
Maryville Planning Commission – February 26, 2001 
 
 

 
 

Chairperson A. Kerkemeyer called the regular meeting of the Planning Commission to order at 7:03 
p.m.  Members present:  L. Benesh, P. Ducey, S. Frey, A. Kerkemeyer and C. Morris.  Additionally,  
K. Flaugher, T. Klasner, and R. Limberg, were present. 
 
Chairperson Kerkemeyer requested a review of the minutes from the January 22nd meeting.   
P. Ducey made a motion to accept the minutes as presented.  A. Kerkemeyer seconded the motion.  
Motion passed, all ayes. 
 
 
 
Pre-Development Plans – Charter Communications – PD-B 
 
 
Personnel from Charter Communications, their engineer and their landscape design architect  were 
present to discuss and answer any further questions from the members of the Planning Commission 
regarding their proposed building and future development plans at the property located on Division 
Street.  Charter Communications revised their previous pre-development plans as originally submitted 
at the January 22nd meeting. 
 
T. Klasner of Juneau Associates, Inc., P.C. reported that the deficiencies in the plat as presented 
previously had been corrected and that the plat as presented complied with current Village 
Ordinances: 
 
1. The plat as presented will have a landscaped 50-foot buffer zone around the perimeter of the 

property. 
2. The number of parking spaces (140) are greater than the required amount (114).  Landscaped 

islands are being placed in the parking areas. 
3. A fire hydrant will be placed within the area to be developed and site lighting has been added. 
 
Further discussion ensued in which questions were raised regarding the type of fencing to be 
installed and the placement of the landscaping in the buffer zone with respect to the placement of the 
fence.  The developer plans to put the fence on the property line and place pine trees inside the fence 
within the 50-foot buffer zone.  
 
A. Kerkemeyer made a motion to recommend approval of the pre-development plan contingent upon 
the developer using a green vinyl coated fence material on the property line which would blend with 
the buffer zone as landscaped.  P. Ducey seconded the motion.  Roll Call:  Benesh-aye, Ducey-aye, 
Frey-aye, Kerkemeyer-aye, Morris-aye.  
 
Final Development Plan – Charter Communications – PD-B 
 
The developer requested a recommendation for approval of the final development plan as presented. 
T. Klasner of Juneau Associates, Inc., P.C. reported that the plan did not contain the required 
irrigation system for the landscaping. 
 
The developer requested a variance from the irrigation requirement.  It was noted that due to the size 
of the development and the non-contiguous nature and dispersion of landscaping throughout the 
development, it would be impractical to install an underground irrigation system.  C. Morris made a 
motion to recommend the approval of a variance from the irrigation requirement.  Motion was 
seconded by L. Benesh.  Roll Call:  Benesh-aye, Ducey-aye, Frey-aye, Kerkemeyer-aye, Morris-aye. 
 



C. Morris made a motion to recommend approval of the final development plan subject to the same 
contingency noted in the recommendation for approval of the pre-development plan.  P. Ducey 
seconded the motion.  Roll Call:  Benesh-aye, Ducey-aye, Frey-aye, Kerkemeyer-aye, Morris-aye. 
 
Other Business 
 
The Engineer and Attorney representing the owner for the shopping plaza located South and East 
of the 55/70/159 intersection (Sharky’s) was present to discuss future development in the plaza.  
Members of the planning commission looked at a proposed plan and indicated that the 
development would be required to adhere to all village ordinances as a PD-B. 
 
T. Klasner of Juneau Associates presented a revised proposed plan for a multi-family apartment 
complex on Zupan Street.  This revised proposed plan indicated a reduction in the number of 
buildings from three to two and a reduction in the number of dwelling units from eighteen to 
twelve.  However, it was noted that the maximum number of dwelling units allowed on the one-
acre building site is 7.   Members present discussed the proposed development and the area in 
which it is to be located and concluded that it would be in the Village’s best interest to adhere to 
the requirements of the ordinance.   
 
With no further business to discuss, P. Ducey made a motion to adjourn.  A. Kerkemeyer seconded 
the motion.  The motion passed all ayes and the meeting was adjourned at 8:47 p.m. 
   


