAUSE.  The provisions of this ordinance are severable 

and if any provision hereof is declared invalid, unconstitutional or unenforceable, such 
determination shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this ordinance. 
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 SECTION 6 – EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from 
and after the date of its passage and approval. 
 

BE IT REMEMBERED that the above was read two times by heading only, PASSED 
AND APPROVED by a majority of the Board of Aldermen and APPROVED by the Mayor of the 
City of Raytown, Jackson County, Missouri this ___ day of September, 2011. 
 
 
 
 ________________________________ 
 David W. Bower, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:  
 
 
 
______________________________   
Teresa M. Henry, City Clerk  
 
 
 
 Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 ______________________________  
 Joe Willerth, City Attorney 



Notice of Public Hearing
City of Raytown Property/Real Estate Tax Levy

Date of Hearing: September 6, 2011
Time: Approximately 7:00 p.m.

Location: City Hall Council Chambers
10000 E 59th Street
Raytown, Missouri

Final Prelim.
2010 2011 Change

Real Estate 237,118,589    239,457,647       2,339,058      
Personal Property 57,318,401      57,068,288         (250,113)       

State Assessed Railroad 
and Utility (Real Estate) 4,107,673        4,939,207          831,534        

State Assessed Railroad 
and Utility (Personal Property) 1,028,679        969,496             (59,183)         

Total Valuation 299,573,342    302,434,638      2,861,296     

Real Estate New Construction 253,746           2,189,225         1,935,479     

For General City Operations   
Budgeted Revenues from Levy Sources 1,042,186$      1,053,801$        11,615$        

Levy Tax Rate per $100 Assessed Valuation $0.3662 $0.3662  -$              

For Parks Department Operations
Budgeted Revenues from Levy Sources 520,524$         526,325$           5,801$          

Levy Tax Rate per $100 Assessed Valuation $0.1829 $0.1829 -$              

Total for the City of Raytown - All Sources
Budgeted Revenues from Levy Sources 1,562,710$      1,580,126$        17,416$        

Levy Tax Rate per $100 Assessed Valuation 0.5491$           0.5491$             -$              

These figures are merely estimates until the finalized values are released by Jackson County at which 
time, the City may need to revise its estimates given below:

In accordance with State Statute 67.110, notice is hereby given by the Board of Aldermen of the City of 
Raytown that there will be a public hearing for the purpose of inviting public discussion and input on the 

2011 Tax Levy Rates.

Below are the Preliminary 2011 and Final 2010 assessed valuations, the 2011 proposed tax rates, and 
the resulting revenues the levies will produce.











 

Community Development Dept. 

Memo 
To: Mayor Bower and Board of Aldermen 

From: John Benson, Interim Director of Community Development 

CC: Mahesh Sharma, City Administrator  

Date: September 6, 2011 

Re: Request to Amend a Condition Specified in Ordinance No. 5394-11 

 
On April 12, 2011 the Board of Aldermen approved a conditional use permit application (Ordinance No. 5394-
11) for auto sales at 11900 East Highway 350.  The approval of the conditional use permit application was 
subject to a number of conditions, some of which are required to be met prior to the business being able to 
open.  Condition number 3 of the Ordinance, a copy of which is attached, requires: 

 
The existing shoulder abutting the property on westbound and eastbound Highway 350 shall be 
removed and curbing shall be constructed. The location of the curbing within the highway right-of-way 
as well as construction plans for these improvements shall be submitted and approved by the City of 
Raytown and the Missouri Department of Transportation prior to construction. 

 
Since approval of the conditional use permit, the applicant has met with the Missouri Department of 
Transportation as well as city staff regarding the requirements for the curb construction and has obtained 
bids from contractors for the removal of the highway shoulder and construction of the required curbing. 
Additionally, the applicant has constructed a majority of the parking lot curbing on site and still has 
landscaping to install.  The applicant, however, has submitted the attached letter requesting that condition 
number 3 be amended.  The applicant stated to staff that the cost of the shoulder removal and curb 
construction was higher than anticipated, which they are not able to incur prior to opening the business. 
 
Staff is not asking for a decision on the request at this meeting. Rather, staff needs direction from the Board 
as to whether the Board is willing to consider amending the previously approved ordinance.  If a majority of 
the Board is willing to consider an amendment, staff will schedule a public hearing on this request on a 
future Board of Aldermen meeting agenda. 
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